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get up here to-night like a man, amidst the groans and hisses of 
Senter of his own party, and advocate what he knew was 

‘ht. . j 

want to say to his credit that he stood here every Friday night 

since Congress met in the interests of the soldiers, especially the 
old soldiers, the privates, when perhaps all those who are up here 
to-night, who are speaking in the interests of widows of officers, 
were in bed asleep, or at some game of cards, or something of that 
sort. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

. TALBERT. My friend, I do not want you to get hurt 
again. Isaw you with yourarminaslingtheotherday. [Great 
laughter.) I want to say to you, gentlemen, you should han 
your h in shame when you come up here from this side an 
that side and cross fire upon the distinguished gentleman from 
South Dakota, whose loyalty to the old soldier can not be ques- 


tioned. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

. TALBERT ebay ona, You have proved yourselves 
many and many of you to be hypocrites in the true sense of the 
word, because enough of you could not be found here the other 
night to help him carry on business in the interest of the old sol- 
di 


er. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

. TALBERT. Why,certainly. You know there are certain 
people that can ask questions that others can not answer. I will 
not promise to answer. BA en laughter. ] : 

Mr. NORTHWAY. ill the gentleman be kind enough to 
strike out of the RECORD the remarks he made about the gentle- 
man from South Dakota the other evening attempting to pension 
bounty jum and camp followers? 

Mr. TALBERT. I did take it out. [Laughter.] The gentle- 
man from South Dakota has shown courage in standing here in 
the interests of the common soldier. Now, I am going to try you 
again and give you a chance to redeem yourself from this condi- 
tion into which you have put yourselves. I hope the amendment 
to are out the words ‘‘seventy-five” and insert sixty“ will 

revail. 

p Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to detain the committee 
only a single moment, and in that moment I wish to say that I 
have a good opinion of the chairman of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. I believe he is a just and patriotic man. I believe he 
has stood upon this floor for the old soldier in the four Congresses 
of which I have been a member in season and out of season, and 
that no man loves the old soldier better or will do more for him 
than that gentleman. And I also want to say, Mr. Chairman, that 
he has undertaken and is endeavoring to carry out an impossible 
task. I believe that this whole business is — 5 5 I believe that 
this whole class of legislation should be covered by general legis- 
lation, and for that reason, during the four terms that I have been 
in Congress, I have scarcely introduced a bill of this character. 

Now, tell me what justice there is in giving a soldier or a soldier’s 
widow $30, $40, $50, or $75 a month when beside him or her, in 
the next house, lives a soldier or a soldier’s widow, equally, and 
perhaps more deserving, who is only receiving $8, $10, or $12? I 
say that this whole business is wrong. The tendency is to make 
the great mass of the pensioners of the country dissatisfied with 
the pensions they are receiving, and members of Congress, instead 
of presenting these ial cases for legislation which are down- 
right favoritism and injustice, should abolish this system and 
discourage this class of legislation. Now, somebody says that there 
are a class of cases that can not be reached 7 general law. There 
may be, and there are a few such cases, but I hope to live to see the 
time when these cases will be decided by some commission, court, 
or tribunal, and when this outrageous class 9 and favor- 
itism will be taken away from the Congress of the United States. 
1 aes i 
Mr. MILES. I desire to ask the gentleman a question, if he will 
yield. 

Mr. MORSE. Certainly. E 

Mr. MILES. Were you in favor of grantinga pension to the 
widow of General Cogswell at $75 a month? 

Mr. MORSE. I will say in answer to the gentleman that since 
that policy had met with approval here, as she was a Massachu- 
setts woman, I had no hesitation in voting that pension to her. 

Mr. MILES. I thank the gentleman for his candor. 

Mr. MORSE. I want to say that if there ever was a soldier in 
the Union Army, a brave man, a patriotic man, whose widow de- 
served a pension, that woman is the widow of my colleague, Gen. 
William Cogswell, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. MILES, It is just the same with the widow of Gen. Tom 


Ewing. 
The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment of the 
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5 South Carolina, to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five ” and 
insert sixty.“ 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 34, noes 66. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable 
recommendation. 


CARRIE L, GREIG, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2962) granting a pension to Carrie L. Greig, widow of Theodore 
Greig, brevet major of volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 

Penson laws, the name of Carrie L. Greig, widow of 
the late Theodore W. Greig, brevet major of volunteers, and pay her a pen- 
sion of $20 per month. 

Mr. TALBERT. I should like to have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. McCLELLAN) was read, as follows: 


2962) ting a pension of $20 per month to Carrie L. Greig, widow of 
dore W. Greig, late brevet or of volunteers, ha considered the facts 
and o tances in evidence, report as follows: 

Theodore W. Greig ted as R vate, Company. A, Sixty-first New York 
Infantry Volunteers, A 25, 1861; promoted to se: t-major Septem- 
ber 21, 1861; commissioned second lieutenant, to date from July 1, 1 and 
transferred to Compa’ oned first lieutenant November 17, 1 


ny C; cor 
with rank from June 2, 1862: mustered in to date July 2, 1803; transfo 
to Company E February 8, 1863, to scops promotion as nepa commis- 
sioned as captain March 31, 1863, with rank from September 17, 1862, and mus- 
tered in to date September 17, 1 and mustered out October 9, 1864. He 
was brevetted major United States Volunteers May 20, 1867, for gallant and 
meritorious service in late war. 

In the battle of Antietanr, Md., September 17, 1862, while the battle was at 
its height, the Fourth Alabama Confederate Regiment stuck its battle in 
the gronnd, a little in advance, as a dare for anyone to capture it. or 
Greig, then lieutenant, rushed forward and captured it. He was shot in 
neck, but held onto the flag and returned with it to his company. 

Claimant was married to soldier November II, 1884; soldier died November 
17, 1843. Claimant filed application for pension under act of June 27, 1890, 
which was rejected on the ground that “ claimant is not without other means 
of 7 5 than her aniy labor.” 

The testimony shows that applicant has $500 worth of furniture; has an 
income of $66 annually from a mortgage and $75 annually from $1,500 received 
from her husband's life insurance. 

Testimony also shows that soldier's death was due to chronic nephritis. 

From all the facts and circumstances presented your committee recommend 
that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
RICHARD P, PILKINGTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
5711) granting a pension to Richard P. Pilkington. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the 38 of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to 15 — upon the pension roll the name of Ric 
P. Pilkington, late captain of Company E, Seventy-sixth Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension of $0 per month, in lieu of the pension 


he is now receiving. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Gentlemen on the other side really do not know 
how many good things they are missing by not having these re- 
ports read. They donot know how much they might be instructed 
and edified. Why, sir, this report shows that in 1880 this man, 
by reason of a premature explosion, lost his fingers and became 
blind; and this report really determines that a premature explo- 
sion fifteen years after the close of the war is a misfortune of 
service origin. It further determines that because 50 of the man’s 
neighbors ask that you grant this pension as a matter of charity 
and because he is destitute, therefore you should grant it. Those 
are important things which probably gentlemen on the other side 
would like to know; but they are missing all these things by not 
having these reports read. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iam willing that anybody who reads this re- 
port shall decide whether this man is entitled to a pension. 

Mr. MILNES. I wish to call the attention of this committee 
to the inconsistency of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ErpMAN]. He has just yoted—I saw him so vote—for a pension 
of $75 a month where there was no injury claimed whatever. 
Now, here is the case of a man who is blind and shot all to 

ieces, and the gentleman says that we are missing a great 
eal” by not knowing the facts. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I will say to the gentleman who has just taken 
his seat that I have voted for a pension of $75 a month to the 
widow of Gen. Thomas Ewing, just as the gentleman himself and 
other gentlemen on that side voted $75 a month to the widow of 
General Carr— 

Mr. MILNES. I did not vote that way. 

Mr. ERDMAN. To the widow of General Cogswell, to the 
widow of General Gresham, and to the widows of a great number 


- 
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other generals. I am in favor of pensioning people according 
9 their nk and services. The general law haying provided for 
no distinction above the rank of lieutenant-colonel, it is practi- 
sear eg to be determined by Congre in special bills what shall 
þe the pension in cases not covere by the general law. That is 
what we are doing in passing these bills. We are determining 
the rates of pensions according to the rank and service. And that 
is one of the reasons why I vote for many of these bills. 

But that question was not involved in what I said in regard to 
the bill under consideration. I wanted to point out to gentlemen 
on the other side that they are putting these pensions through 
without knowing what they aredoing. Not five of you gentlemen 
have read the reports—probably not three. You do not care to 
have them read. In this way the people do not see them. I 
aay, emphasize the fact that you gentlemen are acting in the 
dark; that yon are willing to grant gratuities to people without 
knowing what you are doing. 

The C. . The question is on ordering the bill to be 
laid aside to be reported favorably to the House, 

The question was decided in the affirmative. 


EMILY E. CASH. 


Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I trust I sone Shea heer to oo 
amoment. Ihave not given the House m trouble in regar 
to any pension bills on this Calendar. But I have in my charge 
to-night the case of an old widow, 83 years of age, who is con- 
fined to her bed. She is the widow of a soldier of the Mexican 
‘war, who, as the report states,“ died in 1848 in a general military 
hospital at New Orleans, which he entered immediately upon his 
return from Mexico, where he had been discharged on account of 
disability.” The committee has reported a bill in favor of increas- 
ing the pension of this old lady. I do not know her except by 

tation. 

. PICKLER. The gentleman from Tennessee is taking as 
much time in talking as would suffice to cogs his bill. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from South Dakota has taken u 
enough time to passa hundred bills. [Laughter.] I hope he 
be quiet a moment, 

. PICKLER. Why does not the gentleman send up his bill? 

Mr. COX. Iask unanimous co for the present considera- 
tion of this bill, for the simple reason that unless it be taken u 


out of its order its e never do the old woman any 4 
There no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
we of the bill (H. R. 8248) to increase the pension of Mrs. Emily 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretar y of the Interior gat 5 is hereby, 
directed to increase the pension of Mrs. ey E Cash, widow of Priva 
Thomas W. Cash, a soldier in the Mexican war, to $30 a month. 


The amendment reported by the committee, to strike out 
„thirty“ and insert “twenty,” so as to make the pension $20 a 
month, was read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 

CHILDREN OF PATRICK F. REYNOLDS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
603) to pension minor children of Patrick F. Reynolds. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enac eto, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
nions and limitations af the act of Congress ved June 27, 1890, the names 
of the minor children of Patrick F. Reyno) 8 a member of 
Company H, First Connecticut Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay to their legal 

the pension to which they would have been entitled under said 
act had not the soldier left a widow surviving at the date of his death. 


Mr. TALBERT. I would like to have the report read in this 
case; I do not know anything about it. 
The Clerk read the report (by Mr. Poor), as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
report as follows: 
enlisted December 10, 1863, and was hono; Au- 


sago of that act. Sho was appointed of chil and as guard- 
ian filed a claim for Denai tor them under act of June 2961300 but the claim 
was rejected on the ground that the minors had no title, since the soldier left 
a widow, who is still living. 

The case is just this: The minor children of the soldier, who were intended 
to be ed by the act of June 27, 1890, are barred by the living widow, 
who has no title under said act. 

The committee believe this to be most clearly a case for special 
action to remove the technical bar which defeats the purpose law,and 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, in this case the children are 


not going to get the pension. The widow is the guardian a 
3 8 os herself applies as the guardian of the 
children for this i 


m. 
Mr. MILES. e applies to get that which she could not get 
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ee e ate She was married since the passage of the 
0 4 

Mr. ERDMAN. It is therefore a case where you propose to 
transfer a pension as a vested right; and it has at last come to 
that pass where you are constituting and creating a ion a 
right, which is to pass by descent, and be 3 any 
commercial contract is. 

Mr, TALBERT. Mr, Chairman, I want to say, in reply to 
what the gentleman says, if we err let us err upon the 20 of 
charity in this case and give these children what they ask for. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


MARY E. CHAMBERLAIN, 


ear Res be e on the ee Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Chamberlain. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and ly 
authorized and directed to place on the N 8 to ig neroby, 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary M. Cham: s 
widow = Lowel Jr a captain — i — 7 — United States 

an y her a pension amon pensio; 

now E * 85 = 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendments: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the word “Chamberlain “ and insert the word 
8 i also in line 8 strike out the word “fifty” eh fasor the 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


DANIEL D. JENNINGS, 


Pg pci pane on the Shires oo was the bill (H. R. 
increas e ion of Daniel D. Jennings, late of Com- 
pany O, Sixty-fitth Ohio Volunteers. r 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit ct te., That the Secre £ 
suathorised — directed to place pare Pooch nays ayy — 
c pela 
$30.a month, in lien of the pension he is now — tA bpa = 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


SARAH A. BULL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2014) 
granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. Bull. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it ted, etc., That the Secre of 
e firad to tines e ee tea ee 
tions and provisions of the pension laws, the name of Sarah A. Bull, widow 
canon a me geneig parades ae tan reas Ok Sk tees moms a hee ok 

5 an ra 

the DONADA ot 98 pax manta FF * 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


ELVIRA BACHELDER, 


The next business on the Private Calender was the bill (S. 147) 


granting a pension to Elvira Bachelder. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
irected to place on the pee roll, subject to the and limitations 
bs Phong monary pias ee e rate of $12 per month name of Elvira Bach- 

ependent mother of J. K. P. Bachelder, late a private in Company D, 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


MARY COLLINS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
158) granting a pension to Mary Collins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension ier subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Collins, mother 
of John Collins, late of Company D, Sixteenth Regiment Massachusetts Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension from the passage of this act. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommend the following 
amendment: 


Strike out all after the word “Infantry,” in line 7, and insert in lieu thereof 


the words “at the rate of $12 per month.“ 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was o: to be laid aside to be reported 


to the House with a favorable recommendation, 
MRS, HELEN FUNKHOUSER, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6236) to a to Mrs. Helen Funkhouser. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name o Funkhouser, 


widow of Jobn J. Funkhouser, late * N: incty elghth Reg Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension of $30 per month. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amend- 
ment, inserting after the word Helen“ the initial ‘‘A.” in line 6. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 


CATHERINE DARRAGH. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1892) granting a pension to Catherine Darragh. 
The bill was aE as follows: 


gator CC e an Compan 5 
ow of Jo) a priva! y H. One 

and tenth Pe nnsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension of $12 

per mon 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 
JANE FISHER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
S granting a pension to Jane Fisher (colored), of Madisonville, 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the path has laws, the name of Jane er, widow of Henry 

„late of Company B. Seventeenth Kentucky Ca’ and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 

After the word "Iate," in line 6, insert the word “private”; andin 
strike Gok the word “ twelve" — Getint in lieu — the word * p 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, if I may inte t the carnival 
for a few moments, I want to call ‘attention toa bill which passed 
a little while ago, the third or fourth or fifth bill 8 assed. In 

g that bill the committee have determined that ian a sol- 

Gier ier is killed by keeping wild elks in a pen, his death is due to 
service origin. That is one of the strange things that we have 
determined. 

For fear that the leader on the other side would be disap- 

inted if we should not have some report read, I will ask to have 
the report on this case read in my time. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the . 

The report (by Mr. ANDERSON) was read, as fo! 

The i on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred re private; 

4604) omyany B, evente on to Jane Fisher, widow of Henry Fisher a _— aes 
venteenth Kentucky Cavalry Meagre er, 
ors cons A Pral all the facts and circumstances presented in 22 emir 
fully report as follows: 

e husband of this widow served asa 8 in Company B. Seventeenth 
Kentucky Cavalry, from Decem 1, to September 1865, on which 
gate; at Louisville, Ky.. he was honorably arged, a — died d September 4, 

Widow filed application for operas July 3, 1895, which said claim was 
seater upon th: that claimant was not the Tegal wifo of soldier. 
The report of a examiner discloses the following 

“The public Took (B. J. 10) shows claimant to aves married soldier gary 

81, 1889, and the record shows ate page 3 from his wife e es 
„ CO. on 


. so that claimant's ma: marriage 
as eaulvaiont eget under the laws 


r divorce not being recogni 
of of the State ot Kentu illegality of marriage be not a bar, then claim- 
ant no doubt has title under act of ot June 27, 1890. 
“F. G. Special Examiner.” 


The facts in this case show that soldier was formerly married to one 
Rachel Nourse, and some time prior to July 31, 1889, he and his wife Rachel 
separated, and erence filed Reg cag pres eat for. divorce, and owing to soldier's 
ignorance 2 roceedin 1 ifaiver cogs pew being an ignorant colored 
rr Seth gr 36 os — divorce had been granted, and actin: 

f he united in to claimant July 31. 
when in Neate 8 soldier was era is t actually divorced his wife el 
October 23, 1889, something less than three months after his marriage to 
t. There is nothing to show that soldier, or claimant either, ever be- 
came aware of this discrepancy, and continued to cohabit together, under the 
belief that they were lawfully husband and wife, and were so regarded by 
their friends and acquaintances. 

aiea Insane for the rejection 

SERAN witho 

of dg? (ong as shown by the evidence, the committee NDEAN 
onse with 


0 the recomme on, after arang 
word 405 rivate,” after the word ` “inte,” in line 6,and by striking out the 
the bill do pass. 


lve,” in line 8, and inserting 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to amend by striking out of the title 
of the bill the words ‘‘(colored), of mville, Ky.” 

The CHAIRMAN. e Clerk will report the ‘amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out from the re! the words (colored), of Madisonville, Ky.” 

The amendments by the committee were agreed to. 

The amendment OFM . PICKLER was agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside, to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

EMILY A. MANN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 

8480) for the relief of Emily A. Mann, 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it encol; ete., — ton the 8 tho Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and 
* —.— name of ot Emily A. 
First Illinois Light Artillery. 


Mr. riparia Poetical eee Mr. Chairman, I ask for the 
reading of the report in that cas: 
The report (by Mr. aan) wae vend as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered — bill (H. R. 3480) to 
pension Emily A. Mann, and submit the follo re 

The petitioner was formerly the widow of W; iR. R 
soldier in * B. First IIlinois Light Artille 
to March 28, 1862, when he died in the line of duty at F. 
fever. Sho was pensioned as widow 3 the date of th un 
cember 28, 1865, at which time she married Mann, when her nil Be 
ceased. Mr. Mann died on the 12th of June, 1571. 

The widow is ae over pe contrib an from Prien ds, and no pro ces, and has 
no means of support, except con pone’ rom friends, and no — rt 

She is afflicted and disabled: wi ase en alt i în, 1887. 
These facts are shown by the Rare otis on file in the rose often — the 
testimony of Dr. E. N. Howley, Dr. W. E. Gill, C. J. Baldwin, and ©. W. Rule. 
She is now confined to her bedi and is not likely to live a great while. 

The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, this is an- 
other of that remarkable Gala which I had supposed from the 
information I had received from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions were not again to be reported to this House. This is the 
case of a woman who is not the widow of a soldier. She remar- 
ried and left soldier’s name and family and voluntarily relin- 
quished a pension to which she had been entitled by the law of 
her country; and, having done so, this is a case, not of merit, but 
a clear, clean gratuity, upon a new basis, if we continue to pass 
these cases, and we have on unable thus far to receive from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions or from any member of the com- 
mittee or the House any just reason why that should be done. 

Mr. TALBERT. Wil the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question right there? 

The CHAIRMAN, 


. T 
laog npon ihe pension Tai ai ä — Byer 


Does the gentleman from New Hampshire 
yield to the 1 from South Carolina? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I do. 

Mr. TALBERT. It seems that the settled policy of the maj 
ity here is, as we haye pensioned one widow at $75 a 8 9 
turn back. Now, as we have pensioned these remarried widows, 
93 5 it do to go back on that proposition also? 

BAKER of New Hampshire. The gentleman can answer 
kes own question. 

Mr. PICKLER. Vote! 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I am not in favor of voting 
at present, I will say to the 3 from South Dakota. On 
one ding. two evenings we have considered cases like the one now 
pen 

Mr. PICKLER, If the gentleman will yield I will move that 
the committee 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee 5 rose; and Mr. Horxis having 
resumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HEPBURN, Chair- 
man of the Committee of the ole House, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration 22 Le 8 5 S. 246, H. R. 
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. R. 4720, H. R. 
5710, S. H. R. 1820, S. 1215, S. 404, S. 
H. R. 4020, H. R. 4547, H. R. 126, H. R. 3857, 
R. 3220, ae 1891. H R. 1511 E 8 


827 
me Ps 
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55 
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ies) 


. 2317, H. R. 3132, H. R. 
R. 3877, H. R. 4354, H. R. 8184, H. R. 4361, 
H. B. 2409, 8. 1897, H. R. Sule, HL R. 622, H. R. 158, and H. R. 


der consideration the 
4721, H. R. 1590, H. 2. 2900 TE R. 2962, H. R. 5711, H. R. 6603, 
H. B. 2947, 8. 2014, S. 147, H. R. 6236, and H. R. 1892, and had di- 
rected him to report the same with the recommendation that th 
do The committee had also had under consideration the 
H. R. 358, H. R. 4090, H. R. 3496, H. R. 1894, and H. R. 1931, and 
the same back to the House with the 
ydo lie on the table. Thecommittee had 
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also had under consideration the bill H. R. 3480 and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 


I protest against their being reported to this H i 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of 
order. Thequestion is on the motion of the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. PickLER] that the House adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 
25 minutes p. m.) the House, in pursuance of its previous order, 
adjourned until Monday next. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Acting Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting, with accompanying documents, 
an ment with the Shoshone and Arapahoe Indians ceding to 
the United States a portion of their reservations, a draft of bill, 
and copy of the proceedings of the council, was taken from the 
Speakers table, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF CO ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


MMITTEES 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8623) to amend section 4 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to define the 
jurisdiction of the police court of the District of Columbia,” re- 

rted the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. es which said bill and report were referred to the House 

endar. 

Mr. McCORMICK, from the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House 

H. R. 8557) to provide an American register for the steamer 

enemslia, ted the same without amendment, accompanied 

by a report (No. 1676); which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HULICK, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2647) relating 


to the testimony of physicians in the courts of the District of Co- 


lumbia, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1677); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred House 
bills Nos. 8098 and 8472, reported in lieu thereof, without amend- 
ment, a bill (H. R. 8472) authorizing the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to accept the bequest of the laté Peter Von 
Essen for the use of the public white schools of that portion of 
said District formerly known as Georgetown, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1678); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. BENNETT, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2642) 
entitled “An act to provide for the safety of passengers on excur- 
sion steamers,” reported the same with amendments, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1679); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Bowe Calendar. Í 

Mr. DOWNING, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7919) providing 
for the erection and maintenance of a charity hospital by the city 
of Biloxi, Miss., reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1687); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2928) entitled 
“An act to extend the routes of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company and of the Belt Railway Company of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes,” reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a oon (No. 1688); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 1985 2843) enti- 
tled An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Boonville, Mo.,” reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1690); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and Forei, 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
7255) providing for the establishment of a life-saving station on 
the coast of Maryland, reported the same without amendment, 


accompanied by a report (No. 1691); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H.R.51) for the recognition 
of the military service of the officers and enlisted men of certain 
Pennsylvania military 8 eee reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1694); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
3 reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
gto * R. 3493) for the relief of Robert Burton. (Report 

0. č 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 3040) to restore to the pension roll the name of 
Mary F. Barker. Opa No. 1665.) 

By Mr. BAKER of sas, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 6845) granting an increase of pension to Maj. 
John H. Gearkee, Iowa City, Iowa. (Report No. 1666.) 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
me 1 8173) granting a pension to Lydia Sampsell. (Report 

0. on 

By Mr. MCCLELLAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 7568) graning a pension to Julia Walke, widow of 
the late Rear-Admiral Henry Walke, at the rate of $100 per month, 
(Report No. 1668.) 

By Mr. MILES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 6872) granting a pension to Elfrida C. Lewis, widow of 
Col. seh W. Lewis. (Report No. 1669.) 

y Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (S. 2594) entitled “An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William A. Beckford.” (Report No. 1671.) 

The bill (S. 1343) entitled An act 1 an increase of pen- 
sion to Enoch G. Adams.” (Report No. 1672.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 3699) for the relief of Mrs. Belinda Wheeler. (Re- 
port No. 1673.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
` The bill (H. R. 7040) to increase pension of James A. McGaughey. 
(Report No. 1674.) 

The bill (S. 1356) entitled An act to increase the pension of 
Elizabeth L. Larrabee, widow of Col. C. H. Larrabee, late of the 
Trony Touru Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers.” (Report 

0. . 

By Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 


The bill (H. R. 8250) for the relief of William Gemmill. (Re- 
port No. 1675.) 

me Mr. DENNY, from the Committee on Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 610) for the relief of John F. McRae. (Report 


No. 1680. 

The il (H. R. 8318) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck 
of the United States revenue cutter Gallatin off the coast of Mas- 
sachusetts. (Report No. 1681.) 

a Mr. COX, from the Coinmittee on Claims: 

The bill (S. 1183) entitled “An act for the relief of Frank J. 
Burrows.” (Report No. 1682.) 

The bill (S. 92) entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of Calvin Gunn.” 
(Report No. 1684.) 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Claims: The bill (S. 1758) entitled “An act for the relief of Chris- 
topher Schmidt.” (Report No. 1683.) 

By Mr. DE WITT, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(8. 758) entitled “An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to adjust and settle the account of James M. Willbur with the 
United States, and to pay said Willbur such sum of money as he 
may be justly and equitably entitled to.” (Report No. 1685.) 

By Mr. WOODARD, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(S. 278) entitled An act for the relief of Olivia and Ida Walter, 
heirs and children of Thomas U. Walter, deceased.” (Report No. 
1686.) 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the Committee on War Claims: 
The bill (S. 2501) entitled “An act for the relief of James Sims, 
of Marshall County, Miss.” (Report No. 1689.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
oe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 
By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 8814) to authorize the con- 
struction by the Duluth and North Dakota Railroad Company of 
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two bridges across the Red River of the North between the States 

of Minnesota and North Dakota—to the Committee on Interstate 

and Foreign Commerce. j 
By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 8815) * 


the time for holding circuit court of the United States at 
ford,in the district of Connecticut—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. f 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 8816) donating condemned can- 
non and condemned cannon balls to Frontier Post, No. 353, Grand 
Army of the Republic, De ent of Kansas, at Spearville, 
Kans.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8817) donating condemned cannon and con- 
demned cannon balls to 5 Women's Relief Corps, No. 
89, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, at Sedg- 
wick—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8818) donating condemned cannon and can- 
non balls to Garfield Post, No. 25, Grand Army of the Republic, 
at Wichita, Kans.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8819) donating condemned cannon and con- 
demned cannon balls to Scott Post, No. 398, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Kansas, at Coldwater, Kans.—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 8821) donating 2 condemned 
cannon and 10 condemned cannon to Aurora Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Aurora, III.—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


By Mr. POOLE: A bill (H. R. 8822) 5 Secretary 
of the Navy to donate condemned cannon to Ben. H. Porter Post, 
No. 164, Department of New York, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 8823) to apply a por- 
tion of the proceeds of the public lands to the endowment and 
support of mining schools in the several States and Territories 
for the p of extending similar aid in the development of the 
mining industries of the nation as already provided for the agri- 
cultural and mechanical arts—to the Committee on the Public 


Lands. 
By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H.R. ee anting a ion to 
Delia Risley, helpless sister of Patrick H. Riley, late of Company 


H, Eighty-fifth New York Volunteers—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. ‘AM 

By Mr. BLUE: A resolution (House Res. No. 316) continuing 
employees of the House who were incapacitated for manual labor 
by service in the late war and by physical infirmity on the roll 
of the House during the recess of Congress—to the Committee on 
Accounts. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A resolution (House Res. No. 
817) to pay W. D. Catlett for services performed in Statuary 
Hall—to the Committee on Accounts, 

By Mr. BARRETT: A joint resolution (H. Res. 181) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
pe consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 

ollows: 

The bill (H. R. 8757) to grant pension to Eliza Koons, mother 
of Charles M. Koons, late of Company E, Twenty-eighth Penn- 
Sylvania Volunteers Committee on Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Petition for the benefit of James Starkey Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 


Affairs. 
tthe bill (H. R. 8360) granting a pension to C. S. Alvord—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 
The bill (H. R. 4315) for the relief of Clara A. Graves and others, 
heirs of Lewis Smith, deceased—Committee on Claims discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on War Claims, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 


were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 8824) increasing the pension of 
David M. Bingaman, late second lieutenant of Com D, Twen- 
tieth Regiment Indiana Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee 


on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8825) granting a pension to Adda Tubbs as 
army nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 8826) for the relief of ong oe 
Buckey, of Randolph County, W. Va.—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 8827) to correct an act entitled 
An act to pension George Hunter”—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 8828) granting apension to Mrs. 
Miranda C. Birkhead, of Jefferson County, Ky.—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by Baa ge a bill (H. R. 8829) for the relief of Capt. John 
sas Neville, of Montgomery, Ala.—to the Committee on War 

aims, 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 8830) for the relief of George 
W. Moore—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 8831) to correct the military record 
of Augustus Thomas and remove the charge of desertion there- 
from—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.8832) granting a pension to Eliza J. Shomo 
mother of Silas B. Shomo, late of Company D, Fourth imen 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.8833) for the relief of the heirs of Jeremiah 
Gordon, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 8834) for the relief of Dorence At- 
water—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 8835) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet Nash—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: A bill (H. R. 8836) to have 
George W. Posey honorably discharged from the United States 
service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 8837) for the relief of the heirs 
or legal representatives of Anton Borchert—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. MAHANY: A bill (H. R. 8838) for the relief of the heirs 
or legal representatives of James B. Sullivan, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCCALL of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8839) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Joshua Fair- 
clough, alias Joseph Whittle—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 


By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R.8840) for the 
relief of Joseph D. Broussard, Vermilion Parish, La.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8841) for the relief of the estate of J. S. Doug- 
lass, deceased, late of Tensas Parish, La.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8842) for the relief of the estate of Prosper D. 
Oliver, deceased, late of Iberia Parish, La.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8843) for the relief of Marcelin Lafleur, of St. 
Lan Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8844) for the relief of the estate of François 
Herpin, deceased, late of Vermilion Parish, La.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROYSE: A bill (H. R. 8845) granting a pension to Fran- 
on 1 ey nn an Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. $ ill (H. R. ) granting a pension to Larry 
H. Moseley—to the Committee on Pensions. ae 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 8847) for the relief of Sarah 
E. Cans and Henry O. Bassett—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PIC. : A bill (H. R.8848) granting an increase of 
pension to John A. Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following 3 and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLUE: Petition of S. S. Mathers and 8 others, asking to 
be continued on the roll during the recess of the House, to accom- 
pany ae resolution pertaining thereto—to the Committee on 

ccounts. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of Hon. Charles Warren Lippitt, gover- 
nor, the members of the Naval Militia, and citizens of the State of 
Rhode Island, raying for the promotion of Lieut. William Mc- 
Carty Little, United States Navy, retired, to be a commander on 
the retired list—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of the Engineer’s Club of 
Philadelphia, in favor of the adoption of the metric system—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of Gill Bros. and others, of Steu- 
benville, Ohio, in favor of adopting the metric system—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Petitions of 153 teachers and 11,312 
children in the public schools of Washington, D. C.; also letter of 
Mr. J. G. Falck, clerk of superintendent of public schools, pray- 
ing for legislation to prevent the desecration of the United States 

—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
„communication of the governor of Michigan and other 
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erks in first and second 

the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. s 
p7 Mr. JENKINS: Resolutions of the Superior Commercial 

Club, 


favoring the of Senate bill to incorporate the Mari- 
time Canal of No America—to the Committee on Railways and 


Mr. LONG: Petition of James W. Clark and other citizens 
of Great Bend, Kans., for the passage of House bill No. 7692, for 
me relief of Clara Matilda Bain—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


Also, petition of Charles R. Carder, of Rappahannock County, 
Va., praying reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolutions of the city council of Galveston, 
Tex.; also of the city council of Logan, Utah; also of the Com- 
mercial Club of St. Joseph, Mo.; also of the Nebraska Irrigation 
Fair Association of North Platte, Nebr., favoring the transmis- 
sissippi and international exposition of Omaha—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 7 
By Mr. SCRANTON: Resolutions of the Engineers’ Club of 

elphia, favoring the adoption of the metric system—to the 


Committee on Coi: , Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Resolutions of the Engineers’ 
Club of 5 ying for the adoption of the metric 
system to the ittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 


Also, memorial of Hiram Mead and others, of Garland, Pa., 
against military training in our public schools—to the Committee 
on Education. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: Petition of F. M. Black and 34 other 
Union ex-soldiers of Fayette County, Ohio, favoring the passage 
of a pier law based on service only—to the Committee on In- 

valid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, May 9, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr, NELSON, and by unanimous 


consent, the was with. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The ture of the Vice-President was announced to the fol- 
lowing , which had previously been signed by the Speaker of 
the House of resentatives: 


A bill (H. R. 953) for the relief of William Gray; 

A bill (H. R. 1602) for the relief of A. P. Brown, late postmaster 
at Lemars, Iowa; and 

A bill (H. R. 7395) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury of 
the United States to reconvey to the former owners a certain tract 
of land in Valverde County, Tex. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 7370) to amend an act entitled “An act to estab- 
lish circuit courts of appeals and define and te in certain 
cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 8237) to improvethe pri 7 binding meth- 
ods of the public documents was twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


CC of Volunteer Assem- 
bly, No. 1400, Knights of Labor, of Wellston, Ohio, and a petition 
of District Assembly, No. 4, of St. Louis, Mo. praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called Phillips bill, authorizing the appointment of a 
nonpartisan commission to collate information, and to consider 
and recommend legislation to meet the problems ted by 
labor, agriculture, and capital; which were ref to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BURROWS (for Mr. ves y e a petition of 


Oxford Grange, No. 395, Patrons of Hus , of Oxford, Mich., 
praying for the of the so-called cheese bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I present the memorial of Bernard Q. Har- 
mon, of Sutherland, O’Brien County, Iowa, remonstra i 


ting against u 
the petition to the Senate and House of Representatives of the 


United States in Congress assembled, passed by the legislature of 


the State of Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation for the 
relief of and proper indemnity to settlers upon certain land 
granted to the State of Iowa to aid in the construction of rail- 
roads, and to provide an appropriation of a sum sufficient to com- 
pensate them for their losses legitimately resulting from their 
eviction from their homes and property rights, and so forth. 
The memorial should go to the same committee to which the 
petition of the legislature of Iowa was referred. 

The VICE-P IDENT. The petition referred to is on the 
table, the Chair is advised. The memorial will lie on the table, 

Mr. BURROWS (for Mr. MOMILLAN) presented sun peti- 
tions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of the nd 
district of Mi numbering 1,000 1 for the 
enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Districtof Columbia. 

He also (for Mr. MCMILLAN) presented a petition of the Board 
of Trade of Detroit, Mich., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to increase the ion of Patrick Culhan, private of Com- 
pany F, Forty-sixth Indiana Volunteers; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALDRICH presented the petition of Simon S. Bucklin, of 
Warwick, R. L, praying toe arbitration between Spain and Cuba; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


REDEMPTION OF BONDS, 


Mr. COCKRELL, I present a letter addressed to me by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, dated May 6, 1896, stating exactly the 
amount of bonds redeemed and purchased from March 1, 1885, to 
March 1, 1889, and then from March 1, 1889, to March 1, 1893. It 
is a very short document, signed by Secr: Carlisle, and I ask 
that it be printed in the RECORD, that it also be printed as a Sen- 
ate document, and that a thousand copies of it be printed for the 
use of the Senate. It comprises only one sheet, and there will be 
a great many calls for it. 

4 ser VICE-PRESIDENT, Without objection, it will be so or- 
ered, } 

The letter is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., May 6, 1896. 
dabt with the pect —. in „ sag Tes mech 1 Lass to March Laie 
have the honor to state that the bonds redeemed a and the 


ther with the amounts paid for interest on the 
named, were as follows: 


premium paid thereon, 
public debt during the 


From Mar. 1, 1885, to Mar. 1, 1889: 
Loan of 1882, redeemed 
Loan of 1907, purchased 
Loan of 1891, 


+P 


Loan of 1907, purchased 
Loan of 1891, purchased. 


258,192,900 | 33,891, 528. 67 


Respectfully, yours, 


Hon. F. M. COOKRELL, 
United States Senate. 


PLATFORM FOR AMERICAN INDEPENDENTS. 


Mr. STEWART. Ihold in my hand a pr national plat- 
form prepozit by William P. St. John, an eminent economist and 
banker of New York. As he has contributed largely to enlighten 
the people of the country on the financial question, and as the 
paper is not long, I should like to have it printed in the RECORD 
as a part of my remarks. I have no doubt that Senators would 
like to read the suggestions coming from such a source. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. For which party is it intended as 
a platform? 

r. STEWART. For some independent party. It is his idea 
of a platform for some independent x 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

A NATIONAL PLATFORM FOR THE AMERICAN INDEPENDENTS OF 1896. 
(Proposed by Mr. William P. St. John, president of the Mercantile National 


Bank, New York.] 
Leaving the domestic affairs of the several States to those 88 

With, and believin of the United 
will of the people, we con- 


preg pe gan Sang ete re th, g that the Sena’ 
States is quick to respond to the clearly ex 

fino our present attempt to the election of President, Vice- ent, and 
Re ree ta) the in Con the demands: 


J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 


1896. 


tho or silver at the mint to receive in lieu of coin, if they prefer, at the 
coining value thereof, coin certificates, which shall be redeemed on demand in 
gi or silver coin at the option and according to the 3 of the 

nited States. (c ieee against panic and stringe: 
the Secretary of the Treasury 
cates additionally 
3 e e hange f the coi tes, whi 

eir reexc’ ‘or n ce: 

Lon — shall bo cencated: provided that such ‘additional 
tificates shall not reduce the percentage of coin and bullion reserved forcoin 
certificates and silver certificates Paroi Oe ee aggregate sum of 
coin certificates mae silver tstanding. The now outs 
silver certificates, 1 certificates, and ‘Treasury notes of 1500 to be re 
as the pases nt e 


Tres conego as — dio » —— 5 coin certificate (b) to take 

the place | 32 ld certificates, silver ——— ̃ —— hy Tate 

The ONORAT lO would provide fora tem 8 increase o! 000,000 of 

paper mone t the silver on hand 

a be th threatened competition — our Southern co 
increasing im: 


8 to Speen an adequate protective tariff system in vain pursuit or 
hantom of free trade. 
eine effect of the wool agreed the Wilson bill has been to enrich — 
manufacturer at ol our domestie manufacturer. and 
— . — the Euro 55 for foreign wools while lessening our home 
market for our domestic wools, an advance of 2 a pound 
for Port Phillip (Australian) wool in London, ‘While unwashed Ohio wool has 
declined 11 cents a pound Boston and New York; orm deny pe such = 
boat bre nl our home manufactures as has caused a uction in wages o 
oe threatens to throw this branch of domestic labor out of 4 


e e are, 3 opposed to opening our home market of 70,000,000 con- 
sumers to the foreigner on any pretense tense of procuring thereby a ‘foreign 
market for the productions of the United States. But we shall exact of oar 
manufacturers that they accord tolabor a liberal and more continuously cer- 

accorded them; and that the tariff devised shall 
afford also a protection to the farmer and the ore 


revenues for the necessary e 

This second meets — of the great mass of American 
„to whom ey e the embodiment of the pro- 
tective tariff. While my reports from wail —— including the new South, 
are overwhe ly in favor of protection. 5 few manufacturers 

favor the restora’ of M y tariff.] 
Third. We demand the application o of the principle defined as the initiative 
and referendum to all national legislation which involves any radical change 


in public policy. 
test of this thus restricted to radical change in public 
py Set ee . ara 
a i broadening of 158 restriction, if found cable. “ the 
5 Government?” would 


seem to be such a radical le cel fe Fang . aa night wisely be xeferred 


toho poopie] 1 Jandism utterly—that 9 

8 ve 

With ve legislation opposed Opono oA N ey) Boe merges 
aan a. 870 Executive influance, which 


vicious 
ies 2 be aap pron aye en Eran „ . 


eee ee and tired of boss mule will 
unite in these demands and nominate on . 
achievements as commend him to the conservative element of the coun: 
and who is not a seeker after the prefermen' he can be elected in 
@ to the Presidency of the United States. 

the Democra enone demands the reopening of the mints to silver. 

as now seems likely, 9 powers of the 8 zoe dministration 
be used to compass the defeat of the Dem tic 
to the people under the adoption of that 
3 — ai na ts of the Adminis! 
ublican 


and the contest will 
trade. 


lon*s 
‘orm demands, uivocally, 
mocratic platform will necessarily demand the same, 
be narrowed thereby to a protective tariff against 


WILLIAM P. ST. JOHN. 


As to the first, some would ees e eee foresee 
freedom Son pao on its adoption. If 898 -house cer- 
EAO ee a DONI all st he prospect of $300,000,000 of United 
States coin cates is eee So any coy that could arise. The 
people who are vulnerable who own Government bonds, gener- 
ally speaking. Certain ferent — — olders can be relied upon to lend their 
bonds, at a commission, for th issue of coin certificates. 

On the April 1 statement the notes of 1890 outstanding, less the 
amount on hand in the Treasury, w round numbers, $104,000, The 
total silver on hand, other than 9 coin, was $493,000,000.. Deducti 
$104,000,000 for the Treasury notes leaves $389. 000 of silver, a 60 per cen 
reserve for 8818, 000. 000 of paper. Of this sum afloat 


000 net are al: 
as silver certificates, leaving $315,000,000 issua in the proposed 


cates. 
As to the second, we declare our watchfulness yr ay protect our 
cotton aus O their 


wers and wool 
ation promptly. 
ustries wher- 
ever needed, but — 1 thie we intend to give the country a rest from tariff 
ar vip tes agree in so far as necessary revenues demand tion 
we offer here an inducement to all a ‘among the inde- 
dents to combine with = in our endeavor to ove and po- 
fü racticable, our limitation upon the referendum 
our preamble restricts us to national 


cal corruption. If found 
will be broadened, and w. affairs, 
wedge into State and municipal affairs, 


our success prove an ent 
the result being a closer relati . arte the people and legislation. 
As to the fourth, we 150 upon it that all 0 are agreed as to the 
debauching character of Clevelandism as defined. 
FREDERICK VAN GUILDER, 
Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent to call resent 
consideration Order of Business 886, the bill (H.R ) for the 


relief of Frederick Van Guilder. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Is there a report with the bill? 


Mr. NELSON. It has been favorably reported by the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no such case on the Calendar put on 
my desk. I should like to hear the report read. This is one of the 


House bills. We ought to take up all the House bills, and we could 
then go on and pass ay a in ther same time we are unani- 
mous consent to call up particular bills. Let us have some order 
and 0 about it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the sone: 
tion of the bill indicated by the Senator from Minnesota 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can not find it on the Calendar. 1 should 
like to hear the 3 We have no chance to examine the case 
now, and we are necessarily compelled to ask for the reading of 
the report in these cases w. ey are sprung on us without a 
moment's notice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Minnesota? It is for the Senate to determine. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ec 873, 875, and 909 are the cases on my 


Calendar in r 
Mr. NELSO I pati attention tothe fact that it isin the index 
to the House Calendar, on 44; but I find 2 it is on our Cal- 
the Committee on Mili tary Affairs, 


endar, 5 favorably 
at 
r. SHERMAN. What is the number? 
. NELSO 
remove a char; 


any oe i 
Senator from Missen will find it on the Calendar 
Air. COCKRELL. I have it now, after we have spent time 
enough on it to have passed three bills if it had been done decently 
and in order. 
eee no objection, the 5 Committee of the 
8 consider the bill 
CE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read, 
Ar NELSON. Unless the Senator from Missouri desires the 


ats. COCKRELL. "I I ask that it be dispensed with. 
asked for it because I desire to have it 
i ‘Beare 


ed to read the report submitted by Mr. 
ELKINS April = 


proceed 
, 1896, and read as follows: 
The Committee on Sond A ffairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3046) for the relief of Frederick Van Guilder, having had the same under con- 
sideration, Sip ead wire cee following report, and recommend its pas- 


bill passed the H sel ope gpa April 2, 1896, and is intended 
couse ives Ap is 

to remove the charge of desertion to issue an honorable discharge, to 
date July 6, 1863. It a) rs from = testimony submitted and from 
records of the War De; mt that this soldier enlisted . — 
and was mustered into er ted States service 8 

until July 6, 1863, having taken part in the battle of Gettysburg. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the Secretary read over on page 2 
"| report from the War Department, . 


reh VIE TRESLDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 


The Secre read in part the „5 of January 28, 
1896, from the Chief of the Record and Pension Office. 
Mr. CO . Iask that the remainder of the report of the 


War Department may be printed, and with a close shave this bill 
may be permitted to go through. It is barely meritorious. 

The CE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, 

The communications referred to are as follows: 


RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
January 28, 1898. 


It is shown by in this office that 3 
was enrolled on September 5, An ak that he was mustered into service as 
a private of Company K, hundred and twenty-third New York Volun- 


teers, to serve three years, on November 5, 1862, at Albany, N. Y., by a regu- 

with Hs appointed musterin, oie cer of the United States. Heis borneas resent 

his command on rolls of his ene etic toand including t for 

June 30, 1863. The next — ere 2 August 863, reports him as absent 

without leave since July 6, 1863, reported as absent on all subse- 

K 0 rolls, except the 8 Tolk of his company, which is dated June 
On this roll he is reported as having deserted July 6, 1863. 

It does not appear that the soldier received any pay — the time he en- 

listed until he left the service, and it is evident from the official records and 

from testimony that has been submitted to this Department that the fact of 


his having been mustered into service on November 5, 1862, was not commu- 
nicated to his oe — until after he left hiscommand on 955 AE 5 
On February 20, e enlisted to serve one year in 8 


Vermont Infantry, in ns of the wa a Arae as (now fittiet 
war, and was honorabl from tha ton 99 0 5 
In support of an applica — — Or 2 chances Ot eos HAA Teti 
the One hundred and twenty-third New York Volunteers, Van Gilder has 
stated under oath that he served for many months without receiving any 
pay, — that 8 refused him on the ground that the rolls did not show 
mustered into service, and that both he and his company 
—.— were unaware that he been mustered into service. This ro 
ment is corro ted to a certain extent by the official 5 
his Department; but, w 


with his a his Aspe could bh 

adjudicated ane alerts. but A aE EE the service with- 

out proper — vis went — 9 thereby making it necessary that the 
charge of di red against upon the records when his 
the actually was mustered into the military 


18 
of the facts of record in this case, which do 8 
with the statements made by the applicant and 
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sions of ~~ act s 8 — 1889, betas ma only law now in force 
ye e su of remo’ charges esertion. 
— A bmitted. 


su 
7 F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Colonel, United States Army, Chief Record and Pension Office. 


The SECRETARY OF WAR. 
RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, February 8, 1896. 


rn: In returning herewith the copy of the statement by Mr. Frederick Van 
Guilder, received by — — reference on the 30th ultimo with the request to 
be furnished with certain information relative to the muster into service of 


confined in the Gilmore House July 19, 1863, as an arrested deserter, with 
remark “not mustered in.” 

The “Letters Received Book,” First Division, Twelfth Army Corps, shows 
that on June 11, 1863, H. O. Wiley, ——. One hundred and twenty-third 
New York Infantry, requested that vate Van Guilder be mustered into 
the United States service, and that on the following day saptan maa 
communication was forwarded for information. The records of the Twelfth 
Army Corps furnish no additional information in the case. 

There is no muster and descriptive roll in the case on file in this office, the 
muster roll of his company dated August 31, 1863, being the basis for the 


2 ee Van Guilder was mustered into service November 5, 1862, at 
2 fails to elicit any further infor mation in re- 
to the soldier as a member of Company K, One hundred and twenty- 

Hi. bal No. 5640, Fifty “Congress, C 

> 0. ~: on. appears, however, 
that on February 2, 1865, he enlisted Ei 


or one year in Company A, Eigh 
1 Infantry, and was honorably discharged from that regiment 
une 


at least constructively, mustered in, and was in the military 


that he enlisted as a private in Company 
K, One hundred and n New York Infantry, on or about Septem- 
ber 5, but was not mustered in 

the last days of September, I at Albany ”; that his muster rolls could not 
Se ranted O eee to pay him, on the grounds that I had 
not been muste: “and said that “he could not muster me unless I en- 
listed over again, which would have caused me to lose all my A; that 


Cassius G. Waite, aged 43 Y of Granville, N. Y., testified, May 23, 1890, 
that he was well uainted with Van Guilder before his enlistment, an 

with him in mpeny K, One hundred and 5 New York 

der left the service at the battle of Gettysburg, 

4 because his captain (H. O. Wiley) refused to issue him any 

, and for the further reason that he was not known on the muster 


ork for 


pers of the soldier, but was unable to obtain 
that he was the: 5 


‘ore unable to et his pay or to find out whether 
1863, ied 


them to the regiment. 5 
Itis 1 Bash add thet eee of pour should have been em- 
but was inadvertent! omitted therefrom. 2 
e 
Hi ” F. O. AINSWORTH, 
Colonel, United States Army, Chief Record and Pension O; 


Hon. R. WAYNE PARKER, 
Chairman Subcommittee B, Committee on Military 2 e i: 
House of Representatives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. VILAS. If the morning business is closed 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e morning business has not been 
concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to submit to the Senate a request for 
unanimous consent that as soon as the routine morning business 
is disposed of we may have some understanding, and either take 
up the unobjected House bills on the Calendar or take up the Cal- 
endar in its regular order, or something of that kind, so that we 
can do it systematically and know in advance what we are doing, 
and not have this hop-skip-and-jump method of business. R 

Mr. GALLINGER. Isuggest to the Senator from Missouri a 
further modification. We might devote half an hour to passing 
the pension bills that are on the Calendar, Those are bills in 
which a great many Senators are interested. 
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witnesses, the War Department is unable to afford any relief under the provi- 


refugee Canadian Cree Indians from the State of 


May 9, 


285 VILAS. Let us dispose of the unobjected House bills in 
order. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit to the Senate 


the specific request of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That will include the pension bills, too. 

Mr. VILAS. I suggest unobjected House bills. 

Mr. FRYE. There is a very se pean bill before the Senate 
known as the river and harbor bill, and it ought to be completed 
to-day. It ought to be in conference by Monday. I do not like 
to undertake to drive the Senate to consider a bill. Ihave no 
more interest in it than any other Senator, certainly, but we ought 
to dispose of the river and harbor bill to-day. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Give us until 1 o’clock to take up some order 
of business; the unobjected House bills, I think, would be better 
for the A epee and then that will dispose of them. 

a QUAY. oa x go not Geberis to that course. 
: 8 ill object to anything except the regular order 
until the river and harbor bill is bese ee aX 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. If there are no 
ranba petitions and memorials, reports of committees are next in 
order, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 187) granting an increase of pension to William W. 


French, 
The message also announced that the House had the bill 
S. 730) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Helen Morrell 


arroll with an amendment in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 


The m e further announced that the House had the 
following bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 


ion of Julia H. H. Crosby; 
te Eberle, an Indian woman; 
i 950) granting increase of pension to John Coombs; 

ill (H. R. 1022) to increase the pension of Byron Cotton; 
bill (H. R.1062) to grant a pension to Armstead M. Rawlings, 
of Arkansas; 

A bill (H. R. 1436) to quiet title to lands in persons who pur- 
chased the same in good faith without notice and for a valuable 
consideration, and to enable the Government to issue patents on 
such lands, and that commutations of homestead entries shall take 
effect from date of settlement, and not from date of entry; 

A bill (H. R. 1980) to provide a life-saving station at or near Point 
Bonita, at the Golden Gate, in the State of California; 

A bill (H. R. 3033) to increase the pension of Elizabeth T. 
5 of Benjamin L. Beall, late colonel First United States 


v 
A bill (H. R. 3787) for the relief of H. C. Herndon; 
_A bill (H. R. 4255) to poms for settlement of titles and dispo- 
sition of public lands in the Arredondo grant, in Columbia County, 
a.; 
A bill (H. R. 4383) granting a pension to Gen. William H. 
orris; 
A bill (H. R. 4913) nting a pension to Mrs. Mary E. W 
f F. 0. Wee ae 


widow of Lieut. Col. F. 
A bill (H. R. 5175) ting a pension to Nancy Geniry; 


A bill (H. R. 5388) for the relief of F. Alberts & Co., Muskegon, 


Mich. ; 
A bill (H. R. 5580) granting a pension to Archibald Hunley; 
A bill G1. R. 7777) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy t 


nish condemned cannon to Fort Thomas, Ky.; 

A bill (H. R. 7381) directing the Secretary of the Navy to do- 
nate one condemned cannon and cannon balls to Soldiers and 
Sailors’ Monument Association of the City of Middletown, N. Y.; 

A bill (H. R. 8260) to authorize the establishment of a life- 
saving station at Port Huron, on the coast of Lake Huron, Mich- 
igan; 

A bill (H. R. 8820) making provision for the deportation of 
ontana and 
their delivery to the Canadian authorities; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 174) granting permission to the cir- 
cuit and county courts in Rockingham County, Va., to occupy 
the Federal court room in Harrisonburg, Va. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2987) to establish cer- 
tain harbor tions for the District of Columbia, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2986) authorizi the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to accept e of the late Peter Von Essen for 


1896. 
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the use of the public white schools of that portion of said District 
formerly known as . reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 7983) to pension Frances E. Wickware, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 752) to increase the pension of Capt. James B. Logan, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 141) to carry into 
effect two resolutions of the Continental Congress directing monu- 
ments to be erected to the memory ef Gens. Francis Nash and 
William Davidson, of North Carolina, reported it without amend- 


ment. 
Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 


amendment: £ 

A bill (H. R. 7143) ting to the Soldiers and Sailors’ Monu- 
ment Association, of the county of Middlesex, in the State of New 
Jersey, 4 condemned cannon and 80 cannon balls; 

A bill (H. R. 7216) donating one condemned cannon and cannon 
balls to Grand Army of the Republic Post No. 573, of Evans 
City, Pa.; 
ré pill (H. R.8266) donating two condemned cannon to Custer 
Post, No. 38, Grand Army of the ublic, of Etna, Pa., and two 
condemned cannon to James G. Clark Post, No. 162, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Allegheny, Pa.; 

A bill (H. R. 4324) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
deliver one condemned cannon to the city of Elmwood, Peoria 
County, Ur: a ae 

A bill (H. R. 4557) authorizing and directing the Secre of 
the Navy to donate two pieces of condemned cannon and four 

yramids of condemned cannon balls to the St. Boniface Union 
Beldierse Monument and Memorial Association, of Chicago, III.; 

A bill (H. R. 6666) granting to Major C. A. Angel Post, No. 20 
Grand Army of the Republic, 80 Lambertville, N. J., 4 condemn 

balls; an 


cannon and 20 cannon ; 

A bill (H. R. 6256) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to furnish to George F. Fuller Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Manistique, Mich., a condemned cannon. 

Mr. HILL. There are a great many bills being reported in 
reference to condemned cannon. I think the Senate ought not to 
pass any more House bills on the subject. The Calendar is flooded 
now simply with ial bills authorizing the Secretary of War 
and the Secretary of the Navy to grant condemned cannon to this 
and that Grand Army post, or this and that village, or something 
else. We have already k paren a general bill, carefully guarded, 
which gives general authority to the Secretary of War and the 
Secretary of the Navy to grant, under suitable regulations, the 
privilege of having condemned cannon. I merely suggest to 
the Senate that we ought not to pass these House bills, and in 
that way we may be able to bring around the House to pass the 

neral bill first. We are cumbering the session laws here with 

egislation of very little value to anybody. I merely make the 
suggestion. 

. HARRIS. Yesterday I rted, from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, the bill (S. 3088) to authorize the ex- 
tension of the lines of the Potomac Light and Power Company. 
I now report adversely two bills upon the same subject. The bill 
already favorably ee proposes to dispose of the whole sub- 
5 1 oe: t the two bills I report adversely be indefi- 
nite med. 

The ills were indefinitely postponed, as follows: 

A bill (S. 2544) to authorize the extension of the lines of the 
Potomac Light and Power Company; and 

A bill (S. 2124) to authorize extension of the lines of the Poto- 
mac Light and Power Company. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to suggest to the Senator from 
Tennessee that as a member of the Committee on the District of 
1 5 I reserved the right to file a minority report upon that 
Mr. HARRIS. Oh, opon the bill favorably reported. 
Mr. GALLINGER, Upon the bill favorably reported, 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course the Senator has that right. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I did not know it had been reported until 
this 5 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes; it was reported the same day the commit- 
tee took action upon it, but I have not filed any report with it. 
I shang reported the bill favorably. 

Mr. . The Committee on Pensions, towhom were re- 
ferred the bill (S. 894) araning a pension to Nancy E. Allabach 
and the message of the President pproving the bill, direct me 
to submit a report. I ask that it be printed, and I shall call up 
the bill and 55 at the earliest day possible. 
ne VICE-P. IDENT. The report will be printed under the 


ARTICLES EXPORTED FOR EXHIBITION PURPOSES. 


Mr. MORRILL. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7865) to allow the return 
free of duty of certain articles exported from the United States 
for exhibition purposes, to report it favorably, without amend- 
ment. It is a short bill, and I ask to have it read, and that it be 
put upon its ge. 

4 The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for informa- 
on. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever any article or articles or live stock shall 
be sent out of the United States for tema use or exhibition at any pub- 

a 


lic e tion, fair, or conference held oreign country, such articles 


shall be entitled to be returned to the United States, under such regulations- 
as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the y, without the pay- 
ment of customs duty, whether they be of domestic or of foreign pro- 
duction: Provided. t the articles of foreign production have once paid 
duty in the United States and no drawbeck has been allowed thereon, and 
if any domestic articles are subject to internal-revenue tax, such tax shall 
be proved to have been paid before exportation and not refunded. 

Mr. MORRILL. This bill has passed the other House, and it 
was unanimously agreed to by the Committee on Finance this. 
mamis 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES, 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, reported the 
following resolution; which was referred to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, and 
ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, That for the purpose of m the investigation and report 
ordered by Senate resolution of May 7, 1 the 88 on Finance be, 
and 5 are 8 auth to sit by subcommittee or otherwise, to sum- 
mon wi and to r oaths during the sessions or recess of the 
Senate, at such times and places as they may deem advisable, to employ 
stenographers and such clerical and other assistance as may be necessary, 
the 3 of such investigation to be paid from the contingent fund of the 


ALCOHOLIC LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


Mr. KYLE. I am instructed by the Committee on Education 
and Labor, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2592) to provide for 
a commission on the subject of the alcoholic liquor traffic, to re- 
port it adversely, and to recommend that it be indefinitely post- 


poned. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be indefinitely post- 


poned, in the absence of objection. 
Mr. KYLE. In connection with the report, I desire to read a 


letter from the Commissioner of Labor, as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, Washington, D. C., May 7, 1896. 


My DEAR SENATOR KYLE: I have yours of the 6th instant, inclosing Senate 
ena hag 2692, providing for a ion on the subject of alcoholic liquor 
c 


You will remember that Congress has already authorized this Department 
to make an investigation relative to the economic aspects of. the liquor traf- 
fic. In accordance with this instruction this Department is now at work col- 


lecting information, and the investigation is wor: su 


of the 
vided for in 
the criminal, moral, 


gupon them. Nor can we, under the 
e and 


ce of the results of license 


instructions of Congress, pro- 
tion will cover the questions of revenue, 


take 
legislation. Our inv 
produc’ 2 consumption, etc. 


Hon. James H. K 
United States 


NATIONAL NEW HAVEN BANK, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1365) for the relief 
of the National New Haven Bank of the State of Connecticut, 
which was, in line 7, after the word “appropriated,” to insert: 

Being the amount found to be due to John W. Griffiths, as appears from a 
report dated February 27, 1877, made by a board of constructors appointed 


Re Ni „Which 
uon 2 oe ee: and Repairs of the Navy Department, w. 
Mr. PLATT. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. QUAY introduced a bill Het 8105) to „Pas whi for the erec- 


rear of a public building at McK 
3 and referred to the on Public Build- 


ings an COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3106) for the relief of the 
a EE of Douglas Dale, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 3107) for the relief of Cogswell & la 


Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
mittee on 


Claims. 
Mr. HILL introduced a bill (S. as oR ee Pm n 
Maria V. Finch, of Gloversville, N h was read twice by 
its title, and, eee eee prop r i 


mittee on Pensions. 
Mr. BURROWS expe amin MOoMILLAN age per 5 a bill (S. 3109) 
ch was read twice 


to increase the 
2 Hie and ere 5 oe Connie on 0 B110) puie 
(by request) in a 

for the construction of cable and telegraph lines from 

States to Siberia, Japan, and the Eak ae Islands, and guar 

teeing interest on bonds to be secured by said lines; OS 

zon twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
tions. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 3111 e e charge of 
eee from the name of Valentine, Nebr.; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with th the „ 
pa referred to the 8 on Military Aff: 

vas. MAR MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 3112) to regulate the right 

of appeal in certain cases; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill & 3113) for the relief of W. E. Jud- 
kins, executor of Lewis ro 5 pra KR was Sain twice by its 


ent 


referred i 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill 8 3116) for the relief of the 
heirs at law of the late Duncan H. Campbell; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Pa 


tents, 
Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a joint resolution ag R. 144) 


3 of counsel for the p of bring- 
ing suits against ie eaan aah ARNONE aie Union and | 


Central Pacific railroads; which was read twice by its title. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask that the joint resolution may lie on | $£ Senate 


the table, as I wish to make some Fe it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint 
1 for the FA 
introduced a joint resolution ge R. 146) author- 
the Sackan 


inne & of the eT to deliver to osset 
School for Boys, of Cranston, R. I., one condemned cannon; which 
was read twics by its title, and ‘referred to the Committee on 


Naval Affairs. 
SPECIAL LIQUOR-TAX RECORD. 


Mr. PEFFER. * petition in 
relation to Senate bill 239 gpa ted discussion arose, In 
order to e the difficul were presented at that; time 

77 2 F ee Joe Bovera Stat- 
ga e paragra e in 
aedd I will read ee ge aparey or I am anxious it shall go 
into the RECORD: 
3 = —.— mnt not by — pa exempt anı e mo 
or ment provided by the laws of ee 
on same such State, or in any manner toau 
mencement or nine es of — — trade or con’ 


to thet laws o of 
such State, or WwW; nor 


in municipal la’ th t 
of any such tax tar be held ber & ee F 
tho same State or other purposes. 

That is section 3243 of the Revised Statutes, and this is the 

„Clause which I ask to have added: 

And in order to make the provisions of this section more effectual it shall 
be the duty of collectors of internal revenue, on the Ist day of every calen- 
dar month, to prepare and forward by mail to the officer or person havin 
custody of county in each of the counties within the particular col- 
99 —j—?— a wen paid su ee Bow ar — Phat a, with their 
post-office addresses. county during the last preceding 
— and for What or business the was paid. 

I now introduce the] bill proposing to add this vision. 

The bill (S. 3115) to amend section 3243 of the Revised Statutes 
relating to taxes under the internal-revenue laws was read twice 


its title. 
oa Lask that the bill may be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and I hope that we shall now have an early 


e VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


ution will lie on the | 


PROPOSED REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES. 
Mr. DUBOIS. I introduce a joint resolution and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 
The joint resolution (S. R. 145) ting the issue of bonds 
Sree come te Seve Ss e, 6 
as follows: 


resol etc., That after the date of act bonds of the U; 
. — — — 


es the necessity for such issue of — — and 
bonds required for such purpose, an til Congress the passage of a bill 
or joint resolution shall cath Euthoriss such bonia tebe 


Mr. HILL. I think an important measure like that should go 
3 

Mr. SHERMAN. It should go to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HILL. Is there any objection to the bill being referred to 
the Finance Committee, I ask the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. DUBOIS. There is no necessity for its reference to the 
3 on Finance. I should like to have a vote on it by the 

ate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It proposes to change an exis law, and 
asa matter of course it has to be in the torn of a bil or joint 
resolution. 

Mr. DUBOIS. It is a joint resolution. 

Mr. HILL. It is in the form of a joint resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It must be read three times, and I object to 
its third reading. 

Mr. MILLS. Let the joint resolution go 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection 8 interposed, the joint 
„r. DUBOIS It win be printed. 

t over and be 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, It is so ordered. 
Mr. DUBOIS. I shall ask for its consideration on Monday, 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. PEFFER (by request) submitted an amendment intended 


| to be proposed by him to the general deficien appropriation bill; 
Committee 5 tions, and 


which was referred to the 
—— to be printed. 

Mr. HILL submitted an amendment intended to be — by 
him to the general — — bill; which was re- 
ferred to the and ordered to be printed. 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND MANUFACTURES. 
Mr. FRYE submitted the following seiniin; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and 
Resolved, That there 
bil ae robe pind forte aso tha Senato 2AM emira o 


HISTORICAL DOCUMENTS IN DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
Mr. GALLINGER, Isubmita resolution and ask for its adop- 


on. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


FTC 
form the at his earliest convenience to what extent 
conditions the historical documents d in the 
accessible to students of American 


ory. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out ‘‘ requested and insert 
directed.“ 


Mr. GALLINGER. I a modification proposed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ithont objection, the resolution 
will be so modified. The question is on agreeing to the resolution 
as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

TOWBOAT ASSOCIATION OF NEW ORLEANS. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask for the adoption of the resolution which 
I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, ed, That the bill (S. Sg) entitled “A bill for the relief of the receivers 


of the T: Association o! ving paper’, bl and tho eame 3 
e same is here 


ested to in- 
under what 
are 


United Ste States,” approved March 3, wi And the 5 nthe Gove shall proceed 
with the same in accordance with the provisions of such act, and report to 
the Senate in accordance there 

Mr. WARREN. I move to reconsider the vote by which Senate 
bill 862 was ordered to a third reading and passed. It seems that 
the bill was put upon its passage and sent to the other House, 
while it was the intention of the Senate to send the claim to the 
Court of Claims. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the motion 
to reconsider will be agreed to. It is agreed to, and the bill is 
reconsidered. The question is on agreeing to the resolution sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Wyoming: 

The resolution was agreed to. 

DEPORTATION or CANADIAN INDIANS. 


Mr. CARTER. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8820) making provision 
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for the ee of refugee Canadian Cree Indians from the 
State of Montana, and their delivery to the Canadian authorities. 
In connection with the request, I desire to make a statement con- 
cerning the facts. ` ‘ 

About ten years ago, at the close of the Riel rebellion, a number 
of Cree Indians from the Northwest Territory invaded the territory 
of the United States, and they have remained in the country since 
that time. Repeated efforts have been made through the State 
Department to secure the consent of the Canadian authorities to 
receive back those Indians. The Secretary of State recently se- 
cured the consent of the Canadian Government to accept the 
Indians at the border line on the 10th day of the present month, 
and in order that the Government may be in a position to comply 
with the terms of the ent within ten days after the 10th it 
is important that this bill should become a law. 

Tt was favorably reported in the form of an amendment by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, but inasmuch as the deficiency 
appropriation bill will not probably be in time to make the 
fund available until after the 1st of June, the Committee on A 
13 yesterday suggested the riety of having a sm: 

passed to meet the emergency. other House has passed 
the bill, and I ask unanimous consent for its t consideration. 

Mr. QUAY. Inview of thestatement of the Senator from Mon- 
3 all not object to this bill, but I shall object to any other 

ereafter. 

The bill (H. R. 8820) making provision for the deportation of 
refugee Canadian Cree Indians trea the State of Montana and 
their delivery to the Canadian authorities was read the first time 
by its title, and the second time at length, as follows: 

Beit 3 etc., That 3 be, and is hereby. poaren g of any 
much thereof as may eee the pst b be immediately available, to 


enable the President, by 8 de 
from the State of Montana and deliver at the international boundary line to 
the Canadian authorities all refugee Canadian Cree Indians in said State. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 
ae — ous consent, the bill was considered as in Committee 
e Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The follo bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 138) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Hazlip; 

A bill (H. R. 446) to increase the pension of Julia H. H. Crosby; 

A bill (H. R. 950) granting increase of ion to John Coombs; 

A bill (H. R.1022) to increase the pension of Byron Cotton; 

A bill (H. R.1062) to grant a pension to Armstead M. Rawlings, 
of Arkansas; 8 

A bill (H. R. 3033) to increase the pension of Elizabeth T. Beall, 
widow of Benjamin L. Beall, late colonel First United States 


Cavalry; ; 5 
5 will (H. R. 4383) granting a pension to Gen. William H. 
orris; 

A bill (H. R. 4913) ting a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Wyse, 
widow of Lieut. Col. F. O. Wyse; 

A bill (H. R. 5175) granting a pension to Nancy Gentry; and 

A bill (H. R. 5580) granting a pension to Archibald Hunley. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
ref bill (EL R. 7381) directing the Secretary of the Navy to donate 

A bi 2 i e re of the Navy ona 
one 3 cannon and cannon balls to Soldiers and Sailors’ 
Monument Association, of the city of Middletown, N. Y.; and 

A bill (H. R. 7777) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to 
furnish condemned cannon to Fort Thomas, Ky. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 1980) to provide a life-saving station at or near 
Point Bonita, at the Golden Gate, in the State of California; and 

A bill (H. R. 8260) to authorize the establishment of a life-say- 
ip rinon at Port Huron, on the coast of Lake Huron, Michigan. 

e following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill (H. R. 1436) to quiet title to lands in persons who pur- 
chased the same in good faith without notice and for a valuable 
consideration, and to enable the Government to issue patents on 
such lands, and that commutations of homestead entries shall 
take effect from date of settlement, and not from date of entry; 


and 

A bill (H. R. 4255) to provide for settlement of titles and dis- 
eae — public lands in the Arredondo grant, in Columbia 

aunty, 8 

The bill (H. R. 485) for the relief of Kate Eberle, an Indian 
woman, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 


The bill (H. R. 3787) for the relief of H. C. Herndon was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 5388) for the relief of F. Alberts & Co., Mus- 
kegon, Mich., was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mans 8 1 (H. Res. 174) ting th 

e joint resolution (H. i granting permission to the 
circuit and county courts in Rockingham County, Va., to occupy 
the Federal court room in Harrisonburg, Va., was read twice 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 7th instant approved and signed the act (S. 2997) to pro- 
vide for the fulfillment of the stipulations of the treaty between 
the United States and Great Britain signed at Washington on 
the 8th day of February, 1896. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on this day approved and signed the following bills: 

An act (S. 129) for the relief of Capt. 8 H. Perkins; and 

An act (S. 1846) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate condemned cannon to Custer Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, at Leavenworth, Kans., and Mathies Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, at Burlington, Iowa. 

TENNESSEE CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 

Mr. BATE. I ask leave to call up the bill (S. 2889) to aid and 
encourage the holding of the Tennessee Centennial Exposition at 
an rege Tenn., in year 1897, and making an appropriation 

erefor. 

Mr. QUAY. I a that I shall have to object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection isinterposed to the present 
a ideration of the bill. The Calendar under Rule VIII is in 
order. 

ena DALE I moye to take up the bill notwithstanding the 
objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. QUAY. The chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
seems to beabsentatthismoment. Is that he would move 
to proceed to the consideration of the river and harbor bill as soon 
as the morning business was completed. As he is not here, I have 
no objection to the Senator from Tennessee ing with his bill. 

Mr. BATE, I did not understand the r from Pennsyl- 


vania. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania has 
withdrawn his objection. 

Mr. BATE, I am much obliged. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill indicated by the Senator from Tennessee? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION, 


Mr. FAULKNER. At the request of the junior Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Grsson], I desire to announce that next Thursday 
monni directly after the conclusion of the morning business, he 
will up the bill reported from the Committee on Immigration 
in regard to the restriction of immigration, for the purpose of 
addressing the Senate on the subject. 

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the river and harbor bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7977) 
making appropriations for the construction, ir, and preserva- 
tion of certain public works on rivers and oe aes and for other 
8 the 1 being on the amendment of Mr. 

HITE to the amendment reported the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Presidsnt, I will resume consideration of m: 
objections to the Santa Monica item of the river and harbor bi 
and will now proceed to consider some of the claims made by the 
advocates of Santa Monica and also the objections raised to the San 
Pedro location, although I deem it unnecessary toacorrect solution 
of the question pending that any elaborate presentation 
of the particular subjects to which I alludeshall be made, because 
the amendment which I have proffered involves the appointing of 
a commission to locate the harbor, and provides that upon a favor- 


able report of a majority of the commission the appropriation 
shall made available for the point selected by Gunn, The 
merits of each site would thus be finally and satisfactorily settled. 

I believe it has already been sufficiently shown and that it must 
continus to be apparent that there is at least reasonable ground 
to doubt the advisability of investing more than three millions of 
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blic funds in an unapproved breakwater site, and I trust that 
8 be able to show to the Senate that it is improper to make 
such an appropriation as is designed in the bill without any goy- 


regard to those safeg 
essential to secure the proper 


ernmental sanction or without an 
which have heretofore been deem: 
disbursement of public money. 

Notwithstanding the fact that I do not deem it absolutely ma- 
terial to consider objections to the contending locations, I will do 
so, as some may be influenced by the many charges and theories 
from time to time urged in this connection. In the minority re- 
port, page 31, occurs the following: 


It is asserted that since the last report of the engineers was made Mr. 
Huntington and his associates of the Southern Pacific Company have con- 
struc an extensive wharf at Port Los Angeles (Santa Monica), and that 
the rear on st og since had evidences the wisdom of the location. It 
is true that in ordinary weather vessels successfully discharge their cargoes 
at Mr. Huntington's wharf, but in this respect San Pedro possesses equal 
advan e evidence taken by the committee shows insurance rates to 
be less at San Pedro than at Santa Monica. The Mendell's report mentions 
San Pedro Bay has been a shipping polot time out of mind; that prior 
to the American occupation mariners touched there, and the locality was 
known as the “Embarcadero.” During those periods no one thought of 
resorting to Santa Monica Bay. 


In the letter circulated by and bearing Mr. Corthell’s name I 
find the following response to the point to which I have just ad- 
verted: 


On 


It is my pronounced opinion that had the experience at the 
wharf at Port Los been available for consideration by the Mendell 
board in 1891 it would not have hesitated to give an opinion in favor of build- 

a deep-sea harbor at this place instead of at San Pedro. It is well known 
that the reason why San Pedro has been a shi point from time out 
of mind” is the existence of the mouth of a ti n at this place into 
which the small vessels which formerly plied along coast could enter and 


Li 
unload upon the banks or wharves, and that it was not on account of any 
anchorage facilities which the open bay might possess. 
In the same connection Mr. Corthell refers to the holding 
ground at San Pedro thus: 


The contention in regard to holding ground at San Pedro has been, and is, 
that there are near the shore and in some other ts of the bay rocky areas 
which do not form good holding ground for vesselsat anchor. Itis generally 
conceded 15 shipmasters, and 1 areas evident from careful examina- 
tions made by borings and by experience apne driving at Port Los Angeles, 
ory that at least of the Bay of Santa Monica could not have better hold- 

ground, 


Among the many fallacious impressions which obtain in some 
quarters, and perhaps yet prevail, in consequence of reiterated as- 
sertion, is the notion that the holding ground at San Pedro is not 
good. There will be found printed in the hearings before the Sen- 
ate committee the statement of some forty-odd shipmasters who 
have visited San Pedro at different times, and their evidence upon 
this subject is absolutely conclusive. Those 1 have not 
called at that port during one or two years, but have plied up and 
down the coast of California for extended periods. The state- 
ments to which I refer are on page 24 of the hearings and extend 
to the middle of page 28. The original affidavits are on file with 
the committee, and the matter presented in the report is in digested 
form. I quote: 

O. A. Olsen, master mariner: Have been acquainted, in ace ye as 


ty 
ve been in 
ral times, and have anchored in roadstead. yery gona 
Pod: edro 


Good 8 ground, and with good 
ground tackle I think vessel will lay safe to her anc 

Here is the case of a man who has been engaged in managing 
vessels, acting as master mariner on the Pacific coast since 1861, 
and he has frequently visited this bay. 

H. A. Smith, master mariner: Have anchored in San Pedro Bay many 
times since 1888. Good holding ground. San Pedro best place for harbor. 
Is better protected from reverting winds and swells than ta Monica Bay. 

John Peterson, master mariner: Have been acquainted with San Pedro 
Bay and Harbor twenty years, and have been there many times. Anchored 
in the roadstead. Very anchorageground. Have been acquainted with 
Santa Monica Bay twenty years. San Pedro has better goad, ground 
and has better natural protection from prevailing winds and swe! 


I will not read all the statements, but I will ask to have same 
incorporated in my remarks. Senators who care to do so may 
ruse these statements upon pages 24, 25, 26, 27, and 28 of the 
earings. They are to the effect that the natural advantages of 
San Pedro are in every way superior to Santa Monica, and are 
specific and positive as to the character of the holding ground. 
hese affidavits are made, not by theorists, but by men who have 
cast their anchors in that roadstead and know exactly what they 
are talking about. Their views should be regarded as conclusive. 
I submit their statements: 


Sworn statements of sea captains as A holding ground for anchorage at San 
ro. 


W. S. Southard, master mariner: Have been at San Pedro Bay and Harbor 
once. Anchored in theroadstead. First-class holding und. Have been in 
Bay of Santa Monica, near Redondo. San Pedro is best place for harbor. Is 
omc by islands on one side, mainland on the other. Latter protects 

m westerly winds, which prevail at different times of the year. 


F. E. Magune, shipmaster: Been in San Pedro Harbor twelve times. An- 
chored in roads The toaln ground is good and very hard. San Pedro 
has better 8 from prevailing winds and swells. 

Barnard Olsson, master mariner: Anchored many times in San Pedro Bay. 
in roadstead. San Pedro best holding ground. Have always tried to keep 
away from Santa Monica Bay. The better anchorage ground isat San P. 
by all means. San Pedro has better protection from prevailing winds an 

e 


swells. 

8 Crocker, master mariner: Have been in San Pedro Harbor many 
times— numerous to mention. Anchored in roadstead. Very good an- 
chorage groundatSanPedro. Have beenin Bay of Santa Monica. San Pedro 
oe! pate anchorage ground and has better protection from prevailing winds 
and swells. 

R. Brummer, master mariner: Have been in San Pedro Harbor many times. 
Anchored in roadstead. The holding 9 is exceptionally good. Am ac- 
quainted with Bay of Santa Monica. San Pedro has better anchorage ground 
and better natural protection from prevailing winds and swells. 

les Warner, master mariner: Have been in San Pedro Harbor many 
times. Anchored in roadstead. Anchorage ground very good. Wasin Santa 
Monica Bay with cargo of piles and found great difficulty in discharging and 
holding ground very poor. San Pedro has better anchorage ground and 
better protection from prevailing winds, etc. 

P. A. Johnson, master mariner: Have been on San Pedro route six years 

Have anchored in roadstead many times. Good holding ground. 
San Pedro has better anchorage 


twenty times. 
charged 
ground and better protection from reverse winds. 

E. Christ, shipmaster: edro Harbor many times. Al- 
i ed anchored my vessel outside. Have always found the holding bottom 
of first-class 


uality. Do not think there is any better. Never had occasion 
Monica Bay. 


swells. 

O. Anderson, master mariner: Have been in San Pedro Harbor many times. 
Anchored in roadstead many times. Good holding und. Have been 
acquainted with Santa Monica Bay since 1881, and do not know any good of it. 
San Pedro has better anchorage ground and better protection from prevail- 
ing winds and swells. 

illiam Robb, master mariner: Have been in San 
times or more. Anchored in roads 


in roadstead every voyage. Holding ground is good. 
Monica Bay. San Pedro has best anch 
poue and better protection from prevailing ds and swells. San Pi 
a safe harbor for the summer winds, with good hol ground. 
Monica has a constant westerly swell, with yay na hol 
M. Olsen, master mariner: ve been in San 


poma Acquainted with Santa Bay only way charts. San Pedro has bet- 
er natural protection from prevailing win 
F. San Pedro Harbor several 


times. Anchored in roadstead. Ihave anchored there in heavy blows and 
my anchors always held. San Peäro has best anchorage und. Am ac- 


uainted with Santa Monica Bay. San Pedro has better natural protection 
rom 3 winds and sw. 
C. Jansen, master mariner: Haye been in San Pedro Bay many times. 


rove, shipmaster: Have been in San Pedro Bay. Anchored in road- 
si ‘ ground. Have been in Santa Monica Bay twice. San 
Pedro has best anchorage und and better natural protection from pre- 
vailing winds and swells. e latter place is 3 from the south by 
Catalina Island; from the north by the mainland. 

William Kindlen, master mariner: Have anchored in San Pedro Harbor, 
in roadstead. San Pedro has good ig oy goon and shelter, Can 
com San Pedro with Santa Monica, for I do not know; but San Pedro is 
g 5 — my opinion San Pedro has better protection from prevailing winds 
and swells. 

F. M. Johnson, master mariner: Haye been in San Pedro Harbor man 
times. Anchored in roadstead. Good holding ground. Amacquainted with 
Santa Monica Bay from my charts. San Pedro has best anchorage ground 
and better natural protection from prevailing winds and swells. 

David Robinson, master mariner: Haye been in San Pedro Harbor, and 
anchored in roadstead. Ithink the bottom is very good holding ground. I 
have never dragged my anchor there. Am notacquainted with Bay of Santa 
Monica. In my opinion San Pedro has best anchorage ground and be ter pro- 
tection from prevailing winds and swells. I have been over toSanta Moni 
and I noticed that there is a very strong undertow, and I should think i 
would be very hard to holdaship at the wharf. As to anchorage, I know 
nothing, only from hearsay. 

John Slater, master mariner: Have been in San Pedro Bay and Harbor 
many times. Anchorage 2 Am acquainted with Santa Monica 
Bay for twenty years, and I at all es wanted to keep away fromit. San 
Pedro has best anchorage ground, and has better protection from prevailing 
winds and swells. 


illiam Rosendall, master mariner: Have been 


posed to. 
Martin Chester. Ses Have been in San Pedro Bay and Harbor be- 
tween three and four 
Good holding ground. 
on account o hol rst vessel that 
up alongside of the old Santa Monica wharf. San Pedro has best anchorage 


winds, etc. In my personal 
experience as master of different vessels bound for both ports I found that 


1896. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


y for many years. San Pedro has better anchorage ground under all cir- 
cumstances tan Santa Monica, and has better natural protection from pre- 
vailing winds and swells. ta Monica has poor holding ground and but little 
shelter. I 8 my anchors in Santa Monica Bay, and was forced to go 
Pedro Bay for protection. 


average depth throughout the whole ground. Have been anchored in several 
gales and Never Am ted with from 
observations from the beach and how vessels anchored in the c 

from hearsay from shipmasters that have been there. From experience I 
know little concerning Ban 


vailing winds and itis onl ee hers 55 wine: 

and sw. as itis only open tosoutherly an rly 

Igel will ride a gale in San Pedro better than Santa Monica. 

3 H. serene enn Srii are 8 oan ate Bay. An- 
0 roadstead. olding und. edro best anc ee 
— and better protection from ee winds and swells than San 


ica. 

A. C. Glaser, master mariner: Have been in San Pedro Harbor and Bay 

several times. Anchored in roadstead. Good ancho ‘ound at San 

Pedro, Am acquainted with Santa Monica Bay. San Pedro best anchor- 

age — ye a eey protection from prevailing winds and swells. 
n P, ro is a natu r. 

Edward Lewis, shipmaster: Have been in San Pedro Bay about ten trips. 
Anchored in roadstead. San Pedro is the very best holding und, in my 
opinion, there is on the Pacific coast, basing my opinion from the fact of hay- 
ing disc! full of coal in the outer harbor. San Pedro has better 
1 om prevailing winds than Santa Monica. The prevailing winds 

or 


W. 
anchor in San Pedro Bay, being protected by Point Firmin, is safe from the 
wind and swells. 

J. C. Hansen, master mariner: Have been in San Pedro Bar and Harbor 
many times. Have anchored in roadstead many times—too numerous to 
mention. Find from ay. varied experience that the holding ground at San 
Pedro is of the very best. In 1876 in Santa Monica Bay I came near losing 
the schooner Hayes, a new vessel. Had all my lines out, and also many lines 
furnished by the ponpen and barely escaped destruction. San Pedro has 
. 5 groun: and better natural protection from prevailing winds 
and swells. 

A. P. Carlson, master: Have been in San Pedro Harbor various times and 
anchored in roadstead. chorage ground good. San Pedro has best an- 
8 and better protection from prevailing winds and swells. I 
have n in Santa Monica and rebuilt the wharf, and during that time I 
observed it to be a dangerous bay for shipping. Saw the seas break over the 
wharf at times while a personal observer. : 

J. Willey: Have anchored in roadstead, San Pedro Bay, ten or fifteen times 
during last year. First-class holding und; sheltered from all winds ex- 
cept a southeast wind, which we haye or four times during the winter 
months. They last only short time. No trouble of a vessel ri gif their 
anchors are clear and have out good sone. Vessels never go to Santa Monica 
unless they are compelled to. San Pedro has best anchorage ground and 
better protection from prevailing winds and swells. 

O. Anfindsen, master mariner: Have been in San Pedro Bay and Harbor 
six or seven timeseach year during all seasons. Anchored in roadstead often. 
While master of the schooner Bobolink, in 1886, anchored there about once a 
month. Anchorage ground I find excellent, with good shelter from north- 
west and southwest winds, and from south and southeast Winds. It is, in 
my opinion, better than any harbor south of San Francisco, barring San 
Diego, and I have been in of them. Am acquainted with Santa Monica 
Bay no more than from casual runs up and down the coast. San Pedro has 
by far the best advantage. Santa Monica is an open ocean and no shelter. 
San Pedro has the most advantage of a harbor for shipping, it being inclosed 
by land in a half circle, whereas Santa Monica is exposed to all quarters of 
the compass, and the undertow there is severe on the ship's ground tackle, 
which does not exist in the outer road of San Pedro. 

George Dettmer, master mariner: Have been in San Pedro Bay and Har- 
bor many times. Anchored in roadstead many times. Good 9 ground. 
Have been many times in Santa Monica Bay and its locality. San Pedro has 
best anchorage ground and has better natural protection from prevailing 
winds and swells. f 

E. W. Sprague, master: Have been running to San Pedro Harbor off and on 
as master of vessel for twelve years. Always anchored in roadstead every 
trip. Have found it first-class holding ground. and have never known a ves- 
sel to drag anchor there. Am acquainted with bay of Santa Monica tom 
sorrow. y experience is a heavy westerly swell setting in the year round, 
and westerly wind has full sway. and there is no protection from them. San 
Pedro has Vest anchorage ground and better protection from 2 
winds and swells. Westerly winds are the prevailing winds and always a 
westerly swell, and San Pedro has a protection from them already, and Santa 
Monica has not, and in my opinion it never can haye. Can easily anchor 100 
ships in outer bay of San Pedroin a westerly gale in perfect safety. 

O. Peterson, master mariner: Have been in San Pedro Harbor about one 
hundred times. Anchored in roadstead many times. Good 3 
Have been acquainted with Santa Monica Bay since 1878. San Pedro best 
7 and better protection from prevailing winds and swells. 

F. O. ven, shipmaster: Have been in San Pedro Harbor many times. 
Anchored in roadstead. Have anchored and laid in all kinds of weather and 


P 
prevailing winds. Have laid in Santa Monica Bay with cargoand discharged 
my cargo with great difficulty. 

Alexander Smith, master mariner and pilot: Have been in San Pedro Ba: 
and Harbor about five hundred times. Anchored in roadstead both lightand 
deep draft. Anchorage ground is very good and will hold al time if your 
anchors are clear. Am very well acquainted with Santa Monica Bay. San 
Pedro has best anchorage 1 and has better natural protection from 

revailing winds and swells for three hundred and sixty days in the year. 
Banta Monica Bay has not good holding ground for any vessels’ anchors; the 


bottom is too agg you get 14 miles to the southeast of the new Santa 


Monica wharf. Bay is the most eligible location f eep- 
harbor because the half of a 3 harbor is Shore niveatiys bs Sst 
Claus C. Hansen, master: Have been in San Pedro Bay and Harbor twenty 
times and more and have anchored in roadstead. It is a very good holdin; 
pan San Pedro has best eg Ee 8 ads preyed 8 1 
tter tected roadstea m westerly winds, which are m re · 
vailing. Catalina Island protects some. Do not see any protection for San ta 


Monica Bay from any islands. 
P. Sonerud, master mariner: Have been in San Pedro Bay and Harbor 
2 twen times and anchored in There is a 


wind and current setting into that place 
ground, and better protection from prevailing winds. From my constant 
rading to San Pedro I have always found it a safe place, and that the out- 
side harbor has a natural pro’ on from the prevailing winds that blow 
there; and, furthermore, never saw any swell setting in to interfere with 
— of deep-water vessels that always lay in the harbor discharging 


R. Johannessen, master mariner: Have been in San Pedro Bay and Har bor 
about a hundred times. Have anchored in roadstead many times. Anchor- 
far trenty-thres years, Ban, Pedro has best sachorage pround, and beter 
protection from prevailing winds. — 5 

Is there anything in the proposition of Mr. Corthell and others 

that the Mendel: board were ignorant of the situation and would 
have reached a different conclusion had they been aware that a 
wharf such as that of the Southern Pacific could be erected and 
maintained at Port Los Angeles? There is nothing anywhere to 
justify the assertion. 
__ I have no doubt from the shipping experience at San Pedro that 
it would Ee to construct and operate a wharf extending 
into the r there. The constant use of San Pedro Bay for 
years for shipping uses demonstrates this. 

It is conceded that Mr. Huntington has built a magnificent pier 
at Port Los Angeles and that he is able to handle shipping and 
transact business there. There are sometimes difficulties incident 
to rough water. Trouble of that kind has been lately experienced. 

In has been said there never has been an accident at the Santa 
Monica wharf and that ships have been wrecked at San Pedro. 
San Pedro Harbor has been utilized for commercial p ses, as 
the evidence before us shows, from time out of mind. No doubt 
in stormy seasons vessels can not at all hours lie there in safety, 
and there is evidence that there have been wrecks within that 
harbor. It is admitted that certain vessels have drifted ashore 
at San Pedro. But during the time that Mr. Huntington’s wharf 
has been in operation at Santa Monica there have been no dis- 
asters at San Pedro—none whatever. It so happens there have 
been no very serious storms since that structure has been called 
into existence, and consequently no disasters at either place. 
When the Mendell Board examined this subject they did not con- 
tent themselves with equivocal lan e, but they announced 
their conclusions (page 9 of the Mendell report) thus: 

In view of the fact that San Pedro Bay in its natural condition affords bet- 
ter protection both from prevailing winds and from dangerous storms than 
Santa Monica Bay; that protection can be secured at less cost for equal de- 
velopment of breakwater at the former than at the latter; that a larger area 
of protected anchorage from the prevailing westerly swells can be secured, 
the severe storms from the southeast being infrequent, and that there is 
already an interior harbor that will be a valuable addition to the outer har- 
bor, the Board considers San Pedro Bay as the better location for the deep- 
water harbor provided for by the act. 

It was never supposed by Colonel Mendell or anybody else that 

a wharf would not stand during ordinary weather at the place 
pointed out by Mr. Huntington and selected by him. No one has 
ever argued that the storms upon the southern California coast 
are severe enough to destroy a well-built pier, unless in exceptional 
cases. 
It is evident from an inspection of the coast of Santa Monica 
Bay, where the railroad wharf is located, the westerly swells, 
admitted to be common and severe, must directly affect Santa 
Monica Bay. There is nothing to prevent such a swell disturb- 
ing the sea behind the breakwater proposed by the majority. The 
southwesterly swells and the westerly swells are those which mari- 
ners fear. It is shown by conclusive proof that, while the wind 
sometimes blows from the southeast, the swell never proceeds from 
that direction. The San Pedro breakwater is so designed as to 
completely intercept westerly and southwesterly swells. The 
breakwater will cut off the swell completely, and it is therefore a 
matter of indifference whether there is or is not deep water west 
of Point Firmin. 

In the immediate neighborhood of the breakwater at San Pedro 
the water is not extremely deep; the bottom recedes, proceeding 
westerly, with considerable rapidity; but Mr. Corthell’s diagram 
portraying the suddenness of the deepening near Point Firmin is 
not fair. No doubt deep water can be found by proceeding west- 
erly from the point. Butif Mr. Corthell will make his sound- 
ings southeasterly or southerly or toward Catalina Island he will 
ome A gentle slope and better water than exists near Port Los 

geles. 

Such a di can be made to show almost anything, depend- 
ing upon the direction selected. 

have referred several times to the deep-sea matter and have, 


Pi! ndnd ENRE . Behe A SE iret 


perhaps, given more attention to the point than it deserves; but I 


wish to quote briefly from the report of the show- 
ing that those gentlemen took the subject into consideration and 
examined it with care. Iread from page 6 of the Craighill re- 


port, as follows: 
HYDROGRAPHY. 


Throughout Santa Monica Bay the depth is very irregular— 
That AE is AEE justified by the charts— 
Abreast of Santa Monica village there is a depth of 40 fathoms 4 miles off- 
— —— for each e e ne a l „55 
fa the bottom being gray sand, mud, 1 wel 
This plateau is towards San Pedro from Santa Monica and is 
not necessarily involved here 


Westward of this teau, toward Point Dume, the depth increases ra 
Hs 200 fathoms within a — 5 south of “the 


idly to or ge 300 fa 
t, and the bottom is muddy. the east of this plateau, toward Point 
mte, there is a ss y submarine Taeg ony 1 mile wide between 
the 100-fathom c thoms to within 1 and l 


miles of the — b. with a mu 
very steep, dropping from 40 55 
1 side is more sl 

Ithas been named by —.— * Davidson 8 —— — Su 


and westward has been 

I refer to this 3 to prove that the Bay of Santa Monica 
ee merely in one particular point, but throughout 
is irregular, and that the uniform grade or slope is 
Peon Mind of Mr. Corthell’s poetic fancy. The report 


The line of 19 fathoms, which ma barenge i eie 
for breakwater construction, and the line of 5 
limit of the ne Seep wee anchorage, oe ee Santa 


to 
125 bottom. The eastern side of this valley is 
f. mile. 


tothe 


practical outer limit 
which is the inner 
ca and San Pedro 


bays, are shown on the map accompan: — 
e ection of the Coast Survey maps will fully sustain 
CCC 
5 = ear report it is sai 
ter at San Pedro is not protected 


It is claimed that the pro) breakwa' 

from southeast Regge — ‘ore that locality is not desirable fort harbor 
purposes, and the lan d projection which culminates in Point Firmin 

—— Santa Monica Bay from these winds. 


by the gentlemen who examined into the matter was that no danger is to bo 
an the southeast It may be remarked 

that the inner harbor at San , which it is conceded is perfectly sheltered 
55 FT 

e gerous sou es, and y e 

Poin that inner harbor has been ‘bed thereby. y: no 
breakwater can ever .... the essential feature in 
such cases is the ocean swells. The diftic in this respect 


within the pro- 
posed — by southeast 
winds, but caked masts wa never nturied her surface for the serious 


operation of any wind likely to visit that coast. 
In his letter heretofore mentioned Mr. Corthell says: 


The objection stated by me and others upon this tis that the harbor, 
8 is unprotected from southeast and that the entrance 
to W: Harbor is 6 from these gales by the break- 

xamination of the charts of the harbor and of the 


8 an e: 
plan will evidence this to anyone. 


In the of the Craighill commission (H. R. Ex. Doc. 41, 
Fifty-second Congress, second session) we have a map, the sec- 
ond in that publication, from which it appears that the proposed 
breakwater at San Pedro protects an extended area, including 
the 7-fathom curve, from winter storms and from the western 


swells. 

The subject of harbor protection is treated of in that rt and 
the conclusion reached that the smooth surface at San Pedro is 
much more than that at Santa Monica. I call attention specific- 
ally to this matter, and invite study of the contrasts. 

For the purposes of comparison 

Says Craighill, page 17— 
the anchorage areas for the Santa Monica harbors are assumed to be the 
areas included within the breakwaters, the lines drawn through tres? ends 
normal to the ares and the 6-foot conbiare and for the San Harbor 
the area included between the breakwater, line drawn from ane end of 
the breakwater to Deadmans Island, and the 6-foot contour. The deep-water 
ancho is assumed T there is a de of at least 
30 feet; remaining area will be referred to as the inner anchorage. 

I will ask the Secretary to read, beginning with the last para- 
graph on page 17 down to the end of page 18 of the pamphlet 
which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HILL in the chair), With- 
out Mi ——.— the Secre will read as requested. 

Secretary read as follows: 
ADVANTAGES FOR SHELTER AND FOR HANDLING FREIGHT. 
ancho: areas a the Santa Monica 


the 
6-foot contour. Thed water ancho; 
) tig Ran ceo’ th of at least 30 feet; e remaining area will be ref 


area at the San Pedro Harbor is 1,187 acres. This in- 
Harbor. The deep-water area is 339 acres 
The harbor at Santa Monica village 


ch will be very much diminished 8 which must extend 
3 across it to reach d is not case same 
extent in the San Pedro Har ER me z Ah 


acres. The har at Santa Monica ted area of 209 
acres and Sa protocted area of 2l acres an — above Santa Monica 
e 1 5 


available for » for the co constructs 
hasa 


8 a —.— TE 


is narrow and not ca of ‘extension 
expense, and thereisno available ‘or the construction of i 5 
The or mation of the ground such that free access To to the lan 
ties of the harbor would not be enatly attainable by all parties e 


in the 
business 


= a the other CES es from the land 
Heathen ac totectos — argon formed. 


ty of 
of commerce it is 
ated and designed na of preat i a 
most sheltered part. In the Santa 
the landing 


vessels will the qui 7 5 — 
— — d small — will ing cde best 
an vessel 
bad weather within the — harbor. 
water peta ak area is y eee in all the oe and 
e San Pedro Harbo; 


b 
ter. This is 


Wes tne cote not the case in the Santa 
co ground at San Pedro, 
quran tne eet 


ae WHITE. The Senate will observe, therefore, that the Craig- 

board e to a greater extent ‘and more carefully than 

en presided over by Colonel Mendell, took into 5 the 

— — value of the protection afforded hy each plan of harbor 

construction, and concluded, in direct antagonism to the opinions 

of the Southern Pacific engineers, that the San Pedro project would 
afford more extended safe ancho: facilities, 

Tt is said, and this is one of the favorite ents of the ma- 
jority of the committee, that running a line tly from Point 

incente to Point Dume there will be a water s pe Be 

landward from the center of such line 12 miles, whereas San Pedro 
Bay, according to Mr. Corthell’s first statement before the Com- 
merce Committee, in 1894, when similarly. , manifests 
only 64 miles. This may reasonably be said to be an ‘advantage, 
as far as it goes, favoring Santa Monica. But this circumstance 
was considered by the — mentioned, and was not deemed vital 
or controlling. 

You will observe npon m the 3 of the Santa Monica shore, 
which is upon the blackboard, the real character of that so-called 
bay. Itis nothing but an open roadstead; there is a 12-mile in- 
dentation, and it must be between 30 and 40 miles from Vincente 
to Dume, and looking from the shore out to the ocean the expos- 
ure is absolute; the wayes roll in, as appearing upon the photo- 

graph, co a uninta uninterrupted. Thereisbut slight evidence 
of a an act 

The wharf of the Southern Pacific Company, around which we 
are asked to place this governmental protection, is located in Santa 
Monica Bay, as shown onthe photograph, and northerly and west- 
erly of the town of Santa Monica. In my judgment the Mendell 
board was correct in saying that the very best site to be found in 
Santa Monica Bay was nearly opposite the town of that name. 
There the bluff is not remarkable. It recedes as we go east and 
south, until at South Santa Monica there is no precipice and the 
favorable conditions spoken of by Colonel Mendell can there be 
found. If we are to have a harbor in Santa Monica Bay this is 
the proper location. But such a work would be most accessible. 
The proprietors of the wharf which we are about to protect pre- 
ferred a different spot, less open to intrusion and not as r y 
subject to competition. 

In the testimony taken before the Commerce Committee it is 
said that there is ample room along the shore of the ocean from 
Santa Monica to the wharf for ten or twelve railroad tracks. The 
Santa Monica shore from the wharf to the town is an ordinary sea- 
beach. The waves roll over it, not tempestuously, but in a man- 
ner usual on the southern California coast. Thousands from the 
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of Los Angeles visit this region for the > ey seas 555 
wn and grow- 


extent throughout the whole year, but pri 2 in the summer, 
by anxious crowds coming from the city of Angeles and the 
interior. These people resort to the sea for objects of health and 
diversion. The presence of one railroad track within the munici- 
pality of Santa Monica and upon the seabeach is a positive disad- 
vantage. Any person walking along the bluff, at the foot of which 
the railroad runs, while a locomotive is ing will find the 
cinders excessively disagreeable; and while there is yet sufficient 
between the bluff and the shore to enable the ordinary pur- 
suits of pleasure which accompany diversions at the seaside, yet 
if there are to be additional tracks laid along that shore, if railroad 
freight and passenger traffic is to be carried on there by several 
railroads, the locality will cease to be available for present uses. 
The question as to how many tracks may be along that 
shore is a matter entirely within the jurisdiction of the board of 
trustees. No condemnation 5 can peri a right of 
way along the ocean within the town limits until after an i 
tive vote of the board of trustees. I assume that that board will 
roperly discharge its duties and will not permit the extension of 


which is already a nuisance. 
But it is contended that the harbor can be reached by 
means of Santa Monica Canyon. It is possible, and I think prac- 


tieable, to obtain a grade through the Santa Monica Canyon. But 
the route is circuitous, and a road thus built would be longer than 
that of the Sonthern Pacific Company. But when the shore is 
reached the expense will have but 

If we assume that the breakwater designed by the Southern 
Pacific engineers would be sufficient and adequate to protect an 
area great enough to permit the erection of two or e large 
wharvesas proposed, nevertheless the expense is almost prohibitory. 
It will cost at least uarters of a million dollars, and pro 
ably more, to build a wharf, to say nothing of the right of “= 
and other difficulties of access. ow, it is proposed in this b 
that the Southern Pacific Company shall give the use of their 
tracks upon this wharf to any railway that 1 gd a sufficient 
pro rata proportion of the cost thereof, to be by the Secre- 
tary of War. There is now but one track and one wharf. If the 
business grows to the magnitude expected, these will never suf- 
fice. If it does not grow to that magnitude, then there is no justifi- 
cation at all for the proposed expenditure. Mr. Hun will 
not make any foolish trades. His road will have an advantage at 
Port Los that no other road can enjoy. 

At San Pedro, as shown in the report of the engineers, not only 
is the Southern Pacific already on the water front, but there is 
also a competing railroad upon the other side of the inner harbor, 
and while the latter would not be directly connected with the 
outer harbor, still the proximity is such that there could be no 
difficulty in the transference o; shipping from one point to the 
pace especially if the inner harbor be deepened under the Ben- 

urd pro 
wt is said that the bluff near San Pedro, some 60 feet in height, 

mts insuperable obstacles to reaching the shore. I do not 

ink it will be 8 the purposes of commerce for years 
to come to build piers any outer harbor on our coast. The 
inner anchorage Will suffice; but, ing that the demands of 
trade require such harbor to be reached shore, there is no 
difficulty in making a grade, as the Southern Pacific did to the 
wharf w it commenced to build and afterwards abandoned at 
San Pedro, and thus reaching the shore. Colonel Craighill says 
in his report, and all of SS eee with him, that the 
breakwater itself could be utilized for tracks, thus using 
the interior of the bay right along the line of the breakwater for 
slips. This, Mr. Corthell says, is impossible. He takes issue with 
the engineers upon this proposition. I will quote his language. 


He says: 
Conside the location EE e breakwater—immediately under a 
vertical binff, in th ractica) as shown by the 


— ay Panties a railroad ‘cack ee the bl 


bor, it cult to see how the top of this dike could e accessible 
to and I think I am safe in sa: that on a dike 10 feet above the 
surface of the water, or even 20 feet above surface water, in suc! 


no estimates of the cost of s meirein yd Bo 
on of a track upon of wharves it, should think it 
—.— cost twice. S Serine tras tition: ae sacks as Wie 


the plans of the Government engineers. 


The Craighill board is positively to the contrary. 
Since the breakwater— 
They say— 
is connected with the shore, TTT 


wharves can be readily projected from its inner face. 
be sacrificed if a western entrance were established. 


At the hearings Colonel Hains, who was a member of the board, 
gave an opinion of a similar character. He says: 


There is another thing in regard to the continuing breakwater. The first 
board recommended two i do not think that there 


is any trouble about the in with sand, which some people appre 
from: the de ts al — te If the ter combinascon with the 
shore, it enables a area on the inside of this to 

the atersare used for 


docks. and lan 


The breakwater atSan Pedro can beapproached byacut. Itis 
true the Southern Pacific Company claims to own land there. A 
considerable part of the p on the San Pedro bluff is con- 
trolled by that company; not of it, however. The Govern- 
ment owns a reservation there, and private parties have holdings. 
However, condemnation proceedings properly conducted will 
remedy this trouble. The building of a track upon the break- 
water will depend upon the demands of business. the exigencies 
of the case warranted, a track would be laid upon the dike, and 
would afford superior facilities for harbor access. It hence ap- 
pears that there is an available method of reaching an outer harbor 
at San Pedro preferable to sg da | at Santa Monica. Of course 
at San Pedro wharves might t into the sea, but such a pro- 
gramme would be attended Sie expense of which I complain. 
For years to come there will be ample room in the inner harbor, 
when improved, for our commerce; and the San Pedro deep-sea 
anchorage will accommodate vessels at anchor awaiting an oppor- 
tunity to discharge. 

Mr. President, there is another criticism to which I deem it 
wise to 5 75 I refer to Mr. Corthell's theory of the littoral cur- 
rent which moves sand in a northerly direction along the coast. 
He avers that the effect of the breakwater, constructed as pro- 
posed by the Craighill board, would be to detain a large amount 
of these sands near the shore and 3 the harbor, or 
make it 2 to dredge extensively. rhaps some little ac- 
cumulation might occur. If so, it could be readily removed. 
Nowadays a reasonable amount of harbor dredgingis anattendant 
upon nearly all public works of this character. One of the few 
exceptions is afforded by the Wilmington inner harbor, which has 
ever since governmental improvement always kept itself clear. 
But both Major Raymond and Colonel Hains are positive that no 
danger is to be apprehended from any sand deposit. They have 
studied the question carefully; itis considered in the reports from 
which I have quoted, All the Government experts rest their aes 
utations as experts upon the proposition that no serious harm 
accrue. Mr. Corthell, in the communication with which he has 
honored me—though delivery of the same was omitted—informs 
us that there are known instances of moving sands impelled by 
littoral currents u the Pacific coast. He tells me t Iam 
acquainted with the condition of affairs at San Diego Bay, and 
that I must be aware that at the point where a jetty is now 
under process of construction at the entrance to that bay sand 
accumulates. 

This statement is true, but the movement of said particles there 
is manifestly attributable to the great rush of water into the bay 
attending the tidal rise. The torrent flowing with won 
power in or out of the narrow harbor entrance is a sight worth 
seeing. This naturally disturbs the sand and the inward current 
tends to accumulate the material below the jetty rapidly and ob- 
viously. I attracted the attention of Mr. Corthell to the fact that 
S OPD TAAA VINN COSS MADO Woden. pemebycbie step e Pedro; 
and that a large quantity of the coal was picked up afterwards 
south of that point, at the town of Long Beach. Iasked him how he 
accounted for that consistently with his theory. He gave the ex- 
planation which I shall read, which, I must confess, does not 
seem to me to be entirely conclusive. The following is the state- 
ment: 


for docks and that sort of thing. Often 
dings. 


Sena of California. Before you reach that, I want to say a word. 
I remember the circumstance of a vessel loaded with coal being wrecked in 
rr!!! te ee ee anda deal of that 
. Long h southerly from 
San Pedro 

Mr. CORTHELL. Yes. 

Senator WHITE, of California. If the shore currents are northerly, how do 
you account for the coal being carried to Beach? 

Mr. CorTHELL. I had a memorandum to explain that. That fact 
was called to my attention, and I will give you the reason for it. As I said to 
Senator NELSON, there are occasional southwestern swells so great that they 
may reverse the current for the time being, and they would move obstacles 
on the bottom. The current does not move coal; it moves fine 
1125 e e — 11 ig thes 

cating on the Len sieve indicate rocky areas. That coal 
dropped on the rocky bottom, was affected by the heavy waves, and it simply 
dri over the bottom and across it un i$ struck Long Beach and was 
thrown upon it by the waves. 


Mr. President, in the first place, southwesterly swells are not 
uncommon; the westerly is the swell incident to that coast; 
and here we have a statement that this discriminating current, 
alluded to by Mr. Corthell, does not move coal, while it moves fine 

of sand! This littoral current will not move coal, but 
it will move fine particles of sand. We reach the remarkable 
conclusion that coal drifts south and sand goes north; that one is 


loca’ 
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moved by a current which influences coal, and the other by a cur- 
rent influencing sand! 

Mr. President, it is a matter of fact, notorious upon that coast, 
that objects frequently float southerly. In two or three cases 
where persons lost their lives by drowning the remains were 
picked up south of the scene of disaster. It may be said that this 


was only an occasional manifestation, but that it was not the rule, 
that the current usually tends in the other direction. But no such 
deductisn is authorized. But if there were any danger of the 
accumulation of sand at Point Firmin, inside breakwater, 
how is it that there is at that place to-day a rocky bluff? How is 
it that there is no sand spit? How is it that there are no sand 
dunes, no accumulations around Point Firmin indicating the 
tendency claimed? If the sand drifts, as stated by this expert, 
northerly, it would naturally be detained in the neighborhood of 
Point Firmin, and would certainly extend to that point. Right 
here I may remark—perhaps I should have said it in connection 
with another point—that there are no severe storms beating 
=, era Point Firmin. The unworn base of the bluff proves this. 

e material is soft and could not resist heavy waves. The un- 
scathed shore disposes of the pretense that San Pedro Bay isa 
storm center. 

Mr. President, the inner harbor at San Pedro is exposed to these 
so-called terrible southeasterly storms. The pe Go upon both 
sides of the inner harbor is comparatively level. ere is nothing 
to prevent winds sweeping across the inner harbor; and yet no 
one ever heard of a vessel within its confines being injured by an 
storm from any quarter. The swell which does injury, whic 
strains chains, which divorces the anchor from the ship, comes 
from the west; the southeast wind, seldom serious eyen in connec- 
tion with the swell, must be harmless without it. 

Mr. President, in opening this argument I said that it was prob- 
lematical whether the proposed structure at Santa Monica would 
ever be of much protective value. In support of my assertion I 
have the testimony of Major Raymond, who was examined before 
the committee. He made the following comments in this connec- 
tion. It is of importance and I direct the attention of the Senate 
to it: 

ae ed RAYMOND. Ican state generally what were the essential differences 
which we thought were in favor of San Pedro as a location, as orn 
with locations farther up the coast. To my own mind, as I remember it 
now, the extension of the present harbor of San Pedro and the improve- 
ments there, at an inconsiderable expense to the Government, made a rather 
remarkable impression. 

Senator WHITE, of California. In what respect? 

8 Because jetty improvements of that kind have not, as a 
rule, m successful in this country. e depth of water at San Pedro was 
increased from 2 or 3 feet—the original depth—to about 14 feet at mean low 
water. The thing that made it es ly interesting to me was the exami- 
nation of the cha front in the inner harbor, which was so trifling as com- 

with the other places on the Atlantic coast. All the phenomena 
seemed to me less marked than any oer eee where I have been in prac- 
tice. The shoaling was slow there. The tide is about 5 feet, I think. at 
there should be a jetty harbor of that kind so successful, and that the depth 
of water should be so increased, and that the problem should be so simply 
solved, was a matter of very great interest to me. I could see that the inner 
basin, the inner harbor, the inner ancho; 
without difficulty; and that was a feature 
was very advantageous. 

The inner anchorage is a very important thing, especially in time of war. 
Torpedo boats can run into the inner harbor, protected from the fire of the 
enemy. That was the thing mostadvantageous. When we came to examine 
the problem, step by step, we did not tind any point in which the other loca- 
tion seemed superior to San Pedro, and we found several points in which 
we thought San Pedro superior to the other location. My own opinion is 
that a breakwater harbor, such as that proposed at Santa Monica, parallel 
to a nearly rectilinear shore, is fatal. I do not know of any place where there 
is an exactly similar harbor, and I can not conceive a p where I would 
be willing to construct it where the outlying breakwater is parallel to the 
shore, as in this case. 

3 8 of California. What are the cardinal defects in that kind 

a harbor 

Major RAYMOND. Generally speaking, the accessibility would be very good 
for a harbor of that kind, but the Tuas defect in nate harbor is that the 
landing facilities are in the most exposed part of the harbor. Generally, 
motions of the waves are deflected by the ends of the breakwater, and the 
disturbance is generally created in the parts of the harbor farthest from the 
points of deflection, I do not remember that kind of a harbor in any place. 


Afterwards, Colonel Hains, who was examined upon the same 
topic, thought that the wharves proposed by the Southern Pacific 


the future improvemen 


to be erected could be protected by the breakwater. I will read 
his statement in that respect: 

Senator WHITE, of California. What do think of the feasibility of sucha 
harbor as that designed at Santa Monica? 


Colonel Hatns. In what respect? 

Senator WHITE, of California. Would it be a success? 

Colonel Harns. Do you mean the breakwater? 

Senator WHITE, of ifornia. Yes. 

Colonel Harns. I think that this breakwater there would protect these 
wharves [indicating onthe map]. I donot think they need much protection. 
The fact that they use these w’ es so much without a breakwater is seed 
goog evidence that thay need very little protection from the outside. 

ta breakwater made of plank would accomplish the purpose. 

If there were severe storms I presume it would be admitted that 
a breakwater of plank would not be very desirable, or there would 
be no excuse for this application for a three-million-dollar appro- 
priation. 


could be extended very readily 
— t which 


Colonel Hains thinks the wharves designed would probably be 
proms by a breakwater. But his declaration shows that he 

oes not anticipate storms. 

Major Raymond, who has had more experience in breakwater 
construction than anyone who was before us, is of the opinion 
that the proposed appropriation would not accomplish its purpose, 
and says that he would not be willing to unde e the work. 

Now, Mr. President, we are here, I presume, to enact a law pro- 
viding for an sppropr ation to be expended for some useful pur- 
and under conditions giving reasonable assurances of success. 
eare not here to experiment. Colonel Hains says, in speaking of 
the nei: of the Port Los Angeles breakwater—I read from 
page 30: 
Ido not think that a breakwater el 
which connects with the shore, but Reet 7 er 


Shall we engage in the business of constructing a harbor at a 
condemned place upon an uncertainty as to the result? Shall we 
spend this money upon a spot regarding which the testimony is 
at least conflicting, and concerning which our accredited engineer, 
who has had great special experience, expresses an adverse opin- 
ion? Is it proper thus to risk Fas oy moneys? 

There are a number of incidental matters which I do not care 
to allude to now, but which may be mentioned hereafter. How- 
ever, I will mention one. Commander Taylor, of the United 
States Navy, was en for some time in coast and geodetic 
survey upon the c. His views were placed before the board 
of engineers at Los Angeles, and Mr. Corthell and members of the 
majority of the Commerce Committee rely not a little upon his 
opinions. He strongly favors Santa Monica. A memorandum of 
his theories and 5 was called to the attention of the 
Craighill board by Mr. Hood, who seemed to be advised concern- 
ing the same. That document is the strongest part of the Santa 
Monica presentation, and as I am endeavoring to state this whole 
case without reservation, I will ask that it be read, and will follow 
it with a statement by Professor Davidson upon the other side of 
the matter. I refer to page 109 of the executive document from 
which I have already made several extracts. I ask that the same 
be read at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair), 
The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


MEMORANDUM REGARDING A BREAKWATER AT SANTA MONICA. 


For many years the need of a harbor at Santa Monica has been apparent. 
Southern California is separated from the rest of the State by mountain sys- 
tems and needs a port as an outlet for its products. The center of the busi- 
ness Activity of southern California is Los Angeles. This city has grown to 
be too tto let it be anticipated that that center will be changed. 8 
the fertile Fareed and the adjacent valleys of which it is now the depot wo 

uire such a port if Los Angeles were not there. 

n Diego, whatever its qualities as a seaport, is too far to the south; it has 
practically no back country of sufficient — N52 to justify a great sea- 
port. To the east and south is the peninsula of Lower California, and 
arther in that direction lie the northern provinces of Mexico. But the ports 
of the Gulf of California will intercept traffic from that direction. To the 
north and northeast is a country of great productiveness, but that country 
is nearer to Los Angeles as a depot, and will find its outlet to the sea near 
thatcity. Astothe bor of San Diego, it may be said (as of all harbors) that 
it is not entirely satisfactory. Francisco itself, which ranks as the great- 
est of bar harbors, is dangerous to enter after long: continued stormy weather. 
From Puget Sound to alena Bay, Mexico, few harbors exist, and none 
of great convenience. It is natural, therefore, that San Diego Harbor should 
be regarded of value on account of the great scarcity of harbors on the coast. 
It is not denied that it could be improved and its bar Perhaps remoxed. The 
situation there is favorable to certain classes of engineering work, but the 
object of such work is not apparent when the position is not the natural sea 

outlet of an important tract of country. 

A creek makes into the land at Wilmington and San Pedro, affording a shel- 
ter to small vessels, and expensive improvements have been carried on for 
several years by the army engineers, which have slightly benefited it, but, 
at the best that can be hoped. it can never have the accommodations of a 

eat harbor. A breakwater to include sufficient area of shelter could be 
uilt, but it would include some shoals and rocks inside of it, and would also 
receive whatever discharge of sediment there would be from the creek. This 
creek was used in the mning by schooners and small craft, which were suf- 
ficient for the trade of the then unsettled country. The circumstances of its 
location, favorable for such craft, are unfavorable for the formation of a great 
seaport such as the commerce of southern California now demands, 
e come now to that locality which appears specially to be favored by 
nature, Santa Monica. 

The bay of Santa Monica is, in its combination of natural features, unique 
on the Pacific coast. Here the depth of water increases from the beach out- 
ward with an ease and slope for several miles. Here a breakwater 
can be established to inclose and shelter a ca ous harbor, without bein 
in water so deep as to make its construction impracticable or even difficul 

The marked feature of the Pacific coast is the steep slope of the bottom as 
we move from shore to seaward. This rule has few exceptions, and it results 
that along the entire coast a breakwater to inclose a sufficient sheltered area 
yona have to be placed in such deep water as to be impossible of construc- 

on. 

Among the few exceptions is the bay of Santa Monica. It isa remarkable 
coincidence that the coast line in a deep curve here approaches nearer than 
at any other point to Los Angeles and to the fertile region of which it is the 


depot. 

Fhe Day of Santa Monica has, along most of its shore line, this quality of 
gradual deepening of the water, the bay of itself being occupied by a subma- 
rine plateau unique upon the ific coast. But certain portions of the shore 


line of the ber have otheradvantages in addition. The town of Santa Mon- 
ata point on the shore near a neighboring 
only windsof violence. 


ica is situa 
against or toward which blow the 


of mountains 
force of the 
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great barrier is deadened for some distance to wind- 


wind blowing against a 
ward of such barrier, ana this probably accounts for the well-known fact 
that the winds at se Monica do not blow with violence. The swell which 
zd and by man in the worst weather, by the 

the deep recessed position of 


ese mountains is very expensive-and d the products of 

5 07 8 the State have now numerous and im 
construction of a af Spied in peat too Californiæ can not 
Also w e to regard les no longer as a way s 
inal 5 of railroads now 9955 Sot 4 


Havin — some years the o on Eia an 3 — eee civil 

euainece an to the 8 e opinion obtained i 

abreast of the eet of this a wg eg TO his 8 examination. made 

at m. Iam justified by th on in takin; e Tor anes e a 

supp. rock at that point. © ith this basis Se suppl a 

Iw er in 40 feet one of water, 4 yards long, in 
ha — le =e The o 5 of 


. ve the na dumped acres its sea 
re pee until its profile would be a oe 5 78 5 of of that at Plymouth, 
d. This cross section would con Si ee yards, and the who A 
reakwater, 3,000 a atik long, would. pert 8 1,000 cubic yards. I have 


3 the prices at which contractors have successfully de- 
livered stone at 256 5 now building by the United States 9 
at Rockport, being an average for two years of 65 cents per ton, or allow- 


Mass., 

ing 2 tons per cubic ard, $1.30 per cubic yard. The difficulty and expense are 
however, — greater in deliverin ring rock there than they would be at Santa 

tthe latter the hills which contain the rock are at a distance of 
across water of moderate depths, to the nearest end of 2 0 

r. A tramway on piles can be constructed easi 5 cheap 
connect the two, and the quarries can be located in the hills at an eleva = 
sufficient to cause gravity to move the loaded cars down, and bring back b 
pote weight the empty cars. It is reasonable, therefore, to regard this esti- 

87 1150 30 per cubic yard as being largely in excess of the probable cost. 

Th. hes however, added to this a 334 cent, to cover the installation 
of working plant, the opening of quarry, the building of tramway, and all 
contingencies, as follows: 


To 2 2,100,000 cubic yards and deliver same in place, at $1.30 $2, 790, 


r cu 
7 i install plant, etc., and for all contingencies, 33} per cent. - 90, 080 
ns) Ea Sane ey gigs EN E A ER E SOREL 
It is my belief that this sum is much in excess, and that a breakwater can be 
built for $2,500,000, 
I will mention here thata smaller breakwater could be der in 30 feet 
depth of 8 2,000 5 long, = of similar though ion than. 


the above, at a cost o , and would afford a food shelter. It would 

not, however. possess ualities of a great, port, either in itself or in its 

wers of expansion for fu ure needs, and it is a great port which southern 
‘ornia now demands for its growing trade. 

Under the shelter of 3,000 yards breakwater, with wharves properly planned 
and constructed, 130 of 300 feet length ‘could lie alongside the wharves 
and leave space there and in the anchorage T between pen and the 
breakwater for 200 more vessels of various 


c- 


e, H. C. TAYLOR, 
NOTE. oe drawings, etc., referred to by Commander Taylor have been 
mislaid, the foregoing memorandum having been written several years ago, 
Mr. WHITE. I have had this document read because it has 
been relied upon with confidence by the advocates of Santa Monica, 
and although it does not in any manner sustain any claim to su- 
Compans on the part of the site upon which the Southern Pacific 
y has made its pier, I presume that Taylor had reference 
arbor opposite the town. But there is an air of partisan- 
chip about Lieutenant Taylor’s statement which I do not quite 
understand. For instance, he refers to an improvement at the 
inner harbor at San Pedro as being slightly beneficial, for he says: 
A creek makes into the land at Wilmington and San Pedro, affording a 
shelter to small Tein, and expensive improvements have been carried on 
for several years by the Army engineers, which have slightly benefited it. 
The engineer's report is that the benefit has not been slight, but 
that it has been remarkable. There has been an increase of de 15 
from 2 feet to 14 feet at low tide and an 18. foot low tide dep! 
anticipated. Then Lieutenant Taylor refers to the discharge of 
sediment from bay rice Creek. There is no sedimentary dis- 
charge of an injurious d. No deposits on the bar or outside 
can be found. must say that Lientenant Taylor seems to be a 
specialadyocate. Hisfigures are peculiar, his calculations unique. 


XXVII—315 


Iam quite willing that se! een Ral be read side by side 
with those of General Craighill's board. 

But if there is 5 upon the Pacific Coast who is thoroughly 
familiar with all ics pertaining to hydrography and who has 
given to Pacific harbor work the patient toll of almost a lifetime, 


that man is Prof. George Davidson, a ponsieman of great attain- 
ments and sterling worth. His views of Santa Monica Bay I wish 
to put before the Senate. No more valuable expert opinion can be 


found in the United States or elsewhere, for that matter. I ask 
that the Secretary read the memorandum commencing on page 
124, Executive Document 41. 

Mr. PERKINS. I suggest to my 8 that he state that 
Professor Davidson has charge of the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey on the Pacific Coast for forty years. 


Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PERKINS. He is the author of the Coast Pilot, and is the 
best 8 on nautical matters relating to the hydrog- 
raphy of the ocean and coast that there is on the Pacific Coast. 

. WHITE. I desire to say further that during the h 
I requested Mr. Corthell to state whether in his asian Professor 
Davidson was not an authority upon these matters, and he re- 
* by sa 8 that he had great regard for him. 
ING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
iner] if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

MEMORANDUM BY PROF. GEORGE DAVIDSON, UNITED STATES COAST AND 
GEODETIO SURVEY. 
SAN FRANCISCO, September 7, 1892, 


M. lence 8 June, 1852, when the disabled steamer California 
8 in San Pedro Bay. The navy- commission was on board of 
her, and to prevent great delay the members were carried to San Francisco 
by the United States Survey steamer ive. 

“I mention this merely because the Active was then transporting me for the 
chronometer determinations of the longitu tude of all southern points with San 
Francisco. Before this pa rene „and 8 my duties 5 me to 


land through the surf at all ions on the main and the 
= Barbara Islands. And this upon the following statement 

In December, 5 ee I was waiting for a steamer 
at the old adobe of San Pedro. Fremont was at anchor off San 
and rode outa ane Ee . ot two or three daysꝰ duration. (See 
Pilot 1889, pages 38 and 40. judgment there expressed is that formed 
from my own bgt pela pat ugh puis . Yes years, rience of Coast 
Survey officers, naval of captains whom I have known to be 


At the time of 2 5 Fremont's riding out the weve Thad . could 
have landed on the beach in a well manned boat from the 

I have learned no facts to weaken m. 8 eee ide Coast 
Pilot. Voniai that have 8 iy il — they have Som remark- 
ably few in the last forty-two = aoa mn anchored in shoal water too close 


at anchor not well found in d tackle, “ath gm and I express 
my ay Ge eet with confidence because I had command of the surve: 
Fauntleroy for four years in the waters from San to the G 
of Geo: and have anchored hundreds of times over every 
bottom and varying depths of water, under stress of weather, in exposed 
situations, with strong currents, and in very heavy weather. The northern 
weather is much heavier than the southern. 


” the a of the Pacific comes from the eee 
f the coast, breaks De ee ta e shore, 
d. Theo 


In our “ sow 
-e mong the greater 


tected part of th de pea ata vere chock g S 

Taung pateta e coast is that from Point ¢ Conception eastw; 
and sow 8 ‘San Pedro and San 8 There is, however, a 

ete mba hier of oee winter storms of this coast — I have expressed 

in the Coast Pilot, the farther north we in winter the heavier are the 

gales. In this low’ latitude of 333° the win storms are relativ: aa a 


vere, and, combined with this character of the storms, the great 
Santa Barbara form barriers e full force of the winter swell. 


because 
serye to break up the 
islands are ve: 


on the athens aff Ca: Mendocino, and I haye 
off the Creaking bar o Hambo dt for two weeks, but tig same time there 


would be no break on San 
the Tamal 


Bay. 
ee 
do not care to ride out a “southeaster™ there, with its 
hen the lee of Santa Catalina 


ueneme, San Buenaventur: 
One plain proof of the comparative weakness of the 

the southeast storms on this southern coast is seen in the very slow wi 

away of the peer cues and of the bluff lar greece’ at San Pedro: nor coul. 

the exposed wharves of this region stand if the destructive forces of the 

8 e bg anchorage 


seaward anit uy to the westward over this plateau, and helping to 
extend it, by of the inshore te current. 
I believe that this material, mud, sand, 


vel, is sufficiently deep to 
7 A ground 


give good holding ground for any sized vessel properly found in 
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Imay mention here that for many years I have believed that San. Pedro 
Ba an admirable location for a 8 tof first-class harbor of 
refugo ai t winter storms, when the commerce of the southern coast 

emands it. 


ce of a breakwater here, use 
mporary jetty scheme which he had pi He was fully alive to the 
great advantage of a b ater on a plan, but he believed the com- 
merce did not then warrant it, and that the Government would not then 
sanction it; and that the relief he proposed was temporarily sufficient. With 
the chart of the Coast Survey before us we have wn rough lines of the 
suggested ter to cover the exigencies of vessels ente the harbor 
from the west or around the exterior extremity of the breakwater, and to 
give free movement to the inshore eddy current carrying its material to the 
eae (He utilized this movement of material in p. the present 
jetty. 
3 My study of the great breakwaters of Europe has satisfied my judgment, 
saat see * that a capital harbor can be formed in San P. Bay bya 
breakwater in 10 fathoms of water, and that from my visits to Catalina 
Island building stone can be had in any quantity, if the rock of San Pedro 
hill is too soft, as I believe it is. 
SANTA MONICA BAY. 


Iam not unfamiliar with Santa Monica Bay, but do not know it so well as I 
know San Pedro. I think the same would be said by all sailing and steamship 
captains on the southern seaboard. 

was along the West Beach! as early as 1852 and 1853. In 1872 I had the 
following experience on the shores of Santa Monica Bay. With a loaded 
wagon I followed the beach from the arroyo east of Santa Monica to Point 
Dume. The high bluffs and cliffs came so sharply to the shore, and the ar- 
royos there so deep that no road was practicable above high water, and I had 
to travel along the beach at low water. At Point Dume a very fierce west- 
erly wind sprang up and retarded my operations so that in returning to 
Santa Monica I was on the beach through two low waters. I found the beach 
torn away along the whole shore line, and met with rocky obstructions, which 
in some cases had been wholly uncovered by the washing away of the sands. 
As we approached Santa Monica the evidences of this destructive action be 
came more and more marked, and for the last 2 or 3 miles the beach was torn 
away from 10 to 12 feet in depth. We met a friend from the Santa Monica 
arroyo 3 his bu; on the inner edge of the beach of four days before, 
where he was 10 to 12 feet above the new Beach, and he was in such a hazard- 
ous position that we had to relieve him. When I soon afterwards left Los 
3 via San Pedro there were no signs whatever of damage done to the 
beach there. 

Afterwards when I was appealed to fora letter recommending the location 
of Santa Monica for a commercial wharf I related the above facts and re- 
fused to give an unqualified indorsement of the location. ji 

During the hy ats survey of Santa Monica Bay from Point Vincente 
to Point Dume by the Coast Survey, the officer commanding the surveying 
vessel reported t when at anchor in the penty of Santa Monica, w. 
strong westerly breeze blowing, and the inshore eddy current running tothe 
northward along the shore, the vessel rode to the current and her rolling in 
the swell falling directly on shore was so large and ble that the 
vessel had to weigh anchor and seek a more comfortable berth. 

I have had no personal experience of the winter storms at the head of Santa 
Monica Bay. A glance at the chart will demonstrate thatit is more squarely 
o to the southwest swell than San Pedro. . 

Tn the winter of 1883-89, when my party was on the Los Angeles plains, I 
visited the wharf at Ne rt to learn what effect the winter's storms had 
upon it. This wharf is situated 15 miles eastward of San Pedro, and is more 
e to the open sea. It is located at the head of a submarine valley, just 
as thatat 3 Beach in Santa Monica Bay, hut the storms had not sprun 
aplank. (See Coast Pilot, 35, bottom.) At the same time I 1 
that the end of the wharf a damaged. ( 


tha 


presented what facts I then 
aoa hada er Foye ed to 
= ai GEORGE DAVIDSON. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, this résumé of the situation by 
the best man upon the Pacific Coast, one who knows more about 
the hydrographic conditions surrounding this issue than any 
other individual, can not but be a most valuable contribution to 
this discussion. 

Not only was Professor Davidson’s information before the Craig- 
hill board, but the statement of Lieutenant Taylor was likewise 
received. The decision of the board was made upon a complete 
case. Lieutenant Taylor has recently declared that he adheres to 
the opinion above cited, and Professor Davidson has informed me 
that he sees no reason to depart from the opinion which has been 
repeated here to-day. 2 

ere was much testimony before the Craighill board support- 
ing the views of Professor Davidson. The hearing lately con- 
ducted by the Commerce Committee is of little moment when 
contrasted with the examination made by the board of engineers 
of 1892. 

If Senators who care to thoroughly understand this case will 
read the evidence and exhibits returned by the board of 1892 the 
justice of my remark will be conceded. t board had all the 
information given before the Commerce Committee, except only 
that at that time the Southern Pacific wharf was not in operation. 
I imagine that the majority of the members of the Committee on 
Commerce (I do not include the chairman) have not thoroughly 
digested the evidence reported by the Craighill board. On page 62 
of that paper will be found the statement of Mr. Johnson, with 
whom I was well acquainted. I have much confidence in his accu- 
racy. He does not express himself, perhaps, with that technical cor- 
rectness which is preferable in such controversies, but his remarks 
are to the point. He resided in San Pedro for Joar and spoke 
with 3 I ask the Secretary to read the statement of 
Mr. H. C. Johnson, commencing at the foot of page 62, to the end 
of the statement. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Mr. H. C. Jonxsox. Well, I will say the little facts I know about the harbor. 
I came here in 1852, in December, forty years ago, in the bark America. I 
went to anchor in the Bay of San Pedro; rode out two hea 
with safety; two anchors, one with 45 and the other with 50 fathoms of chain, 
Then from that time until 1854 I lived at San Pedro, on the point which they 
call now Timms Point, in that neighborhood. Saw vessels c there, few, 
as a matter of course, and two little steamers that were running there then? 
the only steamers on the coast—the Seabright and the Ohio. And they got 
there in all kinds of waters, and, with the exception of one losing her anchor 
once without having their chain shackled, there was never any trouble about 
riding out the gale, so far as the holding ground was concerned, within a 
couple of miles of the bluff. Southeast from there to here there is more or 
I Ot course, in the southeast wind, the only wind that is liable 
todo any damiga the vessels would naturally drift inshore toward the water, 

the anchorage will hold better. In 1854 I was engaged by John Ord, 
the United States serves: at the time, to run him about the coast, survey- 
ing—him and his y. Iwas engaged—the vessel and myself. And I got 
the Bay of San Pedro there in all ds of weather during the winter months 
in 1853, 1854, and 1855, and part of 1856; got to anchor there in the night and 
day, and all kinds of waters, and I never had any trouble of laying there safe. 
as far as the anchorage is concerned, to hold, as long as the moorage and 
tackles are Since that time, for fourteen years, I was running in and 
out the bay, night and day, any kind of weather, summer and winter; an- 
chored in every 8 and any p within the anchorage as laid down in our 
officialchart, and never had any trouble. And from that time I stopped fol- 
lowing the sea and having anything to do with the vessels. But I resided in 
the neighborhood and saw every vessel there. And no vessels ever dragged 
their anchorage who had their anchors clear. Those who dragged their an- 
chorage either parted their chain or they had a fouled anchor which they 
neglected to clear before the storm came up. 

Now, with regard to the inner harbor, we all know there is about 18 feet of 
water there to go over at high tide. Vessels go in there and they are well se- 
cured. Theyarelikein a pond when they are in there. And the outer harbor 
is protected from all winds, with the exception of the eastandsoutheast. The 
southwest wind that is prevailing here during the months of February and 
March, and sometimes a part of April, they are the strongest gales we have 
on this coast, which every seafaring man knows, because they blow more 
toward shore than any other wind: raise a heavier sea. San Pedro there is 
protected by Point Firmin. It is oy . — wind from the east and southeast. 
Catalina Island protects part of the ‘bor, but not sufficient for vessels to 
lie perfectly smooth in smooth water. 

Now, with the money that has been wg tee in that harbor there, with 
very little breakwater in sufficient water there to build it on a solid founda- 
tion, which is not to be found in every other place, asmall breakwater would 
inclose there a couple of thousand acres for their deep-sea harbor. The in- 
side harbor is nearly as good as finished. And we would DATO eerie of facili- 
ties for all the railroad companies, for all the community t would ever 
live in that 5 for warehouses and everything else; lots of fine, 
level soil, and the facilities would be great. I heard a gentleman this morn- 
ing 3 ships going up to the Columbia River to get to Santa 
Monica. I have followed the sea since 1541, and I couldn't think even Colum- 
bus himself would have traveled so far to find the port of San Pedro or Santa 
Monica as to goto the Columbia River. Any vessel—or in fact, to make it 
short, allow me to state that we must in the future look to our trade by 
water. Wee: t to have communication from South America, West Indies, 
or at least Central America and Mexico, To have that trade we are nearest 
to Los Angeles of any of the towns. 

In regard of 5 harbors, what does a seaman want? A good light- 
house? We have gotitin San Pedro. We have got Catalina lying out there 
for a point of land to navigate by. We have a Government reservation at 
San Pedro, if the Government wants to build any fortification or anything. 
They have 500 square varas of land there and, in fact, any facility anybody 
wants to have for the sake of a harbor. 


southeasters 


Now, in to the time between San Francisco and here, the freight 
and the nger traffic that has been carried in former years is nearly done 
awa ere. We must 


with. Everything goes by railroad that come from thi 
not look to San Francisco for our trade. We must look to the East by water 
to have cheap transportion. 5 if we get it by water we are 
nearest to Los Angeles of any pan Any little freigbt or passengers that 
come from San Francisco to Santa Monica they gain a little time, that is true. 
But, outside of that, what is there in Santa Monica to protect shipping? It 
is open to the south, and we know we have pear gales from the south and 
southwest. They speak about water being smooth there. I have been there 
hundreds of times, and always found plenty of surf for the bathers to bathe 
in, and heavy swells. have known vessels to drag there, and they had to 
send steamers there in the month of May, 1878, to pull them out, keep them 


from goi ashore, heavy swell, undertow, and one thing and another. 
annon dn’t hold up laying alongside of the wharf. They were destroyed 
ere. 


In regard to the ancho: outside in Santa Monica, I can't tell, for the 
reason I never sounded much, other than the Point Dume. I was up there 
with John Ord, and he sounded there and put some signals ashore. 

In regard to Redondo, my friend here has said all t could be said in re- 

toit. There is deep water, plenty of it; en from the southeast, 
it is true, but it is open to the westward. If the gentlemen wish to inquire 
in regard to any g else I would like to state. 1 don't like to take up all 
your time. 

Mr. WHITE. This is the opinion of a man of experience, who 
derived his knowledge not from theories and statements of others, 
but from his own interpretation of events which had transpired 
under his direct notice. 

I do not propose to expend any time with the proposition that 
it would be of advantage to have the harbor at Santa Monica 
because of its greater proximity to the city of Los Angeles, for I 
do not believe that that fact is of sufficient importance to affect 
the result. Nor do I care to discuss the relative merits of the two 
localities; the superior advantages of Santa Monica as a most 
delightful seaside resort are too well known to require elaboration. 
Commercial considerations should control our decision. 

I have just procured the time and distance tables issued by the 
Southern Pacific Company for the use of its employees exclusively, 
and by which its trains are operated and its freight tariffs made. 
This schedule shows that the distances from Los Angeles to San 
Pedro and Port Los SOE respectively, are as follows: 

From Los Angeles to San Pedro, 22.10 miles. 
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From Los Angeles to Port Los Angeles, 20.70 miles, 

I have already called the attention of the Senate to the circum- 
stance that at San Pedro, or Wilmington, there is a large area in im- 
mediate proximity to the inner harbor owned by the State of Cali- 
fornia, inalienable because of its tide character, and subject to use 
under limited franchises, and therefore held for the benefit of the 
public. I think I have already shown that it is difficult to imagine 
the possibility of any other institution than the Southern Pacific 
Company obtaining access to the water of Santa Monica Bay where 
Port Los Angeles is located except at a very great expenditure of 
money. In my opinion no other wharf will be built there for 

ears. 

7 Mr. President, what is the amendment which I have introduced 
and upon which I ask a vote? What is the 3 Which I 
make to the Senate regarding the subject? e gist of the mat- 
ter is the making of an appropriation and the expenditure of the 
money at either San Pedro or Port Los Angeles, the location to 
be determined by a board consisting of an officer of the United 
States Navy, of rank not less than commander, to be appointed 
by the Secretary of the Navy; a member of the Corps of Engineers 
ol. the United States Army, to be selected by the Secretary of War, 
and a member of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, to be selected 
by the Superintendent of the Survey. : È 

Now, I ask those who are di to be fair, who wish this 
important subject determined accurately, what objection can be 
rationally made to this plan. An objection might, indeed, be 
urged upon the part of those who advocate San Pedro and who 
are interested on the part of the Government in the disbursement 
of public moneys, upon the ground that two boards have already 
reported against Santa Monica, and therefore it may be said that 
we are going too far in selecting a third tribunal when we have 
two positive 5 made by competent persons. In offering the 
amendment I do not in the 1 degree gy the motive, 
question the Integrity, or doubt the capacity of the eight distin- 
guished gentlemen who have passed upon this subject. I believe 
that as to the location of the harbor their views are correct. I 
have entire confidence in the accuracy of their positions, but a 
majority of the Commerce Committee and several Senators who 
affirm that they have thought about this subject for seven or eight 
years announce that the engineers are wrong; that the boards 
are mistaken; that these eight im ial, honest servants of the 
Government are all misinformed; that among these eight scientific 
men of integrity there was not one competent to pass judgment 
or able to reach the true conclusion. There seems to be a notion 
in some quarters that the Mendell and Craighill boards were 
prejudic Why, I am at loss to know. There is no evidence or 
suspicion justifying such a conclusion, unless it be found in the 
opinion of a majority of the committee to the effect that both 
boards reached erroneous results. 3 

But, Mr. President, as soon as it was asserted or intimated that 
there had not been an absolutely impartial and unbiased examina- 
tion, as soon as it was intimated that the second board was in- 
fluenced by the first board, and that there was an esprit de corps 
existing among those officers which made it impossible for one to 
determine anything inst the other, it was suggested by one of 
my associates of the Commerce Committee that we might make 
the appropriation and leave the determination of this issue be- 
tween these two points to an admittedly uninfluenced tribunal 
appointed pursuant to a plan agreed on by Congress. : 

am not irrevocably committed to the plan proposed in my 
amendment. I have no desire to provide for the selection of a 
board which will not do equal, exact, and complete justice to all. 
I want a board satisfactory to the most critical. I want no one 
save persons of integrity, of capacity, and without partiality. I 
wish a board upon whom those who favor Santa Monica and those 
who prefer San Pedro can alike look with confidence and upon 
whose judgment any right-thinking man should be willing to rest. 
But what do we encounter? It is to this most indefensible part 
of the Santa Monica contention that I attract the attention of 
Senators. Here we have a harbor site condemned officially. It 
has no legal indorsement. The employed agents of interested par- 
ties, and with whom certain Senators seem to concur, declare that 
we should reject all the evidence bearing official authenticity. 
The point is made that the reports of the eight engineers should 
be rejected because not founded upon fact, or because conclusions 
not properly deducible from facts presented have been announced. 
But are we to proceed without any favorable intimation from any 
of our officers? 

Let meask those who oppose my view, Why object to the appoint- 
ment of a skilled and unbiased commission to pass upon the sub- 
ject? If he be not satisfied with that which has been done, if it 
be contended that the action of previous boards must be disre- 
garded, can we not find some one somewhere to whom we will be 
willing to commit this subject? Will Senators who haveno more 
knowledge of the situation than that derived from the cursory 
and scattered hearings before the committee pretend to tell me 
that Se ey ee. and conclusively that these eight officers 
of the Government were wrong, and that they are so satisfied of 


this that they wantnomorelight; that the glorious radiance flash- 
ing from the information which they have received here renders 
the advent of other knowledge impossible? That the limit of in- 
tellectual absorption has been attained? Is this the position? 
Will anyone admit that he is unwilling to lay this matter before 
a competent, impartial board? Les; the advocates of Santa Monica 
mustso concede. They willnot consent to the submission of their 
pretensions to any oe or officer. They say in effect by this 
refusal that no board will report in favor of theirlocation. They 
decline to submit their arguments to competent scrutiny. Why? 
Not because they think their success possible. They would not 
then refuse. They decline, because—and there is no other deduc- 
tion possible from their conduct—they know that no impartial 
2 competent tribunal will decide in their favor. They fear 
airness. 

Is the constitution of the proposed board objected to? If so, 
why not suggest improvement? I and those who are contending 
in conjunction with me are prepared to do that which is honest 
and equitable. Is it possible to form any commission to consti- 
tute any board to which the majority of the committee will be 
willing to submit? Evidently it isnot possible. Mr. President, 
you can not find, you can not devise, you can not suggest any 
tribunal, any board, any committee, any qualified person or per- 
sons to whom this discretion will be committed by my friends of 
the opposition. They rest in security upon the theory that Sena- 
tors are ready to vote against the report of the Government en- 

ineers and against eve ing official, are willing to appropriate 
in the face of authoritative condemnation, and they do not there- 
fore propose to risk any board. 

This sort of 3 may sometime surely it ought to be 
condemned. ere are three millions of money, Senators, to be 
disbursed in defiance of official recommendation. How are you 
to justify this outlay? Where is your authority? Have you any 
official indorsement at all? Two boards have reported adversely. 
You say that they were not fair, that they werein error. Doyou 
not think it well to have the approval of some one not interested 
and who is possessed of techinal knowledge before you make this 
expenditure? The answer comes ‘‘No; we will not consent to 
thisamendment.” ‘ Wehave waited long enough,“ it is said. True 

ou have waited long. You have never had the concurrence o 
nator, Representative, or engineer. You have waited long in- 
deed to find anyone competent and impartial treating this matter 
your way. 

Now, at this hour when the committee reports in favor of an 
appropriation for an unrecommended and repudiated place we are 
asked to vote for that report to appropriate this enormous sum 
simply upon the general evidence taken before the commerce com- 
mittee, which, as the record will show, is of little significance. 
and in defiance of the authorities to whom we are in the habit of 
committing such matters. Why this extraordinary zeal to do 
something unprecedented? 

Mr. President, when the Southern Pacific Company built its pier 
at Port Los Angeles noone had any idea of erecting any breakwater 
in that part of the open ocean. Ithasattractedusthere. The com- 
mittee proposes to use now $3,098,000, and Heaven only knows how 
much more in the end, to guard and make convenient the private 
property mentioned. What will the breakwater protect? it an- 
swers its p , as those who are advocating it claim thatit will, 
it will defend the railroad pier and notanother structure. There 
is nothing else in the bay; there is nothing in the neighborhood; 
there is no inner harbor to be benefited; there is no adjacent com- 
mercial interest to be gratified. The expenditure of this money 
as designed by the committee will be the donation of $3,098,000 to 
a private corporation. It will be taking thatsum, which the engi- 
neers of this Government have recommended be not expended, 
and expending it for the immediate benefit of individuals. Pro- 
spectively, it may be said, others will derive profit. This is mere 
speculation. The immediate object, the immediate effect, is an 
individual advantage. No public interest is to be subserved, but 
the money is given use it is asked for by enterprising citizens 
engaged in the development of a large commerce over one of the 
most magnificent wharves in the world, 

Mr. President, I do not believe that an appropriation made as 
designed in this bill can be justified. I thin that its consumma- 
tion will be an outrage upon the public. Suppose that the dis- 
tinguished gentlemen who favor Santa Monica are right in their 
scientific opinions, and that the boards and other trained officers 
of the Government are in error, still there stands a controversy, 
in which officials of integrity and no selfish interest are ranged 
upon one side, and upon the other stand interested parties reach- 
ing for the Treasury. Grant that the latter are also intelligent; 
grant that they are also men ordinarily free from bias; they are 
nevertheless personally concerned, and hence not reliable judges. 

You refuse torecommit for examination; you decline to subject 
it to candid investigation, but it is proposed to boldly overturn 
and cast aside the suggestions of those to whose recommendation 
we should at least award decent consideration, and to substitute 
therefor the conclusions of employees of Mr. Huntington and to 
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enable them to place at his feet a great winning made from the 
Government of the United States. 
If the advocates of Santa Monica believe that they have the 


meritorious side, then let them face a commission upon 
impartial lines. With the judgment of such a board I be 
content. Until some fair, competent, and disinterested man, ap- 
inted according to law, has determined that this iation 
E justifiable, I shall continue to oppose it and to raise my voice 
sa ie even though I stand alone. 
. President, I shall not offer anything further at é 1 
have endeavored to put the facts very fully before the Senate, 
citing various opinions and conclusions adverse to my contention 
as well as those upon which I have relied. There are other Sen- 
ators who desire to speak upon the matter, and I care to say no 
more now, but may later have occasion to detain the Senate should 
the remarks of Senators who take a different view in my opinion 
justify further comment. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I understand, as tative of 
the Committee on Commerce, that T am expected alone to present 
the side of the committee, and therefore I deem it entirely fair, 
2 resume the Senate will also deem it entirely fair, that I 

ve 

Mr. 


e close of the debate in the case. 

WHITE. Mr. President, I should object to that. Ihave 
moved the pending amendment representing the minority. Ihave 
made the motion to strike out the amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee, and upon that proposition I have the affirmative. Ido not 
know that there is any way of enforcingany rule of this kind. I 
su we may continue to answer each other world without end, 
but [should like myself to have some se aboutit. Idonot 
think, however, it is fair that the chai of the committee 
should take the affirmative upon this pr ition. If theamend- 
ment is voted down, then the question will arise upon the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. After all amendments desi 
to be proposed to that amendment have been disposed of, then, 
when the amendment itself comes up, the subject will be presented 
somewhat differently. There,of course, the Senator proposing 
that amendment will be entitled to close; but as the matter now 
stands I am not ready to make any such admissions. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator understand that other Senators 
desire to in favor of his amendment? 

Mr. W . I have been told by two Senators that they de- 
sire at some stage of the controversy to make a few remarks; but 
I think their desire was to after the Senator from Maine, 
more in the nature of repl anything else. I will state that 
I do not understand that the Senator from Maine could in any exi- 

be debarred or cut off from replying to anything that might 
3 I édo not wish anything of that kind. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not want to make this discussion indefinite 
in length. The Senator has occupied four hours. 

Mr. WHITE. I have gone over the matter very fully, and 
probably have saved the Senator from Maine the production of a 
good many documents and other matters, but I have devoted no 
more time to it than I deemed its importance justified, for I dis- 
like as much as anyone to detain the Senate, and am as anxious 
to close this session and go home; but I regarded my duty here as 
requiring me to say what I have said so far. 

Mr. PEFFER. . President, I say to Senators that I wish to 
be heard for a few minutes; I do not think I shall occupy more 
than fifteen or twenty minutes. I do not care at what particular 

of the discussion I am heard, 

. FRYE. Su the Senator takes the floor now. 
not desire to take floor until other Senators have spoken. 

Mr. PEFFER. A as 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Kansas, 

prem £ i 5 f e 
ter is by way o izing one poin e m 
California (Mr. Warre]; that is, that under an act of Congress of 
1890, I think it was, a commission com of three eminent 
engineers of the Army was appointed under the provisions of an 
act for the of selecting a point for a deep-water harbor on 
the Pacific Coast between two certain points named. They were 
about 75 miles a It by eager that between the Bay of San 
Francisco and the Bay of Diego there was at that time no 
proper place or location for a harbor excepting within the limits 
of the two points named in the act. The board took an abundance 
of time. ey went over the whole field and finally made a re- 
port, which is embodied in Executive Document, House of Repre- 
sentatives, Fifty-second Congress, first session, No. 39. 

This board was composed of Colonel Mendell, Lieutenant-Colo- 
nel Gillespie, and Lientenant-Colonel Benyaurd, of the Corps of 
Engineers. That board along the entire line between the 
two points named, examining every place, and finally determined 
that there were but two places where such a harbor as was con- 
templated in the law could be located at any reasonable expense, 
an expense that would not more than outweigh the benefits of 
gach a harbor. They then directed their attention to those two 


I do 


particular localities. One of them was Santa Monica and the 
other San Pedro. After having examined the topography at 
length, with proper measurements, with the usual instruments 
accompanying engineer parties, the hydrography of the places, 
winds, waves, exposure, and every other matter proper to be con- 
sidered on such an errand by such a board, they finally deter- 
mined as follows: 


can be 2 
Toan of breakwater at the former than at the latter; thata larger area 


can be 
uent, and that thant 
tion to the outer har- 


water harbor provided for by the act. 
This report is signed by all of the engineers whose duty it was 
to make the examination. Their report was made to the Chief of 
Engineers, Brig. Gen Thomas Lincoln Casey. That officer says: 
After a careful consideration of the facts in the case as presented by the 
board, its views as to the location and estimates of construction are 
the same Bo Bar ehar papka Ar E fovoe ce ‘San Pedro, ant tion 
the other advantages of San Pedro, as detailed board, 
comideration, is would seem that ry e n —.— 8 2 
Very respectfully, your obedient 9 
wee, Nee NN ee. 
Hon. L. A. GRANT, e 
Acting Secretary of War. 
That report was submitted to the Senate January 5,1892. The 
date of the report is December 18, 1891. Some dissatisfaction bei 
expressed as to the report of the board, another board was appoin 
for the purpose of reexamining the work that had been done by the 
board whose report I have just mentioned. The other board made 
its report on October 27, 1892, and, without going into details, it 


ed | is sufficient to say that this new board of five officers went upon 


the ground in person. They met at San Francisco and they also 
met at Los Angeles, calling before them at both places all persons 
who were interested either for one or the other of those two par- 
ticular points. They heard engineers, topographical engineers, 
civil engineers, army engineers of different es, ther with 
officers of the railway companies, city officers, of trade, 
chambers of commerce, etc., covering the whole field of examina- 
tion, hearing all the objections that were made to the preceding 
report; and after having had such a hearing, this new board, com- 
posed of five officers, all engineers, re unanimously in favor 
of the San Pedro Harbor as it had been approved by the preceding 


Mr. President, in view of these facts, that officers ially a 
inted by the President under an act of Congress, ‘thon of the 
overnment, educated by the people, men not belonging to any 
particular party, not politicians, not railway men, not officers in- 
terested in the progress of 3 locality, but officers of 
the Army, men presumed to be without prejudice—after men of 
that character twice examining the sume points, coming to the 
same conclusion, their reports peter eee by the same officer, 
the Chief of Engineers, and there being no other report of any 
character or description in opposition, it does seem to me that it 
is the duty of Congress, if we follow anyone's advice, to follow 
the advice of the persons specially appointed in this manner to de- 
termine what ought to be done. As was so well stated by the 
Senator from California, there has been no opposing report, there 
is no official information from any source, so far as I have been 
able to learn, in opposition to these reports; and it seems to me 
an unusual ing. to say the least of it, that a committee of 
Congress should undertake to set aside the reports of two boards 
of engineers, sprees for this particular work, and present its 
own views, and ask that an appropriation be made Congress 
without anything official or professional in support of it. That is 
all I have to say at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Commerce. Is the 
Senate ready for the qasan 

Mr. STEW ART. . President, I believe it is generally desired 
to hear the chairman of the committee on this subject when there 
is a full Senate, and it is now late. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Nevada is about to make the 
motion which I judge from his appearance he intends to make, 
which would result in the temporary dissolution of this body, I 
desire to suggest, if he has any such a design, that there is some 

transact to- da 


x 


other business that we might desire to y. 
Mr. STEWART. I was not going to make that suggestion. I 
was going to that the pending bill be postponed until 


Monday morning, immediately after the conclusion of the routine 
morning business. 

Mr. WHITE. 1 would myself prefer that verymuch. I 
that the Senate is so thin to-day, and I would prefer that there 
should be a full Senate, as it is an important matter. However 


much of detail there may be in it, it is one of those propositions 
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to which I think the attention of all the members of the body 
should be addressed. Iagree fully with the Senator from Nevada 
in what he has said. 

Mr. STEWART. I suggest that by unanimous consent the 
ponding oo may go over until Monday morning 


Mr. KRELL. I was going to suggest, if we can not go on 
with the river and harbor bill, that we devote two hours or more 
to the consideration of unobjected House bills on the Calendar, or, 
if the Senate prefer, unobjected bills on the Calendar generally. 
I think it would be the wiser and the better course to consider 
unobjected House bills. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Let us take up the Calendar regu- 


larly. 
Mr. CULLOM. I should like especially to have some of the 
pension bills taken up and passed. 

MARITAL AND PARENTAL RELATIONS. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I wish to make one exception to the unani- 
mous consent which is asked for, and it is one, I think, which will 
appeal to every Senator in this Pe The law of this District 
provides that a man in marrying be responsible for the ante- 
nuptial debts of his wife. There are several cases within my per- 
sonal knowledge where that relation has been prevented by reason 
of that partic law, and which are awaiting the passage of a 
law by Congress, in accordance with the laws of the different 
States on the subject, relieving a person from those liabilities. I 
think, therefore, ‘hers ought to be an exception in the case of that 
bill, particularly as there will be only one more District day in 
the other House, and if that bill is passed to-day it can be acted 
upon on Monday in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. WHITE. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
West Virginia whether he knows of any suffering consequent 
upon the existence of the law to which he refers? [Laughter.] 

Mr. FAULKNER. I do; I know of two cases, and very sad 
ones, indeed. [Laughter.] If there be no objection, before the 
unanimous consent is given to proceed with the consideration of 
the Calendar, I ask unanimous consent that the bill to which I 
have referred, being Senate bill 1659, may be now considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I wish to say that there are other questions 
involved in the bill, and if there be any real opposition to any of 
the other provisions of the bill I will waive them, although the 
bill is 9 by the District bar, as I understand, by an asso- 
ciation of 2,500 ladies in the District, by the Commissioners of the 
District, and by the District Committee. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1659) to amend the laws 
of the District of Columbia as to married women, to make parents 
the natural guardians of their minor children, and for other pur- 


poses. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 7, after the word 
„devise,“ to insert purchase“; and in line 13, after the word 
gift,“ to strike out Provided, That the said liability shall not 
be enforced till all the 3 of the husband has first been 
exhausted”; so as to make section read: 


o eae kp neg and real, personal, 3. — ed $ pater an 

o her escent, devise, purchase, or uest, or the any 

shall be and her sole and se te p rty, notwithstanding her 
ae and shall not be subject to he disposal of husband or liable for 
his debts, except that such perty as come to her bror of her hus 

band shall be subject to, and be liable for, the debts of the husband existing 
at the time of the gift. 


The amendment was agreed to. r 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 6, after the word 
“may,” to insert “by a promise in writing”; so as to make the 
section read: 

Sec. 2. That a married woman, while the marriage relation subsists, may 

, sell, and convey her real and property, and enter into any 
contract in reference to the same in the same manner, to the same extent, 
Saud OOTI cud Gamay ty a pointe evita UTAS ania bee 
„ an e may, by a pr ex make 

separate, — liable for 2 purchased by her or ed at her 
request for the family. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 3, as follows: 

Sec. 3. That a woman, while married, may sue and be sued in the same 
manner as if she were unmarried. The 3 obtained by ber in such 
action shall be her sole rty and shall not be liable for her husband's 
‘or any judgment in such action her, and 
no suit shall abate by reason of the nonjoinder of the husband. 

The amendment was agreed to, d 

The next amendment was to strike out section 5, as follows: 

Sec. 5. That any woman who shall have been married out of the District of 
Columbia shall, if her husband afterwards becomes a resident of the District, 
enjoy all the rights as to property which she shall have acquired by the laws 


of any other State, Territory, or country, or which she may have uired b 
virtue of any marriage contract or se t made ou of the District. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out sections 7 and 8, as 
follows: 


Sec. 7. That one-half in value of all nal 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,in section [10] 6, after the words 
guardians of,” to insert “the person of”; in line 3, after the 
word“ guardianship,” to strike out *‘ devolves” and insert “of the 
paon shall devolve”; and in line 4, after the word “other,” to 
insert: 

Provided, however, That in case of the death of either parent, from whom 
the said children may inherit or take by devise or bequest, the sai 


d parent 
meg UF deed or last will and testament, appoint a guardian of the roperty 
ws aren subject to the approval of the proper court of the Dis of 


So as to make the section read: 


Sec. 6. That the father and mother shall be the natural ians of the 
person of their minor children. If either dies or is en le of acting, the 
natural guardianship of the person shall devolve u the other: Provided, 
however, That in case of the death of either parent whom the said chil- 
dren may inherit or take by devise or uest, the said parent may, by deed 
or last will and testament, a ta ian of sa props of the children, 
subject to the approval of proper court ot the ct of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11] 7, line 2, after the 
word “, guardian,” to strike out “for” and insert “ of the person 
and property of”; so as to make the section read: 

SEC. 7. That thesurvivor may by last will a nt a guardian of the 
and property of any of the children, ar aknad aina at fhe time of aking the 
will or afterwards, to continue during the erg of the child, or for a less 
time, subject at all times to removal for cause and appointment of another 
by the proper court. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_ The next amendment was to insert as a new section the follow- 
ing: 

Sec. 8. That dower shall hereafter be assigned to a widow entitled to the 
same in the equitable as well as the legal estate of her deceased husband. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
arte ball want . ssed fi third ing, read 
e was orde engro or a reading, 

the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF PROCEDURE, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I now ask unanimous con- 
sent that we may proceed to the consideration of unobjected cases 
on the Calendar. I think it would be the better policy to first 
consider the unobjected House cases. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no. < 
3 MITCHELL of Oregon. Let us go to the Calendar regu- 

y. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If Senators object to proceeding to the con- 
sideration of unobjected House bills only, then let us go to the 
regular Calendar, and take the unobjected cases in their order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to ask the Senator from Missouri 
if he has any objection to modifying his request to the extent that 
that order be continued until half past 4 o’clock, at which time 
3 proceed to the consideration of pension bills on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Make it 5 o'clock. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Therearea great many Senators interested 
in these bills, and I think I have not a single bill on the Calendar 
in which I am personally interested. 

Mr. COC LL. I know there are a great many Senators in- 
terested in bills on the Calendar, which they are calling up almost 
every day; but I think if we give the whole of this evening to the 
Calendar of unobjected cases there will be no troublein securing 
the assi ent of an hour's time to be devoted entirely to pension 
cases when we next go to the Calendar; and I suggest that that 
be done. I know the importance of passing the pension bills. If 
they are to become laws at this session they ought to be passed at 
least ten days before the adjournment or they will not become 
8 is manifest to everybody who has observed what has 
occu: ; 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ido not like to be persistent about this 
matter. As I said a moment ago, there is not a single bill on the 
Calendar in which I have, I think, the remotest personal interest. 
I have reported a good many bills for other Senators. I dislike to 
in this request so often. If I could have any assurance 
that the pension bills could be taken up and passed it would re- 
lieve ine from a as deal of trouble. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ihave no doubt that they can be taken up 
on Monday or Tuesday. 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
time to-day, possibly after we get ay Dale the business on the 


I hope that at some opportune 
Calendar, we may take up the general bill pensioning the Indian 
war veterans. It has been reported and upon the Calendar for a 
long time. It includes all the old Indian war veterans. 

. COCKRELL. I think the Senator from Oregon had better 
give notice that he will call up that bill. Some opposition was 
made to it the other day, and the Senator is not now here who 
made it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I give notice that I shall ask con- 
sent, immediately before the river and harbor bill is taken up 
and after the morning business on Monday, that it may be con- 
sidered. I am compelled to go away in a few days. I do not 
think the bill will lead to any extended debate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] 


made the o ition to it. 
Mr. MITC of Oregon. That is the reason why I am giv- 
notice, 


r. COCKRELL. I prefer that he shall be here when the no- 
tice is given. I do not know what is his objection to the bill, but 
he onght to be here. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. All right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit to the Senate 
the request of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to say that I will not urge the sug- 
gestion further, but I trust there will not be any objection to it 
when I next make the request, which will be early in the week. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not like to make a discrimination against 

msion bills. The pension bills can be taken up in their order. 
Fhe clerks can turn from one page to another without any loss of 
time. I think the pension cases ought to be put on the same foot- 
ing as the other bills when reached in order according to their 
number. They ought to be considered. 

Mr. FRYE. They will be considered when reached. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But they are now separated. They will not 
be reached hay 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; not to-day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not one of them will be reached to-day. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think they ought to be disposed of the first 


thing. 

Mr, FAULKNER. I will state to the Senator from Ohio that 
the other day we gave an hour to penston bills and we passed 80 
in the hour, so that is the reason why none of them are on the 
Calendar now. They have all been passed up to about No. 750 or 
No. 800. 

Mr. PASCO. No. 795. 

Mr. FAULKNER. They have all been passed up to No. 795 on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not interfere with the Senator from 
New Hampshire in his management of the pension cases, but I do 
not think a discrimination ought to be made against them; that 
they should be tponed to another calendar and thus deferred. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The only additional remark I wish to make 
is that it would take about twenty minutes to dispose of all the 

ion bills on the Calendar. There are not many of them. I 
ope that we shall get to them at anearly day. Some time on 
Monday next I shall ask the Senate to consider them. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of pe 


the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. The first case on the Calendar will be called. 
CLARA A. GRAVES AND OTHERS, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I asked that onecase might be laid over. It 
is Senate bill 34, a very short bill, reported favorably from the 
Committee on Claims, I have examined it and I do not object to 
it. I think it ought to be considered. I had it laid over without 
prejudice. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It was read. 

Mr.COCKRELL. It was read. It pro 


s simply to pay $2,500 
of prize money. I have examined the bill. is i 
Treas 


The money is in the 


ary. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 34) for the relief of Clara A. Graves, Lewis Smith 
Lee, Florence P. Lee, Mary S. Sheldon, and Elizabeth Smith, heirs 
of Lewis Smith, deceased, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Claims with anamendment, in line 6, after the first word 
“ and,” to insert ‘‘ Florence P. Lee, legal representative of,” and 
in line 7, before the word “heirs,” to insert deceased”; so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Treasurer of the United States shall pay, out of 
any money in hands not otherwise appropriated. to Clara A. Graves, Lewis 
Smith Lee, Florence P. Lee, S. Sheldon, and Florence P. Lee, legal rep- 
resentative of Elizabeth Smith, deceased, heirs of Lewis Smith, the sum of 
pac dbl being their father’s and grandfather's portion of prize money as first 

eutenant of the brig Warrior, due and unpaid on or about July 17, 1815. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. i 

The title was amended soas to read: “A bill for the relief of 
Clara A. Graves, Lewis Smith Lee, Florence P. Lee, M: S. 
Sheldon, and Florence P. Lee, legal representative of Elizabeth 
Smith, deceased, heirs of Lewis Smith, deceased.” 

GEORGE H. PLANT. 

Mr. PASCO. There is another bill which has been passed over 
without prejudice. It is Senate bill 1083, which was passed over 
when last called at the request of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
He has looked into the matter and told me that I 


DANIEL]. 
might call it up in his absence, as he is satisfied with reference to 
it. A similar bill has already passed the Senate twice, and this 


bill has received the unanimous approval of the Committee on 
Claims. 


The bill (S. 1083) for the relief of George H. Plant, of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
It proposes to pay to George H. Plant, of the District of Colum- 
bia, $5,216.85, being the amount found to be due to him by the 
Court of Claims for losses and d es sustained by him by rea- 
son of a collision between the U. S. S. Gettysburg and the steam- 
boat 7 of the Lake on the Potomac River. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. read the third time, and passed. 
STEWART COLLEGE AT CLARKSVILLE, TENN. 

Mr. BATE. Task leave to call up a bill similarly situated to 
the one which has just been considered. It is Senate bill 1648. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was passed over without prejudice. 

Mr. BATE. Yes; it was over without prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S, 1648) for the relief of Stewart Col- 
lege (now the Southwestern Presbyterian University), located at 
Clarksville, Tenn. : 

Mr. CULLOM. What is the amount given in the bill? The 
title does not indicate whether $10,000 will go out of the Treasury 
or $1,000 or what sum. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill has not been read yet. 

Mr. BATE. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. CULLOM. There ought to be something known about it. 

pia gad The Committee on Claims reported the bill unani- 
mo 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think that is a pretty important bill, and I 
feel called upon to object to it. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is an important bill. 

Mr.-CULLOM. It involves a good deal of money. 

Mr. HARRIS. That property was taken possession of, I may 
say, in violation of the ordersof General Grant. It was occupied 
for some years. Libraries and apparatus were destroyed and the 
building greatly impaired. But about the close of the war the 

rmaster-General, or rather the renee quartermaster of 
at Separament offered a sum of money in full satisfaction of the 
use and occupation and all theinjuries sustained. Theinstitution 
declined to accept the sum offered. It was $4,000, I believe, that 
was offered. They have been appealing year after year for com- 
nsation from that time to the present. The bill proposes to pay 
just such sum as the accounting officers of the Treasury may find 
to be justly due to the institution, and that is all. 

Mr. CULLO There ought to be a report connected with the 
bill. It is a very important one. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the report be read. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is a claim going back to the beginning of the 
war. I think the bill had better go over for the present. 

Mr. BATE. The report is not a long one. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Ilinois will not object 
to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BATE. I hope he will not object. The claim has been 
pending a long time, and there are very peculiar surroundings. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well; let the report be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the Senator from Tennessee had bet- 
ter let the bill be passed over for the present and let the Senator 
from Illinois look at the case. The reading of the report will con- 
sume time, when doubtless there will be discussion, and then some- 
1 will object to it, and it will be een a waste of time. 

r. HARRIS. Let the report be read,and let us see whether 
anyone objects to the bill or not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I must say very frankly that I can not ap- 
prove of the language of the bill. I say it is the first time the 
Committee on Claims have ever reported a bill attempting to make 
compensation for this object. I appeal to the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] and other Senators. The bill says for 
the injury to its buildings, apparatus, cabinets, and other Scant § 
injured or destroyed.” We haye had many cases from Misso 3 
and in every solitary instance from Missouri the committee have 
stricken out that clause and provided payment only for use and 
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occupation. Now, if you confine to use and occupation and treat 
every State alike, I shall have no objection to the bill. 

Mr. BATE. The buildings were occupied, Mr. President. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish also to call the attention of the Senator 
from Missouri to the fact that the Senator from Tennessee who 
last spoke said that it was taken possession of by the troops in 
opposition to and in violation of military orders. Now, we have 
never made compensation in such a case if that were so. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think we ought not to have any further dis- 
cussion about the measure. I have objected to it two or three 


times. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator has objected, which I did not 
understand, that ends it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not so understand. 
Objection being interposed, the next case will be called. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BUTTE CITY, MONT. 


The bill (S. 260) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ig 5 Butte City, Mont., was considered as in Committee of the 

ole. 

The bill was oh rns from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds with an amendment, in page 2, line 14, before hun- 
SE to strike out the word four“ and insert “three”; so as to 
read: 


Whi rpose, out o; 
any ca a a T TRAA Beat Rip did Approprinted soe maia deed pie oe 
the following provisions, etc. 

Mr. HILL. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of the 
bill how large a town is Butte? 

Mr. MANTLE. I desire to say, in reply to the Senator from 
New York, that the city of Butte has a population of from 30,000 
to 35,000, not all within the city limits as laid out, because the 
town has spread very far beyond the original town-site limits. 
There is a report accompanying the bill which very fully gives all 
the details in relation to the city, its Sa ory ete. 

a HILL. What is the population? I did not catch the re- 
mark. 

Mr. MANTLE. It is estimated at from 30,000 to 35,000. 

Mr. HILL. What was it at the last census? 

Mr. MANTLE. Ten or twelve thousand for the actual city 
limits of Butte, but I was just explaining that the city itself has 
spread far beyond the original limits. 

Mr. HILL. Chi lik 


e? 

Mr. MANTLE. 4 5 the same as Chicago. 8 

Mr. HILL. What is the amount cde pase to be appropriated? 

Mr. MANTLE. Three hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. HILL. A mere trifling sum. 

Mr. MANTLE. The estimate for a site is from $75,000 to 
$100.000 in a desirable locality of the city. That figure will give 
the Senator an idea of the yalue of the ground, which, of course, 
brings up the cost of the building very largely. I will ag eo 
that Butte City is the metropolis of the State of Montana, being 
by far the largest city in the State. I may also add that it is per- 
haps the most thriving, prosperous, and growing city of its size 
in the United States to-day. The business of the post-office and 
of every Government department is daily increasing. The esti- 
mates show very clearly and conclusively that the amount the 
Government now pays in the way of rents will very much exceed 
the interest upon the sum proposed to be appropriated. 

Mr. HILL. I am very much gratified to learn that in spite of 
the prevailing gold standard the State, and especially Butte City, 
is very prosperous. I supposed that it might have affected that 
portion of the country, but it seems not. Are there any other 
public 8 in the State? 

Mr. MANTLE. One; a very small building at the capital of 
the State an assay office. 

Mr. HILL. Built by the Government? 

Mr. MANTLE. I think it was built by the Government. 

Mr. HILL. What was the cost of that building? 

Mr. MANTLE. I do not remember. 

Mr. CARTER. About 850,000. 

Ba MANTLE. It is not a large building; it is a very small 
air. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is an assay office? 

Mr. MANTLE, An assay office for refining gold and silver, 
being a matter of convenience in shipment. 

Mr. HILL. There is no post-office building, or otherwise? 

Mr. MANTLE. There is not a post-office building in the State. 

Mr. HILL. Is the capital the next largest town in the State? 
Res Nid TLE. No; it is some 75 miles distant, but connected 

rail. ; 

Mr. HILL. Can the Senator give us any assurance that the 
bill will pass the other House? 

Mr. MANTLE. I think the Senator from New York may rest 
safely assured on that score, so far as I have any information 
upon the subject. 


4 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF WILLIAM B, TODD, 


The bill (S. 336) for the relief of the estate of William B. Todd, 
deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to issue to the administrators of the estate a drawback cer- 
tificate for lots 1, 2, 3, and 4, in square 1040, in the District of 
Columbia, on account of excessive special assessments found to be 
due in the revision of such assessments in accordance with the re- 
vising acts of Congress, which drawback certificate shall be receiv- 
able in payment for all arrearages of general taxes due the District 
of Columbia and unpaid prior to July 1, 1895. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRACTICE OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY, 


The bill (H. R. 5731) to regulate the practice of medicine and 
surgery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish persons 
violating the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The bill has been once read. I will state 
that the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] made a request that he 
might be further heard on the bill, he having spoken once for a 
considerable length of time. I understand that the Senator has 
left the city for his home, and I have been informed that he is not 
to return during the present session of Congress. I want to ex- 
tend every possible courtesy to the Senator, but as it is very im- 
porcen: that the bill shall become a law, I hope it will be consid- 
e y- 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. which had been reported from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 6, after the word 
“ physicians,” to insert one of whom shall be learned in the law“; 
so as to read: 

That there shall be, and is hereby, created a board of medical supervisors 
of the District of Columbia, which shall consist of the presidents of the three 
boards of medical examiners hereinafter provided for and two 123 not 
physicians, one of whom shall be learned in the law, to be appointed by the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, each for a period of three years, 
or until his successor is appointed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 3 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 13, after the word 
s: AAE to insert after due notice and hearing”; so as to 
read: 


That said Commissioners may remove, after due notice and bearing: any 
member of said board for neglect of duty or other just cause, and that in case 
of the death, resignation, or removal of any member the vacancy for the un- 
expired term of said member shall be filled in the same manner as o 
appointments are made, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 14, after the word 
“age,” to strike out and; so as to read: 

Said register shall show the name, age, place, and duration of residence of 
each candidate, etc. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 8, line 1, after the word 
the,“ to strike out passage of this act” and insert Ist day of 
July, 1896"; so as to read: 


That from and after the Ist day of July, 1896, all pono desiring to prac- 
tice medicine and surgery in any of their branches in the District of Colum- 
bia shall apply to board of medical supervisors for a license to do so. 


The amendment was agreed to. r 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 5, before the word 
dollars,“ to strike out twenty“ and insert “ten”; so as to read: 

That said application for a license to practice medicine and surgery in the 
District of Columbia shall be made to the secretary of said board of medical 
supervisors upon a form prescribed by said board, and shall be accompanied 
by a fee of $10. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 24, before the word 
said,“ to insert ‘either of”; and in the same line, after have,” 
to insert been; so as to read: 

That no member of either of said boards shall have been en in the 
praco of medicine and surgery in the District of Columbia for less than 

ve years at the time of his appointment. 

The amendment was agreed to. E 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 34, after the word 
‘“‘examiners,” to strike out (or of both, as the case may be”; and 
in line 35, after the word ‘‘society,” to strike out or societies”; so 
as to read: 


That in event of the failure of the Washington 8 Medical 
Society or of the Eclectic Medical Society of the District of Columbia, after 
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ers of the District of Columbia, to sub- 


ioners 
Hgts peers medical examiners or of eclec- 
out restriction as to nomination by the society in 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 37, after the word 
“of,” to strike out ‘‘said boards” and insert “either of the boards 
named in this act”; so as to read: 

That said Commissioners may at any time remove any member of either of 
the named in this act for neglect of duty or other ju jus st cause, and that 
in case of the death, resignation, or removal of any member the vacancy for 
the unexpired term of said member shall be filled in the same manner as 
other appointments are made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 9, after the word 
“and,” to insert other meetings shall be held”; in line 10, after 
the word “such,” to strike out Kother; in line 12, after the word 
“boards,” to strike out “of medical examiners,” and in line 13, 
before the word “immediately,” to strike out “examination ” and 
insert meeting“; so as to read: 

Each board shall hold a meeting for examination in Be city of Washington 
on the second Thursday in January, April, July, and October of each year. 
and continuing so long as may be necessary to examine all ek gato and 
other meetings shall be held at such timesas the board of medica Hind here 
shall direct. h of said boards shall examine, at the meeting immedia amas 
tanong the 1 of the proper certificates from the board of medi 
2 rs. all applicants . licenses to practice medicine and surgery in 

the District of Co! —.— so certified. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in section 7, line 13, before the word 
tof,” to strike out department and insert departments“; ; 50 
as to read: 

From the lists of questions so submitted said board of medical supervisors 
shall select the questions for each examination, and such questions shall be 
the same 25 all candidates, except that in the departments of therapeutics, 
practice of medicine, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7, line 22, after the word 
“the,” to strike out examination“; : and i in the same line, after 
the word“ average,” to strike out “of” and insert “attained by”; 
so as to read: 

An official report of the result of each examination, signed the presi- 
dent and the secretary and each acting member of the board of (ry the PF ex- 
aminers conducting such examination, stating the average attained by each 
candidate in each branch, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in section 8, line 13, after the word 
“ physician,” to strike out , a graduate of any medical co college in 
seed e e ”; and in line 16, after the word “act,” to strike 
8 

Further, That a license may be issued, under such tions 
of aie 9 ot the District of Columbia, with the ap- 
proval of the Board of Commissioners of said District, shall make, to any 
. jaw witch has licenses from an ee board of medical examiners estab- 

ot! law w. — Sonne re the issue of said license, qualifica- 
valent to those required by this act for the issue 

Ag insert: 

And to ply who may their residence to the District of Co- 
jam 8 or 8 m laws and medical exam- 

Boards Aru the the presentation of a certificate or license from a medical 
. board, if found 3 due inquiry to be true and genuine, being 


sufficent g boerd, of right tion and certification under the pro- 
visions of this act. 
So as to read: 
Provided, That a license shall be issued npon application, free of cost and 
without examination, to each physician who is registered at the 3 office 
of the District of Columbia at the time of the passage of this act, and to 
5 who may change their residence, etc. 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, line 8, after the word 
„chronic“ and before ‘‘inebriety,” to strike out “and persistent.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, = section 10, line 17, after the word 
**the,” to strike out Board of Commissioners 15 and insert court 
of appeals”; in line 18, after the word and,“ to strike out its“ 
and insert the“; in the same line, after the word decision,” to 
insert “of said court *; and in line 23, after the word “him,” to 
insert or her”; so as to read: 

1 42 from the decision of said board may be taken to the court of eee 
of the District of Columbia, and the decision of said court shall be 
board may at any time within two years from the refusa! or a A ae a 
license, or the cancellation of registration under this section, by a vote of 
four members, issue, without examination, a new license to the person so 
on seg wag to him or her all the rights and AA of which he or 
she had tear deprived by said board. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, line 6, after the word 
“the,” to strike out recording“; in the same line, after the 
word “clerk,” to insert “of said court”; and in line 9, before 
the-word “ register,” to insert shall”; so as to read: 

That st athe o receiving a license as hereinbefore provided shall have it 


recorded the office of the clerk of the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia within three months from the date of said license, and the place 


and date of record shall be certified thereon by said clerk; and the holder — 


we: 8 y to the clerk of said court afee of 50 cents for making 

er of said license shall, * — the same has been a recorded 
ni en ons at the health office, and shall register, in a book pro 
for that purpose, his or her name and ess. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment Was, in section 12, line 8, after the word 
to,“ to insert the practice of massage or the so-called Swedish 
movement cure, nor to”; in line 10, after the word without,“ to 
strike out any“; and at the end of line 10 to strike out “being 
SON in return therefor ”; so as to make the section read: 


Perritartes. nc nor to ee licensed physicians 3 surgeons actuall es OF 
Non other States or 50 ent 


The amendment was pnts to. 

The next amendment was, in section 13, line 6, before the word 
“and,” to strike out ‘‘to do so”; in line 9, after the word “ regis- 
tration,” to strike out or both”; and in line 18, page 13, after the 
word ‘‘act,” to strike out: 

Provided, This act shall not apply to 
other similar methods of treatment without m: 

So as to make the section read: 

Suc. 13. That f. d after th of this i 
. —— and 5 midwifery in the District e ora 
8 profess todo so, without first having obtained from the board of med - 

cal supervisors of the District of Columbia a license, and registered the same 
— herein provided. or in violation of any of the provisions of this act or an 
of the rules and 3 made by authority conferred herein, or after his 
license or regis has been canceled aro order of said board of medical 
supervisors of the District of Columbia, shall be deemed guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and, npon conviction thereof, shall be . — tor each offense by 
a fine of not less than than fifty nor more than five hundred dollars, or by im: — 
onmens, in the District jail for a period of not less than ten nor moro 
eae BH va 1 by both such fine ma im mment. It shall be the era of 

ni tates district attorney for the District of Columbia to prosecute 

all violations of the provisions of act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 14, line 8, after the word 
“as,” to strike out “ said board ” and insert the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia ; so as to read: 

And if any surplus remain on the 30th day of June of each 1 55 mem- 
bers of the of medical su rs appointed as such s 
reasonable compensation as the ers of the District of * AEA 
may determine, ete, 

The amendment was agreed to: 

The next amendment was, in section 16, line 2, before the word 
not,“ to strike out ‘‘ now existing“; and in line 8, after the word 
“act,” to strike out “or inconsistent therewith ny so as to make 
the section read: 

8 16. That all acts of ral tin 
HMMA a ATA A A AET 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE. This seems to be a very important bill. I should 
like to know of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLIN- 
ae whether it has the approval of the various medical societies 

e District of Columbia. 

mr, GALLINGER. In answer to the interrogatory, I will sa; 
that so far as I know it has such approval. There are some ou 
side ies who do not want this legislation, as is always the case, 
I will furthermore state that every State and Territory in the 
Union has a law similar to this bill, some of them not so liberal, 
and the District of Columbia is the dum ing ground of incompe- 
tent and unskilled physicians who leave t tates and Territories 
and come here as so-called practitioners of medicine. 

Mr. KYLE. I mean has the bill the 095 of the regular 
schools of medicine in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. GALLINGER, The bi pee specifically that the rep- 
resentatives of the three medi: societies, the so-called reg 
the homeopathic, and the eclectic, shall be treated with absolute 


“ate. K. 
. KYLE. Very well. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ments were concurred in. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I offer an amendment which is satisfactory 
to the Senator in charge of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section $, line 30, it is proposed to amend 
by adding after the words “provisions of this act” the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That the medical laws and examining boards of such States and 

he board 


Territories grant equal rights and recognition to the licentiates of t 
herein created. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. L also offer another amendment. 

The Secretary. In section 12, line 7, after the word Colum- 
bia,” it is proposed to insert ‘nor to medical students who have 


„Swedish movement, and 
cine. 
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matriculated in any medical college in the District of Columbia 
prior to January 1896.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am not sure that that is a desirable 
amendment, but as J intend to ask for a conference with the House 
of Representatives on the bill and amendments, I am willing that 


the amendment shall go in. 

The amendment was to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate 
ence with the House of Representatives on the bi 
ments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the of the Senate, and Mr. GAL- 
LINGER, Mr. MCMILLAN, and Mr. FAULKNER were appointed. 


ESTATE OF WILLIAM MOSS. 


The bill (S. 837) making an appropriation for the benefit of the 
estate of William Moss, deceased, was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It proposes to ‘pay $14,175 to the administrator 
of the estate of William Moss, deceased, late of Arkansas, for 
extra services in transporting the United States mails not pro- 
vided for in Moss's contract. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MONUMENT TO GEN. NATHANAEL GREENE. 


The bill (S. 1188) to provide for the erection of a monument to 
Gen. Nathanael Greene on the battlefield of Guilford Court-House 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to ap- 
propriate $25,000 for the erection of a statue of Gen. Nathanael 
Greene on the land of the Guilford Battle Ground Company, in 
Guilford County, N. C. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

REPUBLICAN FORM OF GOVERNMENT IN ALABAMA, 

The resolution for the appointment of a select committee to 

make inguiry whether there is and for the last two and a half 


years has been a republican form of government in the State of 
Alabama was announced as the next business in order on the 


uest a confer- 
and amend- 


Calendar. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator in charge of the resolution is not 
present, and I that it go over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be passed over. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be passed 
over. 
FUR-BEARING SEALS IN ALASKA. 


The bill (H. R. 3206) to amend an act entitled An act to pre- 
vent the extermination of fur-bearing seals in Alaska, and for 
— purposes,” was announced as the next in order on the Cal- 
endar. 


Set GALLINGER. Isuggest that the bill go over, retaining its 
ce, 
8 Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN subsequently said: What became of House bill 
8206? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was passed over without preju- 
dice, the Chair will state. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to enter . to the bill and 
to suggest that it go over under Rule 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope that the Senator from Ohio will not 
ask that that be done in the absence of the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. ihe know he is very anxious about the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does not injure the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does not make any difference. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill will have to be taken up on motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It will have to be taken up on motion. Ido 
not want to do anything that is not satisfactory. But it will not 
change the status of the bill except that it can only be taken up 
on motion if it goes over under Rule IX. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that that is true, and yet at the 
same time the practice has been to let bills stand in their places 
rea over without prejudice. 

I have no objection to letting the bill go over 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio with- 
Sas the request, and the bill will be passed over without preju- 


ce. 
Mr. CULLOM. I think that course will be more satisfactory 
to the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 


LANDS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF UTAH. 


The eee 2047) extending the time within which the Univer- 
sity of Utah shall occupy lands heretofore granted to it was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes that the time 
within which the University of Utah shall occupy the lands granted 
to it by act of July 23, 1894, shall be extended from five years to 
ten years thereafter. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. GUMMO. 


The bill (S. 814) for the relief of John W. Gummo was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to John 
W. Gummo, late of Company F, 8 Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Cavalry, $190, being balance of bounty due him for serv- 
oe rendered the Government during the late war of the rebel- 

on. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHANNEL IN ATCHAFALAYA BAY, LOUISIANA, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the joint resolution (S. R. 83) directing and authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to 11 7 a commission to determine the cost of 
securing for the United States the channel in Atchafalaya Bay, 
Louisiana, which had been reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce with amendments. 

The first amendment was,in section 1, line 4, after the words 
authorized to,“ to strike out ‘‘appoint a commission consisti 
of one army engineer and one civil engineer to determine” an 
insert ascertain“; and in line 10, after the word ‘‘report,” to 
strike out “ their findings to the Secretary of War, who shall trans- 
mit same”; so as to make the section read: 

That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed and authorized 


to ascertain the cost of securing and acquiring by the United States the 
erty rights and franchises of the 1 Bay Company, or their assem — 
or 


assignees, in and to a channel in the alaya Bay, situated 
State of Louisiana, and to report to Congress, with his recommendation, at 
the earliest practicable moment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 2, line 3, after the words 
“expense of the,” to strike out “commission ” and insert inves- 
tigation”; so as to make the section read: 

Sec, 2. That the sum of or as much thereof necessary, 
eee — eee ol the — pi Pn Bia ps 

The amendment was to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A joint resolution direct- 
ing and authorizing the Secre of War to ascertain the cost of 
securing for the United States the channel in Atchafalaya Bay, 


Louisiana.” 
C. B. BRYAN & CO. 
& Co. was con- 


The bill (S. 589) for the relief of C. B. 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
C. B. Bryan & Co., of Memphis, Tenn., $3,643.60 for the value of 
a coal barge and coal, as found by the Court of Claims. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISAIAH MITCHELL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 1938) allowing Isaiah Mitchell, of Denver, Colo., 
ten years within which to make a final homestead entry upon 
certain land, which had been reported from the Committee on 
Public Lands with amendments. The amendments were, in line 
12, after the word until,” to strike out ten and insert ‘‘seven ”; 
and in line 14, after the word “land,” to insert the following pro- 
viso: 

Provided, That no adverse claim shall exist at the date of the passage of 
this ae that within six months from that date he shall go upon said 
ips cheep eg See ey 
according to the brovieiak of the homestead laws. = 

So as to read: 

That Isaiah Mitchell, of Denver, Colo., In 
hundred and fticonth Regiment United Staves eee 5 on 
who, on 


abandon said land, be, and he is hereby. granted further time and until seven 

years from the of i 

said land: 7 

sage of this act, etc. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HARRIS, the title was amended so as to 
read: “A bill allowing Isaiah Mitchell, of Denver, Colo., seven 
hone a which to make a final homestead entry upon certain 


PROPOSED PENSION LEGISLATION, 


The bill (S. 2047) to amend section 3 of an act entitled “An act 

nting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated 

or the performance of manual labor, and providing for pensions 

to widows, minor children, and dependent parents,” approved 

2 2 1890, was announced as the next business in order on the 
endar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Isuggest that this bill and the next two bills, 
the bill (S. 2407) to supplement the act of June 27, 1890, as to pen- 
sions, and the bill (S. 2406) concerning the weight of evidence in 

msion claims, be passed over, retaining their places, as the Sena- 

who reported them is not present. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC It will be so ordered. 

STATUE OF COMMODORE SLOAT. 

The bill (S.1609) for the erection of a statue of Commodore 
John D. Sloat in the city of Monterey, Cal., was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to appropriate $10,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, for the erection of a statue 
of the late Commodore John D. Sloat within the limits of the cit 
of Monterey, Cal., and for the proper preparation; grading, an 
8 of the lot and foundation upon which the statue is to be 
erected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EVIDENCE IN PENSION CLAIMS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. During my absence the bill (S. 2405) con- 
cerning the weight of evidence in pension claims was passed over. 
It is a bill which passed the Senate during the last Congress. 
There is no objection to it, and I think it ought to be passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the effect of the bill? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The effect of it is to provide that the oath 
of a person who has served as a private or noncommissioned offi- 
cer shall not have any less weight than if such witness had served 
as a commissioned officer, and only that. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let us it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is all right. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It provides that in all applications for pension and 
inall proofs and evidence submitted in support of any claim under 
the pension laws the oath of a person who has served as a private 
or noncommissioned officer s not have any less weight than if 
such witness had served as a commissioned officer, 

Mr. HARRIS. Is there any law that gives greater weight to 
the testimony of a commissioned officer? 

Mr. PEFFER. It is a rule. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say it is a rule of practice. There 
is nothing in the law, but the Pension Bureau has established a 
practice that does it. 

Mr. HARRIS. It seems to me very singular that there should 
— any necessity for the passage of such a bill. I have no objec- 

on to it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is a rule of the Pension Office. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
UNIVERSITY OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The bill (S. 1202) to establish a university of the United States 
was announced as the next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let this bill be passed over. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to have it passed over without losing 
its place on the Calendar. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered. 
PENSIONS UNDER ACT OF 1890. 


Mr. GALLINGER. The bill (S. 2407) to suppiemont the act of 
June 27, 1890, as to pensons, was over during my absence. 
The bill passed the House during the last Congress, and was favor- 
ably reported to the Senate. It is a short bill, and I think we 
ought to pass it. k 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the effect of the bill? 

Mr. PLATT and Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be read. 

The bill was read; and the Senate. as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to its consideration. The bill provides that in any 
application for a pension under the act approved June 27, 1890, 
where it is shown that the soldier or sailor on account of whose 
service the pension is asked dies or has died without having received 
an honorable discharge from the service, and without having by 
his own misconduct forfeited his Hee to receive an honorable 
discharge, the want of an honorable discharge shall not debar the 


applicant from receiving the benefits of the law upon complying 
with the other requirements thereof, if no charge of desertion is 
standing against the soldier or sailor upon the records of the War 
or Navy 8 
Mr. GAL GER. The bill is favored by the Commissioner 
of Pensions, and is simply designed to correct an inequality which 
oor not to exist. 
e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GERMAN EVANGELICAL CHURCH AT MARTINSBURG, W. VA. 


The bill (S. 461) for the relief of the trustees of the German 
Evangelical Church at Martinsburg, W. Va., was announced as 
next in order on the Calendar, and was read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Has Congress been in the habit of paying for 
property destroyed in that way? I think the bill had better go 
over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

ALEXANDER STODDART, OF NEW YORK, 

The bill (S. 1548) for the relief of Alexander Stoddart, of New 

15 was announced as the next business in order on the Calen- 


r. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over without 
prejudice. 
` SUFFERERS BY WRECK OF REVENUE CUTTER GALLATIN. 

The bill (S. 1555) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of 
the United States revenue cutter Gallatin off the coast of Massa- 
chusetts was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to appropriate a sum sufficient to reimburse the survivors 
of the officers and crew of the United States revenue cutter Gal- 
latin, wrecked off the coast of Massachusetts January 6, 1892, for 
losses sustained by them, respectively, in the wreck of the vessel. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALLOTMENTS OF PAY BY NAVAL OFFICERS, 

The bill (S. 2462) to provide for the making of allotments of pay 
by officers of the Navy and Marine Corps was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of the Navy 
to permit officers of the Navy and the Marine Corps to make allot- 
ments from their pay, under such regulations as he may prescribe. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. ALICE M. WALSH. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the next order of business, the bill (S. 
1004) for the relief of Mrs, Alice M. Walsh, go over under Rule IX, 
it having been adversel reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered. 

EXPENDITURES OF THE SENATE. 

The resolution directing the Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment to investigate the expenditures of the Senate for 
the past year was announced as the next business in order on the 
Calendar. f 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be passed over. 
noe HARRIS. The resolution might as well go over under 

ule 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution go over under Rule IX. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be passed 
over under Rule IX. 

WAR IN CUBA. 

The resolution proposing to postpone the consideration of the 
report of the conference committee on Senate concurrent resolu- 
tion No. 19, relating to Cuba, until Monday, April 6, 1896, was an- 
nounced as the next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the resolution be indefinitely postponed. 
r et asc I suggest that the resolution go over under 

e IX. 

Mr. PLATT. It might as well be indefinitely postponed, so as 
to get it off the Calendar. 

Mr. HILL. The subject has been disposed of, 

ro PLATT. Imove thatthe resolution be indefinitely post- 
poned. 

The motion was agreed to. 

J. HENRY RIVES. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 1709) for the relief of J. Henry Rives, which was 
reported from the Committee on Claims with an amendment, in 
line 5, after the words “sum of,” to strike out $858.57,” and in- 
sert ‘* $293.90”; so as to make the bill read: 

sy tc J. Haars Hives, E Lenchburg; Va. out ot ung TOOS in tive TEAT 
Rot otherwise appropriated, thesum of $293.90, being the amount of the attor- 


4 5 fees and expenses necessarily incurred and paid by him in the arrest of 
John C. Henry, deputy collector, for em ent. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
SAYMENT OF PENSION MONEY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 901) amending section 4716 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, which was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 

That section 4716 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to read as fol- 


28 9. 4716. No money on account of pension shall be paid to any person 
or to the widow, children, or heirs of any deceased pees who in any man- 
ner voluntarily en; in or aided or abetted the late rebellion against the 
authority of t nited States, except to such persons and the widows of 
such persons as before the Ist day of September, 1864, voluntarily, or as a 
substitute for any other person, and without a bounty or the promise of a 
bounty for so doing, enlisted in the service of the United States and actually 
served for ninety 8 

Mr. ALDRICH. How does that change existing law? I hope 
some member of the committee will explain it. 

Mr. GALLIN GER. I will say that that bill was reported by 
the Senator from IIlinois [Mr. PALMER]. _ 

Mr. PLATT. It had better go over until the Senator who re- 
ported it comes in. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill will be passed over 
without prejudice. 

RELIEF LIGHT VESSEL ON PACIFIC COAST. 


The bill (S. 1908) for a relief light vessel on the Pacific Coast 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask that that bill be passed over withont 
prejudice. Such a vessel has already been provided for in the 
sundry civil bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then the bill ought to be indefinitely post- 

med. 

8 5 WHITE. Oh, no. 
Cae = 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over 
without prejudice. 

STORAGE BUSINESS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The bill (H. R. 3462) to regulate the business of storage in the 
District of Columbia was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That bill had better go over. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the bill be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over 
without prejudice. 

Mr, PLA subsequently said: With regard to House bill 
8462, to which I objected, I will say that I should be perfectly 
willing to have it passed if an amendment can be made to it in 
lines 8, 9, and 10, by striking out the words “such lien to include 
all legal demands for like storage and expenses against the owner 
of said property,” which seem to make a lien upon property held 
by storage companies for a debt which has not been paid. I have 
no objection to the consideration of the bill, but I shall offer that 
amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think there will be no objection to that 
amendment being made. I trust the bill will be allowed to pass; 
it is an important one. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 3462) to regulate the 
business of storage in the District of Columbia. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with an amendment, in section 2, line 6, after the word 
due,“ to strike out “and” and insert by the person at whose 
instance such change of possession is so ordered, and who shall be 
entitled to recover such payment as part of the costs in such pro- 
ceeding, or, if defeated therein, he shall be credited with such 

ayment in taxation of costs against him. And”; so as to make 

he section read: 


Sec. 2. That whenever the title or right of possession to any goods, wares, 
merchandise, or personal property on storage shall be put in issue by any 
judicial proceeding, the same shall be delivered upon the order of court after 
prepayment of the SOPAS charges and cash advances then due, by the per- 
son at whose instance such change of possession is so ordered, and who shall 
be entitled to recover such i as part of the costs in such proceeding, 
or, if defeated therein, he shall be credited with such payment in taxation of 
costs a thim. And unless the 7 pen firm, association, or corporation so 
conducting a stor: business shall claim some right, title, or interest in said 
stored property otherwise than the lien hereinabove authorized, he, it, or 
they shall not be made a party to said judicial proceedings. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Now I move to strike out, beginning with the 
last word in line 8 of section 1, the sentence, ‘‘such lien to include 
all legal demands for like storage and expenses against the owner 
of said property.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were conc in, 


We might want another light vessel. 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill te 
be read a third time, 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownina, its Chief Clerk, announ that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 710) granting a pension to Ada J. Schwatka, widow of 
the late Lieut. Frederick Schwatka, with an amendment in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 75) granting a pension to Mary F. Davenport; 

A bill (H. R. 4275) to increase the pension of Mrs. Annis H. 
Boers; widow of Gen. William H. Enochs, from 820 to 850 per 
month; 

A bill (H. R. 4355) to increase the pension of Theresa Peebles, 
of Jefferson County, Ga.; 

A bill (H. R. 4895) for the relief of Miss Juliette Betts; 

A bill (H. R. 5400) to increase the pension of Mary L. Bacon, 
widow of thelate George B. Bacon, late lientenant-commander of 
the United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 5225) for the relief of Mrs, Elizabeth M. Williams, 
of Monroe County, Tenn.; 

A bill (H. R. 5712) granting increase of pension to John W. 
Hines; and 

A bill (H. R. 6132) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
M. Scott. 

WILLIAM F. WILSON. 


The bill (S. 434) for the relief of William F. Wilson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Wil- 
liam F, Wilson, of Berkeley County, W. Va., $1,530, in full for the 
use and value of his house at Harpers Ferry, Jefferson County, 
W. Va., during the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading; read the third time, and passed. 


SOLICITOR AND JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL, 


The bill (S. 1996) amending the act of June 8, 1880, entitled 
An act to authorize the President to appoint an officer of the 


Navy or the Marine Corps to perform the duties of solicitor and 
jndge-advocate-general, etc., and to fix the rank and pay of such 
officer,” and for other purposes, was announced as next in order, 
Mr. CULLOM. Let that bill go over for the present. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will go over without 
prejudice. 
PURCHASE OF PAINTING BY VICTOR NEHLING, 


The joint resolution (S. R. 18) authorizing the purchase of the 
panung by Victor Nehling, representing Pocahontas saving the 
ife of Capt. John Smith, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It will be passed over without 


prejudice, 
LEASE OF SIBLEY ISLAND. 


The bill (S. 1923) granting to the city of Bismarck, N. Dak., the 
right to lease and use for public purposes Sibley Island, an island 
1 8 Missouri River, was considered as in Committee of the 

ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
with an amendment, in line 21, after the word “ park,” to insert: 


Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be construed as authorizing 
the felling of timber on said island, for sale or consumption, nor shall any 
timber be cut save for the purpose of improving or beautifying the grounds: 
Provided further, That such leases shall not be for a longer period than ten 
oars Pr@vided further, That the Secretary of the Interior my at any time 
declare a forfeiture of the privilege herein granted for violation of any of 
the terms, reservations, or conditions hereof. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the city of Bismarck, in State of North Dakota, 
by and through its regular city council, shall have authority, either by itself 
or under a nt poe of leases securing a revenue to the city, to use or lease 
Sibley Island, an island in the Missouri River near said oy of Bismarck, for 
public assemblies of a religious, literary, political, or scientific character: to 
use or lease the same for fair 1 or driving-park purposes; together 
with the right to erect such buildings and make such improvements as may 
be necessary to provide for the comfort and convenience of visitors or those 
connected with said island for any of the purposes named; also to have con- 
trol of all timber upon said island; the said city council having at all times 
authority to control and regulate all the fees or charges made oy any person 
or association thereon for any of the purposes herein enumerated, and full 
authority to construct roadways and lay out said island into ounds, ks, 
or lots suitable for the uses herein allowed and provided for: said d 
always remaining free to the public for the ord y uses of a public park: 
Provided, That nothing herein contained be construed as authorizing 
the felling of timber on said island, for sale or consumption, nor shall any 
timber be cut save for the purpose of improving or beautifying the grounds: 
Provided further, That such leases shall not be for a Songer period than ten 
years: Provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior may at any time 
declare a forfeiture of the privilege herein granted for violation of any of 
the terms, reservations, or conditions hereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I move, at the end of the committee amend- 
ments just adopted, to insert: 

Without any PASY for mors — 5 by ae 2 and Con- 

Yi E. 

l "MP snid oP authority to resume e owne: P, possession, 
It is only a lease, and let it appear as a lease, and not as a gift. 
Mr. DUBOIS. Is that not covered by the proviso? 
Mr. COCKRELL. No. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
pro d by the Senator from Missouri. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and 8 

Mr. CULLOM. think we have been here long enough for 
Saturday evening, and I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. W HITE. Will the Senator withdraw the motion for a few 
moments? There are several small bills which Senators desire to 
have considered. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have a number in which I feel an interest, 
and have been waiting for three or four days to secure an oppor- 
tunity for their consideration, but have not been successful. 

Mr. WHITE I hope the Senator will accede to the request. 

Mr. CULLOM. I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

12 PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to adjourn is with- 
wn. 
SUGAR LOAF RESERVOIR SITE, COLORADO. 


Mr. TELLER. I do not desire to break into the order, but if 
we are likely to adjourn I desire to call up a bill which I am anx- 
ious to get to the House of Representatives, so that it may become 
a law ily. Iask for the present consideration of Senate bill 
1 ich was favorably reported by the Committee on Public 

nds. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2232) to vacate Sugar 
Loaf Reservoir site, in Colorado, and to restore the lands contained 
in the same to entry, which had been reported by the Committee 
on Public Lands with amendments, in line 4, after the word num- 
bered,” to strike out seven“ and insert five“; and in line 10, 
after the word ‘‘same,” to strike out “under the existing laws for 
the disposal of the public lands,” and insert: 

At the price of $2.50 per acre, under such regulations as he may prescribe: 

ided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to deprive the State of 
Colorado of the control of the water in any reservoir which may be con- 
structed on this site by any et or corporation or associstion, under the 
regulations provided by the State laws in such cases. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the public land embraced in the reservoir site known 
as S Loaf Reservoir site No. 5, located in Lake County, Colo., which was 
A TAA E EEO AN aporored Ones 
1 5 2 Prat hereby restored to the public domain, and the 8 of the 
Interior is hereby authorized to dispose of the same at the price of $2.50 per 
acre, under such regulations as he may prescribe: Provided, That nothing in 
this act shall be construed to nepre the State of Colorado of the control of 
the water in any reservoir which may be constructed on this site by any —.— 
son or corporation or association, under the regulations provided by the State 
laws in such cases. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. i - 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

GILMAN WILLIAMS. 

Mr. GEAR. I ask permission to call up at this time the bill 

= R. 1020) granting an increase of pension to Gilman Williams. 
e beneficiary named in the bill is in an insane hospital and 
almost dying. y 7 

Mr. COCKRELL. We have an understanding that panon 
cases are all to be taken up together, and I must object. e have 
fifty or seventy-five ion cases on the Calendar, and I do not 
think it is right for one Senator to be allowed to call up one pen- 
sion bill in this way, when others can not. j 

Mr. GEAR. I hope the Senator will not object. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am not objecting, but I am enforcing the 
rule, though I shali be compelled to object if the Senator insists 
upon his request. It is placing us in a false position, and I claim 
that no Senator has a right to place his brother Senators in sucha 

ition. 
ir GEAR. Ifthe Senator objects, of course I shall withdraw 
the request. 

Mr. GALLINGER and others. Regular order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill on the Calendar 
will be stated. 

MUSKOGEE, OKLAHOMA AND WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY, 

The bill (S. 1741) to authorize the Muskogee, Oklahoma and 
Western Railroad Company to construct and operate a line of 


railway through Oklahoma and Indian Territories was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that bill go over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

EMMART, DUNBAR & CO, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. 1265) for the relief of Emmart, bar & Co., which 
had been reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with an amendment, in line 3, after the word “hundred,” to 
insert and forty-eight”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $14,548.22, the amount fonnd due Emmart, 
Dunbar & Co. by the auditor of the of Columbia for work done by 
said firm in connection with the laying of the 36-inch water main 
contract of September 1, 1871, with District be, and the same hereby is, 
appropriated, out of the revenues of the District of Columbia; and the dan. 
missioners of said District are hereby authorized and directed to pay the 
said sum of money to said firm in satisfaction of said amount so found due. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
oe ey ee 
e was or en; ‘or a thi ing, 

the third time, and passed. 
STATUE OF VICTOR HUGO, 

The joint resolution (S. R. 21) for the purchase of a statue of 
Victor Hugo, to be placed in the new building of the Library of 
Congress, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over without losing its 


lace. 
p The PRESIDING OFFICER, It will be so ordered. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. That joint resolution was re- 
ported favorably by the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But I do not think it will go throngh this 
evening, aud that is the reason why I asked that it should be passed 
over, not losing its place. 
sc MIT L of Wisconsin. I think there is no objection 

it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ihave serious objection to it, and I would 
nos nayo asked to have it passed over if I had not had objection 
to it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. That settles it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 


passed over, 
BILLS RLACED UNDER RULE IX, 

Mr. CULLOM. The next two orders of business, Nos. 537 and 
538, being the bill (S. 212) fixing the compensation of the United 
States district attorneys, and for other purposes, and the bill (S, 
217) fixing compensation of United States marshals and deputies, 
and for other p , Should be „ I think. 

Mr. PLATT. ot until the sundry civil bill is j 

Mr. CULLOM. The provisions of these bills are covered by the 
sundry civil ey dig shana bill. 

Mr. PLATT. But they had better remain on the Calendar until 
the sundry civil bill becomes a law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let them be pes under Rule IX. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ers of Business 587 and 538, 
being the bills referred to by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CUL- 
Lom}, will go over under Rule IX. 

ANTON GLOETZNER. 

The bill (H. R. 6104) for the relief of Anton Gloetzner was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro that all real 
estate lying in the District of Columbia heretofore purchased b 
and conveyed to Anton Gloetzner prior to the passage of this bill 
be relieved and exempted from the operation of the act entitled 
An act to restrict the ownership of real estate in the Territories 
to American citizens,” etc., approved March 3, 1887, and that all 
forfeitures incurred by force of that act in respect of such real 
estate be remitted. * : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

TESTIMONY OF PHYSICIANS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 981) relating to the 5 hysicians in 
the courts of the District of Columbia, which had reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with an amend- 
ment, in line 6, after the word information,“ to insert confi- 
dential in its nature”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete., That in the courts of the District of Columbia no phy- 
sician or 5 shall be permitted, without the consent of the person 
afflicted, or of his legal representative, to disclose any information, confi- 
dential in its nature, which he shall have acquired in attending a patient in 
a professional capacity and which was necessary to enable him to act in that 
capacity, whether such information shall have been obtained from 

tient or from his 3 from the pereon or persons in charge of him: 
ovided, That this act not apply evidence in criminal cases where 
the accused is charged with causing the death of or 3 u 
* being and the disclosure be required in the in of 
ce. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


under their 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
m ball was rd ar to be ‘ossed f third reading, read 
e was order engr or a A 

the third time, and passed. 
EMPLOYMENT OF ALIENS IN EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution submitted by 
Mr. GALLINGER December 16, 1895, directing a careful and thor- 
ough EAE Dr be made regarding the employment of aliens in 
the several Executive De ents. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ihope that resolution will pass, Mr. Presi- 
dent. It is simply a resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. COCKR . There is no objection to it. 

The resolution was reported from the Committee on Civil Sery- 
ice and Retrenchment with an amendment, in line 6, after the 
words “ regarding the,” to strike out “employment and insert 
“number”; and in the same line, after the word “aliens,” to in- 
sert employed in“; so as to make the resolution read: 
S 
the Secre of 5 the Postmaster-General, and the Attorney- 
sons SEENE vise KOATA PENINE employed 55 
ments, and to p recat re the result o sald inquiry to the Senate at 
earliest practicable day. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

JOHN F. W. DETTE. 


The bill (S. 80) for the relief of John F. W. Dette was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of 
War to cause to be examined and investigated the terms and con- 
ditions of the contract of John F. W. Dette with the United States 
to build a stone wall of masonry around the national cemetery at 
Jefferson Barracks, in the county of St. Louis and State of Mis- 
souri, and the plans and specifications therefor, and any changes 
or modifications made therein, and the character, actual cost of 
material, and work in the construction of the wall; and whether 
by reason of any change or modifications in the contract the cost 
of the work per porch was increased, and what loss was incurred 
on any additional work required by such changesor modifications: 
and what, if any, sum is reasonably and equitably due to the said 
Dette, in addition to the amount already paid him, by reason of 
the changes or modifications in his contract, and to report the 
result to Congress. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DISTILLATION OF BRANDY FROM FRUITS. 

The bill (H. R. 886) to amend section 3255 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States concerning the distilling of brandy from 
fruits was announced as next in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that bill be passed over, holding its place 
on the Calendar, It is possible that the committee may want to 
offer some additional amendments to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I should like very much to have that little bill 
pass without amendment. It is a bill in which my people are par- 
ticularly interested. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam decidedly in favor of the bill as it stands, 
but I do not see more than one member of the committee present 
except myself, and for that reason I prefer that that bill should 
go over without prejudice; and going over in that way, whenever 
we go the Calendar it is subject to be called up by the Senator 
from ee ee Dusois] or any other Senator. 

Mr. PLATT. I will say to the Senator from Idaho that I do 
entertain hope that there may be an agreement to drop this amend- 
ment. I may be disappointed, but I hope that that course may be 


taken. 
Mr. DUBOIS. Certainly the amendment 1 to be dropped. 
It is a House bill, and interests our section of the country. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should prefer that other members of the com- 
mittee besides the two of us now present should be here when the 
bill is considered. 

Mr. WHITE. I fully agree with the Senator from Idaho that 
the bill is a very meritorious one. Itaffectsmy State, and I urged 
it through the Finance Committee, but there are several little mat- 
ters, which if is talked of attaching to this bill, among others, 
that regarding the wood-alcohol matter and wool, and all the 
various provisions of the tariff bill, and all the ills that political 
flesh is heir to. In fact, this bill is sought to be used to give the 
Senate jurisdiction of the tariff. Of course, we can not origi- 
nate a tariff measure here, but having got this very innocent 
little bill for the par of Idaho, aoma 8 a few oe 
usually oppressed ces, we are to o it a vast amount o 
tariff iL 5 5 Bo long as the committee seems disposed, as it 
does now, to press these amendments, I do not think the members 
of the committee present would be justified in allowing the bill to 


be considered to-day. 


Mr. PLATT. I do entertain the hope that before the close of 
the session the amendments referred to may all be withdrawn. 

Mr. WHITE. I trust so myself, but I am afraid not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over 
without prejudice. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
8 55 a = eye ittee on Pensions: 

i . R. 75) granting a pension to Mary F. Davenport; 

A bill (H. R. 4275) to increase the pension of Mrs. Annis H. 
2 widow of Gen. William H. Enochs, from $20 to $50 per 
month; > 

A bill (H. R. 4355) to increase the pension of Theresa Peebles, 
of Jefferson County, Ga.; 

A bill (H. R. 4395) for the relief of Miss Juliette Betts; 

A bill (H. R. 5400) to increase the ion of Mary L. Bacon, 
widow of the late George B. Bacon, late lieutenant-commander 
of the United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 5225) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth M. Williams, 
of Monroe County, Tenn.; 

A bill (H. R. 5712) granting increase of pension to John W. 
Hines; and 

geen 8 R. 6132) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


LOST OR ABANDONED PROPERTY, ETC. 


The bill (H. R. 4452) to amend section 416 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States relating to the District of Columbia, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PLATT. Inline 5, move to amend by inserting the words 
‘so as to read” after “amended” and before as follows.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

ESTATE OF WILLIAM B. THAYER. 

The bill (S. 338) for the relief of George F. Roberts, adminis- 
trator of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving 
partner of Thayer Bros., and others, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to the following-named 
persons, or their legal representatives, respectively, such amounts 
as shall be shown to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue to have been paid by them, or by the firms = re- 
spectively represent, as tax on distilled spirits in excess of the 
quantity withdrawn by them from warehouse: To George F. Rob- 
erts, administrator of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, 
surviving partner of Thayer Bros., $10,790.32; to Silas Q. Howe, 
surviving partner of William T. Pate & Co., $19,662.19; to Henry 
W. Smith, surviving partner of T. & J. W. Gaff & Co., $14,062.50, 
these payments being a refund of taxes exacted and paid on dis- 
tilled spirits in excess of the quantity withdrawn by them from 
the 8 States bonded warehouse between July 1 and Decem- 

r 31, ~ 
Base CU LLOM. Does the bill come from the Committee on 

nce? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It comes from the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM. It seems to carry a pretty large amount of 
money with it. 

Mr. WHITE. I am informed by the Senator having the meas- 
. in charge that the bill is for leakage, which, of course, covers 


case. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The bill is all right. A similar 

ar os e Hona te Ko — three times before. 8 5 
à What is the amount proposed appro- 
priated by the bill? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I can not state the exact amount, 

Mr. PLATT. Let the report be read. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It is a refund of tax collected on 
whisky apota in warehouses where the leakage occurred. 

Mr. CO ELL. It amounts to about $45,000. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. No allowance was made for the 
leakage when the tax was collected. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think if it is a good bill it ought to wait. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It is one of a number of bills 
88 heretofore of the same kind. This very bill has passed the 

ate on three different occasions heretofore. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to hear the report read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secre proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
MITCHELL of from the Committee on Claims, March 17, 
1896, and read as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 338) for the 
relief of George F. Roberts, administrator of the estate of William B. Thayer, 

k ving partner of Thayer Bros., and others, having had the same 
under consideration, to submit the following report: 

This bill has frequently been reported favorably from this committee and 
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poma the Senate at — aret session of the 


Fifty-second Congress, at which 
Report No. 79. Your committee read said 
the without amendment and recommend its pas- 


The re referred to is as follows: 
“The ittee on Claims, to whom was ref: 


erred the bill (S. 352) for the 
relief of George F. Roberts, administrator of the estate of William B. Thayer, 
deceased, survivin, 


er of Thayer Bros., and others, having had the 
same under consideration, submit the Solio wits ees 

“A similar bill was before this committee at session of the Fiftieth 
= z J time the following report was agreed to, being Report 

0. e t on: 

“'The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 394) for the 
relief of George F. Roberts, administrator of the estate of William B. Thayer, 
d surviving partner of Thayer Bros., and others, having had the 
same under consideration, submit the following copes 3 

“A similar bill was before this committee at the session of the Forty- 
ninth Co at which time the following re was adopted; which was 
also to in the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, being Report No. 


“Thayer Bros., Pate & Co. and J. W. Gaff & Co., in the year 1864 had de- 
ted a uantity of distilled spirits in a United States bonded ware- 
ouse, then under the control of officers of the Government cha with 
the collection of the internal revenue. Thatit furth 


era 
tit further appears that the N 3 e 


72 gallons, and in the case of J. W. Gaff & Co. a loss of 
9,375 gallons. And that it further appears, under direction of the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue. these parties severally paid the tax required 
by law on the quantity soy ped deposited, without regard to the fact of 
loss by leakage, in the year 1867; and that this said parties then and 
ever since protested in mode and manneras from time to time they have been 
advised was best to secure relief, their last resort being to Congress for such 
relief, their appeal being a protest that such collection of taxes was against 
a proper co: uction of the act of Congress, June 30, 1864 (section 55), and 
was against the practice and rulings of the Internal-Revenue Office.” 


Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Connecticut to the fact that the gist of the case is stated in 
the report thus far read: The rest is merely a recapitulation of 
the evidence. They put the whisky in the warehouse, it stayed 
there a certain length of time, it was drawn out, and by exact 
measurement there was a certain deficiency, and they had to pay 
the tax on the amount that was first made. They had to pay it 
as a matter of course. Now they claim the balance; and that is 
all there is in the case. They claim a refund of the taxes they 
paid on the amount of spirits that had disappeared during the 
time it was in the warehouse. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is the case exactly. 

Mr. PLATT. The matter that troubles me is that this seems 
to be a claim dating back to 1864, and it is reported here upon the 
assumption that the tax onght not to have been collected upon 
the amount of leakage while the whisky was in the bonded ware- 
house. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Supreme Court of the United 
States has decided that the Government was not entitled to col- 
lect the taxes on bert But they were collected, and I think 
some half a dozen bills have been passed heretofore refunding the 
tax. I think this is perhaps the only case remaining. 

Mr. HILL. I ask the Senator whether suit could not have 
been brought in the Court of Claims to recover? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not know whether it was 
brought or not, and I do not care, so far as that is concerned, not 
to be abrupt to the Senator from New York; but, under the cir- 
cumstances, it seems to me there ought to be no objection to the 
bill. It is the last one of a series where it has been recommended 
by the Department that the tax be refunded, and it seems to me 
these people ought to be treated like the others. 

Mr. . Can the Senator assure me that this is the last one? 

Mr. PLATT. If I had not been interrupted, I was going to say 
that if this was the last of a series of cases where the tax had been 
remitted, having been collected in 1864, I should be perfectly sat- 
isfied with the passage of the bill, but if it is taking a case out of 
the rule as it was then adopted and ing an exception in behalf 
of certain persons, when others who are similarly situated do not 
receive the benefit of the exception, I think we had better pass a 
general law u the subject. 

Mr. TURPIE. This is the last of the series of bills, 

Mr. PLATT. Then I make no objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF JAMES W. SCHAUMBURG. 


The bill (S. 488) for the relief of the legal representatives and 
devisees of James W. Schaumburg was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to the legal representatives 
or devisees of James W. Schaumburg, deceased, the amount of 
the pay and allowances of a first lientenant of dragoons from 
July 1, 1836, to March 24, 1845, as heretofore found to be due to 
him by the United States circuit court for the eastern district of 
Pennsylvania. 5 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF A. H. HERR. 


The bill (S. 450) for the relief of the estate of A. H. Herr, de- 
8338 late of the District of Columbia, was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. WHITE. Had not that bill better go over until we get 
some information about it? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I beg pardon. 

Mr. WHITE. Is the Senator from Oregon interested in the bill? 

Mr. PLATT. I think the bill had better go over. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am interested tothe extent sim- 
ply that I reported it; that is all. 

. WHITE. The amount involved seems to be rather large, 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to examine the report. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. FAULKNER] takes quite an interest in the bill. 

Mr. WHITE. He could probably explain it if he were here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Objection being made, the bill 
will go over without prejudice. 

UNCOMPAHGRE INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 102) directing the Secretary of the 
Interior to open for publicentry all that certain part of the public 
domain in the State of Utah known as the Uncompahgre Indian 
Reservation was announced as next in order. 

Mr. CANNON. In view of the fact that the senior Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. VILas] has not concluded his remarks on the sub- 
ject, and in pursuance of the agreement with him, I ask that the 
joint resolution be passed over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will go over 
without prejudice. 

PROOF IN PENSION CASES. 

The bill (S. 2404) defining and regulating proof in certain pen- 
sion cases was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word as,“ to strike out satisfac- 
tory * and insert sufficient.“ 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire if 
it would not be better to insert prima facie”? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I willstate in response to the Senator from 
Missouri that I so wrote the bill originally, but certain lawyers 
on the committee objected to that term. I am not a la r my- 
self, and I am disposed to be guided by the opinion of the Senator 
from Missouri on that matter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Imove to strike out sufficient“ and insert 
„prima facie.” 

ir. GALLINGER. I have no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Everybody understands that term. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 7 strike out ‘‘ sufficient” and insert 
prima facie”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That upon the consideration of any application for a 
pension under any law of the United States the fact that the applicant was 
0 and mustered into the military or naval service of the United States 
shail be taken and held as prima facie proof that such applicant was of sound 
body and mind at the time he was so accepted and mustered. A 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

AFFIDAVITS IN PENSION CLAIMS. 


The bill (S. 2519) to amend section 4746, Revised Statutes of the 
United States, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposen to amend section 4746 of the Revised Statutes of the 

nited States so as to read: 

SEC. 4745. Ev: ho knowingl willfully i 
the maki ng or ‘presentation of any false or fraudulent . 
any claim for pension or parwent ereof, or pertaining to any other matter 
within the jurisdiction oi e Commissioner of Pensions, or who knowingly 
Daea: Sk duty PoI OEA ae Goer ol EIST OAN Gener PONINA 

a * 
ae voucher is drawing & miend erick paper baari a date — Unit to 
that on which it was ac’ 2 or executed, shall be punished by a fine 
not exceeding „ or by imprisonment for a term not exceeding three 
years, or by both. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to amend the bill, in line 5, by in- 
serting after the word “amended ” the words ‘‘so as to read. 

TLe amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLATT. As the next two cases on the Calendar were re- 
ported by myself, I think I will take advantage of this opportunity 
to move to adjourn. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until Monday, May 11, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. i 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Saturday last, when, on motion of Mr. ALLEN, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 22d ultimo, the number of enlisted men and 
apprentices in the Navy and Marine Corps March 31, 1896, and 

so the number of blue jackets” enlisted in the rating of lands- 
men; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting,in response to a resolution of the 
25th ultimo, certain information relative to the delay in the trans- 
mission of pau documents through the Washington city post- 


office; which, with the accompanying Bs was referred to the 
ee on Post-Offices and t-Roads, and ordered to be 
print 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of Labor Assembly, 
No, 1697, Knights of Labor, of Wellston, Ohio, and a petition of 
the Order of Knights of Labor of Little Rock, Ark., praying for 
the passage of the so-called Phillips bill, authorizing the appoint- 
ment of a nonpartisan commission to collate information and to 
consider and recommend legislation to meet the problems 185 
sented by labor, agriculture, and capital; Which were referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York, praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey bank- 
ruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented resolutions of the legislature of the State 
of Massachusetts, in support of the Monroe doctrine; which were 
read, and ordered to lie on the table, as follows: 


[Commonwealth of Massachusetts. In the year 1896.] 
Resolutions in support of the Monroe doctrine. 

Resolved, That the senate and house of representatives of the Common- 
wealth of usetts, in general court assembled, has seen with profound 
gratification that the action of the United States is about to secure a settle- 
ment of the controversy between Great Britain and Venezuela which is 
honorable to both nations, will establish the principle of arbitration in inter- 
national disputes, and by enforcing the Monroe doctrine, which should be 
firmly sustained by the United States wherever it justly applies, will protect 
the smaller American governments from the danger of European aggression. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions, properly attested, trans- 
mitted by the secretary of the Commonwealth to each of our Senators and 
Representatives in Congress. 

In senate, adopted aie 29, 1896. . 

In house of representatives, adopted in concurrence April 30, 1898. 

D 

st: 
WM. M. OLIN, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 

Mr. LODGE presented resolutions adopted by Boot and Shoe 
Cutters’ Assembly, No. 3662, of Lynn, Mass., favoring the passage 
of the so-called Phillips bill, authorizing the appointment of a non- 
partisan commission to collate information and to consider and 
recommend legislation to meet the problems presented by labor, 
agriculture, and capital; which were referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

He also presented resolutions of the Brookfield Conference of 
Congregational Churches, adopted at its annual meeting at Ware, 
Mass., favoring the enactment of legislation to insure the safety 
of American citizens, including missionaries, residing in the Turk- 
ish Empire; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. $ £5 

Healso presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Revere, Mass., 
remonstrating against the adoption of the so-called Pasco amend- 
ment to the Post-Office appropriation bill, which is nowin confer- 
ence, or of any measure which shall in any manner curtail the 
present jurisdiction of the Boston postal district; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 
80, of Danville, Ill., praying for the Government ownership and 
control of telegraph lines; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the pendon of John Lynch and sundry 
other settlers on the Sioux Indian lands in Nebraska, praying for 
the enactment of legislation remitting the payments required by 
section 21 of the act of March 2, 1889; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Nashville, Tenn., praying for the establishment of a depart- 
ment of commerce and manufactures; which was referred to the 


ittee on Commerce, 


ADDRESS OF NATIONAL IRRIGATION CONGRESS, 


Mr. WARREN. I present an address issued to the people of 
the United States by the National Irrigation Congress, at its 
fourth annual session, at Albuquerque, N. Mex., September 16-19, 
1895. The congress was composed of delegates from very many 
States and Territories; and I ask that the address may be printed 
S a miscellaneous document, and also that it be printed in the 

ECORD. S 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. HILL. Whatis the necessity for printing it in the RECORD 
when it is to be printed asa document? 

Mr. WARR As a miscellaneous document there will be 
two or three hundred copies printed. 

Mr. HILL. I have no objection toits being printed as a mis- 
cellaneous document; but I do not think we ought to encumber 
the RECORD. I think we are trespassing now altogether too far 
upon the ens rovince of the RECORD. _ 

Mr. WAR If the Senator from New York is disposed to 
object I do not wish to press the request. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it be printed as a document. 

Mr. HILL. I will object to its being printed in the RECORD, 
but not as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The address will be printed asa docu- 
ment and lie on the table. ; 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
were referred the following bills, asked to be discharged from 
their further consideration, and that they be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands; which was agreed to: 

A bill (S. 3032) for the relief of William H. Wilder, testamentary 
executor of the succession of Myra Clark Gaines, deceased, late of 
the parish of Orleans, in the State of Louisiana; and 

A bill (S. 3033) for the relief of William H. Wilder, testamentary 
executor of the succession of Myra Clark Gaines, deceased, late of 
the parish of Orleans, in the State of Louisiana. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 105) for the erection 
of a public building at Aberdeen, S. Dak., reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2499) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to incorporate the Washington and Great Falls Electric 
Railway Company,” reported it with amendments. 

Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. McMILLAN), from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3008) 
authorizing the employment of day-labor in the construction of 
certain municipal buildings and works in the District of Columbia, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

ealso (for Mr MCMILLAN), from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1417) toregulate the employment of labor 
on paolo buildings and public grounds Selene to the District 
of Columbia, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. FRYE. I report back favorably from the Committee on 
Commerce without amendment the bill (H. R.8038) for the pro- 
tection of yacht owners and ship builders of the United States, 
and submit a report thereon. I give notice that I shall not call 
the bil op until the next session of Congress. 

Mr. ST. On behalf of the minority of the Committee on 
Commerce, the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY], the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY], the Senator from Florida Mr. 
Pasco], and myself, I propose an amendment to the bill, and ask 
that it may be printed and go over with the bill until the next 
session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2739) to confirm the title to the Aspen 
town site, in the State of Colorado, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R.8260) to authorize the establishment of a 
life-saving station at Port Huron, on the coast of Lake Huron, 
Michigan, reported it with amendments. 

FORT SULLY MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7324) to authorize 
and empower the State of South Dakota to select the Fort Sully 
Military Reservation in said State as a part of the lands granted 
to the State under the provisions of an act to provide for the ad- 
mission of South Dakota into the Union, approved February 22, 
1889, and for indemnity school lands, and for other purposes, to 
report itfavorably without amendment. Lask unanimous consent 
for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and ` 

Mr. PETTIGREW su uently submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimousconsent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to est the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return, to the Senate the bill (H. R. bat) to 9 and em- 

wer the State of South Dakota to select the Fort Sully Mili Reservation 

said State as a part of the lands granted to the State under the visions 
of an act to provide for the admission of South Dakota into the Union, ap- 
proved February 22, 1889, and for indemnity school lands, and for other pur - 


poses. 
FORT LEWIS MILITARY RESERVATION, 


Mr. DUBOIS. I am instructed by the Committee on Public 
Lands to report back fayorably, without amendment, the bill 
(H. R. 5481) to restore the lands embraced in the Fort Lewis Mili- 

Reservation, in the State of Colorado, to the public domain. 
r. TELLER. I ask for the present consideration of the bill. 
It is a House bill, and local in its character. 

The Secretary read the bill, and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DEPUTY MARSHALS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. TELLER. From the Committee on the Judiciary I report 
back with an amendment the bill (S. 3050) to validate the appoint- 
ments, acts, and services of certain deputy United States marshals 
in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, and submit a report 
thereon. Iam directed by the committee to ask for the present 
consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was, in 
line 10, section 2, before the word thousand,“ to strike out 
** forty ” and insert fifty; so as to make the section read: 


aw n 

other United States marshals: ‘Provided, That whenever the business of the 
courts in said Territory shall make it necessary, in the opinion of the Attor- 
ney-General, for the United States marshal of any district therein to furnish 
greater security than the official bond herein uired, a bond in the sum 
not exceeding $50,000 shall be given by said peta 5 when required by the 
Attorney-General, who shall fix the amount thereof. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 7 ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 


Mr. TELLER. I am directed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8110) to establish a 
uniform law on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United 
States, to report it with a recommendation that all after the 

ing clause be stricken out and that the bill (S. 742) to es- 
tablish a uniform system of bankruptcy which was reported 
from the Judiciary Committee April 13, with amendments, and 
is now on the Calendar, be substituted for the House bill, the in- 
tention being to substitute for the bankruptcy bill which was 
8 by the other House Senate bill 742, as reported from the 

udiciary Committee of the Senate. 

. MITCHELL of Oregon. Iam authorized by the minority 
of the Judiciary Committee to state to the Senate that the minor- 
ity of that committee dissents from this report. The minority of 
the committee favors the Honse bill on bankruptcy, and will 
advocate the adoption of that bill with any necessary amendments 
that may occur to the minority when it comes up for considera- 


tion. 
Ho VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, 
FORD’S THEATER DISASTER, 


Mr. FAULKNER. Iam instructed by the Commission on the 
Ford’s Theater Disaster to report a bill, accompanied by a written 
report. I suppose it will be necessary to submit a motion that the 
usual number of copies of the report be printed for the use of the 
Senate, as it comes from a commission and not a committee, and 
the ordinary rule of the Senate requiring a certain number of 
reports to be published from a committee would not cover this 
case. I therefore move that the usual number be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT, I Wish to make an inquiry of the Senator from 
West Virginia. This, I understand, is the report of the commis- 
sion recommending payment of damages to those who were in- 
jured in the Ford's Theater disaster. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Recommending payment to the injured and 
including the three death cases that were not presented when the 
former ent was made at the last session of Congress. 

Mr, PLATT. I desire to ask the Senator whether he is not also 
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ing to propose an amendment to the deficiency appropriation 
ill covering the cases. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have it now in my hand and will offer it 
as soon as the bill is read. 

The bill (S.3117) to provide compensation for injuries to person 
of employees of the Government in the disaster at Ford's Theater, 
which occurred on the 9th day of June, 1893, and for other pur- 
poses, was read twice by its title. 

placed on the Cal- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
endar, 

Mr. FAULKNER. Isubmit the bill in the form of an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the deficiency appropriation bill. 
I move that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3118) toremove the c 
of desertion from Joseph B. Colbert; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 3119) making appropriation to 
the Department of Justice to pay Ellery P. Ingham, late United 
States district attorney for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, 
for extraordinary services rendered in relation to the condemna- 
tion proceedings for sites for a new United States mint at Phila- 
delphia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a bill (S. 8120) granting a pension to 
John Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 3122) for the relief of 
Bridget Lane; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be es 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 2 5 Was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. SQUIRE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the fortifications appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on 6 and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. PUGH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
sce ey to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 
Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the 8 deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
5 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 
Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
by him to the fortifications appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 


PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


Mr. MORGAN. Isubmit a resolution, for which I ask imme- 
diate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the report of the Committee on Pacific Railroads (8.2804) 
and the views of the minority on that bill and other bills ted adversely 
Pe che Sonate Da eee together as one document, for the use of the 

Mr. MORGAN. I have conferred with the chairman of the 
committee, and he desires that this order shall be taken. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 981) relating to the testimony of physicians in the 
courts of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 2488) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize 
the Denison and Northern Railway Company to construct and 
operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other 
pu aie 

A bill (S. 2790) for the relief of Sophronia S. Stowell; 

A bill (S. 2843) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Boonville, Mo.; and 

A bill (S. 2870) to permit Rene C. Baughman to lay pipes in a 
certain street in the city of Washington. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 3462) to regulate the business of storage in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R.3751) to regulate the practice of medicine and sur- 
gery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish 
violating the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia, 
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The message further announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendment to the bill (S. 2221) for the relief of settlers on the 
Northern Pacific Railroad indemnity lands; agrees to the con- 
ference asked for by the Senate on the di ing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Lacey, Mr. WILSON of 
Idaho, and Mr. UNDERWOOD managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1171) to pension Hannah Yazell; 

A bill (H. R. 1261) for the relief of John Kehl, and to restore 
him his former rating; : 

A bill (H. R. 1299) to pension Harriet Woodbury, of Windsor, 


Vt.; 

A bill (H. R. 1936) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against David Mosten; 

A bill (H. R. 3524) for the relief of James McGowan from the 
charge of desertion; 

A bill (H. R. 3937) granting a pension to Miriam V. Kenney, 
widow of Samuel W. Kenney; 

A bill (H. R. 4199) to correct the military record of Edward H. 
Munson, late a private in Company H, Thirty-second New York 
Regiment Bogs and 

A bill (H. R. 4598) granting a pension to May Cray. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 8820) making provision for the 
deportation of refugee Canadian Cree Indians from the State of 
Montana and their delivery to the Canadian authorities; and it 
was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 


PETER P. FERGUSON. 


Mr. VILAS. I ask for the present consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 6431) to pay Peter P. Ferguson $1,765. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It pro to pay Peter P. 
Ferguson $1,765, the same being the amount of a certain judgment 
recovered by the United States against Ferguson on the 24th day of 
December, 1892,in the circuit court for the western district of Wis- 
consin, for $1,600, and also $165 expended for costs by Ferguson in 
defending the action, and which judgment was paid in full by him, 
it being for the value of timber cut from certain lands in Ash- 
land County, Wis., and claimed by the United States, and which 

‘lands were subsequently determined by the Supreme Court in the 
case of Wisconsin Central Railroad Company against Forsythe 
to be owned by the railroad company, through whom Ferguson 
obtained his title. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


W. L. HALL, 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
1572) for the relief of W. L. Hall. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It propona to pay $178 to 
W. L. Hall for money expended by him in the discharge of his 
duty as deputy United States internal-revenue collector during the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1890. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TENNESSEE CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION, 


Mr. BATE. If there is no objection, I ask for the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 167) authorizing for- 
eign exhibitors at the Tennessee Centennial Exposition to be held 
in Nashville, Tenn., in 1897, to bring to this country foreign 
laborers from their respective countries for the p of pre- 
paring for and making their exhibits, and allowing articles im- 
ported from foreign countries for the sole se of exhibition at 
said exposition to be imported free of duty, under regulations 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. The joint resolution 
was reported unanimously from the Select Committee on Inter- 
national Expositions and has also received the unanimous action 
of the other Honse. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

GILMAN WILLIAMS, 

Mr. GEAR. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 1020) granting 
an increase of pension to Gilman Williams. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to increase the 

ension of Gilman Williams (insane), of Company H, Third Ohio 
antry Volunteers, to $30 a month. 


XXVIH—316 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
TALLAHATCHIE RIVER BRIDGE, 


Mr. WALTHALL, I ask for the consideration of the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 137) declaring a certain bridge across the Talla- 
hatchie River,in Tallahatchie County, State of Mississippi, a law- 
ful structure, a 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which had been 

orted from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 
5 Dy first amendment was to strike out the resolving clause and 
inse: 

Be it enacted by the Senate a i 
3 by a, House of Representatives of the United States 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 10, section 1, to strike out 
“by” and insert “on”; so as to make the proviso read: 

That the said tem ile bri shall be rem: e 
pletely on or before tho Sist day of mber, . Pee ae 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill declaring a certain 
bridge across the Tallahatchie River, in Tallahatchie County, State 
of issippi, a lawful structure, and for other purposes.” 

FRANK D. ORME, 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask leave to call up Senate bill 2083 for 
immediate action. 

Mr. FRYE. Quite a number of Senators are asking me that 
they may have an opportunity to request unanimous consent for 
the consideration of bills. I feel that the river and harbor bill 
ought to be proceeded with and certainly it should be completed 
to-day, but I do not like to oppose my wishes to those of the Sen- 
ators who are seeking for this opportunity. I give notice that 
promptly at 1 o’clock I shall demand the regular order and move 
to take up the river and harbor bill. > 

Mr. CULLOM. Now, I hope the Senate will proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2083) authorizing sale of the title of 
United States in lot 5, square 1113, in the city of Washington. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with an amend- 
ment, at the end of the bill to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That before the said conyeyance is made the said Frank D. Orme 
shall satisfy the Secretary of the Interior 
against — lot have esky paid. ES OT SAAD NE Seema 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to have an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will state that this is areport from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia by the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. It seems to be a unanimous report, and 
there 1s no possible reason why the bill should not pass. There is 
a sort of a cloud over the title. I understand that the gentleman 
who has the title has already paid a good deal more than the 
price of the lot, but he is anxious to get rid of all question about 
the title, and therefore he is willing to pay another thousand dol- 
lars, and the Commissioners and the Committee on Claims and 
the Committee on the District of Columbia and all recommend 
that this should be done. 

Mr. ALLEN. What title has the Government to the property? 

Mr. CULLOM. Originally the Government owned the title, I 
understand, and it was conveyed in some way, I do not know ex- 
actly how. Perhaps the rt of the committee, or the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. POE himself, will be able to sat- 
isfy the Senator from Nebraska more readily than I could do, as 
I am not so familiar with the subject as the Senator from West 
Virginia, who made the 9 call the attention of the Sena- 


tor from 5 to the bill. 

Mr. FAUL . I will state that this is a case in which the 
title of the property has really never been in the United States 
since 1842, yet there is an apparent cloud upon it that has pre- 
vented parties from buying it, as the title companies will not 
guarantee it. There was a commission appointed I think in 1840 
or 1842 to make sale of certain Government lots. They were sold 
and some of the parties buying did not pay the purchase money. 
My recollection now is, though I can not remember the exact 
fact, that in some way this property was not entirely paid for by 
the original purchasers, but they transferred it, and the title is 
perfect from 1846 down. There are two little cabins on it, you 
may say of no value whatever. The Commissioners and also the 
Attorney-General estimated the full value of the property that 
ought to be demanded from this pergam at a thousand dollars, and 
as by prescription the title would have been perfected long years 
ago, the Commissioners thought it advisable, in consideration of 
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$1,000, and the requirement that all back taxes shall be paid to the 
District 3 up to the present time, though there is no 


report of any due, to a t this amount as full and complete 
compensation to the Government for the value of the property. I 
understand that the Attorney-General also indorses the proposi- 
tion. There is a written report in full on the subject. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iwill state to the Senator from Nebraska that 
he will find in the report a letter from the Attorney-General, a 
letter from A. A. Birney, United States attorney for the District 
of Columbia, and also a letter from the Commissioners, as well as 
other letters, recommending that this be done. 

Mr. I have not examined the report; my attention 
was simply attracted by the statement that the property was to 
be sold at its assessed valuation. The difficulty, as I see it, is 
that if the Government has title to this property it ought not to 
be sold for less than its actual fair market value. If the Govern- 
ment has no title to it, then we ought to relinquish any apparent 
title that we have of record to this man without any compensation. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think the reason why the sum of $1,000 
was fixed is because that was assumed to be a full compensation 
for the original sale, and as a part of the purchase money of the 
original sale was not paid there is a defective title. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the bill authorizes the sale of the property for 
what it was worth in 1842, I am opposed toit, and I think the case 
ought to be investigated further. If the original purchasers or 
contractors for this property in 1842 have suffered it to lapse and 
have not performed their contract by paying as they should, the 
should not be permitted, nor should their assignees be permitted, 
to wait for over fifty years, until the property becomes valuable, 
and then procure an act of Congress authorizing the transfer of 
the property at its original value. 

I ask that the bill may go over, that it may be investigated. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will not 
insist upon the bill going over. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ido not know how we could investigate it 
more thoroughly. If the Senator himself will read the report he 
will see that the committee gave it a most thorough investigation, 
and that this proposition is indorsed by all of the Federal office- 
holders who could have any information on the subject asa most 
fair and liberal proposition. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not see that that adds strength to it. 

Mr. CULLOM. The man who has the property has paid more 
than it is worth two or three times, I understand. 

Mr. ALLEN. Thestatement of neither the Senator from Illinois 
nor the Senator from West Virginia seems to be clear. I gather 
that in 1842, or about that time, the Government contracted to sell 
this property to some individual who is not named. The person 
with whom the contract was made failed to carry out the provi- 
sions of the contract and has failed, up to this time, to carry out 
the provisions of the contract or to make the payment required 
by the contract of sale. Now, fifty-four years after that trans- 
action, this bill proposes to permit the transferee or assignee 
of the original contractor to obtain title to this lot by the payment 
of a sum that would have been a fair equivalent for the proparty 
fifty-four years ago. That seems to be the statement as made by 
the Senator. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think that Mr. Birney’s letter, which is 

rinted in the report, and which is short, states the case much 
tter and more clearly than I did, and the Senator will see that 
his views are concurred in by the Attorney-General and by all. 


Mr. Birney says: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., April 9, 1896. 

Sin: Ihave the honor to state that in accordance with the directions con- 
tained in your letter to me of the 3d ultimo I have made an investigation 
with a view to ascertaining “ the right, title. and interest“ of the Govern- 
ment in and to lot 5, in square 1113, being the lot referred to in Senate bill 
No. 2083, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session. - 

The condition of the title to the lot is shown in a report made to me by As- 
sistant District Attorney Taggart, which is incl herewith. From this 
report it appears that the legal title to the lot passed from the Government 
2 James Greenleaf by a certificate granted to him under date of July 10, 


I find that I did not state the time correctly— 
and which was duly recorded among the land records, and that it remained 
outstanding in Greenleaf and his assignees until restored to the United States 
by a decree of court passed in the year 1831; that immediately it was listed 
for Leng, wag for the nonpayment of which it was sold and a tax deed issued. 

e onl tle of Mr. Orme is traceable to this tax deed, and the question 
presen is whether in the event of a suit an adverse possession under it 
could, the circumstances considered, be successfully set up as a bar against 
the United States. I have carefully considered the views expressed by Mr. 
Taggart, and concur in his opinion that the conflicting claims of the Govern- 
ment and of Mr. Orme in the premises make the case a proper one for adjust- 
ment aronga compromise, and that the interest of the United States should 
be relinquished upon the ment of a suitable sum. 

The condition of the title to this lot is e varie i the same as that of the 
title to lot 1 in the same square, in respect of which I recently made a like 
recommendation. 

9 transmitted to me with your letter are herewith returned. 

ery respectfully, 


A. A. BIRNEY, 
United States Attorney, District of Columbia. 
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 
That presents a different view from what I expressed, 


Mr. ALLEN. I am entirely satisfied from that report on the 
case that the bill ought not to pass. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Why so? 

Mr. ALLEN. I object to the further consideration of the bill, 
Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, the bill 
will go over. 

NATIONAL MILITARY PARK. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 175) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to make certain uses of national military parks. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It pro that, in order to 
obtain practical benefits of great value to the country from the 
establishment of national military parks, the parks and their ap- 
oe be declared to be national fields for military maneuvers 

or the Regular Army of the United States and the National Guard 
or militia of the States; but they shall be opened for such purposes 
only in the discretion of the Secretary of War, and under such regu- 
lations as he may prescribe, and it authorizes theSecretary of War, 
within the limits of appropriations which may from time to time 
beavailable for the purpose, to assemble, at his discretion, in camp, 
at such season of the year and for such period as he may designate, 
at such field of military maneuvers, such portions of the milita: 
forces of the United States as he may think best, to receive mili- 
tary instruction there, and to make and publish regulations goy- 
erning the assembling of the National Guard or militia of the 
several States upon the maneuvering grounds, and detail instruct- 
ors from the oe Army for such forces during their exercises. 

Mr. STEWART. From what committee was that bill reported? 

Mr. HAWLEY. From the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to have some explanation of it. 

_Mr. HAWLEY. Iwill makea brief explanation. The commis- 
sioners of the magnificent Chickamauga Park and the adjoining 

ssions of the Federal Government find a disposition to go 
there on the part of the National Guard or militia of the several 
States, and it will also prove a very fine ground for any regular 
troops who may be within easy reach, simply for drill. The 
National Guard perhaps will go there and camp. 

There is no money whatever required by this bin. Anyone who 
has been to the Chickamauga Park will remember the fine fields 
there are there for the maneuvering of troops and how admirable 
a place it would be for the National Guard of Alabama or Georgia 
or Tennessee to pass a week there and drill, and, if they choose, to 
fight over again the battles of the war. This is simply permissive, 
It is to be epee entirely by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. STEWART. Voluntary action? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Voluntary action entirely. 

Mr. STEWART. Without any expense to the General Goy- 
ernment? 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is no expense authorized by this bill 
except such as the Secretary of War may make within the limits 
of the appropriations which may from time to time be available 
for such purposes to assemble the regular troops there. If he gets 
the F he can do it, and if he does not of course he 
can not. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COURT-HOUSE AND JAIL AT NAVAJO, ARIZ. 


Mr. CANNON. Task unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 3448) authorizing the county of 
Navajo, Territory of Arizona, to issue bonds for the construction 
of a court-house and jail at the county seat thereof. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported by 
the Committee on Territories with amendments, in line 7, after 
the word ‘‘ exceeding,” to strike out five“ and insert six,“ and 
after the word ‘‘county,” at the end of the bill, to insert: 


Provided, That a vote of the duly qualified electors of said county shall 
first be taken upon the question of the issue of the bonds under the provisions 
of this act, which election shall be held in all respects as required by the gen- 
eral election laws of the Territory of Arizona, and unless a majority of the 
qualified electors of said county shall vote at said election for the issue of 
bonds as in this act provided, said bonds shall not be issued. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the board of supervisors of the county of Navaj 
Territory of Arizona, be, and are hereby, authorized to issue bonds of said 
county not exceeding $15,000 in amount, payable in not less than five nor 
more than twenty years, and 3 interest at a rate not exceeding 6 per 
cent per annum, interest and principal payable in lawful money of the United 
States, interest payables semiannually, and which said bonds shall not be 
sold for less than par, for the construction of a court-house and jail at the 
3 seat of said county: Provided, That a vote of the duly qualified elect- 
ors of said county shall first be taken upon the question of tha issue of the 
bonds under the 5 of this act, which election shall be held in all re- 
spects as required by the general election laws of the Territory of Arizona, 
and unless a majority of the qualitied electors of said county shall vote at 
ma Fg sence for the issue of bonds asin this act provided said bonds shall 
no issued. 


The amendments were agreed to, 


1896. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM H. MAHONY, 


Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill 85 R. 900) to provide for the payment of 
the claim of William H. Mahoney. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to receive and redeem, without the indorse- 
ment of N. A. Rogers, and to pay to W. H. Mahoney, the pres- 
ent owner thereof, out of the moneys appropriated for the re- 
demption of bonds issued by the Treasury tment pursuant 
to an act of Congress approved March 2, 1861, to provide for 
expenses incurred by the Territories in the suppression of Indian 
hostilities therein in the years 1855 and 1856, the sum of $500, upon 
the delivery by W. H. Mahoney to the Secretary of that certain 
bond designated as Oregon war debt bond No. 1358,” issued on 
March 24, 1862, by the Treasury Department pursuant to said act, 
and upon W. H. Mahoney giving a good and sufficient bond in 
the penal sum of $1,000 to hold harmless the United States against 
Peo of said bond, to be approved by the Secretary of the 

easury. ; 

Mr. PERKINS. I move to amend the bill by correcting the 

elling of the name ‘‘Mahoney.” Wherever it occurs the name 
should be spelled ‘‘ Mahony.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment will be made, in 
the absence of objection, wherever the name appears in the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill to provide for the 
payment of the claim of William H. Mahony.” 


POINT BONITA LIFE-SAVING STATION. 


Mr. WHITE. There is on the Calendar a bill (S. 2980) to pro- 
vide a life-saving station at or near Point Bonita, at the Golden 
Gate, in the State of California, which was favorably reported 

the Committee on Commerce without amendment. There isa 
ouse bill on the samesubject, which is in exactly the same words, 
and has lately been referred to the Committee on Commerce. I 
ask that the case bill may be recalled from the committee and 
substituted for the Senate bill and now considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on Commerce will 
be discharged from the consideration of the bill, if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. WHITE. I nowask for the consideration of the House bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 1980) to provide a life- 
saving station at or near Point Bonita, at the Golden Gate, in the 
State of California. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WHITE. I now move that Senate bill 2980, for which the 
House bill has been substituted, may be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

FORCE SCHOOL PROPERTY. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (S. R. 142) to authorize the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to dispose of the Force 
school property on Massachusetts avenue and to obtain another 
site for that school. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It directs the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to dispose of the Force 
school property on Massachusetts avenue and to obtain, by pur- 
chase or condemnation, another site in the vicinity and to erect 
on the new site a building for school purposes. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


FRENCH W. THORNHILL. 
Mr. DAVIS. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 3606) granting a pension to French W. 
Thornhill. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It pro s to place upon 


the pension roll the name of Dr. French W. Thornhill, of Spring 
Valley, Minn., at $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


to a third 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5043 


EMMA D. LARSH AND CHARLES M. LARSH, 

Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
1 412) for the relief of Mrs. Emma D. Larsh, of Denver, Colo. 

desire to offer a substitute which will embrace that bill and the 
one following on the Calendar, being the bill (S. 413) for the relief 
of Charles M. Larsh, of Denver, Colo. The bill which I desire 
substituted for these bills is exactly the same as one which has 
been introduced in the other House and favorably reported upon 
by the committee there. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3121) for the relief of 
Mrs. Emma D. Larsh and Charles M. Larsh. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senator what is the basis 
of that billy The committee report shows nothing of it. Has it 
been recommended pe Department? 

Mr. WARREN. reply to the question of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, I desire to say that two bills were introduced and 
favorably reported from the Committee on Public Lands of the 
Senate. The facts in the case are these: These entrymen made 
entry upon a section of land, proved up upon it, and paid the 
Government the amount of money that is sought to be recovered. 
At a later time an agent of the Government approached the par- 
ties and threatened them with suit, both criminal and civil, on 
the ground that they had made some agreement as to water. 

The man and his wife relinquished the land, other parties settled 
upon it, proved up, and paid for it. As shown by the report, an 

davit made by the agent of the Government shows t the 
statement I am making is correct; that he obtained this relinquish- 
ment by threats of personal prosecution rather than a voluntary 
relinquishment. this bill ‘Co the people will have gotten 
back the amount of money oy paid, and will have lost the use 
of it for a number of years, and lost their rights. The Govern- 
ment, on the other hand, will have lost nothing, but will have 
gained the relinquishment of their rights and the use of the money 
since. 

Mr. VILAS. Do I understand the Government has received 
from the su uent purchasers the full price? 

Mr. WARR Exactly. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WARREN. I now move that the two Senate bills on the 
same subject, being the bill (S. 412) for the relief of Mrs. Emma D. 
Larsh, of Denver., Colo., and the bill (S. 413) for the relief of 
Charles M. Larsh, of Denver, Colo., be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PORTLAND, OREG. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Task the Senate to consider at this 
time Senate bill 1827, which is a very short bill and will not con- 
sume time. 

Mr. FRYE. I gave notice that at 1 o'clock I would be obliged 
to call up the riverand harbor bill. Iknowof no Senator who has 
more interest in that bill than the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I hope the Senator will allow me 


to call up the bill to which I refer. It is a bill to increase and limit 


the appropriation for a public building at Portland, Oreg., and to 
designate its uses. It is important that it should be passed, and 
it is less than half a page in length. 

The VICE-PRESI T. Does the Senator from Maine yield? 

Mr. FRYE. J will yield to the Senator from Oregon, but to no 
one else, I desire to say now, so that no one will ask me to do so. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S.1827) to increase and 
limit the appropriation for a public building at Portland, Oreg., 
and to designate its uses, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildin 
and Grounds with an amendment, in line 11, after the words 
court rooms,” to insert Signal Service offices“; so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in addition to the appropriations heretofore made 
for the purchase of a site and the construction of a public building at Port- 
land, Oreg., there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the further sum of $650, which 
amount, including the amount heretofore appropriated, shall be the limit of 
JJ eee a 

0 p ` 
offices, and office of the United States . * ni lone 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 1171) to pension Hannah Yazell; 

A bill (H. R. 1261) for the relief of John Kehl and to restore 
him to his former rating; 
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3 (H. R. 1299) to pension Harriet Woodbury, of Wind- 
sor, Vt.; 
A bill (H. R. 3937) nting a pension to Miriam V. Kenney, 
widow of Samuel W. Kenney; an 
A bill (H. R. 4598) granting a pension to May Cra: 
e 


y: 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 1936) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against David Mosten; 

A bill ex. 3524) for the relief of James McGowan from the 
charpo o desertion; and 

A bill (H. R. 4199) to correct the military record of Edward H. 
Munson, late a private in Company H, Thirty-second New York 
Regiment Infantry. : 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the river and harbor bill. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7977) 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preserva- 
tion of Fae) public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 

urposes, the ponme guration being on the amendment of Mr. 
Wrire to the amendment reported by the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I had supposed that at the con- 
clusion of the remarks of the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], or some one of the majority 
of the Committee on Commerce, which reported the amendment, 
would reply. The Senator from Maine, however, declined to do 
so, claiming that he had the right to conclude the debate. I 
therefore propose to occupy the attention for a short time upon 
the proposition reported by the majority of the committee. 

If this, Mr. President, were an ordinary case I should not feel 
called upon to say anything after the able, the exhaustive, and the 
unanswerable argument made by the Senator from California on 
Friday and Saturday of last week in opposition to the amendment 
of the committee; but I do not regard this as an ordinary case. 
Disclaiming any intent to reflect upon the motives of any Senator 
who supports this appropriation of $3,000,000 for Santa Monica, 

yet from my standpoint I regard it as the most unjustifiable and 
excusable attempt that I have ever seen in the Senate to disre- 
gard the public interest, to override public sentiment, and to make 
an appropriation of money the effect of which will be to benefit 
private individuals only. For that reason, as well as one other, 
which I shall now state, I feel called upon as a member of the 
Committee on Commerce to present my objections to the adoption 
of the committee amendment. 

The other objection to its adoption is that I feel a deep interest 
in the e of the river and harbor bill. I believe it is im- 

ant to the country that some river and harbor bill should 
sere a law during the present session of Congress, and I believe, 
furthermore, if this amendment is forced on the bill that it will 
greatly endanger and probably defeat any 5e for rivers 
and harbors during the present session of Congress. 

The people of this country, or a great majority of them, approve 
appropriations for the improvement of rivers in this country, 
because they believe the rivers are the only protection they have 
against the inordinate and exorbitant charges of railroad com- 

nies. They approve such appropriations when they are made 

the public interest. They do not, however, approve such ap- 
propriations when made to subserve private interests only. 

In every other item of this bill save one, in every item of every 
river and harbor bill which has passed heretofore, the universal 
rule has been to make appropriations for rivers and harbors upon 
the report of army officers belonging to the Corps of Engineers. 
There are but two exceptions to that within m owledge. One 
was an appropriation for the improvement of the mouth of the 
Mississippi River. below New Orleans, which improvement was 
made under the supervision of Captain Eads, and in that case 
there was a contract between Captain Eads and the Government, 
that unless he succeeded in doing what he proposed to do no pa 
should be given him. There is one other appropriation whi 
was made in 1892, I think, for Brunswick, Ga., upon the same 
principle as that which was made for the improvement of the 
mouth of the Mississippi River with Captain but with those 
two exceptions, all appropriations made for these public purposes 
have been made upon the report and estimate of the army en- 
gineers. This is the first attempt to overrule and override the re- 
port of army engineers by private engineers, hired by private 
parties who have private interests at e. Theseare the reasons 
why I deem this amendment so very objectionable. It is because 


of the fact that there is no Government engineer who has ever said 
that this appropriation should be made for Santa Monica. 

I do not now propose to go into the particulars to the extent to 
which the Senator from California did, but I shall state the gen- 
eral facts, which are admitted and not denied. In 1890 it was 


believed by Congress that it was important to make provision for 
a deep-sea harbor upon the Pacific Coast. In the river and har- 
bor act of that year it was provided that three army officers be- 


longing to the of Engineers should be appointed as a board 
to visit the Pacific to select between certain points named in 
that order a deep-sea harbor for that coast. That board was 


appointed by the Secretary of War, and consisted of the followin 


distinguished officers of the United States Army: G. H. Mendel, 
colonel, Corps of ineers; G. L. Gillespie, lieutenant-colonel, 
Corps of Engineers; W. H. H. Benyaurd, lieutenant-colonel, Corps 


of Engineers. I shall not go at length into this as the Sen- 

ator from California did, but I will read the conclusions at which 

3 distinguished officers of the United States Army arrived. 
ey say: 

In its natural condition San Pedro Bay is better protected from the dan- 
gerous winds and seas than Santa Monica Bay. 

They conclude as follows: 

In view of the fact that San Pedro Bay in its natural condition affords bet- 
ter protection both from prevailing winds and from dangerous storms than 
Santa Monica Bay; that protection can be secured at less cost. for equul de- 
velopment of b water at the former than at the latter; that a larger area 
of protected anchorage from 5 westerly swells can be s 
the severe storms from the south zoog i uent, and that there is 
already an interior harbor that will be a valuable addition to the outer har- 
bor, the board considers San Pedro Bay as the better location for the deep- 
water harbor provided for by the act. 

They all three united in that report. There was no dissent from 
any quarter. . 

Mr. President, if this had been an ordinary case, if extraordi- 
nary influences had not been brought to bear, Congress, upon that 
report made by these engineers, would have made the appropria- 
tion in 1892 for this deep-water harbor at San Pedro. y was it 
not done? The reason was that the Senator from Maine 77 
FRYE] either before or after this examination was made -I do 
not know which—had visited the Pacific Coast. He remained for 
a number of days at Santa Monica and also visited San Pedro. 
In his opinion Santa Monica was the better place for this deep-sea 
harbor, and he believed that the engineers of the United States 
Army had made a mistake. So believing, that was stated to the 
committee and no appropriation was made. 

What was done, and done, too, upon the recommendation of the 
chairman of that committee and placed in the river and harbor 
bill of 1892? I will read the provision, which is as follows: 


{ of engineers 
shall report the result of its investigations to the Secretary of War on or be- 


Mr. President, the Senate will bear in mind that when the Sen- 
ator from Maine differed with the other board, out of considera- 
tion for his great ability, out of consideration for his thorough 
knowledge in Tepara to the commerce of this country, the com- 
mittee submitted to have another board appointed, and in order 
that it might have weight and force and its conclusions to be 
final, there were five engineers, and not three, placed upon the 
board under the law which I have just read, directing them to 
proceed to the Pacific Coast to make a critical examination of these 
two points and to report their findings to the 5 War. 
Those engineers were appointed by the Senator from West Vir- 

inia [Mr. ELKINS], who was at that time Secretary of War. The 

st board consisted of the following-named gentlemen: William 
P. Craighill, colonel, Corps of Engineers Si now General Craig- 
hill, Chief of Engineers); Henry M. Ro , lieutenant-colon 
Corps of ineers; Peter C. Hains, lieutenant-colonel, Corps of 
Engineers; C. W. Raymond, major, Corps of Engineers, and 
Thomas H. Handbury, major, Corps of Engineers. 

Without going at length into their report, I will read a few ex- 
tracts as to what these five distinguished men say, and I assert 
here to-day that these five men, and no man would assert to the 
contrary, are as eminent in their profession, as distinguished and 
honorable gentlemen as ever served, or are to-day serving, in the 
United States Army, who had no interest in the result; educated 
at West Point to tell the truth, to rely upon their honor, would 
be actuated by no personal motives, or anything except an honest 
desire to comply with the law, and to discharge their duties in a 
manner creditable to themselves. They say: 

The board is of opinion that the location of San Pedro is decidedly the best, 
considered as a place of shelter and for receiving and discharging Freight, 

* * * * * * + 


The location at San Pedro has natural peonon from all winds and seas, 
except from the southeast around to southwest. The San Pedro Hill, 
1,493 feet high, which forms the west side of the bay, furnishes a more perfect 
shelter from wind and sea can be afforded by any artificial structure 
in ae Monica Bay. In all the proposed locations the foundations are fa- 
vorable. 


Mr. BACON. What is the last sentence? Will the Senator read 
it again? 


1896. 


Mr. BERRY. Itsays: 

In all the proposed locations the foundations are favorable, 

Here it is repeated in a stronger way, if the Senator from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Bacon] will notice it: 


In all the harbors the holding ground is good. Some doubts have been ex- 


with regard to the character of the hold: und at San Pedro, 
tafter ailigent inquiry the board is satisfied roars A oes good in this loca- 
tion as in the others. 


The final conclusion, the wind up of the report, is as follows: 


San 
unanimously of opinion that the location 
of 1890, at the present ancho: 


That is the conclusion of the second board sent there at the in- 
stance of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], because he was dis- 
satisfied with the first report. : 

Mr. GEORGE. Did they make an estimate? 

Mr. BERRY. There is an estimate of cost, 

Mr. GEORGE. Made by the last board? 

Mr. BERRY. Yes, sir. Iwill turn to it later. I do not know 
whether I can put my hand on it now. There is an estimate. I 
1 t the amount of it. It is 84,000,000, is it not, Mr. Chairman? 

Ar. FRYE. The first board reported $4,000,000; the second 
board about $3,000,000. 3 

Mr. BERRY. Very well; the estimates are there. 

Mr. GEORGE. How much difference was there between the 
estimates of the two boards? 

Mr. BERRY. It is some hundred thousand dollars more at 
Santa Monica than at San Pedro, as I remember it. 

Mr. FRYE. The first board estimated $700,000 more at Santa 
Monica than at San Pedro and the second board estimated $37,000 
more at Santa Monica than at San Pedro. 

Mr. BERRY. Bear in mind that here were eight ineers, 
first one board of three and then another board of five, all distin- 
guished in their profession, having no interest except a desire to 
report that which they believed was for the best interests of the 
country, and they unanimously say that San Pedro is the better 
location. 

Now, is that all that can be said in behalf of San Pedro? No. 
The public sentiment, the common sense of the people of southern 
California, before this board had ever gone there, had almost 
unanimously agreed that San Pedro was the better place for the 
location of a dee harbor. Up to that time I assert here with- 
out fear of contradiction ninety-nine one-hundredths of the peo- 
ple of that State believed that San Pedro was the proper place for 
the harbor. It is true—and this was shown before the commit- 
tee—that a number of them stated that there had been some 
change of sentiment, but I will meet that later, and show how the 
change was brought about. Not only that, but these reports were 
before the Committee on Commerce. Both of the Senators from 
California were there in the committee room, of opposite political 
beliefs. One of them has resided in that immediate locality for 


thirty or forty years. oE 
The member of Co who represents that district in the 
other House was also before the committee. They all three united 


in saying that if any . ater were made for a deep-sea harbor 
there it should be made at San Pedro and not at Santa Monica, 
It would seem to a man who is not familiar with this case in all 
its surroundings that that ought to have been sufficient. Here 
were two boards of engineers; here was the public sentiment 
in that section of the country; here were both Senators from that 
State and the member of Congress, who stated before the com- 
mittee that every man who was a candidate in that section last 
ear declared himself in favor of San Pedro as the location of the 
‘bor. Yet, notwithstanding all that, a majority of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce said, ‘‘We will locate this deep-water harbor 
at Santa Monica and not at San Pedro.” 

Mr. President, I propose to show the only reason they gave for 
it. I intend to stateit fairly, and if I misstate it I stand ready to 
be corrected. The first and most powerful reason was the 
that the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] had seen the two loca- 
tions and believed that Santa Monica was the better place. To 
offset that I will state that there are two Senators who sit on this 
side of the Chamber who have 3 been to both localities, 
and they say that San Pedro is by the better e of the two. 
What else did we have besides the statement of the Senator from 
Maine or his opinion? We had in addition two civil engineers, 
men said to be eminentin their profession. One is Mr. Hood, who 
is the general engineer of the Southern Pacific Railroad, of which 
Collis P. Huntington is president, as I understand. Mr. Hood is 
said to be an beg deine) of ability. He came before the House com- 
mittee, and we have his testimony as taken there. Hesaid he be- 
lieved Santa Monica was the better place; but the Senate will bear 
in mind that the same engineer went before the last board of five 
United States engineers, presented everything to that board that 
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he could sayin behalf of Santa Monica, and they considered every 
statement he made before they made their last report. 

I have nothing to say against Mr. Hood; I am told that he is a 
splendid engineer; but when it comes to taking his testimony, in- 
terested as he is, interested as he admits he is, being the engineer 
of the man but for whom no question would ever have been made 
in favor of Santa Monica, being the engineer of the man who is 
most directly interested financially in having a deep-water harbor 
located at Santa Monica, as a matter of course his prejudices and 
his predilections are to be taken into consideration in coming toa 
838 as between him and disinterested officers of the United 

There was one other civil engineer. That is Mr. E. L. Corthell. 
The Senator from Maine says Mr. Corthell is a distinguished 
engineer and a great man. Mr. Corthell in his answer to the 
minority of the committee practically admits all that the Senator 
from Maine says about him—that he is a great engineer, a 17 
man. I do not dispute it. I am not here to deny it. But Isay 
that he comes before the Senate and before the committee as the 
employee of Mr. Huntington. It is true that in the reply he made 
to the minority of the committee, which he had printed as a pam- 
phlet and circulated in the Senate, he tries to evade the force of 
that fact, but I state that his own statement before the committee 
of the Senate shows that Mr. Huntington paid his expenses; that 
Mr. Huntington first spoke to him about going there, and that 
while he was unwilling to go without the approval of the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. FRYE) and the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
BLANCHARD], who was then chairman of the House committee, he 
went there as Mr. Huntington’s employee, and his efforts and his 
attempt to show that he is a disinterested engineer have only 
weakened with me the statement he otherwise made. 

Mr. GEORGE. Was he at that time employed by the Southern 


Pacific 1 
Mr. BERRY. I will show the Senator his own statement about 
it, taken down by a stenographer. I asked him this question: 


In the beginning of your remarks you said something about going out there 
atthe instance of Senators. Did I understand ro to say so? 

Mr. CORTHELL. I meant with the approval of Senators. 

Senator Berry. They did not employ you to go out there, did they? 

Mr. CorTHELL. No, sir, è 

Senator BERRY. Who employed you 

Mr. Se a ag ae at 8 Fg paren paid 
my expenses. Hun asked me, e first > would make 
the examination. ch pater did not think Twouid hike t3 do s n my post 

an 


Senator Berry. There was no order of Songra for you to make it? 

San Diego ns asking 3 S that he aid not ued ee 
employ me, but that he wished me to give my opinion. 

In the reply that he afterwards made to the minority of the com- 
mittee after the testimony was taken—I do not undertake to quote 
him literally, but I shall do so if it is questioned—he says, con- 
sider that I went out there at the request of the chairmen of the 
committees of C . He says, furthermore, It is true that 
as I was leaving for California Mr. Huntington spoke to me 
about it.” But he says here that Mr. Huntin first asked him 
to go, and that he was unwilling to go unless it was approved by 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] and by the chairman of the 
House committee. 

Mr. GEORGE. What I wish to know is whether at that time 
or before or afterwards he was in the employ of the Southern Pa- 
cific Railroad ac ae 

Mr. BERRY. was. He so stated in his answer to the Sen- 
ator from California [Mr. WHITE]. The Senator from California 
asked him this question: 


obtained for a railr bridge over the Missi i; it was (by previous 
ment among the directors of the cum ies) then transferred to. the 8 
interests. That was the object of 4 


That is his own testimony taken before the committee. 

I do not propose to comment further upon Mr. Corthell. I 
have never believed in Senators standing here and criticising to a 
great extent others who can not reply to them upon the floor of the 
Senate; but when Mr. Corthell answered saying that he was dis- 
interested in this matter, as he said two years ago, when he saw 
proper to go into the posie prints and print a pamphlet reply- 
ing to the committee which had madea report here, it seems to me 
he laid down the and he can not complain of any comments 
which may be e upon him. 

If he had come before the committee and frankly said that he 
made the examination in the interest of Mr. Huntington, that he 
was paid by him to make it, that he believed it was correct, I 
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would have had more res for his opinion. But when he seeks 
to make it appear before the Senate that heis disinterested, when it 
is known to a number of Senators on this floor that he has been 
one of the most active agents Mr. Huntington has had here for 
the last ten days who have thronged the ble Room and the 
corridors of the Capitol, then he can not very well say that he 
comes here in a disinterested capacity. 

Now, having said this much, I do not propose to comment upon 
the testimony in regard to the different conditions that exist out 
there. I do not pretend to know, nor would I know if I were to 

there, as to which is the better harbor, Santa Monica or San 
edro. Mr. Corthell may be a great and distinguished engineer. 
He is undoubtedly swift to state everything that is favorable to 
Santa Monica and slow to state anything that is favorable to 
San Pedro. Probably he is correct; I do not deny his position; 
but I remember one point which he made, and that is this: He 
stated that while the winds there blew in a southerly direction, 
as I understood him, the waves beneath, which went down to the 
bottom, would carry the sand in a northerly direction and would 
tly interfere with, and pile up and pack sand against, the 
e if it was built at San Pedro. 

Bear in mind that he said the sand coming from the bottom of 
the ocean would be carried northerly so as to interfere with the 
breakwater. Then he was confronted by the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. WHITE] with this proposition. The Senator from 
California said that a boat was sunk in San Pedro Harbor loaded 
with coal, and that the coal afterwards drifted in a southerly di- 
rection and came out on the beach south of San Pedro. Mr. Cor- 
thell said yes, he had been informed of that occurrence and had 
made a note of it, and that the undertow or the wave action—I do 
not know what he called it—would carry the sand to the north, 
but that the wind or something else would carry coal sunk there 
down south. That may be true, as I have stated; I do not 
pretend to be informed upon the subject, but it convinced me that 
no question could be put to that man which militated against 
Santa Monica or which would show in favor of San Pedro that 
he was not ready with some kind of answer to meet it. 

Mr. FRYE. President 

The PRESIDING.OFFICER (Mr. CARTER in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Arkansas yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. BERRY. I yield to the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator remember that the first board 
held to precisely the same theory that Mr. Corthell did—that the 
action of wind on the sand would result in gradually filling it up, 

roviding a breakwater were attached to the shore without any 

8 in it? 

Mr. BERRY. I do not remember that either the first or the 

second board said that there was some kind of a peculiar under- 
tow on the Pacific coast which would carry sand in one direction 
and coal in another. 

Mr. FRYE. That is not the question at all. 

Mr. BERRY. I will say to the Senator that my information 
about the first board is that it had been represented to them, and 
they believed, that there might be danger to the breakwater from 
drifting sand. They made provision for an opening, as I remem- 
ber it, to meet that condition. 

Mr. FRYE. 8 

Mr. BERRY. The last board stated that they did not attach 
any importance to that, and in that one particular they did not 
agree with the first board. That is my recollection. 

Mr. FRYE. But the first board did agree with Mr. Corthell. 

Mr. BERRY. As to the sand, but not as to the coal. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, the coal. It is altogether too small business to 
argue anything of that kind in a case involving so much as this 


does. 

Mr. BERRY. What is small or large business to argue I will 
be the judge of, and not the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. FRYE. I beg the Senator's pardon; I should not have said 
what I did say. 

Mr. BERRY. But I admit that there are questions in this mat- 
ter much larger than, and which rise high and far above, any 
question as to whether Santa Monica or San Pedro is the better 
harbor. I assert here to-day, in answer to the Senator from Maine. 
that in my opinion it would be much better that there should 
never be a deep-sea harbor upon the Pacific Coast, it would be much 
better to take the $3,000,000 and dump it into the Pacific Ocean, 
than that the country should come to know that the Senate is 
willing to override its army engineers, to override the public in- 
terest, to override the public opinion, in order to make an appro- 
priation for private greed and private gain. That is the main 
objection I have to this report. ; 

I frankly state that of my own knowledge I do not know which 
is the better place. I do know that these army officers, who are 
disinterested, say that San Pedro is the better place. I do know 
that Major Raymond, a man of remarkable intelligence, who has 
been an engineer in the United States Army for thirty years, who 
is now in charge of the great breakwater on the ware at 


a peer ere or that in his opinion a breakwater could not be 
built at ta Monica; that so far as he knows, and he has studied 
the question for thirteen years, there is not a breakwater through- 
out the wide world located in a harbor situated as Santa Monica 
is. That is in his testimony, and the Senator will not deny it. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator from Arkansas know, when he 
says that Major Raymond has charge of the Delaware appropria- 
tion, that the committee deliberately overruled Major Raymond 
and overruled the Board of Engineers and put a provision into 
the Delaware appropriation that no further money should be ex- 
pended on the project which they had under consideration, nor 
should there be expended any money hitherto appropriated to 
carry out the contracts which the army engineers had made? 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BERRY. I will yield to the Senator from California in a 
moment. If it were entirely polite to do so I should reply to the 
Senator from Maine as he did to me a moment ago and say, in the 
way he puts it, that this is too small a matter to enter into the 
discussion of this great question. The Senator from Maine knows 
that in the case to which he refers the people of Delaware, through 
their Senator here, and through ex-Senator Higgins, came before 
the committee and represented that the work upon the Delaware 
River was obstructing some creeks and rivers in the State of 
Delaware; that it was cutting off from communication with 
Philadelphia and with Wilmington and with other points a num- 
ber of the people of that State, and that it endangered their 
homes. They said the river would probably overflow, and they 
would lose everything they had. In view of that statement, made 
by these two distinguished 8 from Delaware, the com- 
mittee did agree to suspend the work there until it could be ascer- 
tained if there was not some way by which those people could be 

rotected. Does the Senator from Maine mean to insinuate tothe 
ate that that action was taken because of the incompetency of 
Major 5 in any way? 

Mr. FRYE. It was taken because the Senate committee did not 
believe that if the projects of the army engineers were carried out 
Delaware and its rivers entering into the Delaware River could 
be protected, and they overruled the board, as they do, without 
the slightest hesitation, whenever they think they ought to do so. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Arkansas permit me? 

Mr. BERRY. I yield to the Senator from California. 

Mr. WHITE. As I understand the Delaware case, it is not 
stated fairly at all by the Senator from Maine. The committee, 
as I understand it, prevented further work opo the project in 
order to protect the riparian rights of various landed proprietors. 
They did not stop the work because they assumed to know more 
about the engineering project than the Government engineers 
did, but they did so to protect private interests upon the shore 
with which the Government engineers were not at all concerned; 
and they acted, too, upon. the request of the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. BERRY. jor Raymond, and no one knows it better than 
the Senator from Maine, the chairman of the committee, stated 
that under the law he was only required to do the work so as to 
improve the commerce of that great river, and that he was not 
charged with the protection of the rights of individuals or the 
effect that his work might have upon individuals in the State of 
Delaware. That is the fact, and any idea that the Senator from 
Maine may mean to convey to the Senate that there was any 
reflection upon Major Raymond or upon the board of engineers 
in that action of the committee is unwarranted by thefacts. Not 
one word was ever asserted there that they were doing the work 
contrary to law, or that they were not doing it for the best inter- 
ests of the improvement of the Delaware River. So much, then, 
for that case. 

Mr. FRYE. We stopped their project very suddenly. 

Mr. BERRY. These two engineers of whom I have spoken, 
Mr. Hood, who is a re engineer of the Southern Pacific Rail- 
road, and Mr. Corthell, employed by C. P. Huntington, are the 
only two private engineers who have ever gone there and made 
examination and examined those works with a view to determin- 
ing which is a better place for a harbor. I will admit, and it is 
in proof, that a large number of sea captains and pilots have 
made statements on both sides of this question as to which is the 
better place in regard to holding ground. But I am talking about 
engineers who went there and made the examination. Here are 
eight United States engineers, disinterested, gentlemen of ability, 
educated at the cost of the Government, honorable men, one of 
them to-day a general in chief of the engineers, standing on one 
side, and on the other side stand Mr. Hood, the regular engineer 
of the Southern Pacific Railroad, and Mr. E. L. Corthell, who 
admitted himself that Mr. Huntington paid his expenses when he 
went to make the examination. So much, then, for that. 

What other ar. ent is used by the Senator from Maine as to 
why this should be done? One argument used is that Mr. C. P. 
Huntington had a railroad at Santa Monica and another short 
road running up to San Pedro; that he had started to build a pier, 


1896. 


and spent a considerable amount of money at San Pedro; that he 
dropped that work, went to Santa Monica, and has put in prob- 
ably, he said, about $1,000,000 in building a pier at Santa Monica, 

T have been asked by Senators outside if San Pedro is the better 

place why did Mr. Huntington drop that scheme and go down and 

nd $1,000,000 at Santa Monica? Mr. President, I do not know 
all the reasons that actuated Mr. Huntington; I would not under- 
take to state as a matter of fact what controlled him. My infor- 
mation in regard to his character is that it would be a hazardous 
undertaking for any mortal man to attempt to account for his 
pec 5 8 in the great transactions with which he has been con- 
nected, 

I can give my opinion, however, as to why this change was 
made and why he put his money in at Santa Monica and ceased 
to put it in at San Pedro. The Senate will bear in mind that at 
San Pedro the shore line, the wharf ey were owned largely 
by the county of Los Angeles and the State of California. Under 
the rules and regulations the shore privileges and the wharf privi- 
leges are open to any man and to any railroad that sees proper to 
go there. One railroad had taken advantage of that and had 
come into Pedro across what was called Rattlesnake Island. 
Already at San Pedro Mr. Huntington had competition with the 
chief railroad in California, that is, the Terminal Railroad, which 
had some connection with his chief competitor, the Santa Fe Rail- 
road, in the State of California. That is one reason why. He 
had a competitor already at San Pedro and he could not have a 
monopoly of those privileges there. 

I will tell the Senator from Maine (and I am sorry that he has 
left his seat) what I believe to be another reason. in mind, 
I do not state it as a fact, but I state it as my conclusion after 
having heard all the testimony. The other reason I believe to be 
is that the Senator from Maine had been out there and had given 
an opinion that this breakwater ought to be built and would be 
built at Santa Monica. No man knew better than Mr. Hunting- 
ton the powerful influence of the Senator from Maine in the 
Senate, augmented in a matter of this kind, as it would be, by the 
fact that he was chairman of the Committee on Commerce. In 
addition to that, the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones] was also 
a member of the Committee on Commerce, and was known to be 
most earnestly in favor of the location of the deep-sea harbor at 
Santa Monica. I imagine that having competition at San Pedro, 
believing that with the influence of these two popular Senators, 
supplemented by his own influence, which is not to be despised in 
a great contest, he believed he would be able to force the location 
of the deep-sea harbor at Santa Monica and get the appropriation. 
That is my belief as to the reasons and motives that actuated him. 

Mr. GEORGE. What competition is there at Santa Monica? 

Mr. BERRY. There is no competition there. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is there any chance for competition there? 

Mr. BERRY. There is a 1 poe on that point. There are dif- 
ferent statements made about that. The Senator from Maine has 
quoted frequently and relies almost entirely upon the civil engi- 
neers. I think I will read from another civil engineer in answer 
to the Senator from Mississippi. Now, bear in mind, as I said 
before, the Senator from Maine relies entirely upon the civil 
engineers. I propose to read from the testimony of a civil engi- 
neer on the other side. I frankly confess and state that he had 
the same interest to testify in behalf of San Pedro that Mr. 
Corthell had to testify in behalf of Santa Monica. He was em- 
ployed by the friends of San Pedro to come here and appear before 
the committee and make his statement. His name is Mr. H. 
Hawgood. After sarng vani he believed, and giving his rea- 
gons for believing that San Pedro was the better place, he was 
asked in regard to the approaches at Santa Monica: 

Senator WHITE. Taking the approach from Santa Monica by the tracks of 
the Southern Pacifle Company, what are the facilities for other tracks of 
railroad companies, independent of the Southern Pacific? 

Mr. HawcGoop. In my opinion, there is room for one other track outside 
of the track of the Southern Pacific as far as Santa Monica Canyon. From 
Santa Monica Canyon west there is no room for a track. 

Now that is one witness. This is contradicted by Mr. Hunting- 
ton. He says that ten tracks can be built there. I believe,if I 
am not mistaken from the testimony, however, that they are all 
compelled to by henge to where the pier is now located through 
a tunnel, over which they will be compelled to go. 

As I said before, Mr. Huntington could get no privileges at San 
Pedro over and above any other railroad. AtSanta Monica, while 
he stated that he owned only the railroad tracks, no man can take 
the testimony and come to any other conclusion than that the 
Southern Pacific can dictate its own terms, except so far as the 
law would step in and convey the right of way giving others the 
opportunity to approach there. 

. President, with the exception of the opinion of citizens out 
there, large numbers of whom came here and testified, some for 
Santa Monica and some for San Pedro—I believe with that excep- 
tion and the testimony of sea captains who had gone to these dif- 
ferent ports, I think I have fairly stated the testimony that was 
presented before the committee. I repeat what the Senator from 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


California said, that no engineer of the United States Army, no 
engineer of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, has ever stated that 
Santa Monica is preferable to San Pedro, it stands to-day before 
the Senate, if the amendment of the committee be passed, that we 
are going to set aside the rule that appropriation shall be made 
upon the reports and estimates of the army engineers and base it 
upon the report of men who admit that they were employed by 
the party who has the largest interest—financial interest—in 
locating a deep-water harbor at Santa Monica. 

_ Now, I want to correct one other impression that prevails, and 
in a very short time I will conclude. I heard a Senator say the 
other day that he knew nothing about this question, but that he 
was in the habit of following the committee. I heard it said by 
the Senator from Maine that no man except the Senator from 
California, as he understood, in the committee was in favor of 
San Pedro. 

Mr. President, I propose to state the facts in regard to what 
was done in the committee precisely as I remember them. After 
the testimony had been taken, after everything had been heard, 
there were some members of the committee who believed that it 
was not best this year to appropriate uy money for either place, 
that is, for an outside harbor at San Pedro or for a breakwater at 
Santa Monica. They believed that owing to the depleted Treas- 
ury, owing to other considerations, it would be better to appro- 
priate for the inside harbor at Wilmington and San Pedro and 
leave the other matter open. Knowing that a number believed 
that way, a motion was made in committtee that no appropriation 
be made for the outside harbor. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator from Arkansas feel at liberty to 
state eve ing that takes place in committee? 

Mr. BERRY. If there is the slightest objection to it, if the 
Senator from Maine thinks it is improper, no consideration could 
induce me to do so. I never dreamed that there would be objec- 
tion to it. If it is improper—— 

Mr. FRYE. It is unusual, to say the least. 

Mr. BERRY. Is it unusual to state how the committee stood? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

Mr. BERRY. To state how many voted for the proposition 
and how many voted against it? 

Mr. FRYE. I do not see any objection to that, but it is unu- 
sual to state the various processes by which a committee reached a 
result. 

Mr. BERRY. Then, if that be objectionable I will make an- 
other statement. I am astounded, however, that the Senator from 
Maine should object to it. I might have expected other Senators 
on the other side of the Chamber to have objected—I mean mem- 
bers of the committee—but I did not expect the Senator from 
Maine to object. 

Mr. FRYE. yeye 

Mr. BERRY. hy did I not expect it? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. Why except the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. BERRY. Because I never supposed anything occurred in 
cave that the Senator from Maine cared for the whole world 
to know. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not care for the whole world to know; but I 
understood the Senator to commence by a statement that the Sena- 
tor from Maine said so and so. 

Mr. BERRY. L said the Senator from Maine stated outside of 
the Chamber that he understood the Senator from California was 
the only man who was in favor of making the appropriation for 
a deep-sea harbor at San Pedro. 

Mr. FRYE. At the present time? 

Mr. BERRY. Yes; at the present time. 

Mr. FRYE. I have made no statement on the floor of the 


Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. I do not think you have made any either way in 
regard to it. 

. FRYE. No, sir; I have made no statement on the floor of 

the Senate of any kind. 

Mr. BERRY. I said you have not, except now. 

Mr. FRYE. And I should not have felt at liberty myself to 
have stated what I know took place in committee. 

Mr. BERRY. Very well; I think the Senator is probably a 
little bit over particular. It has been done here again and again. 

Mr. FRYE. I withdraw oy ee 

Mr. BERRY. But if there be any doubt about it—if the Sena- 
tor from Maine thinks it is improper—I will not doit. He states, 
however, that the vote of the committee upon the amendment is 
legitimate. Then, that being true, I will state that there are 15 
members of the committee, and 9 of them voted in favor of Santa 
Monica and 6 voted against the appropriation. 

Mr. FRYE. Is that true? 

Mr. BERRY. Is that statement legitimate? 

Mr. FRYE. Is it true? 

Mr. BERRY. That 6 members of the committee voted against 
this appropriation? It is true, absolutely true. I will call the 
names, and if anyone can say it is not true, let him rise and so 
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state. Istate that the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], the 


Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery], the Senator from Florida 
— Pasco], the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], the Senator 
rom California . WHITE), and m „making 6, voted “no” 
on the appropriation for Santa Monica. ThatIstate. If I have 
misstated any Senator let him rise and correct me. 
Mr. FRYE. Didsome of the Senators state why they voted that 


way? 

Mr. BERRY. You have objected to such a statement being 
made by me on this floor. 

Mr. FRYE. Very well, then; I will not ask the question. 

Mr. BERRY. You have objected to that. If you want to go 
into it, if you will open the doors and say it is entirely proper, I 
will tell the Senator almost everything that was said in the com- 
mittee as far as I know. 

Therefore I say when a Senator says he will follow the commit- 
tee he means to say that he will follow the majority of 3 on that 


vote. 

Now, what more? That was the vote. The Senator from Maine 
objects to stating anything that was said in the committee. 
will state then that since that time in the Senate the Senator from 
California has offered an amendment to the proposed committee 
amendment in which he oses that instead of making the 1 

riation for Santa Monica the appointment of a new facts 8 

fe provided by Congress, and in order to get rid of the prejudice 
that they say exists i army officers the Senator from Cali- 
fornia says we will take one army engineer, we will take one from 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey, and we will take one from the 
Navy, and send that board there, and although we have two 
boards already, yet if we send the new board thus constituted, so 
confident is the Senator from California in the justice of the cause 
of San Pedro that he 5 this board there, and if they say 
Santa Monica, let it be Santa Monica, and no man hereafter will 
raise his voice.” That is the amendment that is pending here now. 
He has said that we have two boards in favor of San Pedro. You 
have no board in favor of Santa Monica. Yet so certain is he 
that any fair, any honest board, any board which is not employed 
by the parties in interest, that will go there will say that 
Pedro is the proper place, he proposes that tothe Senate. Is there 
a man on this floor who can say that that is unfair? If Senators 
believe that Santa Monica is the proper place, if they believe that a 
fair board will say so, let them vote for the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from California. It will not delay the time, because 
the amendment provides that the appropriation shall be made and 
that it shall be expended at the point the new board says is the 
proper place. Ae 

Mr. President, in view of all the facts, in view of the fair propo- 
sition that has been made, I appeal to the honor and to the fair- 
ness of the Senate to say if they think it is fair treatment of the 
Senator from California and the members from California and the 
overwhelming sentiment of that State when they have said: Al- 
though we have two official reports, we will risk the entire case 
upon a new board, a fair board, one that is totally disinterested; we 
are willing for that board to determine the question, and if it says 
Santa Monica then we will abide by it?” Do you believe that if 
those who adyocate Santa Monica thought that the better place 
they would not accept the proposition? What injustice is there 
in it? I call upon the Senator from Maine to tell the Senate, when 
he comes to speak, why this is not a fair proposition. 

These are my views, Mr. President, about the case. Take itall 
in all, this isthe most 3 propao ran Ihave ever known 
submitted to the Congress of the United States. I do not believe 
that there is a man throughout this broad land in the United States, 
save and except Mr. G.. Huntington, who would have had the 
assurance, in the face of the reports of these army officers, to have 
come to the Congress of the United States and asked them to give 
him $3,000,000 in money to build a breakwater to serve his private 
interests. I say that I think he is the only man who would have 
made such a proposition. But the matter rests with the Senate to 
determine whether they will agree to the amendment reported by 
the committee or whether they will agree to the proposition made 
by the Senator from California. As I said once before, to me it is 
a matter of the most utter indifference, so far as Iam individually 
concerned, save and except that I believe if the precedent be once 
set that private interests and private oe tine can set aside the 
reports made by army officers, if we discredit the eight distinguished 
engineers and follow the lead of two men hired by those who haye 
the greatest interests in the matter, we set a precedent that will 
come to plague us hereafter, If this can be done on the Pacific 
coast there are many other ambitious men on the Atlantic Coast 
and upon the Gulf of Mexico who stand ready to get any number 
of civil engineers to set aside the reports made yy the board of 
army officers. I think that the Senator from Maine scarcely 
knows to what extent the precedent may lead if the Senate adopts 
the amendment reported by the committee. 

I repeat what I said in the early part of my remarks, that I 
think it much better that no deep-water harbor should ever be had, 
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that it were far better the money should be utterly and absolutely 
thrown to the winds, rather than that we should make thousands 
of people throughout this broad land believe that the appropria- 
tion was made, not in the public interests, but in order to promote 
the private financial interests of individuals, be those individuals 
whom Ser may, whether the most powerful man in the land or 
the humblest citizen who walks this Union. In either case, if it 
once be understood that the Senate will be controlled by the re- 

orts of private engineers made for private individuals, then, Mr. 
Sears the river and harbor bill will no longer be considered 
for the best interests of the entire Republic, but it will be solelya 
question as to who can bring the greatest influence to bear, who 
can hire the most engineers, who can succeed in setting aside and 
ga and humiliating the Engineer Corps of the United 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I was unavoidably called away from 
the city at the time when the minority report in regard to this 
item in the river and harbor bill was presented. had been 
here I should have agreed with the Senator from Florida — 
Jam one of those mentioned by the Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. Berry] who are unable to appreciate the immediate neces- 
sity for expending $3,000,000 upon an outside harbor at either San 
Pedro or Santa Monica. I have endeavored to exclude all personal 
feeling in my consideration of the case, not pretending to be bottar 
than anybody else, hoping I am not any worse. Ihave friends 
directly and largely interested at both localities, and I have heard 
the testimony, the arguments, and the acrimonious discussion 
which have accompanied this subject from its inception until 
now. i 

I do not lay great stress m the wishes of the people of south- 
ern California, and 9 those at Los Angeles. They are 
neither better nor worse than the average citizens of the United 
States. I have 8 found that our citizens want money ex- 
pended at their localities, and if they can not get it at one place 
in the immediate vicinity they will take it atanother. Our e 
rience upon the Committee on Commerce, to speak of that only, 
has in this particular instance verified that statement. 

The first impression made upon me was that there was a uni- 
versal clamor for this improvement at San Pedro. Somebody 
peor, Say rag from the House of ee (and this is in 
evidence) that Mr. ay had been successful in defeating 
the appropriation at San Pedro, but that they could obtain an 
appropriation at Santa Monica of $3,000,000 for an outside harbor 
connected with the improvement of the inner harbor at San 
Pedro, and immediately the electric wires were almost burned in 
congratulations upon the 1 J atch appropriation, which would 
give an expenditure of $3,000,000 at Santa Monica and of $392,000 
upon the inner harbor at San Pedro. It is not saying that there 
was any corruption in this case; it is not saying that those people 
are any worse t the people at other places, but when they came 
to the conclusion that they could get $3,392,000 expended at the 
two places in the vicinity of Los Angeles, their zeal for San 
Pedro at once abated, and they were willing to take the money at 
either place. 

Ido not take any stock in the abuse of Mr. Huntington because 
he is a railroad president and a rich man. He is like the rest of 
the world, looking after his own interests. He is neither better 
nor worse than other men in his position. He has evinced his hon- 
esty in this matter at least. He has shown that heis sincere in pre- 
ferring Santa Monica, because he has given up an investment of 
nearly $1,000,000 at San Pedro, His testimony before the commit- 
tee, uncontradicted, was that he commenced, or rather his sub- 
ordinates commenced, an improvement at San Pedro, and when 
they drew upon him up to $900,000 he concluded that the matter 
was worth looking after individually. He went to San Pedro, saw 
the incipient improvement made with his money or that of the 
company of which he is president, and he states that he came to 
the conclusion immedia M that they had selected the wrong place. 
He said, You never can build this outside harbor here with these 
southwestern winds and no bottom to the ocean after you get out 
2miles. I will abandon this investment; I must have a har bor for 
my steamship line.” And he went up the coast and found Santa 
Monica, and on his own account commenced the improvement. 
He has spent a million dollars there, giving up the million dollars 
at San Pedro, which he says is not a total loss, but almost a total 
loss as an investment. I take it that a man, no matter how rich, 
with Huntington’s brain, and that is unquestionable, who aban- 
dons an investment of over $900,000 for his own interest—I grant 
you without any patriotism—is perfectly sincere when he says 
that Santa Monica is the best place for this outside harbor. 

Mr. President, there are two questions in this case, leaving out 
all the talk about monopolies an lobbies and all that sort of thing. 
Any United States Senator who permits the lobby to influence 
him, it goes without saying, is unworthy of a seat on this floor, 
and nothing he says should be considered. There are but two 
questions. In the first place, is there an immediate necessity to ex- 
pend $3,000,000 at either of these places for an outside harbor? I 
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‘came to the conclusion that there is not. We have a river and 
harbor bill here carrying $70,000,000, unheard of as to itude 
lin the history ofthis Government. I call the attention of Sena- 
tors that is too strong an expression—I simply remark that we 
are not now with an overflowing Treasury, but we are witha 
Treasury that in a few months, if this endless chain” continues, 
will be confronted with the necessity of issuing more bonds to 
meet the ordinary expenses of the Government. With that con- 
tingency staring us in the face we bring in here a river and harbor 
bill amounting, with immediate and contract expenditures, to 
$70,000,000, a thing unheard of before. i, $ 

Is this a time to make such appropriations? Is this a time to 
hurry forward to expend money when you can do without ex- 

nding it? What would be thought of a private citizen, the or- 

inarily sound business man, who would conduct his affairs in 
that way; who, with monetary depression, with embarrassment 
on every hand, seeks for an opportunity to spend more money and 
incur more liabilities? I do not know any such rule in my public 
action. I endeavor (though oftentimes drawn aside by the seduc- 
tive blandishments of friends and constituents) to conduct the 

ublic business as 1 do my own and as the trustee of an express 
Saas, Iam not hunting for an opportunity, in the present con- 
dition of the Tr , to spend money. Those of us who know 
something about ing a river and harbor bill appreciate the 
statement that you are met in every item with solicitations and 
with inducements of every sort to contract liabilities to spend 
money; and if a sacrifice has to be made in the way of diminution 
of expenditure, every Senator and every Representative demands 
that it shall be made at the expense of somebody else rather than 
of his immediate constituents. 

We have attempted honestly and faithfully to diminish the 
amount carried by this bill, but we have been unable to do so. 
We have struck out three continuing contracts, and they have all 
been put back by the Senate, as I knew they would be at the time 
we struck them out. We have endeavored to diminish appro- 
priations, but every Senator has said: Do not commence with 
me; commence with my neighbor. If you are going to make 
sacrifices, sacrifice somebody else; but here is a great improve- 
ment which is patent | to the whole country, with an immense 
commerce, and you will delay the advance of a vast section of 
country in its march toward improvement and the future; and I 
must have this money.” So we are here to-day with the most 
unparalleled bill in the way of expenditures that has ever been 
known in the history of this country. 

Idid not think that $3,000,000, under these circumstances, should 
necessarily be expended apn either of these harbors, and I will 
give my reasons for it. the first place, take Santa Monica, 

. Huntington has made an improyement there, which has stood 
for three years and been most successful, according to all the tes- 
timony on both sides, He has now in existence an improvement 
which, of course, he will finish whether the Government gives 
him a dollar or not. He is that sort of aman. It has answered 
all his purposes so far for his steamshipline. Three hundred ves- 
sels haye landed at Santa Monica in the last year, all of them 
safely and satisfactorily, and it only remains for the Government 
to complete thisimprovement, commenced by Mr. Huntington and 
built with his money or that of his company. So with Santa 
Monica. The port of Los Angeles—because Los Angeles is behind 
both these improvements—is a city of 100,000 people, situated at 
one end of the triangle. There [indicating on the map] is Los 
Angeles; here is San Pedro; and here is Santa Monica. Itis 3 
miles farther from Los Angeles to San Pedro than itis to Santa 
Monica. Two railroad companies are fighting each other. The 
first, running from Los Angeles to Santa Monica, is the Southern 
Pacific, under the control of Mr. Huntington, and the other is the 
line running to San Pedro under one interest. The people of Los 
Angeles appeared before our committee about equally divided. 
Some of them who had investments in the direction of San Pedro 
wanted the money expended there; others testified that the city 
of Los Angeles recently had started toward Santa Monica, and 
they wanted the money expended at Santa Monica. 

I have spoken of Santa Monica in its present condition, but 
there is certainly no necessity for putting $3,000,000 there. Com- 
merce is not languishing; commerce is not endangered. There 
never has been a more successful public improvement in the his- 
tory of this country than that at Santa Monica so far as it has 
gone. 

Now, take San Pedro. San Pedro accommodates all vessels of 
a small or medium size. The engineers report 14 feet at low 
water now over the bar at San Pedro, and they testify that with 
the apendre of $392,000 they can put 18 feet of water on that 
bar at low tide, and with the rise of the tide, which is between 5 


and 6 feet, you would have a depth of from 24 to 25 feet at high 
water, which would admit all large vessels, except the largest 
sized and vessels of war, which would be compelled to lighter in 
order to reach the inside harbor, which, although small, is abso- 
lutely perfect in its protection from storms. 


ere is the over- 
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ruling e for expending $3,000,000 at that place? I want 
to speak fra for I have no connection with either of these 
re and I want to do my duty to the people of the United 

Unfortunately, Mr. Huntington isa political factor in California, 


They test every man’s competency and qualification for office there 


by the question: “Is he for Huntington or against him?” You 
can not hold a town meeting but what the question is, Is this 
man a Huntington man or not a Huntington man?” In the pres- 
ent condition of public sentiment I would not make this appro- 
pranon at this time, and I will proceed to give my reasons for 


My friend from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY] has animadverted es 
severely upon Mr. Corthell. I know Mr. Corthell very well, an 
I will state why I know him. As every old Senator here knows, 
I was the warm, intimate friend of James B. Eads, although we 
differed politically. I think he was the greatest riparian engineer 
the world eyer produced, and his works to-day prove it and will 
continue to prove it to the end of time. When Eads was strug- 

ling against the Engineer Bureau in building the great bridge at 

t. Louis, they said it could not be built with 525-foot spans, and 
yet it stands there to-day as solid as this continent, in spite of 
their resolutions, unanimously adopted in the city of St. 3 
that a span of 525 feet could not be built. You can build one o 
1,500 or 2,500 feet if you have got the money, as Eads told them. 
e Fear that Eads could not build the jetties at the mouth of 
the Mississippi. They are there to-day bridling the mouth of that 
river, and the bridle remains on it in spite of the predictions of 
the Engineer Bureau. 

In all these t works Corthell was Eads’s lieutenant, and 
Captain Eads thought he was one of the ablest engineers upon 
this continent. It is true that he accepts money in his profession 
to go and examine improvements. This is entirely legitimate, as 
a lawyer takes money for examining a brief and giving his opin- 
ion upon it. There may be room for criticism as to the pro- 
poety of his Appearing before the committee and stating that he 
nad been sent there at the instance of Senators and members of 
Congress, and that his expenses had been paid by Mr. Hunting- 
ton; but he came before the committee and with carefully pre- 
pared maps—and there is one of them [indicating]—and he made 
the statement as an engineer, and risked his reputation upon it, 
to say nothing of his personal veracity, that at Santa Monica up 
to the way where the ships land there was a gradual shoaling for 
12 miles, which broke the force of the oceanic waves and neces- 
sarily protected ships. 

It does not require an expert to know that as you approach 
shoal water a wave diminishes in violence and height, and as you 
go to deep water the waves increase in violence and height. it is 
the unanimous opinion of experts and the testimony of individ- 
uals that at Santa Monica the waves decrease in violence as they 
approach toward the way, and that is the principal ment 
used in behalf of the Santa Monica improvement. Corthell went 
there and sounded the ocean, looked across upon its floor, so to 
speak, and brought here that map, taken from those soundings, 
and he says that is the physical condition of the floor of the ocean 
at that point. He also says that he examined and sounded the 
bottom of the ocean at San Pedro and found that 2 miles out it 
went down into—I forget how many fathoms, but almost without 
bottom. After you go out 2 miles from the mouth of the inside 
harbor of San Pedro how many fathoms is it? 

Mr. FRYE. At 3 miles it is 300 fathoms. 

Mr. VEST. Three hundred fathoms at 3 miles, 

Mr. WHITE. It depends upon which direction you go. 

Mr. VEST. Ofcourse. The southwest wind is the dangerous 
wind, Mr. Corthell says, as it comes directly into the mouth of 
that inside harbor, and that any ship lying outside is dashed upon 
the bar, and if it misses the bar, upon thecoastadjoining. But the 
point I make is that Mr. Corthell states, as a matter of physical 
examination, that 2 miles or 3 miles out from the mouth of the 
inside harbor of San Pedro there is 300 fathoms of water, and 
nothing like this gradual shoaling which they find at Santa Monica, 

Now, Mr. President, after receiving this testimony the commit- 
tee sent for General Craighill, who is now the head of the Engi- 
neer Bureau, and who was the president of the commission that 
made this report. I believe he was on the second commission. 
He was then Colonel Craighill. I believe I asked him this ques- 
tion: Did 7 examine the floor of the ocean at Santa Monica 
and at San Pedro; and, if so, what have you to say in regard to 
Mr. Corthell's statement (who was sitting there in the room) that 
there is a gradual shoaling up toward Santa Monica, while there 
is a depth of 300 fathoms 3 miles out from San Pedro?” He said 
he did not examine the floor of the ocean. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Missouri is not accurate. In 
the first place, General Craighill's statement was made before the 
statement of Mr.Corthell was made. General Craighill was asked 
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if he examined the holding ground at San Pedro in person, and he | that he has estimated perhaps too much for the softer material in 


said, “No; but we took the testimony of topographical engineers,” 
I think was the yk 

Mr. WHITE. Of the officers of the Coast and Geodetic Survey. 

Mr. BERRY. Of the officers of the Coast and Geodetic Sur- 
vey and all the other testimony, and we heard Mr. Hood, who had 
theretofore made the examination.” Those are the facts. 

I direct the attention of the Senator from Maine to the fact that 
the Senator from Missouri is calling attention to matters which 
occurred in committee, and I understood the Senator from Maine 
objected to that. 

. FRYE. The Senator from Missouri has been talking about 
testimony taken before the committee. 

Mr. VEST. I am talking about the testimony of witnesses. 
There is no necessity for any heat about this matter. 

Mr. BERRY. There is no heat about it. 

Mr. VEST. If I misstate it I can be corrected from the testi- 
mony. I am not here in the interest of either of these locations. 
It does not make any difference when General Craighill made this 
statement, whether it was before or after Mr. Corthell. He made 
this statement, which impressed me more than anything else. He 
said:. We are not riparian engineers; we are fortification engi- 
neers.” 

Mr. FRYE. That is what I was going to ask the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. That struck me, because I have always believed 
that that is the defect in the system of putting all the rivers and 
harbors exclusively under the pat aye Corps. I asked him spe- 
cifically that question, and he said: We are not riparian engi- 
neers; it is for the Coast and Geodetic Survey to examine the 
floor of the ocean and make soundings; but we are fortification 
an gre and if you will take the report upon San Pedro you 

find one-third of it, speaking with all due limitation, is as 
to the point of defending San Pedro in case of war, proving that 
they were fortification engineers and looked upon the subject 
from that view of the case. 

But, Mr. President, that is a trivial matter compared with the 
fact that the board of engineers now report that with $392,000 
they can put 18 feet of water at low tide upon that bar at San 
Petes, and with the rise in the tide which comes upon the lower 
Pacific Coast there is between 5 and 6 feet of water, which would 
make 24 or 25 feet at high tide, and that would float any except 
the largest ships, including men-of-war, which could be lightered 


over that bar. 
Will the Senator please state the depth of water 


Mr. BACON. 
within the bar? 

Mr. VEST. It varies. We had maps before the committee. 

Mr. WHITE. It is 14 feet inside. 

Mr. FRYE, And it is proposed to make it 18 feet. 

Mr. VEST. The engineers propose to have an average depth of 
18 feet at all stages in the different portions of that inside harbor, 
When there is high tide there is an increase of between 5 and 6 
feet, the tide being much higher there than it is on the Atlantic 
Seaboard and considerably higher than upon the Gulf of Mexico. 
I grant the largest-sized ships, the armored vessels, for instance, 
would be compelled to lighter in order to get over that bar; but if 
these engineers have $392,000 they say they can give us 18 feet at 
low water over that bar at San Pedro. I say that meets all the 
probable exigencies of the present and the future, and it saves to 
us out of these schemes nearly $3,000,000 for an improvement that 
is not necessary, for an outside harbor at either locality. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri, 
or the chairman of the committee, at what rate per cubic yard do 
the engineers estimate for excavations at the bar at San Pedro? 

Mr. VEST. Iam not quite able to answer. Perhaps $2.50. 

Mr. WHITE. Two dollars and a half. 

Mr. VEST. Is there an estimate in detail in regard to the cost 
of the work? 

Mr. WHITE. Here is the estimate: 


Entrance, 36,000 cubic --- $18,000 
Reef, 37,000 cubic N — 92.500 
Reef to wharves, 150,000 cubic yards, at 40 cents 00,000 


Mr. MORGAN. What is the estimate for dredging—how much 
a cubic yard? 

Mr. WHITE, Four hundred and ninety thousand cubic yards, 
at 30 cents per yard. That would cover what I suppose to be 


Mr. MORGAN. Thirty cents a cubic yard for dredging? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes. 

Mr. MORGAN. Weare doing it in the Bay of Mobile for about 
8 cents, and carrying the material away. 

Mr. FRYE. Seven and seven-tenths cents. | 

Mr. MORGAN. How far do they carry the material at Mobile? 

Mr. FRYE. They land it away beyond the works, entirely 


away. 
Mr. MORGAN. Three or four miles. 
Mr. WHITE. I would state that I believe the distinguished 
gentleman who made the calculations, Colonel Benyaurd, believes 


view of the present developments in g, and so on; but we 
are told that the estimate is quite low enough, perhaps too low, as 
to the rock w the reef, 

m MORGAN. How long ago was it that these estimates were 
made? 

Mr. WHITE. About two years ago. 

Mr. FRYE. Only about two years ago. 
the estimates are nearly double on the 
are on the Atlantic. 

Mr. WHITE. That is correct. 

Mr. VEST. I was going to say that the Senator from Califor- 
nia [Mr. PERKINS] and I believe the Senator at my left [Mr. 
Warre] said that the price of work is nearly twice what it is on 
the Atlantic Seaboard and on the Gulf of Mexico. 

Mr. MORGAN. Machine work would be quite as cheap, I 
should think. 

1 VEST. But all sorts of labor and supplies would be much 
igher. 
Ir. WHITE. Ves, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should think a dredging machine could be 
worked there as cheaply as here. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave spoken of the aggregate cost of the inside 
harbor of San Pedro, which is $392,000. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri 
whether 18 feet is the deepest channel possible, or whether an ap- 
propriation would enable the engineers to make a still deeper chan- 
nel than 18 feet? . 

Mr. VEST. I'suppose, as a matter of course, they could make 
a deeper channel by an expenditure of more money; it goes with- 
out saying, I think, that they could. 

Mr. ITE. There is a survey provided for in this bill having 
in view the obtaining of 25 feet of water. 

Mr. LINDSAY. e other question. When vessels cross the 
bar is there sufficient water in San Pedro Harbor? 

Mr. VEST. It is a mere question of the erpondikyro of money. 
They propose to make the average depth 18 feet, and, of course, 
the inside harbor would have the advantage of the rise of the tide, 
which can be relied upon safely at all times. It is simply a ques- 
tion of the expenditure of money as to deepening the water upon 
the bar in the inside harbor, the fact always being undisputed b; 
all factions and interests that the inside harbor is perfectly safe 
from all storms. Nature has provided a harbor there which is 
now available for all small-sized ships, and the only advantage of 
such a harbor as is proposed at either place is to provide for large- 


sized ships. 
I have stated that if I had 


It is fair to say that 
acific Coast to what they 


Now I come to the last consideration. 
been here I would have signed the report drawn by the Senator 
from Florida Mr. Pasco] upon the line of opinion which I have 
expressed here and am endeavoring to give my reasons for. If 
the Senate concludes that it will not adopt that line of argument, 
and it will insist upon an outside harbor, against my judgment in 
the premises, the only question is whether we can adopt the amend- 
ment as to Santa Monica as it stands, which puts the improve- 
ment at Santa Monica absolutely, or the amendment offered by 
the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE], which leaves that 

uestion, together with the location of the improvement of San 
edro, to the report of another board of engineers. I am of opin- 
ion that if the Senate concludes to make the improvement of the 
outside harbor, a slight amendment of the Pp art of the Sena- 
tor from California should be adopted, and I will give my reasons 
or it. 

After General Craighill stated before our committee that he was 
not a riparian engineer, after be stated that he was not prepared 
to contradict the statement of Mr. Corthell as to the floor of the 
ocean at the two places, it seemed to me that the necessity im- 
mediately arose that the floor of the ocean at these two places 
should be examined by competent experts, because it becomes 


a matter of the hiho, importance to know whether this shoal- 
ing process for 12 miles out exists at Santa Monica, as Mr. 
Corthell states. If it does, it follows mathematically that there 


can be found no harbor superior to that for the largest sized ships, 
as well as the smaller vessels. 

It becomes also of the highest importance to know whether it is 
true, as stated by Corthell, that when you go out 3 miles from the 
mouth of the inside harbor at San Pedro you strike 300 fathoms of 
water. If you do, none but the strongest works that can be in- 
vented by mortal man will resist the wave3 that come from that 
water, impelled by the southwest wind, as Corthell said, and there 
is nothing to contradict him in the report of these engineers, be- 
cause they stated that they did not examine the fioor of the ocean; 
that they left that to the Geodetic Survey. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. FRYE. On the contrary, we have the chart of the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey now, where all these tracings have been 
made, and they all confirm Mr. Corthell’s statement. 
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Mr. VEST. I had not alluded to that fact and have not exam- 


ined it. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Missouri yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. BERRY. All confirm the statement as to what? 

Mr. FRYE. As to the depth of water 3 miles out. 

Mr. WHITE. I deny that absolutely. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator will yield to me one moment, I 
do not think he wants to place Gener 
tion. I take it for granted he does not. 

Mr. VEST. Of course not. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator has stated that General Craighill has 
said that he was not prepared to contradict the statement of Mr. 
Corthell in regard to the holding ground at San Pedro. That is 
not in General Craighill’s testimony. He never, so far as I re- 
member, mentioned Corthell. The Senator from Missouri asked 
him if he had examined the holding ground at San Pedro in per- 
son, and he said no; that mH took the testimony, as the Senator 


Craighill in a wrong posi- 


from California [Mr. WHITE] says, of the Coast and Geodetic Sur- 
vey. General Craighill said they took testimony there from all 
poreo in regard to it, and he reported that the holding ground 

ere was equal to that of any other place. Therefore to say that 
General Craighill said that he was not prepared to contradict Mr. 
Corthell’s statement is not placing General Craighill in a correct 
position. The testimony will show for itself. The only thing he 
said about fortification engineers came in this connection. He 
was asked the question, and he said in reply that in case of war 
San Pedro would be far better. He was asked what he meant by 
that, and he said, “As to protection from an enemy;” and then he 
dropped the remark—and it was the only place he used it—“ We 
are fortification engineers.” That is the testimony. 

Mr. VEST. I admit that, and I have not the slightest amend- 
ment to make to it. I will take the statement of the Senator. I 
do not want to do any injustice to General Craighill. The point 
I was making was simply this: So far as the testimony before our 
committee is concerned, Corthell’s statement is uncontradicted 
that the ocean floor shoals for 12 miles up to Santa Monica; and 
it is also true that General Craighill did state, as the Senator from 
Arkansas remarks—and I do not care, so long as he said it, in what 
connection it was—that he was a fortification engineer and not a 
riparian engineer. I say when that board went there to examine, 
under an order of the Government of the United States, the qurs 
tion as to where should be this outside harbor, it was their duty 
in person to examine the floor of the ocean and to tell us what 


was the depth of the two places, in order that we could determine 
what was the violence of the waves and where the harbor should 
be located, 


Permit me to say that we have had one or two glaring instances 
of the fact that these gentlemen belonging to the Corps of Engi- 
neers, men of the highest character—I make no assault upon 
them—but they have in another instance ea See to subordinates 
what they should have done themselyes. I know we had a con- 
spicuous instance of it at Brunswick, Ga., in the case of the large 
improvement there, for which we have been appropriating for 
some years. We sent a commission there to examine, and they 
delegated the duty to a subordinate, and no member of the board 
ever went in person to examine it, as we intended they should do. 
The result is, we are now just where we commenced, and we are 
compelled to rely upon subsequent examinations, perhaps, in order 
to carry on that work. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, in fairness, the Senator from 
Missouri ought to state that the board to which he now alludes 
was zos exclusively from the Engineer Corps, but it was a mixed 


rd. 

Mr. VEST. I know it was, but still they ought to have gone 
in person. That is the point I make. When we send a board, 
either members of the Geodetic Survey or of the Corps of Engi- 
neers, to examine an improvement and report on it to the Senate, 
so that we may make or withhold large appropriations, it is their 
duty to go in person and not leave it to any lieutenant or sergeant 
to go an Eke the examination and let him report to them, and 
let them adopt his suggestions and report tous. We do not send 
them there for any such purpose. 

Mr. HARRIS. How is the fact in regard to Santa Monica and 
San Pedro? Did the board go to these places? 

Mr. VEST. It was stated—that is my recollection, though I 

id no very great attention to it—that they went to both places. 

ney went to Santa Monica and stayed one day, some witnesses 
swear, and others that it was a day and a half or possibly two 
days; but they made no soundings, Thatis the point that struck 
me. They said that they had made no examination of the floor 
of the ocean. It seems to me that that is one of the most impor- 
tant parts of this whole examination. 

Now I come to the last thing I want to say, and I will not tres- 
The amendment offered by the Sen- 


pass upon the Senate longer. E 


ator from California should be amended in one particular. 


the personnel of the new board which the Senator proposes shall 
be sent out there he has an army officer, a member of the Corps 
of Engineers. I would not put a member of the Corps of En- 
. — 95 that commission; and I will give my reasons for it. 

eneral Craighill made the report which is now attacked by the 
Santa Monica people. He is now at the head of that Bureau; and, 
without intimating that there would be any undue influence at 
all, we all know in the Army and in the Navy the reluctance with 
which any army or navy officer will overrule his chief. If we 
make as one of the members of this board a member of the Corps 
of Engineers, he will consider himself, with that sort of military 
or caste courtesy which ol tains, possibly properly among these 
gentlemen, constrained to ¿dopt the conclusions which his chief 
at one time adopted, and which he defended before the committee. 
I would make up that commission of two Geodetic Survey men 
and a naval officer, or one officer from the Geodetic Survey, one 
from civil life, and a naval officer; but I would not put upon it a 
member of the Corps of Engineers of the Army. 

I agree thoroughly with that provision of the amendment which 
says that the report, whatever it may be, in favor of either place, 
assuming of course that we intend to make the improvement at 
one place or the other, shall be conclusive, and that the appro- 
priation shall take effect eo instanti apon that report being made 
and approved by the Secretary of War, because if I have any 
hope now, legislatively speaking, it is that I shall never hear of 
Santa Monica or San Pedro again. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, with reference to the amendment 
N by the Senator from Missouri to the amendment which 
I offered, I could not consent to it, of course, without consulting 
with other Senators. Personally, as I before remarked, I am per- 
fectly willing to have this matter submitted to any impartial 
board. All I want is that some official authority may pass upon 
this question before it is voted on, if an appropriation is to be made 
for Santa Monica. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I desire briefly to give the rea- 
sons why I oppose the appropriation for Santa Monica. 

very correctly stated by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest], the first point to be considered is whether there is any 
necessity at either one of these points, San Pedro or Santa Monica, 
for a deep-sea harbor; aud the second is whether, if so, the point 
at Santa Monica or San Pedro is to be the ore selected. 

The statement in favor of a deep-sea harbor at either one of 
these points was that the city of Los Angeles had in late years 
developed much commerceand intercourse with the East. Itwas 
also stated, whether in committee or whether on the outside I do 
not now remember, that the Australian trade and the trade gener- 
ally with the Orient would seek the port of Los Angeles rather 
than the port of San Francisco. But it is to be borne in mind that 
that trade is prospective; that there is no large amount of it at 
either one of these points at the present time. Itis known, how- 
ever, that for some years Mr. Huntington has had ships anchor 
and discharge their cargoes at Santa Monica, and I must confess, 
as I stated in the committee, that the fact that Mr. Huntin, 
has voluntarily left San Pedro and has established his whar 
at Santa Monica is, in my mind, a very meong ari to induce the 
conclusion that Santa Monica presents the t deep-sea harbor 


facilities. 
On the first . whether there is any immediate need 
for a deep-sea harbor at either one or the other of these points, I 
will say that there is not, in my opinion, sufficient testimony to 
establish the commercial need of a great 3 work 
the construction of a deep-sea harbor at either one of the points 
at present. But the argument of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
VEsT] went, it appears to me, a little too far in this direction. He 
stated that in the condition of the Treasury as it exists these ap- 
propriations are not warranted, I do notentirely agree with him 
in that statement. I do not agree that because the Treasury is 
strained, because it is difficult to keep up the gold reserve, neces- 
sarily river and harbor improvements should not be undertaken. 
The point with me is to establish whether it is necessary, whether 
it is useful; and if that be so I do not think the present condition 
of the Treasury is such as to prevent the necessary appropriation 
to effect these public purposes. My opinion is that the Treasury 
is depleted of its gold not by reason of a deficit of revenpe, but 
by reason of the constant Sy, ie of the financial question, and 
my own view is that as the Wilson Act gets older, gets in better 
working harness, the receipts will come up to the expenditures 
more nearly than they do now. We have some $270,000,000 in 
the Treasury, and I can not see why it is that there is such a spasm 
of economy upon us when these necessary appropriations in regard 
to the improvement of rivers and harbors demand our attention. 
But this controversy has largely drifted, not as to whether 
either oneof the points should have this appropriation, but whether 
San Pedro or Santa Monica should have the appropriation. It is 
very easy to criticise the Army Engineer core: t is very easy 
to point to the example of Captain Eads and to point out the 
mistakes of the Army Engineer Corps in condemning the work 
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which Captain Eads afterwards proved to be entirely successful 
and entirely appropriate. But we have a certain system under 
which these river and harbor appropriations are applied. We 
rely upon the findings and the reports of the commissions of the 
Army or the Navy, as the case may be. If they are useless let us 

t rid of them. As long as we have them we must necessarily 

ollow them, as a general rule. 

Now, as against Santa Monica Harbor the reports of two com- 
missions are absolutely adverse. They are not only adverse to 
Santa Monica, butthey are fayorable to San Pedro. I was capti- 
vated with the very learned and very exhaustive statement of the 
civil engineer, Mr. Corthell. I thought he presented his case with 
great ability. Iam perfectly willing to concede his ability with- 
out any other proof than that furnished by himself in his own 
statement; but we have pig ber regular system of improvements 
to be made according to the findings and reports of the Army 
Engineer Corps. Are we to discard them and take up the capti- 
vating report of an engineer on the outside? 

Mr. MITCHELL of gon. Will the Senator from Louisiana 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I know but little personally about 
this controversy, but the Senator is touching m a point now 
that attracts my attention to a little history to which I should 
like to call his attention, if he will allow me. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In 1873 I took my seat in the Sen- 
ate. At that time the city of New Orleans in the Senator's State 
had no foreign commerce—none at least of any importance. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Oh, I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Not to amount to anything, 

Mr. CAFFERY. We had some foreign commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. A vessel drawing over 6 feet of 
water could not come to New Orleans. At that time a contro- 
versy was going on in one of the committees of this body, of which 
I happened to bea member. Mr. Eads came before the committee 
with a project for improving the mouth of the Mississippi River. 
I had but little faith in it. I was a member of the committee, as 
Istated. The army engineers were unanimous in opposition to 
his scheme from the Chief of Engineers down. Fi uly, after a 
long controversy before thecommittee, Mr. Eadssubmitted a propo- 
sition that seemed to be fair, in which he said to the committee 
and to Congress: If you will pay me so much money I will give 

ou so many feet of water; and when I give you so many more 

t of water, you will pay me so much more money.” It struck 
the committee as being a bargain which the United States might 

haps make without running any great risk on the part of the 
5 We finally RRS a bargain with him, as the Sena- 
tor knows. We ignored the engineers, or rather we entered upon 
the scheme suggested by Mr. Eads. 

What has been the result? We all know it has been one of the 

dest successes that have ever attended any engineering project 
in the United States or anywhere, so that now the city of New 
Orleans, the groat city of the State represented here in part so 
ably by the tor from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY], instead of 
having little or no foreign commerce, is, I believe, third in foreign 
commerce in the United States. 

So, Mr. President, while of course I have the very highest re- 
spect for the Engineer Corpsof the United States Army, and while 
as a rule I have always been inclined to follow them, at the same 
time there are exceptions, and that is one great exception wherein 
the Engineer Corps were at fault. They were in error in their 
positive statement that the scheme of would not work. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Louisiana excuse me? 
I should like to ask the Senator from Oregon whether in that case 
it was not a fact that a contract was made, and as a result of that 
contract Mr. Eads was to get the money, provided he obtained the 
water? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. There was no absolute appropriation made in 
defiance of the Government recommendation? 

Mr. MITCHELL of on. Iam not referring to the case as 
parallel to this. It may or may not be; but I am attracting at- 
tention to it for the purpose of showing that the Congress of the 
United States are not n ily bound to follow the Army En- 

ineer Corps, and that their recommendations are not regarded 
Ey Oo ess as conclusive. 

Mr. WHITE. No one claims infallibility. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Sometimes it is not best to do so; 
and in that particular case, if we had followed the Engineer Corps, 
we perhaps would not have had the great improvement at the 
mouth of the Mississippi which we have now. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Lagree with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL]. There are exceptional cases where some extraordi- 


nary genius may prove that the Corps of Engineers might do better 
by trying some other than their own plans; but I am speaking of 
a systematic plan of improvement. 


e have adopted a river and 


harbor 5 under the specifications and findings of of En- 
gineers belonging to the Army and Navy. Now, as I said in open- 
ing, either we have to follow their findings and their conclusions 
as a general proposition, or we have to reject them entirely, dis- 
card that system, and adopt some other. ut one swallow does 
not make a summer, and the improvement of the jetties of the 
Mississippi River does not prove that the whole scheme of river 
and harbor improvements in the United States could be better 
Lact abonpaas and accomplished by some other plan than the one 
we have. 

I will say to the Senator from Oregon that he is a little wrong 
in regard to the improvements to the mouth of the Mississippi 
River. There was 14 feet of water at the Southwest Pass at the 
mouth of the river. That 14 feet was kept open by dredging, 
and we did have a considerable amount of foreign commerce 
coming through the channel 14 feet in depth at low water. The 
Eads jetties have to be ed constantly now to keep them open, 
as was predicted by the y corps, and a 1 of sand is 
made at the entrance of these jetties to the Gulf. Not only is the 
silt carried out and deposited at the end of the jetties at the Gulf, 
but the channel itself has narrowed, and it is only kept open by 
constant dredging. It is not kept open to the extent that Captain 
Eads, great genius though he was, said would be the result of his 
jetty process. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. What is the ordi depth? 

Mr. CAFFERY. The ordinary depth is 26 feet, but I saw in 
the paper that a vessel was grounded right athwart the channel. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Louisiana 
to repeat his last statement. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I say that the jetty system as proposed and 
adopted under the contract system between Mr. Eads 5 — Gov- 
ernment of the United States has not accomplished all the results 
that were predicted for it by its originator, Mr. Eads, and that in 
order to keep up this depth of 26 feet the Eads heirs have con- 
stantly = employ a dredge boat to aid the current in washing out 


this depth. 
Mr. TELLER. I understood the Senator to say that the army 


engineers were more nearly correct than Mr. That is the 
way I understood it. 
Mr. CAFFERY. No, sir. I said they were correct in their 


statement as to the Sopan of silt, and that the current would not 
keep it washed out as Mr. Eads said it would. 

Mr, TELLER. I do not think Mr. Eads ever claimed that it 
might not be necessary to do some dredging. When his proposi- 
tion was submitted it is a notorious fact that the army engineers 
declared it would be a failure. It has not been a failure. 

Mr. CAFFERY. No; I do not say it has been a failure. 

Mr. TELLER. In the controversy between Captain Eads and 
the engineers, Eads won by getting the Government to make the 
contract, he won by getting the depth of water he said he would 
in spite of their 8 and he got his pay. 

r. CAFFERY. Mr. President, I do not pro; 
Mr. VEST. The Senator from Louisiana will permit me, in 
justice to the memory of Captain Eads, to make a statement. As 
the Senator from Colorado . TELLER] has stated, the engineer 
officers made two predictions—if there is any doubt about it I 
can refer to the records—first, that there would not be sufficient 
power of current to rotaco the erosion that Captain Eads said 
would be produced by the volume of water in the Mississippi 
River; second, that possibly if there was, the effect of this erosio 
the scouring process, would be to create a bar at the mouth 
the jetties in the Gulf of Mexico, which would finally become 
impassable, even for ships drawing 8 or 10 feet of water. Cap- 
tain Eads contended that the power of this silt-bearing current 
would be such as to force the silt or the deposit in the Mississippi 
River coming from the alluvial lands far enough out into the 
Gulf to permit it to be scattered, and that the bar would not be 
formed to the extent they claimed, and that there would be suffi- 
cient force of current. But he never did say that it would not be 
3 3 On the other hand, he said it would be neces- 
sary to dge. He took the contract, no cure, no pay. He was 
not to get a dollar unless he produced a certain depth of water. 
The Government made a contract, a part of which was that Cap- 
tain Eads or his representatives should secure for a number of 
years, twenty years, I believe, so many feet of water in this 
channel through the Southwest Pass. Every year an officer of 
the Government of the Engineer Co: is sent there, who sounds 
the whole length of the channel and reports to the Department 
whether Captain Eads or his representatives have secured that 
depth, and until that officer reports that it has been secured the 
estate can not draw one dollar. If it has been secured, they re- 
ceive $100,000 a year. 

These are the whole facts, and there has not been a year in 
which the money has not been paid. Asa matter of course, if he 
had not secured the depth of water he would not have received a 


cent, 
Mr. CAFFERY. Iam not to be understood as attacking the 
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memory of Captain Eads. He has been a great benefactor to my 
parar the country. But I have only stated the facts which have 
communicated to me 1 Br local engineer in charge in Lou- 
isiana. A great contention between Captain Eads and the army 
engineers was as to whether a plan of confining the water in nar- 
row jetties and permitting the water to wash out to a sufficient 
depth would succeed of itself. I never heard before that Captain 
Eads claimed that he had to use dredgers in order to aid the river. 
I do not believe there would have been any contention between 
Captain Eads and any of the Engineer Corps or anybody else if 
he had conceded that it would be necessary to keep the channel 
o; by dredging. But the case of Captain Eads is not parallel to 
e case here, 
Mr. TELLER. I wish to correct the Senator from Louisiana. 
Captain Eads made a contract to keep the channel open. 
. CAFFERY. Precisely. That is what I am talking about. 
Mr. TELLER. That presupposes something to be done besides 
5 jetties. That Was a part of his system. It had to be 


one. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Les, sir; I know that. I know it was con- 

templated that the jetties would do the work without dredging. 
. VEST. They did most of it. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I know that the workof thecurrent has been 
supplemented by the artificial work of dredgers. That I know. 
I are heard it re that it _— aoon a reg pagra heirs 
would continue the dredging to maintain the ,astheexpense 
of dredging about equals the installments they would derive from 
the Government for keeping open the channel. 

Mr. VEST. Who stated that? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. J. B. Quinn. 

But the case of Eads is not parallel to the case here at all. 
There has been no contract of any kind, nor is any contemplated 
by anybody, to get so much depth of water, or to protect the har- 
bor at Santa Monica or San Pedro by artificial works. Itisa 
question solely whether this work is to be done under the present 
system of the Army Engineer Corps, and I say if it is to be done 
under that system you can not travel outside of the system. You 
can not go beyond the findings of the engineers and take up the 
report and the findings of a civil engineer when there is no sort 
of liability upon his part or upon the part of his employers. 
This is not a no-cure-no-pay case. Here is a case where the money 
of the United States Government is asked to be appropriated under 
the supervision of its Corps of Engineers, when the engineers have 
repudiated it, when they have condemned it. 

Row. if a great engineer like Captain Eads were to undertake 
to build a breakwater at San Pedro or Santa Monica, as the case 
may be, for so much money to accomplish such and such results, 
that would establish a case el to the case of the jetties atthe 
mouth of the Mississippi. But that is not the case here. The 
case here is to violate the findings of the army commission, when 
the money is to be spent under their direction. That is the case. 
They have condemned Santa Monica. eof have 3 San 
Pedro, and I say that we have either to follow generally the re- 
port of the army engineers or we have to discard the system en- 
tirely and adopt the system of contract. 

I have no sort of feeling in this controversy. I do not consider 
that the fact that Mr. Hunti n 5 the Santa Monica 
improvement is of any weight whatever toward its condemnation. 
But when both Senators from that State, when, as I am told, every 
Representative in the House resenting California wants the 
appropriation for San Pedro Harbor, and when that application of 

eirs, or indorsement of theirs, is backed up and sustained by the 
report and recommendation of the Corps of Army Engineers, I 
do not think it would be competent or safe or wise to throw aside 
both their indorsements, the recommendation of the engineers, 
and take up the report of an outside engineer, backed up by the 
experiments of Mr. Hunti It is true, in one sense, that an 
appropriation for a harbor is a national affair. A harbor of the 
dimensions and of the sort that is contemplated here at one or the 
other of these points of a general character. It is of 
interest to the whole nation. It concerns everybody, as it were, 
but it more directly concerns the people living in that country; 
and I have lived long enough to know, I think, that the counsel, 
the advice, the indorsement of the people immediately in inter- 
est, having the welfare of their constituents at heart, ought, from 
the nature of the case, to carry very great weight. It would take 
testimony absolutely conclusive to convince my mind that their 
indorsement is wrong in the premises before I would disavow it. 

The chairman of the committee, a very able man, who has made 
a study of these matters for years, has arrived at his conclusion 
from facts and premises that in his opinion are sufficient to war- 
rant it. I complain of nobody’s action, and I discard as utterly 
irrelevant to any intelligent discussion of this question the fact that 
Mr. Huntington supports one or the other of these projects, That 
these corporations have great influence I know, and that they 
exercise great vigilance everybody knows, and if their case is not 
won it is not because of the lack of energy or vigilance on their 


part. They are very well able to represent themselves in any 
enterprise of this sort. But it looks to me like a purely ances) 


cial enterprise. Ican not see from my standpoint how it would 
be entirely and exclusively in the interest of a railroad. But be 
that as it may, I shall follow the lead, all things being equal, of 
the representatives from the locality of an improvement of this 
sort, and it would be an extreme case, it would be a case where the 
testimony leaves no leg to stand upon, that I would go against 
their ju ent in the premises. But the case we have presented 
before us is one that not only does not militate against their views, 
but one that is indorsed by the highest authority in the United 
States in regard to these improvements. I am inclined to the 
belief, however, that temporarily, at least until the commercial 
needs of that part of the country are developed into larger pro- 
portions, the improvement of the inside harbor at Wilmington is 
sufficient for t purposes. It will be a considerable saving to 
the country right now not to expend the $3,000,000 asked for for 
San Pedro or Santa Monica, and if the needs of commerce do not 
justify it, I adopt the conclusion of the Senator from Missouri 
eda VeEsT],and say that the amendment offered by the Senator 

m Calfornia [Mr. WHITE] in that regard ought to have the 
sanction of the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I am very sorry that I am com- 
pelled to exhaust the patience of the Senate with a further dis- 
cussion of this matter, but as chairman, of the committee and 
its mouthpiece, as a matter of course I must defend its action 
and I know of no better defense of the contention which the 
committee has made than the picture upon which Senators are 
sc no tious 

ere [in 
Dume is off here [indicating]. 
Here [indicating] is the present per in Santa Monica Bay in 
center of the curve of the bay. ese are the proposed wharves 
3 If built they will accommodate about 200 ships at 
one time. Here [indicating] is the proposed breakwater to pro- 
tect the ships in the inside. 

Mr. MORGAN, How far from the coast? 

Mr. FRYE. It is about a mile and one-third from the shore. 
It is about 8,400 feet long. It includes inside of it an area of 
about 555 acres of deep water, which will accommodate about 
222 deep-draft vessels at anchor. Every inch inside is excellent 
holding ground, being mud and gravel. It is absolutely protected 
by a range of mountains over a thousand feet high from the north 
winds, the northeast and the northwest winds. It is absolutely 
pee on the other side by the highlands—these are the high- 

ds [indicating]—from every southeast wind. The 
wind of the Pacific coast is that from the southeast. There 
is no great fear of the other, except occasionally a heavy south- 
west gale. This bay [indicating] is absolutely protected from 
everything except the southwest wave line, as it is called, and the 
westerly winds. 

Now, here is a remarkable fact, and, without knowing the fact, 
no engineer, whether he be civil or war, is able to determine 
whether or not a harbor can be made a safe one. As I said, the 
heavy winds and gales are from the southeast. Whenever there 
is a heavy gale from the southeast the wave line is from the south- 
west, at an exact right angle to the southeast inshore wind, un- 
doubtedly showing that the action of the mountains has affected 
the wind near shore in such a way that a heavy southwest gale in 
= 8 ocean becomes, when you approach the shore, a south- 

e. 

Now,a breakwater, as a matter of course, every Senator knows, 
has nothing to do with the wind. It is to stop the waves, and 
that is the only purpose. The only necessity in the Bay of Santa 
Monica for any protection whatever comes from the southwest 
wave line. For the three years the pier has been there, there never 
yet has been any damage done it, because there has not hap- 
pened during that time any heavy southeast gales, or southwest 
wind at sea, and southwest wave line. But it is liable to take 
place any hour of time. It is liable to take when 50 ships 
are lying in this open roadstead [indicating], and if it did every 
ship would go ashore. For two or three years there had been no 
dangerous wrecks in the harbor at Apia, but one day there were 
scores of men-of-war lying there, a gale came up, and hundreds 
of lives were lost, and several ships were driven ashore. Harbor 

rotection is not for fair weather; it is not for ordinary weather; 
itis against extr: inary weather; and because these three years 
have passed and there has been no extraordinary weather it is not, 
as the Senator from Missouri says, an argument against the neces- 
sity of protection at all. To-morrow, or a week from now, when 
great ships are lying there, that terrible southwest gale sweeping 
across the great Pacific may bring in enormous waves and drive 
every ship ashore, sacrificing property and human life. 

Here to the right is Point Vermin (indicating), Here, at that 
point [indicating], is where the first board started its breakwater, 
running it out two or three thousand feet, and then lea an 
open space of 1,500 feet, then running four or five thousand feet 


ing on map] is the bay of Santa Monica. Point 
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in the direction here shown [indicating]. There [indicating] is 
Wilmington Harbor. 

Mr. WHITE. The inner harbor. 

Mr. FRYE. It is called the inner harbor; it is the inner harbor 
of Wilmington which has been talked about. The harbor which 
it is proposed to make at San Pedro is here [indicating]. Now, 
here is the remarkable fact to be noted. The first of engi- 
neers found that if a breakwater were attached to the shore and 
run eight or ten thousand feet from shore, the harbor made b 
it inside would certainly fill up with sand, and in that Corthell 
and Hood concur. So the three army officers and the two civil 
engineers agree that if a breakwater is so attached and extended 
from the shore the harbor will fill up. What did the first board 
do? They provided for that reach of breakwater, then an open 

ace of 1,500 feet right in the harbor, then a breakwater run- 
ning off in this direction [indicating]. Which is the direction of 
the southwest winds? There it is; Senators can all see it. Ex- 
actly straight in to the 1,500 feet the first board of army officers 
left open. Is there any safety in that harbor? Can any ship lie 
there in a heavy southeast gale when southwest waves are com- 
ing in? 

ow happened it that the army board of engineers made such 
a blunder? It happened simply because 10 did not know that a 
southeast e on shore was accompanied by a southwest wave 
line from the ocean. That is all. They madea profound mistake 
because they did not make the necessary inquiry. There is nota 
Senator on this floor who does not know that they made a mistake. 
There is not a Senator here who can not see that if they had made 
it on purpose to receive the southwest wave line they could not 
have placed it in any better position. There it is, right straight 


in [indicating]. 
of Oregon, Is there any dispute about that 


r. MITC 
matter? 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, no; that is the exact location of the break- 
water. This is an exact map in every respect. There is no under- 
taking to cheat or defraud anybody about this matter in any 
direction on either side that I know of. 

Mr. STEWART. Do they now admit that it would be a failure? 

Mr. FRYE. They never have been asked. I do not think they 
would admit it, but every Senator here who is in my hearing and 
in sight of this map knows that it was an absolute failure. 

Now, the second board (whether they had ever found out the mis- 
take I doubt) started theirs from the shore and followed it right 
out to the end of the breakwater without any break in it. They 
Saar San entirely, you will see, from the first board, because the 
first board said a breakwater of that kind would fill up with sand. 
The second board say, as a matter of course, it will not fill up 
with sand, because they made their plan of a breakwater from the 
pier outward without any break in it. Did they know anything 
about the southwest wave. I think the evidence is conclusive 
that they had not found it out. What is the evidence? 

Somebody wished to know where you could place the wharf in 
San Pedro, and I assure the Senators it is a very serious question. 
Here is the Southern Pacific Railroad, that “ horrible instrument 
of injury to the country,” running right along here and out to 
this point [indicating]. This is a very high bluff [indicating], I 
should say 60 or 70 feet high, rocky and 8 The waves 
of the ocean are nearly all the time dashing up against it at the 
foot. Where are you going to put your wharves? Where will 
you locate them? The second board of engineers said that you 
could make a dozen in some way or other—it would be very expen- 
sive for this railroad—by running your railroad out on the break- 
water, and then reapers! your wharves to it. 

Now, is not that conclusive proof that the second board did 
not know that the southwest wave line accompanied a southeast 
shore wind? Have not Senators here seen the power of waves on 
the Pacific when they come sweeping in across the sea over 
water that is 300 fathoms deep within 3 miles of the shore and 
strike that breakwater 10 feet up out of the water? How long 
would a railroad track stand on the top of that breakwater? 
How long would a ship lying by the wharves stay there? Those 
waves would break over that breakwater from 40 to 50 feet high, 
and, as a woman would sweep with a broom the dust from the 
ground, sweep away your railroads and your railroad tracks and 
completely submerge every vessel lying by the wharves attached 
to the breakwater. £ 

Here is what is called the Terminal Railroad [indicating]. It 
comes đown here to Rattlesnake Island andout to that little island 
on that F 

Mr. WHITE. That is a jetty. 

Mr. FRYE, That is a jetty down to here [indicating]. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, here 8 Pa 

Mr. FRYE. Hereis the Pacific Railroad, down to here [indi- 


cating]. 
Mr. TE. The Terminal Railroad. 

Mr. FRYE. One is the Terminal Railroad and the other is the 
Southern Pacific Railroad. Now, to a certain extent this is a 
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railroad fight. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] thinks 
it is a fearful thing for a Senator to be on the side of a t rail- 
road and a‘‘ greedy monopoly.“ I never have seen anything more 
greedy in my experience than this little Terminal Railroad. It 
is about 40 miles long. What is it there for? It was built there 
after the first report of the board of engineers. Under the first 
report of the board of engineers there were certain gentlemen who 
thought they saw a chance for a speculation. 

They saw that the Southern Pacific had the entire north side, all 
the land on it; that there was a chance to get a little terminal rail- 
road down on the southerly side; that if that breakwater was built 
and it became a great harbor, necessarily there must be two great 
competing lines stretching from the Pacific shore over toward the 
Atlantic. They built this railroad with the understanding and ex- 
oes that when the harbor was completed some great transat- 

ntic railroad would be obliged to gobble up the little terminal 
railroad and make it a very handsome speculation. That railroad 
is in the fight. The Southern Pacific, as a matter of course, is in 
the fight because it is up there panoan] The Atchison, Topeka 
and Santa Fe Railroad is in the contest. Why, Ido not know. Here 
is the Atchison, Topeka and Santa . It runs away 
up to that point now [indicating]. Here is the harbor [indicat- 
ing]. Here is the Southern Pacific [indicating]. running to hoi : 
place where they have located their wharves. Here is a little 
tunnel [indicating]. I heard it asked in the Senate half a dozen 
times if another road could go through that tunnel. What do 

ou suppose that tunnel is? It isa tunnel under a street a couple 

undred feet long. You can cut it out; you can throw it away; 
you can build a bridge over it, and 40 railroads can go through 
if they please any time and anywhere. You will observe that 
there is plenty of room. The Southern Pacific Railroad Company 
could get but 50 feet wide. The trustees of the town own this 
front down here [indicating]. 

Mr. DAVIS. Of San Pedro? 

Mr. FRYE. Of the county or town; I do not know which. 

Mr. WHITE. Of the town. a 

Mr. GRAY. Of Santa Monica. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. They own it. They refused to let the South- 
ern Pacific Railroad have an inch of land outside of their place 
for two tracks, and the Southern Pacific does not own an inch of 
land at Santa Monica. They own nearly all of the land on the 
north side here [indicating]. 

Mr. CULLOM. San Pedro? 

Mr. FRYE. San Pedro. There is room at Santa Monica for 
twelve tracks, for ten more tracks. Any other railroad can get it 
just as easily as the Southern Pacific Railroad Company did. 

r. Huntington said he would build the tracks for them lor 10,000 
a mile, and this bill provides that they shall use his wharf if they 
desire to do so. 

Now, can some Senator tell me why the telegrams from the 
Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad have been falling here 
upon Senators in the last ten days as the snowflakes fall in the win- 
ter storm, except that it is the remains of the old fight between 
the Southern Pacific and the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Rail- 
road? They made it once. They lost from ten to twelve million 
dollars in the encounter and went into bankruptcy. I happened 
to be the unfortunate owner, I am happy to say of a very small 
amount, of stock in the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad, 
and only a few months ago I paid an assessment on it. Ican think 
of no reason why they should interfere except for the remains, as I 
say, of the old fight. Thatis just about the condition of the whole 
thing; and I say no man on earth can make an argument in favor 
of Santa Monica so strong as that picture itself, silent though it be. 

I wish to call your attention to one point more in this connec- 
tion. You see that arrow is southwest [indicating]; as a matter of 
course, southeast would be this way [indicating]. Will any 
Senator tell me how that breakwater ferns the proposed San 
Pedro Harbor from a southeast gale? Not the slightest under the 
sun. The southeast gale comes right square into the mouth of it. 
As a matter of course, if the breakwater be extended away around 
it could not keep the wind out. It has full sweep and full sway. 
It is admitted by everybody in this peel that it is the 
southeast wind that the mariners are afraid of on the Pacific 
coast. Yet the harbor of San Pedro, fix it up the best way you 
can, is right out with open arms, apparently anxious to receive 
into its bosom the terrific southeast gales, while the other one is 
absolutely protected fromthem. I think that is all I want of the 
. i he map was removed.] 

. President. I am very happy to see your face once more. 

I should like, in the first place, to dissipate if I can a little of the 
fog that has been placed around this controversy. I have to acer- 
tain extent made allusions to the railroads. The Senator from 
Missouri did to a certain extent allude to thepeople of Los Angeles. 
Somebody told me that the member of Congress from that district 
was placed ona platform two years agoin favor of anappropriation 
for San Pedro, and that his convention met a week ago and put 
him ona platform in favor of an appropriation for Santa Monica, 


1896. 


The city council unanimously the other day voted for an appro- 
PEAD for Santa Monica. I think the Senator from Missouri 

escribed the conditions at Los Angeles about right. But what 
has Los 5 to with this 1 & Why, the Senator from 
Missouri and Ihave been in this fight for about eight or ten years, 
I believe. We know all about it. We have got tired of it, too. 
Iam very sorry to find him willing to have itrun any further. I 
wish to 875 rid of it forever. I never want to hear of it again. 

Give Angeles an inner harbor of 18 feet depth of water and 
it will accommodate all the commerce of Los Angeles for the 
next fifty years. It is ample forit. If you put a breakwater outside 
of theinterior harbor, you are throwing away $392,000. The idea 
that the Los Angeles people are to instruct Congress as to where they 
shall putaharbor! For the commerce of Los Angeles? Nobody has 
ever talked about that. It is for the commerce of the world, and not 
only is it for the commerce of the world, but it is for a harbor of 
refuge, just as important asa harbor for commerce. The Atlantic 
coast has harbors of refuge all along. Weare building one now at 
Sandy Bay, on the New England coast, at a cost of $5.000.000. and 
we have them every 40 or 50 miles—harbors in which tempest-tossed 
ships can run for refuge. They are just as important for protec- 
tion to life and property as are protected harbors for commerce. 

The harbor that we are talking about here isnot a little harbor for 
a town or a city. It is aharbor for the commerce of the world, a 
harbor for the ships of the world, and Los Angeles has no more 
interest in it and no more to say about it than the people in the 
pe foc Portland, Me. 

e have heard talk about corruption and bri , but in this 
body there is more bribery from the good feeling which exists be- 
tween Senators than from any and every other cause known to man. 
I think that we yield our preferences and our wishes to Senators 
when no amount of money and no amount of honor would induce 
us to do it under any circumstances; and I admit that I am one 
of the yielding kind, for while it has been charged in Los Angeles 
that I am owned by the Southern Pacific Railroad I would rather 
have the kindly regard of these Senators I am addressing, and 
their confidence, than the support of all the railroads and railroad 
magnates on the face of the earth, and all the money that all of 
them possess. The Examiner said if I succeeded in getting Santa 
Monica adopted as a harbor gt pores would be lined with 
gold, a happy way they have of ing about public men, sir, in 


your State, Mr. WHITE; pleasant and eeable compliments 
they pay us—a high estimate they make of us. I thank a kind 
Providence that ever since my mother put the first pocket into 


my pantaloons it has been just as well lined with gold from that 
Vat eg this as my modest necessities ever required. 

5 I call the Senator's attention to the fact that the 
Republican State convention recently held in California declared 
in favor of silver. 

Mr. FRYE. I think very gg fad did, and against railroads. 

I do not understand that the Senators from California are en- 
titled to any more recognition in the question of whether a har- 
bor shall be established at Santa Monica or shall be constructed 
at San Pedro than the Senators from the State of Minnesota; 
neither did the Committee on Commerce, although we had one of 
their Senators on the committee as a member. It is not a harbor 
for California; it is just as much a harbor for my ship which sails 
out from the city of Bath as it is for the ship of the Senator from 
California which sails out through the Golden Gate—just exactly. 
It is just as much a home for the safety of the ship which sails 
from the lakes, if it can escape to the ocean, as it is for a ship 
which comes from Australia. 

There is another thing which I am sorry has crept in to becloud 
this case, because I thinkit is gravely unjust. The Senator from 
California—I am sorry his speech has not been published in the 
RECORD, and I have to take the report of it from the morning 
Post—in concluding says: 

“ It will be a donation of $3,000,000toa 5 corporation,” said Mr. WHITE. 
“Tt will be taking $3,000,000, which the United States engineers have recom- 
mended be not expended and spending it on an individ It will not be for 


a public benefit, but for the benefit of an enterprising person who is develop- 
ing a large commerce over one of the most magnificent wharves in the world.” 


The distinguished Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] inti- 
mated that it would be a terrible thing for the Senate of the 
United States to yield to the greed of one man.” Ah, both of 
those utterances savor a little bit of the slogan of the sand lots of 
the Golden Gate, where the name of Huntington is conjured to 
frighten babies with and used by demagogues to make the knees of 
weak-kneed politicians tremble. The ‘‘ greed of one man”! Yet 
the ‘‘one man,” the Senator admits, is building up a great com- 
merce, which is coming over the finest wharf in the whole world. 
If that man is buildin up a great commerce is he not entitled to 
have a harbor to whi at commerce shall come just as much 
as if it were built up by twenty different men? Is Mr. Hunting- 
ton to be excluded from all the benefits of legislation? 

Why, pray tell me, if he succeeds in establishing a great line of 
ships from China and Japan, and they bring the contributions of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5055 


the Orient down to Santa Monica Bay, then take them on the Sonth- 
ern Pacific Railroad and land them at New Orleans as cheaply as 
to-day they can be carried from San Francisco to Ogden, and 
then they are put on board his great line of steamers, 20 in num- 
ber, from New Orleans and carried to New York for one-fifth the 
cost from ogden to New York by rail, is he to be punished for it? 
Is he entitled to the reprobation of the Senate? he to be sum- 
moned up here as a ghost to frighten Senators from voting as 
their consciences dictate? Mr. President, if that is the course to 
be pursued, we must re-form this river and harbor bill; we must 
chen 2 entirely, we must strike out quite a number of items we 

ve in it. 5 

Take the item for Newport News. There was the Chesapeake 
and Ohio Railroad, dead, an utter wreck. Thisman, Mr. Hunting- 
ton, took it and brought it tolife; and with his courage and indom- 
itable energy built one of the finest roads in this country from 
Cincinnati to Newport News; and to-day itis carrying more corn 
than any other line on this earth. Oh, cut out the appropriation 
for Newport News, because Huntington built the Chesapeake and 
Ohio Railroad! That is the appeal. 

„Take another thing. We have been helping t shipyards by 
ving them contracts for building vessels, and Iam glad of it. 
ey needed it. We wanted to build the vessels in the United 
States. Wehadingenuity enough; we saw that all needed, was en- 
couragement. We have been helping great iron works, Bethle- 
hem and Carnegie’s, by giving them contracts and a chance to 
make money, and thus get their plants together. It was a 
thing todo, But there was a quiet man in the United States who 
did not call upon the Government for any help. Nobody in the 
Senate knew anything about what was going on at Newport News. 
One day I received an invitation to go down and seea ship launched 
at Newport News. I did not know there was a shipyard at New- 
port News; I had never heard of it. I went down there, saw a 
great iron ship married to the ocean, and it had been built in the 
finest shipyard in the world, equipped with every kind of con- 
ceivable modern machinery, costing $6,000,000. It employed thou- 
sands and thousands of men; it has enabled them to support their 
families; they have built themselves houses, and for the next half 
century it will support those men, educate and clothe and feed the 
children; and Huntington didit, Oh, cut off the appropriation for 
Newport News; he ought not to have it! Huntington ought to be 
punished for building that shipyard, which is to-day underbidding 
every shipyard in America and building the great war ships of 
the country. ` 

Cut it off from Norfolk, where he has a great line of steamers, 
The improvements there are a benefit. Cut it off from New 
Orleans. He runs 20 steamers into New Orleans. 

Oh, it is too paltry to undertake to stop any legislation with 
that cheap, demagogical cry that because Huntington has done it 
no help can be given to Huntington. He employs to-day 75,000 
men; pays them their wages when they are due, and there never 
has been a laboring man who has worked for him to whom he has 
not given his wages the day it was due; one instance I know, 
where a railroad was an utter wreck and owed the laborers $500,- 
000, and Mr. Huntington put his hand into his pocket, gave the 
$500,000 to the railroad, wrecked as it was, to enable it to pay its 
laborers, took the wrecked railroad as security, and then put his 
energy and courage into the railroad and broughtit up to life, ac- 
tivity, and value. 

Mr. President, enough of this sort of paltering has been in- 
dulged in here. Let us come right back to the questions of 
where a harbor should be made, and whether it should be made at 
all. It has been said, and truly, that we sent a board of army en- 
gineers out there. Ihave called your attention to their report. 
I do not yield to any man in the Senate or anywhere else in my 
respect for the army engineers. They are gentlemen—thorough- 
breds. They are educated men and scientific men. Their integ- 
rity can be trusted without question. I would risk my life and 
my reputation and my money with the Corps of Army Engineers 
as quickly as I would with my own father. But, as the Senator 
from Missouri said, they are tinite; they make mistakes; they are 
frequently overruled. They are fortification engineers, as General 
Craighill said in our committee room, not riparian engineers. 

It is said we can not overrule them; we must not overrule them. 
Your attention has been called to instances where we have delib- 
erately overruled them. We have overruled them three, four, or 
five times in this very bill which we are now considering. We 
sent either a board or an engineer down to Brazos River to see 
whether or not it could be improved and a great commercial har- 
bor made there, The engineers reported that it was an utter im- 
possibility; that the jetty system there would be anentire failure; 
that the river would fill up. Colonel Ernst afterwards made 
another report, and he more strongly said that it was an utter 
impossibility; it could not be done. e authorized a company to 
do it, and in the river and harbor bill. That company sent for 
Mr. Corthell, this gentleman who perhaps marhe doubted as au- 
thority because somebody paid his board. . Corthell went 
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and made a plan and specification for a jetty system for the Brazos 
River. The company adopted it, and to-day they have 20 feet of 
water and the river is scouring its channel. They want the United 
States now to take it up. They called upon us, and we concluded 
to have a commission to investigate. Did we appoint a board of 
army engineers as that commission? Not a bit of it. We disre- 

ed the Corps of Engineers and appointed outside men to make 
that investigation. Why? Any Senator can answer the question 
who pleases. 


In this same bill there was a 8 for a great harbor in 
Georgia, the harbor of Brunswick. There was a gentleman there 
who thought that with dynamite he could make all the channel 
that was neccessary. I will say for myself that I never believed 
it. The army ae err laughed it to scorn, said it was an utter 

im ibility, and that it could not be done. We authorized, in 
spite of the army engineers, two or four years ago, this man to 
go on with dynamite and make his channel. He went on 
and claimed that he had made that channel of a certain depth. 
Another board of army engineers reported to us that he 
not made the channel and was not entitled to pay, but we 
paid him $30,000. How about the army engineers being su- 

reme authority with the Committee on Commerce? Again, 
fh this very river and harbor bill, he came in for a renewal 
of his contract, and we renewed it, the army engineers saying 
that the thing was an utter failure. He came in and proved by 
divers persons, ship captains and others, that it was not a failure; 
that he had that depth of water, and the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce determined the army engineers, 
said he had procured a certain depth of water, and they not only 
renewed the old contract, but they doubled it, they tripled it, 
and provided for the making of ac el three times as wide as 
in the first bill. Then they did not leave it to the army engineers 

to measure—think of it—to see whether or not he had gotten a 
certain depth of water and was entitled to $30,000. Who did it? 
We took a man outside of the army engineers, a Geodetic Survey 
man. 

In my experience with river and harbor bills, wherever a major- 
ity of the committee wish to overrule the army engineers that 
majority does it without the slightest compunction of conscience. 

A board of army engineers made its report, and I declare that 
never ina single instance did the first board of army engineers or 
the second board of army engineers, either one of them, con- 

,demn Santa Monica as a harbor, and no condemnation of it 
can be found in their report. They simply expressed a preference 
for San Pedro and gave their reasons, and the most prominent 
reason was that it was better adapted to fortifications than was 
Santa Monica. That was the principal reason, and, as the Senator 
from Missouri has said, occupied more space in their report than 
did anything else. 

Another reason they gave was that it was impossible, they 
thought, to find the right kind of rock at Santa Monica. Now it 
turns out that there is any quantity of rock at Santa Monica, of 
the very best kind of granite, 175 pounds to the cubic foot, which 
is about the best ee ou can find, and any quantity of it, 
illimitable. They dec in their report that there would be 
danger of one railroad being able to charge any price it pleased 
for hauling rock if it were hauled by railroad. I propose to add an 
amendment to the Senate amendment like this: Provided, That 
whatever rock is transported by the Southern Pacific Railroad 
Company, there shall be no charge for hauling higher than one-half 
cent a ton a mile”—the lowest rate known to railroads; and Mr. 
Huntington before our committee said that he would guarantee 
that it should be hauled for that. 

When the report was made to us in our Committee of Com- 
merce we considered the matter, and determined not to appropriate 
for a harbor at San Pedro at that time. Shortly afterwards I went 
out there. Now, the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE], who 
is perfectly fair in his ar; ent, I admit, and argued both sides of 
the case, with so much fairness that every once in a while I felt a 
little uncertainty as to whether he was not going to take my side, 
alluded to the “distinguished coe a from Maine,” and his visit 
to San Pedro somewhat sarcastically; but I'll forgive him. I will 
say, nevertheless, I went out there. I do know something about 
harbors. Ihavecommon sense, I think; what they callin New Eng- 
land horse sense”; and I have looked over a great many harbors 
in my life. I am able to form a general judgment. I think I could 
tell, looking at that picture [indicating], which was the better place 
for a harbor; and I pity the Senator who could not. I went down 
there on that bluff [indicating] at San Pedro. 

Who took me there? The Southern Pacific Railroad owned me 
then, of course, because the president of the Southern Pacific 
Railroad Company took me there, and he had about a dozen of his 
Southern Pacific officers with him. I think the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. Davis] was there with me, and the senior Sena- 
tor from Connecticut .PLaTT]. Senator Stanford was urgi 
the necessity of an appropriation, stating that it was vital to their 


railroad, that it was vital to the interests of commerce, that a great 
commerce would spring Hid if they could only have asafe har- 
bor. Iloveddear Senator Stanford with all my heart; I should have 
been delighted to have served him in any possible way. He wasa 
kindly gentleman in every Lg eee Istood on that bluff panicat 
ting], about 70 feet high, the bluf ruming down straight, rocky, 
and looked outinto this proposed harbor. About the first question 
I asked the Senator—there was only a slight breeze blowing; that 
was southerly, and the little waves were rushing up against the 
rocky side of this bluff upon which I stood—1 ok the Sen- 
ator which was the troublesome wind there, He said it was the 
southeasterly wind. “If your bad wind is the southeasterly 
wind,” I said, “Senator, how is that harbor, which looks right 
into the ee OE to be protected? How are ships go 

to be protected? Where are you going to put your wharf? 118 
said they were going to put a Wwharf— Senators can haps see 
the little point running out there about half an inch along the 
right side of that picture [indicating]—there, inside of that break- 
water. But,“ said I. my dear Senator, that wharf will not 
stay there at all. The southeast wind will take that wharf off’— 
Senators can see the line there [indicating]—“‘and any vessel that 
lies there.” 

Mr. GRAY. Which is southeast? 

Mr. FRYE. This is southeast [indicating]. The southeast 
wind comes 57 here where I am pointing [indicating]. 

Mr. WHITE. The Senator is a little bit ont of the way. 

Mr. FRYE. There is southwest [indicating]. The wind comes 
right in here 8 At any rate there was no place there 
to puta w. and no man on earth could find one. 

hortly afterwards they went to work on that wharf. They 
spent several hundred thousand dollars in building it, and got it 
out perhaps a hundred or a hundred and fifty feet, when they con- 
cluded it was money thrown away and gave it up. Whether I 
am a “navigator” or not, I made up my mind very deliberately 
then that a safe harbor at San Pedro was an impossibility on ac- 
count of the southeast winds. I did not know anything about 
the southwest waves then at all. I so told Senator Stanford. 
He argued the question with me, and by that time there werea 
hundred or two hundred people around listening, and I finally in 
jest said to the Senator, “ Senator, if these Los Angeles people 
want a harbor, sup they move their city down to San Die 0. 
There is a good harbor there.” You ought to have read the Ion 
Angeles papers that night. There was nothing on earth bad that 
I was not. I never got such a lecture in my life as from those 
newspapers, and some of them have kept it up ever since. 

The next day I went up to Santa Monica; I think it was Satur- 
day; and for two days I enjoyed the gracious hospitality of one of 
the pleasantest homes which I ever visited in my life. The host 
was so much of a gentleman that he never mentioned harbor to 
But on Sunday, haying nothing to do, I went prospecting on 
harbor business. I looked off onto Santa Monica Bay right froma 
ahigh bluff; right up here [indicating]. Here is Santa Monica. I 
was right here on this bluff, and looked out into this beautiful bay. 
It was a still day, and the baylookedlike a lake. IthoughtI never 
had seen in my life a better place made by the Almighty for a harbor 
than that was. It seemed to be absolutely perfect. No northeast 
wind, no north wind, no southeast wind,no southwest wind could 
touch it; it was a remarkably well-protected resting place, and it 
did not need a great expenditure to make it absolutely safe, so it 
seemed tome. I have never divested myself of that first opinion, 
which I formed then, 5 the reports of 
of army engineers; and the other , Which is proposed now, if 
it should come to the same conclusion, would leave me in precisely 
the same spot. That may seem like obstinacy, but it is a deep, 
well-fixed judgment of my own. 

I came home, told my experience to the committee, and they 
voted i 5 vet appropriation r Soe Pedro, as 35 been n 
nounced, indicating influence whic id not suppose I possesse 
with the committee or with the Senate. 

We had another board appointed. That board went out, as has 
been stated, and made the usual examination made by boards. 
They followed very largely in the footsteps of the first. I never 
dreamed they would come to a conclusion in favor of San Pedro. 
I took it for granted that they would decide in favor of Santa 
Monica. I know them better now. Tou can not get one Depart- 
ment officer ever to overrule another one, his predecessor; you 
can not get an army board of engineers to overrule in the essen- 
tials a prior board of army engineers. You put one on the board 
provided for in the amendment and he never will overrule the 
Chief of the Corps of Engineers, who has been on one of the boards. 
The last board, however, differed from the first very essentially in 
this: They said that the harbor would not fill up with sand if there 
was a continuous breakwater from the shore out. Theother saidit 
would; Corthell said it would; Hood said it would. This board said 
it would not. As I told you awhile ago, they provided for wharves 
attached toa breakwater that would rise 10 feet above the level of 
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the ocean. I am sailor enough to know that that will not do, 
and I think any Senator heré is sailor enough to know it will not 
do. That board made its report, and still the Committee on 
Commerce would not make the appropriation for San Pedro, and, 
in my judgment, never will. You send out a board now of Geo- 
detic Survey men and a naval officer without that provision, that 
if they decide in favor of San Pedro then the Secretary of War 
shall make the contract, and let that report come before the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, I will guarantee that that committee will 
not provide for an outside harbor at San Pedro. That is so; 
tioy would not doit. The inner harbor at San Pedro is enough at 
that point. 

t comes next? I am not conceited enough to set my 
judgment against Army engineers, not at all. I felt a good deal 
of anxiety about this matter, and one day [heard that the South- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company, which had been trying to induce 
me to favor San Pedro, had deserted San Pedro and gone to Santa 
Monica. I made some inquiries in relation tothat. I found that 
thename of their engineer was Hood, I wrote to Mr. Hood and 
asked him if it was true that the change had been made, to send 
me his report on which the change had been made. He sent it. I 
regard this as the strongest argument in favor of Santa Monica 
which can be made by any Senator. The Southern Pacific Railroad 
instead of haying invested $1,000,000 had invested $3,000,000 at 
at San Pedro. ey own nearly all the land on the north side of 
San Pedro. They had spent $900,000 trying to get wharves, and 
the time came when theircommerce was increasing to such an ex- 
tent that wharfage was an absolute necessity. 5 

Why do you suppose they selected Mr. Hood? To do their will? 
Not at all. Because he was a fool? Not at all. These great 
railroad corporations manage to secure the best talent there is in 
the world, and they pay the requisite salaries to obtain the talent. 
They had to pay my friend sitting there, the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. THURSTON] a handsome salary to obtain his legal abili- 
ties in their interest. They succeed in getting the best there is, 
and why not? When they are seeking an engineer for whom do 
they look? They look for a man upon whose judgment may de- 
pend the expenditure of millions and millions of dollars, upon 
whose judgment success or defeat lies. The Southern Pacific Rail- 
road Company selected Mr. Hood, one of the best engineers in the 
country. Mr. Huntington said to Mr. Hood: Mr. Hood, the 
time has come when we must make some expenditures. I want 
you toinvestigate the harbor of San Pedro thoroughly, completely, 
and make your report to me.” 

Mr, Hood made the examination, spending all the necessary 
time. He made all the requisite soundings, found out all about 
the bottom of the ocean, found out all about the winds, found 
out all about the waves, looked it all over to see where wharves 
could be constructed. Then he made a N to Mr. Huntington 
that San Pedro could not be improved; that you could not make 
a safe harbor there; that it would, with the best break water that 
ever was built, be open to the southeast gales, and no ship could 
lie there in a southeast gale whether she was anchored off or was 
inshore at the wharf. He said that a large part of the area 
within the breakwater was upon rocky bottom and there was no 
proper holding ground. The fact that kelp is growing there now 
inside the ater—and any Senator can see itif he goes there— 
discloses ledges at the bottom jut as certainly as the magnet is 
disclosed when steel is around. The report of Mr. Hood, their 
engineer, was not made to influence the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr Gray] at all. Nobody knew that the Senator from Arkan- 
‘sas [Mr. Berry] would ever see it or ever hear of it. It was 
made for the company, and the company alone. On that report 
the Southern Pacific Railroad deserted their $3,000,000 planted 
down at San Pedro and went up and planted $1,000,000 in build- 
ing at Santa Monica, as the Senator says, the finest wharf or pier 
in the whole world. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Maine allow me? How 
came the Southern Pacific Company to locate at San Pedro in the 
first instance? 

Mr. FRYE. I do not know. - 

Mr. HILL. Did they have an engineer upon whose advice they 
then acted? 

Mr. FRYE. I do not know. 

Mr. WHITE. Hood was then their engineer. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not know how they ever came to locate at 
San Pedro. 

Mr. STEWART. They bought an old road, and there was a 
small harbor there. : 

Did they have their choice of the two places origi- 
nally 


? 
Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. FRYE. They bought an old road? 
Mr. STEWART, Yes, sir. 
Mr. WHITE. Permit me to correct the Senator from Nevada. 
The county of Los Angeles contributed a considerable sum of 
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money to enable the completion of a railroad from the city of Los 
e 


Angeles to San Pedro. 
in it. 

I desire to correct the Senator from Maine in one particular. 
He stated that the Southern Pacific has deserted San Pedro. That 
is an error. They are running trains there regularly and are 
carrying a large amount of freight which they get upon their cars 
by means of the inner harbor at San Pedro y- 

Mr. FR I mean they deserted it as a deep-sea harbor. Of 
course their tracks are there. Mr. Huntington said they had 
sacrificed two-thirds of their property in leaving it. 

Mr. WHITE. That is a matter of opinion. 

Mr. FRYE. He ought to know perfectly well. The pier at 
Santa Monica, built out a mile, has stood for three years, and not 
a bolt or plank has started. I say that no man, I care not how in- 
genious he may be, can make an argument that speaks with the 
power that single act does. 

I was not content. I saw Mr. Corthell one day—thisman who, 
because his board was paid, would sacrifice, perhaps, his reputa- 
tion, which has been earned by lifelong service, and deliberately 
undertake to deceive cig pee Who is Mr. Corthell? He isa 
member of the American Society of Civil Engineers; the Ameri- 
can Society of Mechanical Engineers; the American Institute of 
Mining Engineers; the Canadian Society of Civil Engineers; the 
Institution of Civil Engineers, of Great Britain; the Society of 
Arts, of Great Britain; the Imperial Institute, of Great Britain; 
the Institution of ome poe and Shipbuilders, of Scotland; the 
French Society of Civil Engineers, corresponding member of that 
society for the Northwest of the United States; the Mexican 
Association of Civil Engineers and Architects; hono: member 
of the Geographic and Statistical Society of Mexico; the Ameri- 
can Geographical Society; the National Geographic Society, of 
Washington; the Boston Society of Civil Engineers; the Engineer- 
ing Association of the South; the Western Association of Engi- 
neers, at Chicago; fellow of the American Association for the 
Advancement of Science; second vice-president of the American 
Society of Civil bre: ge in 1888; first vice-president in 1893 and 
1894; president of the Western Society of Engineers in 1889. 

And yet for his board bill Mr. Corthell might sacrifice his rep- 
utation. What a proposition that is to make to the United States 
Senate! What a weak, silly foundation that on which to place an 
ar, ent! He was Mr. Eads's right-hand man for four years, in 
full, complete charge of the jetties in the Mississippi River. He 
was employed as the leading engineer for the Brazos Company, 
and e a success of it. Mexico heard of him. They needed a 
great harbor at Tampico. It was one of the most troublesome 
places in the world to make one. They had been trying for it for 
years. They sent to this engineer, Corthell. He went down there, 
and to-day they have one of the finest harbors in the world, a per- 
fect success. ey sent for him out on the western coast of the 
Pacific, at the western terminal of the Tehuantepec Railroad. 
There the English propose to expend some $3,000,000 in creating 
a harbor. Corthell was sent for. He made a plan and specifica- 
tions, and in the English contract for the building of the harbor 
the Corthell plan is entered. To-day he stands at the head, or 
nearly at the head, of the civil engineers on the question of riparian 
improvements in the United States of America. 

met him, I knew him. I asked him if he could not go to 
Santa Monica and San Pedro and make an examination and re- 
port I was still uncertain. The engineers disturbed me as wy 

isturbed others. I did not even yield to the fact that I had hea: 

of the change which had been made. He said he was doing noth- 
ing and that he could go. I asked him if he would go. He sail) 
he would. Mr. Huntington undoubtedly paid his 5 1 
did not and could not. My lean pocket is only enough for my 
modest necessities and not enough to pay engineers. 

Mr. WHITE. When did the Senator from Maine request Mr. 


ere was a good deal of public money 


Corthell to go there? 
Mr. FRYE. I can not tell the Senator. That, of course, is too 
indefinite to remember. I know I made the request. 


Mr. WHITE. More or less. 

Mr. FRYE. I have not the remotest idea. It was after the 
second board had reported, certainly. 

Mr. Corthell said he could go. He went. He spent a month or 
two months, I do not remember which, and he came back with 
his report. It was in favor of Santa Monica and against San 
Pedro, with reasons given from the first to the last, di ing 
with both boards in many particulars and uttering his aces ipa 
ment in unmistakable 1 0 He declared that you could not 
make a safe harbor at San Pedro, that there was no power on 
earth to prevent the southeast gales from sweeping square into 
San Pedro. He declared that a breakwater built as the last one 
is proposed to be built would certainly fill with sand. He declared 
that no railroad track could be maintained on that breakwater an 
hour, He declared that no wharves could be attached to it, and 
that if they were no ships could live at the wharves when there 
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was a gale from the southeast and the waves came in from the 
8 He joined issue with these engineers in all those 
regards. 

As to Santa Monica and the present location, it must be remem- 


bered that the present location is one that has never been ex- 
amined by our army engineers at all, and when Mr. Davidson's 
letter was read and he talked about ruins on the shore and where 
he walked, Mr. Davidson was walking from way up here [indi- 
cating] around to Point Dume, here 3 Point Dume 
is more than 17 miles from the breakwater which is proposed for 
Santa Monica Harbor, and when my friend the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. WHITE] spoke of the depth of 270 fathoms, etc., he 
was reading the depth of water off Point Dume, more than 15 
miles to sea. 

FE rs WHITE. There are 200 fathoms of water within your 12 

es. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, very well; within the 12-miles limit, occasion- 
ally. Here is the map, and any Senator can see it. The figures 
are all down here, showing exactly the depth of water. You 
. al a line across there [indicating], and it would be about 15 

es. 

Mr. WHITE. There seems to be some conflict in the record 
with reference to that. Mr. Corthell's last statement is 12 miles. 

Mr. FRYE. Twelve miles, then. 

Mr. WHITE. It is in one place stated at 15 and in another at 
12 miles. I suppose it depends upon how it is measured with ref - 
erence to the two capes. 

Mr. FRYE. The course of the southwest wave line is that [in- 
dicating]. It is marked on the map. Follow the course of the 
southwest wave line from that breakwater out and this is an ab- 
solutely correct representation of the bottom of the sea—the red 
line, every inch of it. You follow it out from San Pedro to Point 
Firmin, which is only a little ways out there [indicating], and this 

indicating] is an exact zoprn talon of the bottom of the ocean 
ere [indicating]. If it had not been for that formation [indi- 
cating] in Santa Monica the wharves could not have stayed there 
ayear. That gradual decline [indicating] into the depths of the 
ocean is what saved the wharves. They could not have lived in 
San Pedroa year with 300 fathoms only 34 miles off, with nothing 
to break the force and the power of the waves. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from Maine allow me? I 
ask for information. He stated that the harbor at San Pedro 
would be dangerous on account of the southeast gales, being open 
to them, and further that the swell came from the southwest. 
want to know of the Senator whether any engineer has stated 
that the breakwater designed to keep off the swells at San Pedro 
could not be made strong enough under the specifications they 
have to resist the action of the waves? 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. Corthellstated in his testimony that he thought 
a certain portion of the last breakwater as it was practically out 
in the open sea, had been made too weak to withstand the waves 
and probably would give way. 

Mr. WHITE. I call the attention of the Senator from Maine to 
the fact that Mr. Corthell stated, on page 38 of the hearings, that 
he had spoken to Major Raymond about the matter, and that 
Major Raymond had said to him, which he had no doubt was 
true, that the breakwater was upon the same section as that con- 
structed in the Delaware, and that he was not therefore disposed 
to dispute that proposition. You will find it on page 38 of the 
hearings. 

Mr. FRYE. I remember he said it at some other place. I did 
not know anything about that. I shall return to the statement 
of Engineer Corthell again before I finish what I have to say. 

I said that the engineers had never condemned Santa Monica, 
and I said that San Pedro would be open to the southeast gales. 
The Senator from California [Mr. WHITE], in the minority report 
and in his speech, too, said that the army engineers found that 
this harbor was not in danger from southeast gales. If he had 
turned to page 11 of the same minority report he would have 
found a quotation from one of the engineer reports which says that 
the dangerous winds come from the southeast and south, sweep- 
ing directly up the coast, and that San Pedro Bay is directly exposed 
to the southeast seas. In another place he will find, on the same 

, that many vessels, a partial list of which is given there, 
tate been wrecked in that bay, being caught there by south- 
easters. On page 23 he will find that the engineers say“ the loca- 
tion at San Pedro has natural protection from all winds and seas 
except from the southeast around to the southwest.” 3 

The Senator from California further says that the affidavits of 
40 shipmasters show that there is good holding ground, and I am 
glad he said in the roadstead at San Pedro. e roadstead is 
southerly and southeasterly from Wilmington, and is not within 
the harbor protected by the breakwater. 

Mr. W. E. That I absolutely deny, for I have seen the ships 
riding there myself, and know the locality myself, 


Mr. FRYE. As to Santa Monica, and condemning it—page 11— 
the remarks of the army engineers are as follows: 

On the other hand, Santa Monica Bay is entirely sheltered from southeast 
gales by the highlands of San Pedro Hi. 

These hills, on page 23, are reported to be 1,493 feet high; and 
these mountains, as they may well be called, now quoting from 
the report, furnish at Santa Monica a more perfect shelter from 
wind and sea than can be afforded by any artificial structure.” 
So I was correct in my statement. You can not find in the army 
reports total condemnation of Santa Monica asa harbor. There 
is only a preference for San Pedro. 

Mr. ITE. The Senator from Maine is doubtless weary, and 
Isuggest that we might defer the further consideration of this 
matter, if it be agreeable to him. - 

Mr. FRYE. I confess Iam warm. 

Mr. GRAY. It is a very warm day. 

Mr. FRYE. It is a warm day, and it is very warm in the 
Chamber. 

Mr. MORGAN. As the Senator from Maine is about to yield 
the floor, I desire his attention for a moment. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to go on to-morrow morning as soon 
as the Journal is read, and I ask unanimous consent that I may do 


so. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maine? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Maine, 
in order that he may be prepared to deal with the subject, that he 
explain to the Senate to-morrow whatever plan may exist for the 
ae of this breakwater; whether any plan has actually been 
made. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes; the plan has been made. 

Mr. MORGAN. And an estimate made? 

85 FRYE. Yes; the plan has been approved by the Secretary 
0 ar. 

Mr. MORGAN. Approved? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

Mr. WHITE. I think that plan (I do not understand that it 
has received the 9 of the Secretary of War; I never have 
seen it) should be brought from the obscurity where it may rest. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwish to observe in the presence of both Sena- 
tors that the Congress of the United States could hardly be ex- 

pected to enter upon the construction of a breakwater on the 
] some Coast that is to cost millions of dollars—three millions, 
is it? 

Mr. FRYE. It has been submitted to the War Department. 
All the plans and specifications haye been submitted to the Chief 
of Engineers. I have his report here, in which he says that it can 
undoubtedly be built for the money which is called for, and that 
it will give the necessary protection. 

Mr. WHITE. Ihave seen the paper to which the Senator from 
Maine alludes. I should like to have it here to-morrow, so that 
Senators, several of whom have asked me about it, may be able to 
peruse it in the RECORD. 

Mr. FRYE. And the testimony of Colonel Hains is to the 
same effect. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire for my part to know something about 
that, because until we have the plan on which we are to spend 
the money, which has been surveyed by competent engineers and 
ee cost estimated, of course we are in the dark as to what we are 

oing. 

Mr. GORMAN, I submit an amendment which I ask to have 
read and 5 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read for in- 
formation. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 10, on page 100, insert: 

Provided further, That th 
herein 3 to be Seas Ap 5 F 8 
obligate the Government under this act and all prior acts providing for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes,“ which provide for contracts beyond appro- 
priations made, for a sum ex ing in the aggregate $10,000,000 in any one 
fiscal year for such materials and work authorized to be contracted for in 
all of said acts. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of which the Sena- 
tor from Maryland gives notice will be printed. 

=- CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Lask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of private pension bills on the Cal- 
endar, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. The Secretary will announce the first pension bill 
on the Calendar. 

MRS. MARIETTA HAYES. 

The bill (S. 1898) granting a pension to Mrs. Marietta Hayes 
was announced as first in order on the Calendar, and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration, 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 5, after the word “pension,” to strike out 
„law“ and insert “laws”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Marietta Hayes, mother 
of 3 Hayes, late a private in Company E, Sixteenth Connecticut Vol- 
unteers. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
RACHEL PATTON. 


The bill (H. R. 1185) granting a pension to Rachel Patton was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll, at $20 per month, the name of Rachel Patton, of 
Paris, Edgar County, III., formerly the widow of John H. Patton, 
late captain of Company C, Seventy-ninth Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN S. COCHENOUR. _ 


The bill (H. R. 3189) to increase the pension of John S. Coche- 
nour was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension rolls the name of John 8. Cochenonr, late 
captain of 5 Sixtieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month in lieu of the 
pension he is now eins PN 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JANE H. VANDEVER, 


The bill (S. 2645) granting a pension to Mrs. William Vandever 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word Vandever,” to strike out 
„Mrs. William“ and insert Jane H.“; and in line 7, after the 
word “Infantry,” to insert “and late brigadier-general, United 
States Volunteers”; so as to make the bill read: 
` Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jane H. Vandever, widow of 
Gen. iam Vandever, late of Ninth Regiment Iowa Infantry, and late 
brigadier-general, United States Volunteers, at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the bill be read again as to the amount. 

Mr. CULLOM. It grants $30 a month. 

Mr. ALLEN. T ask the chairman of the committee why the 
amount was not fixed at $50, the rate that has been usually granted 
in cases of this character? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will 72 spe say in reply that the distin- 
guished Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], formerly thechairman 
of the committee, reported the bill, and Ido not at this moment recol- 
lect why the rate was fixed at $30 a month. It seems to bea bill com- 
ing from the part of the country the Senator from Nebraska rep- 
resents, and I presume there is some good reason for it, but I can 
not now state it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the amount should be fixed at $50 a month 
at least. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ihave no objection to it at all. 

Mr. CULLOM. What was the rank, I inquire of the Senator 
from New enpate 

Mr. GALLINGER. He was a brigadier-general. 

Mr. ALLEN, He was a E first, but later he was 
a brevet major paral I thi 

Mr. GALLINGER. He wasa brigadier-general. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me ask the Senator was this lady his wife at 
the breaking out of the war or during the war. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That I can not state. 

Mr. GEAR. What is the question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move that“ 850“ be inserted in place of ‘* $30.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Lopon in the chair). The 
amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 9, before the word “ dollars,” strike 
out thirty and insert fifty”; so as to read: 

At the rate of $50 a month. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pension 
to Jane H. Vandever.” 


SARAH L. HIVELY. 

The bill (S. 2074) granting a pension to Sarah L. Hively was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word Colorado,“ to strike out 
Cooy“ and insert Cavalry“; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah L. Hively, 
widow of Andrew L, Hively, late private Company C, Third Regiment Colo- 
rado eye ge Phi ye hing and pay her a pension of $12 per month the 
passage of act in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read, “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah L. Hively.” 


SILAS B. HENSLEY. 


The bill (S. 2763) granting a pension to Silas B. Hensley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Silas B. Hensley, late private Com- 
pany K, Third North Carolina Mounted Infantry, at $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH E, COTTON, 


The bill (S. 2529) for the relief of Sarah E. Catton was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 5, after the name “Sarah E.,” to strike out 
“Catton” and insert Cotton”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah È 


Cotton (nee Sarah E. Thompson), late hospital nurse in the United States 
roving Josie pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month from the passage of 
ac 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill for the relief of 
Sarah E. Cotton.” 

ALBERT ELLIS, 


The bill (H. R. 708) to increase the pension of Albert Ellis was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Albert Ellis, late of Company K, 
Twelfth Kansas Volunteer Infantry, at $24 per month, in lieu of 
the pension he is now receiving. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TRA HARRIS. 


The bill (S. 2711) granting a pension to Ira Harris was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Ira Harris, a lieutenant-commander of 
the Navy, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month. 

The pill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALBERT B. SIMPSON. 


The bill (S. 1124) granting an increase of pension to Alfred B. 
Simpson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 5, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“thirty” and insert ‘‘twenty”; and in line 7, before the letter 
B.“, to strike out Alfred“ and insert Albert“; so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre š 
authorized and directed te „place FFF ry by, 
mame of Albert E Simpeon, inte of Company O, Hecond METIDA jawa, tho 
the pension hereby granted to be in lieu Or tha ` Were 2 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Albert B. Simpson.” 


MARIA E. WILSON, 


t which he is now receiving. 


The bill (H. R.1181) for the relief of Maria E. Wilson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, after the word “ pension,” to strike out 
“and that her pension be rated from the date of the soldier’s 
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death as the widow of a captain instead of first lieutenant”; so 
as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted. etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension ers — to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wilson. widow of 
Matthew Wilson, late captain Company M, Fourteenth Pennsylyania Cayalry 
Volunteers, and pay her a pension of a month in lieu of her present pension. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH COMLY. 

The bill (S.937) granting a pension to Sarah Comly, widow of 
Maj. Clifton Comly, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word ' dollars,” to strike out 
“fifty ” and insert ‘‘ thirty-five”; and in the same line, after the 
word “month,” to insert the same to be in lieu of the pension 
now drawn by her”; so as to make the bill read: 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name o Jomly, widow of 
pat. Clifton Comly, and pay her a pension of $35 per month, the same to be 
in lieu of the pension now drawn by her. 


The amendments were agreed to, 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions the ground for the allowance of this amount? 

Mr. GALLINGER. nfortunately, the Senator asks me about 
bills that I am not quite as familiar with as those I reported my- 
self. I will say in regard to the ing bill that the widow is 
receiving a pension of $25 a month, which is the rate allowed by 
the pension laws of the United States to the widow of a major. 
There seems to be a good claim for some increase of pension, but 
the committee were of opinion that an increase of $10 would be 

uitable rather than the increase of $25 proposed in the bill. 
its, ALLEN. What I more particularly desired to know is the 

und upon which the incre: pension is asked and the dis- 
ability the ee is suffering under at this time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It seems that she is struggling to support 
herself and educate a young son, but I do not know that that was 
the whole ground upon which the increase is given. Major Comly 
seemed to have had a va meritorious service, and beyond a doubt 
the widow is in a very frail state of health and is in poverty. 
That seems to be established by the report, 

Mr. ALLEN. Ihave no objection to the bill itself, but I think 
at this time I will offer an amendment to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, also au 
thorized and directed to place the name of Alice V. Cook, of St. Paul, Nebr., 
invalid daughter of John Y. Cook, deceased, late of Company D, Eighth Regi- 
EIT TANO Of £6, tbo Geld ba OTAS TODE AT ODETA canes tee oon 
era laws of the United States = 5 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator from Nebraska desire to 
address himself to the amendment, or may I be permitted to make 
a statement? 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to make a statement briefly in this con- 


nection. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. _ 

Mr. ALLEN. I introduced some time ago the bill which I now 
offer as an amendment tothe pending measure and it was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. It was reported back unfavorably 
at some time tome unknown. I was not in the Chamber when 
the report was made, but I found afterwards that the Committee 
on Pensions made a rt, which I will ask the Secretary to read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be 8 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. BAKER April 7, 
1896, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2285) t- 
ing a pension to Alice V. Cook, of St. Paul. Nebr., invalid daughter of John 
Y. Cook, deceased, late of Company D, Eighth Kansas Volunteer Infantry, 
have considered the same, and report as follows: 

John Y. Cook enlisted on the 5th day of November, 1861, at Sabetha, Kans., 
in Company D, Eighth ment Kansas Volunteers, to serve three years as 

vate. He was muste in at Fort Leavenworth November 9, 1461. He 
ied of smallpox in the hospital at Fort Leavenworth February 13, 1863, hay- 
ing served fifteen months and four days. 
rina Cook, his widow, applied for and was granted a pension at the rate 
of $8 per month, and $2 for each of her three minor one of which 
was the Alice V. Cook who now asks a gratuity. 

Alice V. Cook is now 88 yearsof age. Since she was 2 years old she has been 

subject to — 4 fits, which has made it impossible for her to care for her- 
and needs the attention of another person. She has become insane, and 
is now, so it is alleged, an inmate of an insane asylum. 

The object of bill is to grant her a pension at the rate of 
because of her relation to the deceased soldier and because of 
perhaps for the better reason that she is helpless. 

Shortly after the death of the soldier his widow, the mother of this claim- 
ant, remarried, and has provided for the said Alice V. Cook ever since. 

‘With all due feeling for the condition of the said Alice V. Cook, we can 
not see that there is any liability resting here. and therefore report adversely 
gad ask that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 


r month 
3 — and 


Mr. CULLOM. I should be glad if the Senator from Nebraska 
would point out the number of the case and the page of the Cal- 
endar, so that I = be able to find the bill to which he refers. 

Mr. ALLEN. here it was rejected? I do not think it is nec- 


essary. 
Mr. CULLOM. Ithought the Senator was trying to have a bill 


p 5 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no, sir; Iam trying to amend a bill that is 
now on its passag The amendment 

Mr. CULLOM. Where is the bill now under consideration on 
the Calendar? 

Mr. ALLEN. The billis Order of Business 822, as I understand 
it, a bill granting a pension to Sarah E. Comly, widow of Maj. 
Clifton Comly. I have offered as an amendment to that bill a bi 
I introduced some time ago and which was adversely reported by 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM, Order of Business 822 is a bill granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah E. Comly, widow of Maj. Clifton Comly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir; and I have moved to amend that bill 
by A hegre Alice V. Cook a pension of $25 a month. 

. CULLOM. That seems to be adding another pension case 
to the one under consideration. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; it is not an uncommon thing, however, to 
be done here. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is the first time I ever saw it done. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I never knew it to be done. 

Mr. CULLOM. Nor I either. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ihave been here fifteen years, and I do not 
think I have ever heard of it being done. The Senator from Mis- 
souri . COCKRELL] shakes his head, and if there is anything 
of this sort he does not remember I do not know what it is, 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is an anomaly; that is all. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think so. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have heard the senior Senator from Wisconsin 

Mr. ViLas] say that one of the most important pension bills in 
this one came about by an amendment offered to a private 
pension bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is very true. It was an amendment 
as to legislation. I remember the bill very distinctly; but never 
when one private es bill was pending has another private 
pension bill been added to it. 

Mr. ALLEN. What distinction is there between one private 
pension bill and general legislation with reference to pensions? 

_Mr. CULLOM. It seems to me we had better take one bill ata 

time. As Order of Business 822 is under consideration, let us dis- 

ose of it either by passing it or rejecting it or laying it aside. 

en, if the Senator from Nebraska another bill that he wants 

to get up for consideration and it is on the Calendar, we will see 
whether we shall take it up or not. 

Mr. ALLEN. What harm is there, let me ask the Senator from 
Nlinois, in putting this amendment on the bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. Because I think it is taking an unfair advan- 
tage. We do not know anything about the case. It is not here 
for consideration. 

Mr. ALLEN. The report is here before you. 

Mr. COCKRELL. An adverse report, too. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is not the evidence with the chairman of the 
committee, as in the other case? 

Mr. CULLOM. I object to the consideration of the bill the 
Senator is trying to amend. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well; then I will offer the amendment on 
the next bill that comes up. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not think it would be competent to 
object to the consideration of the pending bill. I think we had 
better see this matter out. 

Mr. ALLEN. If no measure is to pass here except by the con- 
sent of the Senator from Illinois, then I will try it upon every bill 
that comes up. 

Let me say in this connection that I offer my amendment in the 
best of faith. I offer it more particularly for the purpose of 
emphasizing a thing that is apparent and that has been apparent 
here from time to time. The only statement the Senator from 
New Hampshire has made with reference to the bill to pension 
Mrs. Comly at $50 a month is that she is the widow of Maj. 
Clifton Comly, that she isin feeble health, and that she desires or 
needs this money for the purpose of educating her boy. That is 
true of a great many thousands if not hundreds of thousands of 
widows of soldiers. The same argument used by the Senator 
from New Hampshire is true with reference to a vast army of 
soldiers’ widows and soldiers’ orphans. 

Now, what distinction is there between the case of Mrs. Coml 
and the case of Alice V. Cook? Alice V. Cook was not the chil 
of an officer of the Army. She was the child of a private soldier; 
and so far as the evidence is now before the Senate her case is 
much more meritorious than the case of Mrs. Comly. Alice V. 
Cook was the 1 of a soldier of Companx D, Eighth Regi- 
ment of Kansas Volunteers, who died from smallpox, and in con- 


sequence of the death of her father she was thrown upon her 
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mother for support. She became and is now a hopeless invalid 
in consequence of epilepsy. She has been and is now in a condi- 
tion where she needs the constant personal attendance of one 

to minister to her wants. It is true that her mother a few 
years after the death of her first husband remarried, but the evi- 
dence before the Committee on Pensions shows that the mother 
is in a worse condition in consequence of her second marriage 
than she probably would have been if she had remained a widow. 
The mother and the stepfather are absolutely unable to furnish 
the means to support this girl as she should be supported. She is 
a hopeless feat: I took occasion in this Chamber but a few 
weeks ago in a case like this from the State of Missouri that was 
reported favorably from the Committee on Pensions, as my hon- 
orable friend at my right [Mr. COCKRELL] will remember, to ask 
that the pension be increased from $12 to $24 a month; which was 
done. I never yet have had an explanation from the Committee 
on Pensions—I do not mean privately, because they do not owe 
that to me—I have never yet seen a member of that committee 
stand in this Chamber and offer a reason why the bill to pension 
this girl, Alice V. Cook, was reported adversely. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It never has come up. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have always supposed it was a reasonable 
courtesy to call the attention of a Senator who was the author of 
a bill to the fact of its adverse report, so that it might be placed 
on the Calendar if he desired, instead of being indefinitely post- 
poned, but that was not done in this case. 

What merit does this bill for the relief of Mrs. Comly present 
to this Chamber which is not met and overcome in the case of 
Alice V. Cook? What reason is there for granting her a pension 
8 does not apply with double force to the case of Alice V. 

k? 

It may be an anomaly to have two s pensioned in one 
bill, but I know of nothing in the rules or practice of the Senate, 
I know of nothing in the Constitution, which prohibits it, and I 
shall insist upon amendment, 

Mr. GALLINGER. A single word, Mr. President, before the 
vote is taken. The bill introduced by the Senator from Nebraska 
was reported upon 15 the Senator from Kansas [Mr. BAKER]. 
My impression is, I will say to the Senator from Nebraska frankly, 
that had the bill been in my hands I might have made a different 
disposition of it. I do not recall the circumstance of it having 
been considered in the committee. 1 may have been absent at the 
time. I should not have voted for $25, but very likely might 
have voted in favor of $12, which is the amount we uniformly 
report in favor of invalid daughters when we think they ought to 
have anything. 

There is this to be said in the case in which the Senator is in- 
terested: This woman seems to be in an asylum, and presumably 
is being cared for. As I understand from the report, her mother 
is caring for her. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The report in the case, if the Senator will 
examine it, reads: 

Shortly after the death of the soldier, his widow, the mother of this claim- 
ant, remarried, and has provided for the said Alice V. Cook ever since. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Precisely. She does not seem to be de- 
pendent according to the report. There may be other facts of 
which the committee was not in possession. . 

Mr. ALLEN. Somebody must provide for her. Of course she 
has not been permitted to starve, or to go absolutely naked, butit 
- is a bare support. 

Mr. GAL GER. I desire to say to the Senator that, so far as 
the bilis are concerned which he has submitted to the Committee 
on Pensions, I have personally interested myself to see that they 
have been fairly considered, and if injustice was done to the 
claimant in this case, certainly the chairman of the committee is 
not responsible for it. It was unfortunate, perhaps, that the Sen- 
ator was not yous at the time the rt was made to ask that 


the bill should go upon the Calendar. I had had any knowledge 
that he desi that 5 of the case, I should have inter- 
posed and had the bill placed on the Calendar. 


A single word further in regard to the Senator's amendment. I 
trust the Senator will not insist upon his amendment to the bill. 
There is a special reason why it should not be adopted, which, per- 
haps, has escaped the Senator's attention, as to granting two pen- 
sions in one bill. The President of the United States is in the 
habit of vetoing some private pension bills, and it may be that the 
objections which the ator urges may attract the attention of 
the Chief Executive, and he might want to veto this bill, and he 
could not veto it without vetoing the Senator's bill at the same 


time. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think my bill will be the salvation of the com- 
mittee’s bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That might possibly be the case, but the 
other bill might be the destruction of the Senator’s bill. I think 
the Senator will see that thereis an insuperable objection to amend- 
ing a private penon bill by adding another pension bill toit; and 
I trust he will not insist on it. e easier way, perhaps, would 
be to reintroduce his bill and send it to the committee; and I will 


guarantee that it shall have very careful consideration, and that 


the chairman, at least, will take a personal interest in it, because 
the chairman desires always to be just and generous toward the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no doubt about that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator takes a broad view of pension 
matters, especially regarding the unfortunate children of soldiers, 
and of the private soldier particularly, and in that I sympathize 
deeply with the Senator from Nebraska; but I trust he will not 
obstruct the consideration of these bills by offering an amendment 
which seems to me such a one that it ought not to be offered toa 
private pension bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to say just one word, and then I will let 
this matter come to a vote. I can not understand—it may be 
that I am so obtuse that I can not understand it—why there should 
be any objection to receiving this as an amendment to the pend- 
ing bill. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], 
to whom I am pleased to give credit for always being faithful 
the discharge of his duty on the Committee on Pensions, and who, 
I believe, thizes with those who are entitled to recognition 
at the hands of the Government, has yet failed to state the pre- 
cise thing for which Mrs. Comly is being pensioned. It is said 
that she is in feeble health. How far that feeble health goes, to 
what extent it in itates her from discharging ordinary house- 
hold duties or cannes livelihood or assisting in earning a liveli- 
hood for herself and her son, has not been stated. Itis said that 
in consequence of her ill-health and in consequence of her desire 
to educate her son this bill is offered and recommended. I am in 
entire sympathy with the bill; I do not want it defeated; and am 
the last man in this Chamber who would undertake to defeat it. 
I have within a few moments moved to increase the committee 
recommendation in a bill which I believe to be meritorious; but, 
Mr. President, here comes the distinction which has marked the 
pr i of this Chamber ever since I have been here—an 
invidious distinction, a distinction which no man ought to make, 
and especially the Senate of the United States ought not to make, 
that in the one case the proposed ioner is the wife of an officer. 
and in the other case the OORA eee helpless invalid 
daughter of a private soldier. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, if he will 
follow these bills as they are considered W I trust they 
may all be considered—he will find the committee have recom- 
mended increases in the cases of widows of private soldiers and 
in the case of private soldiers themselves. e committee has 
tried to be just in these matters. The Senator, I think, is rather 
unjust sometimes in his criticism of the committee, especially in 
his evident to hold the chairman responsible for pretty 
much all that is being done by the committee. 

I want to say that the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
BRICE] made the report in this case, and, I presume, considered 
it with great care, and having been a soldier himself, I take it 
the committee was somewhat governed by his conclusions. 

Mr. It is not my desire to hold the chairman of the 
Committee on Pensions responsible for everything the committee 
does or fails to do. I have very t appreciation of the sery- 
ices the honorable Senator has rendered pensioners; and I believe, 
as I said a moment ago, that he is in hearty sympathy with the 
policy of making reasonable and necessary pensions. 

Now, let us look for amoment at this Calendar. Passing from 
this bill I come to Order of Business 863, a House bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Why skip Orders of Business 860, 861, and 


862? 

Mr. ALLEN. Because I know nothing about them, only as I 
see them by their titles; but Order of Business 863 by its title 
discloses a remarkable fact. It is a bill (H. R.4182) granting in- 
crease of pension to Georgianna C. dependent mother of 
Maj. John W. Williams, deceased, late surgeon, United States 
Army. There is the mother of Major Hall to be pensioned. I 
have no doubt that the recommendation of the committee is per- 
fectly proper and that the mother is entitled to a pension; and I 
would not antagonize it unless I was convinced by evidence be- 
fore me to the contrary; but certainly in this case, Mr. Presi- 
dent, this lady did not sustain any closer relation to Maj. John W. 
Williams than Alice V. Cook sustained to her father, who died, 
and whose death forms the ground of a pension for her. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator, of course, is aware of the 
fact that a dependent mother has a pensionable status under the 
general pension law which a daughter has not. There is that 
great distinction, which the Senator ought not to lose sight of. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not know why it should be so. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But itis so. 

Mr. ALLEN. Calendar Order 871 is a House bill for the relief 
of Mary Jane Lynn, the daughter of John R. Lynn, a Revolution- 
ary soldier. I presume that the mother has a pensionable status 
that the daughter does not sustain, according to the existing gen- 
eral law, and it would apply to this case; and yet the committee 
have reported a bill in her favor. 

I turn to Order of Business 913, being a bill (S. 2357) granting 
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a pension to Elizabeth Watts Kearny, daughter of the late Philip 
Kearny, major-general, UnitedStates Army. Mr. President, what 
distinction is there between the relation of Elizabeth Watts 
Kearny to her father and the relation existing between Alice V. 
Cook and her dead father? 

Mr. SEWELL. If the Senator from Nebraska wants imforma- 
tion upon that subject I will give it to him. 

Mr. ALLEN. How is that? . 

Mr.SEWELL. Miss Kearny is the daughter of the late Gen. 
Philip Kearny, one of most distinguished soldiers in the United 
States Army. This is the first pension that it has ever been pro- 
posed to give toa member of his family. His widow never re- 
ceived a pension, and never asked for one. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And General Kearny was killed on the 
battlefield. 

Mr.SEWELL. Yes; he was killed on the battlefield, and I 
was present on the occasion. 

As to the case of Major Comly, he was one of the most distin- 

ished soldiers of the late war; and so great was his administra- 

ive ability that he was placed in charge of the Government ex- 

hibit at Chicago. He was one of the best officers we had in the 
service of the United States. 

In the case referred to by the Senator from Nebraska, he pro- 
poses to change the law entirely. You may give a tuity to 
that poor woman, now 38 years of age, but she was only pension- 
able up to the age of 16 or 18, whatever the general law may 

Mr. GALLINGER. Sixteen years. 

Mr. SEWELL. So that the Government has given everything 
it ever promised in that case. Ido not think it is fair for the 
Senator from Nebraska to undertake to put the beneticiary named 
in the bill which he has advocated onto another pension bill. If 
the Senator will bring it in as a separate measure, and make out 
a good case, I for one would be rather in favor of making an 
exception of it; and I suggest that the great State of Nebraska, or 
wherever she lives, ought to take care of unfortunates of that 
kind. The Government has done its duty fully in the case. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iask attention also to Calendar No. 919, being 
the bill (S. 2983) granting a pension to Ida Emmott, daughter o 
the late Thomas ott. I should like to have some Senator ex- 
plain, if he can—I know Senators can doa great many things— 
what distinction there is in the natural relation between Ida 
Emmott and her father, Thomas Emmott, which does not exist in 
the case of Alice V. Cook and her dead father? 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I should like to say with reference 
to the claim of Alice V. Cook that there is no le obligation 
resting upon the Government of the United States in any respect 
whatever. She comes here asking relief purely and solely because 
her father at one time was an honored soldier, not because of any 
legal relation to the Government or any obligation imposed by the 
Government, but simply as Fed aps Now, when she comes and 
asks relief merely as a gra , She should show that she is in a 
condition to justly receive the gratuity. There was no evidence 
before the committee that her mother was not in a proper condi- 
tion and amply able to take care of Alice V. Cook. There was not 
a particle of evidence showing that her mother by her second mar- 
riage had not married a man in good circumstances; there was not 
a particle of evidence showing that the mother was not amply able 
to take care of thechild. Thereport in that case specifically finds 
and states that— 

Shortly after the death of the soldier his widow, the mother of this claim- 
ant, remarried, and has provided for the said Alice V. Cook ever since. 

There is not a particle of evidence in the record that was sub- 
mitted to the Pensions Committee that this woman was not still 
able and willing to take care of this child. 

If the Senator had come before the committee, or presented his 
case, showing woe second marriage the condition of the woman 
was no better than by the first marriage, and that she was not 
able to take care of her daughter, then he might have put himself 
in a position to call upon us for some clemency; but he did not do 
that. I do not know but that the mother of this child is to-day 
worth more than the Senator from Nebraska or myself, and is 
better able to take care of her than either one of us would be. 
So when the Senator comes and asks a gratuity, let him furnish 
his proof, and I have no doubt if the Senator will furnish the 
proof of the proposition that the mother is not able to take care of 
the child, and will ask the committee to reconsider this matter, 
perhaps then they will be willing to allow the usual sum of $12 a 
month. In the absence of all proof they could do nothing else 
than to report adversely on that claim,as there was no legal lia- 
bility and no showing that the mother of the child was not 
abundantly able to provide for her. 

Mr. ALLEN. . President, it is very gratifying to me to be 
informed by the Senator from Kansas as to the course I should 
pursue. Really I do not know what Ishould have done in the dis- 
ray, Y of my duties if the Senator had not made his advent into 
the Chamber recently to inform me. 

The Senator from says there is no evidence as to the con- 
dition of the mother of this girl. I introduced evidence, and sent 


it to the committee, as to her condition. I think I understand 
quite as well as the junior Senator from Kansas what constitutes 
legal evidence and what evidence the committee is warranted in 
acting upon: and I say there was before that committee the char- 
acter of evidence which is acted upon by it daily, showing that 
Mrs. Jones, the mother of Miss Cook, was incapable of supporting 
her; showing that she and her husband were themselves strug- 
gling for a livelihood; and while they did 7 1 hy in a way, this 
invalid daughter, Alice V. Cook, they were ill able to support her, 
and were not able to procure her the medicines and medical attend- 
ance and matters which an invalid or a sick person should have. 
I say that the evidence shows conelusively —— 

r. COCKRELL. She is in an asylum, where she is certain to 
be cared for. 

Mr. ALLEN. My friend suggests that she is in an asylum, 
where she is bound to be cared for. I recollect no evidence before 
the committee that this girl is in an asylum at this time; it may 
be so, and I will not say that the evidence is not there, but what 
excuse is that? Suppose this gil is in an asylum; it is in conse- 
quence of this Government failing to discharge its duty to her. 

The Senator from Kansas informs me, and pee grateful for the 
information, indeed, that it would be a gratuity to give Alice V. 
Cook a small pension under these circumstances. Mr. President, 
what is it to be in the case of the daughter of General Kearny? 
pa 8 be a gratuity there, I ask the honorable Senator from 

nsas 

Mr. BAKER. In the case of Miss Kearny the evidence before 
the committee is that she is in a destitute and enfeebled condition. 

Mr. GALLINGER, And almost blind. 

Mr. BAKER. Yes. There was no such evidence, according to 
the statement of the Senator, in the Alice V. Cook case. 

Mr. ALLEN. What evidence is there in the case of Ida 
Emmott? 

Mr. BAKER. I do not know anything about that case. 

_Mr. GALLINGER. Ida Emmott is in a very deplorable condi- 
tion, I will say to the Senator; which will be explained when we 
reach that case. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is a gratuity—— ; 

Mr. GALLINGER. el 

Mr. ALLEN. It isa gratuity when it is applied to Alice V. 
Cook, the humble daughter of an humble soldier; but it is not a 
gratuity, it is a just debt upon the part of the Government, 
when it is applied to the widow of Major Comly or the daughter 
of General Kearny or the daughter of Thomas el 

Mr. GALLIN GER. I hope we shall come to a vote. I will say 
to the Senator from Nebraska that the next case on the Calendar 
is one of the most deplorable cases I ever considered of a private 
soldier—and we ought to pass his bill to-day, so that we may get 
it through the House of Representatives. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am not antagonizing this bill. I said at the 
start I was perfectly willing to support it and vote for it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We understand that. 

Mr. ALLEN. But when I undertake to amendit in behalf of a 
girl who has been demented, and who is dependent upon public 
charity, I find because she is the daughter of a private soldier 
that distinguished Senators are arraying themselves here against 
her, when they are advocating the pensioning of others under 
like circumstances, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest to my good friend from Nebraska 


that this lady would get no benefit from a pension. It is no 


charity to her. She is insane and in an insane asylum, and is 
bound to be provided for there with necessaries and luxuries. 
She can not be taken home to enjoy them, and there would be no 
enjoyment to her. She would be unconscious of anything that 
could be done for her, and she is there as well cared for as she 
could be anywhere on this earth. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is no argument at all; and usually I listen 
with great interest to my honorable friend from Missouri. She 
is in an insane asylum and can be cared for there, Mr. President, 
as a subject of public charity. What would be thought of me if 
I were to say that the daughter of General Kearny can go to the 
poorhouse and be cared for there? What would be thought of 
me if I should say the daughter of Mr. Emmott should go to the 
poorhouse and be supported there? I would not say it; I would 
not argue it. Isay, give to them a pension adequate to their needs 
and the services of their fathers. Give to this girl a pension ade- 
quate to her needs and the distinguished services of her father, 
humble though his rank may have been. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on ing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 
A m „ Let the amendment be read. I should like 

o hear it. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to suggest one amendment to the amend- 
ment, and that is to insert the words ‘‘late a private of,” before 
the words, Company D.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend- 
ment to the amendment will be agreed to. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. Let us have a vote now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreein 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraska as amen 

Mr. ALLEN. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. ALLEN. Before the motion of the Senator from New 
Hampshire is 9 55 I rise toa ä inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska will 
state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to know the status of this case as applied 
to my demand for the yeas and nays before we adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pending the demand for the 
yeas and nays the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] 
moved that the Senate adjourn—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Which is always in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And only that motion isin order. 
The question is on agreeing to the motion to adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 34 minutes 
P m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, May 12, 

896, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


to 
ed. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MoNDAx, May 11, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupxx. 
TheJournal of the proceedings of Friday was read and approved. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS IN THE RECORD. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of 
the House to a violation of the privilege of printing in the REC- 
ORD, but as I observe that the gentleman from bama [Mr. 
WHEELER] is not in his seat at this time, I give notice that later 
in the day, when I hope he will be present, I will bring the mat- 
ter to the attention of the House. 

MOUNTAIN VIEW CEMETERY, OAKLAND, CAL, 


Mr. HILBORN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 15) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to donate to the Mountain 
View Cemetery Association, at Oakland, Cal., certain cannon, etc. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 1 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Secre- 


tary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorized to donate and deliver, 


under such conditions as he may deem necessary in order to insure the pro- 

r fulfillment of the porpora of this resolution, to the Mountain View 
Cemetery Association, at Oakland, Cal., such old and unused cannon, mus- 
kets, swords, and other implements of war, of copper, tin, bronze, iron, and 
steel, as are not now and will not hereafter be required for naval uses, for 
the purpose of being used for parades, anniversary celebrations, and salutes: 
Provided, That such articles only be donated, under the authority herein 
contained, asin the judgment of the Secretary of the Navy may be oa 
without detriment to the publicinterests: Provided further, That the United 
States shall not be subjected to any expense in connection with the donation 
of the articles paterred to. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this joint resolution? 3 . . 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Reserving the right to ob- 
ject, I will ask the gentleman whether this is a soldiers’ cemetery 
or not? 

Mr. HILBORN. These cannon are to decorate the soldiers’ 
plat, where there is a monument. > 

The Committee on Naval Affairs recommended an amendment, 
striking out all after the word California,” in line 7, down to 
the end of line 11, and inserting: 

Six condemned cannon and six 8 of condemned cannon balls for the 
purpose of decorating the Grand Army burial plat, reserved for the burial 
of honorably discharged soldiers and sailors of the Union, and to be placed 
around and near the soldiers’ monument already erected there. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; / 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolutions of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

A bill (S. 534) for the relief of L. A. Davis; 

A bill (S. 927) for the relief of Chester B. Sweet, of California; 

A bill (S. 482) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Sherwin, 


deceased; 
A bill (S. 652) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, administratrix of 
the estate of James L. Day, deceased; 

A bill (S. 663) to remove the charge of desertion against Philip 
Pflueger, late of Company G, Twenty-fourth Wisconsin Infantry; 

A bill (S. 762) for the relief of Henry Lane; 

A bill (S. 1897) to establish a classification division in the United 
States Patent Office; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 27) graning permission for the erection 
of a monument in Washington, 3., for the ornamentation of 
the national capital and in honor of Samuel Hahnemann; 


A bill 
phis, 


s (S. 14) for the relief of Pearson C. Montgomery, of Mem- 
enn.; 

A bill (S. 615) for the relief of Andrew Martin; 

A bill (S.21) to authorize the investigation by the Attorney- 


General of certain claims alleged to be due the late proprietors of 
~the Knoxville Whig for advertising and authorizing the payment 
therefor by the Secretary of the Treasury of any amounts found by 
the Attorney-General to be legally or equitably due; 
A bill (S. 34) for the relief of Clara A. Graves, Lewis Smith Lee, 
Florence P. Lee, Mary S. Sheldon, and Florence P. Lee, legal . 
on ARO of Elizabeth Smith, deceased, heirs of Lewis Smith, 


eceased; 
a A bill (S. 336) for the relief of the estate of William B. Todd, 


A bill (S. 1083) for the relief of George H. Plant, of the District 
of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 1265) for the relief of Emmart, Dunbar & Co.; 

A bill (S. 1035) authorizing the Sioux City and Omaha Railway 
Company to construct and operate a railway trough the Omaha 
and Winnebago Reservation, in Thurston County, Nebr., and for 
other purposes 
A bill (S. 1974) for the relief of Mrs. Harriet D. Newson; 

A bill (S. 2415) for the relief of B. J. Van Vleck, administrator 
of Henry Van Vleck, deceased; 

A bill (S. 2978) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Menemsha; 

Joint resolution (S.R.7) authorizing the issue of duplicate 
medals where the originals have been lost or destroyed; 

A bill (S. 2870) to permit Rene C. Baughman to lay pipes in a 
certain street in the city of Washington; 

A bill (S. 1659) to amend the laws of the District of Columbia 
as to married women, to make parents the natural guardians of 
their minor children, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 981) relating to the testimony of physicians in the 
courts of the District of Columbia. 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 5731) to regulate the practice of medi- 
cine and surgery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish 
persons violating the provisions thereof in the District of Colum- 
bia, asked a conference with the House on the bill and amend- 
ments, and had appointed Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. MCMILLAN, and 
Mr. FAULKNER as the conferees on the pert of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 3046) for the relief of Frederick Van Guilder; 

A bill (H. R. 3462) to regulate the business of storage in the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 4452) to amend section 416 of the Revised Statutes 


delive: 
A bi 


to the Canadian authorities; and 
(H. R. 6104) for the relief of Anton Gloetzner. 


ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6398) to define the rights 
of purchasers under mortgages authorized by an act of Congress 
3 April 20, 1871. 

he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That whenever a sale of the road, equipment, 833 
franchises, privileges, and other rights and property ot the Atlantic an 

Pacific Railroad Company is made by virtue of any mortgage or other power 
authorized by act of Congress, the purchasers at such — — and their asso- 
ciates or assigns, shall constitute a new company, which shall ha ve and shall 
be entitled to exercise the same rights powers, privileges, grants, and fran- 
chises, including the franchise to a corporation, ted by the act of 
Con approved July 27, 1868, incorporating the A tic and ific Rail- 
T: Company, and by acts 1 thereof and supplemental thereto, 
and the incorporation as hereby provided shall be completed and become 
effective whenever the said purchasers and their associates or assi shall 
file with the Secre of the Interior a certificate of incorporation here 


The Committee on Pacific Railroads recommended an amend- 
ment, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That whenever any mortgage made by the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad 
Company under and by virtue of acts of Congress is foreclosed in any court ` 
of the United States, or of any State or Territory thereof, and any sale of the 
uipment, lands, franchises, privileges, and other rights and property 
by said mortgage is made under a decree or decrees of such cou 
the purchaser at any such sale or sales, and their associates or aotigns, 
constitute a new company, which shall haye and shall be entitled to hold and 
possess the franchises — rty so sold, and to exercise the same 


powers, privileges, grants, and franchises, including the franchise to 22 


road, 
cover 
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8 ted by the act of Co: approved July 27, 1886, incorpo- 
rating the “Atlantic sf Pacific BaO Connery, and by acts amendatory 
r. and supplemental thereto, which were owned and possessed by said 


tic and ic Railroad Company or said mortgagees at the time of 
such decree of foreclosure; and the incorporation as hereby provided shall be 
completed and become effective whenever the said rs their asso- 
ciates or assigns shall file with the Secretary of the Interior a certificate of 
incorporation herennder, duly acknowledged, the name of 
new corporation, its presiden and the names of its the amountof 
its proposed capital stock and ds, together with certified copy of the de- 
cree or decrees ratifying such sale; but nothing in this act make such 
purchasers and their associates or such new liable for any debts, 


f aggre- 
te amount which the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company has already 
ed and is now outstanding, except that said corporation may issue an 
additional amount of stock which, with the stock heretofore issued, shall not 
exceed the aggregate amount heretofore authorized by Congress, and such 
additional stock not be issued except for money, x. oF property, esti- 
mated at its actual cost value, in exchange for such stock at its full or 
value: Provided further, That nothing herein contained shall be construed as 
making any additional t of lands or other franchises to such successor 
corporation, or as a waiver of any rights of the United States now existin 
to enforce any forfeiture of lands heretofore granted to the said Atlantic an 
Pacific Ra Company, or as in any manner affecting the vested rights of 
ms settler or settlers on any of the lands heretofore granted to the Atlantic 
and Pacific Railroad Company or of any purchaser or purchasers of said lands 
from said company. $ 
“Sec. 2. That Congress shall at all times have the power to alter, amend, 
or repeal this act.” 


The SPEAKER. 


1 Is there objection to the present consideration 
0 s bill? 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object 


pending an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. BLUE. So do I, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. POWERS. This bill is for the single purpose of enabling 
the bondholders under the first mor e of the western division 
of the Atlantic and Pacific Railroa mpany to purchase the 
property, which is soon to be sold at foreclosure sale, and to organ- 
ize a new corporation with 8 the same privileges as the 
old company. That is the whole scope and 3 of the bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I dislike very much to object, but it seems to 
me that this is too important a bill to go through the House by 
unanimous consent. I would suggest to the gentleman to try to 
have some time set apart for the consideration of the bill, so that 
it can be discussed and, if necessary, amended. 

Mr. POWERS. There is very little to discuss about it, and if 
the gentleman will give his attention to the reading of the report, 
I think he will be satisfied that the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. HOPKINS. This bill looks to the organization of a new 
company and to a variety of nage which it seems to me ought 
to be considered in Committee of the Whole with reference to 
the amendment of the bill, if necessary. 

Mr. POWERS. This is nothing in the world but a bill to ena- 
ble the mortgage bondholders of the western division of this road, 
running from Albuquerque west to California, to reorganize into 
a new company after the foreclosure sale. The road is already 
a of the Santa Fe system and there is a foreclosure pending. 
This road was chartered by Congress, and therefore it is neces- 
sary that authority shall be given by Congress for the organiza- 
tion of the successor company. 5 

Mr. HOPKINS. But why not take the bill up in Committee of 
the Whole and discuss it and, if necessary, amend it? 

Mr. POWERS. ‘The difficulty is that the foreclosure sale takes 
place in a very short time and the bondholders will be all afloat 
unless some legislation of this kind is had. 

Mr. HOP S. In making my suggestion I do not contem- 
late the postponement of the bill beyond the present session. 
t seems to me that it might be taken up some day this week and 

considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. POWERS. Well, the gentleman is aware of the pressure 
of business, and I think if he will listen to the reading of the 

rt he will be entirely satisfied. 

Ir. HOPKINS. But the point with me, Mr. Speaker, is that 
this is a matter of too much importance to go through the House 
by unanimous consent. I think that the creation of a great cor- 
poration like this, with the powers contemplated in the bill, is a 
matter of so much importance that it ought to be considered in 
Committee of the Whole, instead of being passed through here 
hurriedly by unanimous consent. 

Mr. RS. I think the gentleman misapprehends the sco 
of this bill. It is not a bill to charter a great corporation, as 
gentleman says. The Atlantic and Pacific Railway was chartered 
to run from Springfield, Mo., west to California. That line is made 
up of several constituent roads and companies. This is one of 
those little companies, and the p of this bill is simply to 
enable the mortgage bondholders to continue the ownership of 
the 3 the foreclosure sale which is now ding; and, 
as I have y said, 3 garo authority from Congress 
to organize a new company for purpose. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iam willing, when we come to it, to consider 
this bill on its merits, but I still think that the bill is of such a 
character that it ought not to be passed 1 here by unani- 
mous consent. It looks to the reorganization o 


to the organization of a new company and the extinguishment of 
the old company with the various incidental claims connected 
with it, whic will drop out of existence when this new company 


is c $ 

Mr. POWERS. Iam quite sure that my friend from Ilinois 

would not like to throw a straw in the way of the passage of a 
r measure. 
. HOPKINS. No, sir; certainly not. 

Mr. POWERS. And if he will be kind enough to listen to the 
reading of the report, I am quite sure that his objections to the 
consideration of the matter vanish at once. It is a mere for- 
mal proceeding, to permit the owners of this property to get it 
into such shape that they may take by legal title. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, we can take any day during the week to 
consider the bill, and if the gentleman wants me to do so, I will 
join with him in a petition to the Committee on Rules to have its 
consideration fixed for some special day. But I do not think it 
wise to permit matters of such importance, and possible far-reach- 
ing consequences, to be consid by unanimous consent. It is 
a goen of too much importance. 

r. POWERS. My dear sir, pardon me; it involves nothing of 
the kind. It is a matter the gentleman himself would not object 
to if he would take time to consider the . Why, on the very 
first day of the session he himself, if he will permit me to call his 
attention to the fact, called up a bill of much more importance 
and had it put through by unanimous consent. Now, I joined 
with him in that. It was a proper thing to do. If it is a proper 
bill there can be no objection to this method of consideration. It 


does not require delay, such as the gentleman intimates, and he 
Sye not insist upon itif he would but listen to the reading 
of the re 


rt. 

Mr. HOPKIN S. But the difference between my bill and this 
one is that that related to a single person and did not affect the 
rights of any other individual or the rights of the Government. 
This, on the contrary, may affect the rights of thousands of people 
and does involve millions of money. 

Mr. POWERS. The gentleman is entirely mistaken about the 
8 5 of the bill 

r. HOPKINS. I think I will have to insist on my objection. 
I do it of course with reluctance. 
Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, 1 demand the regular order, 
APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the following conferees 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the (S. 2221) 
for the relief of settlers on the Northern Pacific indemnity lands: 
Mr. Lacey, Mr. Witson of Idaho, and Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

PASSAGE OF ENGROSSED PENSION BILLS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House at this 
time, as a part of the regular order, certain bills which have been 
heretofore considered by the House and ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and laid aside on a demand for the reading 
of the engrossed bill. 

The Clerk will now read the engrossed copies of the bills. 

SOPHRONIA S. STOWELL. 

The bill (H. R. 5996) for the relief of Sophronia S. Stowell was 
read the third time and ; 

Mr. ERDMAN. Has debate been closed on all these bills? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered on 


em. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, there is on the table a Senate 
bill identical with the House bill just passed. I refer to the bill 
of the Senate No. 2790, and I ask unanimous consent that it be 
substituted for the House bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Maine? 

Mr. ERDMAN. I object. 

Some time 8 

Mr. DIN GLE. Mr. , objection has been withdrawn 
4 the = quest I made for the substitution of the Senate bill for the 

ouse bill. 


So, there being no further objection, the bill, S. 2790, of the same 
title, was substituted for the Honse bill. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the House bill, No. 5996, 
will be ordered to lie on the table, 

It was so ordered, 


BILLS PASSED, 

Engrossed bills of the following titles were severally read the 
third time and „ namely: 

The bill (H. R. 1261) for the relief of John Kehl; 

The bill (H. R. 8937) granting a pension to Miriam V. Kenney; 

. (H. R. 1299) to pension Harriet Woodbury, of Wind- 
sor, Vt.; 

The bill (H. R. 4598) granting a pension to Mary Cray; 

The bill (H. R. 1936) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against David Mosten; 

The bill (H. R. 3524) for the relief of James McGowan from 
the charge of desertion; 
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The bill (H. R. 4199) to correct the military record of Edward 
H. Munson, late a private in Company H, Thirty-second New 
York Ron ent Infantry; and 

The bill (H. R. 1171) to pension Hannah Yazell. 

Mr. PIC . Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the seyeral 
votes by which these bills have been passed, and also move to lay 
that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER, The regular order has been called for. 

Mr. LACEY. I understand that the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. Kem], who made the demand for the regular order has 
withdrawn it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so understand. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will ask the gentleman from Nebraska 
whether he will not withdraw the demand for a few moments? 

Mr. KEM. I will doso. 


DENISON AND NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. PENDLETON. Lask unanimous consent that the House 
take from the Speaker’s table and consider at this time the bill 
(S. 2488) to extend the charter of the Denison and Northern Rail- 
way Company. This bill of the Senate is precisely the same as a 
House bill which has been considered by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs of this House and unanimously reported. The measure is 
carefully guarded in every respect. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of section 9 of the act entitled “An 
act to authorize the Denison and Northern Railway Company to construc 
and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other pg’ ars 
approved July 30, 1802, be, and the same hereby are, extended fora further 
period of two years from the of this act. 

SEC. 2. That section 2 of said act be amended to read as follows: 

“SEC. 2. That a right of way of 100 feet in width through said Indian Ter- 
ritory is hereby granted to the Denison and Northern lway 8 
and a strip of land 100 feet in width, with a length of 2,000 feet in addi- 
tion to the right of way, is granted for such stations as may be established, 
but such t shall be allowed but once for every 10 miles of the road, no 
portion of which shall be sold or by the company, with the right to 
use such additional grounds where there are heavy cuts or fills as may be 
necessary for the construction and maintenance of the roadbed, not exceed- 
ing 50 feet in width on each side of said right of way, or as much thereof as 
may be included in said cut or fill: Provided, That no more than said addition 
of land shall be taken for any one station: Provided further, That no part of 
the lands herein granted shall be used except in such manner and for such 
purposes only as shall be necessary for the construction and conyenient 
operation of said railroad, telegraph, and telephone line, and when ay por- 
tion thereof shall cease to be used such portion shall revert to the nation or 
tribe of Indians from which the same shall have been taken.” 

Seo. 3. That section 6 of said act be amended by striking out all after the 
word A he pay and inserting the following: “Tha 


cted.”” 


Mr. KEM. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Texas 
whether this bill is in the usual form? 

Mr. PENDLETON. It is in the usual form; and all the re- 
strictions which are ordinarily imposed by the present Committee 
on Indian Affairs have been incorporated in this bill. 

Mr. KEM. Is this the renewal of an old grant? 

Mr. PENDLETON. It is an old grant renewed, with some ad- 
ditional restrictions. 

Mr. KEM. Restrictions upon the company? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Upon the company. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and 3 

On motion of Mr. PENDLETON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


DENVER, CRIPPLE CREEK AND SOUTHWESTERN RAILROAD. 


Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R.8590) granting to the Denver, Cripple Creek and Southwestern 
Railroad Company a right of way for a railroad through the South Platte 
and Plum Creek forest reserves, in the State of Colorado. 


set apart and established as forest reservations by 
President. dated, respectively, December 9, 1892, and June 23, 1802; said rail- 


of the South Platte River, in section 25, in township 


the sixth princi meridian, and to run thence along the water course 
of the South Fork of os ee River to section 3, in township 13 south 


hereb; ted. The said cony , however, 
mes W 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 


Mr. PITNEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H. R. 8495) granting to John Hill Post, No. 86, of 
Boonton, N. J., 4 condemned cannon and 20 cannon balls was 
read, 

TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. EVANS. I object. 

PIPE LINES IN COLORADO AND WYOMING, 


Mr. MONDELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2032) to grant rigor of way over the pub- 
lic domain for pipe lines in the States of Colorado and Wyoming. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the right of way through the public lands and reser- 
vations of the United States situate in the State of Coloradoand in the State 
of Wyoming outside of the boundary lines of the Yellowstone National Park 
is hereby nted to any pipe line company or corporation formed for the 
e of transporting Bins crude or refined, which shall have filed or may 

ereafter file with the Secretary of the Interior a copy of its articles of in- 

ration, and due proofs of its organization under the same, to the extent 
of the ground 8 by said pipe line and 50 feet on each side of the center 
line of the same; also the riers take from the public lands acent to the 
line of said pipe line material, earth, and stone necessary for the construc- 
tion of said pipe line: Provided, That no such right of way shall be so located 
as to interfere with the proper occupation by the Government of any reser- 
vation; andall maps of location shall be subject to the approval of the 
ment of Government having jurisdiction of such reservation, 

SEC. 2. That any company or corporation desiring to secure the benefits 
of this act shall, within twelve months after the location of 10 miles of the 
pipe line, if the same be upon surveyed lands, and if the same be upon unsur- 
veyed lands, within twelve months after the survey thereof by the United 
States, file with the r of the land office for the district where such 
land is located a map of its line, and upon the approval thereof by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior the same shall be noted upon the plats in said office, and 
thereafter all such lands over which such right of way shall pass shall be dis- 
posed of subject to such right of way. 

Sec. 3. That if any section of said pips line shall not be completed within 
five years after the location of said section the right herein granted shall be 
forfeited, as toany incomplete section of said pipe line, to the extent that the 
same is not completed at the date of the forfeiture. E 

Sec. 4. That nothing in this act shall authorize the use of such right of way 
except for the pipe line, and then only so far as may be necessary for its con- 
struction, maintenance, and care. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Public Lands 
were read, as follows: 

In lines 3 and 4 strike out the words “and reservations.“ 

In line 12 strike out “fifty `“ and insert “twenty-five.” 

At the end of section 1 strike out these words: 

“Provided, That no such right of way shall be solocated as tointerfere with 
the proper occupation by the Government of any reservation; and all maps 
of location shall be abject to the approval of the Department of Govern- 
ment having jurisdiction of such reservation.” 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MONDELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


FLAGSTAFF AND CANYON RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. LACEY. Task unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill which I send to the desk, 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7578) granting the Flagstaff and Canyon Railroad Com right 
of way for rai purposes through the Grand Canyon Forest 1 8 in 
northern Arizona. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the taff and Canyon Railroad Com: a cor- 
poeren created and existing under the laws of "Arizona Territory. is author- 
zed to construct and maintain a railroad over and through the Grand Canyon 

Forest Reserve (heretofore reserved from entry or settlement and set apart 

as a public reservation by Benjamin Harrison, President of the United States, 

by proclamation of date the 20th day of February, 1893), said railroad to enter 
the said Grand Canyon Forest Reserve at or near Moqui Station, Coconino 

County, Ariz., and to run thence by the most practicable route to a point at 

or near Cameron Ranch, near the Grand Sanyon of the Colorado; said right 

of way to be ted subject to the rights, privileges, rules, and restrictions 
of an act entitled “An act granting to railroads the right of way through the 

3 lands of the United States.“ approved March 3, 1875, said act being 

ereby made applicable to the right of way hereby granted. 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Public Lands 
was read, as follows: 

‘Provided, That no timber aball be ext by said rail 

“Provi s at no r cu 
purpose outside of the right Gt wae herein Bon ted.” AT NET Ae Toe: OO 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to inquire whether this bill has been 
submitted to the Interior Department? 

Mr. LACEY. It has been. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman have read the recom- 
mendation of the Department? 

Mr. LACEY. The letter of the Department asks that the privi- 
lege of cutting timber be limited to timber within the gran 


t. 
Under the general railway law the company could take timber 
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ne alr for the building of the road; buton account of this land 


ving been withdrawn and put in a state of reservation, the 
company can not build under the general law. This bill simply 
ives the company the right of gee limiting the privilege of cut- 
ing timber in accordance with the recommendation of the De- 
partment. - 
There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill. 
The amendment reported by the Committee on Public Lands 
was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I ask that the recommendation of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior be printed in the RECORD in connection with 
the action on this bill. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. LACEY. I will send it up. 
The letter of the Secretary of the Interior is as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, April 22, 1896. 
Sin: I have the honor to hand you herewith a report from the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office on H. R. 7578, entitled “A bill granting the 
Flagstaff and Canyon Railroad Company right of way for railroad purposes 
through the Grand Canyon Forest Reserve in northern Arizona,” 
I concur in the Com joner’s conclusion that ths bill in its present form 


should not be passed, but that it should be amended as ben by the Com- 
missioner. in order that the purpose contemplated by reserve may not 


ba jen ery respectfully, HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 

Hon. Jonn F. LACEY, 

Chairman Committee on Public Lands, House of Representatives. 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

NATIONAL FLOWER, PLANT, AND FRUIT GUILD. 

Mr. SCRANTON. Iaskunanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8497) to incorporate the National 
Flower, Plant, and Fruit Guild. 

The bill was read, 

The SPEAKER. 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, Ishould 
like to ask, What is the object sought to be attained by this bill? 
If anyone eee, the bill, should like to know what the purpose 
is in coming to Congress? 

The SPEAKER. The 
ScRANTON] presents the bi 

Mr. SCRANTON. The object is to give them a legal organiza- 
tion. 

Mr. LOUD. But Iwill say to the gentleman that they can in- 
corporate under the laws of any State. Is it not a dangerous 
precedent to ask Congress to grant charters of this or any other 
character? 

Mr. SCRANTON. This is a purely philanthropic and benevo- 
lent association. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh,I understand that; but what precedent has 
been established for this? Of course I know that if this passes, it 
will be one precedent; but I should like to know what precedent 
has been established heretofore. 

Mr. SCRANTON. Iam unable to answer that question. 

Mr. LOUD. I recognize the fact that this seems to be a very 
worthy object, and if there was no other way of incorporating 
except by coming to Congress I should raise no objection to it; 
but I think it is a very dangerous precedent to come, even with a 
simple proposition of this character, to ask Congress for incorpo- 
ration, use there is an abundance of power under the laws of 
any State to incorporate, and accomplish the same object sought 
to be attained here. 

Mr. SCRANTON. This bill was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and that committee have reported unanimously. 
Their report is here. It is very short. 

Mr. LOUD. I think I shall have to object. 

wat ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will not 
object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

CONDEMNED CANNON FOR LANCASTER, WIS. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, Lask unanimous consent for the 

8 consideration of the bill (H. R. 8324) authorizing and 

ting the Secretary of the Navy to donate four pieces of con- 
demned cannon and four pyramids of condemned cannon balls to 
the Grant County Union Soldiers’ Monument and Memorial Asso- 
ciation of Wisconsin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Na 
autho: and directed 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


5 from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


be, and he is hereby, 
to donate four pieces of condemned cannonand four 
prenos of condemned cannon to the Grant County Union Sol- 

ers’ Monument and Memorial Association of Wisconsin, for the ornamen- 
tation of the soldiers’ monument in the city of Lancaster: Provided, That 
the same can be spared without detriment to the service, and that no expense 
is thereby incurred by the Government. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 
There was no objection. = 


_ The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CONDEMNED CANNON FOR d. A. R. POST, BOONTON, N. J. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8495) granting 
to John Hill Post, No. 86, of Boonton, N. J., 4 PIPAN EEES g cannon 
and 20 cannon balls. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to donate to John Hill Post, No. 86, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Boonton, N. J.,4 condemned cannon and 20 cannon balls for 
the decoration of the soldiers monument in said city: Provided, That the 


same can without detriment to the service, and that no expense 
is thereby incurred by the Government. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 

Mr. EDDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8167) to authorize the con- 
struction of a beige across the River of the North. 

The bill wag . It provides that the North Dakota and Min- 
nesota Central Railway Company, a corporation organized, cre- 
ated, and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the State of 
Minnesota, is hereby authorized to construct, operate, and main- 
tain a bridge and approaches thereto across the Red River of the 
North, at a point to be selected by said company and suitable to 
the interests of navigation, in township 148 north, of range 49 
west, of the fifth principal meridian. Said bridge shall be con- 
structed to provide for the passage of railway trains, and, at the 
option of said corporation, may be so constructed as to provide for 
the passage of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, animals, and foot 
5 for such reasonable rates of toll as may be approved 

y the Secretary of War, etc. 

The SP. R. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man whether this bill has been submitted to the Secretary of War? 

Mr. EDDY. It has. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Has it received the recommendation of the 
Department? 

Mr. EDDY. It has. 

The bill was ordered tobe engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. EDDY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 


CLAIMS PENDING BETWEEN UNITED STATES AND STATE OF TEN- 
NESSEE. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I am not sure but the matter I 
desire to call up would be privileged, but at any rate it would 
only take a minute to dispose of. I will submit it, and if there 
be any controversy I will withdraw it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I withdraw the demand for the regular order. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Senate joint resolution 91, providing for the 
adjustment of certain claims of the United States against the 
State of Tennessee and certain claims of the State of Tennessee 
against the United States, passed the Senate some time ago, Mr. 
Speaker. I then asked consent that it lie on the Speaker's table 
until a similar resolution, pending before the House Committee 
on Claims, should be disposed of. They have since been consid- 
ering it, and I understand that it will be amended, or itis desired 
to amend it. I therefore think the better course is to refer the 
Senate joint resolution 91, and let it be acted on in the committee 
instead of the House bill. I ask, therefore, that it be referred to 
the committee now. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the reference will be made. 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BAB- 
cock] calls for the regular order, which is business of tne District 
Committee. What bill does the gentleman propose to call up? 

Mr. SCRANTON. The demand for the regular order is with- 


drawn. 
Mr. BABCOCK., I withhold it a moment. 
PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF LEAVENWORTH SOLDIERS’ HOME. 
Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 


present consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution No. 241. 


c complaints which have 
management of any or all of the Homes, 


1896. 
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especially the Western Branch, and to recommend, by bill or otherwise, what 
may a -i to them to be necessary to insure the most effective, economical, 
— humane application of the funds annually appropriated by for 


the support of said Homes; and for that p said committee is authorized 
to sit awi the sessions of the House and during the recess of Congress, at 
any place in the United States, to examine such of the Homes as it may deem 
necessary, to send for persons and papers, also the books, accounts, papers, 
and all other matters and things pertaining to said Homes and the conduct 
of any r or officer thereof, to administer oaths, and to Sap such 
clerical and other assistance as may be required for this work. The Clerk of 
the House, upon the order of the chai of said committee, shall advance, 
out of the contingent fund of the House, such sums as may be 8 to 
meet the current expenses for clerk hire and other services, trave and 
other expenses, not exceeding $5,000, said amount to be promptly accounted 
for by proper vouchers duly certified by said chairman. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 4, strike out the word “ Homes“ and insert the word “Home”; in 
line 5, after the word “Soldiers,” insert “at Leavenworth, Kans.“; in line 7, 
after the word“ management.“ strike out the words “of any or all of the 
Homes, and y the Western Branch” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “of said Home”; in line 12, strike out the word “ Homes” and insert 
the word Home“: in line 14. strike out the words “any place in the United 
States” and insert the words Leavenworth, Kans.“; in line 15, strike out 
the words such of the Homes as it may deem necessary and insert the 
words “said Home“; in line 18, strike out the word Homes“ and insert 
the word Home.“ 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

Mr. HALL. Iwant an explanation of the resolution, reserving 
the right to object. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, the resolution as amended refers 
solely to and includes the Home at Leavenworth, Kans. . There 
has been so much said about the management of that Home that 
it would seem to everyone whose attention has been called to it 
that there ought to be an investigation, both in justice to the men 
charged as well as in justice to the inmates of the Home; and I 
trust there will be no opposition to the consideration and passage 
of the resolution, 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand from a hurried reading of the 
resolution that it limits the expense to $5,000. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I want to suggest that the last inquiry of 
this nature, which was also limited to $5,000, cost $11,500 before 
they got through. That was an investigation held in 1883—a sim- 
ilar one to this. 

Mr. TRACEY. That was an examination much more extensive 
than this. This is confined to a single Home. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. That was confined to a single Home. 

Mr. TRACEY. I do notsee how they could expend the money. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is this the unanimous report of the committee? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. It is not. 

Mr. HALL. I object. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER NEAR BOONVILLE, MO, 


Mr. HUBBARD. Mr. Spraken I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 2843) to authorize the con- 
are of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near Boon- 
e, Mo. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


SAFETY OF PASSENGERS ON EXCURSION STEAMERS, 


Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the Senate bill 2642, to provide for the 
safety of ngers on excursion steamers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in order to provide for the safety of passengers on 
excursion steamers and oarsmen taking part in regattas, amateur or pro- 
fessional, that may hereafter be held on navigable waters, the Secretary of 
the 1 8 be, and he is hereby, auth and empowered in his discre- 
tion to detail revenue cutters to enforce such rules and re; tions as ma 
be adopted to insure the safety of passengers on said excursion steamers an 
the oarsmen taking part in such regattas. 

i yee amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
OLLOWS: 

In line 4, after the word “steamers,” strike out the word “and ” and insert 
the word “yachts”; in same line insert the words “and all craft, whether 
as observers or participants”; in line 11, after the word “steamers,” strike 
out the words “and the” and insert the word “ yachts”; also, in same line, 
insert the words and all craft, whether as observers or participants.“ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DINGLEY. One moment. Is this mandatory, or simply 
authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury? 
boa BENNETT, It is left in the discretion of the Secretary of 

e Treasury. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 
woe SPEAKER. What bill does the gentleman propose to 
e up? 
Mr. PRABCOCK. I call up the bill H. R. 5781, with Senate 
amendments that came over to-day. 


PRACTICE OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of 
the bill be dispensed with. This is a House bill; the amendments 
of the Senate can be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DINGLEY). The amendments 
may be reported. That is all that is necessary. 

r. MCMILLIN. I would suggest to the gentleman that, while 
the bill is a little long, it has been the custom so persistently to 
have all bills read, however small the importance, that it would 
be well that this bill should be read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This is a House bill with Senate amend- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Has it been read once? 

Mr. BABCOCK. This is a House bill with Senate amendments, 
and therefore it does not require to be read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ah, the situation is different. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Wholly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Wis- 
consin desire to have all of the amendments reported and voted 
upon in gross? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I do. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the Senate 
amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read, as follows: 


‘one 1, line 6, after “physicians,” insert “one of whom shall be learned in 
e law.” 

Page 1, line 12, after “remove,” insert “after due notice and hearing.” 

2, section 2, line 14, strike out and where it occurs the first — 4 
a s oe 3, line I. strike out passage of this act and insert “1st day 
of July, ey 

Page 4, section 4, line 5, strike out “twenty” and insert “ten.” 

Page 5, section 5, line 24, after “of, insert “either of.“ 

Page 5, section 5, line 24, after have,“ insert been.“ 

Page 6, section 5, line 34, strike out “or of both, as the case may be, „. 

Page 6, section 5, line 35, strike out “or societies.” 

Page 6, section 5. line 37, strike out “said boards” and insert either of the 
boards named in this act.“ 

Page 6, section 6, line 9, after “ and,” insert “other meetings shall be held.” 

Page 6, section 6, line 9, strike out * other.” 

Page 6, section 6, line 1, strike out “ of medical examiners.” 

Page 7, section 6, line 12, strike out “examination ™ and insert “meeting.” 

Page 7, section 7, line 13, strike out “department” and insert depart- 
ments.” 

Page 8, section 7, line 22, strike out “examination.” 
Page 8, section 7, line 22, strike out of and insert “attained by.” 
Page 8, section 8, lines 13 and 14, strike out “a graduate of any medical col- 
8 5 standing.“ : 
: , section 8, line 16, strike out all after “act” down toand including 
“licenses,” line 24, page 9, and insert “and to physicians who may change 
their residence to the District of Columbia from any State or Territory where 
medical laws and medical examining rds exist, the presentation of a cer- 
tificate or license from a medical — board, if found upon due in- 
quiry to be true and genuine, being sufficient evidence of right to registra- 
tion and certification under the provisionsof this act: Provided, That the 
medical laws and examining boards of such States and Territories grant 
equal rights and 5 to the licentiates of the board herein created.” 
age 10, section 10, line f. strike out and persistent.” 

Page 10, section 10, line 17, strike out Board of Commissioners “ and insert 
“court of appeals.” 

Page 10, section 10, line 18, strike out “its” and insert “the.” 

10, section 10, line 18, after “decision.” insert “of said court.” 

Page 10, section 10, line 23, after him.“ insert or her,” 

Page il, section 11, line 6, strike out “recording.” 

Page 11, section 11, line 6, after “clerk,” insert “of said court.” 

Page 11, section 11, line 9, after “and,” insert shall.“ 

Page ll, section 12, line 7, after “ Columbia,” insert “nor to medical students 
who have matriculated in any medical college in the District of Columbia 
prior to January, 1896,” 

II. section 12, line 8, after “to,” 


rt “the practice of massage 
ed Swedish movement cure, nor to.” z xv 


Page 11, section pie 9, strike out any.“ 
Page 11, section 12, lines 9and 10, strike out“ being given in return therefor.” 
Page 12, section 13, line 6, strike out * to do so.” 
Page 12, section 13, line 9, strike out “or both.” 
Meee 12, section 13, line 18, strike out all after “act,” down to and including 
e 20. 


Page 13, section 14, line 8, strike ont “said board” and insert Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia.” 7 “= 
Page 13, section 16, line 2, strike out “now existing.” 
13, section 16, line 3, strike out “ or inconsistent therewith.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to considering 
the Senate amendments to the House bill in gross? 

There was no objection, and the amendments of the Senate were 
concurred in. 


STORAGE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 3462) 
To regulate the business of storage in the District of Columbia,” 
with the amendments of the Senate thereto. 

The Senate amendments were read, as follows: 

r Page 1. section 1, line 8, strike out all after “thereon” down to and includ- 
yi ge moe strike out “and” and insert by the person at 
whose instance such change of possession is so ordered, Jee wh chal — 


wears 
ge 
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titled to recover such yment as part of the costs in such proceeding, or 
if defeated therein he be credited with such payments in taxation of costs 
againsthim. And” 


‘The amendments were concurred in, 
PIPES FOR PETROLEUM, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 2876) to 
permit Rene C. Baughman to lay pipes in a certain street in the 
a A Washington. 

: e bill was read, as follows: 


ct of Columbia. $ 

SEC. 2. That said Rene C. Baughman shall furnish said Commissioners with 
bond or bonds, or such other security as they may require, to guarantee the 
strict compliance with the permit that may be granted said Rene C. Baugh- 
man, and to insure the complete restoration of said unpaved portion of 
street disturbed in laying said pipe line as aforesaid. 

Su. 3. That said Rene C. 5 shall also lower or re-lay any pipes 
whenever directed to do so by Commissioners, by reason of a change in 
ber i of the street above named or the construction of any public work 

re: 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


TESTIMONY OF PHYSICIANS IN COURTS OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. I call up the bill (S. 981) relating to the tes- 
timony of physicians in the courts of the District of Columbia. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the courts of the District of Columbia =e 
cian or surgeon shall be permitted, without the consent of the person icted, 
or of his legal representative, to disclose any information, confidential in its 
nature, which he shall have acquired in attending a paton in a professional 
— gop and which was necessary to enable him act in that capacity, 
whether such information shall have been obtained from the patient or from 
his family or from the person or persons in charge of him: Provided, That 
this act shall not apply to evidence in criminal cases where the accused is 

with cansing the death of or inflicting injuries upan a human being, 
and the disclosure shall be required in the interests of public justice. 


The report (by Mr. HULICK) is as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. Sn relating to the testimony of physiciens in the courts of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, bave given careful consideration to the same and recom- 
mend the of the bill with an amendment as follows: 

After the word “any,” in the fifth line, and before the word “information,” 
in the sixth line, insert the word “confidential”; so that the bill will read: 


“A bill relating to the testimony of physicians in the courts of the District 
of Columbia. 


“ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That in the courts of the District of 
Columbia no physician or surgeon shall be rmiti without the consent of 
the person afflic orof his legal representative, to: lose any confidential 
information which he shall have acquired in attending a patient in a profes- 
sional ca: ty and which was n to enable him to act in that capac- 
ity, whether such information shall have been obtained from the patient or 
from his Provided, 


is charged with causing the death of or inflicting injuries upon a human 
being and the disclosure shall be required in the interests of public justice.” 
The bill as thus amended receives the unanimous indorsement of the com- 


as 

tory law by almost if not every State in the Union between an attorney and 
his client concerning communications made to him by his client in that rela- 
tion, or his advice to his client. The reason for the latter applies with equal 
force to the former. 

Many of the States have extended this privilege to clergymen and priests 
conce: confessions made to them in their professional character. All 
such 1 tion is based upon gone policy, the bill under consideration 
does not go so far as to include 


acq 
character, otherwise it is not privileged. Š 
This bill was referred to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
who submitted it to the District attorney, to the justices of the supreme 
peg hah Bante i mateo artnet S EA MOUN ety 
e District. 
The following is the letter of President Ross on the subject: 


“Orrice COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
“Washington, January 13, 1896. 
“Dear Str: The Commissioners have the honor to make the following re- 
mse to your reference to them for their examination of and report on House 
a ie gues to the testimony of physicians in the courts of the District 
um 
Upon receipt of the bill they conferred with the advocates and opponents 
of the p measure, and ultimately submitted the subject tothe justices 
of the supreme court of the District of Columbia and the president of the 
Medical ety of the District, and to their attorney. The Commissioners 
have no especial qualifications or experience that would render their conclu- 
sions on the subject of exceptional value, and therefore take the liberty of 
transmitting copies of the opinions of the justices of the supreme court of the 
District, of the president of the Medical ty of the District as the repre- 
sentative of that society, and of the attorney for the District, as the 
manner of getting before you the views of the most authoritative exponents 
of both ee of the 3 
respec y, 
ig “JOHN W. ROSS, 
“President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia. 
“Hon. J. W. BABCOCK, 
“Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
“House of Representatives.” 
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The district attorney favors the measure, as expressed in the following 


“OFFICE ATTORNEY FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
“Washington, D. C., December 23, 1895. 
1 Fifty-fourth Congress, 
first session) relating to the a of physicians in the courts of the Dis- 
ou re erred 


made by a patient to physician are not privileged. This rule has been 
chan, by statute ina ree of the States so that communications made 
by a patient to his physician or surgeon and information acq by him 
while attending a patient in a professional capacity, which are important 
to enable him toact, are protected. 

“Judge Cooley (Torts, 619, G. after observing that the common law does 
not extend to the confidence bestowed upon a physician the same protection 
which it gs to the legal adviser, says: . 

“Yet reasons in support of it are largely the same, and oume to have 
been as sufticient. The disclosures made to any the three 
(physicians, clergymen, and lawyers) may in a measure be compulsory, and 
what is extorted can never rig tfully be made use of except for the very 
purpose for which it is obtained. The competent physician does not under- 

to make cures where he knows nothing of the causes; and he may need 
to know the history of an ailment before he is able to determine the family 
to which it belongs, or the remedies likely to be available for its cure. He 
demands this; and in the mind of the patient the alternative to disclosure 
may be that he will be wrongly and prejudicially treated. But the disclosure 
that may be useful for treatment may be damaging otherwise if placed be- 
fore the 77 and if the lips of the physician are not sealed the patient 
may elect to deceive him rather than to have his body cured at the expense 
of liberty or his reputation.“ 

“The bill very properly excepts evidence in criminal cases where the ac- 
cused is with causing the death, etc., and the disclosure is required 
in the interest of public justice. 

“In my —— the measure is one that is entitled to be favorably recom- 
mended to Congress. 

= * is 5 returned. ET THOMAS 

“Very respec y. "S.T, 5 
Attorney District of Columbia. 
“The COMMISSIONERS, etc.” 


The justices of the supreme court of the District recommend unfavorable 
action thereon by Congress in the following communication: 


“SUPREME COURT OF THE DISTRICT or COLUMBIA, 
“ Washington, January 17, 1896. 


Hanpi of the pro legislation, we have examined and considered Senate 
bill No. 981, relating to the testimony of physicians in the courts of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and suggest that you recommend unfavorable action 
thereon by Congress. 

The privilege thus proposed to be extended to gt frees exempting and 
prohibiting them from disclosure, in the courts, of information ob ed in 
attending a patient in a professional capacity, did not exist at_common law, 
and in a more or less restricted form exists by statute to-day in only 20 
of our States and Territories. Of these, New York is theonly Atlantic Coast 
State, and Arkansas the sole Southern State. The legislation is com — 
tively recent, and of the States adopting it all are quite 2 except those 
eee and California, Indiana Iowa, Kansas, Michigan, esota, 

issouri, Ohio, and Wisconsin. 

“The privilege extended to communications between le; adviser and 
client at common law was based upon public ponory and had reference 
to the administration of justice which required ‘the aid of men skilled in 
88 in the practice of the courts, and in those matters affect- 

g rights and obligations which form the subject of all judicial proceedings.’ 
The reason for the rule was said to be that without it no man * would dare 
consult a professional adviser with a view to his defense, or to the enforce- 
ment of rights.“ No such reason exists or applies as to communications 
made by patient to gon data ne and it clearly f. with reference to knowl- 
edge derived by the physician from observation. There is no occasion for 
the provision excluding information obtained from the family or others at- 
— the patient, for the rule of evidence as excluding hearsay testimony 
accomplishes that. 

The enactment sought by this bill would be a serious obstruction to justice 
in contests over life insurance, personal 5 negligent or ul act, 
wills, and others in which mental capacity is involved. In such cases, facts 
coming under the observation of the attending physician are generally of 
first importance, and in cases invol questions of mental capacity the 
opinion of the physician, based in whole or in part upon communications 
made to him by the patient, is frequently the most important evidence ad- 
duced. These objections are not obviated by paoms saon evidence within 
the power of ‘the person afflicted, or of his representative’ to per- 
mit or deny. It is not to be anticipated that su pa will ever consent 
to the examination of a physician whose testimon: expected to be adverse 
to him, and the other y to the litigation, and the court as Lg perhaps 
with full knowledge of the situation, would be powerless in such "eS 
to require the truth to be shown. = 


“We think that this bill ought not to become law in its present shape; that 
it is not rr of such amendment as will obviate the objections stated; 


and that such legislation would be detrimental to the administration o 
justice. 
SNN respectfully, E. F. BINGHAM. 
= > “A. B. HAGNER. 


E. 
“CHAS. C. COLE, 
“WALTER S. COX, 
“Hon. Jonx W. Ross, 
“ President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia.” 


hy- 
siclan. and it must bo necessary to enable him to act in that capacity. te 
any sie lack in the information it will not come under the rule 
as p. 
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We respectfully differ with the learned justices when speaking of the 
principle as applied to attorney and client, no such reason exists or 
ae a! as to communications made by a patient to a physician.” 

e think the reason exists with greater force where the character and 
reputation, the health and life of the patient are involved. The issues of life 
and death are placed in the hands of the trusted family physician. The 
33 should frankly, freely, „5 y ning Mh full disclosures 

the doctor, and he in turn should at perfect liberty to ask for and 
demand all the information bearing upon the disability that would enable 
him to properly ose the case and apply the remedy, without being com- 
pelled to make disclosures thereof in court or elsewhere. 

There is an unwritten law among the medical profession that forbids any 
physician to disclose what he has learned about his patient that would reflect 
upon his reputation or character, under the penalty of dishonorable dismissal 
from their fraternity. 

The learned justices say further, “and it (the reason) clearly fails with 
reference to knowledge derived by the 3 from observation.“ 

Under this bill knowledge derived from observation may or may not be 
privileged. That will bea question for the court to determine from all the 
circumstances in each particular case. The knowledge obtained, whether 
from communication or observation, must be confidential, otherwise the rule 
does not apply. 

The common-law rule as applied to attorneys is modified by this bill in its 
application to physicians: 

“This act shall not apply to evidence in criminal cases where the accused is 


alleged by the physician, until admission or confession is extorted some 
statement of the hysician that longer concealment or denial Seah atone 


dangerous and aps fatal. 
Itisa recognized nciple of law that a witness can not be forced to crimi- 
nate himself. Surely information extorted by a physician, or communicated 


sory disclosure of his confession or confidential communication to his ae 
in; 

confesses some circumstance, incident, or vice of his life to a physician to 

nce, is it 


W. 

(2) “Arkansas is the sole Southern State“ in which such a statute exists. 

(3) “The legislation is 5 recent, and uf the States soping it 
all are quite young, except those just mentioned (New York and Arkansas) 


with causing the death of or inflicting injuries ey oe a human being | and California, In owa, Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Ohio, 
and the disclosure shall be required in the interests of pl c justice.” and Wisconsin.” 
This important modification seems to have been overlooked by the justices The third averment carries with it the emphatic contradiction of the 


in considering this measure. 3 

Communications made to his attorney by the veriest criminal are privile; 
Not sounder this act by communications made by the patient to his 1 — $ 
yaaa 85 accused is charged with causing death or inflicting injuries on a 

uman 9 

The medical profession universally ask this legislation, not in their own in- 
terests, but for the protection of the reputation, health, and lives of their 
patients, as well as for public justice. 

We ain Ye the very able communication of the president of the Medical 
Society of the District of Columbia, which clearly expresses the views of the 
profession upon this question: 


such laws? On the contrary, it would seem to establish the equity of such 
legislation, because in 98 of the progress of a higher civilizat 10 
broader ism gu of private rights and ef io, Th 


1545 I STREET NW., 

Washington City, D. C., February 11, 1896. 

Sin: The bill (H. R. 2647) entitled “A bill ema, the testimony of phy- 
sicians in the courts of the District of Columbia?“ fted and pre 
sented to Congress by direction of the Medical Society of the District of 
Columbia. It is modeled after the law of the State of New York, and is sub- 
stantially the same as similiar laws in force in abi Gaben. and one Terri- 
2 is country, the first of which was enacted by the State of Oregon 
in 1872, and the latest in 1887 by the States of Indiana, Wyoming, Montana, 


and Idaho. 
The following list includes the Sta‘ with the year, page, and section of 
the statute books in which the law is to be found: 


tional, or local prejudices. New York is the largest, most ul: d 
p 11 papt ous, an 


cialnor popular remonstrance against such 1 protection of physicians 


The Medical Society of the District of Columbia, as does the medical pro- 
State. Statute book. | Year. 


ormation relates mainly to business matters and i property values. The 


in most instances ex- 
clusively, to perso: conditions, char: r. 
vices, indiscretions of life, saan ee inherited redispositions and dis- 
eases, and avoidable and unavoidable affi: 


adviser and client no man would dare con- 
sult a gy ene adviser with a view to his defense or the enforcement 

his rights.” The predicate and postulate are both conceded, and it is equally 
true that “no man would dare consult“ his medical adviser with a view to 
the treatment and cure of disease if he knew that his confidential communi- 
cations and confessions would be disclosed in open court. “The privilege 
extended to communications between legal ad r and client at common 
law.“ is based upon public policy, but that fact can not ire wet hea limitation 
of the privilege exclusively to the Lad precy pet nor isit eved that - 
ee ie ent, always the safest depository of power, will sustain such con- 

ntion. 

Under the common law the physician can not tect himself from com- 
peor disclosure of confidential Communications: nor can the common law 
amended; relief can therefore only be obtained by statute law enacted 

the legislature. The patient should be protected in the unreserved 
fearless statement of his ailment and its cause. Suppose, for instanee, an 
ae by a candid confession aided his 8 in 


The opposition to the enactment of this bill is set forth in the protest of six 

8 of the supreme court of the District of Columbia now on file with the 

of Commissioners of the District of Colum to which I am directed 

by the 158 oe of the Medical Society of the Dist: of Columbia to make 
5 as follows: 

be medical profession of this District holds in high esteem the justices of 

th reme court of the District of Columbia, as well for their learning and 


Do 
RA attendant could be compelled to convict him of adul he would hesi- 
e su 
adicia ability as for their personal standing and integrity, but it is 815 


to make such confession to his own destruction and of his family. 
According to the census of 1890, 27,472,296 citizens of this country have been 
exempted by State legislation from such compulsory disclosures as are set 
5 po bills H. R. 2647 and i 2 bills 3 this com- 
munity the same pro n. e was a inguished 
attorney of the local bar, after a careful 9 of py statutes in the 
twenty States. This simple statement of facts is a conclusive answer to the 
pers of the six justices and establishes the wisdom and justice of such 


CF tion. 
Ihave the honor to be, your obedient servant, 


A B b; 
President of the Medical Society of the, Dietrict of Cote bia, 
Hon. Jons W. Ross, 

President Board of Commissioners, District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The attention of the Chair has 
been called to the fact that this is a Senate bill which has not been 
by any committee of the House. 

. BABCOCK. The House Committee on the District of 
Columbia has Pte an exact duplicate of this bill, which is on 
the Calendar. The report was e by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Hunick], who will explain the bill. 

Mr. HULICK. The House Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia directed me to report a similar bill to this, The original 
bill reported to the House is identical with the bill passed by the 


b. 
Fustices of the supreme court of the District of Columbia. It is quite reason- 
time being, are discreet legislators, and fully qualified to determine the utility 
and wisdom of such laws, to whom the Medical Society will appear with the 
hope of securing the passage of House bill No. 2647, the on o 
tices of said court to the contrary notwithstanding, and it will continue to 
prosecute its purpose with unabated zeal until success shall crown its efforts, 
It is not known to the Medical Society, nor to any member thereof, that 
any organized opposition, either judi or popular, has been made to the 
enforcement of such laws in any of the States in which such statutes exist, 
or that any effort has been made to r them, or that any conflict exists 
in their utility and justice. It must therefore at least be inferred 
that the wisdom of such statute protection of physicians from enforced dis- 
closure of the confidential communications of patients has been established, 
and it remains only to extend such protection to less favored communities. 
The bill is intended to protect physicians from the compulsory disclosure 
of information acquired in a professional capacity, and which may be neces- 
sary to enable them to manage cases of sickness with intelligence and suc- 
cess. It frequently occurs that patients will conceal ange anh and some- 
times absolutely necessary, information, and occasio y will deny the 
existence or previous occurrence of certain circumstances or conditions 
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Senate, but the House committee have recommended an amendment 
toits bill. Upon last Saturday, however, the Senate passed its 
bill with an amendment similar to that proposed by the House 
committee, and I wish to call attention to the amendments that 
are pro by the House and Senate, respectively. In order to 
make the matter clear, I will first ask to have House bill No. 2647 
read with the amendment proposed. 
The bill (H. R. 2647) was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the courts of the District of Columbia no physician 
orsurgeon shall be permitted, without the consent of the person afflicted, or 
of his legal representative, to disclose any confidential information which he 
shall have acquired in attending a patient in a eee capacity and 
which was necessary to enable him to act in that capacity, whether such 
information shall have been obtained from the ponens or from his family or 
from the person or persons in charge of him: Provided, That this act shall 
not apply to evidence in criminal cases where the accused is charged with 
causing the death of or inflicting injuries upon a human being and the dis- 
closure shall be required in the interest of public justice. 


Mr. HULICK. It will be observed that the amendment pro- 
ed by the House committee has the word ‘‘ confidential” before 
the word information.“ The bill as amended by the Senate has 
after the word information“ the words „confidential in its 
nature.” Now, it is for the House to determine whether they will 
accept the bill asit comes from the Senate or will adopt the amend- 
ment recommended by the House committee. Although there is 
not very much difference between the two,I would prefer the 
amendment of the House committee, and if the Senate had not 
already passed the bill in this amended form I should be inclined 
to insist upon our amendment. The expression confidential in- 
formation is a fixed term, and the court would have to interpret 
it according as the facts and circumstances in each case should 
warrant. e language of the amendment made by the Senate, 
“information confidential in its nature,” might be regarded as 
indefinite and uncertain, and I think it would be better to adopt 
the language recommended by the House committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of 
the House to the fact that the Senate bill is before the House as 
an original bill, and the House bill is not before the House. 
Gk ULICK. The House bill has been reported and is on the 

endar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is on the Calendar, but it has 
not been called up. The Senate bill has been called up. 

Mr. HULICK. Well, in connection with the Senate bill, I will 
ask that the House bill be taken up, so that both may be consid- 
ered together. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The chairman of the committee 
[Mr. Bascock] has called up the Senate bill, and of course only 
one bill can be considered at a time. 

Mr. BABCOCK. This bill has already passed the Senate. 

Mr. HULICK. That is true, but the House bill is on the Cal- 
endar, and while both bills can not be formally under considera- 
tion, yet the House may have before it at the same time the two 
amendments proposed, the one by the Senate and the other by the 
House, for the purpose of comparing them and determining which 
is preferable. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The Senate bill only is before the 
House, but an amendment to that bill would be in order. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Isuggest that the gentleman from Ohio can 

attain the object he has in view by moving to amend the Senate 


bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest that 
in view of the parliamentary situation the better way would be to 
consider the Senate bill and allow the House bill to be afterwards 
tabled. Otherwise the bill would have to be sent to the Senate 


Mr. HULICK. I recognize the parliamen situation, and in 
view of the fact that there is merely a shade of difference between 
the Senate amendment and the one recommended by the House 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and as the Senate has al- 
ready passed the bill, I think I shall not insist upon the House 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question, then, is on concur- 
ring in the Senate bill. 

. HULICK. Mr. Speaker, there is one matter to which I 
wish to call attention, in connection with my remarks. The 
judges of the supreme court of the District of Columbia have 
signed a protest, or rather an argument, as will be observed in 
the report, against the passage of this bill. The committee, of 
course, have great respect for the opinions of that court and for 
the judges composing it. I know one of the judges personally, 
haying practiced before him in Ohio. Itis unnecessary to say 
that the opinion of the judges is a matter to which the committee 
have felt bound to give very full and careful consideration. This 
legislation is in derogation of the principle of the common law in 
regard to information or knowledge received by a physician from 
his patient. Hence the committee have felt that they should act 
deliberately in recommending the adoption of any measure not 
consistent with the opinion of acourtof sohighstanding. Never- 
theless the amendments which have been suggested to the original 


bill will, we think, overcome the objections which have been 
offered by the judges of that court. 

In this connection, I wish to have printed in the RECORD a brief 
summary of the statutes adopted by the different States in regard 
to the matter embraced in this bill. I call attention to the fact 
that but one State has adopted in its statute the term ‘‘ confiden- 
tial” in reference to information thus obtained by a physician. I 
think that the point the judges had in mind was that the privi- 
lege should not be so broad as to cover every communication 
which might be made by a patient to his physician, or informa- 
tion obtained ay him; they doubtless thought that the infor- 
mation intended to be protected by this privilege should be in- 
formation confidential in its nature—such as was in fact intended 
by the patient to be confidential. Among the 21 States and Ter- 
ritories that have adopted laws of this kind only one—the State 
of Iowa—has inserted in its statute the term ‘‘ confidential infor- 
mation.” There are four States where this privilege applies only 
to civil actions. In those States in criminal investigations, where 
the death of a human being results, or where public justice re- 
quires the disclosure of the information, exceptions are made as 
we propose to make exception in this bill. I repeat that I think 
the suggestions made by the judges of this District in reference 
to this measure are met by the amendments of the committee 
which have been incorporated in the bill—amendments limiting 
this privilege to confidential information and also excepting from 
its application criminal cases such as I have described. 

the physicians of the District, or at any rate the most prom- 
inent ones, who have been consulted concur in indorsing this 
bill. They think that some measure of protection like this ought 
to be adopted so as to reenforce what is already the unwritten law 
of the profession, regarded among honorable physicians as equally 
obligatory with a statutory provision making information of this 
character privileged. 

Members will remember the great case which recently created 
so much interest all over the world—a case which was decided 
only a short time ago in the English courts—the case of Dr. Play- 
fair, who was required to pay a judgment of $40,000 for divulg- 
ing (inadvertently, perhaps) information confidentially obtained 
which involved the c. ter and reputation of one of his patients. 
This doctor, who was a physician to the royal family, was attend- 
ing a sister of his wife, and in that relation obtained information 
relative to the disease or disability of his patient which he after- 
wards revealed (inadvertently, perhaps) to his wife, by whom it 
was communicated to other persons. e husband of the lady 
aggrieved brought suit against the doctor, and after a long litiga- 
tion judgment was rendered inst him and he was compelled 
to pay $40,000 for his indiscretion. In that case the doctor sim- 
ply divulged the information to his wife. It has sometimes been 
suggested smong members of the bar that the introductory words 
of so many legal documents, Know all men by these presents,” 
might be amended to read! Know one woman by these presents,” 
because in that case everybody else would be sure to find it out. 
It is on that theory that a member of the medical profession is 


not permitted, by the rules of his profession or the unwritten law, 


whichis as unchangeable as that of the Medes and Persians, as he 
will not be permitted by this statute, to communicate information 
thus confidentially obtained, even to his wife. 

The object of this statute is to protect both the doctor and the 
patient; and the committee believe that the bill as framed and 
amended will effectually carry out that purpose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Hutick] asks to have printed with his remarks certain statutes. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

The statutes referred to are as follows: 


ARKANSAS, 


Confidential communication to cy gaan or surgeon.—No person authorized 
to pranto physic or surgery shall be compelled to disclose any information 
which he may have acquired from his patient while attending him in his 
professional character, and which information was necessary to enable him 
to prescribe as a physician or do any act for him as a surgeon. (Section 2919, 
page 758, revised statutes, Arkansas, 1894.) 


CALIFORNIA. 


A licensed physician or surgeon can not, without the consent of his patient, 
be examined in a civil action as toany information acquired in attending the 
patient which wasn to enable him to prescribe or act for the patient. 
(Section 1881, page 621, 4 e C. P., California.) 


COLORADO. 


A pocan or surgeon duly authorized to practice his profession under the 
laws of this State shall not, without the consent of his patient, be examined 
as to — 5 information uired in attending the patient which was 

to enable him to prescribe or act for the patient. (General statutes, isd, 
page 1062, section 4.) 


DAKOTA. 


A 1 or surgeon can not, without the consent of his patient, be ex- 
amined in a civil action as to any information acquired in attending the pa- 
tient which was necessary to enable him to prescribe or act for the patient. 
(Comp. Laws, 1887, section 5313, page 910.) 


1896. 


IDAHO. 
A physician or su n can not, without the consent of his patient, be ex- 
— in a civil action as to any information acquired in attending the pa- 
tient which was necessary to enable him to prescribe or act for the patient. 


(Revised Statutes, Idaho, 1887, page 679, ion 5957.) 
INDIANA. 
Witnesses who are incompetent.—The following persons shall not be compe- 
tent witnesses: . 
1. * + 
2. „ 
3. „ * * 


4. Physicians, as to matters communicated to them as such by patients in 
the course of their professional business, or advice given in such cases. 


IOWA. 

cian or surgeon shall be allowed in giving testimony to 

— — ee eee e 3 3 8 = 
rofessional capacity, and necessary and proper to enable 1 

e functions oF his hies according to the usual course of practice or disci- 
pline. (Revised Code, Iowa, 1884, page 860.) 

This State, as to confidential communication, etc., is the only 
one with that provision in it. 

KANSAS. 

A physician or surgeon concerning any communication made to him by his 

A reference to any ph weal or supposed physical disease, or any 
8 eee a personal examination of any such patient. (Comp. 
Laws, Kansas, page 645.) 


MICHIGAN. 


No person authorized to ice physic or surgery shall be allowed to dis- 
close rent information which he ma heer poa A attending any patient 
in his professional character, and which information was necessary toenable 
him to prescribe for such patient asa sp gees or to do any act for him as 
a surgeon. (General Statutes, Michigan, 1882, page 1889, on 7516.) 


MINNESOTA. 
A regular physician or surgeon can not, without the consent of his patient, 
be pike rr g He civil action as to any information acquired in attendin the 


tient which was necessary to enablè him to prescribe or act for the pa t. 
Statutes, Minnesota, section 5662, page 1541.) 


MISSOURI. 


Persons incompetent to testify.—Fifth. A physician or su concernin; 
any information which he may have sgua from any patient while attend- 
ing him in a professional character, and which information was necessary to 
enable him to prescribe for such patient as a area or do any act for him 
as a surgeon.—(Revised Statutes, Missouri, 1579, page 690.) 


MONTANA. 


A licensed physician or surgeon can not, without the consent of his patient, 
be examined in a civil action as to any information acquired in attending the 

atient which was necessary to enable him to prescribe or act for the patient. 
Montana Codes, 1895, page 679, section 3163.) 


NEVADA. 


A licensed physician or surgeon shall no 
tient, be examined as a witness as to any information acquired in attending 
the patient which was necessary to enable him to prescribe or act for the 
patient: Provided, however, In any suit or prosecution against a physician or 
surgeon for malpractice, if the patient or party suing or prosecuting shall 
require or give such consent, and any such witness shall give testimony, then 
such physician or surgeon defendant may call any other physicians or sur- 
geons as witnesses on behalf of the defendant without the consent of such 
= gre oe A400 suing or prosecuting. (General Statutes, Nevada, 1885, page 

section 3406. 


without the consent of his 


y NEW YORK. 


Confidential communication to physician or — 9 duly au- 
thorized to practice physic or porgery shall not allowed to disclose any 
information which he acquired in attending a patient in a professional ca- 

ity, and which was necessary to enable him to act in that capacity. (Sec- 
Fon 8. page 1015, Revised Statutes, New York.) 


OHIO. 


SEC. 5241.—Privileged communications and acts.—The following persons 
shall not — and certain respects: 1. An attorney concerning a communi- 
cation made to by his client in that relation, or his advice to his client; 
ora physician concerning a communication made to him by his patient in 
that relation, or his advice to his patient; but the gery or hysician may 
r by express consent of the client 5 and if the client or patient 
volun’ y testify, the attorney or physi: may be compelled to testify on 
the same subject. 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. S er, an examination of the statutes of 
the several States will disclose the tendency of legislation in the 
direction of this bill. We have not sought to go as far in this 
bill from the common-law doctrine as many of the States. The 
majority make any and all information derived from the patient 
privileged, both in civil and criminal proceedings. This bill makes 
exception in criminal cases and confines it to confidential informa- 
tion. Doubtless it will be but a short time when every State will 
adopt statutes similar to the one under consideration. 

r. CURTIS of Iowa. The gentleman assents to the Senate 
bill as amended? 

Mr. HULICK. Oh, yes; it will facilitate the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Iask that the bill be put on its passage. 

a Laat Waa ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
an $ 

Ont motion of Mr. HULICK, a motion to reconsider was laid 
on the table. 

Mr. HULICK. I now ask that Honse bill 2647, correspond- 
i, a its provisions to the Senate bill just passed, lie upon the 

e. 
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The SPEAKER. In the absenceof objection, that order will be 
made. 


RIGHTS OF MARRIED WOMEN, 


Mr. BABCOCK. I now call up the bill (S. 1659) to amend the 
laws of the District of Columbia as to married women, to make 
parenn the natural guardians of their minor children, and for 
other 5 

The SP AKER. Hasa House bill substantially the same as 
this been reported and placed on the Calendar? 

Mr. BABCOCK. The committee has made a report, but the 
rt is not yet on the Calendar. 
e SPEAKER. Under the rule, then, the bill could not come 
up except by unanimous consent, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Iam instructed by the committee to call up 
the Senate bill this morning and request its passage. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, the bill has been 
favorably reported to the House, in which case it will be in order. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the property, real and personal, which any woman 
in the District of Columbia may own at the time of her marriage, and the 
rents, issues, profits, or proceeds thereof, and real, personal, or mixed prop- 
— 5 which shall come to her by descent, devise, purchase, or bequest, or the 
gift of any person, shall be and remain her sole and separate 8 not- 
withstanding her marriage, and shall not be subject to the posal of her 
husband or liable for his debts, except that such nroperey as shall come to 
her by gift of her husband shall be subject to, and be liable for, the debts of 
the husband existing at the time of the gift. 

Sec. 2. That a married woman, while the marriage relation subsists, may 

„Sell, and convey her real and personal property, and enter into any 
contract in reference to the same in the same manner, to the same exten 
and with like effect asa married man may in relation to his real and person: 
property, and she may, by a promise in writing, iy aber make her sepa- 
Pgs 3 liable for necessaries purchased by her or — at her request 

‘or the family. 

Sec. 3. That any married woman eee et Cox any trade or business, occu- 
pation or profession by herself or jointly with others, and perform any labor 
or services on her sole and se te account, and the earnings of any married 
woman from her trade, business, profession, occupation, labor, or services 
shall be her sole and separate property, and may be used and invested by her 
in her own name. 

Sec. 4. That 3 in this act contained shall invalidate any marriage 
settlement or con 

Sec. 5. That the husband shall not be liable for the payment of the wife's 
antenuptial debts, but she shall be liable to all remedies for the recovery of 
such sorts: Jone enforced against her and her separate property as if she 


were unm: 
Sxc. 6. That the father and mother shall be the natural ians of the 
ble of acting, —5 


re 


f Columbia, 
ardian of the person 
e time of 


by the . court. 
SEC. G. dower shall hereafter be assigned to a widow entitled to the 
same in the equitable as well as the legal estate of her deceased husband. 


Mr. FISCHER. Mr. = pape I would like to ask the gentle- 
man in charge of this bill a question for information. It occurs 
to me from the reading of it that some mistake has been made in 
preparing the bill. You speak of the estate of married women 
and provide, as most of the State laws do, that she shall have 
power to dispose of the same; that it shall be and remain her sole 
and separate property, notwithstanding her (sage te and so on; 
but you say that a married woman may bargain or sell and convey 
real or personal property or make contracts while the marriage 
relation subsists.” Now,if, for instance, a woman be divorced on 
accountof the fault of the husband, onstatutory grounds, although 
she be the owner of property, under this provision it might 
construed that she would have no right, the marriage relations 
no longer existing, to enter into contracts to sell property or to 
convey any kind of estate. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Does the gentleman desire the information 
for his own use or for the benefit of the House? 

Mr. FISCHER. Well, let us have it for the benefit of the House. 
Probably it would help them. I would like to get the information 
mic Ade Laughter. 

Mr. JOCK. I will state in reference to the bill under con- 
sideration that the whole object of the bill isto frame a law which 
will permit the marriage of a woman who is encumbered by debt, 
and prevent the debt being assumed by the husband. 

I would say to the gentleman from New York that unfortu- 
nately at this time there are several gentlemen who are anxiously 
awaiting action by the House on such a bill as this. He may ap- 
preciate, therefore, how he would feel himself under such circum- 
stances, as he would not perhaps like to assume an indebtedness 
of from one hundred to two or three hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. FISCHER. Well, I am speaking for the married women, 
not for myself. I wish simply to call the attention of the gentle- 
man to the language of section 2, which provides that a married 
woman, while the marriage relation subsists, may do so and se. 
Perhaps that means while the marriage relation exists.“ 

Mr. DOCKERY. No; subsist is the proper word. 
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Mr. FISCHER. V 


well; either way. But while the mar- 
riage relation subsists she may bargain, sell, and convey her real 
and personal property or enter into a contract, and soon. Suppose 
she owns property and the marriage relation does not subsist, still 
by a construction which could be given to this bill she would have 
20 i to dispose of any of her property or make title to any real 


te. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Oh, no; she would not be affected at all. 
Mr. POWERS. She can do that at any time if she owns the 
rien is, she can make a title to it if she is not married. 
CK. Under the common law she would have that 


‘ht. 
nite FISCHER. But you are undertaking to confer certain 
rights now in certain contingencies—— 
r. BABCOCK. If she is an unmarried woman she can dis- 
pose of her own property. 

Mr. BRUMM. Does not she become a femme sole the moment 
she is divorced, and then has all the rights pertaining to any woman 
who is not married and who owns property? 

Mr. FISCHER. That would depend upon the character of the 
divorce. If she is divorced on statutory grounds, then the mar- 
riage relations no longer subsist; but sup that it is a divorce 
from bed and board—a separation—it might be held that the mar- 
riage still subsists, and she would be prohibited from making any 
ee sage of her own estate. 

. BRUMM. The gentleman thinks there would be a differ- 
ence in her status under the bill between a divorce a vinculo matri- 
monii and a divorce a mensa et thoro. 

Mr. FISCHER. What I want is that in the passage of such a 
bill she can have the right to dispose of her own estate under 
either kind of divorce. 

Mr. BRUMM. But let me suggest tothe gentleman that if she 
is divorced absolutely she would come under the common law. 

Mr. FISCHER. But if she isdivorced from bed and board the 
marriage relation would still subsist. 

Mr. BRUMM. Divorces for adultery or on statutory grounds 
are always absolute. 

Mr. FISCHER. Certainly; but there are other characters of 
divorce where the marriage relation might be held still a subsist- 
ing relation. 

. BRUMM. The bill covers that case, the gentleman will 
find, just as well as the other. 

Mr. FISCHER. Iam only suggesting that there is some am- 
biguity about the language. I am not particularly anxious one 
way or the other. 

Mr. POWERS. Does this bill provide a remedy for the wife 
with reference to her separate estate? Does it enable her, in other 
words, to keep her estate in her own name? 

Mr. HULICK. Yes, sir; in relation to her own property she 
has that right. This bill was intended oar meet the very 
suggestion of the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. POWERS]. 

r. POWERS. The bill is in the right direction. 

Mr. HULICK. It agrees with the laws of the States as a rule 
with reference to the separate property of married women. 

Mr. POWERS. Does it provide that she may sue at law, or 


must she go into bg Sai ; 

Mr. ICK. tion 3 provides— 

That any married woman may carry on any trade or business, tion 
3 by herself, or jointly with others, and perform any labor or 


services on her sole and separate account, and earni: of any married 
woman from her trade, business, profession, occupation, labor, or services 
shall be her sole and separate property, and may be used and invested by 
her in her own name. 

Mr. POWERS. What will she doin the event some one under- 
takes to violate her right of property? Does she have the right 
of action? I do not notice any remedy provided in the bill for 
the married woman. She certainly should have the same right 
to sue at law and equity as if she were a femme sole, That is the 
legislation in most of the States with reference to the property 
of married women, as far as I know. 

Mr. HULICK. That would seem to follow more by implica- 
tion than 55 ress provision in the statute. 

Mr. PO . Now, that being so, I call the attention of the 
gentleman from Ohio to the fact that the only way in which a 
married woman can sue on general 3 in the absence of 
legislation, is in a court of . and that is on the ground that 
the court of equity, long before there was any legislation on the 
subject, worked out an equitable right for a woman to her own 
separate estate. It seems to me that this bill should provide that 
in case the property of a married woman is imperiled she shall 
have the same right of action at law that she would have if she 
were femme sole. I suggest to the gentieman that some such 
amendment should be offered. : 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. § er, I think there is a good deal of 
force in the suggestion of the gentleman from Vermont. While 
this bill gives to a married woman the property, real and personal, 
which she owns at the time of her marriage, and the rents and 
profits of it, and property which may come to her by purchase, 


descent, or bequest, and it remains her sole and separate property, 
not subject to the disposal of her husband, etc., yet I 5 
any express provon in regard to her right to sue and be sued in 
the courts of the District in relation to her property. That pro- 
vision generally follows the statutes that have been enacted in that 
respect which take the place of the common-law provisions. This 
gives her the right to control all these interests, and makes them 
her sole and separate property, but it falls short of what it ought 
to attain, because there is no provision by which she can sue and 
be sued as if she were femme sole. 

Mr. POWERS. She should have the same authority exactly. 
and I suggest to the gentleman that it would be well to lay this bili 
aside and perfect it in the way which has been 8 

Mr. HULICK. This is a bill which comes from the Senate. 
It has not been submitted to our committee. I think it ought to 
be referred to the committee for just such an amendment as sug- 
potea by the gentleman from Vermont. I had not read the bi 

fore until he asked the question, 

Mr. BABCOCK. I will ask unanimous consent to withdraw 
the bill until an amendment can be portone covering this point, 
ae SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman withdraws the 


HARBOR REGULATIONS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 8532) 
to establish certain harbor regulations for the District of Columbia, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for any owner or occupant of 
any wharf or dock, any master or captain of Ray Yormat, or any person or 
persons to cast, throw, drop, or deposit any ballast, dirt, oyster shells, or 
ashes in the water in any part of the Potomac River or its tributaries in the 
District ot Columbia, or on the shores of said river below high-water mark, 
unless for the purpose of making a wharf, after permission has been ob- 
tained from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia for that purpose, 
which wharf shall be sufficiently inclosed and secured so as to prevent injury 


to i AET 

Sec. 2. That it shall be unlawful for any owner or occupant of any wharf 
or dock, any ceran or master of any vessel, or any other person or persons 
to cast, throw, deposit, or drop in any dock or in the waters of the Potomac 
River or its tributaries in the District of Columbia any dead fish, fish offal, 
dead animals of any kind, condemned oysters in the shell, watermelons, 
cantaloupes, vegetables, fruits, shavings, hay, straw, ice, snow, filth, or trash 
of ny A That at perso violati £ the provisions of this 

SEC. at any m or persons violating any of the provisions of t 
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof in 
the police court of the District of Columbia shall be punished by a fine not 
exceeding $100 or by imprisonment not exceeding six months, or by both such 
punishments, in the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 4. That nothing in this act contained shall be construed to interfere 
with the work of improvement in or along the said river and harbor, under 
the supervision of the United States Government. 

Sec. 5 That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby 


re 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
SIDEWALKS, ETC., IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 7469) 
for the removal of snow and ice from the sidewalks, cross walks, 
and gutters in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the owner or tenant of each house or other build- 
ing or lot or lots of ground in the cities of Washington and Georgetown, and 
in such other part or pert of the District of Columbia as the Commissioners 
of said District shall time to time designate, shall, within the first four 
hours of daylight after every fall of snow, cause the same to be removed 
entirely from off the paved sidewalks opposite each house, building, lot, or 
land under the penalty of $1 for each lot for every such neglect, to be 
by the said owner or tenant; and such owner or ant shall, under a like 
penalty, within five days after a notice to do so by the Commissioners, clean 
off and remove, or cause to be cleaned off and removed, all dirt, sand, gravel, 
or other refuse matter that meet fall or be washed upon any paved sidewalk, 
roadway, or alley inside the cities of Washin and town and in 
such other pars 3 of the District of Columbia as the loners 
of said District from time to time designate. 
of any building, lot, or lots of an 
town, and in such other or parts i lumbia as 
Commissioners of the said District shall from time to time designate, shall 
promptly cause the paved sidewalks or paved portions of the sidewalk oppo- 
site her, or the remises to be strewn with ashes, sand, sawdust, or 
some other suitable su ce that will insure or contribute to the safety of 

estrians, under the penalty of $1 for each lot for every neglect, to be paid 

y the said owner or tenant. 

Sud. 3. That in case the owner or tenant of any house, lot, building, or land 


shall neglect to comply with ny of the provisions of the sections 
of this act it shall be duty of the Commissioners of the ict of Colum- 
bia to cause the removal of snow and ice, or any dirt, or vel from 
all paved sidewalks and alleys in the cities of Washington and 


rgetown, 
and in such 8 pert or parts of the District of Columbia as the Gonzi: 
sioners of said shall from time to time designate, wherever there 
has been a failure on the part of the owner or tenant as aforesaid to remove 
the same; and the cost of such removal, by orderand under the direction of 
the said Commissioners, be asa tax against the property to 
which the sidewalks in for the purposes of this act, and the 
said tax so assessed l be carried to the regular tax roll of the District 
nwa and shall be collected in the manner provided for the collection of 
other taxes. 
SEC. 4. That it shall be the duty of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, immediately after every fall of snow on the cross walks or in the 


uestion belo: 


gutters, forthwith to canse the same to be removed from the said cross walks 
+E width — 10 feet and tron anhor eee gutters toa breadth of 1 foot, in 

e es, respectively, an such other part or 
of Columbia as the Commissioners of said District 


of the District 
from time to time 
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ept clean and free 
from obstru ena: tn cake tha coms walka arecoseeed with isa ts wall be 
their duty to cause such cross walks to be liberally sprinkled wi el sand or 
sawdust, or such other material as will insure safety to pedestrians. 


The report (by Mr. Curtis of Iowa) is as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 7469) entitled A bill for the removal of snow and ice from the side- 
walks, cross walks, and gutters in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes,“ beg leave to submit the following report, and recommend that 
said bill do pass without amendment. 

The following letter from the District Commissioners will sufficiently ex- 
plain the purpose of the bill: 


“OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
“ Washington, February 26, 1896. 


The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the honor 
walks, cross walks, and gutters ne the cities of Washi mand 1 Georgetown, |D 
and for other p approved March 2, 1895 (U. S. Stat. L., volume 28 
page 800), be ame: * eo so that the title and the first, second, third, snd fourth 


[Here follow the sections as set forth in the bill above.] 


This proposed amendment would embody three modifications of the 


ach ty law: 
t. To provide for the removal of dirt, Cope 2 and other refuse 
ways as well as from the side wa 
applies farie ei — 5 of 
Washington only, to such other 13 or parts of the now applies 
the rict 
“Third. Tocorrect an inadvertence in the third sec’ law, 


feo th the 
bia as 
Commissioners of the said 3 from sens to py 
by eae gS that the assessment therein mentioned shall be carried on the 
regular tax umbia, 


designate; and the said cross walks and gutters shall be k 


“Second. To extend the scope of the law, jose 
——— 
Where the tions are such as to render 
of the o 


roll of the District of Col: instead of the cities,’ as now 

mentioned in said section. 
The reason for 8 the word road ways is that sand. gravel, and other 
refuse is washed fro: property the grade of which is higher thi than that of the 
contiguous street GDN he kag of the street, particularly on streets 


where there are no sidewalks 


failure to grade the property 
ing or tailing of material therefrom apes the roadw; gk 
A oni = the 0 suggested is inclosed, with request for its intro- 
on o Sena 
“Very respectfully, “JOHN W. ROSS, 


85 ee Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 


“Hon. J. W. Banco: 
“ Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia, 
House of Representations” 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


LOTS 18 AND 14, SQUARE 959, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present for the con- 
sideration of the House the bill (H. R. 4356) to confirm title to 
lots 13 and 14, in.square 959, in Washington, D. C. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all the right, aap and interest, whether legal or 
uitable, of the United States of America in and to all those lots or parcels 
ground situate in the city of Washington, D. C., and known on the ground 
plan of city as lots numbered 13 and 14, 7 uare numbered 059, be, and the 
same hereby is, released and quitclaimed to Thomas Yates, the present owner 
of the equitable title to said lots, and to his heirs and re forever. 
This act shall have the effect only of a quitclaim of all ht, title, and 
interest of the United States therein, but shall not affect an adverse title to 
said land, if any, nor create any liability on the part of the United States. 


Pigs Riß Mr. Speaker, I should like some explanation 

Mr. HULICK. I call for the pian of the report. 

The Clerk ed to read the During the reading 

Mr. HULICK said: Mr. Speaker, i an adverse report u 
this bill. The report was made cele; full, so that there woul te 
a record against the claimants and any other rson or persons 
1 might set up claim to this propert oe e report is quite 

I suggest that it be prinsed in RECORD, and that the 
e of it be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tem 
unanimous consent that 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The report (by Mr. HuULICK) is as follows: 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 
Ea R. 4356) to confirm title to lots 13 and 14 in square 959, in Washington, 

, have given full consideration thereto, and fully concur in the opinion 

of the Attorney-General of the United States and the United States attorney 
for the District of Columbia that in the division made between the or: 
55 and the Commissionersthe title to said lots became vested in the 

n States in fee sim and that such title is now in the United States, 
and that ee Yates no title, legal or equitable, in the same. 
Asa 3 this report the letter the Uni States attorney for the 
District of Columbia of March 2 instant is referred to, together with the 
report of his assistant, therein aig gon ea relating to the ownership of said 
The following is the letter 


re. The J aes oo from Ohio asks 
e report be printed in the RECORD. 


“ WASHINGTON, D. C., March 2, 1896. 


„Sin: In response to your letter of February 20, 1896, transmitting to me 
Soar e of emma 5 No. 4356, to confirm title ta lots 13 and 14, in square 059, 


ashington, D. C., and other papers received by you from the committee 
of tne Hocne on tho Dinteiot 7 


of Columbia, and ins 
XXVII—318 


which t Bes is no claim by adverse title 


r motley condition of the title to said lots, I have the honor to state 
t 8 Attorney Taggart made such 
n, and his report in the premises is 
with, 8 considered the report ot < e Bas from which it 
is clear that the title to said lots became vested in the United States in fee 
simple upon the allotments which took place originally between the pro- 
prietors of the upon which the city was laid out and the United States 
authorities. The 8 has never been of by the United States, 


and title still remains in to the property. 
Very respectfully, “A. A. BIRNEY, 
“ United States Attorney, District of Columbia, 
“The ATTORNEY-GENERAL.” 
The followin, 


t of the assistant District attorney, which fu 
discloses the title of eid lots * iy 


“Notes of title, as disclosed 7 the public records, to lots 13 and 14, in square 959. 


„with such streets, squares, 8 and lots as the Presi- 
dent of the Tonite States for the time being shall approve, and that the said 
Thomas and John M. Gantt, or 8 survivor of them, or the heirs of 
8 survivor shall conyey to the Commissioners for the time being a — 


Se mporary and permanent seat 
and their su ponerse ogi the use of the United States Pindar all the 
streets and such of the Presiden 

deem proper for 
the loi 
shall be made 


upon the plan of me city were divided between the Uni 
proprietors of the land upon which they were respectively located; the divi- 
sion cag lace by lots, into which the squares were subdivided. in pepe 
visions and partitions of squares between the public and the 
Token: = for the purposes of perpetuating the evidence of such di 
the agreement between them was commit not =. writi ond 
such proprietors or their representatives and by th 
ers appointed under the act of Congress referred tn ta the Geode. These 
pa were signed in 5 one being given to the —5 rietor 3 tho 
r being retained by the Commissioners, and books of the 
Commissioners’ office entitled ‘Register of Squares.’ 
In suits affecting title to lots in the squares of e ar rained 
made by these instruments are considered to be the foundation 
yond which it is not necessary to go in o in proving record titles. 
“George Walker, Notle Young and heirs of Abraham N. were the 
roprietors of adjoining tracts upon a portion of each of Bo gt a yes 
150 was laid out, and the Salling ini is a copy, from the go pano 
instrument executed by them in cine ps de partition 0 oF the land 
in this square under the p: vance ts deeds executed by them 
te. Benli tnd thy the Commisai ppcinted under the act of Con 
“At uas e Oners a under tbe 0 gress 
shi the Government of 


for establishing the 1 pi ibet and permanent seat of 
the United States, the following ayy Deps in the city of Washington was re- 
corded the 12th day of Jan 


“ Bounded on the north by W tes street north, on the south by G street north, 
231 feet 9 inches; on the coat by Eleventh street east, on the west by Tenth 
street east, 380 feet 6 inches. 

“As per return dated June 12, 1795. 

“THOMAS FREEMAN.” 


“ OCTOBER 26, 1799. 
“R. KING. 


“The Commissioners and Walker, Notley Young, and the heirs of 
Abraham Young, deceased, the o 1 proprietors of this square numbered 
octet aay ee ‘Washington, have agreed on the division the ereof in manner 
following, to wit: Lots 1, 2, 15, and 16 are to remain to the said heirs, and lots 


7. 8, 9, VVV and 3 


13. 13, and 14 are subject to be sold agreeably to thi 
— tig SEE 
122 Witness this 20th day of October, in the y 1800. 
“GUSTS, SCOTT, 
“WILLIAM THORNTON, 
“oe AL E. X. W 
“GEO. WALKER, 
“SAML. YOUN 
“NOTLEY YOUNG, 
issioners, 
“Witness: 


“Wa. Brent.” 


“Samuel Young, whose name is — to the peg es division of the 

mare, Was 3 ted guardian in tween the heirs of 
A Young. by the Maryland high courted 3 uthorized on 
behalf of said heirs to represent them = divisions with the Commissioners of 
the city of the estate that belonged to Abraham Young. 

“Title in fee sim VVT in the United 
States. e tec public ina fail to show that the United States has ever 
5 the same. A a e e ha ve — — said lots 


property of the Uni of public 5 
So Tea eee in office of the io original Commissioners under the leg- 
of the l under date of 


plaice 17, 298 2 5 * se Ses belonging to the public. From 
1 e 0. 
this letter the followin, racted: ie 


Iwill mention two 8 5 gies upon the books of this office as clearly 

the pe provers of the United Arete viz, lots 13 and 14 in square No. 959. Mr. 
Todd has has a title to them, as he says, from Notley Young, of fifty 

A large number of lots ores owever, unquestionably the 
e United States. I fully recommend that those to 
advertised and 2 1 5 at public auc- 
tion. There is now much paving and other work Key mn fo one about 
the 5 to Bip ec by law, the avails of the city gow 77 dle, and it will 
be better to — of these lots now, when real p: is in demand, than 
to let them lie idle to be squat po. and the Unites States eventually lose 
them or grant them to individuals for a song, as has already been done in 
5 Colonel Casey, Co: f Engi: toG * hre. 

In a on o n 5 
Chief of Engineers. United States xray, dated wane — 855 in regard to the 
public grounds of the ee he says, among other thin; 

The title of the United States to lots 13 and 14. Sii 1 5 was established. 


yon Sranan 
propert 
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and these lots were graded and filled to the level of the sidewalk, removing a 
bi, me of water of great inj to the le living in its vicinity.’ 

“ The filling referred to by Colonel v. it would seem from certain pa 
on file in the office of the Chief of Engineers, was done aftera zepo had been 
received from Mr. Wells, then United States attorney for the trict, dated 
April 24, 1878, declaring the titles of the lots to be in the United States. 

Through some inadvertence or error on the of the tax officials of the 
former corporation of the city of Washington, these lots 13 and 14 were en- 
tered in 1821 on the tax books in the name of Nicholas Young et al., who had 
no title to them or interest in them. Since that time the following deeds of 
conveyance of the 3 have been recorded in the office of the recorder 
of deeds of the Di g 

“Notley Young et al. (described as heirs at law and legatees of Nicholas 
Young) to William B. Todd. Deed dated November 3, 1851, and recorded 
June 4, 1852; Liber J. A. S., 39, folio 171. In consideration of $450 grantors 
convey lots 13 and 14, in square 959, together with many other lots in various 


squares. 
“Edward W. Young et ux. to William B. Todd. Deed dated November 6, 
1871; recorded November 8. 1871; Liber 666; folio 93. Confirms the above 
deed; grantors having been minors at the time of its execution and having 
since become of full age. 
“Edward W. Young et ux. to William B. Todd. Deed dated November 6. 
1871; recorded September 14, 1874; Liber 760, folio 271. This is a rerecord of 


the „ 

The heirs of Nicholas Young by three several deeds, two of them dated 
July 9, 1853, and the other dated November 5, 1853, and recorded, 5 
in J. A. S. 71, at folios 396, 402, and 404, convey certain real estate to rge W. 
1 George W. 1 and wife 5 it to John Carroll Brent, by 
deed dated November 8, 1856, and recorded in Liber J. A. S., 24, folio 222; Etta 
Brent, as only child and heir at law of John Carroll Brent, conveyed it to 
EnF . Denman by a quite deed dated December 1, 1877, and recorded 
in Liber 875, at folio 268; but these several deeds have no specific relation to 
said lots 13 and 14 in said . 599. 

“Elizabeth G. Todd et al., widow and heirs at law of William B. Todd, to 
James L. H. Robinson. Deed dated May 13, 1892; recorded May 24, 1892; Liber 
1690, at folio 330. In consideration of $10, grantors convey lots 13 and l¢ in 


square 959. 
“James L. H. Robinson et ux. to Frank L. Calhoun and John E. Benton. 
- Deed of trust dated May 19,1892; recorded May 24, 1892; Liber 1690, at folio 333. 
Grantors convey said lots in trust to secure William Mayse in $1,200, in four 
notes of $300 ph & yable in six months, with interest, with power to sell in 
case of default in the payment of said notes. 

“Under this deed of trust the property was sold and conveyed to William 
Mayse by a deed which is hereinafter noted. By this sale and conveyance the 
following deeds became inoperative: 

“James L. H. Robinson et ux. to Rufus A. Morrison. Deed dated May 24, 
1892; recorded May 24, 1892; Liber 1690, at folio 336. Grantors, in considera- 
tion of $10, convey said lots 13 and 14. 

“Rufus A. Morrison to Agnes Ro Deed dated November 1, 1892; 
recorded January 27, 1893; Liber 1774, at folio 246. Grantor, in consideration 
of $10, conveys the same propersy, 

e Robinson to Jay B. Smith and Rufus A. Morrison. Deed of trust, 
da Jan 26, 1893; recorded January 27, 1893; Liber 1774, at folio 248. 
Conveys said lots 13 and 14 in trust to secure L. Jeffords $250; note 
pave e with interest on or before one year after date, with authority to 
sell in case of default. 

“Agn binson to Su 


es Rol san A. Ruffin. Deed dated enat 30, 1893; re- 
corded February 9, 1893; Liber 1783, folio 115. In consideration of $11,000, 
conveys said lots 18 and 14. 

“Susan A. Ruffin et vir. to Edward — 5 Gunson. Deed dated Feb: 1. 
1893; recorded March 17, 1893; Liber 1804, folio 13. In consideration of $11,- 
245.57, grantors convey said lots 13 and 14. 

“Edward Q. Gunson et ux. to 1 A W. ee e Robert R. Roberts. 
Deed of trust; dated February 7, ; recorded March 7, 1893; Liber 1801. 
folio 15. To secure debt of gind to Susan A. Ruffin in five notes, one for 
=o bane in one year with interest; one for $4,000, payable in two years 
wi Ta rest; one for $1,500, payable in two years with interest; one for $1300. 
payable in two years with interest; and one for $443.23, Daana in two years 
with interest, conveys said lots 13 and 14 in square 959. e deed provides 
that Gunson, his heirs or assigns, may subdivide the lots 13 and 14 into six or 
seven sublots, and to have this trust released anda new trust placed upon the 
property as subdivided, the indebtedness to be pro rata, etc. 

“Frank L. Calhoun and John E. Benton, trustees, to William Mayse. Deed 
dated June 27, 1893; recorded July 7, 1893; Liber 1828, at folio 32. Conveys 
said lots 13 and 14, reciting the trust from James L. H. Robinson to grantors, 

19, 1892, and recorded in Liber 1600, at folio 333; that default was 
made in the payment of the debt mentioned in that instrument, and that the 
y had been sold to the ntee at public auction for $1,275. 

“William Mayse et ux. to Thomas Yates. uly 27, 1893; re- 
corded July 24, ; Liber 1815, atfolio484. In consideration of $1,300, grantors 
convey said lots 13 and 14. 

“Thomas Yates et ux. to Charles F. Benjamin, trustee. Deed in trust 
dated May 10, 1895; recorded May 20, 1895; Liber 1997, at folio 457. Grantee is 

the 8 by the ec „ are sigs sory 10 = same as 

tor eirs, or assigns may direc er gran or all expenses 

Darni in clearing the title from defects ‘caused by their apparent con- 

veyance to the United States at the time of the division of lots in said square, 
ete. 


“Thomas Yates to Frederick T. F. Johnson. Agreement dated December 
14, 1891; recorded December 11, 1895; Liber 2067, at folio 421. Recites that 
Yates is the owner of lots 13 and 14 in a 959, subject to such title as may 
be outstanding in the United States, which outstanding title said Yates de- 
sires to secure and obtain, to which end he is desirous of securing and retain- 
ing the assistance and professional services of = Johnson, etc. Said Yates 
ce a fee 


agrees to for such services and equal to 35 per cent of the 
market value of the poper at the date when the title of the United States 
becomes vested in said Yates. 


“The foregoing comprises all the information which I have been able to 
obtain from the public records bearing upon the title to said lots 13 and 14, 
in square 959. It establishes the fact conclusively that the fee-simple title 
to said lots is in the United States. Evenif actual possession had been taken 
of the lots by the heirs of Nicholas Xoung, who was one of the sons of Notley 
Young, the original proprietor of the land, and that possession had been con- 
tinuous on the part of every person mentioned in the chain and deriving 
title from said heirs, such possession could not avail against the United States, 
spo whom the statute of limitations does not 5 The fact disclosed 

t the lot was filled by the public authorities in 1878 would indicate that 
rtainl 88 

. TAGGART, 
tant District Attorney. 
“A. A. BIRNEY, Esq.. 

“United States District Attorney.” 


This report was submitted to the Attorney-General of the United States, 
and on the 3d of March last he submitted his opinion thereon in the following 


letter: 
“DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D. C., March 3, 1896. 
Sin: I have the honor to return herewith a copy of House bill No. to 
confirm title to lots 13 and 14, in square No. 959, in Washington, D. C., which 
was referred to me by your directions on the Ist ultimo, and also to transmit 
herewith, for your information, a copy of a letter received from the United 
States attorney for the District of umbia, dated the 2d instant. together 
with the report of his assistant (Mr. Taggart) therein mentioned, both of 
which relate to the ownership of said lots, and exhibit the result of investi- 
tions . such ownership made pursuant to instructions of this 
nt. 3 

The aforesaid report gives a full history of the title to said lots, as shown 
District f Columbia; and upon consideration thereof I 


— „that in the division mad 


“Iam, sir, very respectfully, “JUDSON HARMON, 
“Attorney Gi 
“Hon. JOSEPH W. BABCOCK, 
“ Chairman of Committee on the District of Columbia, 
House of Representatives.” 


Upon a full and fair consideration of the facts stated in said report, the con- 
clusion is irresistible that the title, legal and equitable, to said lots was, on 
the 29th day of October, 1801, in the division e between the original pro- 
prietors and the Commissioners, vested in the United States in fee simple, 
and that such title is now in the United States. 

The committee therefore report adversely to said bill, and recommend that 
it do lie upon the table. 


Mr. BABCOCK. I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


LOT 5, IN SQUARE 1113, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 6172) authorizing the sale of the title of the 
United States in lot 5, square 1113, in the city of Washington. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the * of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to grant and convey unto D. Orme, of the 
city of 3 and his heirs and assigns, all the right, title, and interest 
of the United States in and to a certain lot of land in the city of Washington, 
in the District of Columbia, known upon the plat or plan of said city as lot 
No. 5, in square 1113, — 7. the payment by the said Frank D. Orme into the 
pe of the Uni States of the sum of $1,000, the assessed value of the 
0 


The Committee on the District of Columbia recommended the 
following amendment: 


Add at the end of the bill the words: 
“Provided, That before the said conveyance is made the said Frank D. Orme 
shall satisfy the Secretary of the Interior that all taxes and assessments 


against such lot have been paid.” 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report on this bill 
be printed in the RECORD. 
r. CURTIS of Iowa. This report is quite long, and if desired 
I can explain the nature of the bill. ask that the report be 
rinted. It fully sets forth the reasons for the of the bill. 
t is not pees to consume the time of the House in reading it. 
The SPEA protempore. The gentleman asks unanimous 
consent that the report on this bill be printed inthe Recorp. Is 
there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The report (by Mr. Curtis of Iowa) is as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6172) entitled “A bill authorizing the sale of the title of the United 
States in lot 5, square 1113, in the city of Washi m,” beg leave to submit 
the following report, and recommend that said bill do pass, with an amend- 
ment as follows: 

Add after the last word in section 1: 4 

“Provided, That before the said conveyance is made the said Frank D. Orme 
shall satisfy the Secretary of the Interior that all taxes and assessments 
oe such lot bave been paid.” 

e reasons for the passage of the bill are very clearly set forth in the Sen- 
ate report on Senate bill 2083, which is a duplicate of House bill 6172, which 
report is adopted as the report of your committee. 


[Senate Report No. 795, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session.] 


The bill was sent to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and at 
their instance was referred to the Attorney-General, who reports that the 
title to the lot in question is in the United States. The report of Hon. Hugh 
T. Taggart, assistant United States district attorney, which is given in con- 
nection with this report, shows that the Government holds this lot not as the 
sovereign, but as a landowner, as any individual might own land, such owner- 
ship coming from the division of the lots in the city of Washington between 
the Government and private individuals. The Government attempted to sell 
this particular lot, with others, to private but through failure of the 
individuals concerned in the ion the courts ordered the lots restored 
to the United States. However, ey had been repeatedly assessed 
as 3 individuals, and in 1841 was conveyed by the corporation of 
the city of 5 James McCormick, jr., from whom the chain of 
title is complete to D. Orme, to whom the lot was conveyed July 1, 1893. 
= ger niente was confirmed by a decree of the equity court on December 


r. in summing up, says: “Limitations, of course, do not run 
aoe the United States, 5 Bg tla that there has been such an actual 
adverse possession of the lot by Frank D. Orme and those under whom he 
claims as would bar a private individual, a court ht decide, under the 
peculiar circumstances of this case, that it was one in which to enforce it 
against the Government. Under the peculiar circumstances, I am of the 


1896. 
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opinion that the case presented is a proper one to compromise by the relin- 
quishment of the Government's title for a suitable consideration.” 

The assessed valuation of the lot is $1,000, but it already has cost Mr. Orme 
meny times that amount, and the equities of the case are 5 him. 
In the opinion of the committee, therefore, the Secretary of the Interior 
shou!d be authorized and directed to grant and convey to him all the right, 

and interest of the United States in and to the said lot on the payment 


ti 
ye of $1,000. 

e committee recommend, however, that the bill be amended by provid- 
ing that Mr. Orme shall first satisfy the Secretary of the Interior that the 
taxes on the lot have been paid up to the time of the conveyance provided for. 

The reports of the Commissioners, of the Attorney-General, and of the dis- 
trict e ge assistant district attorney are given below. The report of 
Mr. Taggart is of decided historical value, as well as being a strong presenta- 
tion of a class rd ee . in Care ie title to lots in 
ee District 5 ‘umbia claimed by individuals, but by error retained by the 

vernmen 


OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, February 26, 1896. 
DEAR Sin: The Commissioners have the honor to su t, with reference 
to Senate bill 2083, . sale of the title of the United States in lot 5. 
square 1113, in the city of Washington, which was transmitted to them at 
our instance for their examination and Report: that inasmuch as the mat- 
rs mentioned therein concern the right, title, and interest of the United 
States in the property involved, the ge ta more directly pertains to the 
urview of the Department of Justice. They therefore recommend that the 
fin be submitted to the Attorney-General of the United States with the object 
of obtaining a report thereon by the United States attorney for the District 
of Columbia, who is the official upon whom the making of such investigations 
customarily devolves. 
OHN W. ROSS, 


Ve A Ji 
gi ‘President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 
Senator JAMES McMILLAN, 
Chairman Committee on District of Columbia, 
United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D. C., April 11, 1896. 
S1rr: Ihave the honor to return herewith a y of Senate bill No. 2083, 
authorizing sale of the title of the United States in lot 5, square 1113, in the 
city of Washington, which was referred to me by your d on on the 29th 
of Fe last, and to transmit herewith for your information a copy 
of a letter received from the United States attorney for the District of 
lumbia, dated the 9th instant, ther with a of the report of his assist- 
ant (Mr. Taggart) therein mentioned, both of which relate to the ownership 
of said lot and exhibit the result of investigations concerning such owner- 
ship made pursuant to instructions of this Department. The report gives a 
ry of the title to the lot as shown by the records of the District of Co- 
jumbia, and from the information thus furnished I am of opinion that the 
Enion paee has a good se Sora title to the premises, 
am, sir, very res) y, 
JUDSON HARMON, 
: Attorney-General, 
Hon. JAMES MOMILLAN, 
Chairman of Committee on the Districtof Columbia, 
nited States Senate. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., April 9, 1896. 

Srr: I have the honor to state that, in accordance with the directions con- 
tained in your letter to me of the 3d ultimo, I have made an investigation 
with a view to ascer g “the right, title, and interest“ of the Goxern- 
ment in and tolot 5, in square 1118, being the lot referred to in Senate bill No. 
2083, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session. 

The condition of the title to the lot is shown in a report made to me by As- 
sistant District Attorney rt, which is incl herewith. From this 
report it appears that the legal title to the lot passed from the Government to 
James Greenleaf by a certificate granted to him under date of July 10, 1794 
and which was duly recorded among the land records, and that it remain 
outstanding in Greenleaf and his assignees until restored to the United States 
by a decree of court passed in the 5 1831; that immediately it was listed 
for taxation, for the nonpayment of which it was sold and a tax deed issued. 

The only title of Mr. Orme is traceable to this tax deed, and the question 
presented is whether in the event of a suit an adverse possession under it 
could, the circumstances considered, be successfully set up as a bar against 
the United States. I have carefully considered the views expressed by Mr. 
Taggart, ang concur in his opinion that the conflicting claims of the Govern- 
ment and of Mr. e in the premises make the case a proper one for adjust- 
ment through compromise, and that the interest of the United States should 
be relinquished upon the payment of a suitable sum. 

The condition of the title to this lot is substantially the same as that of the 
title to lot 1 in the same square, in respect of which I recently made a like 
recommendation. 

Two pepers transmitted to me with your letter are herewith returned. 

e 


respectfully, 
= `i A. A. BIRNEY, 


United States Attorney, District of Columbia. 
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


Notes of title as disclosed by the public records to lot 5 in square 1113. 


Through agreements with the original ke gabe yt of the land and convey- 
ances by them to two trustees, Thomas Beall and John M. Gantt, the United 
States became entitled, upon the f ounding of the city of Washington, to one- 
half of all the building lots in the squares laid out within the limits of the 


city. 

The partition of lots in any square between the United States Commission- 
ers, appointed under the act of July, 1790 (providing for the establishment of 
the permanent seat of the Government), and the original proprietors of the 
land upon which the square was laid out was usually accomplished by 
arrangement between the partion: prior to such partition the land in any 
square was held by the public and the individual in equally undivided — 
By the partition each took in severalty the lots assigned to them respectively. 
In some instances the whole square would be assigned to one or the other, 
and the title to a particular square or lot is traced to the United States or to 
an individual, as it went to the one or the other on the partition. 

In the 5 of square 1113 the whole of it became the property of the 
United States. 


The following is a copy of the instrument in relation toit, which was signed 
by the ies and recorded: 

At the request of the Commissioners appointed under the act of Congress 
for establishing the temporary and permanent seat of the Government of the 
United States, the following square in the city of Washington was recorded 
the 27th day of May, 1800: 


49! STREET EAST 


SOUTH) O STREET. 


78! STREET EAST. 


“SQUARE NO. 1113, CITY OF WASHINGTON. 

“ Bounded by the south by D street south, 413 feet 4inches; the east by Nine- 
teenth street east, 30 feet 6 inches; the west by Eighteenth street east, 254 
feet 6 inches; the northeast by Massachusetts avenue, 464 feet 7 inches. 

As per return dated November, 1793. 

“JAMES R. DERMOTT." 


MAY 27, 1797. 
The Commissioners and heirs of William . deceased, se “hi propri- 
etors of this square, numbered 1113, in the city of Washington, have 


the whole of the said square shall be subject to be sold agreeably to the Toots 
of trust concerning lands in the said tity. Witness our hands this 28th day 


of September, 1797. 
GUSTS. SCOTT, 
WILLLIAM THORNTON, 
. WHITE, 
Commissioners. 
Witn 


ess: 
T. MONROE. 
JAMES R. DERMOTT. 


Mary, and Nancy Young, infant children g William Young, deceased, 
y NO. Y. 


By JO SNAP 
Their torney. 
ABEL JENNER. 
IAM YOUNG, 


The records of the early Commissioners of the city and those in the office 
of the recorder of deds show that on September 23, 1793, said Commissioners 
entered into an agreement with James Greenleaf for the sale to him of 3,000 
of the lots belonging to the United States, and that gg Spt agreed with 
Robert Morris for the sale to him of 3,000 of said lots. These agreements 
were consolidated by one of December 24, 1793, making a sale to said Green- 
leaf and Morris, jointly, of 6,000 lots upon certain terms: 4,500 of the lots were 
to lie southwest of Massachusetts avenue and the remaining 1,500 to lie north- 
east of said avenue, etc. The lots were to be selected from those belonging 
to the public, and they were excluded from making selections in ce: 
squares mentioned, square 1113 not being Se toam. 

On July 9, 1794, the Commissioners entered into an agreement with said 

which recited that Greenleaf was negotiating aloan in Holland of 
£300,000 current money of Maryland, to be secured by a mort on lots in 
the city; that the Commissioners desired to increase their funds, and had 
agreed to take one-third of the loan, and had given Greenleaf a certificate for 
1,000 lots to make up their one-third of the security by which the legal title 
would be put in Greenleaf for that 8 The agreement also recited 
that certificates had been given to Greenleaf for other lots, for which the 
Commissioners had taken the bond of said Greenleaf and John Nicholson; 
and the agreement proves for a redemption and reconveyance to the Com- 
missioners of the lots to be pledged as their part of the security for the loan, 


etc. 

By one of the certificates from the Commissioners to said Greenleaf, dated 
J 1 7 1794, and recorded in Liber B. at folio 44, of the land records, the title 
to lots is transferred in fee. the lots in square 1113 being among them. 

Greenleaf, with a view to obtaining the loan, conveyed to Rutger Van 
Schimmelpfennick, Peter Godefroy, and Robert Daniel Crommelin, of Am- 
sterdam, in the United Netherlands, by deed dated July 28, 1794, (B, folio 65), 
a great number of lots and squares, and among them square 1113. 

he Hy nee fell through and the grantees reconveyed the property to 
Greenleaf by deed dated June 26, 1795. 68. folio 493.) 
He then 3 negotiated the loan with the house of Gilles Groenveld: 
Rudolph Mees, and Peter vander Wallen van der Hoven, of Amsterdam, an 
conveyed to them by deed dated July 29, 1795 (B, folio 496), a great number 
of lots and squares, including square 1113. 

By deed dated May 13, 1796 (B, folio 582), Greenleaf conveyed all the lots to 
which he derived title by the certificate of July 9, 1794 (B, folio 44), to Robert 
CCC Were, Coi Ih Lakes apomolati 

reenleaf, Morris, and Nicholson were en n la ons in 
property in the city of Washington and elsewhere, and ait became bankrupt 
and e assignments for the payment of debts. Their business relations 
with the Commissioners were the cause of great embarrassments to the lat- 
ter, and it would serve no useful purpose here to detail the complex and in- 
tricate history of them. 

Greenleaf, Morris, and Nicholson conveyed to Henry Pratt and others 
their lots in Washington, in trust to secure payment of their debts, by deed 
dated June 26, 1797 (C, folio 204); Notley Maddox, sheriff of Prince ge 


County, Mä., conve to William H. Dorse are 1113 and other squares 
— So had sold ne executions issu Aer i reenleaf, 


p y had 
Dorsey) simply held in trust for them. y 

Gillis Groenveldt et al. in the old cirenit court of the District of Co- 
lumbia their bill in n 17, 1808, against James Greenleaf, Henry 
Pratt, et al., and Thomas Monroe, the superintendent of the city of Washing- 
ton (who had succeeded to the powers of the Commissioners under the act of 
Congress), setting forth the deed to them from Greenleaf, that a large part 
of their debt was unpaid, and — 1 — foreclosure of the mortgage. 

By the decree passed in this cause 21, 1831, the parties were directed 
to convey to the United States, among other property, the square 1113, and 
it was provided that if such conveyance was not made within the time 
limited, then the decree should stand as such. > 7 

In one of the books of the early Commissioners the six lots in this square 
are marked as “selected by Morris and Nicholson.” The certificate given by 
the Commissioners to Greenleaf July 9, 1794 (B, folio 44), recites that the 500 
lots transferred had been paid for by G: eaf, and that he was entitled to 
hold them in fee simple. 

Whether the title of Greenleaf was N perfect one to the lots in 
the square or not, the fee simple as against him and his grantees and the 
trustees under his assignment for the benefit of creditors, and as nst the 
+ ioe mel mortgage, became by the decree of 1831 vested in United 


The rs and books relating to city affairs, sales of lots, etc., are now in 
Pot Col. John M. Wilson, Go: 1 


It is a ciple that the property of the sovereign is not subject 
to taxation or its incidents, unless ng one Beos specifically ted for that 
purpose to subordinate agencies, in the rof munici 
clear as matter of law that in many instances where the vernment steps 
down from the high pedestal of sovereignty and becomes a property owner 
after the manner of an individual, its ownership of property not necessary 
for the purpose of government is to be treated in the same manner as the 

rty of an individual would be under like circumstances. The only ques- 
o the present case is whether the facts shown make it a 

proper one for the application of the rule. ` 
the United States commissioners of Jul 5 174 


his 
them; by his 8 
ison terest to them, and by the assignment 
to al. it became vested in them, at least in so far as the equity 
of redemption wasconcerned. The property was, under these circumstances, 


SeT pg eg in ny opinion, for taxation, and in the 1808 it was 
in the name of Henry Prattet al.; in 1819 it was listed for taxation in 
the name of Gillis Groenveldt et al. 


y it was sold by the ep ee of the city for delinquent taxes as- 
sessed upon it as eg ict of Greenveldt etal. for the years from 1827 to 
5 In mance of t e it was conve by the co) 


„ Jr., deed dated May 12, 1841, and reco: A 
Liber W. B. K BA 149. Tax deeds of aes date are alt defective by 
e law. 


tion of ji hefe McCormi 


ion to James 
ril 21, 1841, in 


ck’s real estate am 


place 
ordinarily could not 5 in this 3 

mick inter married ntly with Earle, and by deed dated June 15, 1849, 
and recorded July 18 1849, in Liber J. A. S. ö, folio 293, conveyed the lot to 


a ia conveyed to Lampkin by deed dated October 3, 1851. (J. A. S. 31, folio 
Lampkin conveyed to Beall by deed dated August 2,1858. (J. A. S. 150, folio 


Beall conveyed to Cox by deed dated February 18, 1859. 4-8-1 folios.) 
Cox reconveyed to Tune 9, 1859. (J. A.8.177, folio 372.) 
conveyed to Lanahan February 22, 1860. (J. A.S. 190, folio 406.) 
2 5 e S to Snowden in trust to secure debt February 23, 1800. 
. A. S. 190, folio 
Snowden sold under the trust and conveyed to Bratt January 11, 1861. 


H. McCor- 


885. 
illiam B. Todd July 18, 1864. (N.C. T 42, folio 72.) 

T J. one of his children 

1 in 1874, leaving by will all his estate to his widow, 


idow heirs, togethe: 
D. Todd, devisee of Seth J. Todd 5 05 said lot 5, square 1113, to Thomas 
H. G. Todd November 24, 1874 , folio 1). 

Thomas H. G. Todd 


ure to keep property insured and to taxes, etc., and prays for a fore- 
closure of the trast. Dece: II. Lal. the decree was — thi 
ee amo! 
ing Edw [i ey reported 
Frank D. Orme, which was duly ratified and confirmed. 

The trus Edwards and Hood, conveyed to Frank D. Orme by deed 
dated Au 1895 (2039, folio 435). 

Limitations, of course, do not run against the United States, but assuming 

there has been such an actual adverse possession of the lot by Frank D. 
Orme, and those under whom he claims, as would bar a private individual, a 
court might decide, under the circumstances of this case, that it was 
one in which to enforce it against the Government. 
peculiar circumstances, I am of the opinion that the case 


Under the pre- 
sented is a proper one to compromise by the relinquishment of the Govern- 
ment’s title for a suitable consideration. 


HUGH T. TAGGART, 
Assistant United States Attorney. 


A. BIRNEY, a 
5 United 8 District of Columbia. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 

The bill as amended was ord to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CURTIS of fowa, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolutions of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 


u $ 
A bill (S. 2889) to aid and enco the holding of the Tennes- 
see Centennial Exposition at Nashville, Tenn., in the year 1897, 
and making an appropriation therefor; 

A bill (S. 2519) to amend section 4746 Revised Statutes of the 
United States; 

A bill (S. 2462) to provide for the making of allotments of pay 
by officers of the Navy and the Marine Corps; 

A bill (S. 2407) to supplement the act of June 27, 1890, as to 

sions; 

A bill (S. 2406) concerning the weight of evidence in pension 

claims: 


A bill (S. 2404) defining and regulating proof in certain pension 


cases; 

A bill (S. 2232) to vacate Sugar-Loaf Reservoir site in Colorado 
and to restore the lands contained in the same to entry; 

A bill (S. 2047) extending the time within which the University 
of Utah shall occupy lands heretofore granted to it; 

A bill (S. 1938) allowing Isaiah Mitchell, of Denver, Colo., seven 
years within which to make a final homestead entry upon certain 


land; 

A bill (S. 1923) granting to the city of Bismarck, N. Dak., the 
right to lease and use for public purposes Sibley Island, an island 
in the Missouri River; 

A bill (S. 1709) for the relief of J. Henry Rives; 

A bill (S. 1609) for the erection of a statue to Commodore John 
D. Sloat in the ay of Mont „Cal.; 

A bill (S. 1555) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of 
the United States revenue cutter Gallatin off the coast of Massa- 


chusetts; 

A bill (S. 1188) to provide for the erection of a monument to Gen, 
Nathaniel Greene on the battlefield of Guilford Court-House. 

A bill (S. 837) making an appropriation for the benefit of the 
estate of William Moss, deceased; 

A bill (S. 814) for the relief of John W. Gummo; 

A bill (S. wp for the relief of C. B. Bryan & Co.; 

A bill (S. 488) for the relief of the legal representatives and 
devisees of James W. Schaumburg; 

A bill (S. 434) for the relief of William F. Wilson; 

A bill (S. 338) for the relief of 3 F. Roberts, administrator 
of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving partner 
of Thayer Bros., and others; 

A bill (S. 260) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at Butte City, Mont.; 

A bill (S. 80) for the relief of John F. W. Dette; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 83) directing and authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to ascertain the cost of securing for the United States 
the channel in Atchafalaya Bay, Louisiana. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 175) authorizing the Secretary of War to make 
certain uses of national military parks; 

5 R. 1020) granting an increase of pension to Gilman 

A bill (H. R. 1980) to 3 a life-saving station at or near 
Point Bonita, at the Gol Gate, in the State of California; 

A bill (H. R. 3606) granting a pension to French W. Thornhill; 

A bill (H. R. 5481) to restore the lands embraced in the Fort 
Lewis Military Reservation, in the State of Colorado, to the pub- 
lic domain; 

A bill (H. R. 6431) to pay Peter P. Ferguson $1,765; 

A bill (H. R 7324) to authorize and empower the State of South 
Dakota to select the Fort Sully Military rvation in said State 
as a part of the lands granted to the State under the provisions of 
an act to provide for the admission of South Dakota into the 
Union, “nore February 22, 1889, and for indemnity school 
lands, and for other pipon: an 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 167) authorizing foreign exhibitors at 
the Tennessee Centennial Exposition, to “be held in N ashville, 
Tenn., in 1897, to bring to this country foreign laborers from their 
respective countries for the purpose of preparing for and making 
their exhibits, and sionas articles imported from foreign coun- 
Lenard Ene es parpone 0 moam at said e 5 3 to beim- 

o u under rT ations 
8 FFF 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I submit a conference report 


on the bill (H. R. 6249) “making appropriations for the current 
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and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes.” 

Mr. BABCOCK. Does the gentleman desire action on this bill 
now? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do, Mr. Speaker. It is not a final report, 
however. We ask for a further conference. This report does 
not reach a conclusion so far as such matters as sectarian schools 
and the Old Settlers’ claims or some other matters about which I 
think there might be some controversy are concerned. I think 
there is nothing in this report that would create any difference 
of opinion upon the floor. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would ask the saves. if it should 
provoke such controversy, would he withdraw its consideration? 

Mr. SHERMAN. In that event I have no objection to allowing 
it to be printed and let it come by, Borgata 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I make that request in order that we may 
go on with our business. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I am entirely satisfied for it to take that 


course. 

Mr. CANNON. Is there much in it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not for the gentleman from Illinois. For 
him I think there is nothing “init.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. Let us hear it read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask thatit be read, and if any gentleman 
insists on its being printed, I shall not insist on action now. 

Mr. HERMANN. Before that is done I would like to ask the 
gentleman a question, whether he can refer to an item in the bill 
with reference to the 5 or the creation of a commission 
for the porpora of settling a boundary dispute with reference to 
the Klamath Indian Reservation in the State of Oregon? 

Mr. SHERMAN. On the question of that commission my rec- 
ollection is we have not agreed in conference. We propose gen- 
erally in such matters not to have a commission, but to leave the 
questions to be settled by the Indian inspectors through the Sec- 
retary. 

Mr. HERMANN. I understand, however, that in the report 
which is nowsubmitted this is among those items not agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is so. There are fifteen or twenty items 
that we did not to, and upon which we ask a further con- 
ference, and this is one of them. 

Mr. CANNON. This is not a final report, then? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is not a final report. 

Mr. HERMANN. I made this inquiry to find out whether it 
was a final report. And I desire to say that the delegation wish 
to submit to the conferees certain facts in regard to this matter, 
provided it is not a final report. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It is not a final report, and we will be glad 
to have any facts submitted to the committee. : 

The report of the committee of conference was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the py om Spon of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. ) making appro; tions 
for current and contingent expenses of the Indian De ent and fufilling 
treaty stipulations various Indian tribes for the year ending June 
30, „and for other 8 having met. after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 


foll £ 
0 Tint the Senato recodo from its amendments numbered 3, 4,6,7, 11, 21, 22, 29, 
+ + * any = 
That the House recede from its 1.15 1 15 15 to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 5, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 17, 18, 19, 23, 24, 26, 27, 28, 32, 36, 38, 39, 
40, 41, 42, 44, 50, 53, 5, 95, 60 GL, 63, 65, 72, 73, 74, 75, 70, 80, 81, #2, 88, and 89, 
same. 


and agree to the É 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 14, and to the same with amendments as follows: 
Strike out, in line 19, 20 of the bill, the word “Ki and insert in 
lieu thereof the words Kickapoos in Kansas.“ and in lieu of the matter in- 
serted by said amendment insert the following: 
“ KICKAPOOS IN OKLAHOMA. 


ments upon said allotments as fast as accepted and to purchase seed and 


. y interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from 
yL 5 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add 
at the end of said amendment the following: “And sections 669, 670, 671, of 
chapter 27, of Mansfield’s Digest of the Laws of Arkansas covering deeds, mort- 
gages, liens, and instruments of wri' pertai to real estate, are hereby 
extended over and put in force in said Quapaw Agency, Indian Territory. 
‘That the allottees of said land within the limits of said Quapaw Agency are 
authorized to lease the same for a term not exceeding years for farm- 
ing purposes, or five years for mining or business purposes; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 20, and to the same with amendments as follows: 
Strike out from said amendment the word “Santee,” and add at the end of 
said amendment the following: “and North and South Dakota”; and the 
Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Add at the end of said amendment the following: “and against any 
funds belonging to said Lower Brule Indians now in the of the 
United States; and the Senate agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 31, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out, in line 12, page 39, of the bill the word “divided” and insert in 

ex, 


lieu thereof the word “expended”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 45, and saree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add 
ent the 9 

f Ang not exceeding $1,500 for necessary traveling and incidental expenses 
of such persons, 

“For completing the work of the Puyallup Indian Commission appointed 
under the 8 3. to select and appraise such portions of the 
allotted lands within the Puyallup Indian Reservation, Wash., as are not re- 
quired for homes for the Indian allottees; and also that of the agency 
tract, exclusive of the ng ground, not needed for ool p 
for the purpose of defraying the expenses of said Commission, $1 000, to be 
reimbursed to the United States out of the proceeds of the sale of 3 
tract and allotted lands, as provided in said act, to be immediately a ble; 
and said Commission shall conclude its work and terminate on or before the 


ate numbered 51, and 
lieu Bo the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 


residing ape the Uintah Reservation, in the State of Utah, for the surrender 
of any po i 


e. 
from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 57, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: Strike 
out, in line 3 of said amendment, the word three and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “two”; and strike out. in line 42 of said amendment, the words 
“sufficient proof” and insert in lieu thereof the word “conviction *’; and the 
Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 67,and agree to the same with anamendment as follows: Add 
at the end of said amendment the following: „ and said sum shall be in full 
payment and satisfaction of all claims of the said Campbell or his resent- 
atives for said money and lands and interest therein, and the receipt of said 
Campbell for said sum shall so specify”; and the Senate to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 91, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: Strike 
out,in line 4 of the last Eu kae of the amendment, the words section 2of 
this act” and insert in lieu thereof the words this section“; and add at the 
end of said paragraph the following: 5 

* ided, how A tany person whoin faith oe ee 
of this act had discovered and opened or located a mine of coal or other — 
eral shall have a preference righ t of parene for ninety aaye and after 
the official filing in the local land office of the approved p 
vided for by this section.” 

And the te agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 92, and to the same with amendments as follows: Strike 
3 the last 


the end of said „ following: 

* Provided, however, t any person who in good faith prior to the passage 
of this act had discovered and opened or located a mine of coal or other 
mineral shall have a preference right of purchase for ninety days from and 
after the official filing in the local land office of the approved plat of survey 
provided for by this section.” 


from 
of survey pro- 


thi 
and strike out, in the last line of said 


act” and insert in lieu thereof the wor section”; and the Senate 
to the same. 


agree . 
On amendments numbered 33, 37, 46, 47, 48, 49, 52, 56, 64, 66, 68, 69, 76, 77, 
63,64, &. S6 ct, and dl the committee of pl pme bes boon Sna tO REET 

CHARLES CURTI! 
GEORGE C. PEND N, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
R. F. PETTIGREW, 
H. M. TELLER, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
h Managers on the part of the Senate, 
Mr. BABCOCK (during the reading of the report). Mr. Speaker 
I ask unanimous consent that the further reading of the confer- 
ence report be 8 with, 
Mr. . Mr. Speaker, this is too important a matter 
to have the reading dispensed with. 
Mr. BABCOCK. I do not understand that the gentleman in 
charge of the report desires to dispose of it at this time. 
Mr. SHERMAN. We desire to di of it if we can. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to dispensing 
with the further reading of the conference report? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I object, Mr. Speaker. 
The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the report. 
The statement of the conferees on the part of the House was 
read, as follows: 
STATEMENT TO ACCOMPANY CONFERENCE REPORT ON HOUSE BILL ev, 
The following Senate amendments, to which the House conferees have 
agreed, are purely formal, consisting of changes in S correction 
e „ 40, 41, 44, 47, 48, 72, 82, 


The Senate recedes from its amendments, leaving the bill in those particu- 
. House, as follows: Nos. 3, 4, 6, 7, 11, 21, 22, 29, 30, 34, 35, 46, 62, 
— 

The House recedes from amendments 8 and 9. These amendments relate 


to the of Indian inspectors. The House fixed the salaries at $3,000 each 
8 The Senate replaced them to the figures in the last bill, $2,500. 
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No. 10 limited the time within which e e remaining in dee F 


under orders from the Secretary of the rior have their expenses paid to 
sy, days. There was no time limit as the bill passed the House. 

No. 13 strikes out the appropriation for the second pa baer of the Chero- 

‘Treasury ha’ decided that he was au- 

tion and having already 


cent per annum from Jul 
No. 16 provides that 5 to 
n 


the Indian 


ry, 
United States court in and for the northern district of the Indian Territory, 
or his 3 od 5 — in a book or books 15 for the purpose; and 
sections 669, 670, and 671 of chapter 27 of Mansfield’s Digest of the Laws of Ar- 
kansas, covering deeds, mortgages, liens, and instruments of hean i rtain- 
ing to real estate, are hereby extended over and put in force in sai 8 


Agency, Indian Territory. 
O. ÍT authorizes a transfer on the books of the pronari of a part of the 
funds of the Sac and Fox tribes in Mississippi to the same tribe in Iowa. 

No. 20 authorizes the Secretary of the Interior, in his discretion, to pay in 
money instead of kind to the Santee Sioux under treaty. 

No. 23 extends to certain Indians not on allotments the same benefits under 
treaty as though they were. 

No. 24 authorizes the Secretary of the Interior, in his discretion, to pay in 
money instead of kind to the Sioux and Poncas under treaty. 

No. 25 gives the option to Lower Brule Indians to choose new allotments. 

No. 27 carries out the provisions of the act of February, 1895, on the subject. 

No. 31 provides for the distribution of the amount to the Poncas after pay- 
ang ep oyees authorized by law. 

0. ds the members of the said tribe in South Dakota. 

No. 38 provides for setting up and operating machines 
on the ground. 

No. 39 provides for surveying certain ceded lands in Idaho. 

No. 42 provides That the retary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and directed to ascertain and determine the amounts due various merchants 
of Cloquet and Fond du Lac, Minn., from certain Fond du Lac Indians, not 
ex ing in the aggre te $6,600, for supplies furnished to said Indians, at 
the request of the Indian farmer, during the years 1888 and 1889, or upon 
orders approved by the Indian farmer drawn upon and accepted by certain 
contractors for the purchase of pine timber on lands allotted to or selected 
by said Indians or 8 py them, and to pay said merchants the amount 
found due them, or each of them, their proportion of said sum out of any 

money on hand paid the United States by said contractors, or any of them, 
in settlement or satisfaction for pine timber cut upon such lands.” 

No. 45 authorizes the temporary employment of persons of practical expe- 
rience in irrigation work. i 

No. 50 provides “ That the homestead settlers on all ceded Indian reserva- 
tions be, and they are Decay granted an extension of one year in which to 
make pa ments as now provided by law.” 

No. 51 is agreed to with an amendment which strikes out the appropriation 
and og Sa hie that the work be done by the Indian mts. 

Nos. 53, 54, and 55 together increase the amount of the appropriation $16,000 
and more specifically name the work to be done. 

No. 57 provides for the continuance of the survey of the Indian Territor 
and provides penalties for interference with the work. It is agreed to cake 
that the appropriation be reduced from $300.000 to 000. 

No. 58 reads as follows: In payment, under direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior, to certain Chippewa Indian allottees of the Isabella Reservation 
in Michigan, as their interests may appear, bei the sums recovered by the 
United States as judgments against certain ties for timber depredations 
committed within said reservation upon lands which have been allotted and 

tented 1 1 Indians, and covered into the Treasury of the United 
tates, $1,121.62. 

No. 59 provides: “That any adult Peoria or Ottawa Indian, an allottee 
under any act of Congress, may, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Interior, sell ai d convey to the Miami Town pany, & Seo aad chartered 
under the laws of Kansas, 40 acres of ground near Miami, Ind. T., to be used 

„exclusively for rare dt y and no other: Provided, That 40 acres 
shall not exceed half of or her allotment. 7 

No. 60 reads us follows: To reimburse N. J. Cramer, of Yankton, S. Dak. 
amount paid by him to the United States as stumpage for 400 cords of wood 
furnished to the Government at Fort Bennett, S. in 1878, $300." 

No. 61 reads as follows: To pay Josephine Lofland, an Indian woman, for- 
merly assistant matron at the Seneca, Shawnee, and Wyandotte school, her 
heirs and representatives, such sum as the Secretary of the Interior shall as- 
certain will compensate her for loss sustained by reason of the bu of the 
school buildin; which she was employed, not exceeding the sum of $200." 

No. 63 provides: That the Secretary of tire Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed toascertain and pey to Louis Mazawakinyena, Lou 
De Coteau, and James W. Lynd, of Sou akota, such sum as he shall find 
3 due them for property lost and 8 by the Sioux Indians on the 

oux Reservation during the outbreak in 18%. For the purpose of carry- 
ing out the provisions of this act there is hereby appropriated, out of an 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, a sum of money sufti- 
cient to carry out the provisions of this — nos Se eee 
~ No. 65 provides for locating the absentee Wyandotte In sin accordance 
with treaty. 

No. 67 . to with an amendment to prevent any further claim. A 
treaty seems to compel this ae bag < 

No. 73 provides for the erection and completion of suitable buildings, in- 
cluding furniture of all kinds for the same, for an industrial boarding school 
at or near the reservation of the Sac and Fox Indiansin Tama County, Iowa, 
and for the purchase of a suitable site for the same, $35,000. 

No. 74 increases the appropriation for the Carlisle School, Carlisle; Pa. 
= Nos. 79, 80, and 81 increase the appropriation for the Genoa School. 

Nos. #1, 92, and 93 are ratifications of treaties. 

On amendments 33, 37, 39, 46, 49, 52, 56, 64, 66, 68, 69, 70, 71, 76, 77. 78, 86, 87. and 94 
the conferees did not agree and the House conferees ask a further conference. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the conference re- 
port be adopted, and that the conference be continued as to the 
amendments which have not been agreed upon. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I wish the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SHERMAN] would state briefly what matters are 
left unsettled, as well as the most important matters that are 


y owned and 


settled by this report. He can no doubt state them in much 
shorter time than would be required for members to ascertain by 
an examination of the report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As to the matters left unsettled, in the first 
place the question of sectarian schools is one, and the question of 
appropriations generally for Indian schools is another. Thespecific 
appropriations for particular schools, like that at Carlisle, for 
instance, have been acted upon, but the question of appropriations 
for schools generally is left for further conference. e question 
of the payment of the Cherokee Outlet money is left for further 
conference, as well as the Old Settlers attorneys’ claims, the con- 
tinuance of the Dawes Commission, and several other matters 
which are not of general interest. There are some cases where 
appropriations have been increased, for ific schools, for in- 
stance, or for other purposes, which are still left in conference, 
but I think the question of sectarian schools and the question of 
the old Cherokee claims and the other matters I have specified are 
the main matters of general interest that are left unsettled, and 
in regard to them we ask that the conference be continued. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to move to amend so as 
to except from the motion of the gentleman from New York to 
concur the Senate amendments numbered 47 and 48, because I 
desire to bring the matters involved in those amendments again 
before the conferees. Ido not believe the chairman of the com- 
mittee will object. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What are those matters? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The amendments are in relation to nego- 
tiations for the purchase of the lands of the Yakima Indians, 
One of the conferees assured me that the matter had been ar- 
sia ge to the satisfaction of the people interested in the subject. 

r. DOCKERY. Of course the gentleman understands that a 
conference repor can not be amended. The only thing to be 
done with such a report is to either approve it or reject it. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The House can do it, I suppose, and I de- 
sire another opportunity to appear before the conferees in relation 
to this matter. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Thereis only one way for the gentleman to 
attain his onser and that is to havethe conference report rejected. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE., I suppose the House has the power to reject 
some part of it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, as I understand the parliamen- 
Sy ee a conference report must be accepted or rejected as a 
whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that 
there has been an agreement in part as to certain amendments 
and a disagreement as to others. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is correct. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the conference report should 
be agreed to, all the amendments that have been agreed to in con- 
ference would, of course, be removed from further consideration, 
and so far as the conferees have agreed those amendments can 
not now be amended. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, this places me in a very pecul- 
iar position and I feel there is some injustice in it, because one 
ef the conferees informed me that the agreements were in accord- 
ance with the terms of the House bill; but now when the report 
comes in I find that such is not the case. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is the same except as to the appropriation, 
which is stricken out, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the only way 
in which amendments that have been agreed to in conference can 
be reached again is by a rejection of the conference report. 

The 3 being taken, the conference report was adopted. 

Mr. SHE moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
conference report was adopted, and also moved to lay that motion 
on the table. J 

The latter motion was to. 

On motion of Mr. SHER ,a further conference was ordered. 


MOTION TO RECONSIDER. 


Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to enter a motion to recon- 
sider the vote whereby the House passed the bill H. R. 8495. 


— . Was not a motion to reconsider made and laid on 
the table? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. A motion to reconsider has been 


entered by the gentleman from Kentucky. If the motion to re- 
consider was made and laid on the table after the passage of the 
bill, of course another motion to reconsider would not be in order, 
The Chair will have the Journal examined as to that. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering 
the bills H. R. 6713, H. R. 8010, and H. R. 4149. 

The motion was agreed to. The House accordingly resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole, Mr. Payne in the chair, 
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EXTENSION OF NORTH CAPITOL STREET, WASHINGTON. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering the bills indicated by the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin. Thé Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6713) to extend North Capitol street to the Soldiers’ Home. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby directed to open and e North Capitol street from T street to the 
Soldiers’ Home, and are here y authorized and directed to condemn, accord- 
ing to chapter 11 of the Re Statutes of the United States relating to the 
District of Columbia for ope! ge see ia such of the lands of the Prospect 
Hill Cemetery and of Annie E. Barbour as may be necessary for the exten- 
sion of said street; and the amount of money necessary to pay the judgment 
of condemnation and the cost of grading is hereby appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to out the provi- 
sions of this got Laid the cost of grading Shall not exceed $10,000: Provided. 


That one-half sum shall be c to the revenues of the District oi 
Columbia: And provided further, That this appropriation shall be imme- 
diately available. 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. Curtis of Iowa) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the District of Columbia have considered the bill (H. R. 
Soldiers’ Home, and report same 


mended the 2 of the measure, and Con 
—— are of opinion that the opening of this 
nefit. 

North Capitol is one of the main avenues of the city, leading directly north 
from the Capitol to the Soldiers’ Home, a distance of about 3 miles, and width 
130 feet. 3 the city limits the land was donated in 1889 for a distance 
of nearly 2, feet, and from the Soldiers’ Home southward for 2,200 feet. 
there remaining an intervening seca of about 2,000 feet, occupied by the 
Prospect Hill etery and the bour estate, the latter being in litiga- 
tion; 5 0 isagi through these two properties it is impossible to obtain except 

condemnation. 

December, 1893, Con. passed the act hereinbefore mentioned, appro- 
riating the money for th pa to be condemned according to laws for 
3 prior to March 2. (the date of the general Highway act), the 
intent being to condemn the land under chapter 11 of the United States Re- 
vised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia, but the ptocesdinga wore 
had under the Priuting Office site law. Thej returned a verdict that was 
considered excessive by the Commissioners, and they secured legislation in 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill August 7, 1894, ordering the ver- 
diet set aside and new p gs of condemnation under chapter 11, Re- 
vised Statutes. The owners took an appeal and the court of ap enjoined 
the Commissioners from 8 under chapter 11, and also refused a 
mandamus to compel the District to pay the award under the Printing Office 
site law; so by reason of the operations of the courts and the ct Com- 
missioners the law stands a dead letter to-day, and there is no way to open 
the street except under the operations of a new law. 

The opening of this street will be followed by railroad facilities and result 
in the rapid improvement of this section, which is now blocked for want of 
street rai and other facilities of growth, and will be of general public 
good. The certain opening of this street is hurtful to the interests of the 
cemetery. and condemnation proceedings should be no longer delayed; there- 
fore your committee urge the prompt passage of the bill 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Since this report was submitted the 
committee have agreed upon two amendments, whichI willread for 
information and then send to the Clerk’s desk. The first amend- 
ment is as follows: 

Strike out in lines 6, 7. and 8 the words Chapter 11 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States relating to the District of Columbia for opening high- 
ways" and insert the act AORO VOR March 2, 1893, entitled ‘An act to pro- 
vide a permanent system of highways in that part of the District of Colum- 
bia lying outside of cities.“ 

The second amendment is to add, at the end of the first section, 
the following: 

Provided further, That in lieu of condemnation sagt the 
sioners of — District of Columbia are Ear to acquire by 5 
the lands of said cemetery and Annie E. Barbour, or either of them, 
therefor out of the appropriation herein authorized the sum of $25, 
said cemetery and the sum of $20,000 to Annie E. Barbour. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I wish to call the attention of the gentleman 
in oie of this measure to the fact that it is proposed by this 
special bill to bring North Capitol street within the provisions of 
the act of March 2, 1893, known as the highway-extension act; 
and it is also proposed that the cost of condemnation and grading 
shall be paid one-half out of the District revenues and one-half 
out of the Treasury of the United States. All the appropriations 
heretofore made by Congress under the highway act have been 
made, so far as I remember, entirely from the revenues of the 
District. Now, then, without regard to the question of the pro- 
priety of extending this street, a matter upon which I defer to 
the superior judgment of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, I submit that the amount necessary to meet the cost of 
the condemnation proceedings and the cost of grading (whether 
it shall finally come out of the joint revenues or out of the reve- 
nues of the District) should be appropriated in the future, as has 
been the custom in the past, in the regular bill making appropria- 
tions for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Does this bill provide foranappropriation? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Les, sir; an indefinite r at that, 
except that the maximum 0 8 E @ at 810,000. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. there not been inserted 


ying 
to the 


either in the House or the Senate an item to pay these parties— 
Mrs. Barbour and others—for their land beyond the point where 


it was donated? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have not examined the amendments made 
by the Senate. But I will say that if the suggestion I have sub- 
mitted be 1 to the committee I will not further antagonize 
the bill. y proposition is that the bill be so amended as to pro- 
vide that this expense shall hereafter be met in such manner as 
Congress may prescribe. Thus the amount to be paid will be left 
open for the consideration of Congress at its next session; and the 
ee whether or not this expenditure should be paid out of 
the joint revenues or solely out of the District revenues will also 
be left open. 

A MEMBER. What is your amendment? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The substance of the amendment is that the 
liability incurred by the p. of this bill shall be met by ap- 
propriations which Congress in its judgment may make from 
time to time. 
sath LICK. Would not that really annul the provisions of 

8 


has this proviso: 

Provided further, That this appropriation shall be immediately available. 

Now, if the appropriation which is to meet this expenditure be 
deferred for future action of Congress it seems to me it will vir- 
tually destroy the effect of this bill. 

Mr. DOC Y. But the condemnation proceedings must pro- 

Mr. HULICK. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. Not necessarily 
under the amendment which has been pro s 

. DOCKERY. There is an approp aon carried in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia appro riation bill—$2,000 was the amount as I 
remember when it left the House—to provide the necessary court 

in condemnation proceedings. 

. HULICK. But the gentleman will observe that the amend- 
ment now proposed goes further, and provides that if the Com- 
missioners can make a contract with the cemetery trustees and 
with Mrs. Barbour they are authorized to pay to the cemetery 
$25,000 and to Mrs. Barbour $20,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not see any such provision. 

Mr. HULICK. That is an amendment just offered by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Curtis]. I suggest that if this amend- 
ment is to be adopted the suggestion made by the gentleman from 
Missouri will not avail. ill be remembered, there were con- 
demnation proceedings had in regard to this very property about 
a year ago, and the s Were assessed at over $51,000 in favor 
of the trustees of the cemetery and quite a large sum in favor 
of Mrs. Barbour. These proceedings were taken into the court, 
and it was considered by the Commissioners that the awards or 
assessments were exorbitant. These parties are now in court, I 
understand, trying to enforce the collection of the assessment. 

Now, the object of this amendment is to settle this matter. It 
isa amendment and ought to be carried out. If the Com- 
missioners can effect a compromise with Mrs. Barbour and the 
trustees of the cemetery, then the whole matter will be closed up, 
and the suggestion made would avail nothing, because money 
would have to be appropriated by virtue of the bill to carry out 
the Senge that is in contemplation as suggested in the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. CUR of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word 
in further explanation of the amendment and what I propose to 
accomplish by its operation. 

This is not new legislation. I call the attention of gentlemen 
on the floor to the fact, as shown in the report of the committee, 
that it is expressly stated that— 

In December, 1893, Congress passed the act hereinbefore mentioned, appro- 

riating the money for this pu to be condemned according to laws for 

ighways prior to March 2, 1805 (the date of the 83 hi nwa act), the 
intent being to condemn the land under chapter 11 of the United States Re- 
vised Statutes relating to the District of Columbia, but the proceedings were 
had under the Printing Office sitelaw. The jury returned a verdict that 
was considered excessive by the Commissioners, and they secured legislation 
in the District of Columbia appropriation bill, August 7, i894. ordering the 
verdict set aside and new proceedings of condemnation under chapter 17 Re- 
vised Statutes. The owners took an appeal and the court of ap enjoined 
the Commissioners from poeding under chapter ll, and 2420 refused a 
mandamus to compel the District to pay the award under the Printing Office 
site law; so by reason of the operations of the court and the District Com- 
missioners the law stands a dead letter to-day, and there is no way to open 
the street except under the operations of a new law. 

The Commissioners at that time ee to the cemetery asso- 
ciation and to the estate of Annie E. Barbour that there should 
be paid to the cemetery association and to the estate of Annie E. 
Barbour the amount of money specified in the amendment now 
proposed, which the parties ined to accept. Therefore, at 
the suggestion of the parties in interest, it was thought advis- 
able to add the proviso giving the parties the 8 to accept the 
amount then offered, or to accept the consequences of condemnation 
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proceedings. In the opinion of thecommittee the amendment adds 
ee strength to the bill. At least itremoves some of the 
objections. 

. RICHARDSON. And provides a limitation. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. This bill, I might say, was 
the House in a former Con by my colleague on the District 
Committee from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], who is much more 
familiar with its provisions than I am. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I thought my recollection was 
accurate with reference to this question; and I a now to the 
gentleman from Tennessee to substantiate it. Ihave not before 
me the act of March 2, 1893, known as the highways act, although 
I have sent for it, but it seems impossible to get a copy. It pro- 
vides, however, that all of the expenses incurred in ing out 
the provisions of the highway act are to be paid solely from the 
revenues of the District of Columbia; and I appeal to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee to say if that is not correct. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Outside of the city. 

Mr. HULICK. That is the language of the general highway act. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This is a special bill to extend the provisions 
of the highway act, and proposes that one-half of the of 
the extension shall be paid from the revenues of the District of 
Columbia and one-half by the people of the United States. 

I do not # gh aoa to enter into the general 8 as to the pro- 
priety of the original act. That act provided, however, that the 
expenditures should be paid from the revenues of the District en- 
tirely. That question, therefore, is settled by the enactment of a 
law of Congress. Now, then, this bill is in the nature of special 
legislation, to extend the provisions of the highway act, pending, 
perhaps, the amendment of the general act, and if passed at all, then 
the entire expenditure should be made as provided in the original 
act. 

Mr. HULICK. Does the gentleman desire to include not only 
damages awarded to the owners of property, but the cost of the 
ah gl itself? 

. DOCKERY. I propose to include every cent of liabilit 
incurred under the operations of this bill. I contend that it shoul 
be paid in harmony with the provisions of the act of March 2, 
1893, which required these expenditures to be paid solely from the 
District revenues. 

Mr. HULICK. Do I understand the gentleman to offer an 
amendment to that effect? 


to 


Mr. DOCKERY. Ido. 
Mr. HULICK. I think it is right, and I shall vote with him on 
that proposition. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I want to be understood, however, about this 
matter. The question as to the propriety of imposing all of the 
e on the District has been settled. Congress enacted the 
law of March 2, 1893. I understand, however, that there has 
been some decision of the supreme court of the District which for 
a time has hampered and delayed the execution of that general 
statute. This is a special permit or grant of authority to extend 
this icular street. Mr. Chairman, if Con is going to pass 
this bill, an amendment should be to bringing the extension 
within the provisions of the act of ch 2, 1893. 

Mr. CK. I think the gentleman is right. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Dol understand the gentleman from Missouri 
to say that the terms of this law providing for the opening of this 
street are different from the conditions provided in the general 
law for ota streets? 

Mr. D KERY. Certainly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why is not that street to be opened under the 
general law, as all streets have been previously opened? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Because this law has been hung up in the 


courts. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Some of the provisions of the act of March 2, 
1893, are awaiting the construction of the courts. 
W . And pending that, this bill has been in- 

uced. 
Mr. DOCKERY. It seems that the committee in their wisdom— 
and I am not criticising the action of the committee - thought it 
was not wise to await the action of the court, and so they pro 
this special bill extending North Capitol street, but provide that 
the expenditure shall be paid jointly out of the revenues of the 
8 105 the United States and the revenues of the District of 
umbia. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Does that c the statute? 

Mr. DOCKERY. That changes the statute. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That has always been the law until this 
act of March 3, 1893, was passed, and there has been no opening 
under that act as I understand it. This bill proposes F 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do you propose by a special act to override 
the statute of 1893? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Thiswould be a law just as much asthat 

W. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ought not this to be done under a general law? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The integrity of that law was attacked, 


and the lower court decided that it was unconstitutional, but it 
was pees to the supreme court of the District of Columbia, 
and t court, in a recent decision, has sustained the act in part. 
This bill was introduced early in the session, and it provides that 
the nse shall be divided equally between the revenues of the 
United States and the revenues of the District of Columbia. The 
District Committee thought that was right and proper, pending 
the decision of the court u the general law. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Wouldit not be better to assume that the gen- 
eral law is constitutional and proper until itis overthrown? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman will understand that the 
particular point to which this amendment goes is not pending; 
that is,so much as divides the expense between the revenues of 
the United States and the revenues of the District of Columbia is 
not, as I understand it, questioned. The question of constitu- 
tionality relates wholly to matters other than that provision, such 
as the assessment against citizens for benefits to adjacent prop- 
erty where streets are opened, making adjacent property owners 
contribute something. So that the issue referred to by the gen- 
tleman is not involved in this icalar amendment. Now, if 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] and the committee 
are of the opinion that the District revenues ought to contribute 
the whole amount, why, then, it would be very easy to strike out 
the words “‘ one-half of,” and let it all be chargeable against the 
revenues of the District. For one I do not think that is right. 
While this extension is technically outside of the city of Wash- 
ington, itis just beyond the boundary, and on one of the main 
streets of the city, leading to the Soldiers’ Home. I do not see and 
never have seen any reason or any equity in the original provi- 
sion in the act of March 8, 1893, which taxes the entire expense 
upon the revenues of the District of Columbia exclusively. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY ] will probably remem- 
ber that that bill passed on the last day of the session, and was a 
compromise. The gentleman from South Carolina, Mr. Hemp- 
hill, who was then chairman of the committee, accepted that, 
and recommended that the Honse agree to the conference report 
which had been pending for some time, hung up upon that very 
question. The House finally yielded and did agree that all the 
expense of opening highways should be taxed exclusively against 
the revenues of the District. I voted against it; I am against it 
now; but then, if the House sees fit to put it all upon the District. . 
revenues, it can be done by amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What occurs to me is that, if there is a gen- 
eral law on this subject which provides a certain method for the 
opening of these streets, that law should be followed as long as 
it is =e the statute books. If the law is wrong, it should be 


. RICHARDSON. When this bill was introduced and the 
report made, my impression is that the decision of the supreme 
court of the District, reversing the decision of the lower court in 
respect to the constitutionality of this act, had not been rendered, 
and therefore it was sup that possibly the entire highway 
act of March 3, 1893, would be set aside and declared void. Since 
then, however, it has been held to be constitutional in many re- 
spects, and unconstitutional—in so far as I understand the deci- 
sion, I do not pretend to quote itaccurately, for I have not read it 
carefull y in so far as it taxes benefits to adjacent property 


y 
for the Ays Sa these highways. 

Mr. LICK. I think there is an improper impression in re- 
gard to the law under which this former condemnation was had. 

do 8 that that was had under the general highway 
act o 3 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I believe the gentleman is correct. 

Mr. HULICK. I think the impression has been created here 
that this condemnation was made under the general highway act 
which is now in controversy in the court and attacked by various 
parties as being unconstitutional. There was no question as to 
the regularity of the proceedings whereby this property was con- 
demned heretofore, penp haa 3 11, Revised Statutes, re- 
lating to the District of Columbia. e only exception was that 
the amount of damages awarded was too high. Over $51,800 was 
returned for the pee of the cemetery alone and over $20,000 
for Mrs. Barbour. e Commissioners objected to the payment 
of the award because it was too high, and possibly they had some 
other reasons for avoiding the payment. ings are now 
being had by the attorneys of those parties, seeking to enforce the 
payment of the money under those condemnation proceedings. 

Mr. KIEFER. And the court of appeals of this District sus- 
tained the claim of the property owners. 

Mr. HULICK. Yes; but the Commissioners objected to the 
amount of the award. Now, the object of this bill is to author- 
ize another condemnation of this property, with the view of hay- 
ing it condemned and damages assessed which, according to the 
judgment of the Commissioners, will be reasonable and within 
bounds of reason, and the amendment offered by the committee 
is not only to authorize proceedings of condemnation, but to au- 
thorize the Commissioners of the District to compromise, or to 
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buy this property at private sale from the cemetery trustees and 
from Mrs. Barbour, the first at $25,000 and the second at $20,000. 
Mr. BLUE. Is it a fact that this billis special in its nature and 


applies only to this property? 

Mr. HULICK. ‘That is correct. This bill is intended to carry 
out and enforce what has been considered to be a public benefit; 
in fact, a public necessity. 

Mr. BL Another question. This bill is, in its nature, an 
amendment to the general law for street extensions? 

Mr. HULICK. Not at all. 

Mr. BLUE. But if that general law applies to all parts of the 
city, while this bill is special and local in its application, then it 
must affect the general law to the extent of either repealing it or 


sustaining it. 

Mr. HULIOK, If that general law were to be held constitu- 
tional and were to be enforced by the courts, of course this act 
would affect it to the extent specified in the bill, but it would not 
affect any of the general provisions of the law; it would not af- 
fect the general law at all except as to its application to the exten- 
sion 12 8 5 street through the property of this cemetery and of 


` ur, 

Mr. BLUE. Then why are you anxious to pass this bill and 
make it applicable to that icular locality at this time?? 

Mr. H CK. The gen page RE hulp aquestion which 

up a point which this House should consider, namely, that 
this bill is in the public interest and for the public benefit. 

This cemetery property stands right in the way of the extension 
of this street—an extension which must be made at some time, and 
the sooner the better, and therefore I say this bill is in the public 
interest. There is no protest against the opening up of this street. 
No one objects to it; no one doubts that the street ought to be 
opened. All the citizens in that locality favor it. ere has 
been no protest by anybody against it, and in order to have the 
interest of the public conserved this bill has been introduced so 
that the enterprise may not haye to be postponed for the final 
decision of the court upon the general highway act. 

Mr. BLUE. In that connection I wish to ask the gentleman 
another question. Will there be any great loss or injury to any- 
one if this street extension shall be deferred until the next ses- 
sion of Congress, giving us an opportunity in the meantime to 
hear from the courts? 

Mr. HULICK. This bill is intended to meet a public necessity 


and a demand on the part of the good people in that locality for 
` the improvement. 
Mr. BLUE. That might be said of any other locality for which 


a special bill might be introduced as well as for this. 
Mr. HULICK. Well, this is urgent, and the only reason the 
street was not opened before was because of the exhorbitant 


amount of the damages 
MILNES the courts decided that the general 


Mr. Have not 
law is constitutional? 

Mr. HULICK. That question has not been fully determined, 
as I understand, by the court. 

Mr. MILNES. I understand that there is no suit pending. 
The case went to the court of appeals and the court has decided 
that the law is constitutional, with the one exception that benefits 
can not be assessed upon the adjacent property. 

Mr. HULICK. That doubtless is correct. 

Mr. MILNES. That is the only thing in the law that has been 
knocked out by the court. Now, here is the law of 1893, which is 
in force, and which provides that when streets are extended the 
money to pay the expense shall be taken altogether from the 
treasury of t the District of Columbia, and not at all from the 
Treasury of the United States, whereas this bill provides that half 
the cost of this extension shall come from the Treasury of the 
United States. Therefore this bill is a repeal of the law of 1893 
so far as it applies to this i part of the general street 


extension. Now, the only thing in controversy here is whether 
the United States shall pay half the expense of this street opening, 
or whether the District of Columbia , as the law of 1893 pro- 


vides, pay the whole of that expense. 

Mr. HLR. All I have to say is that I think that amend- 
ment would be quite a proper oneif the gentleman should offer it. 
But the main reason that should be impressed upon the House for 
the passage of this bill is that the public interest demands that con- 
demnation proceedings shall be had under this bill, so that results 
can be obtained as they were sought to be obtained under the 
previous condemnation pr ings. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to occupy the atten- 
tion of the committee for two or three minutes. Theactof March 
2, 1893, known as the highway act, provided for the extension of 
the streets of Washington, and provided further that— 

No expense for the improvement of any street, circle, reservation, or ave- 
laid out under the 8 of N outside the Cities of W — ing- 
e; eT reasury o! 8 
but such expense shall be paid so) — out of the revenues of the District of 
um 


That was the act authorizing the general extension of the streets 
of this beautiful city. E 

Now, then, pursuant to that act, Congress has from year to 
year 8 a certain amount of money to prepare the 

lans for the extension of streets into the outlying districts. We 

aye been so particular in respect to these extensions—so desirous 
of having symmetrical and harmonious plans—that Congress has 
authorized the District Commissioners to employ a famous land- 
scape engineer, Mr. Olmsted, of Massachusetts, and he is now in 
the employ of the District preparing the plans for the extension 
of streets pursuant to the act of March 2, 1893. There is a provi- 
sion in the District of Columbia bill for continuing the work of pre- 
paring plans for this extension of streets. The idea,as I have 
said, was to extend these streets out into the District ina symmet- 
rical, harmonious manner, so that the streets in the outlying dis- 
tricts mey presant as beautiful and attractive an appearance as 
those within the city. This is what has heretofore been done 
under the act to which reference has been made. 

Now, then, comes the Committee on the District of Columbia and 
proposes to except North Capitol street from the provisions of this 
general extension because in their judgment there is an exigent 
necessity for the immediate extension of this street. I do not be- 
lieve such a measure ought to be adopted. I know that this propo- 
sition ‘‘bobbed up” in former Congresses. I know that it was 
pronen with just as much vigor upon the attention of Congress 

our years ago as it is pressed today. I donot assail the judgment 
of the committee and insist that the extension is not necessary. I 
think it very likely that it is; but I suggest to the honorable gen- 
tlemen comprising this committee whether this extension ought 
not to wait the operations of the general plan. 

If, however, you are going to extend these streets; if there is 
such pressure for this particular extension as there was three or 
four years ago—and I think the pressure has been continuous 
from that day until this—let us not override the provisions of the 
act of March 2, 1893, which in exact terms, after exhaustive and 
elaborate discussion, imposed this cost on the revenues of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. I do not believe the extension ought to be 
made now, because it may operate to mar that beautiful plan 
which is now being prepared under the direction of Mr. Olmsted. 
But if the House intends to authorize the extension and incur the 
danger to which I have adverted, let it be made under the provi- 
sions of the general law and impose all the cost upon the treasury 
of the District. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, in addition to what the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] has said in regard to this bill, I 
wish to call the attention of the House to the fact that this is not 
simply a te and special effort for the opening and grading 
of a particular street, but this is an a 3 bill. It is not 
only an appropriation bill, which sho property go tothe Appro- 
priations ittee for consideration, but it provides that the 
appropriation shall be immediately available. This business is 
somewhat new to me; but it does seem to me that along the line 
of what is good business for this House, it is necessary that an ap- 
propriation of this kind should go where it pes belongs and 
where it may receive the consideration which it deserves—where 
it may form a part of the general plan of appropriations which 
are made for the country. 

If this measure is to succeed, others of a similar character and 
under similar pressure may follow, and in this way street after 
street may be opened as a separate entity without referring the 
appropriations to that committee whose business it is to consider 
such matters, permitting the District Committee to arrogate to 
itself not only the right to provide for establishing and opening 
these we, hy but to proceed to occupy territory that does not 
rightfully belong to it, and to appropriate the necessary money and 
to direct that it be made 3 tely available. It seems to me 
that this is exceedingly bad business and that this bill ought to be 
defeated. There is not, so far as I have been able to gather, any 
pressing necessity for this measure. It is put forward now for no 
good reason which I can see, and is to be made an exception, and 
this committee, outside of the rule, is to arrogate to itself the 
right to appropriate money for eden out the provisions of the 
bill. The measure ought to be defeated. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, in addition 
to what has been said in connection with this bill, I find that in 
itself it does not provide for any assessment of the damages of this 
condemnation upon the property abulimg the street and benefited 
by it. In this way it is essentially different and distinct from the 
act providing general highways for the District of Columbia, If 
this bill should pass in its present form, whether the whole or 
one-half of the expenditure be made payable out of the District of 
Columbia revenues, the property owners themselves will go abso- 
lutely free in connection with the cost of extending this particu- 
lar street. Before I can vote for such a bill I should like to have 
some explanation as to why this street is to be exempted from the 
requirements of the statute which is applied to all other streets. 
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Nr. CURTIS of Iowa. I desire to say a few words only upon 
the bill, and then yield to my colleague on the committee, the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I still hold the floor, and 
have only yielded to the gentleman for an explanation. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Very well; I call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to the report of the committee. The street referred to was 
by special act of Congress opened in 1893. There was donated for 
the of the street extension nearly all of the ground north 
of the tract now proposed to be condemned, 4,200 feet. 5 
has been bought and sold on this proposed street extension, wi 
the distinct understanding that the street would be opened, and 
ve proposed legislation now before us is only the reenactment of 

W. 


Now, if this class of legislation can not Piped come before 
the Committee on the District of Columbia I fail to realize where 
it can go, as I believe that the District Committee has heretofore 
had jurisdiction over this class of bills. This bill was reported 
from that committee in a former Congress and enacted into a law— 
or a bill practically the same as this—and no question as to the 
jurisdiction of the committee was raised. With respect to the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Missouri, and to 
which he confined his remarks, as I understand it, I am not pre- 
pared to say whether he is right or wrong, If he believes that 
the amendment should prevail let him offer it and let us havea 
vote upon it. 

Mr, BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I do not find 
that the explanation of the gentleman from Iowa explains. The 
most that can be said or the most that can be claimed for what 
he said is that certain parties had donated sufficient land for the 
extension of this street along their vie ase ownerships, and that 
when it reached to the point where land was not donated there 
was no further extension; and this bill provides for the extension. 

Now, the two principal points of objection raised against the bill 
arenot concerning the jurisdiction of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia or the Committee on Appropriations or any other 
committee, but the objection, the main objection, is confined to 
two questions—one whether the entire expenditure shall be paid 
from the revenues of the District of Columbia or one-half of it 
from the general revenues of the Government, and the other is 
whether there shall be any assessment upon the adjoining prop- 
erty owners according to the terms of the act of March 2, 1893; 
and upon that point was where I had yielded to the gentleman for 
an explanation or for information in regard to the property and got 
none. 

Now, if any member of the committee or any member of this 
general committee can explain why this property should be exempt 
when all other a ip guan the boundaries of the city shall 
be taxed, I will yield for that information. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, in response to the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire I have but a word or two to say. 
will take the objections in their order, commencing with the last 
one first, that made by the gentleman from New Hampshire. He 
objects because there is no assessment, as he says, of any amount 
against the adjacent property holders for improvement in the 
value of their property caused by the extension of this street. 
Now. the gentleman is altogether mistaken in that. 

This section of this bill provides: 

The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are directed to open and 
grade North Capitol street to the Soldiers’ Home, and are hereby authorized 
and directed to condemn, according to the provisions of the act approvo 


March 2, 1898, entitled An act provi matera permanent system of highways 
in that part of the District of Columbia lying outside of the city,” ete. 


Now, that act expressly 8 that there shall be assessments 
made against the owners of adjacent property for benefits accruing 
to them by reason of the opening of streets. That, therefore, 
answers the tleman’s objection so far as that point goes. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I see nothing about such con- 
demnation proceedings in the bill before me. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman has not a copy of the bill 
that was sent up. The bill as reported from the committee differs 
from that which the gentleman holds in his hand. I am not sur- 
prised the gentleman did not know of the existence of this provi- 
sion, for it is not in the bill as originally printed: but the words 
to which I have referred are made a part of the bill as reported 
by the committee at this time. The condemnation is to be under 
the provisions of the act of 1893, the act of March 2, and that pro- 
vides for proper assessment of the benefits, if any accrue, upon 
the adjacent property. 

Mr. HULICK. If the gentleman will allow me in that connec- 
tion to emphasize that point and answer the criticism of the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire at the same time, I will state that 
this property was condemned under this same provision of law 
before. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Yes. 

Mr. HULICK. Aud the only objection that existed was as to 
the amount of the condemnation awards, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. That is correct. 

_Mr. HULICK. Now, this proposes to review those condemna- 
tion proceedings, and directs the Commissioners to dommence 
anew proceedings to condemn the property; in other words, to 
pei a repetition of the same pr ings that we have had here- 

ore, 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the gentleman from Tennessee will permit 
me, he read from the bill that these condemnation proceedings 
should be in accordance with the provisions of the previous act. 
What is that act? And how are the assessments made under it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The assessment is by a jury appointed 
by the court. They go out on the ground, and on the sworn tes- 
timony as to the improvements make the report to the court, and 
the assessment is made by the court. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Can the assessment spread out beyond the 
lett | roperty? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. iso understand it. But, as a matter of 
fact, proceedings have been pending before the supreme court of 
the District upon that point and other questions involved in this 
controversy, and there may be some change. There may be some 
limits, in other words, upon the question as to the extent to which 
these assessments may go beyond property abutting immediately 
on the street. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. What per cent is prescribed by the law as 
to the benefits that can be assessed on abutting property? Is 
there s percentage fixed, or is it in the discretion of the Commis- 
sioners 

Mr. RICHARDSON, It is in the discretion of the jury ap- 
pointed by the court; and they, under oath, make this assessment, 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Could they make an assessment of all of the 
cost of the 1 1 the abutting property? 

Mr. RICH. ON. The courts of the District have decided 
that they can only assess a proportion, as I understand. 

Mr. S ROTH. And that proportion is one-half? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is what it was intended to be under 
this act of 1893. 

Mr. McMILLIN, Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. 5 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is it not a fact that the District Commis- 
rae antagonize this proposition and refuse to give their assent 

t? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Undoubtedly. The report states that. 
They objected to it in the beginning, when they submitted their 
report on the bill, some time in January, because they wanted it 
opened under some new highway act which they were recom- 
mending to Congress. 

Now, that act has been delayed, or hung up in the supreme 
court, and the necessity for the opening of this street being im- 
mediate and urgent, as the committee believe, they decided that 
it was not proper to wait one, two, three, or four years until 
that litigation shall be ended. Now, the District Commissioners 
have a very proper idea about the general question of opening 
streets. They are opposed to any opening in detail, because they 
want the streets extended under some general highway act, carry- 
ing them out into the country and into the outlying portions of 
the District. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does my colleague not think it would be well 
ene 1 view of it and delay this until there can be a general 
scheme 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think it is right to take their view of it 
as to the general system of opening streets, but they can not offer 
any objection to the opening of this street or make any suggestion 
that will improve it. 

Right here I will answer the second objection, the one made by 
my friend from Missouri [Mr. Dockery]. Mr. Chairman, it is 
so apparent that that objection amounts to nothing, that I think 
everyone will agree with me, upon the mere statement of the case, 
that it ought not to be urged, 

What is it? He says you may interfere with the harmony of 
the beautiful plan that the Commissioners, under their landscape 
gardener, may propose for the extension of these streets. Iagree 
with my colleague as to the general extension, and I a with 
the gentleman from Missouri that as to the general extension it 
ought to be done in a harmonious way. But, Mr. Chairman, the 
simple opening of North Capitol street need not be delayed, need 
not wait for any report from the landscape gardener or from the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia. Why? It is only 
6,000 feet from the boundary, the outside line of the city of Wash- 
ington, at T street, where North Capitol street crosses the bound- 
ary—it is only 6,000 feet from that point to the Soldiers’ Home. 
North Capitol street extended runs right up to the Soldiers’ 
Home. It can not go any farther because of the Soldiers’ Home 
property. Now, it must be straight. It is one of the streets of 
the city. It is concreted, I believe, to Florida avenue, or to the 
boundary atT street. It is graded for 2,000 feet beyond the bound- 
ary. Itis 6,000 feet from the boundary to the Soldiers’ Home, 
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For 2,000 feet it is already opened and graaea, but it runs up 


inst an immense embankment, 15 or 20 feet high, and there 
orth Capitol street stops. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, for the next 2,000 feet, going north toward 
the Soldiers’ Home, you go through the property of Mrs. Barbour 
and this little cemetery, Prospect Hill, if I recollect the name cor- 
rectly. It is 2,000 feet through those two pieces of property. 
Then you are within 2,000 or 2,200 feet of the Soldiers’ Home. 
That farther part is all graded for 2,200 feet, the street opened in 
perfect alignment with the street from the Capitol here to the 
point I have already described, the beginning of Mrs. Barbour's 
property. It is an air line. 

ow, 2,000 feet will take it through Mrs. Barbour's property 
and through the little Prospect Hill Cemetery. At the other side 
you again in on astraight line, and the property holders at the 
other end have dedicated and donated the property necessary, and 
have graded the street down to its proper grade. That runs all 
the way for the next 2,200 feet to the Soldiers’ Home. There 
North Capitol street must ae Now, this bill simply provides 
for the opening of the middle seve of 2,000 feet, through Mrs. 
Barbour's 5 and through t Hill Cemetery. 

Mr. MOMI . I will ask my friend right there whether 
persons interested in that German cemetery have not resisted the 
opening of this road because it would req the taking up of the 
bones of their dead? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Not at all. 

Mr. KIEFER. Have they acquiesced in that amendment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is as I have understood it. They 
have agreed to it, and are perfectly satisfied to have it. They did 
object to it in a former Congress, but that objection is with- 
drawn; and then as to that bill, Mr. Chairman, instead of it being 
vigorously fought in the last Congress, as the tleman from 
Missouri stated, as I recollect it the bill almost unani- 
mously. The only objection that has arisen has been the effort to 
get the condemnation proceedings through court. The jury 
placed the condemnation and valuation too high, the Commis- 
sioners objected, and it was set aside. The time has expired, and 
now they come back with a proposition to open it through the 
same property, and a limit is put upon it. Mrs. Barbour is to 
receive $20,000, and Prospect Hill Cemetery, I do not remember 
the amount, but I think $25,000. There is an urgent demand for 
the opening of the street there, and it has been pressed upon the 
committee ever since I have been a member, for four or five years. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to ask the gentleman a question for 
information. I know something of the character of this popon 
tion, and I think it is a work very proper to be done. As I under- 
stand it, under the direction of Congress there is a landsca 
architect who is engaged in making a general plan touching the 
improvements of the District, and has not yet completed his report. 
Am I correct? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not know. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is correct. 

Mr. CANNON. That relates to the grounds and with respect 
to certain streets. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That did not relate to a street like this. 
This is simply the extension of a street in its middle part. It is 
already extended beyond the property proposed to be opened now, 
and also on this side. 

Mr. CANNON. What I want to say is, I will vote—of course, 
at the expense of the District—for the opening of this street. I 
believe it ought to be done, but i 

Mr. BABCOCK. That is right. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say that it is alleged that there is a 
plan now in poe of preparation by Mr. Olmstead, under law, 
that covers this and other improvements. Now, what I want to 
understand is this: Is that so? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It does not touch this street. This is a 
perfectly straight street. It would be just the same as if you take 
the case of Pennsylvania avenue and deflect it in its middle course. 
The other end is open, and this end isopen. You can not change 
it through the middle. It must run in astraight line, and there- 
fore no landscape architect would undertake to change the line 
running through this cemetery or through this Barbour property. 
It must be a perfectly straight line. 

Mr. CANNON. the gentleman is correct in that information, 
then I have no objection to this bill, provided it is amended in 
conformity to the highway act as to the payment for these im- 
provements. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I believe there is no objection to that. 

Mr. CANNON. But if there is any reasonable doubt as to 
whether when that is ordered and the work is done it will conflict 
with the general plan in preparation, I think we ought to wait. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. deals with matters within the city, 
and does not conflict, I can assure the gentleman, with that plan. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I wish to say to the gentleman from Illinois 
that the Commissioners have assumed the position here during the 
past year that they would not recommend the opening of any street 


or p07 rake of astreet unless it be done under the general highway 
act, taki = a whole subdivision; that they have opposed every- 
thing in the shape of improvements. Now, this is almost inside. 
It is within part of the highway plan, as the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. RicHARDsON] states it. This is simply 2,000 feet right 
in North Capitol street, between the Capitol and Soldiers’ Home. 

Mr. CANNON. I know where it is. 

Mr. BABCOCK. And in the new plan for the improvements 
here the Baltimore and Ohio, in North Capitol street, will be re- 
quired to tunnel through. One of the street-car roads, which has 
a charter, has been stopped going into this street on account of 


being unable to go through this German cemetery. 
5 CANNON. It would not interfere with the plan under the 
w? 


Mr. BABCOCK. No; it would not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, who seems to be familiar with this mutter, a question, to see 
if I understand the situation. By the highway act of 1893, as I 
understand it, as to all new streets outside of the city limits, to 
which that refers of course, the expense of coms them—the 
condemnation and 8 borne one-half by the abutters 
and one-half by the District. Am I right in that? 

Mr. RIC DSON. That is correct. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What I desire to know is why there is an ap- 
propriation made in this bill from the Treasury. Is it designed 
to be simply an appropriation of District revenues and nothi 


more? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It could not be anything else, as I un- 
derstand it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But is your bill distinct enough on that point? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, It would be with the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It seems to me that if this bill is to pass it 
should be distinctly stated in it that one-half the expense growing 
out of these condemnation Le OPER should be paid under the 
act of 1893, by the abutters, and the other half from the revenues 
of the District. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would not object to that. I think it 
already means that, because it says this shall be done under the 
act of 1893. Certainly the amendment of the gentleman from 
Missouri would cover that point. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But the amendment has not been adopted, 
and I will say to my friend from Maine that he is eminently correct 
in his suggestion. As this bill is drawn and presented to the 
House it will charge the Government of the United States with 
one-half of this expense, and to that extent it will break down the 
law of 1893, which proposes to put upon the District of Columbia 
and the adjacent property owners the entire e se of the ex- 
tension of these streets. The gentleman from Maine is clearly 
right, because this bill as reported by the committee breaks down 
the law of 1893. This bill provides that one-half of the expense 
shall be paid by the District and one-half by the Government of 
the United States. Hence, those who vote for this measure ought 
to understand that if the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Dockery] is not adopted the Government will assume 
that which it * declined to assume under the law of 1893. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I believe there is no objection to the ` 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand that the Commissioners object 
to the paaga of this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. They did object on the general idea that 
this work should await the general plan, the execution of which 
may be one, two, three, four, or fiye years—nobody knows how 


long. 

Ir. DIN GLEV. That objection would have a good foundation 
if this is a part of a general plan, but if it is entirely distinct 
from the general plan and if this street must be constructed as 
proposed in this bill whatever may be the general plan, that makes 
a difference. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman will understand that for 
2,000 feet from the city limits this street is now graded by the 
Commissioners. For 2,200 feet beyond that point it is already 
graded under the direction of the Commissioners. The property 
holders contributed to meet the expense, but, as I . the 
money was expended under the direction of the Commissioners. 
Therefore both ends of the street are opened and there is only a 
little space of 2,000 feet between the two that is to be opened un- 
der this bill. The Commissioners have approved the street, as I 
understand, beyond this point, and in opening this part of it it 
would be impossible to get out of the straight line. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I havesimply tosay that if this bill is amended 
so as to make it perfectly clear that one-half of the whole cost, in- 
cluding the condemnation and grading. is to be borne by the abut- 
ters, and that the other half is to be paid from the revenues of the 
District of Columbia, I have no objection to the bill, unless it in- 
terferes with a plan which ought to be one symmetrical whole. 

Mr. BABCOCK. It does not. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. Isuggest thatthe proviso on 
bill that one-half of said sum shall be to 
of the District of Columbia” can be amend 
words ‘‘ one-half of,” leaving it to read that said sum 
charged to the revenues of the District of Columbia.” 

` Mr. DOCKERY. Ihave an amendment to suggest for consid- 
eration. It is to strike out, on page 1, lines 12 and 13, the words 
“any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated ” and 
insert ‘‘the reyenues of the District of Columbia”; so that it will 


necessary the judgment of condemnation 

e Sag ng Bvt 9 — the revenues of the 
District of Columbia to et Ag the provisions of this act, but the cost of 
grading shall not exceed $10,000. 

Then, in line 15, strike out the words ‘‘ one-half of” and insert 

the”; so that it will read: 

Provided, That the said sum shall be charged to the revenues of the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Then, Mr. Chairman, I desire 
to propose an amendment, which I will read for the information 
of the committee. f : A : 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit me, 
I think there is some misapprehension as to the force of the stat- 
ute referred to here on the part of gentlemen who are proposing 
amendments. The question was asked what the statute provided 
under which the Commissioners are directed to proceed. There 
is, I think, a misapprehension upon that point, and I would like 
to call the attention of gentlemen to what that chapter of the 
Revised Statutes does provide and then to offer an amendment 
which I think will meet all the criticisms. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I will simply state what I 
propose to offer if the gentleman’s amendment does not cover the 
point, and then will 55 5 him the floor. k 

I propose to offer amendment to come in at the end of the 
bill: 


Provided further, That all damages and benefits under this act shall be 
assessed and collected in the manner provided the way act of the 
8b. ͤ — El alata 

This provision, without using the words “abutting property 
owners,” will answer the purpose, I think. 

Mr. HULICK. I wish now to state the amendment which I 
pro to offer and to support it by reference to the statute under 
which this proceeding is intended to be conducted. My amend- 
ment is to strike out all of the bill after the word street, in the 
tenth line. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair understands there are two amend- 
ments now namg: : 

Mr. HULICK. Iam only endeavoring to see whether I can not 
satisfy gentlemen who have already offered amendments that this 
papet Ai of mine will meet the criticisms they have suggested. 
If my amendment be adopted the effect of the bill will be to direct 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to open and grade 
North Capitol street from T street to the Soldiers’ Home and to 
condemn, according to chapter 11 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States relating to the District of Columbia for openin 
highways, such of the lands of Prospect Hill Cemetery and of 
Annie E. Barbour as may be necessary for the extension & said 


street. : 

As will be seen, two purposes will then be accomplished by the 
bill. In the first place, the Commissioners will be directed to pro- 
ceed under the statutes to open the street through the lands of 

+ Hill Cemetery and those of Mrs, Barbour. Now. what is 
the provision of chapter 11 of the statutes of the District of Co- 
lumbia here referred to? 

All public roads within said District outside the limits of Wash: and 
Georgetown which have been duly laid out or declared and recorded as such 
are public highways. 

That is the first provision. Then follow provisions for the exe- 
cution of that law, for the condemnation of property 

Mr. MILNES. Is that the act of 1893? 

Mr. HULICK. No, sir; this is the prior act, but an act which 
is now in force. It provides for public highways to be surveyed; 
for the fixing of boundaries and width of street; for the giving of 
notice to property holders affected by the ne of condemna- 
tion. This act, following the provision I have read, goes on and 

rovides for public highways to be surveyed and recorded; for 
8 to be permanently marked; for width and location of 
streets; for the laying out, widening, or changing of roads; for 
notices to property holders and the hearing of objections; for pro- 
ceedings when a route is objected to and others proposed; for the 
method of proceeding when no objection is made; for the method 
of proceeding when owners of land object and claim damages. It 
provides also that the marshal shall summon a jury and admin- 
ister oaths; it provides what the j shall consider; it also pro- 
vides for proceedings upon the rendering of the verdict. It makes 
provision, too, that a second jury may be summoned, and it pro- 
vides also the method of paying the costs. 
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Now, I want to call the attention of this Committee of the 
Whole to the fact that all the expenses of these proceedings up 
to the demanding of the second 7 are to be paid by the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. That meets the s tion of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. DockkRY]J. I trust he will give me his atten- 
ane 3 moment. . porn 2 to the 5 under 
whic e proceedings to condemn this property will be prose- 
cuted if this bill be 5 5 vs 

Mr. RICHAR N. The proceedings will not be conducted 
under the statute which the gentleman has been reading. 

Mr. HULICK. Why, sir, it is required that they shall be, un- 
der the very provisions of this bill. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. That ee is stricken out and it is 
provided that proceedings shall be conducted in accordance with 
the act of March 2, 1893. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Hvick] should be acceded to, and all of the bill after 
the word “street,” in line 10, be struck out, and if the proposed 
amendments be also excluded 

Mr. HULICK. Z propose to strike out also the amendments 
that have been offered. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the bill be amended in that way Isee noth- 
ing objectionable in it. 

r. HULICK. That is exactly the form in which I propose 
that we leave the bill. The District Commissioners will then pro- 
ceed under the law I have read without reference to the act of 
1893. It is under the latter act that all the embarrassment comes 
in. The constitutionality of that act has been questioned in the 
courts. I propose to provide a means by which condemnation 
proceedings can be carried out effectually without reference to 
the act of 1893. If my amendment prevails all the costs up to the 
second jury will be paid by the District of Columbia under the 
act I haye just read. Now, let me explain the meaning of that 
second jury. If the party whose property is condemned is not 
satisfied with the amount of damages awarded by the first jury, 
then he may demand a second jury, and if the verdict of the sec- 
ond j is not in excess of the verdict of the first, then the party 
aski or the second jury must pay the expense out of his own 
ea but up to the second jury all the expenses are paid by the 

istrict of Columbia. 

If my amendment be adopted, the purport of the bill will simply 
be to direct the Commissioners to proceed to condemn this special 
prope 7 e of chapter 11 of the Revised Statutes, pertain- 
1 the District of Columbia. 

. MILNES. Let me ask the gentleman one question. Under 
the act of 1893 half of the expense is 5 to the abutting 
N and half to the treasury of the District of Columbia. 

ow, this bill does not provide for that, does it? 

Mr. HULICK. This provides—and I am very glad the gentle- 
man called my attention to it—it provides in section 262 of the 
act in question as follows: 

The jury, having been upon the premises and assessed the dam shall 
make out a written verdict to be signed by them, or a majority of them. and 
attested by the marshal, which the marshal shall transmit to the proper 
authorities at their next meeting, and which shall be recorded. 

And I call your especial attention to this provision found in 
section 261: 

In making their decision the jury shall take into consideration the benefit 
9 be to each owner by enhancing the value of his land, or other - 
wise, and give their verdict accordingly. 

That is equitable, just, and meets the criticisms which have 
been made upon this bill. That is where the embarrassment is in 
those condemnation proceedings which has been questioned in the 
courts under the law of 1893. It was thought advisable, there- 
fore, in the introduction of this bill, that we proceed under this act 
rather than under the act of 1893. 

Now, if the committee accept that amendment—— 

Mr. DOCKERY,. I understand you propose to strike out all 
after the word ‘‘street,” in line 10? 

Mr. HULICK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam quite willing to accept that if it meets 
the wishes of the members of the committee. 

Mr. HULICK. And the ings will be identical with the 
proceedings under chapter 11, where the verdict rendered was in 
excess of what the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
thought right and just. And if the trustees of the cemetery 
property and the owner of the other property find that condem- 
nation proceedings are to be prosecuted under that statute, if they 
should be required to go toa jury under the law in which they 
obtained judgment before, they will, I am quite sure, take the 
amount offered by the Commissioners rather than go through 
that proceeding again. And in fact, in the opinion of the com- 
mittee, the offer of $25,000 was a very liberal offer; in fact, it 
might well be considered extravagant, and I do not mean to reflect 
upon anybody in making that assertion, and that the verdict of 
the jury was extorted—and I do not wish to be und as 
being offensive in any sense of the word in that expression, 


1896. 
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either—but what I mean is that it was an unreasonable verdict. 
It was for in favor of the cem of over $51,800, and 
over twenty thousand for that condemned of Mrs. Barbour. The 
Commissioners have been very liberal to these people, in the judg- 
ment of the committee, and yet they defy public interest, they 
defy the wants of 3 they defy the Commissioners; and 
now, if it is provided by this act that the Commissioners shall 
roceed under the old statute, they will call a jury, assess the 
es, the property will be condemned, and the parties will 

have to take what the verdict of the jury may give them. 

I therefore offer that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are two amendments pending now. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I think there is much confusion in the 
minds of many of us as to just what the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Ohiois. I would like to have it stated again. 

Mr. HULICK. I will cheerfully do so. My suggestion is to 
strike out all of the original bill, including the amendments of- 
fered, after the word street,“ in the tenth line of the first page. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. You mean to strike out the committee 
amendments also? 

Mr. HULICK. Ev ing; because the object is to direct the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to proceed under this 
act, and that will give full jurisdiction and control to call a jury, 
assess the damages, and bring the parties into court if necessary. 
Let the verdict of the jury be returned, and that will be a judg- 
ment against the District of Columbia, and the cost of it to be 
id from the District of Columbia revenues; unless, as I said 
ore, the 3 agree to call a second j and have proceed- 
ings under that. If the verdict of the second jury is not greater 
than the verdict of the first, then the parties complaining or call- 
ing the second jury must pay the cost of the 5 proceed - 
ings themselves. Otherwise, if no second jury is , then the 
District will have to pay the amount of the verdict. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. You propose to strike out all after 
“street” and insert nothing in its stead, as I understand? 

Mr. HULICK. Yes; strike out e ing from that word and 
insert nothing in its stead. Just leave the first of the bill 
stand, down to the word street.“ It strikes out all of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Iowa R NS Commissioners 
to go and buy the property at private sale. That, I think, is incon- 
sistent with the original act. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam quite willing to accept that suggestion, 
so far as I am concerned; but I do not care about making any sort 
of agreement by which this bill will go to the Senate, be amended, 
and get into conference, and then, under pressure of a conference 
report, the very things carried in the bill to which we are object- 

now. 

. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the committee desire a 
vote upon this bill, and as far as I have had an opportunity to 
consult the members of the committee they seem willing to ac- 
5 the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 

ULICK]. 

The MAN. Does the tleman ask to withdraw the 
amendment offered by the committee? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. The last amendment only. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the question is on the first amend- 
ment eee the committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is the general debate closed? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Not yet. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Ohio to one further fact. I have just run over the Revised 
Statutes; and in view of the amendment which the gentleman has 

ested, I want to call his attention to the fact that chapter 11 
of the Revised Statutes contemplates a very different condition of 
things from what the highway act of 1893 does. It seems to me 
that if this act is passed, and these proceedings are remanded en- 
tirely to chapter 11 of the Revised Statutes, then you will have 
condemnation proceedings. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I call the attention of the gentleman to 
the fact that those words have been stricken out, or it is proposed 
to strike them out, and insert in lieu of the same the act approved 
March 2, 1893.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. I was taking the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Ohio that we strike out all after the word “ street,” in line 10. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But that was after these words were in- 
serted in that ae 

Mr. DINGLEY. That may be. Let us hear those words; be- 
cause I see that chapter 11 of the Revised Statutes and the high- 
way act of 1893 contemplate entirely distinct and different pro- 
ceedings. Not only that, but they employ a different method of 
paying the damages. In that case the District pers the entire 
cost, but under the act of 1893 the District pays half and the own- 


ers of the property pay half. 

eos 1 0 5 È tle me 3 of . 
issouri . DOCKERY e expense 

the District. 


tleman from 
charged up to 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. The act will read as follows: 


That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are here 
open and grade North Capitol street from T street to the Soldiers’ 


directed to 


Hom 
and are hereby authorized and directed to condemn, according to the act 
approved March 2, 1893, entitled “An act to provide a permanent of 


highwa; of the District of C ing outside of cities,” 
—.— of W the Prospect Hill 88 andar kaoke Barbour as 
may be necessary for the extension of said street. 

Mr. HULICK. Now, Mr. Chairman, does not the gentleman 
understand, and is it not so understood by every lawyer and 
every member of the House who has given any attention wha 
ever to the matter, that the act of 1893 can not be enforced in 
condemnation proceedings such as are proposed by this bill? They 
can not do it under that act, because it is so embarrassed by ex- 
ceptions and by attacks that have been made u it by the courts 
in the District, that it can not be enforced. I see the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Dooxrry] winks his eye and nods his head 
in assent to my proposition. He does not want this act carried 
out, and he will vote for that amendment. If you insert that 
amendment you can not enforce the condemnation of this pr 
erty, because the poe highway act can not be enforced in the 
District of Columbi 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope it will take time enough so that the 
general plan can be prepared, and then we shall move along har- 


moniously. 

Mr. HULICK. I want to say that if you go into that and 
adopt the general highway act, you go into it with your eyes 
open, and you will never get the property condemned until there is 
further legislation or a further decision by the courts. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think you had better withdraw the bill and 
let it go over. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I call for a vote. 

Mr. TERRY. I should like to ask if there is not litigation 
pending in regard to some of this property which you are tryi 
to go through, and if there has not been an injunction in 
to some of it? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. There is no litigation pending, as I un- 
derstand. 

Mr. TERRY. I understand there has been an injunction in 
regard to going through some of this property. 

1 oe CURTIS of Iowa. This bill is satisfactory to the property 
olders. 

Mr. TERRY. I should like to ask the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] if there has not been an injunction is- 
sued to restrain them from going through some of this pro ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There was, but that was under the act 
passed by the last Congress, growing out of an effort to condemn 
this property under an act passed by the Fifty-third Congress. 

Mr. TERRY. And now you are trying to get around that act? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The provisions contained in this bill are 
satisfactory to the ies who brought that litigation, and this 
er ama that litigation and be satisfactory to them, as I under- 
stand it. 

Mr. TERRY. Ihave been advised the other way. 

Mr. HULICK. I want to answer further the inquiry of the 
gentleman in regard to that litigation. That is litigation grow- 
ing out of the amount of damages. These parties, the ceme 
people and Mrs. Barbour, want the amount assessed to be maid, 
and the litigation grews out of the fact that they are trying to 
enforce the payment of that verdict and get that judgment en- 
forced against the District. The District Commissioners are 
posing that. That is the litigation referred to, as I understand it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the first amendment 
E BLUE. “Tope that dment will be again reported. 

j E ope amen again 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I desire to ask the gentleman in of 
this bill about a matter that I have been informed of since this 
discussion 5 and rere 5 not there has been 
a permanent injunction granted against this very proceeding of 
opening a street through that cemetery? I understand that those 
people have spent $4,000 or $5,000 to prevent going through their 
cemetery, and I ask if there has been a perpetual injunction 

ted? Now, is that a fact? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ido not so understand it, 
I have just answered that question. The gentleman from Arkan- 
sas asked me the same 8 and I answered him. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I did not hear that inquiry, or I would not 
have duplicated it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. He asked me the same question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have been informed that such is the fact. 
I know that when this was up before in Congress there was a 
great resistance to the bill, but what form that resistance took in 
the court I did not attempt to follow; but I am informed that 
that is the situation,and I was inquiring to know whether my 
information was correct? 

Mr. RIC. IN. Ican only state again, that there was an 
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injunction suit brought, because they objected to the method of 
the condemnation that was undertaken. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Did not they object tothe going through the 


cemetery in toto? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. They may have included that too, but 
there was no objection te this bill by those parties provided the 
amount mentioned in this bill is paid tothem. They undertook 
to get an injunction, and e did K an injunction against 
the proceedings under the act of the Fifty-third Congress, but it 
was not because of the amount, as I understand, or an objection 
to going through, but in respect to the assessment of damages in 
some way upon the abutting property. It was the practice under 
that act to assess benefits as against damages. Then I understand 
the injunction was made perpetual, possibly upon all the grounds 
you have mentioned ; but the representatives of the cemetery, and 
the representatives of Mrs. Barbour, appeared before our Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and, as I understand it—and 
I state it here in the presence of other members of the committee— 
they agree or did agree that if the amount mentioned here, $20,000 
to . Barbour and $25,000 to the cemetery, was paid that there 
is no objection, as I understand it, on the part of either. 

Mr. HULICK. I will state to the gentleman that I have never 
heard of that. I asked about that and was advised By a member 
of the committee that no agreement had been reached. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is no agreement; but I understand 
they consent to accept these fi s if an amendment is in- 
serted, and that amendment has been suggested; and if the bill is 
2 I understand that they will take the amount we have 


Mr. KIEFER. I want to ask you a question for information. 
I wish to state to the gentleman in charge of the bill that on 
March 3, this year, a committee consisting of members of the cor- 
poration termed the Prospect HillCemetery Association asked me 
to introduce a claim for $51,686, which was the amount that had 
been found by the committee who had the condemnation proceed- 
ings in their hands. They claim that they have yet before thecourts 
an injunction forbidding a right of way through their cemetery. 
Now, if these gentlemen have agreed to take $25,000, of which Iam 
not aware, I am willing to vote for the bill; but otherwise I can 
not vote for it, because I have noinformation from the gentleman 
who asked me to introduce this bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But there does not seem to be any distinct 
and definite understanding. The gentleman from Tennessee him- 
self is not sure. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. They have not agreed to accept that 
amount. 

Mr. TERRY. There being somuch misunderstanding, the gen- 
tleman ought to let this matter be laid aside until this committee 
can understand it properly. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I will say for the infor- 
mation of some gentlemen of the House that the committee under- 
stood the Barbour estate had agreed to accept the amount proposed, 
$20,000, the amount offered py the Commissioners, in lieu of dam- 
ages under the former act. It is expected—I do not know that 
anybody has definite information as to that—but it is expected 
that the cemetery association will accept the amount which was 
offered to them at the same time also, although under the provi- 
sions of this proposed amendment the cemetery association are at 
liberty to accept this amount in lieu of condemnation proceedings 
or to proceed under the highway act to condemn. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. As I understand, there is no definite infor- 
mation that the cemetery association has agreed to accept this 
amount; but if they do not, you propose to go on with the con- 
demnation proceeding, notwithstanding the injunction? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. The cemetery association have been 
objecting to the condemnation proceedings or to the acceptance of 
the amount proposed in the former act in lieu of condemnation 
proceedings, but as provided by the amendment offered by my 
colleague from Ohio, this amendment is stricken out, and every- 
thing in the bill following the word “ street,” in the tenth line. I 
call the gentleman’s attention to this, ially when the second 
amendment proposed by the committee should be reached, and it 
is proposed now, if satisfactory to the gentlemen who have raised 
some objections to this bill, that we accept the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio and have a vote. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope my friend from Iowa will withdraw 
this bill, as questions of an injunction and figures have been 
brought up here for the first time. 

Mr. HULICK. You withdraw your amendment? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Les; if itis desired. I desire to reach 
a vote upon the bill, and harmonize all differences if possible, in 
order that the bill may go through. Itisa measure that ought 


to pass. 

Mr. HULICK. The gentleman from Iowa desires to withdraw 
the amendment that he offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman from 


Iowa withdraws the amendment. 


Mr. DOCKERY. He withdraws both amendments. 

Mr. HULICK. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 
dy pik previously, which is that all afte the word “street, 
in line 10 of this bill, be stricken out. 

The proposed amendment was read, as follows: 

Line 10, after the word “street,” strike out the following: 

“And the amount of money necessary to pay the judgment of condemna- 
tion and the cost of grading ee tend § appropriated, out of any money in the 

ry not otherwise appropriated, to carry out the provisions of act, 


Treasu 
Le the cost of gradin; not exceed $10,000: Provided, That one-half of 


g 
d sum shall be charged to the revenues of the District of Columbia: And 


provided further, That this appropriation shall be immediately available.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, if that amendment is correctly re- 
ported it refers merely to the form of the condemnation. Does it 
include also the matter of paying damages and expenses? I do 
not so understand 1t. 
aa KIEFER. It refers to a former act which does provide for 

a 

Mr. BLUE. Only as to the methods of condemnation. 

Mr. KIEFER. And as to the mode of paying. 

Mr. HULICK. And as to the cost of condemnation, 
cutes itself fully. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand that the amendment strikes out 
all of the bill after the word street,“ in line 10. If that amend- 
ment were adopted, I ask the gentleman from Maine, who would 
pay tuas expenses? 

. DINGLEY. Ithink that is left very uncertain. It is the 
condemnation proceedings that chapter 11 of the Revised Statutes 
provides for. is bill provides that the costs, etc., shall be paid 
according to that statute. 

Mr. HULICK. That everything up to the demand for the sec- 
ond jury shall be paid out of the revenues of the District. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think it would be better to have that dis- 
tinctly settled. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It might be amended so as to read: ‘‘Pro- 
vided, That all expenses involved under this bill shall be paid 
wholly from the revenues of the District of Columbia.” 

Mr. BLUE. Expenses and damages. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I notice that chapter 11 of the Revised Stat- 
utes provides for the methods of condemnation and provides for 
a jury to estimate the damages. It also says that in estimatin; 
the damages they shall deduct the benefits that may be Inset! 
to accrue to the owners of the abutting property, and then it pro- 


It exe- 


vides that all the expense shall be paid by the District of Columbia, 
Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask consent to with- 
draw this bill. 


wa CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Iowa withdraws the 


Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask a further omy at the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. INER]. The 
language in chapter 11 applies simply to costs. Now, it seems to 
me that damages are entirely distinct. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I will submit this idea to the 
gentleman from Maine. Chapter 11 of the Revised Statutes was 
enacted before the act of 1893, and under that act whatever ex- 
pense was incurred by the District of Columbia was to be paid 
one-half by the District and one-half by the Government. There- 
fore, if we proceed under that statute, the Government of the 
United States will have to pay part of this expense. 

Mr. HULICK. It is not so provided in the statute. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, this debate is all out of 


order. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee of the Whole, 
reported that they had had under consideration the bill H. R. 6713, 
and that the same had been withdrawn from the consideration of 
the committee. 


LAWS AFFECTING MARRIED WOMEN IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill S. 1659, which 
was laid aside a few moments ago for the preparation of an amend- 
ment, the bill to amend the law of the District of Columbia as to 
married women, and to make parents the natural guardians of 
their minor children, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill toamend the laws of the District of Columbia as to married women, 
to make parents the natural guardians of their minor children, and for other 
purposes. 


notwi g er 

husband or liable for his debts, except that such 
her by gift of her husband shal 

the husband existing at the time of the gift. 
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Sec. 2. That a married woman, while the marriage relation subsists, may 
bargain, sell, and convey her real and personal property, and enter into any 
con t in reference to the same in the same manner, to the same pevos 
and with like effect as a married man may in relation to his real and pe: 
property, and she may, by a promise in writing, expressly make her sepa- 
rate estate liable for necessaries purchased by her or furnished at her re- 


quest for the family. 
Sxc. 3. That any married woman may wd trade or business, oc- 
others, and perform any 


carry on 
cupation, or ession by herself, or jointly with 
labor or services on her sole and separate account, and the ea: of any 
maried woman from her trade, business, profession, occupation, labor, or 
services shall be her sole and separate property, and may be used and in- 
vested by her in her own name. $ 

Sec. 4. That nothing in this act contained shall invalidate any marriage set- 
tlement or contract. 

SEC. 5. That the husband shall not be liable for the payment of the wife's 
antenuptial debts, but she shall be liable to all remedies for the recovery of 
such debts, ae enforced against her and her separate property as if she 
were unm. 3 

Sec. 6. That the father and mother shall be the natural of the 
person of their minor children. If either dies or is incapable of acting, the 
natural guardianship of the 8 shall devolve Ag Sie the other: Provided, 
however, That in case of the death of either parent from whom the said chil- 
dren may inherit, or take by devise or ee the said parent may, by deed 
or last will and testamant appoint a of the property of the dren, 
anen to the approval of the proper court of the D ct of Columbia. 


EC. 7. That the survivor may by last will appoint 3 ot the person 
and property of any of the children, whether born at the time of making the 


will or afterwards, to continue aonig the ee of the child, or for a less 

ang sunan aya — times to removal for cause and appointment of another 
bre. 4. t dower shall hereafter be assigned to a widow entitled to the 

same in the equitable as well as the legal estate of her deceased husband. - 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Speaker, the bill S. 1659 is now up for 
consideration. When it was called up before in its order there 
were suggestions made by the gentleman from Vermont in regard 
to the rights of married women, their right to bring actions, to 
sue and be sued in the courts of the District relative to their own 
contracts and their own property, and it was ri ape that we 
should prepare an amendment or amendments tothe bill. It was 
referred to me, and in the short time I have had I have prepared a 
hasty amendment, one not quite satisfactory to my own mind, 
nevertheless an amendment which can be offered and which will 
require the bill to go back to the Senate and ibly to a confer- 
ence, for I have observed that the laws of the District of Columbia 
have been amended in that way before, without proper considera- 
tion by the Judiciary Committee, and we have found much em- 
barrassment when we have come to compare them with existing 
statutes. I propose, therefore, to offer these amendments with 
the prefatory statement that the matter has not been considered 
by the committee as fully as it should be. In fact, the committee 
has not given any consideration to it whatever. 

Under the laws now pos in the District of Columbia with 
reference to the issue of executions by the courts and other mat- 
ters connected with the collection of debts, such matters are con- 
trolled by an old English law passed in the year 1265, during the 
reign of Henry III. And the execution of property in the hands 
of the marshal or sheriff is regulated by a law passed one hun- 
dred and sixty-four years ago. 

We are now called upon, in connection with a bill coming from 
the Senate that has not been referred to our committee, to offer 
amendments in regard to the rights of married women in property 
that may have come to them by descent, purchase, or otherwise. 
This bill, as has been suggested by the gentleman from Vermont, 
falls far short of executing itself. I will read the amendments 
4 7 I propose to offer. ey are to be numbered as sections 4 
and 5: 


Src. 4. A married woman may sue and be sued as if she were unmarried; 
and her husband shall be joined with her when the cause of action is in favor 


of or ust both her and her husband. 

Src. 5. When a married woman sues or is sued, like proceedings shall be 
had and judgment renderod and enforced as if she were unmarried; and her 
property. and estate shall be liable for judgments * ber; but she shall 

entitled to all the benefits of all exemptions to the heads of families or 
householders. 

Under the statutes now in force there are exemptions to heads 
of families and householders. We want to give to a married 
woman the benefit of such exemptions, so that if her husband 
fails to demand his rights in that respect she may demand them 
for herself. It too frequently happens that a married woman has 
a husband with no property—perhaps without capacity or ability 
to make a living for her and their family. She has her own prop- 
erty. Under the provision I have read if such a woman is de- 
fendant in a suit involving that property, and a judgment should 
be rendered against her, instead of her homestead or other private 
8 being taken from her so that she and her family might 

turned out of doors, she would be entitled to the exemptions 
NP hat in section 13 of the compiled statutes of the District. 
ose exemptions cover such things as wearin apporel, beds and 
bedding, fuel for three months, mechanics’ tools, lib and im- 
plements of a professional man or artist, etc. Under this provi- 
sion the wife would be protected in her ownership of such prop- 


nder the first provision of these amendments a married woman 
may sue and be sued as if she were unmarried. Of course that 
provision is in derogation of the common law as now enforced in 


the District of Columbia. 
enacted relative to the rights of married women we have not had 
time to consider, and I am frank to say that I do not know whether 
the amendments I have offered are consistent or inconsistent with 
other statutes of the District of Columbia. But if the amend- 


What other statutes may have been 


ments I pro should be adopted, and the bill goes back to the 
Senate, it will then probably go to a conference, when more time 
will be given to the subcommittee of the District, which will be 
enabled to give some consideration to the bill. 

I now submit these amendments with this further remark, that 
if they be adopted a renumbering of the following sections will 
of course be necessary. 

Mr. BRUMM. Ishould like to ask the gentleman from Ohio a 
question. His amendment, as I understand, makes a married 
woman liable for her personal debts, whether she is declared a 
feme sole trader or not. 

Mr. HULICK. As bearing upon her own separate estate only. 

Mr. BRUMM. Of course. 

Mr. HULICK. It would not affect her husband’s property. 

Mr. BRUMM. But by your amendment, as I understand, you 
put her in such a position that under the coercion of her husband 
she may be compelled to pers with her entire property. You hold 
her liable to the extent of her own estate for all her debts, whether 
she be a feme sole trader or not. 

Mr. HULICK. I do not understand the gentleman’s remark as 
to “the coercion of her husband.“ The presumption of the old 
common law is that the wife is under the coercion of her husband. 

Mr. BRUMM. Under your amendment she can sign a promis- 
sory note, make a bond, etc. 

r. HULICK. Yes, sir; she can do as she pleases concerning 
her own 17 4 8 

Mr. BRUMM. Do you mean to tell me she may not be forced 
to do such acts under the coercion of her husband? 

Mr. HULICK. No more than the husband could be forced to 
do so under the coercion of his wife. 

Mr. BRUMM. I fail to see where she is protected; and I for 
one shall oppose any amendment of that kind. 

Mr. H CK. Mr. Speaker, with the amendment pending, in 
view of the lateness of the hour, as well as because,of the fact that 
other matters are to be considered by the committee this afternoon, 
on consultation with the chairman of the committee, I withdraw 
this bill, and will let it go over to a later date. 

Mr. BRUMM. I would suggest that in the meantime the gen- 
tleman have the bill and the amendment printed, and have it 
perfected when next laid before the House. 

ee ee No action has been taken by the House on 
the bi 

Mr. HULICK. None whatever. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to withdraw it. 

Mr. MILNES, Mr. Speaker, I ise to a parl 

x VES. r. aker, I rise to a parliamen inquiry. 
If this bill is ä becomes of it? ae 

The SPEAKER. It is returned to the same status that it oc- 
cole before it was called up by the chairman of the committee 
to-day. 

Mr BABCOCK. It goes to the committee, I suppose? 

The SPEAKER. It goes back to its original place, subject to 
any further action on the part of the commiteee. 


ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME AND BELT RAILWAY COMPANIES, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up now the bill (S. 2928) 
to extend the routes of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway 
Company and the Belt Railway Company of the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes, and I ask that the reading of the 
bill be dispensed with. It has been before the committee for three 
months, and I think it is thoroughly understood by the House. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The bill was read at length. 

The Committee on the District of Columbia recommend the 
adoption of the following amendments: 

On page 2, line 8, strike out the words “two years“ and insert in place 
thereof “eighteen months.” 

Strike out all of section 2. 

In section 4, page 4, strike out all of lines 17 to 25, inclusive. 

Add to section 4 the following: 

“Provided, That if there is not sufficient room for two tracks on Water 
street without encroaching on tracks already there, that the said Belt Line 
Railway Company shall purchase at its own cost sufficient ground to open 
Water street from the terminus of its line as now located along said projected 
route to P street.” 

In section 5, line 6, strike out the word “all “ and insert the word.“ the” in 
place thereof. 

In section 5, line 7, strike out the words two years” and insert the words 
“one year“ in place thereof. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 
committee amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I offer the following additional amendment. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the amendment. 
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Mr. HEPBURN. Before that, Mr. Speaker, I have several 
amendments to offer which precede that of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, and I do not wish to lose the right to offer them by 
consenting that his amendment, which, as I understand it, comes 
into a later part of the bill, shall be first considered. 

Mr. B. R of New Hampshire. I ask for the reading of the 
bill by sections. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the bill had better be read 
by sections. 

Mr. BABCOCK. This amendment, I will state, Mr je is 

ractically a committee amendment, and the only difference is 

tit was not prepared at the time the bill was reported. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman assents 
to the proposition of the tleman from Iowa that he may have 
perna to recur to other parts of the bill and offer amend- 
ments. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly; I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment pro- 
posed ay the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Add a new section, as follows: 

“SEC. 12. That the Metropolitan Railroad Company be, and it is hereby, au- 
thorized to extend the lines of its underground electric railroad from the in- 
tersection of Connecticut and Florida avenues northward along Columbia 
Road to a point on the west line of Eighteenth street extended: Provided, 
Hd yoo pre geno e Seley 
i urpose of making and e Bie — the extension of its route authorized 

act and for the completion of 155 present construction, but the amount 

the capital stock so to be issued as aforesaid shall bo subject to the a 

roval of the supreme courtof the District of Columbia, and shall not 2 
together with the bonded indebtedness of said company, the cost of the making 
and equipment of the extension herein provided for and the completion of its 
present construction.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 
amendment, which I send to the desk. . 

Mr. BAKER of New Sampah; I ask that this bill be read 
by sections for amendments, beginning at the beginning. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, no; it is too late. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment pro- 
posed 14 the gentleman from Iowa. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 14, section 1, after the word “ er,” the following: 

“And provided further, That within thirty days after the passage of this act 
cars shall be regularly run over the existing tracks beginning at the inter- 
section of G street and New Jersey avenue, thence across New Jersey avenue 
to and along G street to North Capitol street, thence north on North Capi- 
tol street to T street according to a schedule satisfactory to the Commis: 
sioners of the District of Columbia.” 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I now call for 
the reading of the bill by sections. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, it is evident that the considera- 
tion of this bill can not be completed to-night, and at the sugges- 
tion of gentlemen connected with the committee, who are willing 
that that be done, I shall move that the House adjourn after the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. DANIELS] has presented a report 
on a contested-election case. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, can we not have a vote on this 
pending amendment? It is an amendment which ought to be 
adopted, and there should be no objection to it. 


CONTESTED ELECTION CASE—FELTON VS. MADDOX, SEVENTH DIS- 
TRICT OF GEORGIA. 


Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on Elections No. 1 to present a report in the case of Felton vs. 
Maddox, from the Seventh Congressional district of the State of 
Georgia. It is a unanimous report, signed by all the members of 
the committee except Mr. LINNEY, who is out of the city. I ask 
that the rt be printed. 

The SP R. What action does the gentleman from New 
York desire on the resolutions? 

Mr. DANIELS. To have the resolutions read and adopted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why not let it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. DANIELS. I think it will not occasion any discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutions. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That William H. Felton was not elected a member of the Fifty- 
fourth Con at the election for Representative for the Seventh Congres- 
sional district in the State of Georgia on the 6th day of November, 1894. 

Resolved, That John W. Maddox was elected a member of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress at the election for Representative for the Seventh Congressional 
district in the State of Georgia on the 6th day of November, 1894. 

Mr. DANIELS. Iask for the adoption of the resolutions, 

The resolutions were agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, aparliamentary inquiry in 
relation to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa 


r. HEPBURN]. I do not understand that there was any vote 
ken u that amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is pending. 

The SPEAKER, That amendment is pending. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 6) constituting Syracuse, N. Y., a port of delivery; 

A bill (H. R. 4804) to amend subdivision 10 of section 2238 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States; 
oa bill (H. R. 1743) for the relief of the widow of Thomas L, 

oung; 

A bill (H. R. 8820) making provision for the deportation of 
refugee Canadian Cree Indians from the State of Montana and 
their delivery to the Canadian authorities; 

A bill (S. 187) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
French; and 

A bill (S. 1365) for the relief of the National New Haven Bank 
of the State of Connecticut. 

SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 

joint resolution were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
y the Speaker as follows: 

A bill (S. 2962) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
in the case of the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South Agama the United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 2232) to vacate Sugar Loaf Reservoir site, in Colorado, 
and to restore the lands contained in the same to entry—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 91) providing for the adjustment of cer- 
tain claims of the State of Tennessee against the United States— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1659) to amend the laws of the District of Columbia 
as to married women, to make 3 the natural guardians of 
their minor children, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

CONFEREES ON THE INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House 
on the Indian appropriation bill Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. CURTIS of 
Kansas, and Mr, PENDLETON. 

HOUSE BILLS LAID ON THE TABLE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following bills; which 
were, by unanimous consent, ordered to lie on the table, similar 
Senate bills Saving passed the House: 

— 7 (H. R. 4146) relative to the First National Bank of Sprague, 


A bill (H. R. 608) for the relief of E. R. Shipley; 

A bill (H. R. 1030) for the relief of John J. Shipman; 

A bill (H. R. 3637) to provide for the construction of a bridge 
across the Columbia River; 

A bill (H. R. 5549) amending the general pension laws; and 

A bill (H. R. 7138) granting a right of way to the Denison and 
Northern Railroad Company through the Indian Territory. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, ' 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted 

To Mr. Joy, for this day, on account of important business. 

To Mr. ANDERSON, on account of sickness, 

To Mr. WILILIAus, for five days, on account of important busi- 


ness. 
And then, on motion of Mr. DINGLEY (at 5 o'clock and 12 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. ELLIS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4058) to set apart certain 
lands now known as the Pacific Forest Reserve as a public park, 
to be known as the Washington National Park, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1699); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HILBORN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the following sundry bills, reported the same, accom- 
panied by reports; which said bills and reports were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, as 
follows, to wit: 

WITH AMENDMENTS. 

The bill (H. R. 6895) empowering and directing the Secretary 

of the Navy to furnish 2 pieces of condemned cannon, 2 caissons, 
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and 24 cannon balls to the Grand Army of the Republic post at 
Somerset, Pa., and the borough of Somerset, Pa. (Report No. 


1700. 
Tho bill (H. R. 8269) donating condemned cannon to Colonel 
John M. Patterson Post, No. 131, Grand Army of the Republic. 


ace’ arg No. 1701.) TAA 

e bill (H. R. 6894) empowering and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to furnish 2 pieces of condemned cannon, 2 caissons, and 
24 cannon balls to the Grand Army of the Republic post and the 
the borough of Everett, Pa. (Report No. 1702.) 

The bill (H. R.8265) donating 1 cannon and 5 cannon balls to 
Loomis Post, No. 2, Quincy, Mich. (Report No. 1705.) 

The bill (H. R.8581) donating 1 cannon and 25 cannon balls to 
E. W. Hollingsworth Post, No. 210, Albion, Mich. (Report No. 
1716. 

Tho bill (H. R. 8725) donating 2 condemned cannon and 10 con- 
demned cannon balls to Shelly Norman Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Muscatine, Iowa, and 2 condemned cannon 
and 10 condemned cannon balls to General N. B. Baker Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Clinton, Iowa. (Report No. 
1720.) 

The bill (H. R. 8214) granting to Will E. Webber Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Galatia, in Saline County, Ill., 2 con- 
demned mounted brass cannon. ( rt No. 1722.) 

The bill (H. R. 8267) donating condemned mounted cannon to 
the National Guard of Delaware. rt No. 1723.) j 

The bill (H. R. 8323) granting condemned cannon, carriages, 
and balls to Nelson Post, No. 40, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Bristol, N. H., for monumental p (Report No. 1724.) 

The bill (H. R. 8503) to donate 4 condemned cannon and 50 can- 
non shot to the Allen County Soldiers’ Monumental Association, 
Fort Wayne, Ind. (Report No. 1725.) ; 

The bill Se R. 8696) providing for 4 cannon and 4 pyramids of 
cannon balls to be donated to the commissioners of Putnam Park, 
Redding, Conn. (Report No. 1726.) 

WITHOUT AMENDMENT. 


The bill (H. R. 8208) granting to A. B. Bateman Post, No. 60, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Cedarville, N. J., 4 condemned 
cannon and 20 cannon balls. (Report No. 1703.) 

The bill (H. R. 8213) authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of the Navy to furnish 2 pieces of condemned cannon and 60 can- 
non balls to the George C. Stoyell Post, Grand Army of the 

ublic, of Moravia, N. Y. (Report No. 1704.) 

e bill (H. R. 8216) granting to Custer Post, No. 38, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Etna, Pa., 2 condemned cannon and 25 
cannon balls. (Report No. 1706.) 

The bill (H. R. 8268) granting condemned cannon, carriages, 
and balls to Kenesaw Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Dan- 
ville, III., for monumental purposes. 8 No. 1707.) 

The bill (H. R. 8294) donating 4 condemned cannon and 4 pyra- 
mids of condemned cannon to Monumental Association of 
Catawissa, Pa. (Report No. 1708.) 

The bill (H. R. 8295) cones 1 condemned cannon and 2 pyra- 
mids of condemned cannon balls to Captain Jackson Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, No. 159, Berwick, Pa. (Report No. 1709.) 

The bill (H. R. 8296) donating 4 condemned cannon and 4 pyra- 
mids of condemned cannon balls to Lincoln Post, No. 140, Shamo- 
a Pa., for their Soldiers’ Monumental Association. (Report 

0. 1710. 

The init (H. R. 8317) donating 1 condemned cannon and 4 pyra- 
mids of condemned cannon balls to O.R. Whitman Post, No. 
346, Grand Army of the Republic, Lamont, Buchanan County, 
Iowa. (Report No. 1711.) 

The bill (H. R. 8824) 5 and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate 4 pieces of condemned cannon and 4 przemian 
of condemned cannon balls to the Grant County Union Soldiers’ 
. and Memorial Association of Wisconsin. (Report 

o. 1712). 

The bill 5 R. 8495) granting to John Hill Post, No. 86, of 
Boonton, N. J., 4 condemned cannon and 20 cannon balls. (Re- 
port No. 1713.) 

The bill (H. R. 8496) granting to John G. Tolmie Post, No. 50, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Phillipsburg, N. J., 4 condemned 
cannon and 20 cannon balls. (Report No. 1714.) 

The bill (H. R. 8556) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
deliver 4 condemned cannon to B. B. King Post, No. 70, at Can- 
ton, Mo. (Report No. 1715.) 

The bill (H. R. $649) donating 4 condemned cannon and 4 pyra- 
mids of condemned cannon balls to Henry Wilson Post, No. 
yn Grand Army of the Republic, of Milton, Pa. (Report No. 
1717.) 

The bill (H. R. 8697) authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of the Navy to donate 1 condemned cannon and 4 pyramids of 
condemned cannon balls to Francis Washburn Post, No. 92, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Brighton, Mass., and for other 
purposes. (Report No. 1718.) 
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The bill (H. R. 8621) donating a condemned cannon to Franklin 
Post, No. 256, Department of Illinois, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Monticello, III. (Report No. 1719.) 

The bill (H. R. 8727) donating 1 condemned cannon and 2 
premias of condemned cannon balls to Bryson Post, No. 225, 

zand Army of the Republic, of Watsontown, Pa. (Report No. 
1721.) 

Mr. NOONAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Forei 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 180) to make 
city of Erie, Pa., a port of immediate transportation, 1 the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1727); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Commi of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6352) to simpli 
the system of making sales in the Subsistence Department to offl- 
cers and enlisted men of the Army, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1728); Which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

By Mr. ELLIS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2749) entitled An 
act to establish the official survey of fractional townships 31 and 
82, of ranges 6, 7, and 8 west, the sixth Seg ae meridian, in the 
State of Nebraska, north and west of the Niobrara River, and 
quieting the title of settlers thereon, and for other purposes,” re- 

rted the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1741); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 4493) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Thomas W. O’Brien. (Report No. 1695.) 

By Mr. HULICK, from the Committee on Naval Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 5758) to remove the charge of desertion from the naval 
record of Horace G. Reed. (Report No. 1696.) 

By Mr. HALTERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions: The 
85 (H. R. 7849) granting a pension to L. Electa Brown. (Report 

o. 1697.) 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The billl (S. 2822) entitled “An act to increase the pension of 
Theodore V. Purdy.” (Report No. 1729.) 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
ae 1 R. 3331) to pension Col. James Lindsay. (Report 

o. 1730. 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
1 (H. * for the relief of Sarah E. Chamberlain. (Report 

o. 1731. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 2403) granting a pension to Jackson Osborn. 
(Report No. 1732.) 

By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R.8884) granting a pension to Henry Graves, re- 
ported in lieu of H. R.7811. (Report No. 1733.) 

The bill (H. R.8159) to pension Mrs. Martha M. Gibson. (Re- 
port No. 1734.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 8848) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Hughes. (Report No. 1735.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 3263) to increase the pension of Carlos Bombard, late 
e ee ed F, Fifth Regiment Vermont Volunteers. (Report 

o. 1736. 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (S. 1052) entitled ‘‘An act increasing the pension of Luvicey J. 
Summers, widow of William H. Summers, late captain of Com- 
pany E, Fortieth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, and also a soldier 
in the Mexican war.” (Report No. 1737.) 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 8633) granting a pension to Nancy Roberts, of 
Manchester. Clay ony; Ky. (Report No. 1738.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: Tu. bill (S. 2187) entitled An act to pension Thomas F. 
Leahy.” (Report No. 1739.) 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2, Rule XIII, Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, reported adversely (Report No. 1740) the bill 
(H. R. 8425) to correct the military record of George E. Day; 
which said bill and report were laid on the table. 
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PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
9 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. PENDLETON: A bill (H. R. 8850) to amend an act 
passed at the first session of the Fifty-fourth Con , entitled 
“An act to grant to railroad companies in the Indian Territory 
additional power to secure depot grounds“ to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8851) donating 1 con- 
demned cannon and 10 condémned cannon balls to August Wenz 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Davenport, lowa—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 8852) to provide an Ameri- 
can register for the steamship Southery—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Irme HARDY: A bill (H. R. 8853) to regulate promotions in 
the Executive Departments at Washington, D. C.—to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 8854) to establish a council 
of ordnance—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HILBORN: A bill (H. R. 8885) amending and extend- 
ing the provisions of an act of Congress entitled An act approv- 
ing with amendments the funding act of Arizona,” approved June 
25, 1890, and theact amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto, 
approved Soe 3, 1894—to the Committee on the Territories. 

y Mr. DOCKERY: A concurrent resolution (House Con. Res. 
No. 47) to print additional copies of the Messages and Papers of 
the Presidents—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 182) authorizing 
the President to invite the leading commercial nations of the 
world to join in an international monetary conference and pro- 
viding for a commission, etc.—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 183) 
authorizing preliminary proceedings looking to the adoption of 
an international coin or coins—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A resolution (House Res. No. 318) fixing 
Tuesday, May 12, for the consideration of House bills Nos. 6119 
and 268—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A memorial of the Massachusetts legisla- 
ture, in support of the Monroe doctrine—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. APSLEY: A bill (H. R. 8855) to increase the pension of 
Aaron C. Handley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ATWOOD: A bill (H. R.8856) to remove the charge of 
desertion from Thomas J. Foley—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

By Mr. BAKER of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 8857) for the re- 
lief of the heirs and legal representatives of James Herron—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BENNETT: A bill (H. R. 8858) granting a pension to 
Eliza Conroy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8859) ting an increase of pension to James 
H. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUMM: A bill (H. R. 8860) granting an increase of 
pension to Robert McCormick—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8861) granting a pension to Casper Shutt— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8862) granting an increase of pension to Her- 
man Von Marsdorff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8863) granting an increase of pension to Sa- 
rah Siebert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8864) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Kleckner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H. R. 8865) granting an increase of 
pension to B. E. Huffman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8866) granting an increase of pension to Rob- 
ert S. Bowman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: A bill (H. R. 8867) for the relief of Charles 
Riddle—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 8868) for the relief of Mrs, 
Ellen O’Rorke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 8869) for the relief of 
Jason J. Jones—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8870) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert L. Parscal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 8871) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Lou C. Harwood, of Louisville, Ky.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 
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8 Pgh FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 8872) granting a pension to Wal- 
ter M. Macarty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ICK: A bill (H. R. 8873) for the relief of Clara W. 
Stagg, widow of Jesse S. Stagg, deceased—to the Committee on 


ms, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8874) to remove the charge of desertion and 
disloyalty from the military record of Joseph Shuman—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 8875) for the removal of the charge 
of desertion standing against Lawrence Martin, late a private of 
Company K, Sixty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
fantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8876) ting a pension to Pena Adler, 
8 of Christian G. Adler—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 8877) for the relief of certain 
persons residing in the original Hot Springs Reservation of Arkan- 
sas—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MILLER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 8878) for the relief 
of Anna W. Tarbell, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Jonathan Tarbell, 
deceased, late colonel Ninety-first Regiment New York Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS (by request): A bill (H. R. 8879) to enable 
the personal representative of E. M. Shield to bring suit against 
the United States—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 8880) for the relief of the heirs 
of Samuel T. Carrow, late of North Carolina, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R.8881) grant- 
mg a pension to Lizzie M. Sibley—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. WALKER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8882) for the relief 
of T. A. Windle—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 8883) granting a pension to 
Matilda Putnam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 8886) for the relief of Hiram T. 
Corum and Silas W. Davis, of Oregon—to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 8887) for the correction of the rec- 
ord of and for the remuster of George W. Smith, late of Battery 
D, Third United States Colored Heavy Artillery—to the Commit- 
tee on Milit: Affairs. 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 8888) to grant an honorable dis- 
chargo to Christopher C. Cummins—to the Committee on Military 

airs 


By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R.8889) granting a pension to Sarah 
J. Bantz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH of Alabama: Petition of the heirs of Pleas- 
ant O. Grimes, deceased, late of Dallas Counry, Ala., praying ref- 
erence of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Petition of the Molly 
Stark Chapter, Daughters of the American Revolution, of Man- 
chester, N. H., favoring the publication of certain records and 
ppn relating to the Revolutionary period—to the Committee on 

inting. 

By Mr. BARHAM: Petition of citizens of Atapa Cal., prayin 
for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to rd 
thie postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

ads. 

By Mr. BENNETT: Petition of James H. Stevens, to accom- 
pany House bill for increase of pension—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLUE: Petition of ex-prisoners of war residing in 
Kansas, asking for the passage of House bill No. 306, granting a 

msion to soldiers and sailors who have been confined in so-called 

onfederate prisons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8 of Thomas Higgins and 52 other members of the 
Fort ge (Kans.) State Soldiers’ Home, asking that the amount 
allowed by the General Government for State soldier’s homes be 
given directly to the individual members thereof for their private 
use and disposition—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: Memorial of C. W. Palmer, of Riga, 
Monroe County, N. Y., on the subject of public lands—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of Danville Typographical Union, 
No. 230; also, of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 80, of Danville, III., 
praying for Government ownership of telegraph lines—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office ané Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of the Free Baptist 
Congregation of Kneeland, Wis., in favor of a Sunday-rest law 
for t o atrio of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 

um 
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Also, petition of citizens of Delavan, Wis., favoring the passage 
of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, relating to the postal laws—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HADLEY: Petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 

rance Union of Vandalia, ll., to raise the age of consent in the 

istrict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. HART: Petition of citizens of Summit Hill, Pa.; also 
of citizens of East Mauch Chunk, Pa., praying for the passage of 
the Stone and McCall immigration bills—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Resolution of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Iowa, urging the passage of the bill to 
establish a national military park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. | : 

By Mr. HILBORN: Resolutions of the San Francisco Labor 
Council, asking for the passage of a bill to secure Government 
ownership and control of telegraph lines—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. , 8 

Also, petition of citizens of Oakland, Cal., protesting against 
the acceptance of the Marquette statue—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

By Nr. HOOKER: Petition of citizens of Panama, N. Y., 
for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class matter, and bill No. 838, to reduce 
letter postage—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads 


Also, petition of citizens of Belmont, N. Y., favoring the adop- 
tion of the metric system—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. KNOX: Affidavit of James Houston, M. D., to accom- 
pany House bill granting a pension to Pena Adler—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill to remove the charge of 
desertion against Lawrence Martin—to the Committee on Military 
Affai 


airs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of Grand Army of the Republic 

ost, Department of Iowa, favoring the 7 of House bill No. 

39, for a national military park at Vicksburg, Miss. —to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 3 

By Mr. LESTER: Resolution to refer certain bills to the Court 
of Claims for a finding of facts under the terms of the act of March 
8, 1887, and generally known as the Tucker Act—to the Commit- 
tee en War Claims. 

By Mr. LINTON: Papers to pocompany House bill No. 6653, 

anting an honorable discharge to one John Reynolds—to the 
8 on Military Affairs. 

Also, remonstrances and petitions of citizens of Lower Lake, 
Cal.; also of citizens of Pittsburg, Pa.; also of citizens of Haller, 
Wash., in relation to the Marquette statue—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of E. S. Baker and 11 others, praying 
for the passage of House bill No. 306, granting a pension to sol- 
diers antl sailors confined in so-called Confederate prisons—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: Two petitions of citizens of Chicago, Il., in 
favor of the passage of House bill No. 4566, relating to second- 
class mail matter, and bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. a 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Edwin N. Barnes, Mrs. T. 
Rokes, and others, protesting against military training in the 
public schools—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of members of Grand Army Post, 
No. 226, Department of Iowa, in behalf of an appropriation of 
$200,000 for a Soldiers’ Home at Southern Pines, Moore County, 
N. C.—to the Committee on W 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Resolution of the Scranton Central La- 
bor Union, of Scranton, Pa., regarding Government ownership 
and control of telegraph lines—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SKINNER: Petition of citizens of Roper, N. C., pro- 
testing against the passage of House bill No. 4566, relating to 
second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: Resolutions of 800 citizens of 
Nebraska, in favor of the transmississippi exposition at Omaha, 
Nebr., and passage of bill recognizing same and making appro- 
priations therefor—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: Petition of D. S. Wilder and others, 
of Columbus, Ohio, asking for the passage of House bill No. 306, 
providing for pensioning of ex-prisoners of war—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Resolution of Cambridge Lodge, No. 
21, Amalgamated Association of Iron, Tin, and Steel Workers, 
praying for the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization, 


SENATE. 


TUESDAY, May 12, 1896. 


Prayer by Rev. Huen Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 
he Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. CARTER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


MEMBERS OF THE DISTRICT MEMORIAL ASSOCIATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed, under the joint resolution 
approved June 14, 1892, Mr. A. B. Hagner and Mr. S. H. Kauff- 
mann members of the Memorial Association of the District of 
Columbia, to fill the vacancies occasioned by the expiration of 
their term of membership. 


COTTON STATES AND INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 6th instant, the report of the officer in 
charge of the administration of customs at the Cotton States and 
International Exposition at Atlanta, Ga.; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Select Committee on Inter- 
nation: xpositions, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Molly Stark 
2 r, Daughters of the American Revolution, of Manchester, 
N. H., praying for the publication and distribution of the papers 
and documents relating to the Continental Congress; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented a petition of the select and common councils 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation 
3 for the digging out of the back channels separating 

eague Island from the mainland, in the First Ward of the city 
of Philadelphia; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a petition of the Com- 
mercial Club of Superior, Wis., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to incorporate the maritime canal of North America; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Davidson County, 8. Dak., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation raising the age of consent from 16 to 18 years 
in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr, COCKRELL presented a memorial of the Wholesale Liquor 
Dealers’ Association of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the 
passage of the bill introduced in the House of Representatives and 
referred to the Waysand Means Committee, permitting the bottli 
of whiskies by distillers in bond under the supervision of Uni 
States internal-revenue officers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a memorial of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Onekama, Mich., remonstrating against 
the introduction of military training in the public schools of the 
country; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of the Wholesale Liquor Deal- 
ers’ Association, of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation permitting the bottling of whiskies by dis- 
tillers in bond; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2172) to authorize a reliquidation of certain 
entries of merchandise, reported adversely thereon, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 
ist instant, providing for payment to Edward T. Mathews for 
services as acting clerk of the Joint Committee on the Personnel 
of the Navy during the Fifty-Third Congress, intended to be pro- 
posed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, reported favor- 
ably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
N and printed; which was agreed to. 

r. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3020) granting a pension to W. L. Faxon, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted zapora thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4383) granting a pension to Gen. William H. Morris; 
goun (H. R.8216) granting an increase of pension to James P, 

urley; 

A bill (H. R.75) granting a pension to Mary F. Davenport; 

A bill (H. R. 4475) granting a pension to Catherine Gafk- 
ney; 
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A bill (H.R. 3001) ting a pension to Cynthia A. Lapham, 
‘widow of William B. 3 and n 

A bill (H. R. 4395) for the relief of Miss Juliette Betts. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2721) for the relief of owners or legal repre- 
sentatives of canal boats Swan and Lewis and Butler, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R.8008) defining cheese, and also imposing a 
tax upon and ne the manufacture, sale, importation, and 

rtation of ‘‘ filled cheese,” reported it with amendments. 

. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 5388) for the relief of F. Alberts & Co., 
Muskegon, Mich., reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a rt thereon. 

r. CANNON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2434) granting a pension to Simon D. Kohl, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
101 e 59 ot the same ae, 45 8 „ 

g granting a pension to Aaron B. Page, repor it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. sti 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2494) restoring a pension to Michael Carron, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 8045) for the relief of William W. Jackson, 
of Washington, D. C., asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Mili- 
9 Which was agreed to. 

. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3019) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the name of George W. Adams, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3004) granting a pension to Jacob Salladin, 

rted it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Fre also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2820) granting a pension to Mary F. Hawley, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2535) granting a pension to Elender Herring, of Elsmore, 
aos reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2758) granting a pension to Hiram H. Palmer, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3114) to provide for the adjust- 
ment and payment of certain claims against the District of Co- 
lumbia by drawback certificates, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 11th instant, 
providing for the payment of the claim of Edward H. Murrell, 
intended to be proposed to the general deficiency vi nll lems 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was 

to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2119) for the relief of John Breitling, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. V. , from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.7161) for relief of 
Benjamin F. Jones, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2500) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Charles T. Hurd, formerly a landsman in the 
United States Navy, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2336) to place on the retired list of the Navy Louis V. 
Housel, late lieutenant of the Regular Navy, reported it without 


ent. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2777) to authorize the Light-House Board to pay to Cham- 
blin, Delaney & Scott the sum of $2,125, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the following bills, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 2444) to provide for completing the system of sewage 
rales rs and protection against floods in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 28) to provide for continuing the system of trunk 
sewers in the District of Columbia, for completing the system of 


sewage ee and protection against floods, and for other pur- 
poses; an 

A bill (S.29) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide a 

rmanent system of highways in that part of the District of 

lum bia lying outside of cities,” approved March 2, 1893. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 3123) to 
provide for the 5 ks of final decrees of the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia under an act entitled An act to provide 
a permanent system of highways in that tof the District of 
Columbia lying outside of cities,” approved March 2, 1893; for con- 
tinuing the system of trunk sewers in the District of Columbia, 
for completing the system of sewers disposal and protection against 
floods, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4580) to amend section 3449 of the Revised 
Statutes, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3105) to provide for 
the erection of a public building at McKeesport, Pa., reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. DAN- 
IEL on the ist instant, providing for the payment to physicians 
for the vaccination of poor persons during the smallpox epidemic 
of 1894, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill, vy sede it with amendments, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

HENRY T. BAKER, 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam directed by the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res, 180) for 
therelief of Ex-Naval Cadet Henry T. Baker, to report it without 
eS and I ask for its present consideration. It is very 
short. 

The joint resolution was read; and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It authorizes the Secretary of the Navy to reappoint Henry 
T. Baker as a naval cadet to fillthe vacancy in the engineers’ divi- 
sion of his class caused by his resignation of March 7, 1896, with 
the same standing, rights, and privilegesin all respects as if such 
resignation had not been tendered. But he shall not receive pay 
while out of the service, 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
IMPORTATIONS OF ORIENTAL PRODUCTS. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance 
to report a resolution for which I ask present consideration, I 
think there will be no objection to it. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance, under the provisions of the Sen- 
ate resolution of March 3, 1891, is hereby directed to inquire whether Ameri- 
can labor and industries are suffering from or threatened with injurious 
competition through importations of oriental products, and if so, to investi- 
gate the causes which have made such competition ble. 


Mr. ALLEN. Let the resolution go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed, and the res- 
olution will go over under the rule. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3124) granting an increase 
of pension to Isabella H. Silvey, widow of Lieut. Col. William 
Silvey, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 3125) to refer to the Court 
of Claims for adjudication certain claims of the white said 
citizens of the Cherokee Nation, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 3126) granting a pension to 
Cornelia L. Brownell; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3127) to provide for the 
medical inspection of immigrants at the port of debarkation; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 3128) granting a pension 
to Phebe A. Thurber, of Providence, R. I.,dependent daughter of 
Samuel Short, a Revolutionary soldier; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3129) to authorize the SAT 
War to remove the charge of desertion as to Jasper L. Dodge, late 
of Company F, First Rhode Island Volunteer Cavalry; which was 
ZEA bie y its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


Airs. 
Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 3130) 1 a pension to 
Catherine M. Clark; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
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AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
Saabs to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
prin 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be pr by 
him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was 
5 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on is epee 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
by him to the fortifications appropriation bill; which was referred 
tothe Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ESSEX M. BOSTFORD. 
On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in connection with Senate bill 2748 in the Fifty- 
second Congress, granting a pension to Essex M. Bostford, be, and the same 
are hereby, withdrawn from the files of the Senate for reference to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, there being no adverse report thereon. 


INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES, 


Mr. PEFFER. I move that the resolution providing for the 
investigation generally of all the material facts and circumstances 
connected with the sale of United States bonds by the Secretary 
of the Treasury in the years 1894, 1895, and 1896 be printed as a 
document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COINAGE OF SILVER BULLION—VETO MESSAGE, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I submitaresolution andask for its adoption. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That there be printed in document form, for the use of the Sen- 


ate, 1,000 copies of the of the President of March 29, 1804, returning 


without his approval House bill No. 4956, entitled “An act directing the coin- 
ago of the silver bullion held in the 
e 


Treasury, and for other purposes,” and 
bill as vetoed by the President. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The document never has been printed and 
there are a great many calls for it. It will costa very small sum 
of money. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

THOMAS J, ROBERTSON, 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to per to Ex-Senator Thomas J. Robertson, of South Caro- 
lina, the salary due him from March 4, 1867, to July 22, 1868, said sum to be 

id out of the contingent fund, and at the rate of salary paid to United 
Btates Senators at that time (1867 and 1868). 


WILLARD WARNER. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections: 


Resolved, That the ee d. the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
directed 


and to pay to Hon. Willard Warner, late a Senator from Alabama, 
the amount due from the beginning of his term on the 4th of March, 1867, 


soe was paid, said payment to be made from the contingent fund of the 


TENNESSEE CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION, 


Mr. BATE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Whereas the citizens of Tennessee propose to celebrate the one hundredth 
annive of the admission of Tennessee into the Fedgral Union on June 1, 
at Nashville, Tenn.; and 
ereas an invitation has been extended tothe Senate of the United States 
to be prosas and participate in the ceremonies on that patriotic occasion: 
Therefore 
Beitresolved, That the invitation extended to the Senate of the United States 
the Tennessee Centennial Exposition Company, under whose auspices are 
to be held the ceremonies at Nashville, Tenn., on the Ist day of June. 1806, 
commemorating the one hundredth anniversary of the admission of the State 
of Tennessee into the Federal Union, be accepted and entered upon the Jour- 
nal of the Senate, and that the President of the Senate is hereby authorized 
to appoint a committee of five to attend said celebration at the city of Nash- 
ville on the Ist day of June next. 


ALASKA TRANSPORTATION AND TRADE COMPANY. 


Mr. QUAY. I move that the bill (S. 2522) creating a corpora- 
tion known as the Alaska ie beset phonon and Trading Company, 
and granting right of way for the construction and operation by 
that corporation of a turnpike and post road from Taiya Inlet to 
Lake Bennett, in the Territory of Alaska, be committed to the 
Committee on Public Lands, with instructions to report to the 
Senate on Monday next. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
2777 5 bea fos St on the eros of me Panno O = 
bill (H. R. 6249) ing appropriations for current and contingen 
expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1897, and for other purposes; insisted upon its di ent to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill numbered 33, 37, 46, 47, 
48, 49, 52, 56, 64, 66, 68, 69, 70, 71, 76, 77, 78, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, and 94; 
asked a further conference with the Senate on the di i 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. SHERMAN, 
Mr. Curtis of Kansas, and Mr. PENDLETON managers at the fur- 
ther conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills with amendments; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 2032) to grant the right of way over the public domain 
for pipe lines in the States of Colorado and Wyoming; and 

A bill (S. 2642) to provide for the safety of passengers on excur- 
sion steamers. 

The message further announced that the Honse had the 
8 bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

nate: 

A bill (H. R. 6172) authorizing the sale of the title of the United 
States in lot 5, square 1113, in the city of Washington; 

A bill (H. R. 7469) for the removal of snow and ice from the 
sidewalks, cross walks, and gutters in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes} 

A bill (H. R. 7578) granting the Flagstaff and Canyon Railroad 
8 right of way for railroad purposes through the Grand 
Canyon Forest Reserve in 55 ; 

A bill (H. R. 8167) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Red River of the North; 

A bill (H. R. 8324) authorizing and directing the 
the Navy to donate 4 pieces of condemned cannon and 4 pyramids 
of condemned cannon balls to the Grant County Union Soldiers’ 
Monument and Memorial Association of Wisconsin; 

A bill (H. R.8495) granting to John Hill Post, No. 86, of Boon- 
ton, N. J., 4 condemned cannon and 20 cannon balls; 

A bill (H. R. 8532) to establish certain harbor regulations for the 
District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R.8590) granting to the Denver, Cripple Creek and 
Southwestern Railroad Company a right of way for a railroad 
through the South Platte and Plum Creek forest reserves, in the 
State of Colorado. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

5 — (S. 137) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
rench; 

A bill (S. 1365) for the relief of the National New Haven Bank 
of the State of Connecticut; 

A bill (H. R. 6) constituting Syracuse, N. V., a port of delivery; 

A bill (H. R. 1743) for the relief of Thomas L. Young; and 

A bill (H. R.4804) to amend subdivision 10 of section 2238 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL—CONFERENCE REPORT. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I submit a report of the committee of con- 
ference on the Indian appropria bill, which I ask to have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

Mr. GORMAN. Isuggest to the Senator from South Dakota 
that without the report being formally read it be printed in the 
RECORD. so that we can see it in the morning. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be printed in the 
RECORD, in the absence of objection. The Chair hears none, and 
it is so o : 

The report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the Sagena votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bi . R. 6249) making appropria- 
tions for current and contingent expenses of the Indian ful- 


r n partment an 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
free confer- 


June 30, „and for other purposes, having met, after full and 
ere torecommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 


That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 4, 6, 7, 11, 21, 22, 


29, 30, 34, 35, 43, 2, and 90. 
Thai disagree: to the amendments of the 


tthe House recede from its ment 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 5, 8, 9, 10. 12, 13, 15, 17, 18, 19, 23, 24, 26, 27. 28, 82, 36, = 
* an 7 


53. 54, 55, 58, 59, 60, 61, 63, 65, 72, 73, 74, 75, 79, 80, 81, 82, 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
Strike out, in line 19, page a, of the bill, the word Kickapoos ” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words Kickapoos in Sas; and in lieu of the matter in- 
serted by said amendment insert the following: 

“ KICKAPOOS IN OKLAHOMA. 
“To enable the Secretary of the Interior to assist the Kickapoo Indians of 
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Oklahoma Territory who have not accepted their allotments to make im- 
provements upon said allotments as fast as accepted, and to ponus seed, 
pen and subsistence for said Indians, $5,000, to be immediately available. 
ə sum of money now in the Treasury of the United States nega to 
said Indians shall be retained as a permanent fund, upon which the 
urer shall pay fo an annually interest at the rate of 5 per cent per 
y1, Shy 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 16, and to the same with an amendment as fol- 
lows: Add at the end of said amendment the following: “And sections 669, 
670, and 671, of chapter 27 of Mansfleld's Digest of the laws of Arkansas cov- 

a mortgages, liens, and instruments of writing pertaining to real 

estate are hereby extended over and put in force in said Quapaw 3 
Indian Territory. That the allottees of land within the limits of said Quapaw 
orized to lease the same for a term not exceeding three years 


for farmi or five years for mining or ess purposes”; and 
the Senate agreed to the 8. > 


disagreement tothe amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 20, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: Strike 
out from said amendment the word “Santee,” and add at the end of said 
amendment the following: And North and South Dakota“; and the Senate 


e to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add 
at the end of said amendment the following: And charge against any funds 
belonging to said Lower Brule Indians now in the Treasury of the United 
States; and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered gl. and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out in line 12, page 39 of the bill, the word “divided ” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “expended *’; and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 


Senate numbered 45, and to the same with amendments as follows: 
Add at the end of said amendment the following: 

And not exceeding $1,500 for necessary traveling and incidental expenses 
of such persons. 


“For Sompleting the work of the LBS dette Indian Commission appointed 
under the act of rch 3, 1893, to select and appraise such portions of the 
allotted lands within the Puyallup Indian Reservation, Wash., as are not 
required for homes for the Indian allottees, and also that pari of the agency 


tract lusive of the bur: und not needed for schoo. and for 
25 1 ide said Commission, & 005 to be reim- 


ney 
tract and allotted lands as provided in said act, to be immediately available. 


and said Commission shall conclude its work and terminate on or before the 


of December, 1896." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 51, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“ The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to negotiate through 
the Indian inspectorsof his Department with the Indians residing on the Fort 
Hall Indian Reservation in the State of Idaho, and with the In residing 
upon the Uintah Reservation, in the State of Utah, for the surrender of any 

rtion of their r: ve reservations, or for such modification of existing 
reaties as may be deemed desirable by said Indians and the of the 
Interior, any agreement thus negotiated being subject to subsequent ratifi- 
cation by Congress 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 57, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
Strike out, in line 3 of said amendment, the word “ three“ and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “two”; and strike out, in line 42 of said amendment, the 
words sufficient proof“ and insert in lieu thereof the word “ conviction”; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 67, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Add at the end of said amendment the following: “And said sum shall be in 
full payment and satisfaction of all claims of the said Campbell or his repre- 
sentatives for said money and lands and interest therein, and the receipt of 
said Campbell for said sum shall so specify”; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
co . ry 3 to the ae 2 eee ee papery 
Strike out, in line 4 o! e ph o e amendmen words 
5 on 255 this act“ and insert in Hou thereof the words this section ”; 
and add at the end of said paragraph the following: 

“ Provided, however, That any person who in good faith prior to the passa; 

a mine of coal or other min- 
t of purchase for ninety days from and after 
in the local land office of the approved plat of survey pro- 


ent to the amendment of the 


the official ead 
vided for by th 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
Strike out. in line (of the last Sa ore of the amendment, the words sec- 
tion 2 of this act and insert in lieu thereof the words this section“; and 
in line 12 of said aph, after the word “opened,” insert the words “or 
located; andstrike out, in the last line of 8 h, the words section 
2of this act” and insert in lieu thereof the wo! “this section”; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

On amendments numbered . 37, 46, 47, 48, 49, 52, 56, 64, 66, 68, 69, 70, 71. 78. 77, 
78, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, and 94 the committee of conference has been unable to 
agree. S 


R. F. PETTIGREW, 

H. M. TELLE 

F. M. COCK 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

J. S. SHERMAN 

TIS. 

GEORGE C. PENDLETON, 

Managers on the 


part of the House. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the ment made yester- 
day, the Chair lays the river and harbor bill before the Senate. 

e Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 7977) making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and barbors, and for other 8 the pending question 
being on the amendment of Mr. WHITE to the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE. I come, Mr. President, in my speech to what is 
always a tedious task to me, citations of testimony; but the duty, 
while a di ble one, is rendered necessary in justice to the 
committee whose report I sustain and to the Senators who act in 
this matter with it. 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Moraan] inquired yesterday 
whether there was any plan for a breakwater at Santa Monica, 
and if yes, whether it had been referred to the War Department 
and what the War Department had to say in reference to it. 
There was a plan, as a matter of course. It was referred to the 
War Department, although that was entirely unnecessary. The 
committee in their report have broken away in this matter from 
the boards of army engineers. They have adopted the opinions 
of the civil engineers, and in adopting those opinions they have 
adopted the plan of the civil engineers, and so whether the War 
Department approved was a matter of little or no consequence to 
the committee. But the War Department did approve. It was 
referred, and I have here before me the return of the Chief of En- 
gineers, all of which I will print, and only a little part of whichI 
will read: 

The subject of the construction of a harbor of refuge in that vicinity has 
been fully considered and reported upon; but inasmuch as the letter of Jan- 
uary 16 intimates that the committee have y before them the reports 
previously rendered and desire information only as to specific points, this 
communication will not repeat the statements of those reports, but will com- 
ment briefly upon the points 3 up in the letter of January 16. 

. 1. As to Mr. Hood's location of the breakwater. 
. The location for a breakwater suggested by Mr. Hood appears to bb as 


‘ood as can be selected in the vicinity of the w. of the Southern Pacific 
ailroad Company at Santa Monica. 


Let me remark parenthetically it is the exact location made by 
the board of 1892. 


As to the plan of the breakwater. 

There is no objection to the plan of the breakwater for the object it is 
intended to subserve, but the form and area of the vertical sections are not 
considered the best for that location. 


I will remark here that the sections are exactly those of the 
board of 1892, made for San Pedro. The breakwater for San 
Pedro was in a much more exposed condition than the breakwater 
at Santa Monica. And soon. As I say, I will print this docu- 
ment without reading further. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., February 5, 1898. 

SIR: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of letters of January 8 
and 16 from Hon. W. P. Frye, chairman of the Senate Committee on Com- 
merce, relative to plan of Mr. William Hood, chief engineer, Southern 
Pacific Railroad, for the improvement of the harbor of Port Los Angeles 
(Santa Monica Bay), California, presented by Mr. C. P. Huntington. 

In reply to the reference of these papers to this office for report I have the 
honor to submit the following: 

The subject of the construction of a harbor of refuge in that vicinity has 
been fully considered and reported upon; but inasmuch as the letter of Jan- 
uary 16 intimates that the committee have already before them the reports 
previously rendered and desire information only as to specific points, this 


communication will not repeat the statements of those reports, but will 
comment briefly apan the points brought up in the letter of January 16. 
.I. As to Mr. Hood's location of the breakwater. 


. The location for a breakwater suggested by Mr. Hood appears to be as 
good as can be selected in the vicinity of the w. of the Southern Pacific 
ilroad Com y at Santa Monica. 

Q. 2. As to the plan of the breakwater. 

A. There is no objection to the plan of the breakwater for the object it is 
intended to subserve, but the form and area of the vertical sections are not 
Oo As toth to: ao „ sed, whether it is good for th 

X estone pr used, whether itis or the purpose. 
. Considering the samples of stone presented, it would appear that the 
ite from the Declez quarsy, 70 miles from Santa Monica, and the stone 
rom Catalina Island are good for the purposes of breakwater construction. 
The use of the sandstone, while 5 would not seem to be 
judicious so long as the other stone is available. 
4. to the plan of trestle and the method of building the work. 

It is understood the question refers to the project proposed by Mr. Hood 
of constructing the breakwater by dumping stone into the sea directly from 
cars running over the existing wharf of the railroad company and over sup- 
3 trestle work to connect the Wharf with the extreme limits of the 

reakwater. 

This isa practical method of construction in case the stone is brought from 
the interior by rail, but itis quite probable the use of stone from quarries 
which will not require transportation by rail and which can be dumped from 
barges over and along the line of the breakwater would be more advanta- 
geous and economical. 

Q 5. Estimate of cost according to the plan. 

The details upon which Mr. Hood's estimates are based are not given, 
but I have no doubt the totals presented by him are ample for the construc- 
tion pro if supply of material, transportation, and method of execution 


be open to competition. 

Su ions are requested „touching the merits of the matter and the 
propriety of the — of a bill relative thereto.“ The general question of 
& harbor on the southern California coast has been considered in reports 
which are before the Committee on Commerce. A further expression of 
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opinion at the present time as to the merits of the proposed work would seem 
to be prohibited by section 13 of the river and harber act of August 17, 1804, 
except to refer in general terms to one or two porny ‘The fundamental one 
is whether such a breakwater is needed by the commerce of the locality. 
That oe Wp var of opinion founded on statistics. If Congress should de- 
cide to build a breakwater at Santa Monica, it should be so arranged as to be 
available for general use and should be built by contract after due advertise- 
ment and competition. > 
Very respectfully, yours, your obedient servant, 


. P. CRAIGHILL, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers. 
Hon. DANTEL S. LAMONT, 
Secretary of War. 


Mr. WHITE. Ifthe Senator from Maine will permit me, I think 
it well, if the Senator has no objection, to state where the figures 
found in the bill, $3,098,000, are obtained, whether from a recom- 
mendation of any officer of the United States whatever. 

Mr. FRYE. The officers say that it can be built for the figures 
which are mentioned, $2,848,000. 

Mr. WHITE. But my question was directed to the proposition, 
Where were those figures obtained? 

Mr. FRYE. They were obtained from Mr. Hood, and while the 
Engineer Department say they did not have the details, they were 
mistaken, because I sent to the Engineer Department these details 
and they are all carried out away down to the lowest figures. 
But it would encumber the RECORD to put them in. The Senator 
from California can examine them at his leisure. This was sent 
to the War Department. 

Mr. VEST. If it does not disturb the line of argument of the 
Senator from Maine, I should like to call his attention to one mat- 
ter that came up in yesterday’s debate about which I have received 
some information that comes to me for the first time. The Sena- 
tor from Maine will remember that Istated the impression was 
made upon the committee, at least upon my mind, during the 
examination of this question that about 3 miles from the bar at 
San Pedro there were 300 fathoms of water, and the Senator from 
Maine corroborated that by saying that this was the report of the 
Geodetic Survey. That was my recollection. Am I correct? 

Mr. FRYE. Hardly. I did not say from the bar of San Pedro, 
of the inner harbor. - 

Mr. VEST. Well, from what point? 

Mr. FRYE. From the breakwater. 

Mr. VEST. Very good; from the breakwater. Since the ad- 
journment of the Senate—in fact, just before the adjournment—I 
was shown a map which I saw for the first. time, made by the 
Geodetic Survey, and by the measurements that statement is not 
corroborated as I understand that map. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. WRITE] had the map and made the measurement in 
my presence, and upon the scale adopted with regard to that map 
the statement is not correct. I recollect the statement made by 
Mr. Corthell to be about 23 miles, possibly it was 3 miles, but 
that is not material. The important point is, What does the map 
of the Geodetic Survey show in regard to the depth of water be- 
tween 24 and 3 miles from the breakwater at San Pedro?—because 
with me that is an important inquiry in this case. 

Mr. FRYE. Well, it will be necessary to have those maps in 
order to see. There is not any chance for any dispute in reference 
to it—not the slightest under the sun. 

Mr. VEST (exhibiting). Here is the map. 

Mr. FRYE (rimming) On the larger one you can see the 
figures more plainly. 

Mr. WHITE. The map to which the Senator from Missouri has 
directed attention is the one that I have before me here [exhibiting] 
and which has been corrected up to April 23, 1896—that is to say, 
the stamp of the Geodetic Survey is as follows: “Aids to naviga- 
tion. Corrected from information received to April 23, 1896.” 
It only refers to San Pedro Harbor, and is a pretty elaborate af- 
fair. However, I referred to it before. It is the same map I had 
here during the discussion on a former day. 

Mr. CULLOM. What does it show? I inquire of the Senator 
from California what the map shows as to the depth 3 miles away? 

Mr. WHITE. Themapshows that in the direction which I may 
say is the Catalina Island direction, over 7 miles from Point Fir- 
min, the water is 15 and 16 fathoms. Southerly as far as the sur- 
vey proceeds, about 4 miles, the depth is 14, 8, 19 fathoms, and so 
on. Due westerly at 3 miles, according to my estimate, it is 75 
fathoms, and thence it goes on in a westerly direction until it 
reaches three hundred and odd fathoms, But the depth differs in 
different directions. As I say, there is Catalina Island on south- 
fy, [indicating]. It is over7 miles from the point. It is only 15 
fathoms. It is not possible to build the breakwater at the exact 

aes 0 the harbor is, but some distance farther in ward toward 

edro. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I can see how very easily confusion 
is brought into this matter by this map, and I am very glad my 
attention was called to it by the Senator from Missouri. The 
Senator from California measures away off in the first place to 
the southeast. Then he measures away off to the west up here 
[indicating]. He is very careful not to measure to the south- 


west, from which the wave line comes. If he will put his com- 


this map and take the wave line, which is southwest, he 
shortly. I should like 
The maps were brought 


on 
will find that it gets into deep water ve 
to have the other maps that were here. 
into the Chamber, ] 

Mr. WHITE. I think the Senator will find that I have not 
gone into the deep water southwest from that point. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not know what the scale is here. Measuri 
from the southwest you get 240 and 242 and 288 fathoms, but 
can not tell how many miles it is from this map. 

Mr. WHITE. It is about 3} miles. That is not southwest. It 
is 5 

Mr. FR (indicating). No; that is the coast. That is south- 
west. That is the trend of the wave line |indicating]. You fol- 
low the trend of the wave line and when you get 34 miles you are 
in nearly 300 fathoms of water. You are precisely where that 
picture which was here yesterday of the red line and the blue line 
shows you to be. There is no chance for mistake about it. There 
is no purpose in measuring in any direction whatever except in 
the southwest direction, because tis the wave line. It makes 
no difference about the other line—the westerly line, or the south- 
erly line, or the easterly line; it is the wave line that is to be ex- 
amined into. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Maine tell me, in view 
of the fact that the breakwater keeps out the waves and it is ad- 
mitted by his own engineer that the section provided by the Gov- 
ernment engineer is sufficient, what difference it makes with 
reference to where the waves come from as long as they are ex- 
cluded from the harbor? 3 

Mr. FRYE. Itmakes a wonderful diference. When the same 
board recommends the attachment on top of the breakwater of a 
railroad track and to the breakwater of wharves it simply shows 
that they were mistaken about the southwest wave line, use 
it is utterly impracticable. 

Mr. WHITE. I fail to see the connection. But I want to at- 
tract the Senator from Maine to another statement he made yes- 
terday which seems to me to belong to the poetical side of this 
controversy. He referred to waves 40 and 50 feet high. If his 
information—— 

Mr. FRYE. I did not refer to waves 40 and 50 feet high. Iam 
as familiar with waves as the Senator from California, but I have 
seen, as I presume he has seen, waves breaking on a rock running 
more than 40 feet high. 

Spans WHITE. Of course; they might break on a rock 200 feet 
igh. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam sorry to be interrupted in this way. 

Mr. WHITE. Excuse me. 

Mr. FRYE. It is out of the entire line of my remarks. 

Mr. WHITE. Excuse me. 

Mr. FRYE. I said when these great waves from the Pacific 
Ocean struck that barricade made by the engineers 10 feet out of 
water the wave would break over it 40 or 50 feet high. I never 
said there was a wave 40 or 50 feet high. I thinkno one who ever 
saw a wave coming on to the shore will dispute my statement. 

I wish now to call attention to the testimony given before the 
committee by Mr. Huntington, the individual“ referred to by the 
Senator from California [Mr. WII, the man of greed “referred 
to by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. He is not bullin 
the stock markets nor bearing them. He is not cornering whea 
nor flour. He is engaged in enormous eatin ar the results of 
which are building up the commerce of this Republic, and in all 
his enterprises he is successful. Soif he be greedy the reasons 
which induced him to change from San Pedro to Santa Monica 
are worthy of the consideration of the Senate. He says on page 31: 

A little railroad was built from Los Angeles down to this little lagoon. 
Later the Southern Pacific followed the same line that had been followed by 
those who preceded it and bought a small road that was built from Los 
Angeles to San Pedro, The company made the large improvements there 
and purchased San Pedro Point. T t little attention to this until 


ek oommenopa building a pier outside of the little inside lagoon (or inside 
nar f 


the Government engineers would never have thou 
harbor at that point 3 the money that hi 


t ed Mr. Hood, our 
neer, to make a thorough investigation, which he did, and he also 
that Santa Monica was very much the better location for a Li ana: 

ld be acquired there 


bo: A 
8 can be constructed on the plans proposa tha 
P from the terrible southern storms that bl 
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When such winds strike vessels lying there if they should drag their anchors 
they would certainly be destroyed on the rocky bluffs at Point Firmin. At 
Santa Monica we have a fine seabeach with perfect hier ra ground, and 
since we located at Santa Monica I have often examined the headiands and 
my judgment has been strengthened and confirmed that we had selected the 
best, in fact the only place for a safe harbor in the neighborhood of Los 


Angeles. 

‘At an rate, my belief in Santa Monica was sostrong that we left something 
over $1,000,000 of investment in San Pedro and went to Santa Monica, where 
we had no property excepting a small road used mostly for excursions, and 
invested there something like $1,000,000 in building a pier and other improve- 
ments necessary to accommodate the commerce there. During the three or 
more years that we have been there shipping has been coming to the pier 
almost every day, and there has not been one when ships could not Fe 
on and take off cargo at our pier. The steamer San Benito, drawing 27 feet 
of water, and many other vessels drawing 25 feet, have been going to that 

regularly for years. What we want is the very best harbor to accom- 
modate the commerce that is sure to come there, as the port for Los Angeles 
must be used fora very iar area of country, to include the Pacific Coast, 
the commerce as far east as El Paso, which includes nearly allof New Mexico, 
all of Arizona, southwestern Utah, much of southern Nevada, and all of that 
beautiful though not large area of country lying south of the Sierra Ne- 
vadas and west of the San Jacinto, probably one of the most beautiful spots 
the earth's surface. The city of Los Angeles, now containing 
about 100,000 people, I have no doubt willin time be a city extending to the 
northwest, which will cover its own present limits and also Santa Monica. I 
believe that in twenty-five years a continuous, well built-up city will extend 
from the present city of Los Angeles to the shoresof the sea at Santa Monica. 
Such a city ought to have a harbor of its own. 

There is a nice little village at San Pedro at present; considerable improve 
ments have been made there; and I should hope the Government would keep 
accommodations there for the small water craft they now have; but I do not 

why they should have anything more than that to accommodate the 
traftic that would go there. e great deep-sea harbor for southern Califor- 
a ae will be, as I know it ought to be, at Port Los Angeles. 


been said about the accommodations of other roads there; but I 


Southern Pacific 3 it can 
ten tracks it means that 


Ido not bother myself a great deal about what the people of 
Los Angeles think or say. Isaid before that I did not care what 
they thought or said. The ships of Maine have more interests in 
this great harbor of refuge than the ships of Los Angeles eta 
and no one can tell what the people of Los Angeles do think. 
We have had some of them before our committee. One day they 
think one way and the next day they think the other way. A 
year ago they held a Congressional convention and put the can- 
didate on a pank for the expenditure at San Pedro, and a week 
ago they held a convention in the same district for Los Angeles, 
and they put the same candidate on a plank for Santa Monica. 
So it is not of much consequence. 

Mr. BERRY. The platform did not name Santa Monica. 

Mr. FRYE. It named the appropriations that are to be made 
by Congress, which are for Santa Monica and San Pedro. 

Mr. BERRY. I read it last night in a Los Angeles paper, and 
it said in favor of all harbors. 

Mr. FRYE. Ah! What did that mean? 

Mr. BERRY. It did not name Santa Monica. 

Mr. FRYE. What does the Senator think that means? 

Mr. BERRY. I stated it correctly 

Mr. FRYE. As a matter of course it means just what I said, 
for the two harbors named in the pending bill, which meant put- 
ting in a plank for the expenditure of $3,392,000 at Santa Monica 
end San Pedro, and it could not have meant anything eise, and he 
understands that it so meant. 

While I do not ah a to go over any of the testimony, I wish 
to give a few words that were said before the committee by Mr. 
Cole, who was formerly a United States Senator from California. 
He is known personally to a good many of the Senators present, 
and by reputation to all of them. Senator Cole said: 


Ihave been in California forty-seven years and upward, and I have looked 
at this matter a good dealin relation to this harbor proposition. [have stud- 
ied it on information derived from numerous masters of vessels, from ship- 
masters who have sailed on that coast from the time of Dana’s Two Years 
Before the Mast. Ithink he mentioned in that book that the southeast winds 
are the dangerous winds along that coast and that this very harbor of San 
Pedro is absolutely and necessarily exposed to the southeast winds, whether 
a breakwater is there or not. A breakwater can not be built so as to break 
the effect of southeast winds, They are the 5 winds, as is proved 

i t of San ‘o—wrecks 


t danger for a few days in the year. We build breakwaters 
against dangers which may last only afew days in the year. But there isthe 
point of danger. If a vessel were anchored out there [indicating San Pedro 
on the map] on this rocky foundation, or even supposing there was the best 
kind 2875 > g pomama if one of these southeast winds rises, how is that 
vessel out? 

The CHAIRMAN. She will get out of the water and go ashore. 
Mr. CoLe. Inevitably she will. You may build a breakwater to cost $4,000,- 
000, or four times four millions, but when the vesselis caught inside there 
in San Pedro Harbor) she is inevitably driven ashore, as many vessels have 
at that point and in that way. 


Now I propose to cite to a limited extent from Mr. Corthell, the 
engineer. I do not know that I will,however. I have marked 
with red the citations I intended to make, and I will state thatin 


every respect he sustains the harbor at Santa Monica, the break- 
water, and attacks the harbor at San Pedro. With the permis- 
sion of the Senate, I will print without reading—for I confess I 
detest reading anything—the passages that I have marked. com- 
mencing on page 4 of the hearing before the Senate committee 
June 19, 1894, running through to page 9, and then a summing up, 
commencing on page 11 and closing on page 14. If there is no on 
jection I will print those extracts as a part of my remarks without 


Se them. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

The extracts referred to are as follows: 


The winds through the summer months are light, and the sea within the 
area bounded by these islands is quite smooth; the weather is usually calm. 
From November to April there are occasionally heavy seas from on-shore 
winds; those from the northeast and the northwest are usually sudden and 
strong, but those harbors lying under points of land are protected and the 
sea is not seriously disturbed. It came under my observation, fortunately, 
while making these examinations, to witness the effect of a violent wind from 
north-northwest, which prevailed for several days while I was at Port Los 
Angeles (Santa Monica). Atthe pier of the Southern Pacific Co 


m „which 
coal steamer from Pu; gar 


t Sound con- 
to cars with- 
ner of 365 


extends Fg a mile into the ocean, 
tinued at wor 


the little river at Wilmin is about 1} miles from this line of e: z 
In ering the question of area to protected by a breakwater of a 


the coast, its d mi ed somewhat by the curves of the | 
formations and indentations. ý z; ont 
* * + * + * è 
The first board of engineers ted this important factand considered 
it wise to disturb the en of the ocean currents as little as possible, and 
they therefore designed a detached breakwater at San Pedro, so as to allow 
these north currents to still do their work of transporting the sands 


sential, and I would be 83 predict that a curv 
Pedro joined to the shore, without an opening. would cause more or less rap- 
idly the deterioration of the protected ħarbor by shoaling; no doubt also the 
deposit in the harbor of sedimentary matter and refuse from the bay and 
from streams and sewersof the town of Wilmington and of San Pedro would 
lead to a still more rapid aione 

Unfortunately at San Pedro the breakwater had to be either connected 
with the shore or built with an opening about 1,500 feet wide to accommodate 
vessels and the shore currents. If the latter plan were adopted, the south- 
west swells—and tbey are the principal ones to p would enter 
freely and with marked and sano disturbance into harbor, striking 
at an angle against the wharves i built out to deepwater. Under such con- 
ditions the harbor could not be considered protected in any sense of the word. 
The area actually protected beyond the Fi tathom line would be very re- 
stricted and of but little value to commerce. An tion of the 
chart of this harbor accompanying House Executive Document No. 41, with 
the direction of the swell shown on it, will convince anyone of the correct- 
3 1 the serious dil in which th laced, 

e r e serious dilemma in w. ey were 
and considering it best, no doubt, to take the hazardous risk ve the Barbas 
filling ap by the action of a closed water, recommended it in order to 

e other serious alternative. 

Santa Monica, or Port Los Angeles, the conditions are favorable to easil. 
meet both of the above conditions of ocean swells and currents. There 
be ample area between the 4}-fathom low-water curve and the breakwater. 
This area is nearly a mile e, sufficient for handling vessels in and out of 
the wharves and at the same time admit of the ancho: and maneuvering 
in the harbor, if „ofa number of vı 

The pr area between the 4}-fathom curve and a breakwater built 
on the 9-fathom curve and 8,250 feet long, as designed by the board of 1891, is 
over 750 acres, which would accommodate from 250 to 300 vessels at one time, 
in addition to those lying at wharves extending to the -fathom curve. It 
is of interest to know the distance from, say, the 3-fathom curve to the 4 
fathom curve, as this gives the measure of usefulness of the harbor for wharf 

ur poses for all craft, large and small. This distance averages about 1,400 
feet, and is quite uniform. The wharves might be extended, without undul: 
interfering with the harbor area, to the 5}-fathom curve, if thought 
which would give an roage length of wharf room between this curve ani 
the 3-fathom curve of about 2,800 feet, offering over a mile of wharf room on 
each wharf. The easy uniform slope seaward is one of the advantages of 
this harbor. Westward of the end of the breakwater there is a free open 
space three-fourths of a mile wide for navigation and the unobstructed 
movement of the ocean currents. 

San Pedro the conditions are not as advantageous; the shore line is not 
parallel to the breakwater and the mouth of the river, and the jetties re- 
—— to maintain a channel of about 16 feet into an inner harbor of restricted 

ions occupy much of the useful area a considerable part of the 
shore line. 
* * * * * * * 
At Port Los Angeles the distance from the shore say, the 4j-fathom 
curve is uniformly about one-half a mile and over A 5 build- 
ing wharves the entire length behind the breakwater. At San Pedro it is 
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one-half to five-eighths of a mile at the westerly end of the har bor, but about 
1g miles along the easterly portion, furnishing a convenient distance for 
et construction at only one point where the Southern Pacific has built 
its wharf. 
That the conditions for Leg aii os the wharves at Port Los Angeles are 
much more favorable than at San Pedrois shown by the two wharvesalready 
the Southern Pacific Company. At San Pedro the 
piles had to be placed in openings blasted into the rocky bottom by dynamite; 


ground for anchors, the material bein, clay, gravel in * — 59 shore, 
es, whenever for any 


The borings for a deep-water wharf at San Pedro showed generally about 
the same kind of material, after getting out beyond the rocky bottom of the 
shoal areas near the shore. There are, however, areas of roae bottom in 
deep water, the material lying in ridges, which is dangerousholding ground, 
as has been shown at various times by the breaking of ground tackle and by 
the unusual strength and weight of t used by vessels doing businessat San 


ro. 

It will be seen by an examination of Executive Document No, 41, report of 
the board of 1892, that the breakwater ag at San Pedro is and neces- 
sarily must be located entirely outside of the protection of Point Firmin, and 
that in fact the entire deep-water harbor is in the ocean outside of that point. 


* + + * * * * 


The location at Santa Monica was the result of a long and careful examina- 
tion, with ings, borings, and observation, and study of wind and wave 
conditions. The result of these studies, the accessibility of approaches to 
deep water, and the short rail haul to Los Angeles were the principal rea- 
sons for establishing an ocean terminalat this point. The wharf is oe of the 
most substantial and convenient in the United States. The approaches to 
this harbor are convenient, not only for the Southern Pacific, but for any 
other road. There is ample width of foreshore above high water under the 
bluff for several tracks, The owners of this property along the shore were 
not willing that any one road should have the entire ownership, and, there- 
Ya ered sold only 5 to W eee 8 The 

ight-of-way maps an © photograp e vicinity show plenty of room 
for several 8 the entire distance. This feature is discussed further 
on, more in detail, in the review of the report of the boards. 

‘The wharf has been built since the second board of engineers made its 
character, I ob- 


In ay es the building of a breakwater at San 
plish w esires: 
there and the business would still go to Port Los Angeles, and a b: ater 
would ultimately have to be built there. 


* * + * * * * 


Whichever point is selected for a protected harbor, a break water is required. 
A wharf into deep water would be an unsafe berth for vessels in a south- 
wester, and at other times, under unusually severe conditions of the rag 
would be inconvenient to handle cargoes or to hold vessels 5 of the 
wharf, The fact that there has been no necessity for vessels to away from 
the wharf at Port Los Angeles during the last year is to its advantage, but 
it can not be proven from this that the necessity will not exist in the future. 

After a comparison of conditions and a careful examination and a close 
study of the reports of the two boards, and taking into consideration the im- 

rtant fact of the existence of anocean terminal pier, with large and conven- 

t facilities at Port Los An; and of the 9 of none at any other 

int, I am of the opinion that the breakwater to form a fully protected har- 
For akould be built there in preference to any other point. 

* 


* * * * * + 
There is no question in my mind about the stability of a properly designed 
and constructed breakw: les. 


ater at Port Los Ange 
i character 


of the engineers composing the two 
boards, for whom Ihave great either from personal or professional 


acquaintance, I am of the opinion t they based their conclusions ona mis- 


under my observation. í 

Refe: to the facts as I have given them, and supplementing them where 
necessary 15 some of less importance, I desire now, with the probability of 
some repetition, to briefly review some of the features of the reports of the 


boards. 

First. The board of 1892 ignored the current and drift conditions amg the 
shore, as above fully stated, or rather they did not believe the sil of the 
harbor to any great extent would result from a continuous b ater 
connected with the shore. 


They differed with the board of 1891 in this, and I think they were inerror. 

Second. The board of 1882 confused the direction of the wind with that of 
the swell, and calculated protected or unprotected areas in the two localities 
according to wind directions rather than swell directions, and te the pren: 
dice of both points, 1 Santa Monica. In this also they differed 
from the board of 1891, and again I think erroneously. ` 

It reqnires detailed reference to understand this. In House Executive 
Document No. 41, page 18, of the report of the board of 1892 they compared 
exposures by using direction of wind rather than swells, although they copied 
statements from the report of the board of 1891 and from the statement of 

s rge Davidson, both of which statements are emphatic in the oppo- 
site direction (see Executive Document No. 41, page 7, lines 13 to 20, and 
104, where Professor Davidson states, “In our southeasters the swell of the 
Pacific comes from the „ f 

rience at the new wharf at Port Los Angeles since the report of the 

board of 1892 was made confirms the above statement. The very heavy swells 
come from a southwesterly direction, moving toward the coast about north 
30° east (magnetic course), while the direction of the ordinary swell is about 
north 54° east (magnetic). These directions are from careful observations 
at Port Los Angeles wharf. 

In designating a breakwater the location should take into consideration 
both of these ections and be placed so that it would offer the largest 
amount of protection. 

By using wind, not swell direction, from the southeast to determine the 


ted area behind a breakwater at Santa Monica the board of 1892 erred 


Sipser the prejudice of this harbor, making the area 221 acres, while from 
careful survey of Port Los Angeles made in 1593,and basing the calcula- 
tions on the le of the breakwater designed for Santa Monica by the board 
of 1891, and placing it in 9 fathoms, I find a protected area of 750 acres between 
the 4}-fathom curve and the breakwater. 

While it may possibly be a matter of no great importance, as sug- 
gested by the board of 1892, to build in the most economical location, yet, as 
the largest estimate given by the board of 1892 for Santa Monica might be 
used to the prejudice of that location and has been so used, it is necessary to 
refer to estimates. 

The board of 1891 made a difference in favor of San Pedro of about $700,000— 
81.8433. 440 at Santa Monica and poner at San Pedro—which seemed to be a 
matter of importance tothe Chief of Engineers (see Executive Document 
No. 39, page 2). Mr. Hood, in his statement before the board of 1892 (see Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 41, page 108), showed that this difference was due to 
the fact that the former board had not discovered the and most eco- 
nomical position for a breakwater in Santa Monica Bay, and that had they 
done so Aars was no doubt of the estimates having been in favor of Port Los 
Angeles. The board of 1892 admits the fact of the lesser volume of work at 
Port Los Angeles, but the estimate turns out to be in favor of San Pedro, 
caused by changing the position of the breakwater at San Pedro, bringing a 
considerable of it into lesser depths than Lage gmt by the former boar 
and the adoption, unwisely, I think, of a section of breakwater only about 7 
per cent of that of the former board. Even assuming this new section and 
new location to be correct, the estimate ought not to be used in 3 it 
with the cost of one at Santa Monica, which was in deeper water and a 
much larger section. 

Fourth. The board of 1892 have made their breakwater the weakest where 
it ought to be the strongest, and that is at the extreme low-water line on 
the sea side. From that point to extreme high water, about 8 feet, and 
above that to the top of the work, about 10 feet—18 feet in all—they have 
2 a slope practically 1 on 1—45°. A of rubblestone breakwater 
of this steepness could not 88 stand, even while building the break- 
water. The return waves of the swells would continually drag the stones 
down until they had formed a stable slope of not less than 2 on 1, probabi; 
21 on 1, as designed by the of 1891. If this slope which the 1591 boar 
applied to Santa Monica had been applied by the board to San Pedro it 
would have considerably exceeded in volume the Port Los Angeles break- 
water and consequently cost more. 

* * * * * s 


* 
Fifth. It will not be practicable to use the inner face of the breakwater for 


tracks and wharves, as proposed by the board of 1802. The waves will very 
often break with violence over the 8 of the work. 
Sixth. In Executive Document No. 41, page 11, second ph, the board 


of 1882 state that the wharf at Santa Monica belonging to the Southern Pacific 
Company was remoy RAS y on account of its at sori to the 
western swell.” I have inquired into this matter, and find that it was re- 
moved because it was old, worm-eaten, and rous. 

Seventh. The board of 1892 objects to the opening designed by the board of 
1891 at San Pedro, on the ground that it would be dangerous to vessels, and 
refers to the faet of an increase in wrecks at Tynemouth by the building of 
jetties there. As the United States Government, since the construction of 
the South Pass jetties, has been, and is now, building them at several points, 
it is safe to assume that the dangers to navigation their construction are 
not excessive. The 5 the mouth of the Mississi ppi jetties is only 
one-half that design by board of 1891 for San Pedro, and wrecks are 
almost unknown at the South Pass, even though the commerce is very large. 

The statement made by the board in to 
misinformation. The engineer who has been in 
inception stated a year e — 

comparison of the casualties that have occurred during the last thirty 
years to the present time to vessels actually entering, sare gig to enter, 
or leaving the Tyne shows the result of the successful effect of the 
and entrance works, which I believe to be ee or unsurpassed in 
ar other harbor improvement works in the poom or elsewhere.” 

ighth. The detailed discussion of the board of 1892 in Executive Document 
No. 41, page 21, about the cost of royalty and hauling stone, where, they say. 
“the contractors and the Government are at the mercy of the railway. 3 
may be at once r of by reference to the statement already made as to 
the royalty from the land quarries not exceeding 12} cents per cubic yard, 
which is guaranteed by Mr. Huntington, president of the Southern Pacific 
Company, and by the guaranty also given by him that the rate shall not 
exceed one-half a cent per ton per mile from either quarry—that is, 25 cents 
per ton from the Chatsworth sandstone quarry and 374 cents from the Declez 
granite quarry, the distance of the latter being 75 miles. 

Ninth. I must decidedly dissent from the board of 1892 in the condemnation 
of the trestle method of building the work. Iam very confident of its entire 
success. I have no doubt that the Southern Pacific Company would allow the 
use of the tracks on its wharf for this purpose and the extension of it straight 
out to the breakwater in the shape of a substantial double-track trestle. On 
reaching the breakwater location it could be made to conform by a curve to 
the line of the work, and both ends of the breakwater could be under con- 
struction at the same time. The extremities of the wharf would be quite 
well protected as soon as the breakwater was well under way, and that 
tion of iton the line of the work would be strengthened py damping the 8 
around the piles to form the base of the breakwater. e sea bottom is ex- 
cellent for holding ground for piles, and if the trestle is properly built and 
well braced laterally it is not likely to be disturbed. 

The board hasalluded (see Executive Document No. 41, page 21) tothe 
breakwater at ee 3 from barges. The may have 

t in from barges, but the work above water was built froma N track 
rom shore to the extreme end in the sea. I know this to be the fact from a 
personal inspection of the work with the engineer, and from having walked 
or ridden on a rubble car its entire length. At Ymuiden, Amsterdam, the 
eet was employed, also at the mouth of the Maas, at least for all the top 
work. 

Iam confident from experience, examination, and study of wave conditions 
that the trestle plan is better by far. 

Tenth. In Executive Document No. 41, page 21, the board of 1892 states that 
the Catalina route has unlimited aray and the railroad route limited 
capacity: and on o 82 they do not consider it necessary to investigate in 
detail the trestle method by which the work is to be connected with the shore, 
“because it is based upon an assumption which must be regarded as inadmis- 
sible, that the 8 is 52 Pa, 1 onne ra 2 days,” 
requiring “a quarry output of? cubic yards per workin, FE 

e stated that from the two quarries available 000 tons per 
day, about 3,700 cubic ges can be easily quarried, loaded, hauled, and un- 
loaded. 1 have no doubt of it whatever, Iam satisfied that the railroad 
company would agree to do this, or even more, if it had the contract with 
this requirement. 

Eleventh. In order to settle some of the important questions discussed un- 
favorably for Santa Monica, or Port Los Angeles, by the board of 1892, and 
to form my own judgment by appeal to the highest authority in the matter, 


Tealled on Mr. Huntington, president of the Southern Pacific Company, in 
San Franci ed him to give you, through me, a definite guaranty 


cisco, and ask 
in 1 b to 
(1) The royalty on the stone from the land quarries controlled by his com- 
es toreach the harbor 
tracks or right of way 


* * * 


ness to 


necessary. * 
* * * 
Jean now assure you on all these points. 
Mr. FRYE. I will also, immediately following that, print a 
résumé by Mr. Corthell. 
SANTA MONICA OR SAN PEDRO? 


First. Santa Monica (Port Los Angeles) is a deep indentation of the coast 
line 12 miles inland from the headlands. San Pedro is a headland itself and 
the dike must necessarily be in the open ocean beyond it. 

The sea slope at Santa Monica is gentle; that at San Pedro is steep. 
The 8 wayne are modified by the Santa Monica slope, but are not by the 
San Pedro slope. 

Third, The ante back of Santa Monica Canyon (Port Los Angeles) is high, 
deadening the winds for some distance seaward as they approach the shore; 
it also protects the harbor from violent northerly winds. The headland on 
the southeast of Santa Monica furnishes some protection against the south- 
east winter storm winds. At San Pedro none of these three conditions exist, 
and the winter winds would blow directly into the harbor, eyen if a break- 
water were built. 

Fourth. The drift of sand along the shore by the ocean currents would soon 
shoal a protected harbor formed by a dike connected with the shore at San 
Pedro, and should an opening to avoid this be left in the dike it would let in 
the great ocean swell, to the age of shipping. At Santa Monica the dike 
is el to these shore currents and would cause no deposit, nor would 
bt es built on piles, as has been proven by experience at the great pier 

ere. 


Fifth. The holding ground at Santa Monica is clay, sand, and gravel; at San 
Pedro there are large rocky areas. 3 

Sixth. There is no >e for a suitable railroad track under the wave-washed 
bluff at San Pedro. at Santa Monica there is ample room for a dozen. 

Seventh. At San Pedro one railroad company owns nearly the entire a 
paon to the protected harbor, and also nearly all the land oining it. At 

ta Monica the same railroad owns only a 50.-foot right of way, and there 
remains from 100 feet to 150 feet above high water for other railroads. This 
company, 8 has offered to allow other roads to use its facilities on a 
reasonable ren 

Eighth. There is now a pier at Santa Monica costing. with its ng Saige 
f 000, where the largest vessels transact their business. At San Pedro 

ere is nothing whatever in the way of harbor facilities, 

Ninth. Experience has proven that the favorable conditions at Santa 
Monica make it entirely practicable to load and unload vessels in almost any 
weather without inconvenience or 3 2 

Tenth. Most of the ocean business is between Los Angeles and San Fran- 
ciscoand Fer pa northerly points. Santa Monica is 35 miles nearer these points 


t at San Pedro and not at Santa Monica the pe Sonnan 
onica. 


Twelfth. There is no doubt that the opposition to Santa Monica is fomented 
by local interests at San Pedro—real-estate reasons and the opposition of the 
Los Angeles Terminal Railway, a small railroad on the east side of Wilming- 
ton Harbor, which, however, can not reach a protected harbor at San Pedro 
without 5 only navigable channel there by a draw bridge. 

Thirteenth. e cost of a breakwater at Santa Monica, as now located, 
will be less than one on a similar cross section at San Pedro, the latter being 
$2,885,824, the former $2,848,000. 

I am now obliged to read some. The engineer of the Southern 
Pacific, as was stated yesterday, is Mr. Hood, and the Senator 
from California [Mr. WHITE] and no one else attacks his skill as 
an engineer. I propose to read this because it is a communication 
made to Mr. Huntington after the second board of engineers made 
their report. It is a communication which Mr. Hood never sup- 
posed would be brought to the attention of a committee of Con- 

ess. He never supposed it would be read in the United States 

te. He never supposed it would be seen by anybody but his 

employer, Mr. Huntington, and therefore his statements will be 

taken as conclusive of his opinions. It is dated February 6, 1893. 
O. P. HUNTINGTON, Esq., President. 


DEAR Sin: I have carefully read Executive Document No. 41, Fifty-second 
ess, second session, December 6, 1892, containing the report of the board 

of engineer officers of the United States Army as to the proposed deep- 
water harbor at San Pedro or Santa Monica bays. $ 
e aed natural that the desire of this board of engineers should be to 


su in 1 agreeing with the Br ea of the former board of 
engineers, published in Executive Document No. 39, Fifty-second Congress, 


7 session, December 19, 1891, that the San Pedro site near Point Firmin, is 
@ proper one. 
71 in wall known to those residing in California who have taken any inter- 
est in the matter, the examinations by the last board of engineers, AE pina 
in Executive Document No. 41, were chiefly confined to the taking of ver 
and written testimony presented dogger parties, most of whom are inter- 
ested in the several proposed harbor sites, and to a study of the existing 
Coast Survey charts, and principally to a study of report of the former en- 
eer board, contained in Executive Document No. 39, together with some 
ing excursions to various points in Pedro and Santa Monica bays. 
So far as I can learn, but one source of rock supply was examined (Cold 
Water Canyon), and in fact practically almost no independent work was done 
by the board in obtaining knowledge of physical facts. 


It must be remembered that this is written to Mr. Huntington; 
not to be read in the United States Senate. 


This is somewhat disappointing, as the $10,000 8 for their use, 
together with the time allowed. from July 27 to November 1, 1892, had sug- 
ted the expectation that some new and useful information would be o 

ined py the board of engineers and made public through the regular 
channe 

There are some points in Executive Document No. 41, and also as compared 
with Executive Document No. 39, that seem worthy of notice. Quoting Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 41 es 5, “The location of such a harbor should be 
determined principally with reference to the convenient ample accommo- 
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d shape their course to equall 
the coast situated within 20 or D 


ation would seem to be the proper con- 
ving ate in locating a harbor; and all parties are obliged to admit that 
Santa Monica best accommodated the coastwise navigation. 

As to cost of construction being a matter of secondary importance, the 
proposition is certainly a novel one, and does not seem to be concurred in by 
the Chief of Engineers, Brig. Gen. Thomas Lincoln Casey, in Executive Docu- 
ment No. 39, page 2, where special weight is given to the estimated difference 
of cost for the same arcs of protection in favor of San Pedro of $700,000. As 
shown in Executive Document No. 41, page 108, this difference of cost in favor 
of San Pedro as reported by the former board was due to their not having 
discovered the cheapest and best position for a breakwater in Santa Monica 
Bay, and had the overed it their report would, no doubt, have been in 


favor of Santa Monica us regards cost of construction. This is prac- 


tically admitted in Executive Document No. 41, 23, lines 6 and 7. 
Tus report of cost of breakwater at San Pedro in Executive Document No. 
41 has been made to be less that of any site heretofore considered, in- 


cluding the _breakwater in San Monica Bay, near Santa Monica 
Canyon, by the following methods: 

The plan of the position of the San Pedro breakwater has been changed 
from that recommended by the former board in Executive Document No. 39 
in such a way as to bring a considerable part of the breakwater into much 
less depths than before proposed. This involves the closing of the formerly 
proposed western entrance and also introduces some uncertainties as to 
whether the harbor will be shoaled or not, from the effects of the obstructed 
west shore current. 

In addition the new board have adopted a breakwater cross section much 
smaller than that erg bart by the former board in Executive Document No. 39, 
and which is related to it at a depth from top of breakwater to bed of the 
ocean at a depth of 60 feet as 5,282.45 is to 6,825, or but about 76 per cent. Al- 
though this new cross section may be a proper one, it certainly accounts, in 
connection with the new proposed ition of breakwater, for the low esti- 
mate of quantity of rock and cost of breakwater as given in Executive Docu- 
ment No. 41, page 26, but this estimate should not be used in dete 
8 cost in 5 hae 6 Cra a at — ig Sarg Bay, 
which are computed on the basis of the cross section proposed e former 
board in Executive Document No. 39. * 


Referring to Executive Document No. 41, page 17, advantages for arrival 
and departure, as regards coasting trade, the only article considered is lum- 
ber from northern ports, and the report says:“ This difference (of 25 miles 


in favor of Santa Monica) in distance is, however, not sufficient to affect the 
coast transportation, and a few hours difference of time is not a matter of 
importance for this class of freight.” 

e other classes of coastwise freight and the steamer passenger travel 
are not mentioned, and for them the Santa Monica site presents great ad- 
vantages, and the opinion of the board that there is no essential difference 
as reparan advantages for arrival and departure” would seem to be un- 


foun 
Executive Document No. 41, page 17, adyan for shelter and handling 
freight, the comparison of anchorages shelte; at the several ater 


sites is curious in that it 


ves the San Pedro site the greater sheltered an- 
chorage area by taking in! 


the comparison of the sites all areas to 6 feet of 
water as “ancho; 


Certainly all an orage between 27 or 30 feet of water and 6 feet depth 
should hardly be considered as anchorage in a deep-water harbor proposition. 


And he goes entirely through with the report with these criti- 
cisms and suggestions. I will print the remainder of the com- 
munication without reading further: 


The useful anchorage with 30 feet or more of water, called deep-water 
3 by the board, shows in Executive Document No. 41 as 339 acres as 
against 479 acres at the ta Monica Canyon breakwater site. 

The remark on 18 and 19 of Executive Document No. 41, “In Santa 
Monica Harbor the inner anchorage will be very much diminished by the 
wharves, which must extend completely across it to reach deep water. This 
is not the case to the same extent in the San Pedro Harbor," is interesting, 
first, because it is difficult to see the objection to diminishing or obstructing 
altogether the shoal-water RUCHOERES, and second, because such anchorage 
will be obstructed in San Pedro Harbor as much as in Santa Monica Harbor 
if any individuals or corporations can be found with money enough to build 
the very long wharves required to reach the 5-fathom curve at Ban Pedro 
breakwater, which very long wharves are required to utilize the protectep 
area at all points except at the extreme western part of the protected area, 
where there is room for one wharf to be built out with about the same len; 
from shore to deep water as is required at the Santa Monica breakwater site. 

Executive Document No. 41, page 18: . To compare exposures, it is assumed 
that so much of the anchorage area as lies to the north of the southeast and 
northwest lines drawn through the ends of the breakwater is not fully cov- 
ered from the heavy swells.” 

This proposition entirely ignores the statement copied from the report of 
the former board, Executive Document No. 41, page 7, lines 13, 20; also the 
testimony of Prof. Boorse Davidson, United States Coast and GeodeticSurvey, 
Executive Document No. 41, page 104, in which he agen In our southeasters 
the swell of the Pacific comes which testimon 
ferred to in Executive Document No. 41, page 7, and which our experience in 
two heavy storms from the southeast this winter, while building the wharf 
near Santa Monica Canyon, confirms the very heavy swells which would make 
a aup pe to break from her moorings, having come squarely from the 
southwest. * 

The breakwater site at Santa Monica Canyon is a complete protection from 
this swell, as is shown by a glance at the chart in Executive Document No. 41, 
and the statement on page 18 that it had but 221 acres protected is misleading. 
It has, in fact, 994 acres protected from this swell, of which 479 acres is seer 
water anchorage, which seems the only part of the anchorage worth co! — 
ering at any of the proposed harbor sites. 

Regarding the third paragraph on 18, Executive Document No. 41, 
comparing the two Santa Monica Bay harbor sites—the statement as to nar- 

d approach for wharves at the Santa Monica Canyon breakwater site, 
and that access to it could not be had except at great poe to parties en- 
gaged in land transportation—I can only account for such a statement from 

ir imperfect examination by the board, as there is well known to be room 
for convenient access, 
e Santa Monica Canyon site has the important advantage of being pro- 
tected from the occasional severe northwest winds by the Cahuenga Moun- 
tains, which are so efficient a protection that no perceptible increase of 


rom the southwest,” is re- 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL: RECORD—SENATE. 


5099 


ordinary waves can be noticed during such a wind at the Santa Monica 
Canyon site, while at the site between ta Monica and Bellona the waves 
from such a wind are perceptibly heavier and the interior of the breakwater 
is entirely exposed to them, and farther down the coast at Redondo the wharf 
was badly wrecked by the effects of such a northwest wind during the fall 
of 1892, while there was nothing at the Santa Monica Canyon site the same aay 
to prevent the construction of the new wharf there from going on as us 

e remarks in fifth ewar. le of page 18, Executive Document No. 41, as 
to the landing facilities in ta Monica harbor sites being entirely within 
the exposed area, are based on the same misunderstanding as to the facts of 
the case by the last board of engineers, as above referred to, as to the direc- 
tion of heavy swell during southeasters. 

The former board, reporting in Executive Document No. 39, understood 
this matter better and veal pag no such imaginary difficulties. 

es for breakwater construction which the new 
criti on e 22, Executive Document No. 41, it is hardly to be de- 
a manner, and the opinion of the former board is in favor 
of a trestle method of construction, per page 9, Executive Document No. 39. 

So far as the possibility of constructing a breakwater in nine hundred 
workin , the new board seems to consider it impossible to 
do this, use it involves handling and delivery of 140 loaded cars of rock 
daily. or, as they express it, “a length of at least 1 mile of loaded cars.“ 

It must be that the members of the board are not experienced in transpor- 
tation by rail, as there would be no possible difficulty in 3 this num- 
ber of cars daily, as any railroad man knows. It may very possibly be that 
the construction of the breakwater would require a longer time than nine 
hundred working days if appropriations for the work were made in the usual 
manner. 

Lagree entirely with the last paragraph in page 22, Executive Document 
No. 41, “that there is no increased cost of large stone over small stones with 

roper 3 excepting in the fact that the large stone above the water 

evel has to be carefully placed, at increased cost over the dumping of the 
rock to be used below the water level.” 

There is an item of uar ying the large stone, however, that makes it cost 
more than Seb Sam 8 the smaller stone, viz, at the time the large stone is 
required for the facing of the upper portion of the breakwater there would 
be no available use for the smaller stone; and as any ordinary quarry will de- 
velop a large percentage of small rock ene with the large rock required, 
there would reauire to be many more cubic yards of rock quarried than 
would be obtained in large pieces and the smaller rock would have to be re- 
moved to keep the quarry clear, thus making the cost of quarrying the large 
rock more expensive than that of hapa? Aap rock for the portion of the b: č- 
water under water, which could be built o 3 and small rock as it hap- 
pened to come in the quarrying, within certain limitations of size. 

The remark at top of page 28, Executive Document No. 41, is not exact as 
a comparison of breakwater areas as along their axes, and should be supple- 
mented by the statement that the length of the pro edro curved 

roposed breakwater is 8 feet, as inst 8. eet at the Santa Monica 
Ban on breakwater, and the length of the 5-fathom line protected from the 
southwest swells by the San Pedro breakwater is about 9,900 feet, as against 
the same atthe Santa Monica Canyon breakwater of about 9,200 feet. 

As to the capacity for defense, page 23, Executive Document No. 4l, it 
would be very interesting to know the reasons in detail for this conclusion. 

In regard to the proposition to use the breakwater at San P. for a rail- 
way constructed along it from the shore and wharves projected along it from 
the inner face of the breakwater, Executive Document No. 41, e 18, para- 

aph 4—the maintenance of a railway on a rock embankment in about 9 

athoms of water, with the embankment but 10 feet above high water, will 
certainly be a novelty, and an interesting one during the prevalence of south- 
west swells accompanying a southeasterly gale. 

The construction of wharves along this inner face of the breakwater will 
be excessively expensive. the water being from 56 to 62 feet deep at high 
tide along the most useful part of this inner face. 

The problem of getting a railway to the shore end of the San Pedro break- 
water would be a serious one, the entire shore from the breakwater to Fir- 
min Point at San Pedro inner harbor being an essentially rocky bluff from 
50 to 60 feet high, washed by a depth of several feet of water at high tide, 
which bluff makes the building of any wharves into the sheltered harbor 
from the table-land above an expensive matter for construction, mainte- 
nance, and operation. 

The difficulties are serious enough to raise the question as to whether the 
proposed harbor if built at San Pedro would ever be used for age | di- 
rect from vessels to wharves at all in the near future, but rather find its 
only usefulness as a harbor of refuge and safe anchor for deep-sea vessels, 
their cond, har being lightered into the inner harbor and unloaded at present 
wharves in the same manner as at present, at great expense. 

This feature of a rocky bluff shore throughout the protected anchorage at 
San Pedro breakwater site, with no dry land whatever between the foot of 
the bluff and the ocean at high tide, coupled with the great distance between 
the 5-fathom line and the shore Throughout most of the protected area 
(ranging from about three-eighths of a mile at the extreme west end of 
the breakwater to 11 miles from Firmin Point to the 5-fathom line opposite 
the easterly end of the breakwater) would raise the question whether the 
agar ee ty of building wharves at San Pedro from the shore to and beyond 

e 5-fathom line in the proposed protected area had been considered at 
pore as various boards of engineers who have reported upon the break- 
water sites, 

e Prof. George Davidson's memorandum, Executive Document 
No.4 pago 105, Santa Monica Bay, his experience on the West Beach” was 
evidently west of Santa Monica yon,a short distance beyond which point 
to the westward the bluffs reach to 8 high water, and the beach is 
often impracticable for wagons in ordinary high tides without storms. 

There is no record of any such wave action as he speaks of at the Santa 
Monica Canyon breakwater site and from there toward Santa Monica. 

Regarding the 3 submitted to the board and appended to Executive 
Document No. 41, the only one signed by a large number of merchants of 
large capital is evidently the one in favor of Santa Monica, on pages 112, 113. 


Yours, respectfully, 
ti d WILLIAM HOOD, Chief Engineer. 


Mr. President, Santa Monica is an old story. In the river and 
harbor act of 1882 we provided for a commission to make an ex- 
amination of Santa Monica Harbor, and Colonel Mendell was 
assigned to the duty of making the examination. I have his re- 
pori, page 2209. It is dated“ United States Engineer Office, San 

rancisco, Cal., November 22, 1882,” and I want Senators to hear 
what he says, because he was chairman of the first board, the re- 
8 of which has been cited here as in favor of San Pedro. 

lonel Mendell says: 

Los Angeles is the prince town in southern California. It now enjoys 


great prosperity and 0 rapidly. It is supposed to have a ulation 
EN wid than 18000 and jes than 20,000. i 


days is concern 


It is 100,000 to-day. That was in 1882. 
It is 18 miles distant in an easterly direction from Santa Monica, and is con- 
nected by a railroad. Santa Monic ‘s the point of the coast nearest to Los 
Angeles, It is 3 of a few hundred inhabitants, e situated, 
facing the sea, on a table-land 60 or 70 feet above the sea level. 
A detailed hydro; "pie survey of the bay was completed in 1876 by a 
0 


under the comman Lieut. Commander H. C. Seylon United States Navy, 
assistant, United States Coast ea! Sala survey includes the 888 
t ot the landing but of the approaches. 


of the whole bay, giving not only a 
The 3 of this survey dispenses with the necessity of repeating it at 
presen 

This chart shows a depth of 3 fathoms at a quarter of a mile from shore, 
which deepens evenly to 10 fathoms at l} miles. To a depth of-30 fathoms the 
slope of the bed of the sea is about 40 feet to the mile. 


This is Colonel Mendell. Again: 


It appears from this description that Santa Monica is to the 
which approach the coast from the west and southwest. If the access 
3 waves more car Sar the pon 3 3 Neto t tere 
any capacity. As an engineering pro on, a pro, o im 
appears to be entirely feasible. A breakwater judiciously located would 
secure the result. 

An anchorage ground over which, for a width of about seven eighths of a 
mile, the water would be between 3 and 8 fathoms could be protected a 
breakwater in 8 fathoms of water. A greater width would result from the 
location of the breakwater in deeper water. The length of the structure 
would be determined by the extent of the area which it is desired to protect. 
While the project is entirely feasible, it must necessarily be costly. 


Then he says: 
Santa Monica at present has no commerce. 


Consequently he does not recommend an appropriation, butin 
the strongest terms he commits himself to the making of a per- 
fect harbor at Santa Monica by a breakwater. 

He alludes to the careful survey made by Captain Taylor. I 
am aware that the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE], with 
the shrewdness of a skillful lawyer, put Captain Taylor's state- 
ment into his speech. He thought to entomb it in the bowels of 
that speech, where no resurrection could happen to it; but I pre- 
fer, when Captain Taylor’s investigation for its thoroughness 
has been indorsed by Colonel Mendell, to put his statement into 
the case here. He says: 

A creek makes into the land at Wilmington and Sari Pedro, affording a shel- 
ter to small vessels, and expensive improvements have been carried on for 
several years by the army engineers, which have slightly benefited it, but, at 
the best that can be hoped, it can never have the accommodations of a t 
harbor. A breakwater to include sufficient area of shelter could be built, but 
it would include some shoals and rocks inside of it, and would also receive 
whatever discharge of sediment there would be from the creek. This creek 
was used in the beginning by schooners and small craft which were sufficient 
for the trade of the then unsettled country. The circumstances of its 
tion, favorable for such craft, are unfavorable for the formation of a great 
ac la such as the commerce of southern ornia now demands. 

e come now to that locality which appears specially to be favored by 
nature, Santa Monica. 

The Bay of Santa Monica is, in its combination of natural features, unique 
on the Pacific coast. Here the depth of water increases from the out- 
ward with an easy and gradual slope for several miles. 


Did the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] hear that? Captain 
Taylor says that ‘‘the depth of water increases from the beach 
outward with an easy and gradual slope for several miles”; and 
Colonel Mendell says that Captain Taylor made an exhaustive 
examination of this harbor. 


Here a breakwater can be established to inclose and shelter a capacious 
harbor, without petig in water so deep as to make its construction imprac- 
ticable or even difficult. 

The marked feature of the Pacific coast is the steep slope of the bottom as 
we move from shore to seaward. This rule has few exceptions, and it results 
that along the entire coast a breakwater to inclose a sufficient sheltered area 
yona haye to be placed in such deep water as to be impossible of construc- 


on. 

Among the few exceptions is the Bay of Santa Monica. It is a remarkable 
coincidence that the coast line in a deep curve here approaches nearer than 
at any other point to Los Angeles and to the fertile region of which it is the 


de 

The ie! of Santa Monica has along most of its shore line this quality of 
gradual deepening of the water, the bay of itself nares ocon ied by a subma- 
rine plateau unique u the Pacific coast. But cer portions ¢ the shore 
line of the bay have other advantages in addition. The town of Santa Monica 
is situated at a point on the shore near a neighboring range of mountains, 
against or toward which blow the only winds of violence. e force of the 
wind 1 a a great barrier is deadened for some distance to 
windward of such barrier, and this . 1 accounts for the well-known 
fact that the winds at Santa Monica do not blow with violence. The swell 
which rolls in at this anchorage is much modified, even inthe worst weather, 
by the effect of the large islands to seaward, and by the deep = 
tion of this portion of the bay shore. 

Ihave had considerable experience in this bay while conducting the sur- 
veys carried on there, and have lain at anchor throughall seasons of the year 
at and near Santa Monica on the Government vessel which 1 commended. I 
have never seen any weather in which a vessel could not ride at her anchors 
3 pee and but few occasions when unloading at a wharf was im- 
practicable. 


Then he goes on to argue the necessity of a great harbor and 
the absolute necessity and practicability of locating it at Santa 
Monica. Captain Taylor is now the president of the Naval War 
College at Newport. At the request of the committee I wrote to 
Captain Taylor informing him that there was to be a hearing be- 
fore the committee on such a day and asking him if he would not 
be present and give his testimony. He received the letter too late 
for the hearing. He wrote me that he would come at any time 
the committee desired, but that he must be authorized todo so by 
the Secretary of the Navy. A telegram was sent to him the next 
day, in order to save him from coming if possible, to know whether 


5100 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 12, 


or not he had changed his mind any about Santa Monica since he 

made the report, and he said in a telegram: 

BP ia advantages excellent. Natural location great port. My opinion 
ng. 


t better testimony than that? There is 
e surveys, the man under whose surveys 


Now, where can you 
the man who made all nan 
these charts were made, a man utterly indifferent. When there 
was no controversy, when there were no two sides, when there 
was no contest on the one side and no contest on the other, when no 
question was presented to the Senate and no question to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, this naval officer er his opinion selecting 
above all within 200 miles, and he familiar with every mile of it, 
Santa Monica, and giving his reasons. ) 

I received some time ago a letter from General Miles, dated 
Chicago, Ill., May 29, 1894. He is the present General of the 
United States Army. He says: 

My Dear SENATOR: I have been informed that there is a movement on 
foot to improve the harbor of Santa Monica, Cal. I desire to say that I was 
for several years in command of the De ment of Arizona, also in com- 
mand of the Division of the Pacific, and for more than two years had my 
headquarters at Los Angeles, Cal. t city is the center of communication 
and commerce for that whole Southwest ict of country, including south- 
ern California and Arizona. 1 is in 3 u road running northwest 
that will connect it with Utah. ithin 16 miles, in a direct line, is the har- 
bor of Santa Monica, which will undoubtedly be the principal port of entry 
on the southern Pacific coast. 

I have had excellent opportunity for observing the condition of the climate 
and the effect of storms in all seasons of the year, and have no hesitation in 
saying that it has many advantages to make it a very important port of en- 
try. The topographical features of the coast are such as to give, to some 
extent, natural protection, and, with the assistance that could be given toit by 
either the Government or private enterprises, will make it, in my opinion, a 
. safe harbor and good anchorage for vessels. There is sufficient 

epth of water for ships of aay ee and the pier that was built pont years 
ago and the very large and rtant one that was recently built have 
demonstrated the capacity of such constructions tostand the severest storms. 

I would recommend a liberal pink phe wre bier Government to improve 
what nature has already done, and w rivate enterprises hayo so gener- 
ously contributed far in the advance of the work which would naturally 
fall to the Government to perform, as the improvement of the harbor is of 
national importance. 

In the immediate 8 of Santa Monica there are very high and com- 


manding bluffs upon which land batteries of mortars and rifle guns could 
be placed, 


which would render the harbor easily defended. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


NELSON A. MILES, 
Major-General, United States Army. 
Hon. WILLIAM P. FRYE, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

he CAFFERY. What is the date of the letter from General 
Miles? 

Mr. FRYE. It is dated May 29, 1894. 

I had thought to cite other testimony, but Iam inclined to think 
I have presented, as well as I can, the views of the Committee on 
Commerce and that it is unnecessary for me to present any more 
testimony. But it is necessary for me to say a word in reference 
to the amendment, which seems on its face to be fair. I refer to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from California [Mr. 
Warre], in which he proposes a board who shall thoroughly in- 
vestigate these two harbors and report, and then authorizes the 
Secretary of War to construct by contract a harbor wherever the 
board may report. ; 

What objection have I to that proposition? Ido not believe 
there is more than one chance in ten of any board now reporting 
in favor of San Pedro. Why notacceptit, then, and take my nine 
chances? Because I dare not trust that one chance in ten. Why 
not? Because if that chance should be taken you would be throw- 
ing away $3,000,000. You might just as well dump it into the 
Pacitic Ocean. Before that board can make its report the $392,000 
provided in the pending bill for the inside harbor at San Pedro 
will be expended; the inside harbor will have 18 feet of water at 
low water, and the outside harbor, with the inside harbor at San 
Pedro, is an absolute EENG 

Mr. PASCO. I suggest to the Senator from Maine that the ap- 

iation for the inside harbor might in the meantime be sus- 
Boa to await the report of the board. Then the objection he 
su ts would be obviated. 

. FRYE. I suggested to the Senator from California [Mr. 
Waite] that both of these items should be stricken out of the bill 
and that we risk the future in relation to the harbors, and he re- 

y declined the proposition. They insist upon the inside 
harbor; they insist upon that appropriation, and I say I do not 
believe any member of the Committee on Commerce can be found 
other A than the Senator from California who will assert 
that after the improvement is made in the inside harbor at San 
Pedro there is any necessity, so far as that commerce is concerned, 
of any outside harbor at all at that point. 

Then, again, Mr. President, I think that Senators know some- 
thing about Mr. Huntington. He has made his deliberate choice, 
has he not, between San Pedro and Santa Monica? He has sacri- 
ficed a million dollars or more in making it. Do you su he 
is going to change back again to San Pedro? Does any Senator 
kee that he is not going to have a great harbor at Santa 


Mr. VEST. Will my friend allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. I understand the Senator to state that if the engi- 
neers secure the depth of water which moy say they can secure by 
the expenditure of $392,000 upon the inside harbor at San Pedro 
it is absurd to contemplate the construction or making of an out- 
side harbor? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. Is that because the inside harbor would answer all 
the demands of commerce when so improved? 

Mr. FRYE. All of the demands of commerce that ever would 
come to San Pedro. The great commerce of the Orient is coming 
to Santa Monica. That Southern Pacific Railroad Company is at 
Santa Monica; its pier, costing $1,000,000, is at Santa Monica, 
That commerce, the Senator from California said, was to be cre- 
ated by ‘‘oneman.” That one man is there at Santa Monica; -he 
is not going to go back to San Pedro. : 

Mr. VEST. the Senator will permit me, the citizens of Los 
Angeles—and that is a city which is behind both these improve- 
ments, so tos , if you eliminate Mr. Huntington and the South- 
ern Pacific Railroad and his steamship line there—the citizens of 
Los Angeles who were before our committee said that they were 
deeply interested in an outside harbor in the vicinity of that city, 
because they had commenced with the idea that Los Angeles was 
to be the entrepôt for this continent, instead of San Francisco, of 
the eastern commerce, of China and Japan and Asia generally. 
Now, there is but 3 miles difference in distance between Santa 
Monica and San Pedro to Los Angeles, as I stated yesterday that 
it is a triangle, on one side with San Pedro, 3 miles longer than 
the side to Santa Monica. The ope interest, leaving out Mr. 
Huntington’s personal interest and that of his company, withthe 
people of Los Angeles and southern California is to secure an out- 
side harbor at a port which is to receive this Asiatic commerce, 
If, then, either of these pointscan be made that entrepôt, it 1 0 
becomes a question of N which is the cheaper. As [ under- 
stand the Senator from Maine to say—and I believe it tobe true 
with $392,000 and a 8 and intelligent improvement of 
the inside harbor at San Pedro we can secure what these wit- 
nesses claimed they were desirous of obtaining. 

Now, if Mr. Huntington—and I am frank to say from all I have 
heard and know of him, that I believe the Senator from Maine is 
right—if Mr. ay fer Dee chooses for his own purposes and those 
of the Southern Pacific Railroad Company to go on and construct 
his outside harbor at Santa Monica, he has the unquestioned right 
to do it; and I hope that he will do it, because, of course, two out- 
side harbors would be better than one. But the point with me is 
the expenditure of the money of the people of the United States, 
and if we can obtain an outside harbor and all the benefits of an 
outside harbor at San Pedro by improving the inside harbor for 
$392,000, it saves the difference between that and $3,000,000 at that 

int alone. Besides that, $3,000,000 expended, if done by Mr. 

untington at Santa Monica, is no charge at all upon the Treasury 
of the United States. 

Iam perfectly willing, if the Senate comes to the conclusion 
against my judgment, that this outside harbor should be laced 
at one point or the other, to risk the judgment of another board, 
eliminating the member from the Corps of Engineers for the rea- 
sons I gave yesterday, and I am willing to make this appropria- 
tion contingent absolutely on the report of that board. 

Mr. FR I should not have said ten words more if the 
Senator had not interrupted me. 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator’s pardon for ees ag him. 

Mr. FRYE. When I said that no one who knew Mr. Manting. 
ton doubted that the deep-water harbor would be at Santa Monica, 
I said it without fear, because I did not believe that a man, a 
United States Senator, would take advantage of the fact that he 
believed that Mr. Huntington would build a harbor which it was 
the 8 the United States to build, and let Mr. Huntington 
do it. e is as much entitled, with the commerce which he 
creates, to the protection of the United States and to the appro- 

riation of moneys for rivers and harbors as is any man or any 
y of men. Whil e I stated boldly that I had no doubt that he 
would do it, I did it only because I did not believe that a United 
States Senator would, on account of thatstatement, declare,“ Well, 
then, let him do it, and we will save 83,000,000.“ That is too 
small a thing to charge to a United States Senator. 

Mr. President, those are the reasons why I object to this pro- 
posed new board. We have had this fight at any rate, the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. Vest], one of the old members of the com- 
mittee, and I have had this fight—on our hands for years. We 


wish to be divested of it, never to hear from it again. 

I hope that the Senate, for the reasons given, will vote down 
the amendment which the Senator from California has proposed 
and will agree to the amendment reported by the committee, and 
that this contest will be ended. 

I thank the Senate for the 
tened to me and apologize to 


tience with which they have lis- 
em for the wearying of them. 
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Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, the discussion has taken an ex- 
ceedingly wide range. I thought I had some knowledge of the 
coast of California and of the wishes of the people of that State, 
but I must admit that I have been somewhat mystified by the dis- 
cussion which has taken place during the past three or four days 
upon the floor of the Senate. : 

I find in examining the report of the Committee on Commerce 
that it gives evidence of great labor and great research, and con- 
tains a fund of information obtained by that committee, which is 
entitled to the thanks of the Senate and of the people of our coun- 


7 notice that there are about 400 different r made 
for the improvement of harbors, of rivers, of estuaries, and of 
lakes, and for the removal of bars at the entrance of harbors. I 
notice that these 400 appropriations are divided among 36 States 
of the Union, and that embraced in these appropriations are three 
great rivers, the Mississippi, the Missouri, and the Ohio, 

I also find in looking at the estimates made that almost every 
one of the recommendations of the committee and every one of 
the proposed appropriations, with, perhaps, the single exception 
of the one now under discussion, was made upon the estimates 
and recommendations of the United States Government engineers. 
It would have been a herculean task—it would have been prac- 
tically impossible for the committee to have intelligently arrived 
at the various recommendations they have made—without the 
report of the Government Corps of Engineers, who have been 
detailed for this purpose. 

The chairman of the Committee on Commerce has a national 
reputation, well earned by twenty-five years’ duty in Congress. 
He is perhaps as well equipped to perform the duties of that com- 
mittee as any other Senator who ever held a seat on this floor. 
While I differ with him in his conclusions upon this proposition, 
yet he could hardly do anything which would dissipate the admi- 
ration I have for him for his advocacy in former years of our 
American shipping and his defense of American industries and 
American institutions. He is deserving of and has the thanks of 
the people of this country for his indefatigable energy and zeal in 
whatever he undertakes. He is a positive man, a man of force of 
character and determination; and it was unfortunate, perhaps, for 
the people of California that in his first visit to the Pacific Coast 
he went to Santa Monica, and there saw the beauties of that de- 
lightful place, for the town of Santa Monica and its surroundings 
are a excelled by any place in any State or any country in the 
wor 

Yesterday when I heard him picture in such glowing language 
the beauties of Santa Monica I asked my friend on the right, who 
accompanied him on that journey [Mr. Davis], what was the 
month of the year in which the visit was made. He informed me 
it was the month of November. I could then readily understand 
that one leaving Maine in November, with its bleak, cold, stormy 
coast, on which tossed the angry waves of the Atlantic, leaving a 
crest of frozen 8 they might strike on those rocks, 
and going to Sauta Monica would be most deeply impressed with 
the p as he looked out upon the broad Pacific at that time of 
the year, the most delightful in California. That season of the 
year on the Pacific is what August and tember are on the 
Atlantic. It is the Indian summer. The e winds have ceased 
to blow and the angry Pacific, which has been bubbling and boil- 
ing during all the summer months, is as quiet as a mi nd in 
June in the Senator's native State. So I can understand, as he 
sat on the beach at Santa Monica and there heard the Pacific sing 
the sunset song of the nation as it washed the western shore of 
this continent, how he became enamored of Santa Monica, and 
that nothing that we can ever say or do will dispel his admiration. 
I might paraphrase a familiar couplet, and say: 

And neither the an in heaven above 
Nor the demons down under the sea 


Can dissever his love 
From the love he bears— 


For Santa 3 kee. [Laughter.] 

Santa Monica a part of the city of Los Angeles, and per- 
haps many a Senator now upon this floor will pay it a visit and 
there find a ins eb home. 

The question before us for our consideration is a simple busi- 
ness proposition. California has a coast as long as the distance 
from Maine to South Carolina—that is, California borders the Pa- 
cific for the same distance that the States between Maine and South 
Carolina border the Atlantic. In the southern part of California 
there has grown up the great 1 of Los Angeles the city 
of angels. It is located in the midst of one of the richest agri- 
cultural, horticultural, and viticultural sections of the country. 
It has vast and illimitable commercial possibilities; it has unde- 
veloped mining resources; it is the central depot of two great 
transcontinental railroads, and is their terminus on the western 
side of this continent—the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Rail- 
road and the Southern Pacific Railroad. The population of Los 


Angeles County has doubled every four years during the past two 


decades, and yet they come; and the ple who come there never 
return except to visit their friends, for it is the paradise of this 
country. Its future I shall not attempt to describe, but it is as 
bright as the midday sun. The railr I have named are reach- 
ing out into Arizona, into New Mexico, into Texas, into southern 
Utah and southern Nevada, and are bringing the wealth of those 
great States and Territories into that city. 

So the people say, We want a port of entry, a port of export 
for these great products.” They came to Congress, and Congress 
assisted them in improving the harbor of Wilmington, atSan Pedro, 
and never was money more judiciously expended or ded with 
better results than those derived from the Government appropria- 
tions made for that port. When they commenced the work in 
1872 there was but 2 feet of water upon the bar at the entrance to 
that harbor; to-day there is 18 feet of water; and the appropria- 
tion proposed by the Committee on Commerce of $492,000 will give 
us, we believe, 22 feet of water. If it does, the harbor is capable 
of being enlarged and made a great commercial seaport—a harbor 
where there will be machine shops, graving docks, and all the 
appliances which are so necessary to foster and encourage a suc- 
cessful commerce. 

I want to say, about the enterprise of the railroads which have 
come into Los Angeles, that it is their competition which has de- 
veloped that country. It is competition we want in business, in 
the transportation business, in manufacturing and every other 
branch of commercial industry. We want that rivalry, that 
emulation, that energy which commends business people to their 
pairons: I want to say here that this is no contest or rivalry, as 

been intimated, between two railroad companies, and I can 
not permit to pass unchallenged the remarks made by the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. hag and by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE] yesterday. That I may not misquote them I shall read 
from the Recorp. 

The Senator from Missouri said: 

Unfortunately, Mr. Huntington is a poroa factor in California. They 
test every man's competency and qualification for office there by the ques- 
tion, “Is he for Huntington or against him?’ You can not hold a town 
meeting but what the question is, Is this man a Huntington man or nota 
Huntington man!“ 

Then the Senator from Maine said, referring to some remarks 
which had been made by my distinguished colleague [Mr. WHITE]: 

This savors of the slogan of the sand lots of the Golden Gate, where the 
name of Huntington is conjured with to frighten babies, and used by dema- 
gogues to make weak- politicians tremble. 

Mr. President, I dislike exceedingly to refer on this floor to an 
gentleman who is not a member of this body. I dislike Asef 
ingly to refer to anyone who is not here to speak and answer for 
himself. But Isay that that charge is a libel upon the fair name 
of the good people of California, and I should be false to those I 
represent if I permitted the charge of the Senators from Maine 
and Missourito pass unchallenged. The people of California have 
no prejudices against Mr. Huntington or his associates. I know 
nothing against Mr. Huntington to his discredit, unless it be his 
own testimony before a Congressional committee and certain let- 
ters which it is alleged he wrote to an associate upon the board of 
directors of the company with which he was connected. I have 
no feeling of personal animosity or jenong or envy toward him; 
I admire him for his enterprise, for nop uck, for his energy; 1 
admire him for what he has accomplished in his life. I knew hi 
many years ago in California when he was an honored and re- 
spected merchant in that State. He left us to come East many 
years ago, and I do not know much of him, except through gen- 
eral report, since that time. But I repel the charge that the peo- 
ple of California seek office by 1 against him or his 
associates, or by advocating that which he desires, or opposing it. 
The people of California area 5 people. ere are 
the representatives of every State in this Union to-day residentin 
California. They have built up that t empire of the West. 
They are a broad-minded, liberal people in politics, in religion, 
and in their business pursuits. They have no such prejudices, 

Mr. President, I have but to refer you to the fact that the presi- 
dent of that great corporation was elected governor of that State 
by the popular vote of the people; I have but to remind you of the 
fact that he was twice elected to a seat upon this floor. The 
crowning act of his life was performed before being called to that 
“bourn whence no traveler returns.” He had the courage to 
become the executor of his own estate while living, and adminis- 
tered its affairs for the benefit of the people. He established a 
magnificent university of learning, where the humblest child in 
this land may go and drink from the fountain of knowledge with- 
out money and without price. His associates upon that board 
have been known for their acts of public spirit, of munificence, 
and of benevolence. The family of Mr. Crocker to-day, to my cer- 
tain knowledge, are distributing thousands of dollars in charity, 
and many an old man and old woman, many a sick man and sick 
woman and helpless child, inmates of hospitals and homes founded 
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through their munificence, can thank them for their humane sym- 
pathy and assistance. 
Mr. President, the people of California in city and county and 


State gave most liberally toward building the first transconti- 
nental railroad. They were in ar sera with the promoters, be- 
cause the latter were in touch with the people at that time, and 
if to-day our people censure them, it is because they believe they 
have not been true to their trust, that they have forgotten the 
common interests and the common bond which unite their inter- 
ests with the interests of the people of California. That is the 
reason. If they are censured, it is because they use their great 

wer sometimes to thwart the wishes and desires of the ple; 
Pat that the name of Mr. Huntington is used to infiuence the acts 
of public men in California is untrue. I repeat it, it is a vile 
slander against the name and fame of the people of California. 

Mr. President, only last week a great State convention met in 
California. There were in that convention representatives from 
every town and county in the State. They assembled at the cap- 
ital, and among the various resolutions they passed was one de- 
nouncing what is known as the railroad funding bill. But to 
show that they had no prejudice against the individual members 
of that company, except only as to their action in a corporate sense, 
they nominated for Presidential elector the vice-president of that 
great railroad company; and, as sure as the sun rises and sets on 
election day in November next, he will be elected a Presidential 
elector of the United States. 

I did not intend to refer to this, but it has been called out by 
the charge made here, the unjust charge, that the names of cer- 
tain men are conjured up as bogy men in California. The charge 
is without foundation; it is without one bit of truth. 

We believe in railroads. We believe that they have the power 
to develop the great resources of our State asno other agency has. 
What we complain of is that they prostitute their power to elect 
to office men whom the people do not want; or that when men 
are elected to office they use their power to influence them to sub- 
serve private instead of public interests. All we want the rail- 
road company to do, and what the people demand, is that it shall 
be equal betoro the law, equal before the people; that it shall pay 
its just quota of taxes and do as the humblest man in this land is 
compelled by law to do. 

But, Mr. President, we are wandering away from this port of 
refuge, from this great commercial harbor, which the people of 
California have declared time and time again they want built on 
the coast. We have 75 miles alone on the coast of California 
fronting on the one county of Los Angeles, and comprised within 
that distance there is the great Santa Monica pay ang the great 
San Pedro Bay. Our Government has decided through two im- 

artial boards of engineers, and also by a board of the Coast and 
etic Survey, in favor of San Pedro. 

And what is the Coast and Geodetic Survey? What is its mis- 
sion? In the year 1807 the United States Coast and Geodetic 
Survey was established by an act of Congress. In 1843 it was re- 
organized, and since that time it has been the greatest factor in 
our coast surveys, making the soundings of our harbors, mak- 
ing the triangular 2 of the coast, showing the elevation of 
the mountains and the location of sunken rocks and of hidden 
bars, light-houses, and beacons, and publishing sailing directions 
for the mariner. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from California allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. PER S. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. Do J understand the Senator to state that the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey have reported against Santa Monica? 

Mr. PERKINS. Professor Davidson, who had charge of the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey, in a letter which my colleague pre- 
sented, which has been published already and is of record, re- 
ported agacins Santa Monica as a suitable place for a harbor. I 
will itif the Senator desires, It has, however, been printed 
in the RECORD; it appeared there in full this morning. 

Mr. STEWART. Captain Taylor had charge of the surveys 
at that time. We have his letter. 

Mr. PERKINS. “apran Taylor was a subordinate under the 
direction of Professor Davidson. I state it as a fact, which came 
to my knowledge through a captain of one of our vessels, that 
while he was engaged in making soundings in Santa Monica Bay 
astrong southwest gale of wind came on and he was obliged to 
zan his vessel under the lee of the Island of Catalina for protec- 

on. 

Mr. President, to the Coast and Geodetic Survey we are in- 
debted for our charts of our coast. The chart before us and other 
charts upon the desks of Senators were made by them. We are 
indebted to them for the Coast Pilot. The last issue was pub- 
lished in 1889. It gives the sailing directions of the vessels making 
the different ports upon the coast. It gives the altitude of the 
different light-houses, the class of light-houses, whether they are 
stationary, revolving, or flash light, and all other directions so 
necessary to the safe and successful navigation of the coast. 


Since my friend from Nevada has referred to it, I will, with your 
permission, read what the Coast Pilot says of Santa Monica Bay: 


From Point Vincente to Point Dume the course is north 67 arene west, 
and the distance 25} miles. The space inside this course is ed Santa 
Monica Bay. and the hee, te ky is abreast the Arroyo Santa Monica, which 
is 10 miles north of the above line. 

General hyd aphy of the bay.—From Point Vincente the cliffs to the 
northwest front no! degrees west for 2} miles to the westernmost ter- 
mination of the ridge, which is called Rocky Point (described on page 47), 
and thence nearly north-northeast for 3 miles to the long sand beach forming 
the eastern shore of Santa Monica Bay. The northern shore lies at the base 
The beach is cate. 


works. The eastern side of this valley is remarkably steePs dropping from 
40 to 200 fathoms in three-eighths ofa mile. The western side is more sloping, 
but the slope from 100 fathoms is very sharp. 


Ranging off from each one of these points or headlands—Point 
Dume, Point Vincente, and Point Firmin—there isa great subter- 
ranean valley, as it were. As was shown by the letter from Pro- 
fessor Davidson presented here in my colleague's speech, the water 
prehen off abruptly from a depth of 6 to 8 fathoms to over 150 

athoms. This is not confined alone to Point Firmin or Point 
Vincente or San Pedro, but to Point Dume and to almost all the 
places where promontories reach out into the ocean. Therefore 
the charts other than those issued by the Coast Survey and pre- 
sented here may easily deceive the eye. 

I want to say in passing that Engineer Hood and Engineer Cor- 
thell stand high in their profession. They are perhaps as emi- 
nent as any we know of in that eminent calling. But they are 
not looking for defects in the harbor of Santa Monica. They are 
employed as special counsel, as special experts to show the advan- 
tages of that 5 8 compared with the other local- 
ity. While the Senator from Maine stated that Mr. Corthell had 
made a careful survey of the harbor and the soundings, I hardly 
think he spoke advisedly, because from his own testimony it was 
impossible for him to do this in the time he was on the Pacific 
Coast. The survey alone of such a bay as Santa Monica or San 
Pedro would take a vessel with her complete crew and a corps of 
engineers who are adepts and experts in that line at least six 
months. It is done by triangulation. Every 100 square yards off 
shore is sounded and the character of the ocean floor is depicted 
in the same way as the general topography of the country isshown 
onamap. It is a labor of months and years before a perfect and 
careful survey can be made and the rocks and reefs noted of the 
locality. When a company is about to build a wharf they spend 
weeks and weeks in selecting a location for that particular wharf. 
How must it be when it is necessary to survey an area of 50, 75, 
or 100 square miles? I am confident that the Senator from Maine 
must have been misinformed as to Mr. Corthell’s knowledge of 
the bottom of this bay. It is not in the power of man to gain such 
knowledge in the length of time that this eminent engineer devoted 
to the study of Santa Monica Bay. 

Now, coming back to the location, what is the sentiment of the 

eople of Los Angeles? Public sentiment, the Senator from 

aine says, has Poga to do with the locality of a wharf; it 
has nothing to do with the place where a harbor should be. The 
poopie; he says, have nothing to do with the location, that it 

longs to the Government, but he is willing that a self-constituted 
committee of Congress may make the selection. In other words, 
we will prescribe the medicine and let the people take it. 

Mr. President, who are ‘‘we”? We are simply the temporary 
agents the people sent here for a particular purpose, sent here to 
represent them on certain lines of duty. Some of these lines they 
have indicated in Janguage that is unmistakable, others they 
leave to our discretion. The representative who is not true to 
the instructions given, the representative who does not carry 
out both in spirit and letter the well-known wishes of his con- 
stituents, is not only false to them and false to himself, but he is 
unworthy to be their representative. 

Two years ago when the political campaign was made the uni- 
versal voice and sentiment in Los Angeles was for San Pedro, and 
why? It was because a board of Government engineers had de- 
clared it the best, the most feasible, the most practicable place, 
and so the legislature of California, through their representatives, 
passed a resolution. I will try not to travel over any of the beaten 
ground which my colleague has so well covered, but to this reso- 
lution I think he did not refer, and therefore I will read it: 
Senate joint resolution No. 15, relating to the construction by the United 


States Government of a deep-water harbor at San Pedro, on the coast of 
Los Angeles County. (Adopted February 8, 1893.) 


_ Whereas the board of engineers appointed by the Secretary of War ta 
inquire into and report upon the best point for the construction by the 
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United States Government of a deep-water harbor on the coast of southern 
California and the necessities for such work haye reported in favor of San 
Pedro, on the coast of Los Angeles County, and also in favor of the necessity 
of such harbor being constructed; an 

ereas it will afford greatly needed facilities for ocean commerce toa 
large section of this State: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the senate of the State of California (the assembly thereof 
concurring), That we instruct our Senators, and urgently request our Rep- 
resentatives in Congress from this State, that they use every means in their 

wer to secure, at the session of Congress now in session, the passage of a 

appropriating the sum of at least $500,000, to begin the construction of 
such a deep-water harbor at San Pedro, on the seacoast of Los Angeles 
County, in this State, as is contemplated in the report of the board of engi- 
neers hereinbefore referred to; ani 

Be it resolved, That the governor be requested to transmit to each of our 
3 ene Representatives in Congress from this State a copy of these 
resoiu . 

That is the last expression of the people of California through 
their representatives in the State legislature. 

Mr. STEWART. I inquire of the Senator if he has heard that 
senators and representatives who voted for that resolution have 
changed their views upon this same question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Not in their official capacity. A few of those 
who thus performed their duty publicly have privately advised 
their Representatives that they would be glad to have them vote 
for Santa Monica. 

Mr. STEWART. How many who voted for the Senator are 
among those? y 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator is entitled to a fair answer and 
he shall receive it. 

Mr. STEWART. All right. 

Mr. PERKINS. In the county of Los Angeles six or seven rep- 
resentatives in the legislature who voted for me (that is a high 
encomium of their good judgment) have since wired me that they 
would be glad to have me vote for two appropriation, one for 
Santa Monica and the other for San Pedro. But that was done 
as private individuals, not as representatives of the people of the 
State in the legislature. They acted simply as individuals, atthe 
importunity perhaps of some official friends, and being, as they 
must have been, amiable gentlemen, or I would not have received 
their votes, they desired to please them, knowing, as they did, 
that I have never yet swerved from my public duty as I under- 
stood it. I promised them before I was elected that I would carry 
out the wishes of their people on this icular question as ex- 

ressed through my colleague [Mr, WHITE], the Senator who lives 
in their city, and through their Congressman, who lives in that 
city, and when a vote on the pending question is taken I shall do 
my ay as I understand it to be. 

ut since our legislature adjourned there has been another great 
assemblage, the eighth convention of the Transmississippi Com- 
mercial Congress. This convention met in Omaha, Nebr., on the 
25th of November, 1895, and continued in session until the 28th. 
It had representatives from 26 different States and Territories. 
They assembled there, having in view the best commercial inter- 
ests of this country. Representatives from 26 States went there 
without the hope or fear of reward. They wens there having in 
view only that which they believed would best advance the inter- 
ests of our whole country. I notice that the State of Missouri 
had some 30 or 40 representatives in that convention, as 1 
from their proceedings. Among the resolutions which they adopted 
was the following: 

Resolved, That the Congress of the United States be to provide for 
the construction of a deep-water harbor at San Pedro as a y determined 
by the several acts of Congress, and in accordance with the several recom- 
mendations of the boards of United States Army engineers (as shown b; 
Executive Documents Nos. 39 and 41 of the Fifty-second Congress, first an 
second sessions), and that the further improvement of the interior harbor at 
San Pedro be earnestly recommended. 

I do not see how my friend from Missouri can do otherwise 
than vote for the appropriation for San Pedro, for I think Mis- 
souri was more largely represented in the convention, unless per- 
haps Nebraska, than any other State of the Union. 

Mr. President, I have only referred to this as showing the pub- 
lic sentiment as expressed through the people in Los Angeles, which 
is the home of my distinguished colleague. Then we have the 
report of the Government engineers. If there were no other rea- 
son, I can not see how I could honestly perform my duty and vote 
on this question contrary to their recommendations. They are 
men of well-known integrity and high character. During the past 
ninety years, I think, since the Government first undertook the 
HAW ig Anica of harbors and the building of fortifications and 
light-houses, the work has been delegated to the Corps of Engi- 
neers of the United States Army, and to their credit be it said, 
out of the hundreds of millions of dollars which they, have ex- 
pended there has never been the taint of scandal connected with 
the disbursement of these immense sums of money. Holding their 
position for life or during good behavior, educated by the Govern- 
ment, they feel that patriotism and pride in their profession which 
have held them strictly to their line of duty. ow could they 
then make an exception in this one 3 case? I know the 
chairman of the first commission well and intimately, Col. G. H. 
Mendell, for forty-five years an honored army officer and chief of 


the Corps of Engineers on the Pacific Coast. He has no prejudice 
surely against any rey or individual. He has no bias in favor 


of any particular place. Lou might as well charge a skillful sur- 
eon called in to diagnose a disease with being biased or prejudiced. 
heis true to his profession, true to his duty, he knows nothing but 
the subject that is before him, and he makes his finding according 
to the facts. So it is with these gentlemen. 

As I have stated, and it is the one bright page in the history of 
our public men, this splendid corps of engineers, educated at our 
great institution of learning at West Point, supported by the Gov- 
ernment, have always been honest and loyal to duty. They hold 
their position for life,and there is no influence that can prevent 
them from doing their duty. They can only be removed by im- 
E and impeachment can never lie against an honest man. 

o they have again and again reported in favor of the improve- 
ment of an outer harbor at San Pedro in preference to Santa 
Monica. They reported in favor of Wilmington, and I believe 
the Wilmington Harbor yet will become the great central shipping 
basin of southern California, 

I remember that when a boy, many years ago, I visited New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. At low tide there was scarcely any water 
in that river, and yet to-day for miles, tens of miles, along that 
stream there are great shipbuilding yards, great graving docks, 
machine shops, and foundries, where they are turning out five 
great steamships a day. It was the skill of man that widened 
those rivers mie gave them a depth of water that to-day enables 
aet ships to sail to and fro, carrying immense cargoes of coal 
and iron. 

In conversation a few weeks ago with a very intelligent Scotch- 
man who was born in Edinburgh he said: When a boy, 3 miles 
below the city of Edinburgh I frequently waded across that little 
stream, which, as you know, is an estuary of the sea, and it is called 
the Frith of Forth,and yet to-day great steamships drawing 26 
and 27 feet ply their vocation up and down that river.” So I believe 
this is all possible for Wilmington in the future. 

But there has been one strong point made in favor of Santa 
Monica, andit has not been answered yet. Why did the Southern 
Pacific Railroad, it is asked, abandon Wilmington, where they had 
expended millions of dollars,and go to an unknown place and 
there build a wharf costing them nine hundred thousand or a 
million dollars? The mere statement of that question carries with 
it astrong argument, and if the facts were true it would be almost 
unanswerable. But, Mr. President, they arenottrue. They have 
not abandoned San Pedro or Wilmington, and I do not believe 
there is any reasonable amount of money that could purchase their 
rights there. 

r. STEWART. Have they not abandoned their scheme to 
build a wharf in the outer harbor? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; and I will tell you why. I will come to 
that in one second. They never seriously intended building a 
wharf outside until the breakwater was completed, because they 
had ample facilities inside for the transportation of all the freight 
that came there. The great objection to it was lighterage. It 
was one of the great expenses that ships having a heavy draft of 
water—more than 18 feet—could not go in over the bar at Wil- 
mington, and the result was that the ships were obliged to anchor 
in San Pedro roadstead and there lighter their coal on shore. So 
there was a rival wharf built at a place called Redondo, on the 
southern portion of Santa Monica Bay, and that wharf was get 
ting alarge amount of business that came from the north, because 
passengers and freight would reach Los Angeles City via Redondo 
several hours before they could on vessels coming from the north 
going via San Pedro. It was a wise business undertaking, and it 
is characteristic of the enterprise and sagacity and the business 
foresight of the management of that great railroad company. As 
I have said before, for his enterprise, for his energy, for his push, 
Mr. Huntington is the peer of any man in this country. he 
wisely said, We will build a wharf on this bay where we can 
save this lighterage.” Do you know that they use from ten to fif- 
teen thousand tons of coal per month that is obliged to go over 
their road to the various distribution depots? So the railroad 
company decided to build this wharf at Santa Monica, and saved 
this dollar a ton lighterage which it was paying to another com- 
pany. It was a wise business enterprise. It was not an experi- 
ment. 

To hear my friend from Maine talk, anyone would think Santa 
Monica is the only place for a wharf on the coast. Mr. President, 
Ican name you 16 different wharves between Golden Gate and 
Point Lome, just north of San Diego, built out into the sea pre- 
cisely the same as the wharf is builtat Santa Monica. They have 
not cost that amount of money, it is true, because there was no 
necessity for it, and while it would be presumptuous in me to criti- 
cise the great expenditure of money upon the Santa Monica wharf, 
yet it cost twice what was necessary; that is, a wharf costing 
one-half as much would have answered every purpose, 

But this great railroad company does not do things by halves. 
It has tunneled the great Sierra Nevada. It has spanned great 
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streams in Arizona, where the cloudbursts come down and, like an 
avalanche, wash out miles and miles of road. Yet it rebuilds it, 
and builds it to stand like a light-house upon a rock. It does 
things thoroughly and in a masterly manner, because it has great 
resources, and so it has built this wharf as it builds other struc- 
tures which it undertakes. But I submit it was not necessary to 
e yen long or so wide unless it wished to do so 
in order to hold great coal bunkers, that the coal may be dis- 
charged into those bunkers, loaded on to cars, and transported by 
cars to the various depots in Southern California, Arizona, and 
New Mexico. There is a wharf to-day at Hueseme, a place about 
40 miles north of Santa Monica, which did not cost over $75,000. 
It is built in a place not so well protected, because there is not the 
Catalina Island, and the Catalina Island is what protects San 
Pedo in a great degree. It breaks the southwest swells that the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] talks about which coming in. 

The prevailing winds on the coast of California during the sum- 
mer months are from the northwest. They are the great trade 
winds, and they blow for four and five months in the year. Trade 
winds sound to those who are not initiated perhaps like a gentle 
zephyr, and yet it may be said to those who are not accustomed 
to them that they pick up a good-sized pebble and hurl it across 
the street. They prevail for four or five months in the year, and 
they are very strong when they blow. They commence in the 
morning and blow until late in the afternoon and evening. In 
the winter time the storms come from the southwest. The wind 
usually commences to blow very strong from the southeast. It 
hardly ever blows for more than a few hours from that point of 
the com , when it veers around to the southwest, and there it 
blows with great strength and force. By reason of the location of 
Catalina Island, San Pedro is protected from those very heavy sea 
waves that roll in from the ocean. While Santa Monica in a de- 

is protected, yet it is not protected to that extent, or our 
Friend Captain Taylor, who e the report, would not have been 
obliged to leave his anchorage and seek the sheltering protection 
of the lee of Catalina Island. 

I find in looking at the chart which is before us that at Santa 
Monica—and anyone will noticeit by closely Jent Ps map— 
there are various lines running north and south, or following the 
meanderings of the coast. They are called the 5-fathoms line, the 
10-fathoms line, the 15-fathoms line, and the 20-fathoms line. 
Surveyors seldom go outside of that. I find by examining the 
10-fathoms line, which is 60 feet deep, that at Santa Monica it is 
only one mile and a half from the shore. If this wharf is 1 mile 
long there would be only a half mile between the end of the wharf 
and the breakwater; and if other wharves are built out, as they 
must necessarily be—this is to be not only a harbor of refuge, but 
also a great commercial harbor—there must be hundreds of 
wharves to accommodate the shipping. Where, then, is the an- 
chorage for the great ships that will come there from the orient, 
from the islands of the Pacific, through the Nicaragua Canal, 
which we all hope and expect to live to see constructed? Where 
will there be anchorage for those vessels if there is only a half 
mile between the end of the wharf and the breakwater? It is true 
that the engineer reports say there is an area of so many acres. 
That will be between the wharves, and every nautical man knows 
that it is impossible for vessels to navigate successfully among 
them, even in charge of a towboat. 

The wharf at Santa Monica, as I have said, has been a good 
business investment. I believe the saying alone to the Southern 
Pacific upon its . e coal and lumber and other supplies 
will amount to not less t fifteen and perhaps twenty thousand 
dollars per month, and by reason of their facilities for ange 
business, for handling merchandise coming in over the wharves 
from other countries, as well as our own coast States, they can 
handle it much more cheaply than anybody else can, and this will 
co mdingly add to their revenue. Therefore, the building of 
this wharf is a splendid business investment, and I do not believe 
that the projectors of the wharf when they built it had any expec- 
tation of asking the Government to build a breakwater. Fifteen 
miles south of San Pedro there is a wharf called 1 
It runs out into the ocean about 800 or 1,000 feet. ing the 
pete ht months 35,000,000 feet of lumber alone have passed over 

t Eege besides thousands and thousands of tons of grain. The 
sameistrue at San Buenaventura, Hueneme, and the other wharves 
on the coast. Every one of the owners of those wharves would 
like to havea bre ter. It would be a great benefit to the 
respective ports; it would be a great benefit to the wharf, and yet 
it would not make a commercial port or a harbor of refuge of any 
one of those ports more than they are at the present time. It is a 
law of nature which never yet has been successfully controyerted 
that a breakwater can not be successfully constructed that runs 
parallel with a rectilinear shore. 

It is contrary to the very nature of things that it can be. At 
Santa Monica, as well as in other open roadsteads, every twenty 
seconds there is a wave rolling in likea great battering ram, strik- 
ing against the beach or sea wall, against the breakwater, against 


the wharf, or whatever may obstruct it. The most successful 
wharves that have been constructed on the coast are the wharves 
that presents the least surface of resistance for the action of the 
waves to strike i Take a vessel and place it diagonally 
across the end of the wharf at Santa Monica or any other wharf 
extending into the sea, and I would almost wager my hope of 
future existence that if a southwest gale vailed for twenty- 
four hours the vessel would sink at the end of the wharf or the 
wharf would be a story of the past. It can not be otherwise. 

There is not an artificial breakwater constructed anywhere in 
the world of which we have knowledge that is built parallel to 
the shore, At Cherbourg, the great naval port on the coast of 
France, there are three land sides, and the great digue or break- 
water is 23 miles from the inner shore. It was commenced, I 
think, in the reign of Louis XVI. It was years and years—a hun- 
dred years I think—before it was completed. It costan enormous 
sum of money—more than $30,000,000—and for the first years of 
its construction it did not resist the action of the waves. Yet 
it is exposed only to the short, choppy seas of the British Chan- 
nel. Contrast that with the undulating, never-ceasing waves of 
the Atlantic or the Pacific, rolling in every twenty seconds, as I 
said before, thundering against this broadside. I believe the 
Government engineers are right when they say it is almost an 
engineering impossibility to construct such a breakwater. 

While passing upon engineers, I wish to say one word. Yester- 
day eulogies were delivered upon the magnificient work accom- 
plished by Mr. Eads in the Mississippi River, and deserved credit 
was given to him. None hold him or his memory in higher ad- 
miration and esteem than do I. I knew him well, and when gov- 
ernor of California I took the responsibility of inviting him to 
come to California and there investigate the great question that 
was agitating the panto mind—the filling up of our rivers with 
thedébris flowing from the mines. He came there. He made a 

sonal examination, and his report has been productive of much 
good and benefit to our people. Wearecarrying out, on the lines 

e proposed, some of the improvements to our rivers with the most 
satisfactory results. Yesterday in the discussion the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] or the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] 
said that all the credit was due to him, and that the Government 
engineers were mistaken. I do not claim that the United States 
engineers are infallible. They undoubtedly make mistakes at 
times. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from California 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I was 
the Recorp this morning to find that in the little colloquy I had 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrrery] yesterday I in- 
advertently made a statement which was entirely broad and 
is calculated to do an injustice to the Engineer Corps. 

In attracting the attention of the Senator from Louisiana to the 
Eads proposition in 1873, when that subject was before the Sen- 
ate committee, I said: 

At that time a controversy was going on in one of the committees of this 
— hangs which I happened to be a member. Mr. Eads came before the com- 
mittee with a pae for improving the mouth of the Mississippi River. I 
had but little faith in it. Iwasa member of the committee, as I stated. The 
army engineers were unanimous in opposition to his scheme, from the Chief 
of Engineers down. 

The latter statement was inadvertently and unintentionall 
made by me. What I intended to say, and what I really sup 
I had said until I read the Recorp this morning, was that the 
then Chief of Engineers, General Humphreys, and those associ- 
ated with him in the office here—in other words, that portion of 
the Engineer Corps whom we consulted then as we do now, Gen- 
eral Craighill and his associates, were unanimously opposed to 
the Eads proposition. That is what I intended to say, but my 
statement was entirely too broad when I said that the whole En- 
gineer Corps, from the Chief of Engineers down, were opposed to 
it. That statement was an injustice to the ineer Corps, and T 
intended, as soon as the Senator from California took his seat, to 
make the correction. But inasmuch as the Senator was referring 
to the matter at this time, I thought the proper time to do so was 
now. 

In this connection, I will state that I this morning received a 
letter from the present Chief of Engineers, Gen. W. P. Craighill, 
very properly taking me to task for the statement I made, and I 
take pleasure in inserting General Craighill's letter in the RECORD 
now. The letter is addressed to me, dated to-day. He says: 


I am sure you would not intentionally be unjust to the Corps of Engineers 
or anyone, but the RECORD of yesterday shows that you made a statement 
which Ha facts do not sustain relative tothe jetties at the mouth of the Mis- 
sissippi River. 

The first official suggestion of jetties there in 1852 was made by a mixed 
board of army and navy officers, among whom were three officers of the 
Corps of Engineers—Chase, Beauregard, and Barnard. While it is true that 
General regen ei aig eS Chief of Engineers later, opposed the scheme of Mr. 
Eads, it is equally e that Mr. Eads had the f of a mixed board who 
recommended the approval of his project, and on it were three officers of the 
Corps of Engineers, nard, Alexander, and Comstock, and they were sus- 
tained by many other members of the Corps of Engineers. 
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C Engineers does not claim to be, nor 


any member of it, but let us have justice at least. 
Respectfull A W. P. CRAIGHILL, 
ian AE irig Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers. 

I take great pleasure in pronnag this letter to the Senate and 
having it incorporated in the RECORD, as my statement yesterday, 
as I said, was entirely too broad. I should be the last one who 
would sayanything that could by any construction be tortured into 
any misrepresentation of or reflection upon the Engineer Corps of 
the United States Army, because I hold that Corps, as it is justly and 
universally held, in the very highest respect. e members of the 
Corps are not infallible, as stated by the Chief of Engineers. No- 
body expects that of any corps or of any body of men. They some- 
times make mistakes. The then Chief of Engineers, in 1873, was 
in very t error in his theory in opposition to the scheme of Mr. 
Eads. Phad frequent conversations, I remember, with General 
Humphreys at the time, and his objections, as stated yesterday, 
were twofold. First, he claimed that after the jetties were built 
there would not be power enough in the current to wash out the 
silt from the bottom of theriver; and secondly, that if there were, 
then a bar would be formed out beyond the jettiesthat would pre- 
vent ships drawing 10 feet of water from coming in. Based on that 
theory, vigorous opposition was then made by the Chief of Engi- 
neers and his associates in charge of the Bureau in the War De- 
partment. That is what I intended to say yesterday and what I 
supposed I had said, and I regret very much that I made the 


statement differently. 
Mr. PERKINS. Teould not expect less from my distinguished 
friend the Senator from m [Mr. MITCHELL] than that which 


he has so frankly stated and which is a simple act of justice to 
our Government engineers. I was aboutto say that Iam sure he 
was laboring under some erroneous impression, or that he had 
received wrong information,as the facts he has stated had been 


i capa to me personally by Mr. Eads. 
ere is one other thought. Ido not like to trespass so long 
upon the patience of the Senate, as the question has been so thor- 
oughly discussed. My distinguished colleague [Mr. WHITE] pre- 
8 it in all of its phases, and I have endeavored not to enter 
upon any of the particular lines of thought which he followed. 
ere are some suggestions, however, which I have learned in the 
practical school of experience which it seemed to me pertinent to 
offer at this time, and that is my excuse for intruding so long upon 
the patience of the Senate. 

There is one point against constructing a wharf in an open road- 
stead or arm of the sea which has not been alluded to, and that is 
the undertow. It may not be known to all, especially to those 
who have not given it thought, that any shore presenting a line to 
the ocean has what is known as an undertow; that is, the waves 
come rolling in like an avalanche, combing up over each other on 
the beach, taking a rotary motion. The result is that when the 
waves recede they run back with a strong undercurrent. Thatis 
what nautical men call the undertow, Any vessel lying at one of 
these open wharves feels the effect of this undertow. It is stronger 
than the waves which are pressing her in toward the beach. e 
careful mariner moors his vessel so that in surging backward and 
forward the line that holds and counteracts the effect of the un- 
dertow is as strong as the one that resists the desire of the waves 
to press the vessel onto the shore. The result is that the vessel 
is in a swing, as it were, backward and forward, forward and 
backward, with the never-ceasing motion of the ocean. 

I do not believe, and I do not think any engineering man does, 
that any breakwater exposed to the open sea can be constructed 
which will counteract the action of the undertow. It is fatal in a 
degree to the rapidity and the safety of handling freight. We lose 
large quantities of freight overboard and by being broken by fall- 
ing from the slings upon the wharf, caused by the constant ing 
to and fro of the vessel. At Port Harford there is a rock perhaps 
8,000 feet out from the north point of the bay, and the Government 
has made appropriations for the building of a breakwater from the 
shore to this r inthe bay. It islandlocked almost, and yet the 
undertow is present, especially when there has beena severe storm 
at sea. It must continue there. It is against the law of nature to 
have it otherwise in bay, inlet, or other place where the actions of 
the waves can affect the water. Therefore it is impossible to have 
in any open roadstead a successfully protected harbor where the 
vessels may be taken on the beach, or launched from the beach, 
and boats pulled up for repairs or safety. 

The amendment proposed by my distinguished colleague See 
WHITE] provides that a new commission shall be appointed, whose 
duty it shall be to reexamine these two localities, Santa Monica 
and San Pedro. In doing this he has stated that which the people 
expected. He has voiced the sentiments of the people of California, 
the poppie of his own city, the people of the great West, that com- 
merce demands and requires a t port of entry and a port of 
export in California. We want this money expended where it will 
do the most good. We want the Government to help us build this 
harbor, but we do not want them to build it at a place where com- 
merce will deriveno benefit, As there has been a great difference 
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between private engineers and Government engineers as to the 
best locality, my colleague says, Let us have a new commission.” 
First, we will select one engineer from the Navy with rank not 
lower than that of commander. He holds his position for life. 
He is educated by the Government, and step by ht from mid- 
shipman to ensign, from ensign to lieutenant, from lieutenant to 
commander, and from commander to captain. he has won his 
epaulets by service. He holds his appointment during life or 5 — 
behavior, not subject to the caprice of any political party. 

can object to such a commissioner? 

He selects another one who is connected with the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey. Who is as capable to judge as the one who made 
the charts, who made the soundings, who knows the hydrography 
of the sea as well as the topography and the triangulations of the 
land? He says, Let us select one from that department.” Then, 
wisely, in my opinion, he has said that after the money has been 
8 5 riated by the Government it must be expended by the 

nited States Corps of Engineers. The corps is composed of men 
who, as I said before, are selected because of their skill. They, 
too, have advanced by reason of their special fitness to discharge 
the duties of their important offices. They have never proven 
recreant to duty, nor have they failed in any charge delegated to 
them. It seems to me eminently proper that one member should 
be selected from the Corps of Engineers, because they are to con- 
struct the work, and they should pass upon the practicability of 
doing so—whether there is good material at hand, whether it is an 
engineering possibility. Yet my friend the Senator from Maine 
(Mr. FRYE] says, and I hardly think he means it, that a subordi- 
nate would not dare to differ with his chief, that a subordinate 
would not dare to set up an opinion of his own. My friend the 
Senator from Maine does great injustice to true manhood when 
he says that. It is the primary lesson, it is one of the elemen 
studies in that Academy, that the gong cadet shall be independ- 
ent, that he shall speak for himself and reason for himself. It is 
the benefit of the judgment of such men, and not their superiors’ 
judgment, that the amendment proposes to give to the commis- 
sion. I say it is unjust, it is unfair to make the assertion. 

But I feel so deeply interested, Iam so anxious that an appro- 
priation shall be made for a great commercial port in the proper 
place, that I wish to ask my colleague to consent to this amend- 
ment, and thereby quiet the objection of the Senator from Mis- 
souri and the Senator from Maine. I want him to make this 
proposition to those who so strongly advocate the location of 
the breakwater at Santa Monica. I want him to say to them, 
Although it is not right, it is not just to the engineers, yet I will 
sacrifice my feeling in the matter, and, if you will consent to this 
amendment, I will agree that the President of the United States 
shall, instead of one member from the Engineer Corps of the 
Army, appoint one from civil life, a practical engineer.” I believe, 
upon reflection, he will consent to do this, and if he does the 
amendment should be unanimously adopted. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator w me? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. There was a question su ted yesterday 
with regard to the rivalry between different railroads to obtain 
access to the Bay of Santa Monica. What is the fact in regard to 
that, and what is the lawin to connection with the harbor? 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not think that there is so much in that 
proposition as has been made to appear. I do not think that any 

i company can monopolize any one port. While, if they 
own the land, they have a great advantage as to warehouses and 
other terminal facilities, yet under the laws of our State, as I 
understand them, anyone can make application to the board of 
supervisors for a franchise to build a wharf anywhere on the 
coast within one or two thousand feet of another wharf. It is 
only necessary for them to show that the demands of commerce 
or of business require it, and the board of supervisors can then 
oe the rates of toll over the wharf. 

. STEWART. There is no arbitrary rule, then, but it may 
e ea pii it may be required by commerce, Have they 
atri 

Mr. PERKINS. Iso understand. 

Mr. STEWART. Is the Senator advised as to who owns the 
land at Santa Monica? 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam not, but it matters not who owns it, the 
right of way can be condemned there, and other wharves can be 
constructed, if the proper showing be made to the board of super- 


visors. 

Mr. STEWART. There has been some question made with re- 
gard to the position of the outer harbor at San Pedro. It has 
been suggested in argument that it is open to the southeast wind, 
and that that was an insuperable objection to it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I did not feel called upon to expatiate particu- 
larly upon the merits of San Pedro Harbor, because we have the 
reports of two boards of engineers before us, and they have been 
spread in full upon the records of the Senate, and have fully an- 
swered the queries in relation to that subject. 
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Referring to the southeast winds, I would say that they prevail, 


but are of very short duration. They blow pretty strong while 
they are blowing, but it is the experience of all nautical men that 
the winds blowing from the southeast soon chop around to the 
southwest, and the sea waves that roll in all come from the south- 
west. One of the advan of San Pedro over Santa Monica is 
that the island of Santa Catalina, lecated some 15 miles away, 
about 18 miles long, rising up out of the ocean nearly 3,000 feet, 
acts as nature's great b ater to the Bay of San Pedro. 

Mr. STEWART. As to winds coming from the south? 

Mr. PERKINS. As to winds from the south and west. 

Mr. STEWART. Jam talking about southeast. Thegalecomes 
sometimes from the southwest; but if a heavy gale comes from the 
southeast, what effect would it have on the San Pedro Harbor? 
What effect would it have upon ships sailing into the bay? 

Mr. PERKINS. It depends upon their und tackling, their 
anchorage. I have known a great many ships to hold on there 
during a southeast gale. 

Vans STEWART. Would that depend entirely upon the ground 
ing? 

Mr. PERKINS. There is no question about that; it would be 
as at any oe piane 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator will recollect he explained to me 
one day the effect of the case made before the committee, and if I 


understood him aright he thought Santa Monica was decidedly the 


better place? 

Mr. PERKIN S. Not the best place, but thatthe best argument 
had been porie k : 

Mr. STEWART. And that all the weight of evidence was in 


favor of Santa Monica? 

Mr. PERKINS. I did. I listened to the testimony before the 
Committee on Commerce of the Senate, and I am frank to say 
that it presented a very taking case, but, upon examination of the 
charts of the coast, especially of the 10 and 15 fathom curve line, 
and the soundings of Vincente and Point Firmin and Point 
Dume, I think the truth was painted by the advocates of Santa 
Monica in Titian colors. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator has described the harbor of 
Santa Monica as being exceedingly dangerous on account of the 
constant moving of the waves, and yet during the last three or 
four years vessels have loaded and unloaded at that port without 
difficulty. Is not that correct? 

Mr. PERKINS. There is no question about that. I think I 
admitted in my remarks that ships, unless there were very heavy 
gales, could and did lie close to those wharves and discharge their 
cargoes, but, of course, not with the ease or facility that they 
88 in still water. That applies to Santa Monica, and I also 
state that it applies with equal force to 16 other wharves on the 
coast which Trona name. Our captains, or those who have 
charge of vessels navigating the ocean in the coastwise business, 
become thoroughly familiar with these different localities. It 
woulà seem at times almost impossible to make a successful land- 
ing; and yet they have done so, and continue to doso. Ireiterate 
that which I stated before, that Santa Monica is one of the best 
wharves on that coast or any other coast. Itanswers the purposes 
for which it was constructed. It was and is a good business in- 
vestment. But the question we have under consideration is the 
appropriation by this Goyernment of $3,000,000 for the purpose of 
building a breakwater. Isit practicable to build this breakwater, 
and, if it is built, will it bring the result that each of us desires? 

Mr. STEWART. Is the Senator in favor of building a break- 
water at one or the other place, or in favor of abandoning them 
altogether? SAA 

Mr. PERKINS. With the report of the board of engineers 
before me 

Mr. STEWART. Iam speaking now of the Senator’s knowl- 
edge of the situation. He is a sailor and navigator, and I want the 
opinion of a sailor and a navigatorin the Senate. I want to say 

t these engineers are selected on altogether different lines. As 
has been stated, they are selected on account of their mili 
knowledge; they are builders of military forts; they do not navi- 
gate the sea, and I would rather trust the Senator from California 
as to any harbor on the coast where he has navigated and where 
he lives, than any corps of engineers. Of course he would know 
more about it, because it is his specialty, it is in his line. 

It is not the business of the engineers to find harbors. They 
construct harbors after they are found. I remember an instance 
at Duluth. I was interested there. The engineers reported that 
the only way to build a harbor there was at the mouth of the 
St. Louis River, about 5 or 6 miles south of Duluth. The ple 
were very anxious that there should be a harbor on the northwest 
corner, but the engineers were all against it. They finally du 
across the points which run out there several miles and connect 
with the bay inside. They ran across this point up near Duluth, 
when they were enjoined. Finally, they got inside and made a 
en harbor after the engineers had all given it up. They have 

ilt up the main harbor now, and the objections the engineers 


made to it have not materialized. Engineers may bemistaken the 
same as anybody else; and locating harbors, as I have said, is out- 
side of their specialty. But the point I make is that the Senator 
from California has some experience, and I will ask him one or 
two more questions. 


Mr. PERKINS. Let me first answer the questions the Senator 
has aisady ut. 
Mr. STEWART. Very well. 


Mr. PERKINS. When the Senator comes to California this 
summer I shall be pleased to take him yachting, and I shall try to 
find some quiet little cove, where we can discuss this question 
fully, and, combining the placid waters of the Pacific with other 
ingredients, which we will artificially secure, we shall make the 
5 pleasant one for him. 

e are acting here, however, Mr. President, in the capacity of 
representatives of the people and voting to appropriate a certain 
sum of money for certain pu It may not he improper for 
me to state that I accompanied a delegation to the Committee on 
Commerce of the House of Representatives early in the session— 
a delegation that came from San Jose,Cal. They were asking for 
$25,000 for the p of straightening an arm of San Francisco 
Bay, an estuary that runs up to the town of Alviso, which is 
the depot for vessels from the great Santa Clara Valley. The 
gentlemen composing that committee listened to the remarks of 
the delegation patiently for a time, and finally interrupted with 
the question, ‘‘Have the Government engineers surveyed that 


place?” Les; some years since.“ Have they made an estimate 
of its cost?” “No.” Do they recommend the appropriation?” 
Well, no; but yet they favor it.” It is useless, gentlemen, for 


us to listen to you. It is a rule of this committee and of Congress 
to make no appropriations for rivers and harbors or like improve- 
ments until the Corps of United States Engineers have surveyed 
them, have estimated the cost, and recommended the practica- 
bility of the same.” 

The pong wee returned to San Jose; and ever since the Com- 
mittee on Commerce of the Senate have recommended the expend- 
iture of $3,000,000 for the improvement of Santa Monica against 
the recommendation of the United States engineers I have been 
wondering what I should say to that delegation when I returned 
to California and was confronted by them and they said, ‘‘ You, 
our representative, could not get us even a hearing because we 
had not the recommendation of the Government engineer, and 
yet in the Senate you appropriated $3,000,000 for an improvement 
which the Government engineers have not recommended.” Ihave 
been wondering what I shall say to them in reply. The only an- 
swer I can find is e s the Senator from Maine or the 
Senator from Nevada explain it. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam trying to find out what the Senator 
thinks about this question, for I regard his opinion as much more 
valuable than that of a man who is not an expert in navigation. 
The Senator is a sailor. He has already said that Santa Monica 
was an excellent place, the best place on the coast. He has alread 
told us that ships have been in the habit of loading and ee 
ing there withont any difficulty for the last three or four years. 
I ask the Senator could they do that at San Pedro? 

Mr. PERKINS. I think so, after constructing a proper wharf 
not the same as my friend from Maine, who is very ingenious and 
wanted to build a wharf with its side to this breakwater. I ad- 
mired the ingenuity with which he presented the case on yester- 
day. Here is the point: He proposed building a wharf heading 
west instead of southwest at San Pedro and then asouthwest wind 
would strike against it broadside. I would have said to him: 
Senator, I would build my wharf head to the sea, and then it 
would stand.” Of course it will not stand otherwise or as you 
have indicated the line you would construct it upon. 

Mr. STEWART. They can build a wharf just as the case 
stands now to answer equally for the purpose at Santa Monica. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think so. 

Mr. STEWART. Then they were very foolish to leave off build- 
ing a wharf there? 

r. PERKINS. No; because the other place is some twelve 
hours nearer to San Francisco, and has some other advantages. 

Mr. STEWART. What other advantages has it? 

Mr. PERKINS. It has deeper water, and they are saved from 
building a long line of railroad ont to San Pedro Point to the 
wharf. The Senator is thoroughly familiar with it. The wharf 
could be built outside of Dead Mans Island and run out south- 
west to the sea without any trouble. 

Mr. STEWART. Do I understand that the Senator is willing 
to have an 1 7 else made at one place or the other? 

Mr. PER . I am willing. I want to reiterate again and 
again that the necessities of southern California demand a deep- 
sea harbor. We want to make no mistake, and I am willing to 
vote for this amendment, and I hope my friend, if he wants the 
best place selected, will vote for the amendment pro d by m 
distinguished colleague from California, and make appr 
ation definitely. 
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Mr. STEWART. If this amendment is defeated does the Sena- 
tor from California 4 to vote against the appropriation? 


Mr. PERKINS. r. President, it is hardly fair to 1 
what the verdict of the jury may be, and one is not qualified to 
sit as a juror who has already made up his mind before hearing 
the testimony, But we want a harbor; and if, as I have no doubt, 
the Senator is as honestly and as earnestly desirous for a deep-sea 
harbor as my colleague and I, he surely then will vote for the 
amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. That is not the question. I want to know 
how the Senator from California would vote in case the amend- 
ment is voted down? 

Mr. PERKINS. I would be disqualified to sit on a jury if I 
had made u ny mind in advance. 

Mr. VEST. I am as anxious to vote on this question as aor 
Senator present. Ido not want to protract the discussion at all. 
I certainly shall not go into a discussion of California politics. I 
have only the most general interest in the political affairs of that 
State, and only know what the issues are before the people of 
California by the testimony taken before the Committee on Com- 
1 and by what I have seen in the newspapers published in 
that State. 

I take it for granted that the Senator from California [Mr. PER- 
KINS] who has last spoken, when he charges the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Frye] and myself with leat Vaea and common 
slanderers, is simply speaking in the Pickwickian sense and in- 
dulging in that old-fashioned and 8 political strategy 
which endears every representative to his people, of setting up 
some man of straw and then tearing him into pieces in the most 
impassioned manner, to give evidence of his love for his dear peo- 
ple. Nobody has attacked the people of California. I simply 
remarked, so far as I was individually concerned, that Mr. Hunt- 
ington seemed to be the issue and the great political factor in that 
State. My information comes from the California newspapers, 
which are sent to me in great abundance, all containing head- 
lines Huntington or anti-Huntington,” and Tinang e at the 

uestion now, the burning issue, is whether the State belongs to 
Huntin gton politically or not; whether the Southern Pacific 
BADO system is to dominate the free voters of that Common- 
wealth. 

In the speeches made by the California delegates before the Com- 
mittee on Commerce a large portion of their addresses were given 
to that issue. Mr. Huntington was denounced in the most vehe- 
ment terms by some, and praised by others. One gentleman, to 
show the impassioned fervor which entered into this personal dis- 
gussion, an ex-judge of the superior court of the State, declared 
that rather than make any compromise with Huntington, or any 
concession to Huntington influence, he would expatriate himself, 
and cease to be a citizen. Caughts) That will be found in the 
evidence taken before the committee, for I presume it is fully pub- 
lished, though I have not looked at it. 

So the Senator from Maine and myself are not responsible for 
these statements. California people came to us and made them, 
and they held up their manacled hands on the one side and asked 
us to deliver them from the thraldom of the Southern Pacific 
Railroad, headed by Huntington, and the other side wanted to 
deify Huntington as a great benefactor, who was causing the grass 
to grow where it had not grown before and the fragrance of 
flowers to be found upon their arid lands, If any Senator or Rep- 
resentative of the people of California can stand here in the pres- 
ence of the utterances of their friends and say that this Hunting- 
ton issue is not the burning one in that State, then he has a hardi- 
hood which I do not envy and which I can not appreciate. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Here is an extract from a leading California news- 
paper, published about a week ago, and sent to me marked. If 
the Senator will allow me, I will read it. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. It is as follows: 


The list of the nine members of the committee who voted for the Santa 
Monica steal has the suggestive sound of a burglar alarm. The names are 
FRYE, GORMAN, JONES, ELKINS, MCMILLAN, MURPHY, MCBRIDE, QUAY, 
and SQUIRE. There are two or three Senators in that lot whom it might be 
safe to meet ona dark night with a pocketful of money, but if a marksman 
wanted to bring down the greatest number of rascals with the smallest sup- 
ply of rocks he could dispose of his missiles to better advantage in that 

uarter than anywhere else in the Capitol outside of a joint meeting of the 
Gommnittess on Pacific Railroads. 


[ranghter.] 
r. WOLCOTT. From what newspaper is that? 

Mr. FRYE. The San Francisco Examiner. 

Mr. VEST. That is certainly a very vitriolic utterance. Iam 
not taking any issue with it. Theonly surprise I desire to express 
is that my name is notin the list. This is the first time I have 
escaped. [Laughter.] They have charged me with burglary and 
every other felony. 

Mr. FRYE. They had not heard the Senator make the speech 


in which he stated that Huntington was entitled to the rights of 
a civilized man. If they had heard that he would have been in 
the list. [Laughter.] 

Mr. VEST. I protest against this being an issue of Huntington 
or no Huntington. I know very little about Mr. Huntington that 
every other Senator does not know. I think he is entitled to fair 
treatment, and that his claims are to be considered just as the 
claims of any other citizen of the United States. I do not intend 
to go into any discussion of that matter, nor do I propose to waste 
the time of the Senate in talking about the high character of the 
Corps of 1 They are gentlemen, United States officers, 
and whilst they are fallible and have the same prejudices and pas- 
sions and errors that the rest of us have, they are certainly, as a 
Corps of Engineers, entitled to the highest commendation and con- 
sideration. It is not true, however, that they have been impecca- 
ble and infallible. They have made a great many mistakes, which 
I do not care to enumerate, but they are known to every public 
man who has had anything to do with rivers and harbors. As to 
corruption, they have no more been exempt from that than any 
other set of human beings organized for any human pu One 
of the worst scandals that ever took place in the city of Washing- 
ton was that connected with the tunnel for the water works here. 
in which, I believe, the Government lost about a million and ahal 
of dollars. That was, to use the mildest expression, caused by the 
criminal negligence of a member of the Corps of Engineers; and 
yet no man would stand here and say that the whole Corps were 
guilty of orana tira pel eed corruption. Asa rule they are men 
of the highest official and personal character, there is no question 
about that; but they are not infallible, and especially about rivers 
and harbors, and for the simple reason that, as the head of that 
Corps himself said before our committee, they are not riparian 
La agar they are fortifications engineers. 

hese engineers went to San Pedro and Santa Monica. Their 
first idea was how these places were to be defended in case of a 
naval war, and when they look at any improvement upon the 
seacoast that is naturally their first idea, because they are West 
Pointers, trained in the art of destroying men and of defending 
localities. You could no more expect them to be riparian engi- 
neers than you could expect that they were astronomers or 
chemists or proficient in any other department than that for 
which they had been educated. I have the greatest respect for 
them. I received a copy of the letter which the Senator from 
Oregon read from the head of the Corpsof Engineers. I suppose 
he thought it was necessary to send it to me because I said yester- 
day that the Corps of Engineers had he nai the jetty improve- 
ments at the mouth of the Mississippi River. They did oppose 
them. They are opposed to them to-day, and their objection to 
them is that a man outside of the Corps of Engineers, to whom 
this sort of work was not given by the Government, had been 
successful in doing what the leading engineers who belonged to 
that corps had denounced as utterly impossible. General Hum- 
phreys, at the head of the Engineer Corps, denounced the jett 
system as applied to the mouth of the Mississippi River. I wis 
to say now in reply to my friend from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY] 
that the jetty system is not a failure. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator from Louisiana made no asser- 
tion that it was a failure. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator quoted yesterday from, I suppose, an 
interview, certainly not a 8 o Major Quinn, who is the offi- 
cer detailed from the Corps of Engineers to examine the jetty work 
and to report whether the Eads estate are entitled to the money 
for having 26 feet of water there with a 30-feet central channel 
200 feet wide. If Major Quinn ever made any such report I have 
never been able to find it. I have here, not exactly an interview, 
but a report from the New Orleans papers, in which Major Quinn 
is made to say that this work is comparatively a failure; that the 
bar is increasing outside the mouth of the Mississippi River. He 
nowhere says in that interview or report, or whatever it may be— 
the newspaper report of what he did say—that the Eads estate 
would be compelled, on account of the expense of dredging, to 
abandon the contract; there is nothing of that sort in it; but he is 
made to say that the expenses increase, that the dredging is con- 
tinuing, and that the remedy—and that is the point Iam coming 
to, because the people of the veges oh Valley, including those 
of Missouri, are vitally interested in the project of the jetties at 
the mouth of the Mississippi—he does say that the only remedy in 
the future is to cut a channel from Algiers to Barataria Bay. In 
other words, he indorses the outlet system, which is directly an- 
tagonistic to the jetty system. There are two schemes for the 
improvement of the mouth of the Mississippi River and for the 
whole length of it. One is known as the outlet system, which is 
to exhaust the water in the river and prevent the outflow that 
damages and devastates the lower Mississippi country—to take the 
water out of the river; and Major Quinn says that that is the 
remedy, if he is reported correctly in the New Orleans paper, to ` 
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cut a canal from Algiers to Barataria Bay, and then put jetties 
at the mouth of that canal. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Does that interview purport to be authentic 
wherein it is stated that Major Quinn is in favor of a canal to cut 


across from Algiers to Barataria Bay, rather than to maintain 
Po prens B aoe at the mouth of the Mississippi River? 

VEST. Yes, sir; he says that is the ultimate remedy; and 
he says that it is the only remedy that can be applied. In order 
that ane him no injustice I will give the interview. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I never heard of any such statement as com- 


ae ne Major Quinn. 

. VEST. Here is Major Quinn’s interview, and here is the 
answer of the New Orleans paper. The Times replies to him in 
a column. It says that he was never friendly to the jetty system; 
that he has never been able to overcome his prejudices; and that 
he is now advocating the outlet system, which will ruin New Or- 
leans and ruin the commerce of the Mississippi River. Here is 
the report, which I did not care to inflict upon the Senate, but I 
will put it in the Recorp. It is at the service of my friend. It 
purports to be an interview with him, in which he goes on to de- 
clare that the jetty system is comparatively a failure; that there 
are lumps of mud being formed in the channel; that the channel 
is crooked; that there is a bar forming which has increased grad- 
Ay tor the past ten years at the mouth of the jetties; and that 
it require an infinite amount of expensive dredging in order 
to keep up the channel to 26 feet and 30 feet as the central depth. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 


A CALAMITY HOWL-—MAJOR QUINN'S RECENT INTERVIEW SEVERELY CRITI- 
CISED—RESIDENTS OF PORT EADS DECLARE THE PASS FROM THE RIVER TO 
THE SEA WAS NEVER IN BETTER CONDITION—NAMES OF VESSELS OF GREAT 
DRAFT THAT HAVE PASSED OUT RECENTLY. 

[Special to the Times-Democrat.] 
Port EADS, LA., December 21, 1895. 

The interview of Major Quinn in yesterday's Picayune has been generall 
and unfavorably discussed here by many. He is not taken seriously, but 
regarded as a mere calamity howl. His interview is a contradiction of, and 
is at variance with, his annual reports on South Pass for the years 1894, 1895, 
which show that the fan-sha) area in the Gulf at the mouth of the Pass, 
instead of diminishing, has increased in depth. The mud lumps that he 

of are far to the westward of navigation, and were there when the 
jetties were built and are there now. Theshoaling around them is expected, 
as the water of the Pass is discharged in that direction, but it is entirely out 
of the track of navigation and will do no harm. 

The weed work from one end of fhe Pass to the other is in good condition, 
and only the usual force of men is employed to keep itin repair. The chan- 
nel through the Pass from the river e sea was never better, and the 
largest vessels pass in and out without the slightest difficulty. Since Novem- 
ber 1 over 50 foreign and domestic vessels drawing over 23 feet, and man 
drawing over 25 feet. have gone to sea. On December 4the steamship Leenki, 
drawing 25 feet 10 inches, went to sea, and on the same day the American. 
drawing 25 feet 3inches, went out. On December 11 the Pio LX, drawing % 
feet, went to sea, and on the 12th the steamer Parkmore, drawing 26 feet, went 
through the channel without difficulty. These figures are official, and are 
obtained from the bar pilots, 

At present there is no evidence of Ke necessity for an early or remote 
extension of the jetties, and the probability of there being only 10 or 12 feet 
on the bar in the next ten years, as Major says, is farfetched and not 
deserving of serious consideration. 


MAJOR QUINN AND THE JETTIES. 


[New Orleans Times-Democrat, December 22, 1895.] 

or Quinn, of the United States Engineers, who has supervision of a num- 
ber of important works in this district, among others the 8 has for some 
time past spoken more or less derogatively of the latter, one of the test 
engineering achievements in the country. Major Quinn hasnot said that the 
jetties were a failure—indeed, he could not. It is his duty to report on their 
status, and whether the contract of jhe joey company with the Federal Gov- 
ernment been carried out; and he always declared that it has been 
carried out and that the depth of water requi: has been maintained. But 
in his interviews there is the general pe eg that the jetties are not the 
best way of treating the mouth of the river; that they are merely a tempo- 

relief after all; that it will cost an immense sum to extend them, and 
that this will only relieve us for a comparatively few years, when a further 
extension will be uired, it being more difficult and expensive than the 


original work. And these Sire gman ye as to the fate of the jetties arealwa 


accom’ ed bya m to get a permanent solution of the difficulty by 
a ao pe the eee to Barataria Bay. In other words, Major Quinn 
seems to be an advocate of the outlet or canal theory, as opposed to the 

or 8 plan. 
re’ 


marks have the effect of 38 apprehension as to the harbor of 

New Orleans, fear lest it may be ruined, and they undoubtedly throw dis- 

credit on the ig This is unfortunate, coming from an officer of the 

Government. e jetty plan has the approval of all the ane engineers 

in the world. It was conceived and carried out by the greatest American 

engineer. When Congress took hold of this matter it had to compare the 

tty plan with the canal one, which Major Quinn now offers, except that 

his Barataria Canal is less favorably loca’ than the proposed Fort St. 
p one. 

I! be outlet or canal proposition was strongly pressed before Congress, but 
when Capi Eads was heard he made the matter so clear, showed so aN 
the bad effects the canal would have, how it would altogether fail of its pur- 
pose to afford a navigable stream, besides uring the navigation of the 
river, that Congress at once decided in favor of the jetties, and made the con- 
tract which Major Quinn is now required to supervise and see carried out. 

The jetties proved to be all that Captain Eads claimed for them—and even 
more. We have had them for 931 years, and they have been of 
untold value to New Orleansand the Mississippi Valley, and worth hundreds 
of millions of do! to the coun 


When the jetties were built, Captain Eads foresaw that there would besome 
filling in beyond their end; but the filling in has been less than expected; and 
the extension of the 
@ very expensive e 


etties, if it becomes necessary, will not be a difficult or 
rtaking. In fine, Captain Eads's predictions in regard 


to the jetties and the mouth of the river have been so completely verified in 

every that it would be very bad ju t on our part to abandon the 

8. he 8 the improvement of the river and adopt that of Major 
or anyone e 


As for or Quinn's account of the condition of affairs at the jetties, our 
correspondent there declares that it is “farfetched and not deserving of seri- 
ous consideration"; and even styles or Quinn “a calamity howler.” His 

resent account of the jet ties is acon iction of and wholly at variance with 
last annual report on thissubject tothe ipod | of War. There has been 

no filling up at the mouth of the Pass, and the mud lumps he speaks of, and 
which are out of the way of navigation, were there when the jetties were 
built. The channel from the jetties out was never better than if is now, and 
1 — 1 no evidence of any necessity for an early or remote extension of the 

The Government having adopted the jetty plan for the mouth of the river, 
and having stationed Major Quinn here to see that the contract is carried out, 
he is not the person to criticise that plan, to constantly throw slurs on it, an 
to predict its failure; and we believe that it would be better, if he holds the 
opinion he seems to entertain, to replace him with some other engineer who 
believes in the jetties and is anxious and desirous of seeing the success of this 
bo Fb of improving the mouth of the river. Congress has decided in favor 
of it, and Major Quinn can not cha the plan in any way. If he ever sees 
the jetty system fail it will be his duty to report it, but his predictions of 
failure are no more worthy of consideration than the similar predictions that 
were so frequent when the work was first „and we have had nearly 
twenty years’ use of the jetties to prove the falsity of those forecasts. 

As for the canal proposed by Major Quinn to Barataria Bay, it is unworthy 
of consideration. Congress has rejected these projects over and over 
again, and there is nothing in Major Quinn’s canal to recommend it. Empty- 
ing into a bay full of ows, it would soon fill xp at its mouth unless he 
had jetties there to keep it clear of the mud, and with jetties he would 
encounter the samo difficulties which he claims to find at the mouth of the 
5 without the advantage of the volume and current of the great 
river which is now so effective in getting rid of the mud in South Pass. 

It is always unwise to pas an officer in charge of work or to supervise it 
who is opposed to it and believes it is going to prove a failure. Malor Quinn 
is not the man to supervise the jetties if he entertains the opinion of them 
which his interviews indicate. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have here an official statement of 
the depth of water in the jetties. It comes from a report made by 
Major Quinn himself. ithout reading all of it, for it is an ex- 
tensive array of figures, it shows that the first year the jetties went 
into operation the depth was 30y feet. In the report for the last 
month that is reported upon, which was June, 1895, the depth of 
water in the jetties was 305% feet, or an increase of two-tenths. 
Of course it varied from time to time, but not in one single year 
did the Government fail to pay to Captain Eads when living, and 
to his estate after his death, the amount which that estate or which 
Captain Eads was entitled to receive only upon complying with 
the contract to maintain 26 feet of water over the whole 200 feet 
in width with a central depth of 30 feet, which was the main chan- 
nel. In order to condense this matter, to put it in form before the 
Senate, I will ask the Secretary to read as a part of my remarks 
a letter from Mr. Corthell, who was the assistant of Captain Eads 
and had charge of the jettiess and who knows the truth of the 
statements which he makes. 

Mr. CAFFERY. What is the date of it? 

Mr. VEST. Yesterday; last night. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Besrotiry. will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., May 11, 1896. 

DEAR SENATOR Vest: The remarks made by Senator CArrery to-day in 
condemnation of the jetties at the mouth of South Pass, built by Cap 

are en ly errom 


eous. 
First. In regard to the formation of tho channel, between 1875 and 1879, the 
follow: is taken from my History of the Mississippi Jetties, page 214, and I 


ard, of the ends of the jetties, as sh 
Quinn, the United States engineer g officer, dated June 3, 1495, by 
which it will appear that there is a straight channel thr 7 75 the entire jetties 
and to the deep water of the Gulf 26 feet deep and over feet wide at that 
Se 7 5 witha central depth of 30 feet as Heh uh 705 by the law, and that this chan- 
nel is not crooked, nor at any part difficult of navigation for the largest ships. 
It is chart No. 1 of the report. I alsoin this connection refer you to the tabia 
of pepi of the water through the jetties at various dates, being es 1732 to 
1734, 7. which a will see that there has been through the entire period 
since July 8, 1879, when the maximum channel was obtained by Captain Eads, 
a depth fully equal to the requirements of his contract with the United States 
Government, up to and including June, 1895, the last month of the report. 
The tendency at present is for a deepening rather than a shoaling in the 
e end of the jetties. 


Gulf beyond 

Third. I happen to have at hand some very interesting data in regard to 
the number of days of dredging since 1879, and you will understand t this 
dredging was almost entirely done for the purpose of not enlar but 
rectifying the channel in order to make it conform to the Ne! difficult re- 

uirements of a ssional enactment, that is, to make it 200 feet wide at 
the depth of 26 feet, with a central depth of 30 feet. It has often happened 
that the width of the 26-foot channel 5 be, say, 199 feet, and the central 
depth perhaps 35 feet, or 40 feet, but the law required that while the channel 
was large enough and deep enough for navigation it should have at least the 
width of 200 feet. It also has happened in the course of years that the 26-foot 
channel might have a width of say 250 feet or more, but the central depth 
might not over 29} feet, but yet this central depth must be made 30 feet 
to make the channel conform to the law. 

Now, in order to accomplish this purpose it has been necessary, in order to 
maintain this 1 channel, meas according to the recently corrected 
datum plane, to ge only one hundred and twenty-one days in the jetty 
channel and forty days in the area outside of the N ere I assume 
Senator CAFFERY’s crooked nnel exists. I wish to your attention 
particularly to the fact that in the channel beyond the end of the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


etties was required in only one year in the last thirteen years, and that was 

uringa very remarkable phenomenon of sand waves which moved down the 
main river and through the jet channel to the Gulf, and to the further fact 
that no dredging whatever n required beyond the jetties in the last 
three years, and this fact alone would seem to be an indication at least that 
no great amount of shoaling could be taking place beyond the end of the jet- 
ties. In other words, during five thousand eight hundred and forty days 
that have ela since the maximum channel was obtained by Cap Eads 
in 1879, he and his executors have been obliged to dredge to maintain a legal 
channel only one hundred and sixty-one days. 

It was very unfortunate for Senator Carrery to refer to Major Quinn as 
his authority for his statement, for this same Government officer has been, 
during the last two years, so hostile to the jetties that he has made himself 
very obnoxious, even on the streets of New Orleans, in predicting failure 
and in calling the jetties “a fraud.“ In December, 1895, he allowed himself 
to be interviewed, and I inclose the interview, which a in the New 
Orleans Picayune December 20, 1895. I also hand you with it a statement 
sent from Port Eads at the time, which I am sure is correct, and I quote from 
it a few lines referring to the navigation passing through the jetties: 

“The channel through the Pass from the river to the sea was never better, 
and the lar, vessels pass in and out without the slightest difficulty. Since 
November | over 50 foreign and domestic vessels drawing over 23 feet, and 
many drawing over 25 feet, have gone to sea. On December 4 the steam- 
ship Leenki, drawing 25 feet 10 inches, went to sea, and on the same day the 
American, wing 25 feet 3 inches, went out. On December II the Pio IX, 
drawing 25 feet, went to sea; and on the 12th the steamer Parkmore, drawing 
26 feet, went through the channel without difficulty. These figures are 
official and are obtained from bar pilots.” 


I also hand aot an editorial of the Times-Democrat of December 22, 1895, 
which gives the animus of or Quinn's 1 to the jetties; in 
other words, he is still harping on project ofa and following the 


lead of his superiors, who, as you know, were utterly vanquished at the time 
of the charter. He is making the senselessand uncalled-for prediction which 
they made so persistently and openly twenty-two years ago. 

It may be proper for me to state from A ee owledge that the execu- 
tors of Captain Eads's estate have felt called upon to protest it the per- 
sistent — and the outspoken hostility of Major to Captain Eads's 
great work. 

You, who knew him so well and so fully understand and appreciate the 
remarkably successful results achieved by „ are fully able to defend him. 

Iam, Senator, yours, very truly, 
E. L. CORTHELL. 


Hon. GEORGE G. VEST, 
United States Senate, City. 

Mr. VEST. Idesire to putinto the RECORD, without reading it, 
another letter to which Mr. Corthell refers. It makes the record 
perfect in that respect. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


THE RIVER'S MOUTH—MAJOR QUINN’S CHARTS SHOW IT TO BE FILLING, AND 
DESPERATE REMEDIES WILL SOON HAVE TO BE TAKEN TO PRESERVE A 


CHANNEL. 
[New Orleans Picayune, December 20, 1895.] 


Yesterday Major Quinn returned to the city from quite an extended visit 
to Mobile Ba Some time ago vessels, in entering the harbor during bad 
weather, carried away one or two of the beacons, and Major Quinn visited 
the harbor for the purpose of replacing these beacons. 

Yesterday Major Quinn was extremely busy arranging a number of new 


maps and soundings taken at the mouth of the jetties, pre tory toa re- 
port to his department at Washington. After g charts and 
maps, which are the results of long months of observation, Major Quinn 


has come to the conclusion that the Gulf has been shoaling up, from the mouth 
of the jetties out, at the rate of 100 feet per annum. 

The outside limit of the bar extends fully 1,500 feet farther out than it did 
during the year 1879. This kear BL Soe fact, together with the gradual in- 
0 g of the bar's width, has n carefully marked off on the charts. 

These documents were laid u a table and Maj 


past carried the mud of the river farther out to sea. Th 

ual building up from the Head of the Passes down to the very mouth of 

he jetties. The only relief for the dangers which must come upon New 

Orleans is an extension of the jetties out into the sea, fully 1,500 feet, where 
the 20-foot shoals have begun to form. 

At the mouth of the jetties there is a 2 2 as it were, where there 
is some 30 or 40 feet of water, but on each side of the works and beyond this 
deepened part of the Gulf there in two banks of mud. Some of these 
lumps are so large that there is but 20 feet of water. The channel, however. 
is deep. Farther out there are other shoals, where from 30 to 40 feet o; 
water can be found. Gradually the gulf deepens, until, at a distance of a 
mile and a half, there is 100 feet of water. 

During 1879, three l. after the building of the jetties, soundings and 
ma “oe ee ae e same 2 ee e 25 ore were et and 3 

u s ng up and gradual deepe: 5 oser e 
immediate mouth of the jetties. At the rate of 100 eet for the year, these 
shoals have been 3 arther away from the jetties. 

Major Quinn explained further that with the shoaling up of the Gulf there 
was a decrease in the slope in the jetties and a co nding decrease in the 
velocity of the stream. wasa very ve situation, for it meant certain 
ruin for the mouth of the river. Referring to a report upon the jetties, he 
stated that in 1879 the slope of the jetties was .856, while in 1895 it showed 
GI, or a decrease of. 235. ; 

In 1879, during the low tide, there was a slope of 1.242, while under the same 
conditions in 1593 there was a slope of 0.904. The slope of the jetties in 1879 
during the mean tide was 1.05, and in 1893, the same conditions, the slope 


was 0.81. 
Steadily this slope would be decreased until there would be no velocity to 
thestream and the filling up would come more rapid. He that within 
2 od fifteen years there would not be more than 10 or 12 feet of water on 

e bar. 

Major Quinn was asked for his opinion as to a suitable and permanent 
remedy to this threatened calamity. The only relief which he d su t. 
and this would be but temporary, was an extension of the jetties at least 
1,500 feet. This would cost a vast amount of money. There would be more 
difficulty in extending the jetty work than previously, for the reason that 
there are deep places which must be crossed, and would cost a vast 
amount of money and trouble. Then, too, even after this 5 was 
complete there would have to be a renewal in another twenty or A years. 
He thought that the Eads Company could maintain the regular depth of 
water until the time their contract expired, but at the ending of this contract 
@ vast amount of money would haye expended. 


The Eads 


would have to k a dredge boat constantly at work, 
for the passes are 


up At present ges are worked every day anda 
large force of men are kept at work upon the banks of the pass. Hs also found 
by the charts the same condition of affairs at the Southwest and Southeast 
passes. He has not as yet had time to make a thorough investigation of these 
outlets, however. 

There was but one permanent remedy which Major Quinn could suggest, 
and that was to cut a canal from Algiers to Barataria Bay. There would be 
no currents into the bay to k of, and this could be regulated with locks. 
At the end of the anal, in ie bar the jetties could be constructed so that 
deep water could be reached. This would make the distance between New 
Orleans and the Gulf, by water, only 50 miles, just one-half the distance 
the river banks. This would require about five years’ constant work, 
within that time work would also have to continue on the jetties. 

When these jetties are extended further out into the sea, their direction 
will have to be changed considerably. The mud banks on the west side have 
formed almost directly in front of the opening, while the banks on the east 
side of the jetties have drifted further away. This is most likely caused by 
currents in the Gulf. 

Major Quinn was confident that something would have to be done upon the 
organ Da 22 long, especially after the Eads contract has expired, which will 

atew years. 

Mr. VEST. I care nothing about the peona part of this mat- 
ter. I do not know Major Quinn. But I know that the people of 
the Mississippi Valley are deeply and intensely interested in the 

uestion as to the success of those jetties; and I know more than 
that, that when this interview or newspaper report in regard to 
what Major Quinn had said was published it created consterna- 
tion in St. Louis and in all the country which is tributary com- 
mercially to New Orleans and is dependent upon the success of 
the jetties. If Major Quinn is correct then the outlet system is 
the proper one. If the outlet system is the proper one the jetties 
constitute a great blunder, and we have been expending millions 
of dollars for nothing. That is the inevitable result. As to the 
jetty system, I know personally from observation that it has been 
eminently successful in other places besides the mouth of the 
Mississippi. There are bars on the Mississippi River removed by 
the jetty system where no dredging is now required, and where 
there used to be 4 and 5 feet of water there are now 9, 10, and 12. 
There is upon the Missouri River to-day a piece of work extend- 
ing 45 miles, done under the jetty system, which is the most per- 
fect piece of riparian engineering in the United States. It was 
done by the Corps of Engineers upon the jetty plan. The Chief 
of Engineers claims in his letter to the Senator from Oregon that 
the jetty plan was originally adopted by the Sorpe of Engineers 
and afterwards was Sopii by Eads at the mouth of. the Sissis- 
sippi. But I care nothing about the matter. I do not wish to 
inject it here, and would not have done so except to make evident 
what I think is the truth—that the jetties at the mouth of the 
Mississippi are not a failure at all. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Neither the Senator from Missouri nor Mr. 
Corthell, whom the Senator ap to take as authentic proof, 
can put into my mouth words that I have never said. Ido not 
charge the Senator from Missouri with that attempt, but the trend 
of his argument would seem to imply that there is hostility upon 
m to the Eads jetty system. 

VEST. No; 1 did not mean that. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator does not? 

Mr. VEST. IbegtheSenator’spardon. He quoted Major 
and what I have said was in reply to the alleged statement of Major 
Quinn. For instance, when Lasked the Senator’s authority for the 
statement that the Eads estate was about to abandon the g 
on account of the expense and said, Who made that statement?” 
his reply was, Major Quinn.” Now, it me to say one other 
word. Iam intimately acquainted with the executor and son-in- 
law of Captain Eads, Mr. McHenry. If any such idea obtains 
with Mr. McHenry or any of the heirs, and I believe there is only 
one other, of Captain Eades estate, I have never heard of it. On 
the contrary, my information is that they propose to carry on that 
contract, and there never has been a shadow of a doubt in St. 
Louis, where Mr. McHenry has his home, that that was his inten- 
tion. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I do not remember the exact words that I 
used yesterday in the part that I took in the debate, but I do not 
believe that I made the statement that the Eads heirs were about 
to abandon the jetty contract. I think in s ing of the cost of 
dredging, equalizing or about equalizing the amount of the in- 
stallments that they would derive from the Government, I quoted 
Major Quinn. I will read precisely what I said: 

Mr. Carrery. I know that the work of the current has been supplemented 
by the artificial work of dredgers. That iknow. Ihave heard it stated that 


it was doubtful whether Eads's heirs would continue the dredging to main- 
tain the depth, as the 7 poner of dredging about equals the installments they 
would derive from the Government for keeping open the 1. 


Mr. President, I know Major Quinn. I do not know Mr. Cor- 
thell. I do know that Major Quinn is an ornament to the service 
of the United States, both in his character as a man and in his 
equipment as an officer. He has made certain statements. He 
stated that the jetty channel was dredged. He stated that it was 
dredged to keep it open. The letter of Mr. Corthell read in the 
Senate proves that statement. He says there has been a small 
amount of dredging done, but there have been, I believe, one hun- 
dred and sixty-one days of dredging done out of five thousand 
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days. Iam not expert enough to know whether that amount of 
dredging would show that the jetties failed entirely in their pur- 
pe or partially in their purpose, but the fact remains that there 

been dredging, and a considerable amount of dredging. The 
suction dredges which are now used throw out an immense quan- 
tity of mud or sand or gravel, as the case may be, in an hour. I 
think I heard a statement from the Senator from Missouri to the 
effect that one of the suction dredges used upon the Mississippi 
River in clearing out a sand bar would throw out 8.000 cubic feet 
of dirt in an hour. If, therefore, any dredges of that sort were 
used for one hundred and sixty-one days upon the Eads Channel 
an enormous amount of deposit would have been thrown out of 
the jetties. 

I do not condemn, and Mr. Corthell can not make me condemn 
by a letter to anybody, the jetty system. When Major Quinn, as 
much as I think of him as a man and an officer, offered his judg- 
ment in regard to the comparative merit between the outlet sys- 
tem and the jetty system, it did not at all affect my judgment. I 
have seen anon of the jetty system and know enough of it to 
believe that while it will notat the mouth of the Mississippi River 
accomplish the entire dredging of the river, it will do so by being 
helped with dredges. That is not sufficient, however, to condemn 
it, and I do not condemn it for that reason. I believe that by 
narrowing the channel,and by giving greater velocity and volume 
to the current, sand bars in the Mississippi River or any other 
silt-bearing stream will be necessarily removed and the sandy bot- 
tom deepened. But where the tide only rises, as it does at the 
mouth of the Mississippi, about three feet and three feet and a 
half, there is not enough rise of water and the outgoing tide does 
not go down with enough velocity in low water to effect a com- 
plete dredging process, as is done, as the Senator from Missouri 
well knows, in certain rivers of Europe, where the ebb and flow 
of the tide is much higher than it is upon the Gulf of Mexico. 

I do not want to be brought into a controversial discussion, nor 
do I want to be made to attack a principle of deepening rivers 
which I indorse so far as my limited ju ent goes. I do not 
pretend to be an expert. Ido not pretend to have that ability 
which I have heard advanced upon this floor, that a man can 
judge of the superiority of one harbor over another by looking at 

t. I know my judgment indorses the Eads project of improve- 
ment upon the Mississippi River. Not only that, but I believe 
that the levee system, in accordance with that principle of im- 

ving rivers, is necessary to the deepening of the channel of the 
N pi River, because it is only carrying out the system that 

Mr. Eads adopted at the month of the river. By confining the 
channel, by narrowing the water, not permitting it to spread over 
a vast area, you necessarily force the water to cut ont obstruc- 


tions. 

I had intended before this discussion ended to say something 
about the two harbors on the Pacific coast; but I believe that any 
further remarks from me upon this point will be entirely unneces- 
sary in view, as I am told, of the ible termination of the con- 
tentions between Senators who advocate one or the other of these 
harbors by a compromise acceptable to both sides. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I desire to say a few words in re- 

mse to the statements made by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 


RYE]. 

In 155 first place, I repudiate the intimation that there is any- 
thing of the so-called sand-lot agitation to be found upon the San 
Pedro side of this controversy. I wish to say to the Senator from 
Maine that the people of California are as law-abiding, and, with 
due deference to him and his constituents, as fully competent to 
take care of their own affairs, as intelligent, and as enlightened 
and progressive as are those whom he represents here. 

As far as I am personally concerned, he places an estimate upon 
my character far from flattering when he assumes that I can be 
swerved in the slightest degree from the pathway of my duty by 
any ulterior influence or unreasoning excitement. I say to the 
Senator from Maine that however independent he may be I claim 
similar independence. I deny that my constituents are animated 
by any motives not creditable, manly, and thoroughly American. 
Those who are immediately interested in Los Angeles are persons 
of discrimination, fairness, and education. Nor is it true that I 
said one word in the somewhat lengthy argument made by me here 
that can be called undue criticism or uncalled-for censure of Mr. 
Huntington. I used no imprecatory phrase, no denunciatory 
epithets. I am confident that I have acted within the rules of 
politeness and duty. True, I do not and did not regard the soil 
upon which he treads as sacred, but I trust that I uttered no ex- 

ression in reference to Mr. Huntington which was not becoming. 
His affairs when connected with legislation are to that extent 

roper matter for comment; so also of his motives. He is entitled 
to fair treatment and nothing more. 

As my colleague [Mr. PERKINS] has said, the people of our State 
are always ready to do justice and have no disposition to oppress. 
They have resented certain interferences by Mr. Huntington and 
his associates in local affairs, and have demanded immunity in 


politics from corporate domination. The issue before us, however, 
must be solved upon other lines. I have endeavored to consider 
it on its merits, and Mr. Huntington’s personality has less influ- 
ence upon me perhaps than upon some who might be identified. 

While the Senator from ine was most eloquent and lauda- 
tory, and, I believe, extravagant in his praises of Mr. Huntington, 
Ido not complain. It is a matter of taste for which I am not 
responsible. He can record his admiration, if it pleases him so to 
do. ButIdo complain of the caustic phrases he has used toward 
those who sent me here, and I assert he was not justified in the 
attacks so gratuitously made. The Senator from Maine says very 
truly that the proposed outer harbor is not to be a mere local 
improvement, and that the entire Senate—the country at large— 
is interested, and that it makes no difference what the people of 
Los Angeles want. He takes pains to tell the Senate he does not 
care what they want, a proposition which perhaps it was not 
nec for him to announce here formally. 

It is true that the nation is concerned in works of this kind. It 
is true that the views of the Senators from California are not con- 
clusive. It is equally true that I might invade the domain of my 
friend the Senator from Maine and pass judgment upon public 
works in the State of Maine, and pay no attention to his recom- 
mendation. This course I might adopt as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. Perhaps it would be my duty in certain 
contingencies to do so. I might act likewise regarding pro 
improvements in other States. But surely I would not follow 
such a course without the gravest cause. It is the habit to yield 
somewhat to those who come from the locality immediately 
affected. It is sometimes the case that Senators who have resided 
for a long time in a particular neighborhood know more about it 
than a gentleman, however able he may be, whose eyes have been 
transitorily cast upon the troubled waters. 

The distinguished Senator from Maine stood on the shore at San 
Pedro and he viewed the bay from the bluff. On Sunday he found 
himself upon the cliffs of Santa Monica, and looking upon the bay 
was charmed. This survey thus made by the Senator Maine 
settled the harbor question, engineers to the contrary notwith- 
standing. It is true he did not make any soundings, Camille 
Flammarion, the celebrated astronomer, has very recently writ- 
ten that it is now possible to ascertain whether the seas in Mars 
are deep or shallow. As science has thus progressed, it is not 
singular that the Senator from Maine was able so accurately to 
determine the true inwardness of the harbor question during his 
brief visit to the Pacific. 

The Senator from Maine tells us that he does not profess to be 
scientific; that he does not claim to be an engineer, familiar with 
all the details of breakwater constructions, yet he also declares 
that anyone—any man of sense who gazes upon the map which he 
pret must read there a recorded judgment in favor of Santa 

onica. Perhaps I and other Senators may be able to endure in 
good health this flattering reference to our restricted and con- 
stricted and arrested mental development. But Isubmit that the 
evidence which is thus alluded to as conclusive does not convince 
and should not control those who are anxious to reach a correct 
Bruen There are other matters of far greater value to be con- 
sidered. 

There are various propositions that can not very well be under- 
stood by a mere glance at the map. However, it is true that this 
platis useful. It shows that Santa Monica is merely an open 
roadstead. It can scarcely be called a bay. A casual inspection 
of the Coast and Geodetic chart dispels the delusion that there is 
any protection at Santa Monica from the dangerous ocean swells. 
The Senator from Maine several times declared that the southeast 

les are the winds which are generally feared. We find in the 

aighill report, under the head of ‘‘ Meteorological conditions,” 
the following: 
The prevailing wind on the California coast is from the northwest, nearly 
rallel to the coast line north of Point Conception, which is in latitudo 34° 
27’ N. At this point the trend of the coast changes from northwest to west. 
This fact, in connection with the bold topography of the shore, causes the 
prevailing winds along the southerly coast o. California tobe westerly. This 
wind never becomes more than a moderate gale. It never produces the 
heaviest waves. The disturbance of the water due to it is, however, always 
an inconvenience to vessels lying at a wharf exposed to its action, and when 
the disturbance is greatest there is danger to vessels. This wind prevails on 
the southern coast during the greater part of the year with the intermission 
of calms in the autumn and winter. In the -named season occur the 


southerly offshore winds, which produce the heaviest waves to which the 
coast line is exposed. 


** Southerly offshore winds.” 


A northeasterly land wind, known as the“ Santa Ana,” occasionally blows 
from the dry hot plains lying to the eastward. Its duration isshort and it is 
severe, but having no fetch over the sea, it raises no waves near shore. It 
occurs both on Santa Monica and San Pedro bays., 8 

The southeaster comes in the winter and spring and brin 
storm first manifests itself by a wind from the southeast, w 
for a few hours, shifting then to the south and southwest. 
up when the wind gets to the northwest. In these storms a heavy sea is 
developed, which breaks upon the coast line in waves of great magnitude. 
These waves come from the south and southwest. The waves produced b; 
the southeast wind are short, designated by the sailors as choppy. The sou 


rain. The 
ich continues 
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and southwest seas, on the other hand, are long and heavy. A vessel at an- 
chor under this exposure must, under these circumstances, get to sea, with 
the possibility of otherwise going ashore. It is the heave of thesea rather 
than the wind, although the latter alone is sufficiently dangerous, that makes 
the strongest ground e at times of no avail. 

So the alleged terrible southeast gales amount to little, except 
in so far as they are ultimately the cause of the swells which pro- 
ceed from the south and southwest. The southeast wind itself 
directly develops no waves save the short choppy waves just re- 
ferred to, and the testimony,so far from sustaining the Senator 
from Maine, shows that it is the heave of the sea proceeding from 
the south and southwest which is to be remedied or counteracted. 
These exposures are absolutely protected by the harbor designed 
at San Pedro. : 

The Senate will notice the protection afforded San Pedro by 
Catalina Island, which is 17} miles in length. The testimony is 
(and we scarcely need evidence to sustain that view) that this 
island tends to protect San Pedro Harbor. As I said in my open- 
ing argument, the calmest water anywhere in that ocean is on the 
land side or lea of Catalina, and the island being, as I have 
stated, 174 miles in length, naturally influences the water even to 
San Pedro. Santa Monica is not thus favorably influenced by 
Catalina. The presence of frightful waves at San Pedro is the 
creation of the imagination of my friend the Senator from Maine. 
No one who has resided there and who is familiar with that coast 
has ever seen these alarming manifestations. 

The San Pedro bluff affords proof that there are no such dan- 
8 storms as those to which our attention has been called. 

he bluff shows no evidence of the battering to which we are told 
it has been subjected. It is a silent witness in refutation of the 


charge. 

Said the Craighill board: 

Astrong evidence of the weakness of the destructive action of the southeast 
storms is seen in the very slow wearing away of the sandy cliffs and of the 
bluffs at San Pedro; nor could the exposed wharves be maintained in this 
region if the destructive action of the storms was great. 

I have heretofore inquired why the southeast storms do not af- 
fect the inner harbor. Here [indicating] we find a narrow neck 
called Rattlesnake Island. e surface is but little above the sea, 
and if the winds blow with the force described, surely the ship- 

ing in the inner harbor would be injured. Nobody has ever 

eard of ships being affected at all in the inner harbor by the 
wind. No disturbance of that sort has ever been witnessed. 

Again, the Senator from Maine stated that neither the first nor 
second board of engineers had any knowledge with reference to 
the westerly swells. The Senator is obviously mistaken. In the 
first report Colonel Mendell says: 


San Pedro Bay is sheltered from the westerly winds by Point Firmin. It 
is opon to the winds and seas from the southwest and to the preyailing south- 
wesi E above noted, over an angle of 60° to the westward of Catalina 

It will be observed that Colonel Mendell speaks of the sonthwest 
swell, and one of the engineers, Colonel Hains, testified about it 
at the recent hearing. e said the same peculiarity is mentioned 
in the report of Colonel Craighill, already cited. 

Colonel Harns. The breakwater is to be carried around in such a direction 
that that exposure does not amount to much. In the first place, the southeast 
ps are of very short duration. They do not last long. The wind starts in 

rom the southeast, but the sea comes from the southwest. The sea is what 
causes the trouble, not the wind; and the sea comes from the southwest. 

Senator NELSON. It can not come from the southeast? 

Colonel Hatns. Some seas come from the southeast; but the heaviest swells 
come from the southwest, even if the wind is blowing from the southeast. 
Then the wind generally shifts round to the northward. 


The reason for the curved construction of the San Pedro break- 
water is because it is designed to resist the westerly swells. 
While it is a fact that out as far as 7 miles from Point Firmin in 
the direction of Catalina Island there is to be found water not 
over 15 fathoms deep; while it is true also that 3 miles in a west- 
erly direction there is water of very moderate depth, nevertheless 
if it be conceded that the depth westerly from Point Firmin is as 
claimed by Santa Monica advocates, still no point is made against 
San Pedro, for the breakwater will absolutely intercept this swell. 

The very object of its construction is to cut off these waves, and 
that the section proposed is well designed there is now no ques- 
tion. On the other hand, when we come to Santa Monica Bay we 
have absolutely nothing to interfere with the southwesterly swells. 
The surf is not serious or the sea remarkably rough anywhere 
along the coast of southern California. At Hueneme, at New- 
port Landing, and at other places referred to by my colleague 
there are wharves extending directly into the ocean. In Monterey 
Bay there are wharves built seaward, and they stand. Senators 
not familiar with these uncommon conditions can not well appre- 
ciate the difference between the Atlantic and Pacific in this regard. 
The success of the Southern Pacific wharf is by no means phenom- 


enal. 

At Redondo, for instance, shown on the map, there is an excel- 
lent wharf in full operation. The water is very deep, and the 
pier is consequently short. It is worthy of note that while the 
water is deeper near Redondo than at many other places on the 


bay, no great difference in the westerly swells isobservable. Be- 
fore Mr. Huntington made his development above Santa Monica 


most of the Los eles coast business coming from San Fran- 
cisco was transacted at Redondo because vessels were able to 
come up to a wharf and discharge their cargoes. The Pacific 
Coast steamship has been in the habit of calling at Redondo, and 
it has been rarely found difficult to discharge at that wharf. 
These illustrations suffice to show the availability of the south- 
ern California coast for wharf construction. A glance at the 
pe TO oi a number of shipping points similar to those men- 
ioned. 

The Senator from Maine alluded several times to Mr. Hunting- 
ton's abandonment of Wilmington Harbor. He never has aban- 
doned Wilmington Harbor. The Southern Pacific commenced to 
build a wharf near Point Firmin; Mr. Hood had charge of it. 
Mr. Hood was the same skilled engineer then that he is now, and 
he has been for a long time at the head of the engineering depart- 
ment of the railroad company. He was their chief engineer long 
before the Santa Monica wharf was built and he was thoroughly 
8 with San Pedro when he commenced the pier near Point 

irmin. 

About the time that Mr. Huntington commenced work at Port 
Los Angeles the Terminal Railroad was built to Rattlesnake Island 
and commenced the transaction of business there. Redondo was 
doing, as I have said,the major part of the northerly business, 
taking most of it from Wilmington because of its proximity to San 
Francisco. So Mr. Huntington built his pier, not because of an: 
special harbor advantages but to meet the competition retenred 
to. He selected a point as far up as it was possible to The 
beach narrows proceeding toward Point Dume and Mr. Hunting- 
ton has so arranged matters that it is practically impossible to 

im. 


I have shown a photograph of the approach to Mr. Huntington’s 
wharf. It will be observed that it is at the foot a bluff about 200 
feet high. lexhibitthe picture to the Senate. The isolation of the 
situation is clear. A amay of the photographs filed makes com- 
ment unnecessary. Mr. Huntington controls the land upon this 
bluf, and the ownership extends to the sea and for some 2,000 
feet along shore. 

I do not deem the fact that any N person owns this 
land as of controlling importance, but I desire the facts in the 
matter to be made of record. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the accessibility 
proposition. The Senator from Maine says that he does not know 
why the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad Company peo- 


le are opposed to the Port Los Angeles breakwater. If the con- 
ditions were as the Senator from Maine describes them, of course 
the Santa Fe would not be opposed to it. If them rs of that 


corporation were not fearful of a monopoly they would naturally 
aid thisappropriation. They want to reach tide water. They are 
already here [indicating] at Redondo Beach, and are not far, it 
will be observed, from San Pedro. Indeed, I have heard that they 
have some arrangement by which they pass over the Terminal 
line. But that is unimportant, and my knowledge regarding it 
is limited. 

The Senator from Maine says that ten or twelve tracks can be 
constructed along the seashore at Santa Monica. But what will 
become of that town? Sarta Monica is one of the most charming 
seaside resorts of which I have any knowledge. It is susceptible 
of great development and adornment. Its beauties will fade if its 
beach is devoted to railroads and locomotives. I can not believe 
that the trustees who control the subject will ever allow the intru- 
sion of more railroads along the water front. Can boys and girls, 
women and children, nurses and babies safely be trusted upon a 
shore thus devoted to commercial uses? It is not to be anticipated 
that the members of the boards of trustees of Santa Monica will 
ever permit the place to be ruined. ; 

But if further destruction of the beach is forbidden, how can 
competing railroads reach the protected harbor? It may be said 
that Santa Monica Canyon can be utilized for approach. But 
the difficulties of this plan are many. The route is circuitous, 
the grade severe; many private interests must be condemned. I 
believe that no competing railroad will construct a wharf there 
for years, and the erection of piers by parties of moderate means 
is impossible. It is not a matter of surprise to me that so much 
opposition is manifested to Mr. Huntington’s plan by those who 
are actuated by business considerations rather than by sentiment. 

The Senator from Maine mentions that there has never been the 
slightest trouble in maintaining the wharf which Mr. Huntington 
has built at Santa Monica. I have already observed that there is 
nothing remarkable in this. I donot doubt that this situation 
wiil be maintained for many years. 

Occasionally landing will be difficult. For instance, last March 
the British ship Dunboyne was forced to leave the wharf because 
of an uncommon swell, She was towed away by the Pacific Coast 
Steamship Company’s vessel Corona. But under all ordinary 
conditions I concede that any wharf on the southern California 
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coast will fairly accommodate shipping. Santa Monica has no 
monopoly in that ig cain 

The Senator from Maine made a very able defense of Mr. Cor- 
thell. Ido not complain that Mr. Corthell was employed by Mr. 
Huntington. I never have objected to that, but I do resent his 
attempt to pose as an official employed to give a disinterested 
opinion. He actually tells us in the letter which he addressed to 

e minority of the Commerce Committee that he acted in an offi- 
cial capacity. I read his lan last week during this debate. 
What official authority had Mr. Corthell to make this examination? 
He says he was first spoken to by Mr. Huntington, and the Sena- 
tor from Maine, who wanted, of course, an impartial report, 
sought the services of a man already spoken to by Mr. Hunting- 
ton, and who had business connections with the latter, to make 


the nag, Pak 

Mr. Huntington was undoubtedly at liberty to 5 
but the fact of such employment destroyed Corthell’s disinterest- 
edness. Could Corthell be bribed by the mere paymentof a board 
bill? No one ever charged that he was bribed by the payment of 
a board bill or bribed in any other way; but I haveasserted, and 
do say, that no hired expert, no man who is engaged to give an 
opinion by a party toa controversy, is as reliable a witness as a pub- 
lic officer who has nothing but his honor and reputation in issue. 
Mr. Corthell was employed for what? To assist Mr. Huntington 
in getting an appropriation for Santa Monica, a work in which 
he been en, ever since the Senator from Maine asked his 
opinion. Mr. Corthell, therefore, is an opinion witness testifying 
for his employer. 

The very best men—persons of fineststanding—have been found 
unequal to the task of im iality under such conditions. Mr. 
Corthell is no exception. He is as intensely partisan as anyone 
can be. Heis a loyal and warm advocate of Mr. Huntington, 
with whom he has long been associated, and whose interests he is 
seeking to conserve. 

Certainly the Senator from Maine will not claim that Mr Cor- 
thell’s opinions as an employee of Mr. Huntington are to be treated 
as disinterested and conclusive. Mr. Corthell is greatly inter- 
ested. His correspondence with Senators, his anxiety to mixin its 
discussion, is demonstrative of his feeling. When the Senator 
from Maine and others connected with the river and harbor bills 
sent for Mr. Corthell and spoke to him about making this inves- 
tigation in a State represented by other Senators, it was a little 
singular, it seems to me, that not a word was said to the officers 
entitled to speak for that State. Would it not be regarded as a 
little peculiar if I, as a member of the Commerce Committee, were 
to delegate some one to go to Maine to pass upon river and har- 
bor matters there without consulting him at all? The Senator 
from Maine has said that he wishes to be courteous to everybody. 
Does he think this action to be the quintessence of courtesy? 

The Senator from Maine says he is always anxious to yield to 
Senators upon the committee. One of the many characteristics 
of the Senator from Maine that I admire is his firmness, his posi- 
tiveness, and the fact that, when he has an opinion, he is not 
afraid to express it, and to do so forcibly, and he generally ad- 
heres to his view. Does not each member of the Committee on 
Commerce know that if there ever was a determined chairman 
who not only wishes to have his own way, but nearly always does 
have it, it is the Senator from Maine? Talk about concessions! 
I have never known a man in my life to make fewer concessions 
than my friend the chairman of the Commerce Committee. 

Mr. FRYE. I am always right. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHITE. Well, you think you are, and you are happy. I 
believe the Senator from Maine believes that he is always right; 
but one who credits himself absolutely is frequently in error. I 
hope the Senator from Maine will never again state in the pres- 
ence of members of his committee that he is of such yielding and 
plastic temperament, of such conciliatory and concedi i i- 
tion. The 8 describes the formation of his opinion on this 
issue. In 1893, in the month of April, the Senator from Maine 
asserted upon this floor that his mind was fully made up. Why 
he desired any further investigation I do not know. ether 
the Senator from Maine has ever in the course of his life changed 
an opinion formed by him deliberately I am unable to state. 
He may have done so in his younger days, but not in connection 
with his duties upon the Commerce Committee. His judgment 
is irrevocable. — 

The Senator from Maine, while disclaiming engineering attain- 
ments, seems to think that I was reflecting upon him in some way 
when I spoke of him as a navigator. I did think that the Senator 
from Maine was possessed of much nautical knowledge; but if 
I was in error I will withdraw the remark. [Laughter.] But 
while the Senator from Maine disclaims familiarity with technical 
matters he informs us that anyone can see the conclusive merits 
of his argument by a mere glance at hismap. Those of the most 
ordinary intellectual development must see that he is right. This 
is his faith, and he does not hesitate to set up his nonprofessional 
judgment against those who have been employed by the Govern- 
ment to pass upon this subject, He not only relies upon himself 
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against skilled authority, but he tells us that as there is one chance 
in ten of a decision in favor of San Pedro he will vote against the 
amendment which I offer. This is more conciliation. 

Mr. President, the amendment which I have advocated involves 
the appointing of a commission of admittedly unbiased and impar- 
tial men to determine between these two locations—San Pedro and 
Santa Monica. What is the objection tothis? The Senator from 
Maine says that possibly there might be a decision for San Pedro— 
only one chance out of ten, he declares. But this is quite enough. 
No impartial experts who choose San Pedro can, according to hi 
view, be relied on. No impartial or other board for him. What 
does he want? He demands the power to personally solve this 
dispute his own way. 

The Senator from Maine says that General Craighill stated that 
he was a fortifications engineer. So he did; and so he is; but the 
engineers of the Army of the United States have some riparian 
knowledge, I presume. They have general engineering skill. 
Their attainments are not confined to providing methods of de- 
fense. They have all had vast practical experience as well as 
thorough education in all branches of engineering science. It has 
been said that the reports of the boards of engineers as to San 
Pedro show that the main point considered was as to the availa- 
bility of the harbor site for defense. This is inaccurate. The 
reports of these boards are here and show that but little space was 
devoted to mere fortification or defensive questions. A more inti- 
mate knowledge of the contents of these documents would prove 
beneficial. 

Look at these seven volumes on my desk, compiled in the War 
Department and sent here for the study and enlightenment of 
myself, the Senator from Maine, and other Senators. What do 
we find? Only references to fortification matters? By no means. 
We find the advice and recommendation all through these books 
of the army engineers concerning riparian improvements. The 
great rivers, over which paes . and thousands and millions 
of tons of commerce, are kept in proper condition under their man- 
agement and control. The harbors needing improvement are com- 
mitted to their care, not merely to carry out a project elsewhere 
devised, but their advice is solicited and obtained and acted upon 
with reference to the character of the improvements to be made. 
They furnish projects at the instigation of Congress, Grant that 
they are sometimes en. Everybody is sometimes mistaken, 
except my friend from Maine, and we have his authority that he 
is never wrong. We concede that engineers are human they are 
fallible—but if we have doubts as to the correctness of a conclu- 
sion which they have reached, let us investigate in an orderly way 
and obtain poe indorsement and authorization somewhere be- 
fore we pledge ourselves to a contrary policy. If the eight engi- 
neers whose ook are being discussed are not all wrong this 
appropriation should not be made. 

have been criticised because I remarked that the Santa Monica 
site had been condemned. I would have been strictly accurate 
had I said that the engineers recommended San Pedro as the pref- 
erable place, and alluded to Santa Monica as comparatively unde- 
sirable. But this is a decision against Santa Monica. It is a 
virtual rejection of that site. It is true that many competent 
officers hold that the Santa Monica breakwater can be success- 
fully constructed. Major Raymond does not think so, and I be- 
lieve he has had more experience in the matter of breakwater 
building than anyone in the United States. He thinks—and his 
view seems to me rational—that the westerly waves will pass in 
behind the artificial protection. The construction parallel to the 
rectilinear shore does not appeal to his experience or mathemat- 
ical investigation. 

But, at all events, this disputation merely amounts to this, that 
my friend from Maine, the majority of the committee, and other 
intelligent, nonprofessional gentlemen, think that the engineers 
have made a mistake, and they proposa not to let any contingent 
contract, not to do as Congress did in the case of the Brunswick 
Harbor, or in the Eads jetty matter—which, by the way, was ap- 
proved by numerous members of the Engineer Corps—no success 
no pay—but we propose to ti Sate flat $3,098,000 against the 
recommendation of our own officers, and in compliance with 
Mr. Huntington’s unapproved solicitation, without any favorable 
recommendation. It is to that style of business that I object; and 
it is to the candid judgment of this Senate that I appeal. Sena- 
tors, are you willing to make this appropriation withont any rec- 
ommendation, and are youready to vote down the 1 that 
there must be some approval by some competent official authority? 
Can we afford to contribute governmental funds without any 
sanction or excuse? 

I demand the judgment of a competent board. I have entire 
confidence in the Army Corps and in their opinions. Others differ 
from me. Iam not unreasonable; but I insist that, even if Sen- 
ators believe that developments lately transpiring indicate the 
5 character of Santa Monica, still it is essential that we 

accorded the favorable opinion of an able, qualified, and un- 
prejudiced board suggesting the propriety of our action, Can 
you afford to vote down such a proposition? 
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I have repeatedly asserted that I announced no dogmatic rule 
for the formation of such a commission. I have no friends in 
this case to serve, no enemies to punish, but a duty I haye to dis- 
cha I want no stuffed commission, no prejudiced institution 
nobody biased in any way whatever. I have submitted time an 

ain to the majority of the committee the proposition that the 
should suggest some method of constructing an impartial board, 
and I have said that I would acquiesce, and yet that proposal has 
been refused, withoutreason assigned. Iresubmitmy 5 1 
plainly suggest that there is no excuse, even tolerably plausible, 
“against my tender. 

My friend from Maine says that if there is to be an outer harbor 
at Pedro then the inner harbor should not be improved. 
From this view I utterly dissent. The inner harbor of San Pedro 
is most valuable, even as it is. Wharves line the harbor frontage 
at that point—not piers costing hundreds of thousands of dollars, 
but wharves owned by moderate mercantile interests in Los 
Angeles—over whick extensive commerce is transacted. This is 
done though only 14 feet at low tide is found upon the bar. 
When the Benyaurd project, adopted in this bill, shall have 

roved successful there will be 18 feet at low tide within that 
Faha and hundreds of wharves will demonstrate the success of 
the projects which the Engineer Corps has indorsed. The inner 
harbor is confined by low land. The bluff rises rather antapi 
at San Pedro. The facilities for wharves and docks are marked, 
and the improvement of the so-called inner harbor has not only 
proven successful as far as it has gone, but few commercial proj- 
ects offer more striking possibilities. 

I have never known or heard of a citizen of Los Angeles op- 
posed to the improvement of the inner harbor. The entire com- 
munity appreciates its advantages and merits. 

I have keard many things about the poopie of my home. Not- 
withstanding my long residence there I have been informed that 
the lawfully elected 6 of that section are in the 
dark. My friend from Maine says that the present Congressman 
from that district was instructed when first nominated to support 
San Pedro, and that now he is renominated by a convention 
which a resolution in favor of Santa Monica. 

The Congressional district convention—Republican, I am glad 
to say—to which allusion is made, passed a resolution in favor of 
all appropriations. In other words, they said, ‘‘ We will take all 
the money you will give us.” A willingness to absorb, not de- 
pendent upon a choice of places. A sentiment favoring donations 
common to all enterprising communities. 

The Republican convention in California lately assembled was 
a very curious affair. Ido not intend to discuss politics, but I 
must say that that body passed a resolution denouncing the Pacific 
Railroad funding bill as a fraud and an ou , and at the same 
time put on the electoral ticket the vice-president of the railroad 
company offending—a very estimable gentleman. The only mem- 
ber of the California Congressional delegation who indorsed the 
funding bill, and who, by the way, is a very able member of the 
House Committee on Pacific Railroads, was elected a delegate to 
the national Republican convention upon a platform declaring 
not only against the funding bill, but also in favor of William 
McKinley and free and unlimited coi at 16 to 1. (Laughter. ] 
If there is any subject not covered on both sides by m pub- 
lican local brethren, if my friends of the opposition have not 
agreed to all things that conflict, I am at a loss to interpret their 
singular platform. But the general sweeping resolution men- 
tioned by the Senator from Maine merely amounts to an accept- 
ance of all appropriations which we may make. Very few Repub- 
lican conventions (I mean no offense) will decline to assimilate 
that which they can get. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLEN. Did that convention make any specific reference 
to Santa Monica? 

x . No; but in the county of Los Angeles, where 
there are six assembly districts, two only of such districts acted 
upon the subject in recent Republican conventions and these 
passed resolutions in favor of San Pedro. So you have it. The 
immediate locality favors San Pedro. The Republican State con- 
vention indorsed the railroad as far as nominees were concerned, 
advocated all appropriations, McKinley, and free coinage, and 
op Democracy, monopoly, and the funding bill. 

am not Sag ge i I am glad to say, for the proceedings of 
the late Republican convention held in California. The Repub- 
lican delegation being absent from that State, the convention evi- 
dently escaped from proper or consistent management. As far as 
the sentiment of the people of Los Angeles is concerned, I know 
whereof I speak when I say that their judgment is overwhelm- 
ingly for San Pedro. There are many, as I have said, who prefer 
to take Santa Monica rather than lose the e but, be 
it said to the credit of Los Angeles County, and let it be said to 
the credit of the workingmen of that prosperous section, and to 
the honor of the chamber of commerce and the board of trade, 
that they have all preferred to sacrifice a mere appropriation 
rather than to lose independence. The leaders and officials of 
almost all the labor organizations of Los Angeles have manfully 


and grandly supported the right inthis struggle. They have em- 
phatically declined to submit to blandishments and have approved 
of the course of myself and my colleague. 

I feel that we should reach a vote upon this proposition at once, 
and I concur that the bill should reach conference immediately. 
I submit the issue to your candid judgment. Your opinion can 
not be coerced or controlled. -You know this case now. Its vari- 
ous phases have been fully examined. I have sought to impress 
= gir upon you, content to rest my claims upon justice and 


The struggle which I have made here may seem stubborn to 
some, but it is maintained in the consciousness and belief that I 
am acting for the public interest. No demagogical appeal—not- 
withstanding intimations to the contrary—has influenced or ever 
will influence me. I haye been as able as the Senator from 
Maine to maintain myself in my conservative methods without 
condescending to belittlement. I experience natural pride in my 
presence here, but I would willingly sacrifice that honor rather 
than yield my maturely formed 3 to any senseless clamor, 
to threats or , to condemnation or applause, and I might 
say, Mr. President, that I had rather be a lawyer whose word 
was as good as the rich man’s bond, and whose opinion upon an 
intricate question of judicial science was valued by the master 
minds of my profession, than to hold in my hand all the honors 
that ever were won 2 appeals to the passions or prejudices of 
men. 198 in the galleries. ] 

Mr. FR Mr. President, the Senator from California has 
we a picture of me which I do not believe any Senator who 

s been associated with me for quite a number of years will rec- 
ognize. I think I do yield very frequently, and to a certain extent 
Iam going to yield now, notwithstanding the charge which has 
been made against me the navigator of the committee. Iobjected 
very seriously to the amendment offered by the Senator from Cali- 
fornia. It contained an army engineer as one of the commis- 
sion. Iam not saying anything against the army engineers, but 
in a question of this kind, in which there has been so much discus- 
sion and friction, to put on that commission an army engineer, 
when his chief is the head of the Engineer Department, and was 
the head of one of the boards which made report to Congress and 
has been under consideration, Ido say that it is packing, in all 
human probability, the foreman of that jury, for he would be the 
foreman, and I should not be content with nor would I risk a com- 
mission of that kind. It was on that account that I said there 
might be one chance in ten of a commission so constituted report- 
ing in favor of San Pedro. 

Senator has offered an amendment tostrike out the item 
which the committee had inserted in the bill, and to insert his 
amendment. It is my right before that question is taken to per- 
fect, so far as I may, the amendment which the committee itself 
reported, and I am going to propose a commission which, under 
the statement of the Senator made within the last fifteen minutes, 
I fail to see how even he can refuse to accept. 

In order that the Senate may understand the amendment I now 
por I will read the first two lines of the amendment reported 

y the committee, which read in this way: 
8 For a deep-water harbor at Port Los Angeles, in Santa Monica Bay, Cali- 
ornia. 


After the word “California,” in line 14 of that amendment of 
the committee, I move to insert these words: 
Or at San Pedro, in said State, the location of said harbor to be Getermined 


i Mone officer of the Na 
officer of the Coast and 


2 to the project re 
gregate 800000. sna L o 


may bə necessary ed forthe expenses of the board and payment of 
the beh en imeers for their services, the amount to be dete ed by the 
ry of War. 


Mr. VEST. Iwill suggest to the chairman of the committee 
that he insert the words who shall personally examine the local- 
ities named.” 

Mr. FRYE. I will say who shall constitute a board and per- 
sonally examine.” 

Mr. WHITE. I presume the Senator from Missouri has in 
view what he thinks is the necessity of re-sounding this harbor. 

Mr. VEST. Yes. I do not want this work done by proxy, as 
has been done in other cases. 

Mr. WHITE. I will suggest that the Coast and Geodetic Sur- 
vey charts, upon which navigation is conducted on that coast, are 
presumably accurate. However, I only make that statement be- 
cause I do not think it is just to criticise General Craighill for not 
making soundings, which had been officially done by the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey. Still, I am not objecting to the re-soundings, 
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Mr. TELLER. Isuggest to the chairman of the committee that 
$20,000 is not an ee sum for that kind of work. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] was just 
making that same suggestion to me. 

Mr. LLER. Iwant to say that if the President of the United 
States selects three engineers such as he ought to select, each one 
of them should have at least $10,000 for that work. 

Mr, FRYE. Suppo we make the amount $40,000? 

Mr. TELLER. should say it ought to be at least $50,000— 
say to be used in the discretion of the President, not exceeding 

50,000.” 
Se FRYE. Very well. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would also suggest to the chairman of the 
Committee on Commerce that there should be limit of time within 
which the matter shall be determined. It does not seem to me 
that it should be like Tennyson's brook, to run on forever. I think 
there should be a limit of time. 

Mr. FRYE. No; I do not think there should be. I think the 
board should have all the time they need to settle this question. 
There is one thing above everything else I wish, and that is a set- 
tlement of this vexed question. 

Mr. BERRY. Iwish to remark to the Senator from Maine that 
it seems to me that it would be fairer and better to take two of the 
members of the board from civil life and two from the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey, or one from the Coast and Geodetic Survey and 
one from the Navy. It occurs to me thatit would be better to have 
more public officials on the commission who are responsible to 
the Government. I simply make the suggestion as giving my 
views about it. 

Mr. FRYE. I am obliged to the Senator; but I have all day 
been running this over in myoma, and as a conclusion, a fair 
conclusion of this contest, I finally have settled down upon this 
1 As a matter of course, I have yielded a good deal in 

oing so. The Senator from California is practically having his 
own way, when he says he simply asks an entirely impartial board. 

Mr. BERRY. Is the proposition satisfactory to the Senator 
from California? 

Mr. WHITE. Ihave stated that I would accept any impartial 
board, and I usually stick to what I say, or try to do so, and I 
believe the President of the United States—I not only believe, but 
I know—will do his duty in this regard. If I had my way about 
it I would rather have one army engineer, but I see no reason to 
think that this will not be an absolutely impartial board. I think 
all the other boards have been impartial; but this is an endeavor 
to reach a conclusion satisfactory to the Senate, and I will adhere 
to what I stated. I have consulted with those who agree with me 
about this matter, with as many as I could talk to about it, and 
it seems to be the general impression that I should accept the 
amendment. While I have my preferences, as stated, I do not 
wish to interpose any objection to the accomplishment of a plan 
which is a concession by the Senator from Maine and also a con- 
cession by the Senator from California. I think we can afford to 


stand apen it. 

Mr. FRYE. I offer the amendment, then, Mr. President. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, as one of the minority of the com- 
mittee who objected to the majority report, I am entirely in favor 
of this amendment, and I am very glad that the Senator from 
Maine pe FRYE], the chairman of the committee, has conceded 
so much. There never was a time during the sessions of the com- 
mittee when the minority of the committee would not have joined 
with him in obtaining what we all regarded as a fair and impar- 
tial board; and I think the amendment he now offers to us pro- 
poses just such a scheme as that. For one I hope that it will be 
adopted and that this plan of settlement will be agreed upon by 
the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] will be stated. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam inclined to think there is no need of reading 
the amendment again. It comes in after the word California,“ in 
Iine 14, on page 35. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the amendment be read at the desk, Mr. 
President. k 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 35, line 14, after the word“ Cali- 
fornia,” it is proposed to insert: 

Orat San Pedro, in said State, the location of said harbor to be determined 
bran officer of the Navy, to be detailed by the Secretary of the Navy, an 
officer of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, to be detailed by the Superintend- 
ent of said Survey, and three experienced civil engineers skilled in riparian 
work, to be appointed by the President, who shall constitute a board, and 
who shall personally examine said harbor, the decision of a majority of which 
shall be final as to the location of said harbor. It shall be the duty of said 
board to make plans, specifications, and estimates for said improvement. 
Whenever said board shall have settled the location and made report to the 
Secretary of War of the same, with said plans, specifications, and estimates, 
then the Secretary of War may make contracts for the completion of the 
improvement of the harbor so selected by said board, according to the proj- 
ect reported by them, ata cost not exceeding in the aggregate $900,000. and 
$50,000 are hereby appropriated, so much thereof as may be to be 


n 
used for the e ot the board and payment of the civil engineers for 
their services, the amount to be determined by the Secretary of War. 


Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Maine why 
it would not be reasonably good policy to require this board to 
report to Congress and have further Congressional legislation 
upon a subject after that report and before an appropriation is 
made 

Mr. FRYE. That is a question for the Senate. I am in 
favor of ending this matter by authorizing the Secretary of War to 
make the contracts whenever they report. I am in favor of end- 


ing it. $ 
Mr. ALLEN. Isimply asked to have the proposed amendment 
read, not because I am personally interested in it one way or the 
other further than I am interested as a representative of the tax- 
pavers, but for the purpose of emphasizing two important points: 
st, Congressional responsibility is absolutely shirked by the 
amendment; and second, in the compromise which has been made 
between the honorable chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
and the honorable Senator from California the very important 
oe of appropriating $2,900,000 has not been overlooked on either 
side. 


Mr. VILAS. IfI heard the amendment rightly it is not pro- 
posed to strike out. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. I propose to follow the amendment by a 
motion to strike out. 

Mr. VILAS. The amendment was not so read. 

Mr. FRYE. I propose to follow the amendment by another. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine 
what would be the condition of the appropriation of $392,000 for 
the channel. 

Mr. FRYE. That is left in the bill. 

Mr. LINDSAY. That is left in? 

Mr. FRYE. It does not touch that. 

Mr. LINDSAY. It is separate from this amendment? 

Mr. FRYE. Itisa 9 item. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Maine tothe amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, I move to strike out all after the word 
“aggregate,” in line 22. That has been rendered unnecessary by 
what has been put in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The words proposed to be stricken 
out will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After the word aggregate,“ in line 22, strike 
out the remainder of the amendment of the committee down to 
and including line 10, page 36, in the following words: 

Two million nine hundred and ninety-eight thousand dollars, exclusive of 
the amount herein and heretofore appropriated, Provided however, That 
rior to the expenditure of any part of the money hereby appropriated the 
southern Pacific Company. or the owner or owners thereof, 8 execute an 
agreement and file the same with the Secretary of War that any railroad - 
company mey share in the use of the pier now constructed on the site of said 
harbor, and the approaches thereto, situated westerly of the easterly entrance 
to the Santa Monica tunnel, upon paying its proportionate part of the cost 
of the same and its proportionate part of the expenses of maintenance of the 
same, to be determined by the retary of War in case of disagreement 
between the parties, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. On page 108, after line 6, I move to insert: 

Buffalo Fork of White River, from mouth to mouth, on Rush Creek, with 
a view to determine the character and extent of improvement required. 

Mr. WHITE. I want to call the attention of the Senator from 
Maine to what I consider a matter that needs a little change in 
the Santa Monica amendment reported. 

Mr. FRYE. Let the amendment I have just proposed be agreed 


to first. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After line 6, page 108, insert: 

Buffalo Fork of White River, from mouth to mouth, on Rush Creek, with 
a view to determine the character and extent of improvement required. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. In section 8, providing for preliminary examina- 
tions, after line 4, page 111, I move to insert La Trappe River.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. The committee has no other amendment to propose. 

Mr. GORMAN, I wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Maryland, before he 
offers his amendment, allow me to ask that a little amendment 
be made? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. On page 761 offer an amendment which I hope 
will be adopted. After the word ‘‘appropriated,” in line 2, I move 
to insert: 

Provided, That in making such contract or contracts, the Secretary of War 
shall not obligate the Government to pay in any one fiscal year, be: ning 


July 1, 1897, more than 25 per cent of the whole amount autho 
expended. 


Mr. GORMAN. Let the amendment be read again. 
The amendment was in read. 

Mr. CULLOM. It applies to only one item in the bill, 
Mr. GORMAN. Very well. 


1896. 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. To what item does the amend- 


ment a py 

Mr. E LOM. To the Ilinois and Michigan Canal. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. SMITH. I ask what item it refers to? : 

Mr. CULLOM. It refers only to the Ilinois and Michigan 
Canal appropriation. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me 
to get a small amendment made before he enters into a discussion? 
It is merely verbal. 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. On page 7, line 13, after the word upon,“ I 
move to insert the construction by”; in line 14, to strike out 
the word “constructing” and insert ‘‘of”; and to insert, at the 
end of the paragraph, after the word “causeway,” the words 
upon plans approved by the Secretary of War.” It is merely 
a technical amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 13, p: 7, after the word ‘ upon,” 
insert the words the construction by“; and in line 14, strike out 
the word “ constructing” and insert ‘‘ of”; and at the end of the 
paragraph, after the word ‘‘ causeway,” insert “upon plans ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War”; so as to read: 

t Brid n.: Continuing improvement, in ac- 

5 hh the modified 8 SRO, $10,000 of Which shall ba expended 

upon Yellow Mill Pond for constructing à channel 12 feet deep and feet 

de from the main channel to the causeway, conditioned upon the construc- 

tion by the city of Bridgeport_of a drawbridge at the causeway upon plans 
approved by the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Maryland will allow me, 
there is another matter connected with the San Pedro and Santa 
Monica affair to which J wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Maine. In the testimony of Mr. Huntington, page 33 of the 
hearings, he said: 

Other roads which want to use our tracks can use them on the same condi- 
tions that we do; that is, paying interest on a portion of the track according 
as their business compares with that of the Southern Pacific Company. If 
they wish to use the pier of the Southern Pacific Company, it can be used in 
the same way. 

And so on, In the alternative proposition contained in the 
amendment I think the Senator from Maine should modify the 
phraseology used, so thatif Santa Monica were awarded the appro- 
priation there should be a clause requiring consent upon the part 
of the railroad company to the use of their tracks on the terms sug- 
gested by the president of the corporation. It will require a little 
time to prepare it exactly in accordance with the conditions sur- 
rounding it. I make the suggestion to the Senator now, so that 
when the bill gets into conference he will not overlook it. 

Mr. FRYE. Ihave no objection to it at all, but it would have 
to be drawn with some care. Of course you will have to provide 
that if Santa Monica should be selected then the company would 
be under obligation to do it. 

Mr, WHITE. Undoubtedly. I will submit an amendment to 
the Senator that I think will cover it. I have not drawn one that 
exactly suits me with reference to it. 

Mr. FRYE. Allright; Ihave no objection. One moment, if 
the Senator from Maryland will allow me; on the Santa Monica 
amendment, page 35, I inserted the amendment after the word 
„California.“ All the rest should be stricken out“ said harbor 
to be formed,” etc. Does the Secretary understand it? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The clerks understand it, 

Mr. FRYE. All that should go out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is so ordered. 

Mr. WARREN. Lask the Senator from Maryland if he will 
yield to me to offer an amendment to the pending bill? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Wyoming will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After line 24, page 107, insert: 

For the examination of sites and report upon the practicability and desira- 
bility of constructing reservoirs and other 1 Works necessary for 
the storage and utilization of water, to prevent floods and overflows, erosion 
of river banks and breaks of levees, and to reenforce the flow of streams dur- 
ing drought and low-water season, and to increase and utilize e of 
water for irrigation, at least one site each in the States of Wyoming, Utah, 
and Nevada. 

Mr. WARREN. I had intended to occupy five or ten minutes 
in presenting this matter, but Iwill not trespass upon the time of 
the Senate or upon the good nature of my friend from Maryland, 
who has the floor. I ask for the adoption of the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Task the Senator from Wyoming if he will 
consent that the word “ Colorado” may be added? 

Mr. WARREN. I would be glad to have it added. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Let ‘‘ Colorado” come in after Nevada.“ 


Mr. THURSTON. Task the consent of the Senator from Wyo- 
ming to insert Nebraska” also. : * 

Mr. WARREN. I have not the slightest objection to letting in 
all the States of the Northwest. 

Mr. BAKER. Iask that the name of Kansas be inserted, 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the amendment be read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator frome Wyoming will be stated, with the modifications 
suggested. 

Mr. FRYE. I think that if it is to extend all over the United 
States I had better interpose a point of order against the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I did not understand the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. FRYE. I think I had better interpose a point of order 
against the amendment. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Itis only preliminary. 

Mr. THURSTON. It covers only the arid or semiarid region. 

Mr. WARREN. I trust that the chairman of the committee 
will not make a point of order against the amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. It is extending all over the country. 

Mr. WARREN. Then I desire to say a few words at this time. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator will explain his amendment as 
briefly as he reasonably can, I should like to have him do so. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, there is with us an important 
problem, which in my opinion ought to be solved, and that is, 
whether it is necessary or desirable or practicable to commence 
the work of impounding the surplus waters in the mountains and 
high plains in the Rocky Mountain country near to and above the 
arid plains—agricultural country. My attention was seg eg to 
this matter during the discussion of the pending bill by the re- 
marks of the distinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], and 
I will read from his remarks. He said: 

Now, I have not the slightest doubt but what the Missouri River can be 
improved and navigation brought back to it, and it can be made a portion of 
the great waterway to the Gulf, for it is really the Mississippi River. It 
gives color to it, and it ought to have given name to the whole river. * + * 

We have appropriated hundreds of thousands of dollars (and I have been 
as much responsible for it as an penato pusan more so, under the de- 
mands of my constituents) at erent localities to prevent erosion of the 
banks, to save walls, to save farms, and the money has been expended and 
the work washed away in the freshet that came down from the Rocky Moun- 
tains, from Montana and the Dakotas, in the next year. What we suffer 
from there is what has endangered the Lower Mississippi—immense fires 
upon the head waters of the Missouri, that destroy the undergrowth and the 
mosses and herbage that would absorb the water, and it runs as it would 
over the top of this desk when the snows break up in the spring and pours a 
flood down the Missouri and Mississippi, resulting in immense e m and 
destruction of lands and even of towns. 

The waters of the Missouri River come from the monntains, 
where great valleys—at one time inland seas and lakes, probably— 
pour the water from their vast watersheds, snow accumulations, 
and springs out through narrow gorges or chasms which have 
been at some point worn through the rocks by the escaping water. 
In many places not expensive dams or embankments could be con- 
structed so as to catch and hold immense bodies of water during 
the seasons of melting snow and high water, and through proper 
gates and sluiceways this surplus could be drawn off for use dur- 
ing the dry, low-water season. 

ere are also great depressions in the high plains where nature 
has done so much that but little more is necessary to construct 
permanent and very extensive catchment basins. 

The storage of these surplus waters as indicated would be of 
very great and important benefit in many directions. 

First, it would prevent floods and overflows and consequent 
erosion of river banks all the way down to the Missouri River: 
also allalong the Missouriand, indeed, the whole Lower Mississippi 
from the mouth of the Missouri to the ocean, its benefits thus 
extending thousands of miles; in the abatement of erosion of river 
banks, breaking of levees, and the inundation and damage of 
broad areas in the lower country. 

Second, this reserve supply of surplus water gathered in flood 
time would be drawn off during times of drought, thereby keep- 
ing up an even flow in streams valuable for domestic purposes as 
well as for the benefit of navigation. 

Third, and most important of all, this great reserve supply 
could be diverted and used for irrigation, mining, and mill pur- 
pore while on its way from mountain top to sea level, losing 

ittle or nothing but time on its way, the ultimate volume being 
but slightly, if at all, diminished through such uses. 

Fourth, the presence and use of this additional water would, 
according to accepted theories, greatly increase rainfall in those 
high, dry regions, thus reproducing and increasing itself, 

It may be said, Mr. President, that this is too big an undertak- 
ing for the Government to consider, or that the several States 
should take up this enterprise and expenditure. To this I answer, 
these waters form a part of interstate streams, and the impound- 
ing of water at certain seasons of the year and distributing it at 
others benefits equally, though not perhaps exactly in the same 
manner, different States all the way from our northern border to 
the Gulf of Mexico, 

Again, the lands where these reservoirs are to be located belo 
to the United States, and if we are to relegate this problem Pn, 
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its solution to the different States, then let us appropriate the 
lands to the States and otherwise assist them. 

In either case, the river and harbor bill is, in my judgment, 
where we should provide for it, whether we appropriate money to 
build works or 1 e lands to the several commonwealths. 

Mr. President, I assume that the genius or plan of so-called river 
and harbor bills is to ee money to be expended in the 
interest of commerce and trade, and that primarily it matters not 
in what State or States the money is to be expended, the object 
always being to benefit the United States as a whole, as the result 
of improvements accomplished, rather than to benefit the States or 
localities where these improvements happen to be made, through 
ae tronage or disbursement of the money expended in such 

5 


As a matter of fact, however, such bills seem sometimes to be 
regarded as appropriations for the particular benefit of the several 
certain localities. Senators and members of Congress demand 
that States they represent be recognized; that constituents expect 
appropriations for their own particular States, and in many cases 
it seems as if the usefulness of a Senator or member is, by his 
constituents, measured by the amount he is able to obtain in the 
bed and harbor bill for expenditure within his own State or dis- 
trict. 

Thirt 8 of the States of the Union are named in this present 
bill, and appropriations of certain amounts are ordered expended 
within such States. The District of Columbia is also remembered. 
Four of the States not mentioned by name border on the Missouri 
River—namely, North and South Dakota, Nebraska, and Kansas— 
and are interested in the quite liberal appropriations for improve- 
ments of the Missouri River opposite them. But there remains, 
Mr. President, four States in a group together, and four alone, that 
are not named as participants in this distribution, nor do they 
touch upon waters where moneyis to be nded. Inotherwords, 
four States out of forty-five are cut off withoutashilling. These 
are Wyoming, Colorado, Utah, and Nevada. And it so happens 
that these States, so unfortunately excepted, have greater need for 
the expenditure of panno money to promote trade and commerce 
and national as well as local prosperity than almost any other in 
the Union. These States are far above their sisters in altitude, 
and within their borders are the headwaters of the great interstate 
streams flowing out in all directions. Within these States are the 
mountain forests—or what is left of them—which gather the snow 
in winter, retaining it until spring or summer, and furnishing to 
the great rivers the largest proportion of their water supply. 
There should be within these States vast reservoirs to receive, re- 
tain, and distribute from the surplus waters, thus providing for 
the necessities of commerce. 

Mr. President, turn it whichever way you will, the States I 
name in this amendment and the investigation I ask ought to be 
considered in this bill. Let there be an investigation by compe- 
tent Government engineers, who, in conjunction with the several 
State engineers of the States mentioned, can report upon plans and 
ways and means, and Congress can then determine whether the 
United States will enter into the detention and storage of waters 
direct, or whether the States shall be aided by turning over to 
them the public lands within their borders. 

In any event, I submit that it is no more than fair and just that 
these arid-land States shall participate hereafter in the delibera- 
tions, emoluments, and perquisites of river and harbor bills. If 
money lp Agi is to be distributed with some little regard 
for local benefits, then give us our share. If it is purely pro bono 

ublico, then what expenditure could be more generally beneficial 
i the United States as a whole or a greater portion than that 
which I propose? 

Ithas foun said of New England that every drop of water trebles 
its value by turning the wheels of industry on its route or flow 
from hills and highlands to ocean. How much more im nt, 
then, that we stop this waste of water that in time of flood rushes 
past immense areas of drought-stricken country, tearing away 
river banks and levees, and inundating the lowlands in its mad 
race from mountain to sea, and by aie these waters high 
up in the valleys and 3 of mountain and plain, they 
can be released when needed, using a portion while en route to 
irrigate the arid, dry stretches of icultural lands, and creat- 
ing a regular, moderate, nondamaging flow through the lower 
country, at all times below high-water mark, and at no time far 
below the general-average mark. 

Mr. President, I commend this matter to the earnest attention 
and investigation of the distinguished chairman and members of 
the Committee on Commerce, and I beg that committee to expect 
a vigorous struggle for proper recognition of this whole subject 
in the forthcoming river and harbor bills. 

We demand in justice that these States mentioned shall at least 
have the benefit of the services of employees of the Government, 
and a statement from Government engineers whether this work 
and plan is practicable or not, and whether it shall be carried on 
by the Government or by the several States. 

This is all I have to say at this time, Mr. President, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Maine to make the point of order? 

Mr. FRYE. I dislike very much to make the point of order, 
and I will not. I will take a vote of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Wyoming (Mr. WAR- 
REN], which will be stated. 

a a SECRETARY. After line 24, on page 107, it is proposed to 
insert: 

For the examination of sites and report ractii + 
ability of constructing reservoirs and 8 10 9 
the storage and utilization of water, to prevent floods and overflows, erosion 
of river ks, and breaks of levees, and to reenforce the flow of streams 
during drought and low-water season, and to increase and utilize the supply 
of water for irrigation, at least one site each in the States of Wyoming, Utah, 
Nevada, Colorado, Nebraska, and Kansas. 

Mr. CARTER. I move to insert the State of Montana. 

Mr. WARREN. Ishould be glad if it were extended to all the 
Western States, and in bringing in the amendment I did not in- 
tend to cut out any; but I named the States which had not been 
named in the river and harbor bill, with the exception of the State 
of Colorado, to which the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Woll cor] 
called my attention. But as this is simply for an examination, it 
strikes me to be impracticable to make these examinations in all 
the States under present Ry ier I will simply say that 
if all the States, or all the arid States, are to be added, 8 the 
chairman of the committee will increase the appropriation or pro- 
vide some means whereby the investigation can be made. It 
ought to be made in all the arid States. 

Nr. FRYE. If there is going to be any increased appropria- 
tion the chairman of the committee will make the point of order. 

Mr. WARREN. While I do not make a motion to extegd it, I 
do not want to cut out Montana. I should like the other States 
to be included, but I do not wish to have the amendment cut out 
on their account. I beg Senators will not insist. If the chair- 
man of the committee is going to make a poime of order against 
the amendment if the other States are added, then I ask the Sen- 
ators from the other States to withdraw the amendments proposed, 
and let it go as first proposed. 

Mr. FRYE. Isaid I would allow a vote to be taken, but if a 
sufficient number of States are to be added here to make a major- 
wy of the Senate, then I suppose it would be rather doubtful 
whether it is the duty of the chairman of the committee to inter- 
pose with a point of order. 

Mr. TELLER. It might endanger the bill, I should say. 

Mr. SHOUP. Iwas about to ask the Senator from Wyoming 
to include the State of Idaho. Does the Senator in charge of the 


bill Hh nel 

Mr. T. I make the point of order upon the amendment that 
it is new legislation; that there is no estimate for it; that thereis 
no report from a standing committee. 

Mr. WARREN. Iask the Senator from Missouri whether the 
point of order made against so many States would be made against 
one State alone? 

Mr. VEST. It is against the amendment. 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to say that I am so earnest in my de- 
sire to have some examination made that I am willing to with- 
draw the State which I have the honor to represent in part, and to 
confine the investigation to any one State or any one site in the 


arid region that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] will name. 
Mr. T. That is not the point. 
Mr. WARREN. Or any one site in the United States. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. For my part I shall very ay join hands 
with the Senator from Wyoming. He contends for a principle 
which the Senate ought to recognize. So far as I am concerned 
and the share that I have in representing the State of Colorado, I 
will withdraw that State, if Senators will permit under this bill 
an examination and zapori as to any section in the arid belt of the 
West, so that we may have some intelligent information as to the 
needs and possibilities of utilizing the waters of those sections 
which now go to waste. 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon. I hope it will be confined to one 
State, and that that State will be the one 5 by the Sen- 
ator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN], who offered the amendment. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I heartily agree with that suggestion. 

Mr. CARTER. I withdraw my proposed amendment. 

Mr. THURSTON. I withdraw my proposed amendment; but 
I should like to suggest that Colorado is one State which under 
all circumstances ought to be joined with Wyoming. They both 
lie similarly situated with respect to the great watershed of the 
Rocky Mountains. 

Mr. CULLOM. Isu t that we put those two States in, 

Mr. FRYE. Ihope the Senator from Missouri will withdraw 
his point of order and let the two States of Wyoming and Colorado 
go into the bill for an examination. 

LLOM. That is right. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I hope so, too. 

Mr. CULLOM (to Mr. Vest), Withdraw your point of order, 

Mr. GORMAN. Question! 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5117 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the point of order withdrawn? 
Mr. WARREN. I wish to add my further appeal to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, if he has not already withdrawn it, to with- 


draw the 5 of order, I am perfectly willing that he shall 
name any State and that it shall be confined to one site. I simply 
desire that the principle or plan may be investigated by a Govern- 
ment engineer, so that we may have a 8 ‘ 

Mr. T. As I remember the legislation in regard to this 
matter, we have made an appropriation in the sundry civil act, 
and one of the bureaus of the Government is now engaged in this 

articular matter. Besides that, we have given a million acres of 

and to each of these States—to three of them anyhow—for the 
purpose of testing this very matter. Now it is proposed to put in 
a river and harbor bill this amendment not germane to the bill. 
It ought to go upon some other bill if it is adopted at all after 
what we have done. Weare told it might endanger the river and 
harbor bill. Then let it go. 

Mr. WARREN. One word, if I may be permitted. There were, 
it is true, a million acres granted in the sundry civil act to each 
arid State under certain almost impossible conditions, but while 
so granted these States were simply given the privilege of select- 
ing lands for certain of their settlers, 160 acres apiece, and there 
is no provision for the States to occupy the lands for reservoirs in 
that act, I am sorry to say, or I should not offer the amendment 
now. 

I desire to say further that the State which I have the honor to 
represent in part has already executed with the Government three 
different contracts and is proceocing to avail itself of that privi- 
lege not to the benefit of the State financially, but for the benefit 
of those who wish to carve out homes and farms in that new coun- 
try. They are proceeding as fast as they can under the act in 
question but we meet this difficulty—that there must be storage 
of Water in order to make it successful. We are confronted with 
the proposition that the lands belong to the United States. There 
is no law at present whereby States or individuals can secure them 
or the use of them for reservoirs as proposed. 

The Government, on the other hand, is not prepared to proceed 
as to reservoirs and reseryoir sites. It seems to me that itis very 
little for the four States named in this bill to ask sufficient con- 
sideration to obtain the report of a Government engineer for at 
least one site. 

If the spirit manifested in this discussion on the part of some 
Senators whose States are snugly and generously provided for in 
this river and harbor bill is to prevail, and if we are to be ruled 
out on a point of order when it is manifest a majority of the 
Senators desire the amendment to be adopted, then I say it seems 
to me that the plan of extending the limits just far enough in 
river and harbor bills to include a sufficient number of States 
and the Senators therefrom to secure votes enough for the passage 
of the bill is an unfair and unjust one, and I desire to serve notice 
now that, so far as I am concerned, if it is to be a close corpora- 
tion hereafter of few or many States, and the wants of some other 
States are to be unconsidered and a great national question like 
this of storage of waters, in which some of the States are vitally 
interested, is to be ignored as is proposed now, by the enforcement 
of a point of order, then I can not consent to give my support and 
vote to future river and harbor bills. 

I shall at least ask for an explanation before I can give my indi- 
vidual vote for bills of this nature. I do not say this as meaning 
mas I shall not vote for the present bill, but I am speaking of the 

ture. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ishould like to suggest to the Senator from 
Wyoming that the four States that are left out are the close cor- 
porations and that the others constitute an open corporation. 

Mr. WARREN. Yes; we are a closed-out corporation. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to say that the people living on two-thirds 
of the area of the United States are interested in the matter now 

posed by the Senator from Wyoming oa WARREN], and, speak- 
ing for the people of Kansas, we will vote—100 per cent of us—for 
the project that he now submits in order that we may make a 
beginning in the direction he so earnestly and ably advocates. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator offering the amendment 
will withdraw it, and not attempt to place a provision of this sort 
on the river and harbor bill. It is entirely foreign to every pro- 
vision and item in the bill. The Senator from Wyoming, oak all 
the Senators representing those great States, will remember that 
Congress for the past six or ahi years has appropriated liberally 
to the Interior Department. The money has — expended under 
the direction of the Geological Survey. Not all of the sites that 
are available for storage of water have been ascertained, but a 
great many of them have been. That information is now being 
collected by the only Department which can properly take charge 
of the subject. 

Mr. WARREN. Permit me to say that the money so appro- 

riated is not to be ee in those States to any great extent. 
fact, nearly every tern State receives an expenditure of a 


greater amount than is expended in any Western State. A very 


slight amount of the money that is appropriated is expended there. 


Mr. GORMAN. I wish to call the attention of the Senator to 
the fact that we were going on systematically under Major Powell 
and were locating these very sites for reservoirs with a view of 
reserving them so that the States might have them when the Sen- 
ators representing those States themselves came forward and asked 
for a donation of a million acres of land to each that the States 
ep pig ane it themselves, having all this information about 
the sites. 

Mr. WARREN. A million acres was not donated, but placed 
at the disposal of States under almost impossible conditions. 

Mr. GORMAN. Now at this session, and at the request of all 
the Senators representing those States—take the State represented 
by the distinguished Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER], whom 
I have now in my eye—we inserted a provision in the sundry civil 
bill which practically turns over a million acres of land to each 
one of those States. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Maryland to one fact. We put a provision in one of the bills that 
the Interior De ent, through the Geological Survey, should 
make examination as to those sites. There was a clause put in 
that the sites should be reserved after they had been located. 
Under that the Department of the Interior construed the law to 
withdraw from entry and occupation all the land of the United 
States, in other wi „that that law repealed all the settlement 
laws of the United States. They were about to cancel 135,000 
entries. Of course that left 135,000 settlers without any title, 
and we insisted upon a repeal of the whole provision, for it was 
becoming an intolerable curse to that section of the country. 
That is why it wasrepealed. So far as I am concerned I am very 
much afraid to have the Government of the United States put its 
hands on this question after that experience. 

Mr. GORMAN. The point I want to impress upon Senators, 
and upon the Senator who offered this proposition, is that on the 
proper bill, the ania Ha bill, when the question has come up, 
the Senate, on both sides, has dealt very liberally with this matter 
and we are prepared to do so, knowing it to be one of the great 
coming questions of this country. But on the river and harbor 
bill, I . to my friend who offered the amendment, it has no 
earthly place. It will meet 9 which it would not have 
if considered in connection with the proper bill. I trust, without 


having the slightest feeling about the matter, that the Senator 


will recognize the universal rule of the body in discussing a ques- 
tion upon the bill where it properly belongs. That is all there is 
in this case. 

Mr. WARREN. Will the Senator from Maryland please tell 
me on what bill it properly belongs? It is in respect to the water 
of streams and the uses of water. Itseemsto me that in the river 
and harbor bill there are many streams mentioned that I never 
saw nor heard of when I studied geography. We never see or 
hear of them when we go through the States mentioned, but I 
rene itis necessary thatsuch streams shall be improved. This 

ill seemed to me to be the place for directing the engineers of the 
Government, who are directed by the bill already to examine cer- 
tain streams, to examine this problem. It must be understood 
that we do not ask for a dollar of special 8 or of the 
expenditure af any money except incidental e necessary 
for traveling, otc., for the employed agents of the Government, 
I again ask to what bill should we attach it? 

Mr. GORMAN. To the sundry civil bill, I will state to the 
Senator, where it has always been. 

Mr. WARREN. That bill has been ed. 

Mr. ALLISON. The sundry civil bill is generally the omnium 
gatherum of items that do not goanywhere else; but I do not quite 
agree with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] as to the 
scope and purpose of the pending amendment. 

There is one clause in it which, as I remember it, provides for an 
examination into irrigation. It seems to me that any 1 
tion for irrigation purposes is not germane to the river and harbor 
bill. But itis not a new thing, I submit to the Senate, to have ar- 

mentation and 8 as to the storage of the waters of the 
pper Missouri and the Upper Mississippi as affecting the flow of 
water into the Gulf of Mexico; and, although I do not remember 
it specifically, I venture the statement that in this bill there is an 
appropriation of a hundred thousand dollars or more for the pur- 

ose of storage reservoirs in the Stateof Minnesota. I remem- 

r a great many years ago to have examined the subject and to 
have found it a very interesting one, Anold gentleman, who had 
examined the waters of the Mississippi River, their flow and over- 
flow, conceived the idea that by establishing storage reservoirs in 
the northern portion of Minnesota, which is a flat country, the 
water could be there stored by raising a dam 8, 4, or 5 feet high, 
and that thus you could gather an immense quantity of water 
which could be utilized upon the Mississippi River in periods of 

‘ought. 

I participated somewhat a good many years ago in a little debate 
here upon that subject. Some years ards we put intoa 
river and harbor act a provision looking to the gathering of those 
waters in the northern portion of the State of Mi ota, and if 
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there is not an appropriation in the pending bill for that purpose 
it is use those dams and reservoirs have been so completed 
that further appropriations are not considered important. 

Mr. GORMAN . The Senator from Iowa understands that that 
was only for the purpose of navigation, not irrigation. E 
Mr. ALLISON. Istated in the inning of my observations 
that if the word “irrigation ” were left out of the amendment it 
would be a germane inquiry to insert in a river and harbor bill as 
affecting the overflow of the waters of the Missouri and the Mis- 
sissippi, as affecting the mouth of the Mississippi River, as to what 
we shall do in the great future respecting the levees and dams and 
jetties which are a continuous annual expense to the Government 
of the United States, and undoubtedly will be as long as water 
runs. 

If there could be reservoirs in the high mountain regions for 
the isaac of the immense body of water that comes down the 
Missouri River at certain seasons of the year, and if there could 
be erected dams which would check the flow of water in the Mis- 
sissippi at certain seasons of the year, it seems to me it is an in- 
telligent investigation which would be valuable to the people of 
this country, and especially to the interior portion of it, where 
those waters flow and where the overflows occur. But it requires 
investigation by an army officer, perhaps, or some one who is an 
expert in all these questions of the effect of waters in the stream, 
when and how they gather and flow to the Gulf or to the ocean, 
as the case may be. I donot think we should restrict this Key ath 
I think it is a very late hour, I suggest to the Senator from Wyo- 
ming, to propose the amendment; but I think at some time we 
might well enter upon this investigation. 

Mr. VEST. Iam so anxious to get a vote upon the bill and to 
get rid of it that I will say to the Senator from Wyoming and the 
other Senators in that if they will strike out the word 
‘irrigation ” and let it apply to navigable streams, as is done in 
the case of the appropriation now in the bill for reservoirs at the 
head waters of the Mississippi, I will not raise the point of order 
unless some other Senator does. I do not believe in the system of 
reservoirs at all; I never have voted for it in committee or any- 
where else, but if the irrigation feature is eliminated I will not 
make the point of order. 

Mr. WARREN. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that 
I am willing that the objectionable word shall be stricken out, 
because I know that if the point of order is insisted upon, and it 
shall be maintained by the Chair, we can not get an expression of 
the Senate upon this subject; so, under the circumstances, I am 
compelled to accept whatever the Senator offers. I therefore give 
my consent to striking out the objectionable though by far the 
most important word in the amendment, that of “irrigation.” If 
it is his intention, however, to apply it to the navigable streams 
and the head waters thereof, then it might seem better to include 
more of the States. Iam willing, under the circumstances, that the 
word ‘‘irrigation” shall be stricken out. 

Mr. SMITH. I hope the Senator from Wyoming will insist 
upon including the other States, because this seems to be a gen- 
eral grab-bag business, and as there are about $70,000,000 to be 
appropriated, there certainly ought to be enough to give each 
State a part of it. I should like to vote to have it properly dis- 
tributed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WAR- 
REN] as modified. 

Mr. BAKER. How does the amendment read now? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment as modified will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY., On page 107, after line 24, it is proposed to 


For the examination of sites and report upon the 8 and desir- 
ability of constructing reservoirs and other hydraulic works necessary for 
the storage and utilization of water to prevent floods and overflows, erosion 
of river banks, and breaking of levees, and to reenforce the flow of streams 
during drought and low-water season, at least one site each in the States of 
Wyoming and Colorado. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as modified, 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. VILAS. After the pending bill was ready for report, or 
about that time, and before the committee could have an oppor- 
tunity to consider it, there was a communication from the Assist- 
ant Secretary of War asking that an appropria iion should be made 
for the examination of the character, limitations, and description 
of the property and rights of the Government in the Fox and Wis- 
consin rivers—property which belongs to the United States, but 
which, by the terms of the deed of conveyance, was somewhat 
uncertain in respect to its boundaries. I prepared an amendment 
which has had the examination of the chairman of the committee 
and which provides in accordance with the request of the Assist- 
ant Secretary of War, and also contains provisions to make avail 
of the use of the water in the stream. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
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: Ths SECRETARY. On page 73, after line 15, it is proposed to 
Insert: 

For a thorough investigation of the character, limitations, and description 
of the p rty and rights of the United States in connection with the im- 
provement of the Fox and Wisconsin rivers, to be made under the direction 
of the Secretary of War, upon condition that the owners of any property 
which may be interested in such delimitation shall pay such proportion of 
the cost oi susie e as the Secretary of War shall determine, 33,000. 
And the Secretary of War is directed, by the use of flash-boards or otherwise, 
to make avail of all the natural flow of water and prevent waste thereof to 
the height to which the right of the United States to hold the same has been 
established and without interfering with private rights. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


8 ote MCBRIDE. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
esk. 
proposed by the 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment 
Senator from Oregon will be stated. 

one SECRETARY. On page 95, after line 17, it is proposed to 
insert: 


Provided further, That the Secretary of War may, in his discretion, use so 
much of the money herein W tated as may be necessary to prevent the 
erosion of the west bank of the Willamette River opposite em, Oreg., and 
to maintain the river channel at that point. 

Mr. FRYE. That is to be taken from the general appropriation 
for the river, is it not? 

Mr. MCBRIDE. Yes; tobe taken from the general appropriation. 

Mr. FRYE. Then I have no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to say a word in regard 
to the amendment oA my colleague, which has just been 
adopted by the Senate, My coll e intends that it is to take 
the place of an amendment adopted a few days ago, providing for 
a survey. I ask the chairman of the committee to make a note 
of that, so that there may be no difficulty about it in conference, 

Mr. FRYE. All right. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I offer an amendment to reim- 
burse the city of Menasha for money which was expended in con- 
nection with a Government improvement of rivers and harbors. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the amendment already adopted, in line 
15, on page 73, it is proposed to insert: 

To reimburse the city of Menasha, Wis., for moneys expended by said city 
in the construction of a retaining wall along the nk of the Government 
canal in said city, $3,000, or so much thereof as may be found by the Secretary 
of War to be due said city for building said retaining wall. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. CULLOM. I offer an amendment in line 23, on page 80, 
after the word “and.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment will he stated. 

The SECRETARY. In the clause making the appropriations for 
the Mississippi River, between Cairo and the mouth of the Mis- 
souri River, on page 80, line 23, after the word“ and,“ it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘$30,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
shall be expended”; so as to read: ` 

And $30,000, or so much thereof as ma: ys 
Ratt es the bar in front of Chester, oes n 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I now ask that the amendment of which I 
have given notice may be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Maryland will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 100, at the end of section 5, line 10, 
it is proposed to insert: 

Provided further, That the Secretary of War shall so adjust the contracts 
herein authorized to be made by apportioning them in such Way as not to 
obligate the Government under this act and all prior acts providing for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes, which provide for contracts beyond appro- 
eh pee made, for a sum exceeding in the aggroga 0,000,000 in any one 


te 51 
year for such materials and work author to contracted for in 
all of said acts. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I want to ask the Senator from 
last ets how under that amendment the amounts appropriated 
would beapportioned? If I understand the proposition the money 
might be apnea to the full extent of two or 
the others allowed to go unaided. 

Mr. GORMAN. Inanswer tothe Senator, I will say that it will 
be applied precisely as it has always been applied since we have 
made riyer and harbor bills containing continuing contracts for 
improvements. The Secretary of War and the Chief of Engineers, 
as a matter of course, determine the amount to be expended on 
each of these works. 

The object of the amendment is to limit the total expenditures 
under this bill and the provisions which have poan DARO 
made for continuing contracts for works on rivers and harbors, 
The bill as it came from the House of Representatives and as 
amended now by the Senate makes an appropriation of $12,614,550, 
as nearly as I can get at it. There may be some little inaccuracy 


ee contracts and 


in the amount, but I think it is substantially correct. I have em- 
bodied the appropriations contained in the bill as it came from 
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the House and as reported by the Senate committee in a table, 
which I append herewith: 


APPROPRIATIONS, 


— pa $251, 500 4,000 $177, 000 
8 25, 000 $ 156, 

Vermont 15,000 15,000 [Ohio 
Massachusetts. 424, 000 434,000 Michigan 
Rhode Island 149, 300 99, 300 
Connecticut -.. 267, 000 250, 500 
New xork 823, 500 725,000 Indiana 
New Jersey 193, 660 166, 660 
Pennsyl 837, 500 588, 500 

184, 160 159,160 || River 
Marylan 492, 800 85, 800 
Dist. of Col. 125, 000 100,000 (State) 
Virgin 334, 000 325, 000 
West Virgi 87,500 30, 500 
N. Caroli 242, 000 141, 500 
8. i 154, 500 189, 500 
Georgia 235, 000 240,000 Oregon 
Florida 578, 000 279,000 Idaho 
Alabama 314, 000 254, 000 
Mississippi. 55, 400 55,400 Surveys 
Loui: 258, 000 226, 500 
Texas 252, 000 137,000 || Total 
Arkansas 233, 000 283, 000 


The bill contains provisions authorizing continuing contracts 
as follows: 
CONTINUING CONTRACTS IN PRESENT RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


$1,570, 500. 00 N ..----------= $980, 000. 00 
1, 145, 000. 00 land + 000. 00 
3, 655, 558. 00 894, 500. 00 
4, 885, 846. 00 200, 000. 00 
1, 996, 250. 00 600, 090. 00 
3, 572, 500, 00 , 346, 000. 00 
1, 488, 250. 00 860, 000, 00 
1, 408, 856. 09 065, 000. 00 
1, 354, 000. 00 380, 960. 00 

168, 737.91 807, 250. 00 

- 8,080,553, 00 400, 000, 00 
4, 006, 000. 00 Paaa 

4, 664, 000.00 Grand total 64, 211, 760. 91 


In addition to these there is a provision in regard to the work on 
the Monongahela River, which will in all probability increase this 
sum $3,000,000 more. Besides that, we have appropriated—at least 
the Senate has passed during the present session—for contracts 
already existing, but which are not yet completed, $3,584,597, 
leaving the contracts heretofore authorized at about $47,000,000, 
in addition to the contracts authorized by the pending bill, 
amounting in all from sixty-four to sixty-seven million dollars, 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GORMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. FRYE. Has the Senator examined to see whether or not 
most of the existing contracts will not be completed in the present 


ear? 

$ Mr. GORMAN. I will give the exact figures. The contracts 
that were heretofore authorized amounted to $47,383,501; that is 
to say, by the river and harbor acts of 1890 and 1892, and they are 
still ontstanding. We have appropriated heretofore on that ac- 
count $39,158,468, leaving a balance to be appropriated of $8,225,- 
033 at the beginning of this session, The estimate of the War 
Department of the amount they will require for the current year 
was $4,044,597, but Corio has only appropriated $3,584,597 of 
the $8,225,033 required, leaving a little over $4,000,000. 

Mr. FRYE. To be appropriated for in the future, 

Mr. GORMAN. And about four millions and a half to be added 
on account of the contracts authorized by this bill. These con- 
tracts, when made, necessarily must be met from time to time, 
and they ought to be met promptly. When the contracts are en- 
tered into there is no escape from making the appropriations, and 
it would be equivalent to repudiation if we should undertake to 
doso. I will insert a table setting forth this matter in detail. 

The following shows the river and harbor contracts authorized by the river 


and harbor acts of 1890 and 1892. the appropriations thereunder to date, the 
balances under each, and the estimates submitted for 1897: 


15 cone 
Amount | Appro- Esti- onare 

River or harbor. author- | priations Balance. mates, Arn d 

i to date. 1897. 1 
of this 

Baltimore, Md., 1800 .. 8700, 000 $690, 200 e T 
Philadelphia, Pa., 1880. 3,300,000 2.141.000 | 1,159,000 | $850,000 | $800,000 
Galveston, Tex., 1890...| 6,200,000 | 4,510,000 | 1,690,000 | 1,140,000 1, 140, 000 
Hay Lake Channel, 

chigan, 1800 1,684,115 | 1,190,000 pT Aal D aes Se eae 
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Amount 
River or harbor. author- 
ized. 


Hudson River, New 
York, 1892 
Great Kanawha River, 
West Virgi 1892. 
St. Johns 
ida, 1892. 
Mississippi River from 
Ohio River to Minne- 
apolis, 1892 
Stat i 
gan, 1890 —— 
Great Lakes, between 
Chicago, Duluth, and 
Buffalo, 1892 


ver, Flor- 


* Including $300,000 in urgent deficiency bill. 
+ Under jo 


t resolution this session. 


With the large contracts heretofore authorized, together with 
the appropriations made, the expenditure has not exceeded $20,- 
000,000 in any one year. That has been found to be as much as 
could be properly and economically used by the War Depart- 
ment. It has never been attempted to exceed it. 

If the amendment I have offered be adopted the case will stand 
thus: Under the direct appropriations made by the pending river 
and harbor bill of 812,614,550 during the next current year, if the 
War Department pursues the same policy which has been fol- 
lowed in the past, and I doubt not they will, because the river 
and harbor bill is regarded as a bill for two years instead of for 
one year, they will expend all that direct appropriation of $6,000,- 
000, and they will have under the amendment I have offered the 
authority to spend $10,000,000 more on account of the contracts 
contained in this bill, and will have in addition the $3,584,597 
which we have appropriated in the sundry civil bill, which will 
make within a fraction of $20,000,000 for the next fiscal year, and 
for the fiscal 1 855 beyond that it will be the same. 

a BERRY. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. Do I understand that the effect of the Senator's 
amendment will be to eventually save anything? Will it reduce 
the total 8 plains in any way, or will it simply take longer 
to dispose of it? 

Mr. GORMAN. No; there is no saving on this bill. 

Mr. BERRY. There is no saving, or no reduction? 

Mr. GORMAN. No saving whatever except the saving of time 
and other considerations, 5 the Engineer Department, after 
looking at the works provided for, may, when they report to Con- 

ess, think that some of them are useless. That may be done, 

hat is the only hope there is about it. -The amendment, how- 
ever, will save the Treasury in its present depleted condition— 
though I am not going over all the figures about that again—from 
the very unusual and extraordinary drain during this next fiscal 
year and the fiscal year following. It will give $20,000,000in each 
of those two years to be expended on that account, which would 
be as great an amount or greater than has ever been expended 


before. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, I suggest to the Senator, as to his 
amendment, that he need not extend it beyond the 4th of March 
next, for we shall then have a Republican Administration and 
shall haye plenty of money, and so there will be no need of such a 
limit as the Senator proposes. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Oregon is assuming a great 
deal when he predicts that we shall have a Republican Adminis- 
tration after the 4th of March next. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. He ought to know that we shall not. 


Mr. GORMAN. No matter what Administration shall be in 
wer, whether it be Republican or Democratic, that has nothing 
do with this matter. 

Mr. MITCHELL òf Oregon. Does the Senator know how much 
has been appropriated for in the sundry civil bill on these con- 
tracts each year for the last two years? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Theeffect of the 3 
posed by the Senator from Maryland, and its only effect, be 
to nullify what has been done in the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. So far from that beingso, it practically insures 
that amount of money. The sundry civil bill of 1892 was the first 
bill in which appropriations were made on account of these con- 
tracts. The appropriations for contracts authorized by the river 
and harbor bills are now made in the sundry civil bill, and we 
appropriated all that the engineers required during that year, 
85 $1,951,200; the next year $814,000, and the next year we 
appropriated $14,166,153. t was in the year 1894. 

Mr. 3 How much does the Senator say? 

Mr. RMAN. Fourteen million one hundred and sixty-six 
thousand one hundred and fifty-three dollars. Then in the next 
bill we appropriated $3,400,000, and in the last bill $11,287,115. In 
the present year in the sundry civil bill, which is just passing 
through Congress and has already passed the Senate, we have 
1 83,500, 000. 

. SQUIRE. I should like to ask the Senator from Maryland 
the question whether he would not be willing to modify his amend- 
ment so as to make the amount appropriated annually not exceed- 
ing the average for the past eleven years. I have before mea 
statement, prepared by an officer of the War Department, givin, 
the a . from 1885 to 1896, inclusive. I shall not rea 
it all, but I will state that it averages between thirteen and four- 
teen million dollars in each year. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator can put that in in his own 
time. I will say to the Senator that the appropriation this year 
exceeds anything which has been made in the past. This will 
give practically for the next year $20,000,000, which exceeds the 
amount appropriated in any one year. I know that you can not 
limit it. Tshould be delighted to see that done. I started off with 
the general idea to limit these contracts to not over $7,000,000; 
but, taking the conditions that surround this bill, the atmosphere 
about it, and the immense number of contracts which have been 
forced in here against the will of the committee who have exam- 
ined it, and to which the chairman himself has had to give way, 
the Senate haying insisted upon them, a reasonable amount ought 
to be added. 

The bill came from the House of Representatives with a less 
amount than it now contains. The attempt was made there to 
limit the expenditure to 25 per cent. That provision was elim- 
inated, and the Senate has inserted a provision that in no one of 
these cases shall more than $400,000 expended. I desire to 
limit the amount to be expended to $10,000,000 per annum, and I 
say to the Senator from Washington that will give a greater 
amount per annum than has been expended in any year for the 
last eleven years. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I hope in some form that the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Maryland will be 
adopted. It is in accordance with the general scheme aud plan 
of this bill, As to a number of appropriations in the bill, where 
contracts are authorized to be entered into, there is a proposition 
that not more than one-quarter of them, or 25 per cent of the 
amount, shall be expended in any one fiscal year. It is provided 
as to others that not more than one-third shall be expended in 
any one fiscal year, and in many others there is no limitation as 
to the diture. So we have here different provisions as ap- 
plied to these different contract appropriations. 

I have favored the contract provisions in the past. I became 
convinced by the arguments of the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE] several years ago that it was a wise thing to contract for 
the work on a specific harbor or river and then allow the appro- 
priations to be made from year to year in the execution of that 
contract. 

As I remember, the first work of the kind was one applying to 
the harbor at Galveston, Tex., and also another to the Sault Ste. 
Marie improvement on the Northwestern Lakes. At the harbor of 
Galveston we provided for a contract for $6,000,000, if I remem- 
ber rightly, or perhaps $6,200,000, and we authorized the contract 
to be made for the entire work. The contract was so made, and 
then, when this first appropriation was made, the Committee on 
Commerce, having charge of rivers and harbors, practically dis- 
missed that improvement from their consideration. They did so 
because under their jurisdiction it was a completed affair, and 
the subsequent appropriations were reported by the Committee 
on Appropriations in the sundry civil bill. 

The result was, we pro in these contract provisions and 
increased them from year to year. As I remember, the next year 


we provided for twelve or fifteen million dollars in those con- 
tracts, the next year for $31,000,000, and the next year in the 
river and harbor bill for $47,000,000, as I think the Senator stated. 
These old contracts sen ip from time to time, and new ones being 
entered into, the result of that in the Committee on Appropria- 
tions has been that that committee, and the Engineer Department 
as well, as to these great contracts, have been at the mercy of the 
contractors rather than having the power to . pee the speed 
with which the contracts should be completed and executed. The 
contractors secure a considerable plant for the execution of their 
contracts. If they have favorable contracts, as most of them 
have, for they contracted for the work on higher prices and are 
executing them upon a constantly descending scale of prices, and 
if they are able to execute them, they come to the Committee on 
Appropriations and say, So many dollars will be expended under 
this contract in the next year and so many dollars each year there- 
after.” The result of that has been that in the sundry civil bill 
we have, as the Senator from Maryland has already stated, appro- 
priated as high as $14,000,000 in a single bill for the execution of 
contracts over which we have no power, except to know from the 
engineer officers of the Government that the contract entered into 
two or three years is in the process of execution. 

Last year during the short session we appropriated, as I recol- 
lect—the Senator from Maryland gave the amount—$11,500,000 
under these continuing contracts for rivers and harbors and other 
ponie works. That swelled the sundry civil bill to $39,000,000. 

have seen it stated in many places that the sundry civil bill of 
this year came to the Senate with less than $25,000,000 upon it, 
making a saving of $15,000,000 as to the appropriations of this 
year compared with those of last year. 

Mr. President, I think that if we are to continue the process of 
making these large contracts, mortgaging the future revenues and 
the future appropriations of the Government, we should do so in 
such a way that we shall have a reasonable control of the probable 
amount from year to year. We are having these contracts made 
not only as to rivers and harbors, but they are made in other 
departments during the present year and have been in the past. 
They are made now in the fortifications bill, which will presently 
come before us. Here are $60,000,000 to be appropriated in the 
future, and in many of these items there are but small initial 
appropriations, to which are attached large sums of money. I do 
not object to that; I do not say that it is unwise; but I say that if 
we are to put into an Fgh age bill this year $5,000 and upon 
it hang a contract of $4,500,000, which may be executed by the 
Secretary of War, and if, in the judgment of the Secretary of War 
and in the ju ent of the Chief of Engineers, that contract should 
be executed within two years with the Government of the United 
States, its credit and its faith are mortgaged to pay that amount 
within two years. 

So, whether the limit be $10,000,000—I do not say that that is the 
proper sum, but I think it is large enough—or, if that be not the 
propor sum, let us take a sum, whether it be ten or eleven or twelve 

illion dollars, whereby the engineer officers of the Government 
shall have a guide as to these contracts, so that they shall not obli- 
gate the Government beyond a fixed sum for a certain year. 

Mr. 2 May I ask the Senator from Iowa a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. ‘ “ 

Mr. SQUIRE. Referring to the appropriations for the last few 
years, the Senator has y mentioned the appropriations for 
1896 as being eleven and a half million dollars. ith his per- 
mission, I shall at this point insert a table showing the appropria- 


tions for rivers and harbors from 1885 to 1896, inclusive. 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 
Mr. SQUIRE. The table is as follows: 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR RIVERS AND HARBORS FROM 1885 TO 1896, INCLUSIVE. 


148, 324, 077.99 

What I want to ask the Senator is, does he think the sum of 
$10,000,000 per annum would enable the Government to pay for 
past contracts as well as future contracts; in other words, is that 
sum sufficient for what is contemplated in past legislation and in 
present legislation? 

Mr. ALLISON. I see the point the Senator makes. There is 
only a liability of $4,500,000, or about that sum, upon contracts 
already made. Here is a liability upon future contracts amount- 
ing to $64,000,000 or $62,000,000. Is it understood that this is to 
be the last river and harbor bill? These contract provisions do not 
cover more than one-tenth or one-twentieth of the river and 
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harbor bill. We may not have at the short session of Congress a 
river and harbor bill, but we are certain to have one at the next 
long session of Congress. We have these river and harbor bills only 
once in two years. Whenthe next Congress after the present con- 
venes, is it supposed that that Congress will not have, as this Con- 
gress, with our present depleted condition of the Treasury, projects 
3 Plans and improvements that will require appropriations at 
at time? 

We have here now in this bill, it is stated, $12,000,000 or more 
that are to be currently expended with r t to contracts. We 
have in the sun civil appropriation bill $3,500,000 additional 
making fifteen and one-half million dollars that are to be expended 
in the next fiscal yoox from current appropriations and upon con- 
tracts already made, without reference to the future. Theamend- 
ment of the ator from Maryland, I understand, provides only 
that the contracts in the pending bill and the contracts heretofore 
made shall not have expended under them exceeding $10,000,000. 
Will not the Senators on this floor from every State in the Union, 
or every State that has rivers and harbors within it, ask two years 
from now that there shall be sums appropriated for their rivers 
and harbors, because there are not contract provisions in the pend- 
ing bill applying to them? These contract provisions here are 
rare. They apply only to a few important places; and yet there 
are a great many places which will need improvement. So, under 
the next river and harbor bill there will be at least $12,000.000 and 
3 $20,000,000 appropriated outside of these contracts. It is 
„the only purpose of the amendment of the Senator from Maryland, 
as I understand it, to limit the expenditures under these contracts. 

I will defer largely to the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce and to the Senators upon that committee as to what should 
be the annual limitation, but to say that we shall authorize 
$60,000,000 in contracts and leave it to the Chief of Engineers to 
make contracts and say that the $60,000,000 shall be spent in two 
years is an abdication of the power of Congress that for one, 
whatever others may do, I never shall consent to. We place the 
whole power of the $64,000,000 in the hands of the Chief of En- 
gineers and the Secretary of War to expend it in one or two years, 
except where we have already put in the bill a limitation that 
only if orga shall be spent in a single year. 

So I think a limitation in addition to the limitations already 
provided in the bill should be added. I would not have made the 
suggestion had not the bill been amended in the Senate. There 
is in section 5 of the bill a provision, as it came from the House, 
that only 25 per cent of the postponed contracts shall be expended 
in any one year. That provision by its own vigor sends these 
contract appropriations over a period of four years. But here 
that limitation has been stricken out and another limitation, 
which I is a limitation as well, has been inserted. Itis that 
there shall be expended only $400,000 in a single year, unless it is 
otherwise specifically providedfor. Is thata wise provision, mak- 
ing fish of one improvement and flesh of another? 

r. FRYE. The Senator does not understand the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am glad I do not. I thank the Senator for 
that information. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will read it. 

Mr. FRYE. No; will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALLISON, I will. 

Mr. FRYE. As the bill came from the House there was a pro- 
vision that not more than 25 12 5 cent should be expended in any 
one year, but it excepted all below $500,000. Now, there was a 
contract following oo $517,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator must not say that he corrects me 
in any statement that I made, because I did not make the whole 
statement at the moment. I was only speaking of these larger 
appropriations. Of course I was not ignorant of the fact that 
there was a limitation of $500,000. 

Mr. FRYE. Below $500,000, which can be expended in one year, 
and one of the next items was $517,000, with a 25 per cent limit to 
it, and therefore that could not be expended under four years. 
The large majority of contracts were below $800,000 and over all 
continued by the 25 per cent clause for four years—exceedingly 
unfair and unjust in every respect. 

Now, what the Senate said was that no more than $400,000 
should be expended on any one contract in any one year, and then 
it provided in certain very important contracts, like that at Supe- 
rior and Duluth, that not over 25 per cent should be expended in 
any one year, not limiting them to the $400,000, and in another 
one, the Delaware harbor of refuge, which was a very important 
work under way, we put in a provision allowing them 25 per cent. 
We could get a million dollars of expenditure for Superior and 
Duluth, because they were very important and ought to be com- 
pleted as soon as possible; and the Senator himself, in concert 
with the Senator from Illinois, has to-day put into the bill a pro- 
vision that the Hennepin Canal, the propriety of which I always 
doubted, and I think I have always voted against the Hennepin 
Canal anyway 
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Mr. ALLISON. I know. - 

Mr. FRYE. Should have 25 pe cent of expenditure—that is, 
about $5,000,000, and $1,000,000 that they can spend in every year, 
I do not see how you could make it fairer than that. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator has only reenforced my argument. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator did not need any reenforcement of 
his argument. 

Mr. ALLISON. Here is the point. I will read the limitation 
in the bill: 


beginning July L180, more than $100,000 upon the said 
ear, „ more than r 
toy one of the works herein placed under the 5 
herein otherwise specifically authorized to do. 

The Senator from Maine has given two noted illustrations where 
the 25-per-cent clause was inserted, and through the kindness of 
the Senate the Senator from Ilinois had the same inserted as re- 
spects the Hennepin Canal. Now, then, there are three impor- 
tant works that have no limitation except the one-quarter of the 
expenditure. There are other important works that have the lim- 
itation of $400,000. All these, I take it, are limitations intended to 
restrict and limit the annual expenditures, are they not? 

Mr. FRYE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are for that purpose. Therefore the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland is in the line of the 
policy and of the project and plan of the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Only, if the tor will allow me, the Commit- 
tee on Commerce undertook to so arrange it that the most im- 
portant should not be limited as to the $400,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. FRYE. And they undertook to discriminate in the inter- 
est of commerce. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; upon certain improvements. We had a 
controversy about the Santa Monica improvement. It lasted two 
days. If that authority shall be 8 finally under the scheme 
and plan adopted they can expend only $400,000 annually under 
the bill as it stands. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me to ask a 
question in that connection? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. On the Lower Mississippi River the amount is 
specified that may be expended for the next year and for three 
years following. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BERRY. Now, what will be the effect of the amendment 
of the Senator from Maryland, if adopted, in regard to the con- 
tracts on the Lower Mississippi? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is pertinent. It will, of course, depend 
upon what the Secretary of War or the Chief of Engineers may 
do in adjusting all these . The Senator will bear 
me witness that I said in the opening of my observations I was 
not certain that the limit of $10,000,000 pro by the Senator 
from Maryland is the right limit, 9 thought it was suffi- 
cient. I would defer very much to the ator from Maine and 
the other Senators upon the Committee on Commerce as to what 
that limitation should be. 

Mr. BERRY. That being the specific amount named in the 
law as it now stands which may be expended by the Mississippi 
River Commission. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, or it may not be. That is all within the 
discretion of the Chief of Engineers, and in the case of the Lower 
Mississippi it is in the discretion of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission, which is far away from us as respects these expenditures 
and far away from our examination as respects the methods of 
the expenditures. 

Mr. PASCO. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to ask him 
a question? 

. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. PASCO. I should like to ask the Senator if the amendment 
is adopted whether it would not be just as fair that all the special 
limitations should be eliminated from the bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I think not. 

Mr. PASCO, Otherwise the items which are to receive the 

pa amounts will for mee" a two years, at all events, absorb 
e money appropria or these purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON, P do not think so, though I have not myself 
examined it with care as ts that point. It only shows that 
the amount is to be inc to $11,000,000, if you please. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Does not the Senator from Iowa think it would 
be right that the reduction should be pro rata all around and not 
exceptional in favor of some improvements and against others? 

Mr. ALLISON. How is the bill now, I ask the Senator? That 
is exactly its situation now. The reason why I support theamend- 
ment of the Senator from Maryland is because I think it is in ac- 
cord with the spirit of the bill that we shall equalize and arrange 
it so as to limit the e diture in any one year. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, it may be true as stated by the 
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Senator from Iowa, that the amendment ought to be adopted in 


some shape or other, but I doubt very much whether it ought to 
be adopted in the shape in which it is now before the Senate. I 
understand that when the contracts in the bill are authorized, 
there is specific authorization as to each place limiting the amount. 
In the bill itself, these amounts are fixed by the Commerce Com- 
mittee. The effect of the amendment, I understand, is simply to 
do away with all the limitations and leave to the discretion of the 
Secretary of War how much shall be given to one place and how 
much to another. The amendment does not require the Secretary 
of War to make a pro rata reduction from each one of the con- 
tracts, but in carrying out the amendment the Secretary of War 
may take out of a specific appropriation made, a specific contract 
authorized, all the reduction that the amendment requires. I 
think that is giving him too much authority, and for that reason 
I shall not vote for it. 

Mr. VEST. I move to lay the amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland on the table. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask for the yeas and nays on that motion, so 
that there may be a test vote on it. 

Mr. VEST. If we do not lay the motion on the table we can 
go on with the amendment in the moning 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland demands 
the pes and nays on the motion of the Senator from Missouri to 
lay the amendment on the table. 

e yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a pair with 
the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], who is absent, 
but from the conversation I had with him this afternoon I feel 
warranted in voting upon the amendment. I vote “nay” upon 
this motion. 

Mr. McBRIDE (when his name was called). I have a general 
yar with the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. I am 

ormed by his colleague [Mr. Pasco] that the senior Senator 
5 would vote yea,“ if present. Therefore I will vote. 
vo “ ea.” 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS]. If he were 
present, he would vote ‘‘yea” and I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. If 
he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’ 

Mr. QUAY. I think if the senior Senator from Pennsylvania 
were here he would vote “ yea.” 


5 Mr. WALTHALL. Upon that assurance I will vote. I vote 
yea.” 
The roll call was concluded, 


Mr. BURROWS. My colleague [Mr. MCMILLAN] is paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If my col- 
be were present, he would vote yea.” 

. GALLINGER (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
have a standing pair with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. 
Mitts], who has not voted. I will transfer my pair to the senior 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and allow my vote to stand. 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 31, as follows: 


YEAS—26. 
Aldrich, ©, Pasco, uire, 
Berry, Gallinger, Perkins, Vest, 
Blackburn, George, Platt, al 
Lodge, Pugh, Warren, 
Caffery, McBride, Quay te. 
Cullom, Mitchell, Oreg. well, 
Dubois, Nelson, Shoup, 
NAYS—3I. 
Allen, Carter, Harris, Peffer, 
Chandler, Hawley, Pettigrow, 
Bacon, Chilton Hill, Roac 
Bate, li, Kyle, Smith, 
Brice, Faulkner, Lindsay, ilas, 
wn, ear, tle, Wetmore, 
Butler, M Wolcott. 
on, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. 
NOT VOTING—2. 
Baker, Gibson, McMillan, Sherman, 
Blanchard, Gordon, ilis, Stewart, 
Call, 0 Morgan, Teller, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Morrill, Thurston, 
Clark oar, Murphy, 
Daniel, ‘by, Palmer, Turpie, 
Davis, Jones, Ark. Prite 


Elkins, 
gm the Senate refused to lay Mr. GORMAN’s amendment on the 
0. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, as I understand the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maryland, it nullifies the provisions of 
the bill in regard to most of the appropriations e for harbors 
under contract, and the bill had better not pass at all than pass in 
that way. I understand that there are a large number of provi- 
sions in the bill for contracts in various important works. ese 


provisions contain limitations of various kinds, some that there 
shall not be over $400,000 expended in any one year, and others 
that not over 25 per cent of the 8 be spent in any 
one year. Those provisions in the aggregate will undoubtedl 
amount to more than $10,000,000, of which certain provisions wi 
get the whole amount the bill calls for, and all the other pro- 
visions in regard to contracts will get no appropriation, and will 
not be entitled to have any contracts whatever made, 

Mr. ALLISON. Willthe Senator from Rhode Island allow me? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON, The last provision is a limit upon the whole 
bill, The other provision is a limit upon the specific appropria- 
tons. any exceeding”; they are not-bound to expend one-quarter 
annually. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the other provisions stand until they 
reach $10,000,000, and then no other appropriations are to be made 
and no other contracts are to be made. 

Mr. GORMAN, Oh, no. It does not read so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It certainly reads so,and there can be no 
other construction of the amendment. If the amendment has 
any force at all, if it is not put in here—I do not say the Senator 
from Maryland put it in for any such pafpose in py fo preach 
economy and has no binding force whatever upon future Con- 

resses as to whether the appropriation shall be $10,000,000, or 

0,000,000, or $30,000,000. or $40,000,000, as that Congress may de- 
termine; but if it is actually binding upon anybody it practically 
prevents any appropriations or any contracts for a large portion 
of the works which are put under contract by provisions of the 
bill. The theory upon which they are being put under contract 
is that they are the most important works'upon rivers and har- 
bors in the whole country. Now, if it is the purpose of the 
Senate to defeat the most important parts of the bill, we had bet- 
ter Sa it on a direct vote, with a understanding of what we 
are doing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. 

Mr. FRYE. This amendment is likely to lead to more discus- 
sion, I recognize the fact that it has n avery hot day and 
that Senators are weary. I should like to ask unanimous consent 
that further debate on the pending bill and any of its amendments 
shall be limited to the five-minutes rule 

Mr. PLATT and others. That is right. 

Mr. FRYE. That its consideration shall be commenced imme- 
diately after the reading of the Journal to-morrow, and that at 
Seer a vote shall be taken upon all the amendments and upon 

e bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 2 

Mr. CAFFERY. I wish to know of the Senator from Maine 
whether he includes the amendment offered by the Senator from 
pride Ea GORMAN]? 

Mr. FRYE. All amendments, 

Mr. CAFFERY. I think the pending amendment will require 
a greater latitude of discussion than can be secured under the 
five-minutes rule. 

Mr. FRYE. Each Senator is entitled to speak for five minutes, 
The five minutes’ debate is the best and most intelligent debate 
that ever was provided for. 

Mr. VEST. That is true. 

Mr. FRYE. Interminable speeches in the United States Senate 
befog infinitely more than they instruct. Any Senator can say 
everything he wants to say about the amendment in five minutes. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. LIhope the Senator from Maine will except 
from that statement the delightful speech he made a few hours ago. 

Mr. FRYE. Ihave finished that speech. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
request of the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye]. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance 
with its request, the bill (H. R. 7324) to authorize and empower 
the State of South Dakota to select the Fort Sully Military Reser- 
vation in said State as a part of the lands granted to the State 
under the provisions of an act to provide for the admission of 
South Dakota into the Union, approved February 22, 1889, and 
for indemnity school lands, and for other es. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3448) authorizing the 
county of Navajo, Territory of Arizona, to issue bonds for the con- 
struction of a court-house and jail at the county seat thereof. 

The m e further announced that the House had passed the 
joint resolution (S. R. 15) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to donate to the Mountain View Cemetery Association, at Oak- 
land, Cal., certain cannon, etc., with an amendment, in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate, 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

The a also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution: i 

A bill (S. 981) relating to the testimony of physicians in the 
courts of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 2790) for the relief of Sophronia S. Stowell; 

A bill (S. 2870) to permit Rene C. Baughman to lay pipes in a 
certain street in the city of Washington; 

A bill (S. 2843) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near Boonville, Mo.; 

A bill (H. R. 175) authorizing the Secretary of War to make 
certain uses of national military parks; 

A bill (H. R. 1020) granting an increase of pension to Gilman 


Williams; 
A bill (H. R. 1980) to pones a life-saving station at or near 
Point Bonita, at the Golden Gate, in the State of California; 

A bill (H. R. 3046) for the relief of Frederick Van Gilder; 

A bill (H. R. 3462) to regulate the business of storage in the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 3606) granting a pension to French W. Thornhill; 

A bill (H. R. 5481) to restore the lands embraced in the Fort 
Lewis Military Reservation, in the State of Colorado, to the pub- 


lic domain; 
A bill (H. R. 155 for the relief of Anton Gloetzner; 
A bill (H. R. 6431) to pay Peter P. Ferguson $1,765; 
A bill (H. R. 7865) to allow the return free of duty of certain 


nor pe exported from the United States for exhibition purposes; 
an 


A joint resolution (S. R. 167) authorizing foreign exhibitors at 
the Tennessee Centennial Exposition, to be heldin Nashville, Tenn., 
in 1897, to bring to this country foreign laborers from their re- 
spective countries for the purpose of preparing for and making 
their exhibits, and allowing articles imported from foreign coun- 
tries for the sole purpose of exhibition at said exposition to be 
imported free of duty, under regulations prescribed by the Secre- 
. tary of the Treasury. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 21 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, May 13, 1896, 
at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, May 12, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
THE RECORD. 


ay PENDLETON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct the 
ECORD. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to call up a matter. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I desire to correct the RECORD. 
es SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has a question he 

up. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of 
the House to what I regard as a violation of the privileges of 
printing in the RECORD, as found on pages 5472, 5473, 5474, and 
5475 of the RECORD. The House will remember that on Friday 
last we were engaged in the absorbingly interesting question of 
providing clerks for members, 

Bogs MORSE. Mr. Speaker, let us have order. It is impossible 
ear. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ALDRICH], chairman of the Committee on Accounts, yielded five 
minutes to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. On 
that occasion my friend from Alabama trembled for his country 
to such an extent that his vibrations extended over those pages of 
the REecorp that I have named. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is not a pleasant task for me to call the 
attention of the House to a violation of the privileges of printing 
in the RECORD upon the part of any member; but it is a matter, 
as it seems to me, incumbent upon me,-and one in justice to the 
members of the House generally and to the proprieties involved 
in the proceedings as they appear in the RECORD. I think in this 
instance it is so manifestly improper that I hardly need to say 
anything more. Iam quite willing to yield now to the gentleman 
from Alabama for the length of time I have occupied—and grant- 
ing in that no leave to pen [laughter]—for such an explanation 
as he may choose to make, 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, the offense which the gentle- 
man alludes to is the printing of some tables in the RECORD illus- 
trative of other remarks I made; but, while I have not the notes 
before me, my recollection is that I distinctly stated, with the 


8 of the House, that I would print them. Now, it is 
own that never in the history of Congress has a table been read 
before the House. They are simply put in the RECORD by all 
members without objection, simply upon the suggestion that they 
will do so. Since I have been a member of this House I have 
never given myself the pain which the gentleman from Iowa says 
he has given hi y. I have never alluded to any mem- 
bers personally, except where I could do it ina i 
and pleasant manner and in such a manner as would commend 
them to the country and their constituents. 

Now, with regard to the revision of the Recorp. There is no 
rule in the rules adopted at the opening of this session of Congress 
alluding to this subject in any way Whatever; and from the be- 
ginning of this Government it has been the custom for members 
of Congress to take their remarks as handed them by the ste- 
nographers and give them such revision as they thought proper 
and best. Even the test man that ever was in the Senate of 
the United States, Daniel Webster, in the case of the greatest 
speech he ever made, that rang throughout the whole world—that 
speech appeared in the RECORD thirty days after it was delivered; 
and the persons who took down his speech, as nearly correct as 
possible, as I have seen lately published—this speech when printed 
was not recognizable as the speech delivered in the Senate. 

Now, the purpose of members of Congress should be, and it is 
my purpose, to do my duty to my constituents and to my country; 
and in speeches which are to go into the RECORD, if I find, after 

ing the stenographer’s notes, I can recast sentences or make 


such changes as to express myself better, it is a 8 pat has 
ngress, 


always been accorded without objection to members o 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. WHEELER, Allow me to get through; one moment more. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield one or two moments more. 

Mr. WHEELER. nk you. 

Now, on more than one occasion, when I have made speeches 
which have contained matter which met the approval of at least 
var own party—on more than one occasion some gentleman on the 
other side has risen to make objection to the way it appeared in 
the RECORD. 

Now, the other day an objection was made. When I went to 
the Printing Office I found that the gentleman who had made 
this objection had made changes in his remarks far exceeding those 
I had made in mine; but I did not come before the House like a 
1 schoolboy to ri ap here and criticise my fellow-mem- 
bers ut even in the last Congress, so correct a member as our 
distinguished Speaker, while making a on that side of the 
aisle near where the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. PERKINS] now 
stands, a speech which was read all over the country, as the gentle- 
man will recall, being on the silver question, taking from his 
pocket a memorandum, read a list of gentlemen on this side who 
then were voting with the gold-standard men and who had up to 
a short time before cast their votes for free and unlimited coinage 
of silver; and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], with that 
wonderful 1 and that wonderful command of lan 
and manner which he possesses, used, as I recollect, these wo: 

He quoted my friend from Georgia uir. TURNER], and Mr. Bynum 
of Indiana, winding up with the distinguished gentleman from 
West Virginia, Mr. Wilson. He was referring to the vote of 1890. 
I then rose in this place and said: Yes; and every Democrat who 
voted the other way—who voted against free coinage on that oc- 
enon aai been defeated and retired from public life by the 
people.” 

r. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. WHEELER. I am coming to my PHE [Applause and 
laughter.] That evening I saw my remark, just 21 had made 
it, written out in 1 in the speech of the distinguished 
gentleman from Maine, the present Speaker, but next morning 
when that great speech came out, instead of seeing my well-timed 
remark in its pe it was not there; there was a perfect blank. 
[Laughter.] erefore, if I can have the example of the distin- 
guished Speaker of this House for changing other people's re- 
marks, certainly I can enjoy the poor privilege of making some 
slight cangen D my own. [Langhter,| 

r. PER S. Now, will the gentleman 

Mr. WHEELER, Oh, Iam not through yet. [Laughter and 
applause. ] 

A MEMBER. Ask leave to print. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker—— - 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I want to put myself right. 
The gentleman said he felt pain; now I want to relieve him of his 
pain 1 it my position. 

Mr. PERKINS. Ido not yield any further, Mr. Speaker. If 


the 
Mr. WHEELER, Mr. Speaker, I believe I have the floor. Can 
the gentleman take me off the floor? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa had the floor 
Mr. WHEELER. And he yielded to me. 
The SPEAKER (continuing). And yielded the same time that 
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he had occupied to the gentleman from Alabama, which was about 
three minutes. The gentleman from Alabama has had ten min- 


Mr. WHEELER. Well, I want about thirty. hter. 
Mr. PERKINS. That is in the same line as the matter I am 
complaining of. If the position of the gentleman from Alabama 
is correct, any member on this floor, any morning that he may 
see fit, can fill the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, or and it totwo or 
three times its usual size, with any matter that he may choose to 
.... 8 
y every ý entleman T e 
Manual, 855, he will find that e is not correct in the state- 
ment he makes that a member may print tables, etc., at his will, 
and without asking the consent of the House, provided he has 
simply alluded to them in his remarks. I read from the Manual: 


Citations or other matter not actually delivered in the course of debate. 
but simply referred to, ean not be printed in the RECORD without consent of 


Mr. WHEELER. I have that before me. 
Mr. PERKINS. The reference is to Journal, first session, Fifty- 
third Congress, page 114. Now, Mr. Speaker, there can be no 
ion as to the impropriety of the ee under considera- 
tion, and I am surprised that the gentleman from Alabama claims 
itasa right. I have been led to think that he does, because he 
has sige e the privileges of debate here in a similar 
manner. It occurred to me that if the gentleman from Ala- 
bama or any other gentleman on this floor considers it a matter 
of right for him to put anything that he may choose into the 
RECORD, it would be well for us to determine that question now. 
The pepe ee seems to me so manifestly improper, so 
absolutely a , that I propose to submit the question to the 
House, and I move you, Mr. Speaker, that the superfluous matter 
which I have indicated, other than the matter actually delivered 
on the floor of the House on last Friday by the gentleman from 
Alabama, be stricken from the permanent RECORD; and upon that 
motion I demand bya AAE question. 
e tleman from Iowa moves 


to him, be stricken from the permanent Rrcorp. 
Will the gentleman from Iowa reduce his motion to writing, so 
that the House may know exactly what matter it includes. 
Mr. PERKINS. Iwill do so. I offer the resolution that I send 
to the desk. 7 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. PERKINS moves to strike out of the 


ent RECORD the matter 
inserted by Mr. WHEELER on eee ees de from the matter, according 
to the reporter's notes, delivered by him in his five minutes’ time; said mat- 
ter being on pages 5472, 5473, 5474, and 5475. 


The SPEAKER. On this motion the gentleman from Iowa de- 
mands the us question. 
Mr. ER. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa point of order. This 


is a new proposition. There has been no debate on this proposi- 
tion at all, and I respectfully make the point of order that we are 


entitled to twenty minutes’ debate upon it. It is entirely different 
from the other motion. 
The SP. The Chair thinks there has been debate within 


the rule. 

Mr. WHEELER. Not on this resolution. The gentleman from 
Iowa made some remarks and then submitted some verbal sug- 
gestion as to what he was going to do, but not in the form of a 
resolution; and there was debate on that. But now he has sub- 
mitted a written resolution, upon which there has been no debate. 
I make the point of order that under the previous tion twenty 
minutes’ debate must be allowed on each side. I should like to 
hear the gentleman sustain his resolution. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Isuggest to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
PERKINS] that perhaps the best way out of this difficulty would 
be to refer the whole question to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. PAYNE, I think the House can readily dis of it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In the last Congress (if I may be per- 
mitted to refer to the matter) a question similar to this was 
raised, and it was referred to the Committee on Rules that they 
might investigate and report. It occurs to me that the gentle- 
man from Iowa has now accomplished beast pid reat in calling at- 
tention to this irregularity, if it be one, and that we might avoid 
further difficulty by referring the question to the Committee on 
Rules and letting them it. 

Mr. PERKINS rose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman will pardon me a mo- 
ment, I make the su for this reason 

Mr. PERKINS. gentleman from Alabama claims this as 


a right; and it seems to me the House ought to determine whether 
he has such a right or not. 

Mr. WHEELER. Certainly not without debate. 

Mr. PERKINS. Whichever way the House may determine the 
question I shall be satisfied. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is whether 
under the rules debate on proposition should now be allowed. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iask the ruling of the Chair on that question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I was about to make a suggestion which 
I think would relieve the House of embarrassment in this matter. 
It is almost impossible for a member in hastily drawing a resolu- 
tion like this to cover just what matter should remain in the 
ReEcorp and what ought not to remain. Having myself had some 
experience in investigating questions of this kind, I simply sug- 
gest that it might be well to refer this question to the Committee 
on Rules, that they might determine what part of the matter pub- 
lished is competent and what part is incompetent and should go 
out. Thatis the object I had. Inasmuch as the gentleman from 
Iowa has called attention to this irregularity, if it be one, I think 
es the ends of justice would be subserved by the course I sug- 
gest. 

Mr. PERKINS. As there seems some disposition to have some 
further debate on this matter, I will withdraw my demand for 
the previous question for ten minutes, and will now yield five 
minutes to the other side, retaining five minutes for myself, giv- 
ing notice that at the expiration of ten minutes I shall move the 


previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa yields five minutes 
to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER}. 

Mr. . Mr. Speaker, I do not suppose any member 
of the House fails to comprehend why this movement was made. 
One of the most distinguished Republicans said this morning 
that the trouble with these statements showing appropriations 
by Democratic Congresses and by Republican Congresses was 
that they put the Republican party in a bad light, and there- 
fore they want to obliterate them. I Want to say to the Repub- 
lican party, and with the best feeling, that if they do not want to 
be put in a bad light they must not make a record which puts 
them in a bad light. They must not for a series of years a 
character of 5 which place them before the country 
in an unfavorable light, and then cry out at the beginning of an 
election campaign that they want to obscure and hide their own 
record. The case to which the gentleman referred was different 
from the case now before the House. That was a case where a 
member sought to incorporate in the RECORD extracts from news- 

apers, very voluminous extracts, which should properly have 
Fons read to the House. These are not extracts from newspapers; 
they are simply tables prepared with t care and great accu- 
racy and great truth [laughter]; and though the publication of 
them to the country may be di ‘ous to the Republican party’s 
prospects, they ought to stand it like men 9 ea and 5 
and try to m some excuse, or they ought better to remain here 
during this summer and legislate in behalf of the peor s0 as to 
palliate the wrongs they have heretofore committed. As a friend 
near me su . * while the lamp holds out to burn”—I will not 
say “the vilest sinner,” but I will say the greatest transgressor 
“may return.” ughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, another trouble in this case was that there 
was put before this House an adverse report upon a resolution 
which took $200,000 from the hard working laboring people and 
gave it to already overpaid 8 A resolution reported 
adversely was brought before the House, and I, in my humble 
efforts, sought to prevail upon my fellow-members to consider and 
reflect and hesitate before they committed themselves to an act 
which they would regret all their days, and which the metropoli- 
tan press of the 3 is to-day denouncing as a salary grab as 
unjustifiable and indefensible as the salary grab of 1873—which 
retired every advocate of it to private life. That, Mr. Speaker, 
was the ground of my offense. Not a member who has made a 
speech on this floor 

TheSPEAKER. Thetime of the gentleman from Alabama has 


aired. 
“Ter. WHEELER. 1 atk enanimous-constat that may time be 
extended: 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. ker, I do not sup that this ques- 
tion relates to the value of the tables inse by the gentleman 
from Alabama, or to the value of the comments which he made 
thereon. This is a question, and a question only, whether the gen- 
tleman from Alabama has the privilege to such use of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD as he, in the discharge of his public 
duties, may see fit to do. 

presume it is true, also, that both sides of the House are some- 
what afraid of the gentleman from Alabama, [Laughter.] But 
that is not the question. The question and the sole question is 
as to whether the oe of the House, with reference to print- 
ing matter in the Recorb, were trangressed by the gentleman in 
case. That is all. It is a matter of no concern with me, and 
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I dare say it is a matter of no concern with any other member on 
this side of the House, what the value of these tables or the lack 
of value in them may be. But it is the question as to whether the 
House of Representatives controls matter appearing in the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD or whether the gentleman from Alabama 


oes. 

Now, he suggests that it is his privilege; that, notwithstanding 
his desire to economize in the expenditures of the Government, 
he claims it to be his privilege to enter into the Printing Office 
any night in the week, or at any time he may desire, and have 
prin oyer his name or under his name whatever he sees fit 
to present there for that p e, and have it published in the 
RECORD; and that that is a privilege which remains with him as 
against the House of Representatives. Now, it is important that 
we should know whether that right exists or not, and therefore, in 
order that the question may be determined by the House, I have 
made the motion to expunge from the Recorp the matter referred 
to, excepting that part which the gentleman uttered on the floor 
of the House; and on that I move the previous question. 

Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield to me for 
two or three minutes? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. CRISP. I only wish to say to the House that if the pre- 
vious question is ordered I shall move to commit this resolution 
to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr, CRISP. Why, of course. 

Mr. PERKINS. Does the gentleman think the privileges of 
the House were abused in this instance? 

Mr. CRISP. I desire to say to the gentleman from Iowa that 
the very purpose of my suggestion was that this matter should be 
properly examined into, so that the House erat know authori- 
tatively after that investigation whether or not there had been a 
breach of privilege. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, ever since you have been a member of this 
House, and ever since I have been here, whenever a proposan 
has been made to expunge from the RECORD remarks inserted 
therein by any gentleman, and it was claimed on the floor that 
they were improperly inserted, it has been, when the question was 
raised, always referred to a committee for investigation. The 
Committee on Rules is the committee that is charged with the 
making of the rules of the House; it is charged with the interpre- 
tation of the rules of the House; it is your committee, and there- 
fore it seems to me that in this case, unless you wish to deal very 
summarily with my friend from Alabama, the wiser course, the 
judicious course, and the judicial course, that course which will 
commend itself to the 3 of every gentleman who desires to 
protect himself and the House, and to do no injustice to a fellow- 
member, will be to refer the resolution to the Committee on Rules. 
They can report at any time; they can examine into all of the facts 
involved in the matter; they can inform the House as to their 
opinion on investigation, and the House can intelligently pass upon 
the question, protecting its own rights and privileges, and at the 
same time inflicting no indignity on the gentleman from Alabama, 
unless it be absolutely 3 to do so. 

I thank the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. PER S. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. PAYNE]. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. 8 er, I would not trespass on the time of 
the House on this occasion except for the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Georgia. 

It seems to me that this is a question that the House can deter- 
mine, and one that it is prepared to determine now without the 
intervention of any committee. 

This is not the first time or the second time, or even the third 
time, that the House has been detained because the gentleman 
from Alabama has seen fit to violate this rule of the House by in- 
serting not ouly ə page or two but often dozens of pages of matter 
never delivz:¢¢ n the House, and has inserted without the con- 
sent of the flouse these lengthy articles in the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp. Heretofore the gentleman has acknowledged his fault, 
and claimed that he did it through ignorance or something else. 

Mr. WHEELER. I did not claim it was ignorance—— 

Mr. PAYNE. And the House has usually excused him and al- 
lowed the matter to stand in the Recorp. Now, it seems to me, 
it is high time that the House and each member of the House, in- 
cluding the gentleman from Alabama, should understand by the 
vote of the House whether this thing is 3 or whether it is to 
be stopped. The House will understand—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
for an Powe 

Mr. PAYNE. Ihave only three minutes. The House will un- 
derstand that if at any time the gentleman from Alabama should 
p by unanimous consent to insert matter in the RECORD he 
could obtain the consent of the House without reading the matter 
before the House, There is no time that the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, if he proposed to abandon the floor in favor of printing 


matter in the RECORD that he had written ont, could not obtain 
the consent of the House [laughter], and it seems to methat under 
those circumstances the gentleman from Alabama should under- 
stand what is the rule of the House. He comes in here to-day and 
does not apologize—does not ask to be excused. He does not say 
that on account of his ignorance he violated a rule of the House, 
but he asserts as a matter of right that at any time he sees fit he 


may print 2 pages or 4 pages or 50 of extraneous matter in 
the RECORD, whether it is in acco: ce with his line of thought 

whether it is in accordance with his argument, whether it is at 
all upon the line of the question on which he ‘‘trembled” for the 
condition of the country or not—that he has a right to insert that 
in the RECORD and, I suppose, send it out by his frank, after havy- 
ing compelled the Government at a large expense, as in this in- 
stance, to set up the matter—solid pages of figures—and print it 
n the RECORD. It seems to me that the House ought to vote on 
it now. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. S er— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. . Speaker, I ask the gentleman to yield 
me one minute. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iwill yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Tennessee, my colleague on the committee [Mr. RICHARDSON], 
and then I shall move the previous question on the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. S. er, this House will bear wit- 
ness to the fact that I have endeavored, not only while the House 
was controlled by my own party, but while it has been controlled 
by gentlemen on the other side, to keep the RECORD as clear as it 
could be kept of matter that ought not to go into it. Now, Isub- 
mit that this House is not pre to vote on the motion of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. PERKINS] to exclude the improper 
matter, conceding, if you please, that improper matter has been 
inserted by the gentleman from Alabama in the RECORD, What 
part are you going to strike out? The gentleman has not defined 
it. Are you going to strike out the words that the gentleman 
from Alabama uttered on that day? Do you know, does any 
gentleman know, what words he uttered? He spoke five minutes, 
as lam informed. You do not know, acting in an emergency or 
in this hasty manner, where to draw the line. You want to strike 
out a part of what he has inserted in the RECORD. I submit, Mr. 
Speaker, that it is proper and orderly to let this matter go to the 
Committee on Rules, and have that committee draw the line at 
the proper point. Then we can yote understandingly upon it. 

I submit that we ought not now ruthlessly, because “the — 
tleman is an old violator,” as my friend from New York 5 
Payne] intimates, adjudge him guilty without a hearing, and 
strike out everything he said. Thatis a bad rule to apply. 

ere the hammer fell.] 

. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. RicHarpson] is stating a case that does not exist here. The 
motion provides that the remarks of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, as taken down by the Official Reporters, shall remain in 
the Recorp, and that the remaining portion shall be stricken out. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

The 8 uestion was ordered. 

Mr. CRISP. I move to commit the resolution to the Commit- 
tee on Rules. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. Crisp; and the 
Speaker announced that the noes appeared to have it. 

On a division, demanded by Mr. Crisp, there were—ayes 63, 


noes 122. 

Mr. CRISP demanded the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 75, nays 148, 
answered Present” 1, not voting 131; as follows: 


YEAS—75. 

Abbott, Denny, Livingston, Spalding, 

dams, Dinsmore, Lockhart, Spencer, 
Alien, Miss. Dockery, Maguire, Stallings, 

Ney. Elliott, S. C McCormick, Stokes, 

Baker, Kans. E McCreary, Ky. Strait, 
Bankhead, Fitzgerald, McCulloch, Strowd, N.C. 
Bartlett, Ga. all, MecDearmon, A 
Bell, Colo. Harrison, McLaurin, Swanson, 
Bell, Tex. McMillin, Talbert, 

erry, Hendrick, cRae, Tate, 
Buck, Johnson, Money, Terry, 
Clardy, Jones, eill, Turner, Ga. 
Cooper, Kleberg, y, Turner, Va. 
Cox, Kyle, Patterson, 8 
Crisp Latimer, Pendleton, nderwood, 
Crowley, Lawson, Ri I, Walker, Va. 
Culberson, Layton, Saye alsh, 
Danford, Lester, Shuford, Woodard 
De Armond, Little, Skinner, 

NAYS—148. 

Aldrich, Ala. Avery, Bennett, 
Aldrich, Ili. Babes k, Bishop, on Mo, 
Allen, Utah Baker, Md. Blue, Burton, Ohio 
Anderson, Baker, N. H. Brewster. Calderhead, 
Andrews, Bar Bromwell. Cannon, 
Apsley, Barney, Chick > 
Arnold, Pa. Belknap. Bull, Clark, Iowa 
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Codding, Griswold, Leisenring, Reeves, 
Coffin, Grosvenor, Royse, 
8 Hadloy, 2 8 Conn. 
Cook, T, ng, uerhering, 
Noone Wis. Hafner, heap 5 Shafroth, 

T, > Tro 
Gores Harmer, W, hannon, 
Cousins, Hatch, on, Sherman, 
Crowther, Heatwole, Simpkins, 
Crump, Henderson, McCleary, Minn. th, III. 
Curtis, Iowa Soy Conn. ace ob Snover, 
Curtis, or mann, ercer, mthard, 
Dalzell, Hicks, Miller, Kans. le, 
Daniels, Hill, Miller, W. Va. Stewart, Wis. 
Da. Hi en, Stone, C. W. 
De Witt, Hopkins, Milnes, Strode, Nebr. 

ey, Howell, Minor, Wis. Sulloway, 

ver, Hubbard, Mondell, Taft, 
Doolittle, Moody, Thomas, 
Draper, Hunter, Morse, Thorp, 
Eddy, Hurley, Murphy, Tracewell, 
Ellis, Jol n, N.Dak. Otjen. Treloar, 
Fenton, Joy, erstreet, Van Voorhis, 
Fischer, Kerr, Payne, Wadsworth, 
Gambl Kirkpatrick, . 5 Wallinato 

e, i tney, elli m. 
Gardner, ox, Poole, Wilson, Idaho 
Gibson, Lacey, Powers, ‘Wilson, Ohio 
Gillet, N. Y. Lefever, Pugh, Wood, 

i Leighty, gg, Wright. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—1. 
Wheeler. 
NOT VOTING—131. 

Foote, Mahany. Shaw. 
Aitken, Fowler, McCall, Mass. Smith, Mich. 
Arnold, R. I. Gillett, Mass. Tenn. Sorg, 
Atwood, wyn, McClellan, Southwick, 

Graff, cClure, Spar 
Bartholdt, Grout, McLachlan, Sperry, 
Bartlett. N. T. Grow, Meiklejohn, Steele, 
Beach, nly, ‘eredith, Stephenson, 

g N Hardy, Meyer, Stewart, N. J. 

Black, Ga. Miles, Stone, W. A. 

1 Hartman, Miner, N. Y. Strong, 

Boutelle, Heiner, Pa. Moses, Tawney, 
wers, 1 Mozley, Tayler, 
Broderick, Henry, In Newlands, Towne, 
Brosius, epburn, Noonan, Tracey, 
Brown, Hilborn, Northway, Tucker, 
Cate Hooker. Odell, pa X 
Clark, Mo. Howard, Ogd an Ho: 
Clarke, Howe, Owens, Walker, Mies 
Cobb, uff, Parker, Wanger. 
Cockrell, Hulick, Pearson, W: 
Colson, Huling, Phillips, Watson, Ind. 
88 Tex. Hutcheson, Pickler, Watson, Ohio 
wen, Hyde, Price, ite, 
Cummin Jenkins, Prince, Wilber, 
Curtis, N. Y. Johnson, Ind. Raney, i 
Dovener, Kem, Ray, illis, 
Downing, Kendall, Reyburn, Wilson, N. Y. 
Ellett, Va. Kulp, La. Wison, S. 
Evans, Lewis, Robinson, Pa. 
Fairchild, Linney, Woomer, 
Faris, Lorimer, Russell, Ga. Y 
Fletcher, Maddox, Settle, 


So the motion to commit was not agreed to. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. DRAPER with Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. DovENER with Mr. CaTCHINGs. 

Mr. Jounson of Indiana with Mr. BLACK of Georgia. 

Mr. WIIsoN of Idaho with Mr. COWEN. 

Mr. Hurr with Mr. MINER of New York. 

Mr. MozLEY with Mr. Moses. 

Mr. Faris with Mr. Sore. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 

Mr. Smira of Michigan with Mr. Lawson, 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. MADDOX. 

Mr. STEELE with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

Mr. WILLIS with Mr. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas with Mr. OWENS. 

For this day: 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. WALSH. 

Mr. LORIMER with Mr. SHAW. 

Mr. ŒILLETT of Massachusetts with Mr. Yoakum. 

Mr. Brostus with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. 

Mr. KULP with Mr. HUTCHESON. 

Mr. RANEY with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

Mr. Low with Mr. MCCLELLAN. 

Mr. LINNEY with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. Harpy with Mr. MILES. 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. PRICE. 

Mr. GoopwY¥n with Mr. ELLETT of Virginia. 

Mr. HOWE. I would like to vote. I was not in the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPALDING). The Chair, 
under the rule, can not entertain the request. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 
PRACTICE OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to move that the vote by 
which the House concurred in the Senate amendments to House 
bill 5731 be reconsidered, and that the House agree to a conference, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin ‘moves that 
the vote whereby the House concurred in the Senate amendments 
to House bill 5731 be reconsidered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the title be read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the bill? 

Mr. BABCOCK. It is the medical bill, and this request comes 
from the Senate committee, as there was a misunderstanding of 
some of the amendments that were adopted. 

The motion to reconsider was to. j 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon concurring in the 
Senate amendments. The gentleman moves to nonconcur and ask 
for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The following committee of conference was appointed: Mr, 
SHANNON, Mr. BABCOCK, and Mr. COBB. 

RETURN OF BILL TO THE SENATE. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a privileged 
resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to Hg ng the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 7324) to authorize and em- 
power the State of South Dakota to select the Fort Sully Military Reservation, 
in said State, as a part of the lands granted to the State under the provisions 
of an act to provide for the admission of South Dakotainto the Union, ap- 
proved February 22, 1889, and for indemnity school lands, and for other pur- 


poses. 
TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the request will be granted. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
and a 177 77 resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 1185) granting a pansion to Rachel Patton; 

A bill (H. R. 3189) to increase the pension of John S. Cochenour; 

A bill (H. R. 708) to increase the pension of Albert Ellis; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 180) for the relief of Ex-Naval Cadet 
Henry T. Baker. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a joint 
resolution and bills of the following titles, with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 137) declaring a certain bridge across 
the Tallahatchie River, in Tallahatchie County, State of Missis- 
sippi, a lawful structure: 

A bill (H. R. 3448) authorizing the county of Navajo, Territory 
of Arizona, to issue bonds for the construction of a court-house 
and jail at the county seat thereof; 

A bill (H. R. 900) to provide for the payment of the claim of 
William H. Mahony; and 

A bill (H. R. 1181) for the relief of Maria E. Wilson. 

The me also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
and a joint resolution of the following titles; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 3050) to validate the appointments, acts, and services 
of certain deputy United States marshals in the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1572) for the relief of W. L. Hall; 

Joint resolution (S. Res. 142) to authorize the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia to dispose of the Force school property 
on Massachusetts avenue, and to obtain, by purchase or condemna- 
tion, another site in the vicinity, and to erect on the new site a 


building for school purposes; 
for the relief of Mrs. Emma D. Larsh and 


A bill (S. 3121) 
Charles M. Larsh; 
A bill (S.1827) to increase and limit the appropriation for a 
public building at Portland, Oreg., and to designate its uses; 
A bill (S. 1898) granting a pension to Mrs. Marietta Hayes; 
A bill (S. 2645) granting a pension to Mrs. William Vandever; 
A bill (S. 2074) granting a pension to Sarah L. Hively; 
A bill (S. 2763) granting a pension to Silas B. Hensley; 
A bill (S. 2529) for the relief of Sarah E. Cotton; 
A bill (S. 2711) granting a pension to Ira Harris; and 
Re bill (S. 1124) granting an increase of pension to Alfred B. 
impson. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution: 
Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to 2 5 85 the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. } “to authorize and em- 
wer the State of South Dakota toselect the Fort Sully Military Reservation, 
F said State, as a part of the lands granted to the State under the provisions 
of an act to provide for the admission of South Dakota into the Union, ap- 
proved February 22, 1839, and for indemnity school lands, and for other pur- 


` 
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SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 
resolutions were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by 
the Speaker as follows: 

A bill (S. 2889) to aid and encourage the holding of the Tennes- 
see Centennial Exposition at Nashville, Tenn., in the year 1897, 
and making an appropriation therefor—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

A bill (S. 2519) to amend section 4746, Revised Statutes of the 
United States—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2462) to provide for the making of allotments of pay 
by officers of the Navy and the Marine Corps—to the Committee on 

aval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2407) to supplement the act of June 27, 1890, as to pen- 
sions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2406) concerning the weight of evidence in pension 
claims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2404) defining and regulating proof in certain pension 
cases—to the Committée on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (S. 2047) extending the time within which the University 
of Utah shall occupy lands heretofore granted to it—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1938) allowing Isaiah Mitchell, of Denver, Colo., seven 

ears Within which to make a final homestead entry upon certain 
3 the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1923) granting to the city of Bismarck, N. Dak., the 
right to lease and use for public purposes Sibley Island, an island 
in the Missouri River—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

A bill (S. 1709) for the relief of J. Henry Rives—to the Commit- 


on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1609) for the erection of a statue to Commodore John 
D. Sloat in the city of Monterey, Cal.—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

A bill (S. 1555) for the relief of the sufferers by the wreck of 
the United States revenue cutter Gallatin off the coast of Massa- 
chusetts—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1188) to provide for the erection of a monument to 
Gen. Nathanael Greene on the battlefield of Guilford Court-House— 
to the Committee on the Library. 2 8 

A bill (S. 837) making an appropriation for the benefit of the 
estate of William Moss, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S.814) for the relief of John W. Gummo—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 589) for the relief of C. B. Bryan & Co.—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 434) for the relief of William F. Wilson—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. a 

A bill (S. 338) for the relief of George F. Roberts, administra- 
tor of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving part- 
ner of Thayer Bros., and others—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill {S. 260) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at Butte City, Mont.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

A bill (S. So) for the relief of John F. W. Dette—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 83) directing and authorizing the Secre- 

of War to ascertain the cost of securing for the United States 

the channel in Atchafalaya Bay, Louisiana—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. * 

A bill (S. 534) for the relief of L. A. Davis—to the Committee on 


aims. 

A bill (S. 927) for the relief of Chester B. Sweet, of California— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 482) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Sherwin, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 652) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, administratrix of 
the estate of James L. Day, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 663) to remove the charge of desertion inst Philip 
Pflueger, late of Company G, Twenty-fourth Wisconsin Infantry 
to the Committee on Mil itary Affairs. 

A bill (S. 762) for the relief of Henry Lane—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1897) to establish a classification division in the United 
States Patent Office—to the Committee on Patents. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 27) 8 permission for the erection 
of a monument in Washington, D. G., for the ornamentation of 
the national capital and in honor of Samuel Hahnemann to the 
Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 14) for the relief of Pearson C. Montgomery, of Mem- 
phis, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 615) for the relief of Andrew Martin—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 21) to authorize the investigation by the Attorney- 
General of certain claims alleged to be due the late proprietors of 
the Knoxville Whig for advertising and authorizing the payment 
therefor by the Secretary of the Treasury of any amounts found by 


the Attorney-General to be legally or equitably due—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 34) for the relief of Clara A. Graves, Lewis Smith Lee, 
Florence P. Lee, Mary S. Sheldon, and Florence P. Lee, legal re 
resentative of Elizabeth Smith. deceased, heirs of Lewis Smith, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 336) for the relief of the estate of William B. Todd, 
deceased—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 1083) for the relief of George H. Plant, of the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1035) authorizing the Sioux Cityand Omaha Railway 
Company to construct and operate a railway N the Omaha 
and Winnebago Reservation, in Thurston County, Nebr., and for 
other purposes to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1974) for the relief of Mrs. Harriet D. Newson—to 
the Committee on Torea Affairs. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 7) authorizing the issue of duplicate 
medals where the originals have been lost or destroyed—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1898) granting a pension to Mrs. Marietta Hayes—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2529) for the relief of Sarah E. Cotton—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2645) granting a pension to Jane H. Vandever—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2763) granting a pension to Silas B. Hensley—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3050) to validate the appointments, acts, and services 
of certain deputy United States marshals in the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 3121) for the relief of Mrs. Emma D. Larsh and 
Charles M. Larsh—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1124) granting an increase of pension to Albert B. 
Simpson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1572) for the relief W. L. Hall—to the Committee on 


A bill (S. 1827) to increase and limit the appropriation for a 
public building at Portland, Oreg., and to designate its uses—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1938) allowing Isaiah Mitchell, of Denyer, Colo., seven 

ears Within which to make a final homestead entry upon certain 
d—to the Committee on Public Lands, 

A bill (S. 2074) granting an increase of pension to Sarah L. 
Hively—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Joint resolution (S. R. 142) to authorize the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia to dispose of the Force school 
on Massachusetts avenue and to obtain another site for that 
school—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—RINAKER VS. DOWNING, 


Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, in obedience to the direc- 
tion of the Committee on Elections No. 1, I call up for present con- 
sideration the report of that committee in the contested-election 
case of John I. Rinaker vs. Finis E. Downing; and I will also say, 
Mr. Speaker, that by an understanding with the gentlemen who 
have signed the minority report in that case I believe we can this 
evening reach a vote, perhaps late in the afternoon. It is agreed 
between us, I believe, that we are to take not to exceed two anda 
half hours on either side. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Moopy] will control the time upon the part of the minority, 
and I will control the time upon the of the majority of the 
committee. If the statement which I haye made meets with the 
concurrence of the gentleman from Massachusetts, I will ask that 
the House order that the agreement which we have reached may 
be made the rule of the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Perhaps the gentleman in charge of the mat- 
ter will understand that if there be five hours” debate that will 
carry it to half past 6, when the vote shall be taken. Is it the 
intention to have the vote as late as half past 6? 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. We have a that we shall not take 
exceeding two and a half hours on each side, hoping that before 
the House adjourns we may be able to take a vote. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not think we ought to take a vote at 
half past 6. I should object to having a vote at that time, as mem- 
bers will not be here, and you can not do it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman can move the previous ques- 
tion when he desires. À 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has it in his own control. He 
can move the previous question whenever he sees fit. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the vote is to be had, the previous question 
ought to be called at 5 o’clock. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I would like to hear from the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MOODY. The two branches of the committee have agreed 
between themselves that they will not take a longer time for de- 
bate than five hours. We all hope that we may conclude ina 
reasonable time and have the vote; and if the debate is prolonged, 
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arrangement; but I dislike to 
enter into an agreement now that the vote shall be taken to-mor- 
row, because if the debate should proceed we shall have to debate 
to 1 which I do not propose to do. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. Is there objection to the 

‘oposal as to the time to be controlled by the tleman from 
Thincis and the gentleman from Massachusetts? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk will report the resolutions. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That Finis E. Downing was not elected a member of the House of 
Representatives of the 8 Congress from the Sixteenth Congres- 
sional district of Minois, and is not entitled to the seat. 

Resolved, That John I. Rinaker was elected a Representative to the Fifty- 
fourth Congress from the Sixteenth Congressional district of Illinois, and 
that he is entitled to the seat. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice that at the 
per time I shall movea substitute for those resolutions, moving 

recommit this case to the Committee on Elections. 

Mr. DINGLEY. With or without instructions? 

Mr. MOODY, Withinstructions for a recount of a part of the 


vote. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CooKE] has yielded to me in order that I may say that, pursuant to 
the instructions of the Committee on Ways and Means, as soon as 
this case is disposed of—not meaning, however, to interfere with 
the special business of to-morrow—I shall ask the House to con- 
sider what is called the free alcohol bill; that is, the bill to repeal 
section 61 of the Wilson bill. A great many gentlemen are inter- 
ested in it, and I have therefore thought it proper to make this 


announcement, 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. S er, it has been suggested to me that I 
ought to state more fully the motion that I intend to make. 

. COOKE of Illinois. What is the point of the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

The SPEAKER. The genera from Massachusetts desires to 
present a substitute for the pending resolutions. The Clerk will 
read the substitute. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I would like to ask the gentleman 
whether he proposes to introduce a different substitute from the 
one which a es at the end of the minority report? 

Mr. MOOD . Ido not, unless some suggestion is made as to 
the form of the substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the substitute. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the substitute. 

Mr. RICHARDSON (during the reading). Mr. Speaker 

The Clerk continued and completed the reading of the proposed 
substitute, as follows: 

Resolved, That the contested election case of John I. Rinaker vs. Finis E. 
Downing be tted to the Committee on Elections No. I. with instruc- 
tions either to recount such part of the vote for icy area gn in the Fifty- 
fourth 3 from the Sixteenth Con onal district of Illinois as they 
shall deem fairly in — ea or to permit the parties to this contest, under 
such rules as the committee may prescribe, to recount such vote, and to take 
any action in the premises, by way of resolution or resolutions, to be reported 
tothe House or 8 as they may deem necessary and proper. 


Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I yield twenty minutes to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. LEONARD]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Speaker, I rise to a privileged matter. 
I move that the House adjourn in order that we may attend the 
unveiling of the Hancock statue. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois can not be taken 
off the floor. f 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ican rise to make a privileged motion 
that the House adjourn. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not while some one else is on the floor. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. COOKE] had 
been accorded the floor and had begun. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But there had been no debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois was occupying 
the floor. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rose and addressed the Chair when the 
gentleman from Massachusetts commenced to make his motion. 

The SPEAKER. Let the Chair understand that. The gentle- 
man rose at what time? z 

Mr. RICHARDSON. When the Clerk commenced to read the 
substitute of the gentleman from Massachusetts I arose and ad- 
dressed the Chair, but waited for him to complete the reading, and 
then made ay motion. i 

Mr, COOKE of Illinois, Mr. Speaker, I yielded to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts for the purpose of introducing his substitute, 
but still retained the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Tennes- 
see was too late. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I also yielded to the gentleman from 
3 E retaining the floor. 
Mr. RIC DSO N. I think my motion is a privileged one 
and that I have a right to make it. I insist on my right, under 


I hope we may come to some other 


the rules of the House, to make the motion that the House ad- 


journ. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The Chair thinks the 
gentleman from Illinois was on the floor all the time. The gentle- 
man from Illinois will proceed. 

Mr. COOKE of Ilinois. Mr. S. er, l yield twenty minutes 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. LEONARD], my colleague 
upon the committee, 

Mr. LEONARD. Mr. Speaker, the consideration of this case, 
as compared with the other cases which have taken the attention 
of this House during the present session, is decidedly refreshing. 
Here there is no allegation of ballot-box stuffing, no allegation of 
raised returns, no allegation of false conduct on the part of sworn 
election officials. On the contrary, this contention rests entirely 
upon errors of election officers honestly, though in many instances 
mistakenly, performing the duties of their office. The Sixteenth 
Congressional district of the State of Ilinois comprises the coun- 
ties of Cass, Morgan, Scott, Pike, Greene, Maconpin, Calhoun, and 
Jersey. It is essentially a farming district. No large cities are 
within its borders, the largest town containing a voting population 
of only about 3,700. The official return for Congressman at the 
November election of 1894 gives the contestee, Mr. Downing, 
17,816 votes, and the contestant, Mr. Rinaker, 17,776 votes, a plu- 
rality of 40. It will therefore be readily seen that the errors of 
election officers need not have been very numerous or very great 
to completely obliterate this narrow plurality and give the con- 
testant a right to a seat in this body. 

One of the charges contained in the notice of contest is that the 
election officers of the various election districts of the Congres- 
sional district erred in interpreting and rejecting ballots. The 
ballot in use in Illinois is a species of the Australian ballot sys- 
tem. It is an official ballot EPEE ay different tickets 
ranged in columns. At the head of these columns is the party 
appellation; over the party appellation is a circle in which the 
voter may mark a cross and thereby vote for all the candidates 
for all the offices mentioned in the columns below. There is also 
a provision in the Illinois ballot law which prohibits the voter 
from ane more names than there are offices to be filled. 
Upon this ballot voted in the November election, 1894, were four 
tickets, which contained complete lists of all the candidates for the 
different offices to be filled, the Democratic, the Republican, the 
Prohibition, and the People’s Party. There were also two columns 
containing partial lists of candidates for the different offices to be 
nied, namely, the Independent Republican and the People’s Silyer 


arty. 

Of these rejected ballots there were 30 which contained a cross 
in the Republican circle and also a cross in the Independent Re- 
publican circle. These ballots were interpreted by the various 
election boards as being in violation of the mandate of the statute 
which prohibits the marking of more names than there are offices 
to be filled, and were therefore rejected. However, since the 
record was made up in this case, since the briefs were submitted, 
a decision of the supreme court of Illinois has been handed down— 
a decision to which allusion has been made in both the majority 
and the minority reports, and to which reference will constantly 
be made in the argument of this case. I refer to the decision of 
Parker vs. Orr, wherein it is held that if a voter mark a cross in 
two or more circles at the head of two or more columns that bal- 
lot shall not be counted as to any candidate for an office where 
there are two or more candidates in those columns, but that where 
he makes a mark in the circles at the head of two or more col- 
umns and there is but one candidate for an office in those columns 
the ballot shall be counted as to that candidate. 

Upon the 1 ticket was the name of John I. Rinaker 
as a candidate for member of Congress. Upon the Independent 
Republican ticket no name was mentioned for that office. In 
conformity to this decision, the ballots marked with a cross in the 
Republican circle and also with a cross in the Independent Re- 
publican circle should have been received and counted for the 
contestant in this case, and should therefore be credited to him 
in this contest at this time. That being done, the narrow plu- 
rality of 40 is thereby reduced to 10. The decision in the case of 
Parker vs. Orr throws light upon other questions which are im- 

rtant in this case in interpreting other irregularly marked bal- 

ots, 57 all told, which are classified in the majority report under 
the head of “ irregularly marked ballots.” The decision in Parker 
vs. Orr holds that the voter must declare his intention by making 
across. Great liberty is given him as to the form of the cross, 
but he must make some sort of a cross. The decision also holds 
that what was formerly in practice, the privilege of the voter to 
write his name upon his ot, is now prohibited; that the writ- 
ing of a name upon a ballot renders the ot void, for the reason 
that it tends to destroy its secrecy. 

Of these 57 ballots there were 3 which were received and counted 
and made a part of the official record. Evidence was taken as to 
those ballots. One was marked with a straight line instead of 


sy 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1896. 


5129 


a cross; 1 had the voter's name written upon it; another was 


marked after the name Downing and before the name Rina- 
ker,” rendering it uncertain for whom the voter intended to cast 
his ballot. agree and concede that these 3 votes should be de- 
ducted from the count, 2 from the contestant and 1 from the con- 
testee. Of the remaining 54 ballots after careful inspection and 
thorough investigation the majority of the committee have decided 
that the election officers were right in 41 instances, that they re- 
jected 41 ballots properly. As to the remaining 13 they agree that 
7 should have been counted for the contestee and 6 for the con- 
testant; leaving the contestee the gainer by 2 votes as the result 
of our investigation and conclusion as to irregularly marked ballots. 

Another subject which gave the committee no little labor was 
that of illegal votes. The election law of the State of Illinois re- 
aiee the voter to have lived within the State one year, within 

e county ninety days, and within the election district thirty 
days-to entitle him to the right of suffrage. As often happens 
there were very many who presented themselves to their election 
board to vote, whose residence qualifications were questioned. I 
think there were 65 all told in this case about whose qualification 
to vote evidence was taken. After carefully considering the pe- 
culiar evidence as to each case, the majority of the committee have 
concluded that 55 of those alleged illegal voters were legal; that 10 
were illegal and their votes should not have been received and 
counted—6 for the contestee and 4 for the contestant, leaving the 
contestant the gainer by 2, by virtue of our investigation and 
conclusion as to illegal votes. There was 1 vote offered which 
was not received, All concede that that voter was a legal voter 
and that his vote should have been received. It was a vote for 
the contestant and should be credited to him in this contest. 

There was also a question about the return in Patterson town- 
ship. The certificate showed that the contestee, Mr. Downing, had 
100 votes, while the tally sheet showed that he had 114 votes. 
This was discovered accidentally by a deputy county clerk. His 
evidence was taken; also the evidence of the recollections of the 
election board, which was conflicting. The determination of 
this question depended upon weighing evidence; and the majori 
of the committee came to the conclusion that there was not such 
evidence as to justify a contradiction of the official return. They 
therefore leave the return from that township as returned. 

But as to irre ly marked ballots, as to illegal votes, as to 
the counting of this yote which should have been received, as to 
accepting the returns from Patterson township, the minority of 
the committee accept the conclusions of the majority of the com- 
mittee, leaving two conclusions of the majority of the committee 
to which the minority of the committee do not assent—the con- 
clusion as to assisted voters and the conclusion as to the recount 
in Macoupin and Cass counties. I will read the section of the 
Illinois ballot law which bears upon the question of assisting 
voters: 

Any voter who may declare upon oath that he can not read the English 
lan uage, or that by reason of any physical disability he is unable to mark 
his ot, shall, upon request, be assisted in marking his ballot by two of the 
election officers of different political parties, to be selected from the {pages 
and clerks of the precincts in which they are to act, to be designated 
judges of election of each precinct at the opening of the polls, Such officer 

mark the ballot as directed and shall thereafter give no information 
concerning the same. 

There were, all told, some 44 illiterate voters and voters laboring 
under some physical disability who presented themselves to their 
election boards, stated their inability or disability, and requested 
assistance in marking their ballots; whereupon theelection boards 
gave them this assistance without administering to them the oath 
as to the truth of their statements which is prescribed in the sec- 
tion Ihave read. The theory of the majority of the committee is 
that when these voters presented themselves to their election 
boards and made a trut: statement as to their inability or dis- 
ability, and Lb eres assistance, they did all that the act required 
them to do, and that the failure of the election officers to perform 
their duty in administering the oath should not render their bal- 
lots void and should not disfranchise them. The th of the 
minority of the committee is that the administration of this oath 
is an absolute condition precedent to the righi of the voter to vote, 
and the failure to administer this oath rendered their ballots void, 
and that the ballots should be rejected and deducted from the of- 
ficial counts—38 from the contestant and 6 from the contestee. 

I will say here that the Elections Committee of the last Congress 
had this question before them in the case of Stewart vs. Childs, 
and they held that the provisions of this statute were mandatory; 
that the failure to administer this oath rendered the ballots void. 
It is a fact that the report of that committee was never acted 
upon by the House. e have information that that statute was 
hastily considered in the committee. The able jurist [Mr. Dan- 
IELS], the distinguished chairman of our committee, informs us 
that this is the fact—that the question was not carefully and 
thoroughly considered by the Elections Committee of the Fifty- 
third Con ess. 

Mr. MARSH. Was he a member of that committee? 

Mr. LEONARD. He was a member of that committee. Under 


the circumstances, we think that not a controlling authority in 
this case. The chairman of our committee will tell you, as he told 
us, that he has given this question careful and thorough investi- 
gation, and he has become satisfied that the provisions of this 
statute are directory only, and that these votes received under the 
circumstances which I have mentioned should not be disturbed. 

It is nowhere alleged that these illiterate and disabled voters 
were otherwise disqualified to vote. It is nowhere alleged that 
the statements which they made as to their inability or disabili 
were in any respect untrue. It is nowhere alleged that they di 
not receive assistance from the proper election officers—presum- , 
ably two from different parties, designated by the election board 
at the opening of the polls. That being the case, we can hardly 
see how it isin point of fact any violation of the secrecy of the 
ballot, The minority report makes these cases parallel to the case 
of the voter who writes his name upon a ballot. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

4 Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I yield to the gentleman further, if he 
esires. 

ae LEONARD. I think perhaps I had better use no further 
me. 

Mr. COOKE of Ilinois. I yield to the gentleman, that he may 
conclude what he was saying. 

Mr. LEONARD. I willoceupy only a minute or two. 

Where a person writes his name upon a ballot, that is notice to 
everybody under whose eyes that ballot ever comes that he voted 
that ticket. Where these voters were assisted by two election 
officers, their sworn duty is not to disclose how any person voted. 
The fact that the voter takes or neglects to take the prescribed 
oath makes no difference whatever as to their duties and makes no 
difference as to the information that may be given to the world. 
eons HALL. Willthe gentleman permit me a question right 

ere 

Mr. LEONARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALL. The point which the gentleman is now discussing 
is the point, as I understand, on which the case may turn. 

Mr. LEONARD. I understand that it is decisive. 

Mr. HALL. It involves a sufficient number of votes to turn 
the entire case. 

Mr. LEONARD. So I understand. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Will my colleague permit me to 
answer that question? 

Mr, LEONARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. It is a fact in the case not dis- 
puted that the majority of the committee return the contestant as 
elected by 30 votes, and there are 82 votes which the contestee 
attacks. Now, if you deduct those votes it leaves the contestant 
without a majority. 

Mr. LEONARD. It leaves the contestee 2 plurality. 

Mr. HALL. Now, what I want is to address the mind of the 
House to that question, as to the statement of the law the gentle- 
man is now g. 

The law of my State in reference to elections, if the gentleman 
will permit me, is very plain. We have two separate sets of 
judges; first, a distributing set, and then the receiving judges. 

e distributing judges are required to put their initials on the 
top of the ballot. It is handed to the voter, who takes it to the 
booths, fixes his ticket, brings it back, and delivers it to the re- 
ceiving judges. The law requires them also to put their initials 
on the ballot. But the law also requires the voter, on delivering 
his ballot to the receiving judges, to turn his back, or with- 
draw a certain number of feet away from the voting place. Our 
courts, in construing the law, say that the privilege of the voter 
is to see that the distributing judges’ initials are on the ballot. 
and it is his privilege also to see that all of the conditions o; 
the law are complied with until he parts with the ballot. But if 
the receiving judges fail to put their initials on the ballot it does 
not invalidate the ballot. 

Now, I want to know if you are not taking the position that 
you do not require the voter to see that the condition precedent 
is complied with; something he could have done, 5 that 
8 . according to the decision of the court, it is his 

u 0? 
LEONARD. That is the position I take. I believe it to be 
in conformity with the statute and decisions of the State of 


ois. 

Mr, COOKE of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I yield now to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CON NOLL] for twenty minutes, or for 
such time as he may desire to occupy. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I think we ought to hear from those favor- 
ing the minority report before we proceed further on this side. 

. COOKE of Illinois. I will say, Mr. Speaker, that in con- 
ference with the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] I 
suger that he follow our colleague on the committee $ A 
LEONARD]. He expressed a decided objection to occupy the floor 


at that time, inasmuch as he expressed his intention to open the 
debate on that side of the question. 
Mr. MOODY. If the gentleman will pardon me, I do not want 


debate on this side. I have no desire to speak at the present time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DoLLIVER). The gentleman 
from Illinois is recognized. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I would like to say to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, as suggested A around me, that 
it is no more than fair that after we have opened the case the gen- 
tlemen on the other side shall proceed to occupy some part of 
their time, so that we may know what their position is. 

Mr. MOODY. I yield so much time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT]. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I had not expected 
to address the House upon this case just at this time, but at the 
suggestion of my coll e [Mr. Moopy] I will proceed. As was 


_ stated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. LEONARD], there 


are involved in the case no questions of fraud. While the notice of 
contest contained many allegations, yet there are no allegations or 
charges that in any wise attack or impugn the integrity or hon- 
esty of the election officials or their management of the election, 
so that the House can come to the consideration of the case with 
the absolute assurance and confidence there is not the suggestion 
or an intimation made in the pleadings or proofs submitted that 
anything fraudulent was done in the management of the election 
or in the casting or counting of the ballots. 

The contestant in his notice of contest sets out that certain 
irregularities in the counting of the ballots by the election judges 
and officers occurred, but nothing that impugned either the in- 
tegrity or the correctness of their conduct, except mistakes in the 
construction of the law as to how certain ballots marked should 
be counted, whether they ought to be counted for the contestant 
or contestee. He also alleges that certain illegal votes were cast, 
and alleges that certain unsworn and illiterate voters were per- 
mitted to vote, and that their ballots were marked for contestee 
by the officers without their haying first taken the oath prescribed 
by law. This comprises succinctly the grounds of the contest; so 
that, I repeat, we come to the consideration of the case with ab- 
solute confidence in the integrity of the election officers. What- 
ever was done that might have changed the result was done in 
the utmost good faith, was done in counting ballots or not count- 
ing them at all, because of the failure of the elector to mark his 
ballot in accordance with the law prescribed by the Illinois stat- 
utes. z 

It is not strange, Mr. Speaker, that these election officers should 
be charged with making errors, because this law—this election 
law—is not simply a species of, or an imitation of, the Australian 
ballot, butis in fact the Australian ballot system recently adopted 
by the State, and had never been construed by the courts of Mi- 
nois prior to this election. The election officers proceeded to con- 
strue it and to count for the contestee or contestant, or to refuse 
to count at all, certain ballots that had been deposited in the 


es. 

Now, this was done in accordance with instructions that were 
sent along with the election papers by the Secretary of State, and 
which were also posted up at the polling places so that the electors 
could see them. The supreme court of Illinois have, since this 
case was pending, made a decision in the case of Parker vs. Orr, 
and if we are permitted to resort to the ballots for the evidence this 
decision will relieve the House and the committee from any trouble 
in determining how these ballots thus marked and cast shall be 
counted or whether they shall be counted at all. 

Upon investigation of the Illinois statute—which the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] will discuss more in detail, 
for Ido not desire to take up any more time than is absolutel 
necessary to state the case—I say upon investigation of the IIli- 
nois statute it will be found so declared and so adjudicated by 
the supreme court of the State of Illinois in the case of Parker 
vs. Orr, which will be discussed, and which I have here, that this 
is an Australian ballot system, and that the main purpose and 
intent of this ballot law of Ilinois, as is the main intent and pur- 

of all these ballot laws, is to secure fair and honest elections, 
and above all things to preserve the sanctity and secrecy of the 
ballot. So that we come to determine the main question in this 
case, which is whether the House will accept an unofficial count, 
made by a person not an officer, not under oath when he made 
the count, in preference to the official count made by honest, 


_ sworn election officers, or in preference to the best evidence 


namely, the ballots themselves—in the case. 

Ihave here a sample of the ballot that was voted on that day. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] has one that was 
certified to in the evidence, and I have simply a copy of it. There 
are, as you see, 50 names upon the ballot. here are instructions 

to how the ballot shall be marked. To vote for the entire 

mocratic, Republican, Prohibition, Independent Republican, 
or People’s Silver Party ticket upon this ballot the voter would 
have to mark a cross in the circle at the head of the ticket. That 
is what he didif he desired to vote the whole ticket. If he desired 
to vote for certain candidates on that ticket and not the entire 
ticket, then he would mark in the squares opposite their names. 
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The voter, in 5 to carry out these instructions as to 
marking his ballot, would sometimes mark in the circle over the 
whole ocratic ticket and then mark one Democratic candi- 
date, and then mark the Republican ticket, sometimes in both cir- 
cles. I do not mean to vay those are the icular cases; but in 
that way, the voter not following out the instructions, the ballots 
were not marked in accordance to law, as the judges of election 
then understood it. Those ballots were some of them rejected 
and some of them were counted for one party and some for an- 
other. You will see the size of this ballot. 

Now, there was a contest in one of these counties over local offi- 
cers, and a recount was had under the supervision of the judges 
of election in one of these counties, as provided by the Illinois 
statute. The ballots were taken out during that recount. Pend- 
ing that recount a witness, whose testimony is proposed to be ac- 
cepted here and acted on in the place of the ballots and the sworn 
return of the election officers, stood behind or at the side of one 
of the officers conducting the recount and cast his eye over the 
ballots as they were handed from one judge to another or from 
one counsel to another. He did not have the ballots in his hands, 
and did not examine them critically, but he now undertakes to 
detail in his evidence the manner in which those ballots were 
marked and how they should be counted. It is upon that evi- 
dence, upon this point of the case, that the majority of the com- 
mittee undertake to say that the solemn action of the election offi- 
cers, organized under the law of Illinois so that each side shall 
have a representation, shall be set aside. It is insisted that the 
action of these sworn election officers in determining that certain 
ballots should be disregarded for being improperly marked, and 
that those ballots should not be counted for Mr. Downing or for 
Mr. Rinaker as they had been; that that count shall be undone 
and that the House shall accept the evidence of an outside third 
paty in preference to the return of the election officers. I stand 

ere to assert, without the slightest fear of successful contradic- 
tion, that in the election cases that have been decided in this 
House or by courts or in England or anywhere, that the testi- 
mony of an unsworn third party—the unofficial count of a third 
person—has never been taken and accepted in preference to the 
sworn official returns of the election officers where it has not been 
charged that the return is fraudulent. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Will my friend permit a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is a very important suggestion; but 
it is claimed, I understand, by the advocates of the contestant, 
that by reason of an injunction, sued out by the contestee, the pri- 
mary evidence could not be obtained, and that they were compelled 
to take this secondary evidence. 

i eon peers of Georgia, I understand that. Iam coming 
o that. 

Mr. HENDERSON. You are going to discuss that? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Why, certainly, if I have the 
time and the ability, and I might as well do it now, since my friend 
has asked the question. j 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a ques- 
tion just at this point? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. DALZELL. I understand that there are 160 election dis- 
tricts in this Congressional district? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I think as many as that; yes. 

Mr. DALZELL. Andam I 8 15 in assuming that the recount 
sear a accepted only extended over 25 of the 160 election dis- 

c 
À 115 9 17 of Georgia. Les, I think so. Yes, 25; that 
is right. 

Mr. DALZELL. And amIright in further assuming that those 
25 nay fall 11 districts short of constituting the whole of one 
county 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes, 11 districts short of all the 
districts of one county. : 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Neither of those assumptions is correct. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Then the record is not correct. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The record is correct. 

Mr. MOODY. The Sader from Georgia is correct, too. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes; I happen to know I am right. 
I was on the subcommittee. I went over this evidence with m 
colleagues on the subcommittee. I know I am right, and Is 
be glad if the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY] can show 
where I am wrong, for I know Iam correct in the statement I 
make, and his assertion is not sustained by the record. 

po 5 of Illinois. Upon what point is the gentleman 

ea 
Pr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Thisrecount by Mr. Murphy was 
in 25 districts in Macoupin County. 

5 COOKE of Illinois. That is true; and it is so stated in the 
brief. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Certainly; but it was denied by 
your coll Hee CONNOLLY]. „ 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I beg your pardon. I deny that it was 28 
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in the whole district. 


It was 25 in one county out of the whole 
165 districts. The question of mie gontaman from Pennsylvania 
in 


Pires whether the recount was more than 25 of the 165 


tricts. 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. And the gentleman said that was 


e, 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Isaid that was not true. The others were 
in Cass megs 

Mr. DALZELL. Pardon me a moment. I only ask for infor- 
mation. Was that had in more than 25 districts? 8 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Twenty-five in Macoupin County and 37 in 
the district. i 

Mr. DALZELL. I want to know whether Mr. Murphy’s testi- 
mony covers any more than 25? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Only 25, and they all relate to one county. 
That is all in the whole 165. 

Mr. BRUMM. Why were there no more than 25 districts can- 
vassed? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. In that county? 

F Mr. BRUMM. Anywhere. I simply want to ask for informa- 
on. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. This was not done at the instance 
of the contestee. They never had any more. As to why they did 
not do it, T can not account for it. 

Mr. BRUMM. Why did not the contestant have it done? 

Mr. COOKE of Ilinois. Will my colleague allow me to answer? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Certainly. 

Mr. COOKE of Ilinois. e answer is,an injunction was ob- 
tained on the part of the contestee prohibiting the counting of 
any of the ballots for this entire Congressional district, based upon 
an alleged construction of the statute of Illinois which places it 
in conflict with the statute of the United States, which statute 
expressly provides for the counting of all the ballots in every elec- 
tion district in it where there is a contest. That is the reason 


why. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do notthink 
my friend and colleague understands the question. This injunc- 
tion was gotten out after this alleged recount. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. This injunction was gotten out after 
there had been a local contest. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. That is what I said. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Other officers had their local contests 
in this election. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Certainly. s 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. In two counties. And there were judi- 
cial recounts made, and at these judicial recounts there were per- 
sons present who made a careful memoranda of exactly how the 
votes stood upon the Congressman, and that evidence was put in 
as secondary evidence after the best evidence had been suppressed 
by this illegal injunction. 

Mr. DINSMORE. And this investigation, if my friend from 
Georgia will permit me, was all based on a report made by a man 
looking over the shoulders of the persons making the recount, 
making such as he could without an opportunity to make a care- 
ful examination of the ballots. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. The testimony will show that it was 
made with the greatest care and sustained and corroborated by 
unimpeachable evidence. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Now, Mr. S er, I did not in- 
tend to consume as much time as I have. I want to get to the 
point suggested by the gentleman from Iowa and answer the sug- 

estion of my colleague from Illinois. Now, the question asked 
be the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Broan] was why the 
recounts were not had in the other counties, and the gentleman 
from Illinois, my coll e, stated because there was an injunc- 
tion. Now, I say as to that injunction that it was not obtained 
until after this recount was had in these two counties. The re- 
count was had for these local offices, and there was no injunction 
before that. Very well. 

Mr. POWERS. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 
on aaa of Georgia. Certainly; tothe gentleman from 

ermont. 

Mr. POWERS. Do you contend that the officers of a State 
court can tie up these ballots so that the House of Representatives 
shall have no 7 0 to. get at them? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not; and that is not done in 
this case, nor claimed to be so by the minority. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Does the gentleman from Georgia deny 
that the injunction in express terms prohibited the opening of 
these ballots until after the 3d day of March, 1895? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do; and the order in the record 
will sustain me, 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. The gentleman will find by examining 
the order that it prohibits the opening of the ballots except in 
some court of competent jurisdiction, or before some person au- 
thorized to the case, or until ordered by the House of Repre- 
sentatives after the 3d day of March, 1895. 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgin, I so understand. 
Mr. COOKE of Illinois. ow, does the gentleman claim that 
there is any court having competent jurisdiction over this mat- 


ter? 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I think so. 
Mr. COOKE of Illinois. t court? 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Any court of the United States 
or court of the State of Minois. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. What court of Illinois and what court 
of the United States has jurisdidtion over a contested election 
case where the seat of a member of Congress is involved? 

8 — BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not undertake to say, Mr. 
peaker. 

Mr. MOODY. Will the gentleman from Georgia permit me to 
answer that pens 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes, sir. l 

Mr. MOODY. By the express terms of the statute any judge of 
a court of the United States has jurisdiction over this subject- 
matter of ordering a recount. Also by the terms of the statute 
any judge of a court of record of the State has jurisdiction; but I 
assume that no State court will take jurisđiction in compliance 
with a statute of the United States. but that any United States 
court will assume jurisdiction in conformity to an express statute 
age Congress. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois, The very statute to which the gentle- 
man refers—— 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman from Illinois will 

don me if I say to him that he will have plenty of time to make 

is argument hereafter. If it were not for the consumption of 

time which I ought not to undertake to consume I would be glad 

that he should heard now, and if he does desire to be heard 

further at this time I will give him the floor; but if he does not, I 

popes shall not be considered at all offensive if I decline to yield 
er. - 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Proceed. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I do not contend 
that any State court or any other court could tie up the ballots 
in this case so that Congress could not get at them. The minor- 
ity of the committee has based and bottomed its report upon the 
proposition that those ballots are to-day, by order of this court 
and its decree, just as they were, preserved as when they were 
cast and voted, for the special purpose of preserving them so that 
Congress might have them and count them. 

Mr. WILLIS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIS. Does the State law make provision for the pres- 
ervation intact of the ballots? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. It does; and they are to-day pre- 
served, and if this House desire to “dig deep” for the truth and 
to get at the justice of the case they can have those ballots before 
the Committee on Elections or before the officials of this House 
where they can be counted just as they were cast. - Instead of do- 
ing a wrong this injunction preserved the ballots for the use of 
this House, and the judge who made this order was careful to 
prescribe in it that the ballots should be preserved for the pur- 
poses of this contested election case so that this Committee on Elec- 
tions and the members of this House can to-day, on the evidence 
in this record which is not denied, have those ballots brought 
here and counted for the candidates for whom they were cast. 

Mr. CANNON. May I ask the gentleman a question for in- 
formation? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Why was not the evidence taken as to what 
these ballots told within the ninety days as the law provides? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I can not tell you why. 

9 „ ON. Was there any effort made to take that evi- 
ence 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Ithinknot, byeither side. There 
was no notice given or subpcenas issued. 

Yes; there was a subpcena issued upon the clerk of the court, 
who returned that he had been enjoined from delivering the bal- 
lots except in the way provided by the order. 

Mr. CANNON. as that subpoena issued in pursuance of 
United States law? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. It was. The gentleman knows 
that it was; he is simply asking these questions for effect. [Laugh- 


ter. 
itr. CANNON. I want to get at the fact. It was issued by an 
officer in pursuance of the law? 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. By a notary public. 
Mr. CANNON. Why was it not answered? 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. It was answered, 
Mr. CANNON. Were the ballots produced? 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. They were not. 


Mr. CANNON. Why not? 
Mr. BARTLETT of rgia. Because the clerk answered that 
he had been enjoined. 
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Mr. CANNON. By whom? rn 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. By the judge of an Minois court, 
the judge of an Illinois circuit court. . 

Mr. CANN ON. Who sued out the injunction? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman knows that it was 
the contestee. 

Mr. CANNON. The sitting member? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes, sir. The gentleman from 
Illinois was aware of this all the time; and he need not have had 
any fear that I was not going to state it, for I had expected to 
state it. He has not embarrassed me at all by getting information 
which was no information to him. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire, 
question? ; 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman please 
state why the injunction was procured? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. In order to preserve the ballots, 
because they were the evidence of the title of the contestee. 

Mr. B of New Hampshire. How would those ballots 
have been in any way endangered by bringing them before the 
notary in the presence of the contestant and the contestee and 
their respective attorneys? j 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not know, except in the man- 
ner alleged in the bill; and the judge who tried the case decided 
that they would be, and enjoined their being delivered to the 
notary N > E 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Whatjudge? _ 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. A judge of a circuit court of 
Illinois having jurisdiction in equity. I apprehend everybody 
understands that to haye taken the ballots before a notary public, 
an officer who has hardly any other power than to administer an 
oath, who can not preserve order—to have dragged those ballots 
before a notary public would have sag ae them. At any rate 
that was the belief of the contestee. And, however much he may 
have erred in that respect, however much the judge may have 
erred in granting the injunction (which I do not concede except 
for the ent), this House can not afford to take the evidence 
of an outsider as to what those ballots contained in preference to 
the returns of the election officers when the ballots themselves are 
preserved by order of the court for the purpose of being counted. 

Mr. HALL. I would like to ask the gentleman a question for 
information. i 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, how much time 
have I consumed? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYNE). 
unlimited time. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. But I do not want to occupy 
unlimited time. I want to get se ay he soon as I can. I yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HALL]. 

Mr. . Iwish to ask this question for information purely: 
Whether the contestee and the minority of the committee have 
ever volunteered or offered to produce those ballots or expressed 


an . to do so? 

. BARTLETT of Georgia. Certainly. It was desired to pro- 
duce them and have them counted. The contestee asked to have 
them recounted. They are in the custody of the court—preserved 
by order of the court and by the court officials, for the special pur- 
pose of 72 7 recounted by this House. 

Mr. HALL. Lask the gentleman whether that application for 
an injunction was not for the purpose of construing a statute 
which was somewhat ambiguous as to who was the proper cus- 
todian of the ballots? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. It was filed, as alleged, to have 
the ballots preserved and opened only as provided by the Ilinois 
statute. 


Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question in 
this connection. r 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Very well; I will answer the gen- 
tleman’s question, and then I will not yield further. 

Mr. LACEY. The inquiry has been made as to the ground on 
which the injunction was issued, and whether it was a good ground 
or not. Now, I ask whether that proceeding was not based on this 
language of the statute: 

Such ballots shall be opened only in o court, or in open session of such 
body, and in the presence of the officer having custody thereof. 

The judge may perhaps have made a mistake in issuing the in- 
junction; but did he not act on the theory that the ballots could 
not be opened 8 5 in the presence of the court? 

Mr. BARTLE of Georgia. That was the law of Illinois. 
That was the ground on which the injunction was sought, con- 
struing a statuteof the State of Illinois which had not before been 
construed, as I understand. 

Mr. LACEY. Was any motion made to dissolve the injunction? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. No, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Itwasa ocratic clerk who was the defend- 
ant in that proceeding, I believe. The contestant was nota party 
to the suit, was he? 


May I ask the gentleman a 


The gentleman has 
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Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. No, sir; but the same counsel 
re nted both. 

r. LACEY. Did the contestant ask to be recognized as a party 
in the proceeding in order to move to dissolve the injunction? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. He did not. As I understand the 
law in Illinois and everywhere else, a person who is interested in 
a matter of this kind, whose title is involved, can come into court 
and be made a party and make such a motion and take such action 
in the matter as the law may justify. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I stand here to say that this House, actin, 
in a judicial capacity, can not afford to put itself upon reco: 
as saying that it will punish a man for appealing to the courts of 
the country and punish him because the courts of the country 
have sustained him in the contention that he made. When you 
say that the contestee shall be subjected to such a rule—that the 
law as it has existed for years shall be changed and that a party 
shall be punished simply because he desired and attempted to 
preserve for the use of this House the evidence which this House 
ought to have—then indeed will you establish a precedent which 
no judicial 5 50 5 can ever safely follow. 

Mr. Speaker, L havean 3 upon this question of secondary 

evidence. I call the attention of the House to the decision pro- 
nounced by Lord Campbell in 2 Ellis & Blackburn's Report, 
944, The rule there laid down is that where a third party to the 
case is subpoenaed or notified by proper legal oe to produce 
documents or papers and fails to produce them, if they are still 
in existence, and if he does not give a good ground for his refusal, 
then, under the law, as construed in that case by Lord Campbell, 
chief justice, secondary evidence of the contents of those papers 
is not admissible. Here is the decision by Lord Campbell: 

If astranger so served (with a subpoena duces tecum) does not produce the 
documents and shows no lawful justification for refusing or omitting to do 
so, his omission does not entitle the party who served him with the su na 
to give secondary evidence of the contents of the documents, 

In the same case, Erle, judge, also said: 

The appellants have, as a part of their X% 3 
ten 5 The eit yry ain B eens t .. 
its nonproduction. y say they account for it, because they served with a 
eC ose duces tecumthe person whohad it, and he did not produce it. Iam 
of the opinion that the law does not admit the disobedience of a person served 
with a subpæna duces tecum a sufficient excuse for giving the contents 
of a document when the person served is punishable for his bedience. 

The case is the case of the Queen against the town of Llan- 
faethly, seventy-fifth English Common Law Report, page 938. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we all understand, as lawyers, where a no- 
tice is served under the statutory provision, that the party in the 
contest or the suit, if he fails to produce the papers, iP he can not 
account for them and does not comply with the order, the pre- 
sumption is that there is something in the papers which would 
injure the party so refusing to produce them. And where you 
serve a subpcena duces tecum on a third party, such as the clerk 
of the court in this instance, requiring him to produce them, and 
he fails to do so and at the same time declares or discloses the fact 
to the court that the ballots or the papers are reserved for the use 
of the case, such a declaration or losure would not authorize 
the court to use secondary evidence. 

ar Sonne of Illinois. Will my colleague allow me an inter- 
ruption 

ir. BARTLETT of Georgia. 
yield to my coll e on the committee. 

Mr. KE of Illinois. Were not the ballots in each of the 
counties in this case asked for under a subpoena duces tecum by 
the contestant in this case? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Rene I have so stated. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. as not the answer in every instance 
that the injunction prevented, or stood in the way? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I have so stated more than once. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Then, how does the gentleman under- 
take to say that ee tS evidence was not proper evidence 
on the circumstances? Does the gentleman make that declara- 

on? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. en, if I understand the gentleman, 
he holds that the injunction was a lawful and proper proceeding 
and produced no wrongful results? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I say it 3 no wrongful 
result. Whether the judge who granted the injunction rendered 
an erroneous judgment with reference to it it is not for me to 
say. I do not undertake to criticise his action. Certain it is that 
it was not appealed from; and I take it for granted, where a 
judge in Illinois, wearing the judicial ermine in that State for 
many beg has rendered a decision which was not appealed from, 
but which was an honest decision, it is a question res adjudicata; 
certainly until it is set aside on a review of the case by some 
tribunal haying authority to review it. 

Mr. COOKE of Ilinois. The bill, if my colleague will permit 
me, is in the record in full, and the order in full. Now will the 
gentleman give the House the benefit of his opinion as to whether 
the decree was 5 entered or not? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I am of the opinion that the 


Of course I can not refuse to 


1896. 
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decree was lawfully entered because the court entertained juris- 


diction of it and decided upon it. I do not undertake to say 
finally, because I have not arrived at a conclusion, that the court, 
as a matter of law, had a right to enjoin the delivery of the bal- 
lots. That is a question that Ido not undertake to enter upon 
now. Nor do I undertake to say that the law of the United 
States, which provides that the notary public could serve a sub- 
pœna duces tecum to produce a pe r, would cover the ballots, 
that the ballots are papers” in the language of the law, and that 
the provision of the statute is supreme, and that it was a provi- 
sion of that statute which prevented it from being done. 

I am not prepared to say that the statutes of the United States 
prevented the judge from doing what he did, because as a matter 
of fact Congress has not indicated its p on the subject by 
the enactment of a law other than as to how testimony in con- 
tested election cases is to be taken, and matters of that kind. And 
as lawyers we know that until Congress has enacted a law the law 
of the State with reference to elections must be followed. Sol 
do not say that the judgment of the court is wrong, nor do I 
undertake to criticise it. On the contrary, the contestee, taking 
advice of counsel going into court, rested his action on the judg- 
ment of a judge in Illinois. This House decided in the case of 
Follet against Delano, 2 Bartlett, page 113, that no conduct of the 
contestee in election cases where a mistake was made was to act 
as an estoppel, because the electors of the district were interested 
and their interest was entitled to be considered. Here is the case: 

But the contestant and the sitting member are by no means the only par- 
ties interested in this representation. The electors of the district, each and 
vis! Bove of them, have a vital interest in that question, and no one of them 
can. precluded by any laches not his own from insisting that the choice 
of the jority shall be regarded. Noconfession of the sitting member, how- 
ever it might d him 5 can place the contestant in his seat un- 
less he is the choice of the — — v. nor rive that ority of its rightful 
representation. The commi are of the opinion that the House should re- 
qu roof that the sitting member has not, and that the contestant has, a 
3 of the legal votes before unseating one admitting the other, 
per the sitting member may have seen fit to conduct his own case in a 


con 

If this is the correct rule (and it has been accepted as such by 
the best authorities and commended),then this House can not 
eg punai the people of this district, because the contestee sued 
out injunction, by unseating him upon illegalevidence. The 
Mag iar acd to do so is simply monstrous. 

. Speaker, the House at this very session, in the case of Van 
Horn vs. Tarsney, decided that these ballots were the best evidence. 
Both branches of the Committee of Elections No. 2 decided that 
the evidence as to the contents of the ballots was inadmissible, 
and that the ballots themselves were the best evidence; and the 
House refused to send back and have the ballots investigated or 
inquired into, because the proof was that they had been tampered 
with, or that the election in which they were cast was one in 
which there had been great frauds perpetrated. That was the 
argument both in the rts of the majority and minority of the 
committee, both sides holding that the ots were the best evi- 
dence, but the majority contending that they ought not to take 
the time and trouble to ascertain for whom they were cast, because 
they could put no faith in them, as they been shown to be 
fraudulent. The minority of the committee took the view that 
the House could ascertain what they were and the truth about 
them. Now, that is the position of the minority in this case, pre- 
cisely. We ref that position, that the ballots are the very 
evidence, just as the House decided in the case of Van Horn against 
Tarsney that they were. 

Before the official return of the elected officer can be set aside 
by an unofficial count, surely the House will require that fraud 
shall at least be charged. I call attention to the following au- 
thorities on this subject: 

0 en is alwa: the at the returns. The 
een oe Oa en ee ces rere 
and declaring the result, have performed that duty faithfully. 


doubts, does require clear and satisfactory proof of fraud or mistake before 
ose — ption in favor ot the of the acts of sworn officers 
will be nu 3 


The par yy is 178 40 against the commission of a fraudulent or ille- 
gal act and in favor of the hon and correctness of the official acts of a 
sworn ofticer.—Paine on Elections, section 762. 

The law presumes that sworn officers of election perform their duties until 


contrary isshown. The presumption is a fair one in favor of the co ess 
of the record aa by officers of election. (Paine, section 763; Koontz vs. Cof- 
froth, 2 Bart., 138; Cooper vs. Telfair, 4 „14; Webster vs. Gilmore, 91 III., 
B24; Bromberg vs. son, Barr's L. & R., 254; 


mate 3 „353; 
Mich., 526; Turner's Case, C. S. & J., 21; vs. Lo- 
cum, 1 Ells., 416.) 

The return must stand until such facts are proven as to clearly show that 
itis not true. This rule is well settled by numerous authorities, including 
the following: ap chef sections 536, 537; Blair vs. Barrett, 1 Bart., 308; Knox 
vs. Blair, 1 Hark, 621; Howard vs. Cooper, 1 Bart., 275; ‘Washburn vs. Voor- 
hees, 2 Bart., 54; State vs. Commissioners, 85 Kans., 640; Reed vs. Julian, 2 


A return can not be set aside upon proof that a recount made by unauthor- 
ized persons some time after the official count has been made showed a differ- 
ent result from the official count. This was u the ground that the count 
made by sworn officers immediately upon c ig of the polls was better evi- 
dence of the true result than a count made by interested not sworn 
at a subsequent period, and after the result of the offi count been 
made known. Such evidence comes far short of establishing either fraud or 


mistake in the official count. (Mi section 538; Gooding vs. Wilson, 5 
Cong. Cases, 79; Featherstone rs. Cate, Rowell oe Cases, 103; Mudd vs. 
ae Rowell 2 150; Bisbee vs. Hull, 1 Ells., 316; C. & 
H., 117; Frederick vs. ene obley, 402; McDuffie vs. Turpin, Rowell, 264; 
English vs. Peelle, Mobley, 235.) 
An application for a recount of the ballots cast at an election will not be 
nted unless some fic mistake or fraud be pointed out in the particu- 


box to be e Such recount will not be ordered upon a general 
allegation of errors in the count of all and giving particulars as to none of 
the boxes. (McCrary, Elections, third edition, section 400; and cases cited.) 


In the case of Letcher vs. Moore (Clark and Hall’s Cases, page 
715) the House refused to accept a recount of a portion of the elec- 
tion precincts to discredit the returns. In that case the votes of 
four out of five counties of the district was recanvassed; and the 
report says: 

If a part of the vote is omitted this is not even prima facie evidence, be- 
3 constat that a canvass of the whole vote would produce the same 

Mr. BRUMM. It seems to me that this case will turn probably 
on this question, and the sooner we get this information the bet- 
ter, though it may take alittletime. Isee by reading the minority 
report that you favor the adoption of the following resolution: 

That the contested election case of John I. Rinaker vs. Finis E. Do be 
recommitted to the Committee on Elections No. 1, with instructions either 
to recount such tof the vote for sep Sacer gan in the Fifty-fourth Con- 


g from the teenth Congressional district of Minois as they shall deem 
airly in dispute, or to permit the parties to this contest, under such rules as 
the commi: may prescribe, to recount such vote, and to take any action 


e 
in the premises, by way of resolution or resolutions, to be reported to the 
House or o as they may deem necessary and proper. 

Now, suppose this case is recommitted. How can you get at 
mo panats now, any more than you could have gotten them 

ore 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Why, sir, because the order of 
the judge, on page 214 of the record in this case, declares that they 
are enjoined— 

From removing permi: 
where they are ow — — FT. 
o Beprosentatives ta Congres cf the 
United States after the Ba day of March, 1B. 1805. 

Mr. BRUMM. Are you now reading from the decision of the 
court which granted the injunction? 

3 Loge ‘TT of Georgia. Yes; I am reading the decree of 

e court. 

A ARA Eer a So g . ony 

f. 0 es; y Lyman , 
the judge of the circuit court, where the case was heard and de- 
cided; and this is certified to by John F. Clark, clerk. I hope the 
gentleman will understand how we can recount them. They are 
there. They are preserved. The witnesses swear they are there, 
sealed ap, tied u put in trunks. There they remain to this day. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. To be counted here, if necessary. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. And the clerks for those counties 
certify that they are there in the same condition in which they 
were when they were sealed u py 8 8 of the court, and we have 
these certificates here before the House. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. If the gentleman will allow me, 
how were these ballots originally counted? Were both parties 
represented by election officers? 

r. BARTLETT of Georgia. These parties? 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. I mean the political parties to 
which these papery belong. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. There were men on the board rep- 
resenting both ero 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Ves. The Illinois law required that. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. How is it proposed to set aside 
their official count? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. By the statement of a person 
who stood behind one of these officials and looked over his shoul- 
der, and who undertakes to say how the ballots were marked and 
for whom he thinks they should be counted; and this was done by 
him only in 25 precincts out of 37 in Macoupin County, when there 
are 160 precincts in the district. 

Mr. NER of georga: Was he an employee of the contest- 


ant? How came he there 
Mr. BARTLETT of menos He did it in the interest of the 
by him to do so. 


contestant and was employ 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. He was not commissioned or di- 
rected by 1 court? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. No; as a matter of course, not; 
and no pretense is made that he was or that he acted except at the 
request of the contestant. We should count the ballots for our- 
selves, It is not only our right but our duty to do so, that the 
truth may be ascertained and the right prevail. We have ample 
authority to do this. 1 call attention to the following language 
of Judge Cooley, to be found in Cooley’s Constitutional Limita- 
tions, page 625: : 

But back of — facie case the court may go, and the determination 
ee 5 be corrected b ian eg vegada eadeno on 


ma 
the ballots themselves, when the ots are still in existe have 


nce 
been kept as required by law. 
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Mr. HENDERSON. Right here, if I may be allowed to inter- 
rupt my friend, I will call his attention to the fact that he read 
an English case which I do not think he has applied. As I un- 
derstand the doctrine, which is a sound one, if the contestant had 
been asked to produce the ballots, under a subpoena to bring and 
produce them, and if they were in his sion, the authority 
would apply if they were not produced. But the contestant sued 
out this subpoena and the clerk, who was not a party in interest, 
had the possession of the ballots. The answer was put into the 
clerk’s mouth by the contestee, through his writ of injunction. 
The clerk, standing in the shoes of the contestee, refused to pro- 
duce the ballots. erefore it seems to me that the English au- 
thority would operate against thecontestee. If Imisinterpret the 
gentleman's application, I should be glad to have him make it 


clear. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I think you do. It does apply. 
The gentleman has not applied it in the way that I think it ought 
to be applied. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I want to hear your application of it to 
this case, because I think this is an important part of the case, so 
far us I have listened to the discussion. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. We have a statutory provision, 
notice to produce—a number of the States have—and they have it in 
England by statute. Notice to produce papers in the ion 
of a party serves as a subpoena duces tecum upon a third party; 
so that if a party to a suit is served with notice to produce, and 
it is shown that the papers are in his possession, that he has them 
and he fails to account for them, then the law, as a penalty upon 
him, does one of two things. It either permits the plaintiff (if he is 
the plaintiff and the person notified is the defendant) to proceed 
against him without hearing him, or permits the jury to conelude 
that he does not produce the papers because they are hurtful to 
his case. But if a third party fails to produce under a subpoena 
duces tecum, no such inference can be drawn asagainst the party 

inst whom the evidence is sought by means of the subpoena. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes; but in this case the contestee had 
brought about the condition of things which prevented the clerk 
from responding to the subpoena, and all the time was insisting 
upon the enforcement of the injunction, so that it could not be 
done, as I understand it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. That is true; the contestee did it, 
but the contestee did it in the assertion of what he deemed to bea 
legal right, and in the assertion of that legal right he had the 
judgment of a court of gar ie jurisdiction sustaining him. 

ow, does the distingui gentleman [Mr. HENDERSON], the 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee of this House, undertake to 
say that any court would visit upon a party as a penalty or a for- 
feiture that which he was sustained in doing by a court of compe- 
tent jurisdiction? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I think that the contestee, as I understand 
the case thus far, ought not to have stood in the way of letting 
the best evidence be produced 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. He did not. 

Mr. HENDERSON 3 To show his title. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. He did not. 

Mr. HENDERSON. And that is why secondary evidence had 
to be taken. As to your objection to the secondary evidence, I do 
not see, in its application to the case, how it helps the matter. 

Mr. BART. T of Georgia. Iam sorry you do not. 

Mr. TERRY. With the parn ion of my friend from Georgia 
I would like to suggest to the gentleman from Iowa thatif the 
law provided that these ballots should not be opened before a no- 
tary public—should not be produced before a notary public—and 
the law requires that they should not be produced except before a 
court, then the clerk in refusing would not be standing in the 
shoes of the contestee, but he would be standing as the minister 
of the law. So that when the court of Illinois, clothed with com- 
petent jurisdiction to construe the statutes of Illinois, held that 
the law forbade these ballots to be opened before a notary public, 
then the clerk making such response responded not as the con- 
testee but as a minister of the law acting under the direction of 
the chosen instrumentality authorized to interpret the law of the 
State of Illinois. 

Mr. HOPKINS. One moment. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not yield. I can not yield 
any further. Iam obliged to go on. 

. HOPKINS. I would like to answer that suggestion of the 
gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I will yield if you will not take 
it out of my time. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I want to say that the evidence in this case 
was being taken under the Federal law, and the notary public 
that he speaks of under this law has the same right, the same 
power, and the same authority as a Federal judge; and it has been 

ecided on this floor that an officer of that kind, clothed as this 
man was, seeking to examine these ballots, was empowered with 
all the authority of a court. 
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Mr. TERRY. IWant to say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
there is nolaw of the United States that clothes the notary public 
with the power of a United States court. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The 3 then, has not read the law, 


and does not know what he is talking about. 

Mr. TERRY. I undertake to say further that you can not find 
e of any court in Christendom 
3 HOPKINS (interrupting). That was decided in the last 

ongress. 

Mr. TERRY (continuing). That ever held that under a statute 
providing that the ballots should only be opened before a court 
a notary public was a court within the meaning of the statute. 

Mr. PKINS. Now, if the gentleman knows anying, and 
knows soyining of the facts in the Scull case, he knows that 


under the law as interpreted there the notary public was given the 
power I speak of. 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Am I understood to have the 


floor? 

Mr. TERRY. I would like to have it out with my impetuous 
friend from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia 
has the floor. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I have the law of Illinois here 
before me. There being no law of the United States upon the 
subject, it provides that the ballots in an election in Ilinois shall 
not be opened except in opon court, and must be opened in such a 
body in the presence of the officer having the custody thereof, I 
have undertaken to say, in answer to the question of my friend 
from Iowa, that the law of the United States makes no provision 
except for permitting the notary public to take the testimony and 
have the papare produced. I am not discussing the Scull case, 
referred to by the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. HOPKINS], be- 
cause my colleague will do that. I could discuss it. But I take 
it that no House, and no tribunal, will undertake to say that be- 
cause the contestee in this case—and there I will leave this ques- 
tion—because the contestee in this case undertook to protect the 
ballots by legal process and by sanction of a court, which was 
done, that this House in trying this case should trample under foot 
the rules of law and admit the testimony of a witness who, while 
he doubtless intended to tell the truth, is not reliable because of 
the circumstances that surrounded him. His testimony itself 
shows that he was liable to be incorrect as to how these tickets 
were marked, and under those circumstances I think that this 
House, even this Republican House, ought to pause long before 
they destroy a rule of law so universal and so essential in the pres- 
eryation of the title of a seat of its member. 

One more word in reference to the other point and I am done. 
The other point is that there were a number of voters who voted for 
the contestant and for the contestee who under the law of Illinois 
were illiterate voters, and who had to take an oath before they 
could be assisted by the clerks or officers in marking their ballots. 
I do not know what occurred in the committee room of the last 
Congress with reference to the case of Steward against Childs. I 
know it was an Illinois case. I know it was a case which under- 
took to construe the very Illinois statute which we now are to 
construe, I knowit has been stated that the chairman of our 
committee, who was also upon the Elections Committee then, said 
that it was not a well-considered case; but I know that this very 
identical point was made in the contest of a Democratic contestant, 
and I know that there were countercharges made by the ub- 
lican contestee that illiterate voters were assisted to mark their 
ballots for the Democratic contestant without taking the oath 
prescribed by statute. 

1 know that the briefs submitted upon both sides for the con- 
testant and for the contestee made this point and discussed it. I 
know that a committee composed of a majority of Democrats and 
a minority of Republicans, including the distinguished chairman 
of the present Committee on Elections No. 1, including also the 
distinguished chairman of the Committee on Elections No. 3 of 
the present House, unanimously reported that Steward, the Demo- 
crat, was not entitled to his seat, use, among other reasons, 
it was stated that of the voters who had voted for contestant 94 
had been assisted by the Democratic election officers to mark their 
ballots, when the law of Ilinois required that the voters should be 
first sworn as to their inability to mark the ballots themselves. 

Mr. DANIELS. Where is the evidence that the minority of 
that committee agreed to that report at all? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not know what occurred in 
the committee room, but the evidence is here that the Committee 
on Elections submitted a report to the effect I have stated. Here 
is the report. No minority report is made. 

Mr. DANIELS. I have the report here, and there is no evi- 
dence whatever in it that any member of the minority of that 
committee in the last House agreed to the report, and the report 
by the agar es in the case of O'Neill vs. Joy was directly to the 
contrary—to the effect that a voter could notlose his vote by the 
neglect or fault of the officers of election in that respect. 


1896. 
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Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not know, of course, what 
occurred in the committee room, but I can not presume that the 
present distinguished chairman of our committee and the distin- 
guished Republicans upon that committee would consent to a 
report which declared and laid down distinctly a wrong principle 
of law simply because it would keep a Republican in his seat. I 
will not consent to that conclusion. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, here are the authorities. The other day the 
supreme court of Kentucky, a State which has a similar provi- 
sion of law, I may say the exact statute as Illinois, with reference 
to how illiterate voters shall be assisted, decided that voters who 
had their ballots marked for them without having first taken the 
oath, should not have their ballots counted. Here are the cases. 
Here is an apparently unanimous report in the Fifty-third Con- 

Here is the position of the supreme court of Kentucky 

eciding this question, which I will furnish to my friends on the 
other side. Here are the reports of decisions of other States 
Minnesota and Wisconsin, to the same effect, and if the report o 

the majority of this committee shall be adopted, if it be de- 

clared that that is not the law, then his case will stand out in 

bold relief as the only authority, and that an authority made for 
this occasion, which can be cited to sustain its doctrine. 7 

Whatever is done in contested election cases, surely the plain 
and admitted propositions of law should not be changed to suit 
partisan purposes or needs. [Applause.] 


APPENDIX. 


Under the leave granted me by the House, I append to my 
remarks the following, submitted by me to the Committee on 


Elections No. 1 on this case: 


Mr. BARTLETT, of the subcommittee, submits to the committee the follow- 


ing views: 

Tine unde: ed submits to the committee, and to each individual member 
thereof, the following statement in the above-entitled case, as an expression 
of his views conce: g the same, and as indicative of the very strong im- 

ression which he has received from a careful study of the testimony, the 

riefs of counsel, the authorities cited, and the argument submitted orally. 

In the first place, this is a case upon the results of an election held 
in the Sixteenth Congressional district of Illinois on the 6th day of Novem- 
ber, 18%, for Representative in Co under the Australian ballot-system 
law of is, and in connection with the regular general State and county 
elections, at which candidates for all the State and county offices appear upon 
their respective party tickets in connection with the candidates for Repre- 
sentative in Congress. The Australian ballot law of Ilinois is, it will be seen, 

iar in some respects, and contains rete 91 2 intended to 
enforce the fundamental principle of that law, which, it has been declared by 


the supreme court of the State, is the secrecy, purity, and in ity of the 
ballot. Asall Uie er tickets and the candidates of each party for the vari- 
ous offices to be 


ed at that election are printed in pesin umns upon & 
single ticket, commonly called a * blanket ticket,“ being approximately 10 
inches long by 26 inches wide, and as the voter required o indicate by 
mektig a cross in the circle to the left of and immediately preceding the 
party title at the head of the ticket he wishes to vote straight, or in the square 
at the left of and immediately p the name of the candidate upon any 
other ticket which he desires to vote for instead of the candidate which is 
his own ticket, it results that at every voting precinct, and 
0 eymg degrees of education or inte! nce of the voters, who 
q the official ballot delivered to them in a voting place in 
a booth provided for that pu separate and apart from the election offi- 
cers or any other person in order that their ballot may be absolately secret, 
and reg as all the voters do not fully and clearly comprehend the in- 
structions which are given and provided for their benefit, and which would 
result in absolute 5 in the marking of the ballots, there have been 
uliarities in the manner of marking ballots amounting in many instances 
such a mutilation as to destroy the expression of the intention of the voter 
ag to 9o one use the mind of the election officers that they find it impossible 
count them. 

These ballots, it will be found from the record, furnished to a large extent 
the basis or grounds upon which the contestant in this case has staked his 
8 el to the seat now held by Mr. Downing, the contestee. 

d it also appears that the errors which he complains of, which have, he 
asserts, deprived him of the official certificate, are the errors of judgment, 
honestly made by. sworn. offi t whom there is not the slightest 
allegation or evidence of wron; — or fraudulent intention. A careful 
3 of all the scratched ballots above alluded to, which appears in the 
evidence of this case, would seem to indicate that the aforesaid honest mis- 
takes of election officers, in deciding whether they should be counted or not, 
or if counted, for whom, have been made as ly upon one side as the 
other, with the exception, however, of one class of marked or scratched bal- 
lots, being such as have been marked by the voter with a cross in both Re- 
publican and the Independent Republican party ticket circles, there being 
no candidate upon the Independent Republican ret ticket for Representa- 
tive in Con The same kind of double mar ags, it appears, were made 
in case of the Democratic ticket and the People's Silver party ticket, in a few 
instances, but more of them occurred in the former than in the latter case, 
and consequently, as the larger part of tickets marked in this manner were 
rejected by the election officers, and, as in accordance with the opinion of 
the supreme court, subsequently rendered and not then published for the 
guidance of election officers, it was held inter alia that tickets marked in 
such a manner ought to be counted for the candidates upon the ticket first 
marked, where there was no candidate for the same office upon the ticket 
last marked, and 5 it follows that in considering these peculiarly 
marked ballots we find that a few more of the same must be counted for 
Rinaker than for Downing. 

It, however, ap that in the County of Macoupin, during the progress 
of a recount of the ballots had in pursuance of lawful authority, and in the 
mode prescribed by the statutes of Illinois, for the purpose of determining a 
contested election case between the rival candidates for the office of county 
treasurer, a private and unauthorized recount was oon gressman at 
the instance and request of the contestant in this case, and was made by his 
son, assisted by one Murphy and another, who were Pe mpg so to do by the 

out of 37 in the said 
e county contest case, as the 


contestant, and who kept an account of some 36 precin 
county, the recount having been abandonedin 


charges and variations from the official count were of such an immaterial 
ernie as to have no effect whatever upon the result as declared by the offi- 
returns. 

It seems, however, that the result of this private and unofficial recount of 
the first 11 precincts on Congressman, thus made by the son of the contestant 
and the person assisting him, neither of whom was under cath or otherwise 

y qualified, has not been made known to this committee, either in the 
testimony or in the briefs of contestant’s counsel. so far as the result of the 
same related tothe esin this contest; but it does appear, from an exami- 
nation of the table made by the officers who did conduct the county contest 
and the recount of the ballots in that Side sore yee of the aforesaid 11 
that, so far as the results could be obtained, the errors and mis 
covered were in favor of and increased the vote of the Democratic candidate 
by 16. It is, however, brought out 5 in the record by t 
ant that, so far as the remaining S precincts were concerned, which were 
those recounted privately and 3 by the said face | in the interest 
of said contestant and purely ex parte, there were discovered errors and 
takes as concerned the “objected to” and “rejected” ballots which had 
theretofore not been counted by the various precinct election ofticers, in offi- 
cial count and otherwise, to the extent of increasing the vote of Rinaker 35 
net. Itis but fair, however, tothe contestee in case to say that he was 
no party toand had no knowledge of, nor did he consent to, the aforesaid 
unofficial recount, and that he protests against its being received by this 
8 as of any value whatever as regards his right to the seat he now 

olds, 2 

But it should be borne in mind that the result of the private recount made 
by the contestant in the first 11 precincts, which showed a net Democratic 
gain of 16, would have shown, if the same had been testified to by the per- 
sons who made it (as was done in the case of the last 25 precincts), a gain 
to the contestee equal to that found in favor of the candidate of his party 
over the official returns for county treasurer, which, if it had been made to 
appear in the record of this case, as we insist it should have been done in all 
1 ess and justice, and if the contestant had desired to have acted fairl; 
and honorably i his opponent, the net 5 by the discovered errors an 
mistakes testified to by said Murphy of 35 for contestant (discovered in his 

rivate recount of the last 25 precincts of the county), would have reduced 

he claim of the contestant this case with regard to the total vote in 
Macoupin County accordingly, and he then could have claimed, by reason of 
his private and ex parte recount above alluded to, a gain of but 19; but it 
must be taken into account, and be borne in mind by this committee, and as it 
will appear by an analysis of the testimony, that a part of even the aforesaid 
19 alleged gain for contestant in Macoupin County were made up of scratched 
or irre: rly marked ballots which had been excluded from the official 
count, but which the said Murphy assumed to decide should be so counted, 
notwi ding the sworn officers of election had returned them as“ ob- 
jected to” Rat as nein „ ballots, and made them parts of their 5 
order that any tri of competent jurisdiction tr acontested election 
case in which they became material ht determine judicially as to whether 
or not they should be counted for one or the other of the candidates. And 
it is upon this assumption of a judicial function by the said Murphy, who was 
acting in a private capacity as the paid agent of the vontestant in this case, 
and in an ex parte manner, and who assumed to decide that certain of these 
“objected to” and “rejected ballots ought to have been counted for Rin- 
aker, that this committee is asked to deprive the contestee in this case of his 
seat in Congress, based upon the verity of the official returns, not only of 
that county, but of all the counties in the district, the integrity and 
of which have not been impeached or contradicted in any manner, and of 
which it has not been and can not be, I assume, asserted that they were pro- 
cured by fraud or collusion of the contestee, or based upon errors made in his 
interest, with intent to defraud the contestant of any of his rights. 

It is also to be observed in the testimony that the aforesaid so-called “re- 
count of ballots” in Macoupin County was made under such circumstances 
and with such surroundings and in such a manner as to impart no veri 
whatever to the results testified to by contestant’s witnesses as com 
with the official returns made under circumstances of official sancti 
by officers whose integrity and honesty have not been impugned or called in 
question in this case. And we assert tin all the history of contested elec- 
tion cases before Congress there will not be found a single case where upon 
testimony of this character or upon a recount of ballots made under such 
questionable circumstances and under such surroundings as in this case 
any sitting member ever been deprived of his seat in Congress, To establish 
such a precedent at this time and upon such testimony as is adduced for our 
consideration in the record of this case would be to establish a most danger- 
ous and destructive precedent, and one which would subject this committee 
to the just criticism of the House and of all su ig Congresses. 

It would be a reversal of the time-honored doctrines of the law, which 
have prevailed in this Congress since its institution, and which are expressed 
in section 440 of the second edition of McCreary on Elections, and in section 
588 of the third edition of the same author, wherein he states the doctrine to 
be that “a return can not be set aside upon proof thata recount made by un- 
authorized persons, some time after the official count has been made, showed 
a different result from the official count.” This doctrine was also asserted 
in the case of Gooding vs. Wilson, Forty-second Congress, and to the same 
effect are all the books upon contested elections. A reversal of this doctrine at 
this time can not but be disastrous. Iam unwilling to agree that any cloud 
upon the title of contestee in this case to his seat shall be predicated upon the 
testimony of an unofficial recount made by an unauthorized person, at least 
so long as the ballots themselves, of and concerning which the said unlawful 
recount has been e, are in existence and in a condition, as it is stipulated 
they are in the record, to be examined and recounted by this committee, 
and their exact result learned by us from a recount made by ourselves. 

But I to call attention to the fact that contestant, iu his 
in order to increase the apparent gain which he hopes the committee 
allow him, and by reason of which he hopes to oyercome the narrow majori 
of the contestee, has sought to include, and in his summary has i 
that, in addition to the a rent gain resulting from the testimony of Murph: 
aforesaid in the county of Macoupin, there shall be counted for him a second 
time certain scratched or mG & marked ballots, which themselves fur- 
nish the material and were included by the said Murphy in his alleged recount 
oming apparent gains for contestant. Murphy includes in his statement 
of gain for contestant 14 of these “objected to” or rejected“ ballots. Aside 
from this demonstration that contestant has thus attempted to secure an 
unjust 8 by counting for himself twice the same ibs Pegi marked 
or scratched lots, I insist that this committee could under no circum- 
stances concur with Murphy in that decision, after examining the decision 
of the supreme court of the State in the case of Parker vs. Orr, and assum- 
ing that the description of such marked or scratched ballots, as testified to 
by the son of the contestant, is correct. Under no circumstances and under 
no construction of the law or the rule laid down in the said decision of the 
supreme court could there be counted for the contestant of those 14 irregu- 
lar! Tarkon ballots more than 5; much less should Murphy be allowed to 
credit Rinaker with the whole 14. But there should be, I insist, at least 3— 
of the same counted for the contestee. 

My position with regard to this county, however, is that there can bene 


and 
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other result 


turns as certified tothem. From any evidence which 
this case, or brought to the attention of the comm’ 

justly and p: 
or and others, 


an 
o records and papers thereto, upon inspec- 
the C 8 
ve at the exact and true result. It can be done in no 
other wa: 


The following tables contain a careful anal of the testimony as to 
“scratched * or “informally ” marked ballots in the counties of Macoupin, 
Cass, Pike, Morgan, Greene, Scott, and Calhoun. 

Analysis of scratched or informally marked ballots: 


MACOUPIN COUNTY (25). 


Counted for Downing. 
Counted for neither. 


Do. 
Counted for Downing. 
` Sonan for — 


Do. 
Counted for Rinaker. 
Counted for neither. 
Counted for Rinaker. 
Counted for neither. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 
Counted for Rinaker. 
Counted for neither. 
Counted for Rinaker. 
e for neither. 


Do. 
Do. 
Do. 


Do. 


— 1 
Counted for neither 
wana 8 A 


Counted for neither. 
Onan for Rinaker. 


Counted for Downing. 
9 for neither. 


Do. 
Do. 


Do. 
Counted for Rinaker. 
Do. 


— —— —— 
Counted for Downing. 
Counted for Rinaker 


gees Do. 
Counted for neither. 
aetna Do. 


“Counted 


Do. 
r Counted for Rinaker. 
Counted for neither... 


Counted for neither. 
Counted for Rinaker. 
Do. 


3 


Counted for Rinaker. 


888885 


Counted for neither. 
Do. 
Do. 

Counted for Rinaker. 
Do. 
Do. 

Counted for Downing. 

Counted for neither. 
Do. 


GREENE COUNTY (4). 


Haven Counted for Rinaker..| Counted for Rinaker. 
POPO- 8— — Counted for neither. 
Counted for Downing-| Counted for Downing. 
556 Counted for Rinaker..| Counted for Rinaker. 


SCOTT COUNTY (2). 


a) COPMCRH OS 


GREENE COUNTY. 


Iam of opinion that an unbiased and honest consideration of the testimony 
in the record relating to Greene County will admit of no other construction 
or conclusion than that 
gur: I believe, but which resulted in 9 7 Downin; 
01 


Carmody, found in the printed record, page 145, where he states, in answer 
tothe 8 

ne 2 id you assist in the canvassing of the vote? 

“A. In the first canvass, with the justice of the peace, Idid not assist. Mr. 
Short. — aoe that, but the next morning after that we heard about 
the Rin and I 


erand Downing vote being so close, went toone of the ud 
a Republi who had served in town here at and suggested that 
we go through them again so as to be sure. 
8. What did you go thro 


; h? 
“A. Went through the vote for Congressman. 
“Q. Went through what? 
“A. The tally sheets and certificates. 


that in Patterson township, on the tally sheet, th marked 114 votes for 
Mr. „and on the of the y sheet in the certificate they 
only written out 100, and I told him I thought there was a mistake there; that 


they er to ha ve given Downing 114 votes, as the tally sheet showed that 
man: m 


“Q. Iwil 
you d 
number of votes tallied up? 

“A. After the election it was reported around here that first one was 
elected and then the other, and the next m , after the canvass was 
made with the justices of the peeset called 


„What difference, if any, 


Mr. Carmody, 
of votes certified to by the judges, and 


Harry Moore in; he was a Repub- 
lican and also one of the judges in that township, and I told him there was 
liable to be a contest and I wanted to go over the canvass and we took 
the tally sheets and certificates and went over them again. e discovered 
when we got to Patterson township that they had tallied 114 for Downing on 
the tall eects and on the back of the certificate it was written out 100 votes. 

“Q. The majority of Downing in this county, wasit based on the certificate 
of the judges on the back of the tally sheet? 
3 es, sir; we counted 100 votes for him as certifled by the judges of 
elec’ 


tion. 
“Q. What is the law in this State, Mr. Carmody, with reference to certi- 
fying the vote to the secretary of state? 

“A. We canvass the votes and take the certificates of the various judges of 
election as the basis. 

kx 8 8 — certifying the number of votes to the secretary of state cast for 
Mr. Downing in Greene County, did you in making up your estimate take 
into consideration the number of votes tallied up for him on the tally sheet 
in Patterson Township, or the number of votes specified in the certificate of 
the judges on the of the tally sheet? 

A. We took the number of votes certified to in the certificate on the back 
of the tally sheet.” 

è 


On 148:) 
K Q. Aron, ak a matter of fact, if the number of votes tallied up for Mr. 
Downing in Patterson Township is the correct number that he received in 
that township, Mr. Downing received 14 more votes in Greene County than 
he got credit for in the returns sent by the county clerk to the secre of 
state. Is not that correct? 

“A. Yes; that is correct.” 

(On 149: 

ng. Bid you examine any other tally sheets than that of Patterson? 

“A. We examined them all, but found but two townships in which changes 
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should have been made; one wasin Woodville. The writing was so poor that 
we could hardly tell what it was intended for, but there was a difference of 


2 or 3 votes, probably 10 votes, and they wrote 67 when it should have been 
57; it showed a difference there. By com them we could see that it 
was intended for a 57 instead of a 67, ora 67 of a57, and I don’t remem- 
ber which now. 

“Q. When you made out your certificate and sent it to the secretary of 
state did you make it conform to the number of votes indorsed on the back 
of the tally sheets? 

(On page 150:) 

“A. Yes, sir; after we found the mistakes we sent for Squire Heron and 
Squire Connole, and ted out to them the two mistakes I have mentioned. 
One was at Woodville, where they were giving Downing too many votes. 
We sent for Heron and Connole and showed it to them, and they saw that 
they had made a mistake, and corrected the Woodville mistake. 5 

<Q. I understand you to say that you sent for the canvassers, the two * 
tices of tha ponos, and they corrected the mistake in the Woodville vote 


“Q. And deducted that from whose vote? 

“A. From Downing’s vote. 

* Q What did you do with the vote in Patterson eee 

„A. We had to leave that as it was because they certified he only Rr 100 
votes, although the tally sheet showed they counted him 114 votes. ing 
114 votes, the number of votes Downing got, and the number of votes the 
other candidates got, the vote showed it was the proper number of votes. 
To only count 100 votes for Downing would show about 14 votes that were 
not cast for anybody for that office. 

“Q. Why was not the vote for Woodville certified the same way? 

“A. It was certified, but it was certified Lad OR In reading on the back 
the number of votes t ey did not read it right. ey called it 57 when it 
should have been 67, or 67 when it should have been 57. The writing was so 
poor that it looked as much like one as it did like the other. 

“Q. The returns certified by you to the secretary of state show the num- 

; ed to by the judges and 


“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. 8 in the number ot votes the tally sheets showed tallied up for 
898 sort of a result would that make, added to the number of 
votes ed up and certified to for other candidates, with reference to the 
whole number of votes cast? 

“A. That would be about right. I do not know whether it tallied just the 
number of votes cast or not, but it was abont PURES 

C. A. Henshaw, one of the judges of election, Patterson Township, testifies 
on 534. In answer to a m of counsel as to what pancy ap- 
penred ı upon the tally sheet referred to, how it happened, etc., he says: The 

repancy between the tally sheet and the ce: cate I think was a clerical 
error on the part of the ies who wrote it out. The votes were counted, and 
then we found some repancy in the . ticket, and we counted 
the ballots over . We counted them all, for we thought if an error had 
have been one made some p also. We 
time, and there was an understan between 
es, and I think we all understood it the same, that, as the y sheet 

t was the correct count; if my recollection serves me right, it was 
IIA votes for Mr. Downing. We did not notice that error there, but my un- 
derstanding was at the e, and always has been, that the vote for Down- 
ing should have been 114 votes instead of 100." 

„ W.C. Linder, another of the judges of election in Patterson Town- 


the ju 
shows, 


ship, testifies, on page 537 of the record, in answer to questions of counsel as 
to what was recollection with reference to the cy in the tally 
sheet in Patterson z 


precinct: 

„My recollection is that there were 114 votes counted for Downing. 

“Q. What is your recollection as to how many votes were cast for Mr. 
Downing at that election? 

“A. One hundred and fourteen is my recollection. 

“Q. Your recollection now is that that was the number of votes Mr. Down- 
ing Tig phen ose that township at that election? 

F es, sir. 

“Q. How can you state that Downing got 114 votes; 

uA. I remember it that way. I don't know how I can state it. I think 
what makes me remember it was that I heard that there was an error some- 
where, but I did not hear the nature of it, I heard there was an error in our 
count, and that put me to thinking in to that one thing, and I remem- 
ber it by that, and then I went to my ot that I had and looked at that, 
and that showed 114 votes. 

* You say that you have not that memoranda now? 

“A. No, sir; I have not. I did not know that I was going to be called up 
here or Ishould have been careful to have preserved it. I was clearing out 
my desk, and I think I destroyed it with some papers not more than a month 
ago, I would say. 


Net result differing from official vote. 
Pearn's unofficial recount shows: Net loss, Downing, 4. See Rinaker's 


Wilson's unofficial recount shows: Net loss, Downing, 1. 
Downing’s unofficial recount shows: Net gain, Do „ 3. 
ASSISTED UNSWORN VOTERS. 

There is another feature in this case, however. which we believe should 
be regarded by this committee as resadjudicata. We refer to the disposition 
to be made of votes which the testimony shows have been cast by certain 
questionable electors for the respective ies to contest, and to whom 
assistance in the out or marking of their ballots was rendered by 
the officers of election in various precincts on 


without the statutory 
XXVIII— 322 


“Q. If the tally sheets show that Mr. Downing received a certain number 
of votes, and the certificate of the judges shows that he received a different 
number, which is correct, if you know? 

“A. I would not swear positively, as I said before; but my see 
that 114 is right. I have never seen the tally sheets since t night, but I 
think the sheets show 114." 

A Mr. W. H. Dyer, who was a clerk at the said election in Patterson 
Township, being asked if there is any discrepancy between the tally sheet 
and the certificate made by the judges and clerks as to the votes cast for 
3 for Congress, which was correct, and how he knew, answers, on 


“A. It is my judgment that the tally sheet is correct. [aimed to count 
the votes just as —— 5 were given to me, and I think the tally sheet is correct.” 

A.J. Martin, another clerk, testifies on 539 and 540, to the same effect. 
The only other witness who testifies ing this discrepancy, or clerical 
error, on the tally sheets of Patterson Township, is one Abraham Groce, 

hise: on in chief for the contestan: a pends Rear bs Sye 
cratic vote received by other candidates, and tothe reception 
lit, but which figures he states, without givin ag aa uate or satisfactory 
account of the reasons the: to of his testimony, 

pon reexamination and re- 
cross-examination, is unsatisfactory, indefinite, and so evidently biased as to 
render it worthless and not to be regarded for an instant in comparison with 
the testimony of the other five witnesses who participated in the transaction 
and whose testimony we have quoted from as above. 

There is no indication in the testimony of any of these witnesses, nor any 
intimation of any kind to be found in the prin testimony, or in the tabu- 
lated statement of the vote returned officially in the county, which would in- 
dicate that Mr. Do did not receive his full pa: vote, while it would 
seem that, in some cts, Rinaker received, in addition tohis y vote, 
the votes of some bitionists, and [am un to believe. the light 
of the above-quoted testimony, and in the absence of any offi recount of 
the ballots of that county, that Mr. Downing should be deprived of the 14 
votes in Patterson To p which were not included in the official returns, 
by reason of the clerical error so fully explained in the testimony. It is man- 

‘est that the error in Woodville precinct, by which, if it had remained un- 
0 Downing would have received 10 more votes than he was lawfull: 
entitled to, was corrected by the canvassers very properly, and the official 
certificate made to conform to the exact vote which he did receive. 


We are at al not 
made with to the palpable clerical error of a by the clerk or 

the Woodville case. It 
e 


CASS COUNTY. 


With regard to the unofficial and private account of the ballots in Cass 
County, it appears from the evidence of John G. 81 5 104, record, who 
was a in the county con election case, tha Vek t a tally of the 
ballots in & out of the 16 precincts, and only of ballots called off in recounting 
for the contest 80 far as the same related to vote on en. 
He and his assistant, Mr. Dale, were also engaged, and their attention prin- 
cipally centered upon the result of the recount as to the office in which 
was interested, and their unofficial and unauthorized tally on the Congres- 
sional vote must be taken notice of with that understanding. 

As has been shown in the table quoted hereafter, the count kept by Wil- 
son, and the count kept by Pearn, and the count kept by the contestee him- 
self differ in their results, owing no doubt to the different circumstances 
under which they were made. It is fair, however, to presume that, inasmuch 
as the attention of the contestee and Mr. Wilson was centered upon the Con- 

vote alone, their results are far more likely to approximate the 
uth than that of the count kept by Mr. Pearn and Mr. Dale, whose princi- 
pal interest in the recount was centered upon the result of the contest to 
which Mr. Pearn was a This only serves to emphasize what we have 
said hereinbefore; and that is, that inasmuch as the ots are in the condi- 


judges of election, it is the 
terests which the people of 
thereto 


ttee, and 
each and overt member thereof, to be convinced as to the true and exact 


pao to the rendition of such assistance having been complied with on 
he part of the voter, namely, his oath taken, showing that he was legall 
entitled to such assistance. Thestatute upon the subject is, in my fer p Pa $ 
mandatory, and is found in chapter 46, paragraph 311, section 14, of the stat- 
utes of ois, and is in these words: 

“Every voter who may declare upon oath that he can not read the English 
language, or that by reason of Say ph yace disability he is unable to mark 
his ballot, shall, upon request, be in marking his ballot by two of the 
election officers, of different political ‘ties, to be selected from the jud 
and clerks of the precincts in which they are to act, to be designated by the 
judges of election of each pona at the opunga the polls.“ - 

In the great majority of the voting precincts in the district it is to be pre- 


sumed this law was strictly com; with and regarded as mandatory by 


the judges of election, as the legal presumption that such is the case must 
arise from the fact that nothing is shown to the contrary. In afew of the 
precincts, however, in the counties of Morgan, Pike, and Greene, there 
were instances proved in the record in which the statute above quoted was 
rded by the election officers as directory only, and voters were assisted 
hout the declaration upon oath of the voter that he was entitled under 
the statute to assistance in the mar of his ballot; and it is in these in- 
stances, it has been claimed by the contestant, that such assisted voters who 
had cast their votes for him should be allowed to stand as cast, and their 
vores, which I hold were illegal, be counted for him in the aggregate of his 
vote. 
My ce is founded soos the law itself, as above quoted, and the deci- 


sion of the supreme court of the State of Illinois and the decision of the Fifty- 
third and the ttee o and Elections thereof, as 
shown in officially published reports, bei rt No, 1741, Fifty-third 


Congress, 
— * to those in this case and arising identically under the same statute. And 


case of O'Neill vs. Joy, Report No. me t; 
e State of Nlin 
rendered 


western Re 
statement o 


rter, ha 
claims filed 


3 determined what is the mstruction i ttl this 
remains jetermi W. construction in se 
K view. 10 ball 


And concludes its opinion in this case with the following language: 

“It may properly be added that it is the duty of every voter, under this 
law, to ascer fully the provisions of the statute and the directions of the 
secre’ of state in his instructions sent out with the ballots, and that when- 
ever, either through negligence or willfulness, he disregards that duty, he 
does so at the of losing his yote.” 

The above a can not be misinterpreted. The clear and explicit 

rovisions of on 14 above bea as construed by the above decision in 
‘or doubt that the chief purpose and intent of 


— 1 7 royi 
might be given effect Ana she delivery rendered certain if an unrestrained 


alga to show that its prov: 
tha’ 


said ballots were cast, to enable us to determine and find specifically how 
many votes should be deducted from the total of each party to this contest 
on account thereof. The following table presents what I believe to be the 
correct statement of this class of votes, at what precinct, for whom cast, and 
what deductions ought to be made on account thereof. 


GREENE COUNTY—WALKERVILLE PRECINCT. 
voters not sworn: 


en. a Y: 
Shetterly, p. 157. 
„ v. for D. 


Lak. 157. 

Samuel Lawson, D., v. for D. 

Shetterly, p. 157. 

Deduct pAb r as have endonnqu shamadanstenuntesdorsussavesaues 1 


rden gt conn sacacnsnaddaibasdas pacceucneseceeaue 3 


PIKE COUNTY. 
Not sworn. Assisted voters: 
„S. Mart, 


Simon Manker, 
Samuel Manker, } Voted for Rinaker, Record, pages 332, 334, 335, 336, 337. 
C. Kimbro, 


W. Ria Record, pages 375, 376, 877. 
br 


George Brooks, R.. 
a E DET A a Co ons ork tosis oles e nen E a a a a 4 
MORGAN COUNTY. 
Notsworn. Assisted voters: 
born 


. V. Fernandes 
. M. Vasconsellos. 
Rep. M. Rose 
Dem. Jos. Bringle. -. 
Deduct from Down: 
Deduct from Rinaker -. 


Total deducted from Rinaker.-. 
Total deducted from Downing 
Total assisted not sworn voters.. <a 


OTHER ILLEGAL VOTES. 


For the e of this statement, it is sufficient to sy with regard to the 
claims and concessions of the parties to this contest, of and concerning the 
votes of persons in the various 8 and counties of the district, which 
were ill ly cast on account of the disqualifications of the voters by reason 
of non idence or otherwise, thatin my judgment the voluminous evidence 
concerning them, which has been taken by both parties to the contest, results 
in a showing of about an equal number of votes to be deducted from each 
party on this ground. I prefer, therefore, to leave the further consideration 
of that feature of the case to a more careful and complete analysis of the 
same in a report of the committee should it become necessary, and I there- 
fore dismiss this class of testimony and the results thereof, as re ei 
voters, from further consideration at this time. I will simply state that, in 
my judgment, the result of the most scrutinizing analysis of the law, and 
the facts develo and relied upon, would fail to show any material differ- 
ence in the result as affecting the ariy of the sitting member. 

To summarize, therefore, the facts in this statement, it will be seen that, in 
my opno, this is a case in which no claim is made that the sitting member 
has obtained the certificate upon which he has been given the seat in this 
House through any fraud or illegality, or that there been any serious 
irregularity upon the part of any of the election officers, nor on the part of 
the contestee or his ns or friends, but that the contestant relies 
solely and entirely upon evidence of honest mistakes and errors in judgment, 
by honest men acting as election officers, who have endeavored to discha 
their sworn duty in strict compliance with the law. Such errors and 
takes are, he would have us believe, sufficient in number and importance to 
cause this committee toset aside the accredited and veritable official returns, 
duly certified to the secretary of state, upon which contestee's title rests 
to his seat, and he asks this paler yo upon the following grounds: 

That by an ex parse, unauthorized, unofficial, and inaccurate recount of cer- 
tain ballots in upin County, by which after 33 to decide judi: 
cially upon the question as to whether or not ballots judicially and offi y 
rejec or objected to, and not counted by the sworn election officers, whoin 
the careful and deliberate discharge of their sworn duties had decided ner 
ought not to be counted; and of a similar superficial and partial recount made 
in County; and by reason of a clerical error in Patterson precinct, Greene 
County, by which contestee was deprived of 14 votes, to which he was legally 
entitled and which should have been counted for him in the total result; an 
by reason of what would amount toa reversal of the cases decided by this and 
preceding Congresses, and the udicated construction of the laws under 
which the election was held by the courts of Minois, Mr. Downing should 
be deprived of his seat in Congress and Mr. Rinaker be declared duly elected 
thereto, In the prosm condition of the case and with means of absolute cer- 
tainty easily within our reach, I can not under a sense of my duty tothe 
House and to the people of the district consent to such a conclusion. 

Much undue stress has been laid upon the proceeding and injunction ob- 
taincd by contestee which appear in the record. In order that the ballots in 
the Sixteenth Congressio district of Illinois might be preserved for in- 
spection by this committee and Congress in this case, should it desire to make 
such an examination thereof, and in order that they might not be destroyed 
as would have been the case in many of the counties under the operation o 
law, and to insure their bropar preservation and safe-keeping in order that 
their value as evidence in this case might be preserved, the contestee secured 
by due legal process and upon a proper showin; e to a court of compe- 
tent jurisdiction, an injunction or decree, which was duly served upon the 
custodian of said ballots in the various counties of the district, and which in 
its terms, among other things, declares as follows: 

It is therefore ordered and adjudged and decreed" by the court that the 
said defendants, as county clerks of their respective counties, and each of 
them, and their successors in office, and their deputies, assistants, agents, and 
attorneys, and each of them, be, and they are hereby, enjoined and restrained 
from Fe copa the ballots cast at the election held in the tive counties 
on the 6th Say of November, A. D. 1804, and now in the y or possession 
of said defendants, as county clerks of their respective counties, or from per- 
mitting the same to be opened or recounted, or from removing or from per- 
mitting said ballots to be removed, from the place where they are now kept, 
until the same are ordered to be opened or recounted by a court of com 
tent jurisdiction of the State of ois, or of the United Arona hind by the 
Pae or E patel in Congress of the United States, after the 3d day 
0 rch, 92 

The grounds upon which the aforesaid decree was nted, being set ont 
in full in the copy of his bill, in the printed record of this case, at page 
and said decree, which was rendered after a full hearing in the presence oi 
the parties, will be found on page 214 of said record. I am of opinion that in 
view of the peculiar provisions of the Illinois statute, this step was not the 
violation of any law on the part of the contestee, and that, so far from work- 
ing any hardship or from being detrimental to the interests of the contest- 
ant or the contestee in this case, as is insisted Dy the contestant, the pro- 
ceeding provided in the only possible manner in which the same could have 
been provided adequately, tor the preservation of the ballots for the use of 
this committee in this investigation, and rendered it possible for this com- 
mittee to ascertain with absolute exactness the true result in said district. 
I am also of the opinion that 3 or incomplete examination of said 
ballots which might have been during the progress of the investigation 
by the parties and their counsel, would have been unsatisfactory and insuf- 
ficient to advise the committee or House fully, as in by far the ter num- 
ber of the counties comprising the district, there has n, as developed b 
the record, no prima facie case of fraud or mistake made out which woul 
have justified tion of the ballots during the taking of the testi- 
mony. 


1896. 


I therefore insist that the developments of the testimony in this case render 
it expedient and necessary, before the contestee shall be deprived of his seat 
upon the floor of the House of Representatives in this Congress, that we should 
avail ourselves of the 8 afforded us, and should sustain the mo- 
tion made by his counsel at the hearing of this cause, that this committee, 
upon proper directions from the House, by its own “Sy rt process should re- 
quire he rocuction of the ballots, either of the entire Jongressional di 

and of each county and precinct therein or at least of the counties of Cass, 
Greene, and Macoupin, against 5 accuracy of 


the returns of which there is 
some testimony found in the record. 

Con: has clothed this committee with abundant power, I believe, to 
take this action of its own motion and without further delay. But should it 
be thought otherwise the House has full power to direct this to be done. 

lam Sry convinced that it isthe duty of this committee to refrain 
from further action in this case and itself recount the ballots as aforesaid, 
and in the interest of the electors of the Sixteenth Congressional district of 
Tllinois and in the interests of the parties to this contest and in justice to the 
House of Representatives that this course be taken without any further de- 
lay, and I trust that this will be done. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I think that in justice to my col- 
league upon the committee, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Cooke}, it ought to be stated to the House that the very able re- 
port prepared by the majority of the committee was prepared and 
presented by him. Bysomeerror which has creptinto the records 
of this House it would appear that the report had been prepared 
and presented by the chairman of the committee, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. DANIELS]. I do not intend, of course, to 
suggest for a moment that the report does not have the assent of 
the gentleman from New York, because I know that it does, but I 
want the credit for that very able report to fall where it is due. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. MOODY, I am very glad to receive the gentleman’s thanks, 
but I do not wish to occupy much of my time receiving thanks. 
Soran ea He ; my 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I was simply going to add that it is a 
matter of no consequence to me, I can assure the gentleman. 

Mr. DANIELS. The mistake was made by the printer. 

Mr. MOODY. Undoubtedly, and if anything that I have said 
can be construed into a reflection upon any member of the commit- 
tee I desire that it shall be withdrawn. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a source of sincere regret to me that I have 
been unable to agree with the conclusions which were reached by 
the majority of the Republican members of the Committee on 
Elections; but I take it that in a matter of this kind, the decision 
of which will take a seat in this body from one man and giveit to 
another, every man must be the keeper of his own conscience. I 
have examined this case with the utmost care and the utmost ability 
that I could bring to it, and the conclusion which I arrived at in 
the first place has been reenforced by further reflection. I be- 
lieve, Mr. Speaker, thatif the decision of the majority of the com- 
mittee is sustained by this House it will be an outrage upon the 
people of the Sixteenth Congressional district of Illinois and a stain 
upon the good name of the Fifty-fourth Congress. Imake no 
imputation upon the motives of moy man who may disagree with 
me, but I state to-this House the deliberate conclusion at which I 
have arrived. 

Mr. Speaker, I think we ought not to go much further in the 
consideration of this case without understanding exactly where 
we are. We throw aside all the minutiz upon which we might 
disagree, and we come to the two main points upon which the two 
branches of the committee are at odds. Mr. Downing holds his 
seat in this Congress by a plurality of 40 votes. It is proposed to 
take it from him by a 5 of 30 votes. There is not a claim 
in the record, or made by counsel, or indulged in by any member 
of the committee, that from the beginning to the end of this elec- 
tion there was any frandulent practice on the part of any man who 
had anything to do with it. It behooves the members of this House, 
before they reverse a plurality of 40 votes and turn it into a plu- 
rality of 30 votes, to examine with care the grounds upon which 
that is sought to be done. 

There is one main branch of this case which has been largely 
discussed, and which I will restate to the House. There were 
about 38,000 or 39,000 votes cast in that election for Congress. A 
few more than 5,000 were recounted, and the errors which it is 
alleged were found in that recount were 39 in number in favor of 
the contestant, just 9 more than the plurality the report of the 
majority seeks to give him. Itis perfectly clear, then, that unless 
you 3 results of the recount in the two counties Macou- 

in and you can not upon this record seat the contestant. 

o matter what you may think about the other question—the 
organs of assisted voters—if you decline to accept the results of 
that recount in those two counties, fhen that is an end of this 
case. 

Now, let me say here, so that there can be no mistake about it, 
that the minority of this committee do not propose to settle this 
contest here; they propose to send it back to the committee with 
instructions to find the real truth, no matter what difficulties may 
lie in the way. I know—and I answer it now—it will be objected 
by and by that this delay will 3 asa denial of justice. How 
great, Mr. Speaker, can be the detriment arising from this delay? 
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We are approaching the closing day of this Congress. It will be 
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of no great advan to either of these gentlemen to occupy a 

seat in this hall for the few days that are left to us at this session. 

If a recount is had as 8 when we come back here this 

contest can be determined in my opinion beyond all doubt, and 

the man who is honestly entitled to the seat can take it with- 

red any stain upon it or without any doubt hanging about his 
e. 

Let us see what the recount is that it is proposed to substitute 
for the count of the honest election officials of the county of 
Macoupin. There was a recount of the vote for county treasurer 
of that county. That is the home county of General Rinaker, the 
contestant. Itis there he proposes to make the gain which shall 
reverse the plurality shown by all the other seven counties of the 
district. The parties met, and they had a recount of the vote for 
treasurer in 36 of the 37 voting precincts of that county. The 
sucecessful candidate for the office of treasurer had a plurality by 
the original returns of 39 votes. When the last precinct was 
reached the errors were so few and so balanced each other that 
the counsel concluded that the recount could not change the result, 
and that precinct was not counted. In the meantime, in the first 
11 precincts of that county, an unofficial recount was made of the 
vote for Representative in Congress. The recount was made by 
representatives of General Rinaker—among others by his son, who 
was one of the counsel in that recount. We have never heard 
what the result of that recount in those 11 counties was. Nobody 
comes forward to tell us the result of that unofficial recount in 
those first 11 precincts. We may guess at the reason when we 
find that in the contest for treasurer those are the 11 precincts 
where the Democrats gained, while they lost in the precincts se- 
lected to be brought forward in this House to take the seat from 
the man who now holds it. N 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Would the gentleman consider it at 
all seemly or proper for counsel in a case to come forward and 
testify, especially where the client was his own father? 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I must let Mr. Thomas Rinaker, 
the son, settle that question for himself. He did come forward to . 
testify in this case. He was the first counsel who did so; and he 
testified to this very recount in which he acted as counsel. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. COOKE] can not have forgotten that 
circumstance. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Not so far as the result reported by 
Murphy is concerned, according to my recollection. 

Mr. MOODY. ‘Not so far as the result 8 by ati ooh 
is considered.” He could not testify to what Murphy knew; but 
he testified about other matters concerning that recount, which 
he deemed material to aid his father in this contest; and I say 
that when he withheld the information which he had with respect 
to the eleven counties where if there was to be a gain for the 
Democratic candidate that gain would be found, there is a signifi- 
cance in the matter which can not be denied. 

Now, after that recount had gone on for two or three days Mr. 
Murphy steps in and takes part in it; and you must accept Mr. 
Murphy's recount as correct and reject the sworn returns or else 
you must leave Mr. Downing in his seat. 

Before I come to the details of the recount I want to describe to 
this House the method in which it was conducted. There was a 
table 5 feet long and 2} feet wide. Upon one end of the table sat 
the county judge, under whose direction the recount was proceed- 
ing. By the side of him were two tellers. On the two sides of the 
table sat the four counsel for the parties to the recount. Upon the 
other end of the table sat the deputy county clerk, Waggoner, who 
produced and opened the ballots which were to be recounted for 
the office of treasurer. Behind Waggoner, who was opening these 
ballots, laying them upon the table and announcing from each bal- 
lot whether the vote was for one or the other of the candidates for 
treasurer, sat on a high stool Mr. Murphy, the important witness 
in this case. All the information, gentlemen, which Mr. Murph 
had about the true state of the ballot in that county he receiv 
while sitting on that high stool in the position I have named. 

I have here one of the original ballots. [Exhibiting ballot.] 
Those ballots contained the names of 50 candidates. The county 
clerk took those ballots. He first turned them over and looked 
for any marks on the back that might invalidate them; then he 
uttered the name Gleason,” or whatever else may have been the 
name of the candidate for treasurer; passed the ballot to counsel 
for verification, and it was about the table. All the oppor- 
tunity which Murphy had to ascertain the truth of the matter was 
while the ballot was in WERCITA hands and before it was passed 
to anybody else. These ballots were counted, according to the 
testimony of the county judge, at a rate of not less than 6 per 
minute, and in some cases as high as 16 per minute. They reg- 
ulated the speed with which the ballots were handled, not 
conform to the convenience of Mr. Murphy, who was a 5 
but for the convenience of the count by the officers who were 
engaged in that business, 
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Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. If the gentleman will permit 
me, I would like to ask him if during that count an announce- 
ment was made of the votes for Congressman? 

Mr. MOODY. No; there was no such announcement. 

These proceedings were not exactly secret, because it appeared 
to be generally known that Mr. Murphy was present and was 
making a count of the Congressional vote, yet he was not recog- 
nized as a party to the official count or as being there according 
tolaw. Mr. Murphy was a spectator, like many others who were 


present. y 

Mr. HOPKINS. But all know that he was keeping a count. 

Mr. MOODY. Ihave already said that such was the case. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And when the count was slow, at the rate of 
six ballots a minute, it was these ballots where there were many 
changes; that is to say, they were not the straight ballots? 

Mr. MOODY. On the contrary, the sixteen-a-minute ballots 
were put all together as straight ballots, and were counted faster. 

Mr. HOP. S. But the rapidly counted ballots were the 
straight party ballots; that is what I mean. 

—.—5 MOODY. Unquestionably the gentleman is correct in 
t. 

Now, remember, Mr. Speaker, that Mr. Murphy was unques- 
tionably in the employ of General Rinaker, which fact appears in 
the testimony, and which is not disputed. It is shown that he 
was employed at the instance of Thomas Rinaker, the contestant’s 
son and counsel. There was no concealment about it and no dis- 

ute of the facts. Nobody represented the other side there. Mr. 
urphy thought he could keep the count accurately under the 
circumstances I have tried to recite to ou 

Mr. HOPKINS. If it will not interrupt the gentleman—— 

Mr. MOODY. Iwelcome interruptions, especially interruptions 
that I know are intended only to elucidate facts in the case. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is it not true that Bell and Anderson were at- 
torneys in the case also for the contestee? Were they not sitting 
at the table looking at the ballots as the contestee’s counsel? 

Mr. MOODY. It does not appear whether they were attorneys 
for Downing or not. There is nothing in the record to indicate 
that fact. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I think that is admitted. 

Mr. MOODY. Whether they were or not, at that time the evi- 
dence does not disclose, but there is no evidence that they kept 
count upon the votes for Con: b 

Now, Mr. Murphy thought he could keep the count accurately, 
and Mr. Waggoner, whose back was turned to Murphy all the 
time, also thought Mr. Murphy could keep the count accurately; 
but everybody else who testifi ied in the case and give their opinion 
of the value of Mr. Murphy’s count say that it would not be pos- 
sible to keep an accurate count under the circumstances. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I do not rely too much on the opinion of peo- 
ple on such subjects. Too much depends on the differences in 
men; and Mr. Murphy appears to have been an accurate man, as 
far as it would have been ible for a man to be accurate under 
the existing conditions. But I appeal to every man in this House 
within the sound of my voice to say if it is possible, under the cir- 
cumstances, that any man could keep an account of the ballots 
accurately, or whether it would be possible for such a man to keep 
such a count more accurately than the sworn officers of the law, 
who had every facility afforded to them for performing their du- 
ties? Whycontrast Mr. 8 recount with the official recount 

ing on? He was alone, endeavoring to keep this count under 

cult circumstances. 

On the other hand, in the official recount there was the judge 
of the court to decide questions in dispute about the law; there 
was a teller for each to the contest; there were counsel 
present on each side of the controversy, and the deputy county 
clerk, acting under the responsibilities of his office, who counted 
out the ballots in the presence of allof theothers. The testimony 
shows all that, and yet with all of these precautions again and 
again a mistake was made. Something on the ballot escaped the 
scrutiny of the first man, passed the second, the third, and the 
fourth man, until finally it reached the last man before the error 
was detected. So that, as a matter of fact, the ju ent and the 
eyesight of one man was corrected by another and another and 
another still, each one verifying the count of his predecessor, until 
the result of the final count was as accurate as such a pr i 
could ibly be. 

Mr. DERSON. After the ballots had gone the rounds of 
those whose duty it was to inspect them, were they put in a pile 
near where Mr. Murphy sat? 

Mr. MOODY. They were not; they were folded and strung 

Mr. by ys no opportunity—and if I am wrong 
about it I should be glad to be corrected —— 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I know my friend does not wish to mis- 
state the case in the slightest degree. Ishould like to answer the 

tleman from Iowa Sy saying that Mr. Waggoner, who sat at 
head of the table, and by whose shoulder Mr. Murphy sat, 


was the deputy clerk who ope the ballots, and he, having the 
ballots there open before him, read the result aloud to those 
assembled, and then the ballots iB ae around. 

Mr. MOODY. I stated that, I thi If I did not, I am very 
much mistaken. 

A MEMBER. Yon did state it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. When this puy clerk opened the ballot, 
he was doing that, I suppana; while the inspection of the last pre- 
ceding ballot was bein; ? 

Mr. MOODY. No; he took the ballot, opened it, made the an- 
nouncemeut as soon as he inspected it, reading the name of either 
one candidate or the other for county treasurer, and then imme- 
diately it away from Mr. Murphy. 

Mr. NDERSON. And then took out another ballot and pre- 
pared to do the same thing, and hence the ballot would lie there 
some time—until the inspection of the next preceding one was 
completed ar 95 other officers? 

Mr. MOODY. Ican only answer that the uncontradicted tes- 
timony shows that the ballots were counted, as the county judge 
said, between the extremes of 6 a minute and 16 a minute, and 
Mr: Murphy had what chance he could have under those circum- 

nces. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The object of my first question was to 
know whether at the end or the beginning there was a period of 
rest for the ballot, when Mr. Murphy was situated so that he could 
take advantage of that period of rest. 

Mr. MOODY. Undoubtedly there was a period of rest, of 
greater or less extent, when Mr. Murphy could see the ballot. No 
one disputes the fact that he had some chance. Our pointis that 
he had not a chance to be more accurate than the precinct officers 
themselves, who could take all the time they pleased. And let me 
again, at the expense of tition, say to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] that the speed with which these ballots 
were handled was made to conform to the recount upon treasurer 
and not to the requirements of the recount upon Congress. That 
is an extremely Bag pce matter. 

Mr. BRUMM. ill the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion for information? 

Mr. MOODY. ger 

Mr. BRUMM. As I understand, this matter was going on in a 
contested election case for treasurer? 

Mr. MOODY. That is true. 

Mr. BRUMM. That the question as to who or who was not 


elected to Con was not at issue? 
Mr. MOODY. Not at all. 
Mr. BRUMM. While these ballots were being counted, or being 


examined with reference to one contest, a gentleman by the name 
of Murphy was sitting where he could see those ballots; and he 
swears, as I understand it, that he discovered that among those 
ballots there were a certain number that had been declared by 
this investigation to be illegal, and that there were a certain num- 
ber of those that had upon them the name of one or the other of 
the S45 Seams candidates. Is not that the truth? 

Mr. MOODY. I understand, if the gentleman will permit me 
to explain in detail, that he counted every ballot that was re- 
counted; that he looked over the shoulder of those who were 
counting for treasurer. He had a padon his knee and a pencil in 
his hand, and he made a tally for each ballot that ; and I 
do not deny * 

Mr. BRUMM. That does not answer the question. The in- 
formation I want is this: You say this testimony conflicts with 
the recount for treasurer. 

Mr. MOODY. I do not. I mean to say that, as you will see 
later, there is a difference between the aa fh of the two recounts, 
but I do not consider that very material, because General Rinaker 
zn neime ahead of his ticket, and very greatly ahead of his 

cket. 

Mr. BRUMM. Then there is really no conflict, and there is no 
denial, hot far as the testimony goes to show, of what Mr. Murphy 
swore 

Mr. MOODY. There is no denial and can be no denial of the 
25 that Mr. Murphy made that recount. We all know that he 

Mr. BRUMM. I understood you to say that there was a con- 
flict with the official returns. 

Mr. MOODY. Oh, with the official returns made by the elec- 
tion officers when they made their original count. 

Mr. BRUMM. Les; but here is the point I want to get at. Of 
course that conflicted with the official returns, because the official 
Sg yet so many votes to one and so many to the othtr. 

Mr. MOODY. Yes. 

Mr. BRUMM. If, however, the ballots that Murphy said were 
illegal are in reality illegal, then that would reverse the official 
returns, without charging the officials with fraud or with any- 
thing more than error. 

Mr. MOODY. I seewhat is in the gentleman’s mind, The 
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gentleman has made an error of fact in reference to the illegality, 
and if he Wil permit me to go on and speak for a few moments 
i ag gn pee ga lain what is in his mind. 

5. OTH. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. MOODY. Certainly. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Ishould like to know whether the testimony 
discloses that when Mr. Murphy sat behind this man, when he 
found there was a mistake made in any ballot, whether he called 
the attention of any one to it? 

Mr. MOODY. e evidence shows that he did not. He made 
his count entirely independent of every other human being in the 
world, and upon that I want to call the attention of the members 
of this House, as men who love justice and fair play, to what the 
Republican judge of that county who presided at that recount 
said—a man who was elected upon this very ticket at this very 
election, who was friendly, as everybody was and everybody is 
here, to General Rinaker. In answer to this question: 

Would you like to undertake to have your count, made under the circum- 
stances that Mr. Murphy made that, considered strictly accurate? 

He replied: 

If I was contesting an election, I should want the ballots counted a little 
more 5 they were counted. Of course I should waut somebody 
watching the other side as well. 

And that answers the question of the gentleman better than I 
can answer it. 

Mr. DANIELS. Now Lask the gentleman whether the evidence 
of the deputy county clerk did not show that the process when this 
counting was done was that the ballots were opened and laid fiat 
on the table? 

Mr. MOODY. Ihave so stated by illustration. If I have not so 
stated I desire to do so, for I do not desire to seas acre and if 
Ido misrepresent I beg gentlemen to correct me. But all the bal- 
lots were, as has been suggested, spread upon the table. The an- 
nouncement was made and they were passed along with the speed 
which I have described. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I would like to make one further inquiry 
of my friend, and then I will not disturb him further. 

Mr. MOODY. I yield cheerfully. 

Mr. HENDERSON. And if heis going to cover the point he 
need not B vs od attention to it. 

Mr. MOODY. Iwill pay attention to the gentleman always. 

Mr. HENDERSON. ou are very kind to all of us. It seems, 
according to the argument, that the rights of the defendant 
depend upon the secondary evidence. Now, what I would like to 
hear is the views of the gentleman on this point. Was it within 
his power to get the primary evidence? 

. MOODY. If the gentleman will permit me, I will discuss 
that later in my argument, without any evasion whatever. 
ae HENDERSON, I want to see if he could get the primary 

ence. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. MOODY. Certainly; if it is not on the question of in- 
junction. 

Mr. CANNON. It is not, except incidentally. It is upon an- 
other point. In fact, were the attorneys of the sitting member 
present at this recount, one or both? 

Mr. MOODY. The gentlemen who subsequently appeared in 
the record as attorneys, or some of the gentlemen who subse- 
quently appeared in the record as attorneys for the contestee, and 
some who subsequently appeared as attorneys for the contestant, 
were present at this recount. They were attorneys in the re- 
count; they were not acting for the contestee. No attorney was 
acting in r d to the Congressional election. Murphy was the 
wg man who officiated. 

. CANNON. I want to ask the gentleman one or two more 
questions. Within a few days, as I understand from a 
reading of the report, after this recount on the local contest the 
subpoena duces tecum to eag these ballots was issued by the 
notary public under the Fed law. 

Mr. MOODY. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, then, is it or is it not true that the sitting 
member had then applied to the State courts? 

Mr. MOODY. Of course it is true. 

Mr.CANNON. To my friend’s mind, is it significant that those 
attorneys of the sitting member got enough information to know 
that they did not want these ots counted under the Federal 


process? : 

Mr. MOODY. I do not think these attorneys appeared for the 
sitting member at that time. I do not think they appeared at this 
recount. That fact has never assumed any significancein my mind. 

Now, I want to call your attention and w your patience, 
perhaps, 7 a table which I have prepared for use in my argument, 
and lest 1 fall into the lot of my friend from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER] I ask consent of the House to print this table instead 
of reading it, and then I shall refer to it in detail. 

The SP pro tempore, Is there objection to the request 


of the gentleman from Massachusetts? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and leave is granted. 
The table is as follows: bi 
Gains and losses in recounts, including “ objected to™ ballots. 


By Murphy's recount By official recount 
for Congress. for treasurer. 


+3 | net. 


Mr. MOODY. There were 25 precincts counted by Murphy, 
and in 8 of them he A ded Sides to find no change. In the other 
17 precincts he finds the change indicated here upon this table, 
That column which I point to shows the gain for each precinct 
that he found for Rinaker; that [indicating] shows the loss or 
gain which he found for Downing, and these figures in red are 
corresponding losses and gains on the recount for treasurer in the 
same precincts. 

Now, gentlemen will observe that this gain of 35 votes net in 
this recount of 17 precincts in the contestant’s home county is 
made up of little odds and ends picked up in the different precincts, 
In only one case are there as many as 4—the precinct of Ship- 
man. In only two precincts are there as many as 3. In most 
cases there are only 1 or 2. Now,I do not dispute Murphy's 
honesty. There is nothing in the record which permits me to do 
that. I do not dispute his accuracy. I have no right to do so on 
this testimony. But Ido say that when it comes to the matter of 
picking up, out of 200 or 300 votes in a precinc’, 1 or 2 or 8 or even 
4 votes, we can not trust to that process if we seek to do justice 


between man and man. 

I say again that these changes may have been, and undoubtedly 
largely were, the result of different views of the law between 
Murphy and the precinct officers, and who is to tell us which 
view was right? To illustrate this point, in the precinct of North 
Palmyra there isa gain of 1 for Rinaker. It is shown without 
contradiction that in North Palmyra Mr. Murphy said to a by- 
stander that there was a gain of 1 on account of a ballot which 
was marked in this way: This is the ballot of J. C. Hamilton,” 
he claiming that that was a legal ballot and ought to have been 
counted. t testimony is not contradicted. That was the 
claim of the contestant in his brief. But the supreme court of 
eee that time has decided that such a ballot can not be 
coun 

Now, I say that the consideration of this illustration which I 
have given to the House may account for the difference that there 
is between the official count and the recount of Murphy. And I 
say that, without knowing on what grounds he proceeded, we 
ought not to take the judgment of a man about whom we know 
nothing, except that he is accurate in figuresand that heis honest, 
as against the count of men who were sworn officials under the 
law and inst whose integrity not one word has been uttered. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I want to ask the gentleman whether 
the very fact which he presents here soclearly, showing that these 
changes are but few in number in the various precincts, is not the 
highest evidence that could be brought here to show the accuracy 
and reliability of Mr. Murphy’s work? In other words, if there 
had been a change of 6 or 8 or 10 shown in one precinct and only 1 
in another, and 7 or 8 or 9 in another precinct and only 1 or 2 in still 
another, would not that indicate a hop-skip-and- a- jump method 
of counting, which could not be so accurate as the one embodied 
nt MOODY My coll th to test 

r, $ y colleague upon the committee appears 
the value and the accuracy of Mr. Murphy's testimony by the 
closeness with which it conforms to the original count. I accept 
that standard. [Laughter.] The original count is the thing that 
is ultimately authoritative in this case until, in a legal manner, 
some other state of facts is shown. 

Mr. REEVES. May Lask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MOODY. Yes. 

Mr. REEVES. The county judge sat at the end of his table, 
and was it not his duty to pass, and was he not in fact passing, 
upon the validity of those ballots? 
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Mr. MOODY. It was his duty to pass upon the validity of 
the ballots, but in point of fact he did not. My friend is mis- 
taken, and I hope to convert the whole Illinois delegation before 
I get through if they keep on asking questions. [Laughter.] It 
was his duty to pass upon those questions, but wherever there was 
any objection made to a ballot, judgment was reserved; so the 
court never did pass upon these questions. Nobody under God’s 
heavens ever passed upon them except 3 and what we ask 
is that before we take away this man’s right, before we take 
away the rights of the people of this district, this House shall pass 
upon these questions. ; 

Mr. HOP S. This evidence of red oal offered by the 
contestant during the forty days allowed him by law to take his 
testimony, was it not? 

Mr. MOODY. Yes. ; 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, what prevented Mr. Downing from hav- 
ing the ballots counted to verify or to defeat this evidence during 
the forty days allowed him for the taking of testimony? 

Mr. MOODY. Nothing occurs to me now. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Downing did not do it, did he? 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Downing did not do it. We want to do it 
now. If Mr. Downing made a mistake, do not visit it upon the 
people of Ilinois. ; 

r. HOPKINS. But if there was fraud, we do not want the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to sustain it. 

Mr. MOODY. Fraud! If I did not misunderstand the gentle- 
man’s word, this is the first time that any man has alleged fraud 
against anybody in connection with this case, and it shows that 
the gentlemen who are supporting the majority report are being 
driven to extremities to do it, 

Now, Mr. S. er, it has been described how the ballots have 
been preserved. I would like to call attention to the law, because 
I know that gentlemen want to follow it. The law as laid down 
by McCrary is this—I will not weary the House by reading very 
much. McCrary states the law in these words: 

. The official acts of sworn officers are peered to be honest and correct 
until the con is made to appear. It has accordingly been held that a 
return can not be set aside upon proof that a recount made by unauthorized 
persons some time after the official count has been made showed a different 
result from the official count. This was upon the ground that the count 
made by sworn officers immediately upon the close of the polis was better 
evidence of the true result than a count made by interested ies not sworn 
at a subsequent period and after the result of the official count had been 
made known. Such evidence comes far short of establishing either fraud or 
mistake in the official pount. 

I commend that last statement to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Hopxrns]. 

He cites Gooding vs. Wilson, Forty-second Congress, in which 
case the report was unanimously made by a very able committee, 
of which Mr. McCrary himself was chairman. 

Mr.McCALL of Massachusetts. Will my friend permit me 
another interruption? 

Mr. MOODY. Yes. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. The count relied on by the 
contestant is the count of Mr. Murphy? 

Mr. MOODY. Yes. 

Mr. McCALLof Massachusetts, Andthatcontradictsthe count 
of the election officers? 

Mr. MOODY. Yes. 

Mr. MCCALL of Massachusetts. Now, how many different 
election officers were there who were contradicted by Mr. Murphy? 

Mr. MOODY. I think somewhere about 75. I can not te e 
exactnumber. And Ibeg you toremember, gentlemen, that they 
are representatives of different parties. 

Mr. BRUMM. The gentleman does not mean that the “count” 
is contradicted. As I understand, the question is as to the legality 
or 3 of certain votes. 

Mr. DY. No; there is also a question of errors in count- 
ing. How much of the controversy in this case turns upon a 
difference of opinion as to the legality or illegality of votes and 
how much upon the question of actual errors in the count no man 
can tell. But I say, where the question is as to the legality or 
illegality of votes, this House ought not to proceed on Mr. Mur- 
phy’s judgment, and where the question is upon errors in the 
actual count this House ought not to proceed upon Mr. Murphy’s 
judgment, against that of 75 honest Republican and Democratic 
election officials of the State of Illinois. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Does the gentleman mean to say that 
Mr. Murphy passed upon any alleged illegal votes or upon any 
irregularly marked ballots? 

Mr. MOODY. I mean just this: Mr. Murphy said that when- 
ever either party to the recount on the treasurership objected to 
a ticket he marked it ‘ objected to” and claimed it for Rinaker 
or for Downing, as the case might be, and then he put those votes 
into the statement which he made of the gain of 36 votes. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. That is to say, in the contest going on 
over the other office he paid no attention to the objections of 
counsel pro and con, but treated as regular the ballots that had 
been returned as regular, in accordance with the returns; but 


such ballots as had been returned by the election officers as re- 
jected” or “objected to,” and not counted—those he did not 
include in his count. 

Mr. MOODY. It is not clear whether he did or not. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Certainly my statement is correct. 

Mr. MOODY. The fact is not to my mind clear; and I make no 
such claim. 

Now, Mr. F I listened to see whether any precedent could 
be produced for conduct of this kind. I observe that my friends 
on the other side have not as yet produced a precedent. There is 
one, Mr. Speaker; and I want to call the attention of the House to 
it, especially the attention of some members of the Illinois dele- 
gation. lt is the case of English vs. Peelle,in the Forty-eighth 
Congress. If gentlemen think that that isa proper precedent to 
follow, they will support the majority report in this case; if they 
doubt it, they will vote with the minority in this case. 

In the Forty-eighth Congress the Democrats had a plurality of 
42 votes. Mr. Peelle held a seat from the State of Indiana by a 
plurality of 88 votes, and the Democrats undertook to get the seat 
from him. Mr. English, who had the advantage of haying a very 
powerful and very rich father, undertook to steal that seat away 
from Mr. Peelle. He came here with a contest in order to do so. 
Among other things he had this testimony: A recount was going 
on in the county of Marion, in the State of Indiana, for the office 
of county sheriff—not county treasurer, asin this case. One of 
the men engaged in that recount was employed by Mr. English’s 
father—just as Mr. Murphy was 3 in this case by General 
Rinaker’s son—to make a recount at the same time of the Con- 
gressional vote. 

Now, sir, there are two things to distinguish that case from 
this. In the first place, the man who made the recount in that 
case, whose name was Brown, had two counts to attend to. On 
the other hand, those ballots went through his hands with just the 
speed that he let them go; he had all the time that he wanted. 

hat goes the other way. I say that if there is any choice be- 
tween these two recounts, as to the value to be given them as 
evidence, the choice is in favor of the gentleman in Indianapolis 
who made the recount in English vs. Peele. He was not plain 
Murphy, he was Hon. Austin H. Brown; and he brought the 
testimony of a Senator of the United States, Senator McDonald, 
to his good character. And he brought the testimony (it was in 
the record) of a judge of the supreme court of the State of Indiana, 
Judge Niblack, that he was a man of unquestioned character, 
He had been a Treasury clerk in Washington, an assistant clerk 
in the Sixth Auditor's Office; he had assisted (God forgive him for 
it) in the preparation of the report on the tariff of Robert J. 
Walker; he had been clerk of Marion County; he had been county 
commissioner, and State printer, and county auditor; he had been 
a member of the city council. He had every qualification in the 
world, besides the title of ‘‘honorable” to his name, and the cer- 
tificate which he got from the gentleman to whom I have referred. 
And he made another convenient recount of the votes cast just 
about like the recount of this case. He testified that Mr. English 
thereby gained 99 votes, just enough to entitle him toa seat on 
this floor with 12 to spare. 

The majority of the committee reported in favor of English, 
and the report came before the House. The gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. TorNER]--I do not know whether he is present now 
or not—was then chairman of the committee. To his eternal 
honor be it said he voted against the report of his committee and 
in favor of the Republican member, after a debate of unexampled 
bitterness and a long contest (the SONY repor being in favor 
of the Republican). Although that was a Democratic House, the 
minority report was substituted by a vote of 121 to 117. Then they 
adopted on the other side filibustering tactics. A motion to recon- 
sider and a motion to lay on the table were made, and some gentle- 
man on that side moved that the House adjourn, in order to secure 
reenforcements from outside, and carried the motion. The next 
day the motion to reconsider was defeated by a tie vote, 132 to 
132; then a motion to reconsider was carried by 133 to 130, and a 
motion to recommit to the Committee on Elections was defeated 
by a vote of 133 to 134. Then, on reconsideration, the vote on the 
adoption of the minority report was defeated by 1 majority. 

ow, there are gentlemen about me on this floor who can not 
fail to remember that contest, or the debate which took place at 
that time, or how they voted upon the question. It is precisely 
the same 8 that is presented in the pending case. This 
question of the injunction can not obscure the real question at 
issue here, nor can the question of how the evidence came into 
the case, or how the evidence was taken, or any other collateral 
question. It is simply a question of whether the testimony in the 
case is to be believed or rejected after it is in the case. It is nota 
uestion of the reception of the testimony. Nothing that was 
dane a month later could ibly affect the weight of evidence, 
and in that case to which I have just referred, the whole Repub- 
lican side of the House, with the minority of the Democrats, were 
against accepting the unofficial count, and my friend from Illinois 
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pe CANNON], who now rises to question me, voted all the way 
ough against accepting the last recount. I hope he will be 
consistent now, if it is not too much to expect consistency of any 
man who has served so long in Con as my distinguished 
friend from Illinois. [Laughter and applause. ] 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM], who sits just 
before me, voted against esi a the report of the committee; 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. ahaa df who sits near me, 
voted not to accept it; the gentleman from lowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 
not only voted against it, but was on the committee which re- 
ported against it. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] voted 
against it, and I have reason to believe that he at least intends to 
be consistent and to make his action square to his own conscience 
and not to partisan ends, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirt] 
was also against it—— 

Mr. LACEY. If the gentleman from Massachusetts will per- 
mit me, he is mistaken. I was not a member of that Congress. 

Mr. MOODY. Then there was another gentleman of the same 
name. 

Mr. LACEY. There was a member from Michigan of the same 


name, 

Mr. MOODY. Well, all gentlemen of that name appear to be 
ht in their opinions on the question of recounts. [La my pare 
ow, Mr. Speaker, there is a precedent. It is for this Repub- 
lican House to say whether we shall follow it. Are we enough 
in need of ig ae votes here in this Congress to stultify every 
word spoken by the Republicans and every vote cast by them in 

a precisely similar case in the Forty-eighth Congress? 

r. Speaker, if it were not that somebody might stretch my 
words into a reflection upon some one with whom I differ on this 
question which I do not intend, I would adopt as my own lan- 
guage the words spoken on that occasion by a member from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Long], who closed his address with this language: 

> x n orit: rt is an in- 
wal is e eee gg ee B Ume oan ie ak 
then this House in the dignity of its own self-respect, rising above all parti- 
sanship, ops to tramp such infamy under foot. I would like nothing bet- 


ter than to leave it to you, Mr. S er; I would like to see what quiet but 


autek work you would make of the miserable sophistry which seeks to rob 
e member from Indiana of the seat which he is so justly and clearly enti- 


tled to hold on this floor. 
Now I yield to my friend from Ilinois. 


Mr. CANNON. Now, if the gentleman will permit me, I have 
a general recollection—— 
r. MOODY. Well, the gentleman had better get a special 


recollection. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, very well, I will. I wish to ask the gen- 
tleman, as he is familiar with the case, this question: Was there 
evidence taken touching the ballots in that election? 

Mr. MOODY. No. 

Mr. CANNON. Was any effort made to take the evidence? 

Mr. MOODY. No; the Democrats complained because the 
Republicans did not make an effort to do it. 

Mr.CANNON. Well, neither Democrats nor Republicans made 
an effort to get the primary evidence? 

Mr. MOODY, They did not. 

Mr. CANNON. They did not? 

Mr. MOODY. No; and the secondary evidence was in, and the 
House would not believe it. 

Mr. CANNON. This was mere secondary evidence, then, that 
was acted upon, with no effort having been made to get the pri- 
mary evidence? 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. CANNON. I want to know that as a fact. 

Mr. MOODY. Let me answer. The words secondary evi- 
dence” were not used in the debate in that case from beginning 
to end, according tomy memory. The evidence was in the case, 
just as the evidence is in this case before you here to-day. The only 
thing the Republicans said was, We will not believe it. We 
will not take that evidence of an unofficial recount against the 
swore return of the precinct officer.” And that is what we do 

ere. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. But let me ask the gentleman this 
roe question, if he claims now that these two cases are upon 

ours, 

Mr. MOODY. Oh, no two cases, Mr. Speaker, are upon all 


urs 
Mr. CANNON. But in principle? 

Mr. MOODY. In principle I do say so, according to my con- 
science. 

Mr. CANNON. One further question now. I want to ask my 
friend if he parades this case here, in the exhortation to myself 
and others, as an appeal to the Democrats who are in this Con- 
gress who were in that Congress, who voted to unseat Mr. Peele, 
to vote consistently? 

Mr. MOODY. Oh, no, Mr. Speaker; I do not do anything of 
that kind. I want this side of the House to be better than the 


fo 


Democrats. That is the reason I belong to the Republican party. 
[Laughter and 0 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I approach the question of the injunction. 
Let there be no mistake about this. I am not going to undertake 
to announce any decision upon the question as to whether that 
injunction was well founded or not as a matter of law—— 

r. BURTON of Missouri. Before the gentleman proceeds to 
that branch of the case I should like to ask him if the testimony 
of Mr. M hy is all the testimony there is as to the recount? 

Mr. MOODY. Absolutely all, except that in one other county 
there was a gain of 4 votes, upon the same sort of testimony 
by another man, which testimony was contradicted, by the way, 
but we do not make any point about that. There was a gain o 
4 votes in Cass County, but that gain of 4 votes depended upon 
the testimony of one man, whose testimony was contradicted. 
The gain of 35 votes in Macoupin County, which is conclusive in 
this case, depends absolutely and solely upon the testimony of 
Murphy. The only possible corroboration is the fact that Wag- 
goner, who sat with his back to Murphy all the time, gave it as his 
opinion that Murphy could count accurately. That is all there is 
in the case. 

Now I want to come to the question of this injunction. I be- 
lieve every lawyer in this House will with me that the ques- 
tion of the injunction is not free from difficulty. That is all I say. 
that it is not free from difficulty. Itis byno means sure how that 
oka yp would be decided if it came to the Supreme Court of the 

nited States. Let us see what it was. It was an injunction 
against opening these ballots except by Congress or by a court of 
8 of the State of Illinois or by a judge of a United States 
court, 

Now, I agree that we will eliminate the State court, for reasons 
that I have already stated to the House; but the statute under 
which contests are tried confers jurisdiction upon a judge of the 
United States court to issue his subpoena and take the evidence 
in this case, and there is no question about it. Gentlemen say it 
did not belong to the jurisdiction before this act of Congress was 
passed. That is true; but all jurisdiction, if I am not mistaken, 
in the courts of the United States depends upon some statuto; 
enactment. It is given by one statute or by another statute; an 
by this statute under which contests are tried the courts of the 
United States have the power toissuea subpoena and take the evi- 
dence. Now, this injunction was issued upon the 17th day of 


January 

Mr. HOPKINS. If my friend will allow me to interrupt him, 
under the statute the district judge must live in the district? 

Mr. MOODY, Yes; undoubtedly, 

Mr. HOPKINS. And he has no more power than anotary pub- 
lic for that 5 

Mr. MOOD V. No; Ithinknot. Ithink the jurisdiction is lim- 
ited by the statute itself. I think the statement of the gentleman 
is correct; but we know that there is a difference—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow a question? Is 
this jurisdiction conferred upon the court or upon the judge? 

Mr. MOODY. Upon the judge. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Who might be sitting as an officer taking the 
testimony in the case? 

Mr. MOODY. It is conferred upon any judge of a United States 
court who resides in the district. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; but would he not have to be sitting as 
a notary 1 557555 would? 

Mr. MOODY. Oh, yes. ` 
Mr. HEPBURN. Or as that officer would who was taking the 
testimony in this particular case? i 

Mr. MOODY. Oh, yes; certainly he would. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And if he was not selected for that purpose, 
then he would have no power whatever. 

Mr. MOODY. The jurisdiction is invoked by act of the N 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is there any further jurisdiction or authority 
reposed in the judge of a circuit court under the Federal statutes 
than there is in a notary public that may be selected? 

Mr. MOODY. No; not as I understand it. 

Now I will talk about the effect of the injunction, which is 
claimed to be a suppression of the evidence in this case. I say 
that if it held these ballots until Congress met, it is a perversion 
of terms to speak of it as a ‘‘suppression of evidence.” A preser- 
vation of evidence“ a suppression of evidence.” But the injunc- 
tion a, exempts the United States courts, The injunction 
was had on the 19th of January, and of the forty days allowed to 
the contestant for taking evidence only three days had passed 
away. He could have had one day, or ten days, or a dozen days 
if necessary, to go toa judge of the United States court to have 
escaped the terms of thisinjunction. He could have had his sub- 
peena issued from the court, and there would not have been an 
conflict between the United States courts and the courts of - 
nois; and he could have taken testimony if he wanted to, 

Mr. HOPKINS. I take issue with the gentleman, 
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Mr. MOODY. My friend can do that. Iam stating my posi- 
tion. The real fact was that they thought they had maneuvered 
Mr. Downing into a corner, so that they could get this court of 
EEn e to accept that recount of Murphy's. 

Zsa palit Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
ues 
3 Mr. MOODY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. You spoke about the injunction conferring 
power upon the United States courts. 

Mr. MOODY. I did not say any such absurd thing as that. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Did not you read the injunction, and argue 

. that it was competent to have these ballots counted by the United 
States court an 5 of this Congress? 

Mr. MOODY. at is true. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I say to the gentleman that the United States 
has no jurisdiction in these matters aside from the very counting 
of the ots which comes under its authority the same as the 
notary an 

Mr. MOODY. The United States courts do have the fullest 
authority that any court can have in the ormance of its du- 
ties in the authority to take evidence, which the statutes gives 


them, 

Mr. HOPKINS. What authority has the United States court 
to determine a contested election case? 

Mr. MOODY. The United States court has just the same au- 
thority as the notary public had, no more and no less—the 
authority conferred by the statute. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Simply acting under this authority that is 
given to the no public to take evidence. 

Mr. MOODY. Oh, no; acting under the authority given by stat- 
ute. Just let my friend look at the old cases when we had the 
Federal election laws. Jurisdiction was conferred upon the 
United States courts by statute, and they could act anywhere 
upon the subject-matter under statutory authority. Under the 
authority conferred upon the circuit and district judges of the 
courts of the United States there is no power given to determine 
contested election cases. The only power given is the power of a 
judge who resides in the district to take the evidence. Nobody 
— power to decide an election case except the House of Repre- 
sentatives; and all I ask is that the members of the House, who 
are listening to me to an extent which I i ged appreciate, will 
act apon this question upon their individ responsibility and 
according to their consciences. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. MOODY. Yes. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The language of the injunction is as follows: 

Until the same is ordered to be opened and recounted by a court of com- 
pple dion a ay as as Guenter te Me 
of March, A. B. 1895. y 

5 I want to ask is this: Supposing that a judge of 
the Federal court had been selected as an officer to take this tes- 
timony, does the gentleman contend that that court would be a 
court of ree jurisdiction of the United States, such as re- 
ferred to in thi sng eee of the injunction? 

Mr. MOODY. That certainly, Mr. Speaker, was my under- 


standing. 

Mr. HEPBURN . Then thereis no distinction in the mind of 

the gentleman between a court of competent jurisdiction of the 

United States and a judge of the United States in a Federal court 
~ 5 


taking ye i 
Mr. MOODY. Oh, 3 ; there is a distinction. There is a dis- 
tinction in the duties between the judge trying a case in equity 
and trying a case under an indictment, or between the differing 
jurisdictions that statutes repose in that judge. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does the gentleman think that the court is- 
suing this injunction, when it used that language, then contem- 
peter a district judge, we will say, taking depositions in an election 


case 

Mr. MOODY. Iam notin the confidence of the court in Mi- 
nois, and I can not 15 75 

1 HEPBURN. e gentleman is scarcely fair in answering 
in that way. 

Mr. MOODY. I do not intend to be unfair. I stated my belief 
that it would haye been possible for the contestant to have gone 
to the United States court and continued taking testimony there. 
Imay be wrong. But that is not a vital part of the case. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But could he have done it under the injune- 


tion? 
Mr. MOODY. Les, sir; under the injunction. I think the in- 


ject mat would not have prevented him. In respect of any sub- 


ect-matter, a court is a court of competent jurisdiction which 
jurisdiction of that particular matter. 
Mr. BRUMM. I wish to ask whether under that jurisdiction 
the judge of the district court would have had power to enforce 
the production of the ballot box for the purpose of investigation? 


May 12, 


Mr. MOODY. Oh, yes; I think so. My position is that he 
would haye had, 
Mr. BRUMM. What process do you think he would have 


pursued? 
Mr. MOODY. His su ma. It would have been yielded to. 
Mr, BRUMM. Suppose that the clerk had ref to comply 
with the subpoena? 


Mr. HOPKINS. The parses has spoken of the right of the 
contestant to go into the United States court. I want to ask him 
whether, as a matter of fact, the record does not show that there 
is no United States judge living in that district? 

Mr. MOODY. I can not tell. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does not the record show that fact? 

Mr. MOODY. If it does, it has escaped my attention. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iam informed that the record shows there is 
no judge living in that district. 
acai OODY. The gentleman may be correct in his informa- 

on. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then, assuming that to be correct, the con- 
a 1 not under the law go into the United States court, 
co e 

Mr. MOODY. Well, if he could not, he could not, of course. 

These questions of law can not be determined by the accidental 
residence of a 8 in one place or another. We are determin- 
3 of law. J 

. HOPKINS. But whether the legal right which the gentle- 
man claims to exist could be exercised depends upon that matter 
of fact entirely. 

Mr. BRUMM (to Mr. Moopy). Would not the notary public 
have had the same jurisdiction which the judge would haye had? 

Mr. MOODY. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BRUMM. So that the question as to whether the judge 
lived in the district is not material. 

Mr. MOODY. Of course not. 

Mr. LACEY. Is it not the fact that the injunction simply copies 
the language of the statute of Illinois? 

Mr. MOODY. That is true. 

Mr. LACEY. The injunction uses the identical language of the 
statute; and if there was any violation of the proprieties of the 
occasion, it arose from simply copying the statute. 

Mr. MOODY. This leads me to ask this House to consider this 
question—a question of constitutional law as to the relative rights 
of the States and the United States. What is the provision of the 
Constitution with reference to this subject? I read from Article 
I, section 4: 

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and 8 
the Oongrese many af sxy tinge by IAO make or altar sont reguistions: exceve 
as to the places of choosing Senators. 

Now, there is no question that under the Constitution of the 
United States the State of Illinois has the right to regulate its own 
elections; to determine whether voters shall vote viva voce, by open 
or secret ballot; whether the ballot shall be destroyed as soon as 
it is cast and counted or whether it shall be preserved for one 
month or six months; whether it shall be preserved for a recount 
or not. All that is within the control of the legislature of Ilinois 
under the Constitution of the United States. Do gentlemen for- 
get that we had an elaborate system of Federal election laws 
which has all been swept from the statute book? Under that sys- 
tem of Federal laws the case of Ex parte Siebold arose, which is 
quoted here—a case which decides nothing material to this case 
except what I will read. Mr. Justice Bradley, on page 388, said: 

The State laws, which Congress has seen no occasion to alter, but which it 
allows to stand, are in effect adopted by Congress. 

What, then, is the law of the State of Illinois which Congress 
has not seen fit to alter? The law of that State is this: 

In all cases of contested elections the parties contesting the same shall have 
the right to haye the of ballots cast at such election opened, and to 
have all errors of the Judges in counting or refusing to count any ballot cor- 
rected by the court or body trying such contest, but such ots shall be 
opened only in open court, or in open session of such body, and in the pres- 
ence of the officer having the custody thereof. 

Now, the question is whether the State of Illinois had not the 
right to say to Congress, You may look to these ballots; but when 
you look to them you must look to them under conditions which 
we under the constitution prescribe in our laws until Congress 
sees fit to alter them.” 

Why, Mr. Speaker, the State of Illinois had 46 candidates on 
these very ballots for State officers in this election. It might well 
and we can see the reason for the objection—it might well object 
to having these ballots taken out of the custody of the proper offi- 
cer and put into the possession of some notary public or other 
officials for the of makingarecount. But until Congress 
makes it clear that it intends to override any provision concern- 
ing the preservation of ballots which the State chooses to make, 
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the man who acts on that view is not to be treated as a crimi 
and have his rights taken away from him because it is claim: 
that he made a mistake on a mere question of law. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then if the statute is plain that these ballots 
can not be taken from the officers in whose custody they now are, 
would the committee, as suggested by the gentleman, have any 
right to make a recount or to examine them in any way? 


Tr. MOODY. n they would. 

Mr. HOPKINS. How would that be possible, if they can only 
be recounted according to the provisions of the statute of the 
State of Illinois, which does not provide for the recount in the 
manner suggested by the gentleman? In other words, the com- 
mittee does not meet the requirements of the statute of the State. 

Mr. MOODY. This meets the requirements of that injunction, 
which is enough for the present consideration of the case. 

Mr. HOPKIN S. But it does not meet the point the gentleman 
makes himself. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. And it does not meet the requirements of 
the injunction, either, that required it to be in open session. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Your argument, if the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts will permit me, would lead to the conclusion that these 
ballots can not be opened at all. 

Mr. MOODY. The terms of the injunction are until some order 
be taken by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HENDERSON. . And a committee would have to be sent 
out for the purpose of making the examination? 

Mr. MOODY. Certainly; but, gentlemen, do not let that be an 
obstacle in the pathway of justice. 2 

Mr. HOPKINS. But, as I understand your point, it is that the 
statute of the State of Illinois is supreme, and the statute of the 
State of Illinois does not provide for such a count at all. 

Mr. MOODY. 1am not asserting that the statutes of the State 
of Illinois are supreme. I am asserting that the question is so 
doubtful that any man who acts honestly, under the advice of 
counsel, and procures an injunction from a court of competent 
jurisdiction, ought not to be treated like a criminal, and ought 
not to be forbidden to inquire into the true state of a controversy 
with a view to determining exactly what his rights are under it. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Will the 5 not admit that 
the Federal statute, where it speaks plainly upon the right of a 
contestant and contestee to have all of the papers relating to the 
election produced, is supreme over the law of the State? 

Mr. MOODY. Well, that is a question of construction. The 
only question here is whether there is a conflict or not. Where 
thereisa conflict—a well-defined conflict—the statute of the United 
States is undoubtedly supreme. But I can not stop to answer 

uestions about the plain language and powers that arise under 

e Constitution of the United States, or the authority which is 
given to Congress by the Constitution. 

Mr. COO of Illinois. Then will the gentleman please ex- 
plain to the House why, if the Federal law is supreme, the injunc- 
tion is to be excused? 

Mr. MOODY. Well,if I have not made myself pa to the 
gentleman from Illinois I certainly can not hope to do so by con- 
tinuing this controversy. I can not pursue this branch of the sub- 
ject further. I do not wish to use up toomuch of the time of the 

ouse. I might state the position, however, by a familiar illustra- 
tion from criminal law: A man takes a piece of property without 
rie under a claim of right; the law will not convict him as 
a thief. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. 
the difference 

Mr. MOODY. My friend must excuse me. I decline to yield 


But will not the gentleman recognize 


further. 
Iam going to call the attention of the House, because it is an 
essential element in this case, to the assisted vote. It is a material 


point, because you have got to take Murphy's count and also re- 
tain the assisted votes to unseat Downing. 

The Illinois statute upon the subject has been read. I will not 
undertake to read it again. It is not necessary. We say it is 
mandatory according to every authority that can be produced. 
The gentlemen on the other side will not, I venture to assert, 
show authorities to the contrary. They will confine themselves 
to assailing the authorities that I 1 but will give none in 
support of their own position. This question could not have 
arisen except under the Australian-ballot system, which has been 
adopted in the State of Illinois. It was raised first in a case 
that originated in Michigan. The court there decided the pre- 
cise question atissue. The statute there is substantially similar 
to that of the State of Illinois. Any attempts to distinguish it do 
not reach the substance. The Michigan court held that the ballot 
of an assisted voter, who did not take the oath as to his disability, 
ought to be rejected. The precise question was decided unani- 
mously by the supreme court of Minnesota. The question was 
before this House in the last Congress, and was decided by a 
Democratic House in favor of a Republican. There are three 
authorities upon that question. Some reason is given why each 


one of them should not be accepted by the House, but nothing is 
substituted in their place. 

The gentleman from New e rc DANIELS] says that the 
decision of the committee in the Congress was nota carefully 
considered one, and that there is not anything to show that the 
minority did not dissent from that conclusion. Why, there is 
something to show. The gentleman from New York is here him- 
self. If he dissented from it, I invite him to say so now. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts, m colleague [Mr. McCatt], who 
is chairman of the Committee on Elections No, 3, and who joined 
in that decision, did not dissent from it, If there was any dissent, 
I call on him to state it now. 

I say in all justice and fairness that we ought not to reverse the 
decision of the last Congress in this case. ; 
Now, we wrote this report and submitted it to the House on 
the 28th day of April. On that day, without our 8 this 
gysson received a solution by the supreme court of the State of 

entucky. Itis not in the report, but I want to call the atten- 
tion of gentlemen to it. I have it here; it was handed down the 
very day we filed this report. 

Remember, Michigan decided it as we claim. Minnesota 
has decided it as we claim. The Congress of the United States 
has decided it as we claim, and no other court or tribunal on the. 
face of the earth, to my knowledge, has decided it otherwise. 
the day that we filed this rt the supreme court of Kentucky, 
upon a statute that can not be distinguished from the one under 


discussion by any fair use of words, handed down this decision, 
The section of the Kentucky statute is as follows: 
penal ‘or false declara- 


ticket to the clerk, who, in the 
engers, and the elector, shall, with his pencil, mark a dot in 
the appropriate place for the cross mark to indicate the choice of the elector. 
The clerk shall then fold and deliver the ballot to the elector, and instruct 
him to retire to the booth and there mark ot by a cross mark 
either in the squares showing dots or any other . he may desire. In 
all other respects he shall vote as is required of other electors. In case an 
apr applying to vote is blind, and shall so declare on oath, the clerk shail 
allowed to mark his ballot for him in the presence of the other officers of 
election and the challengers allowed by law; or in case an rson shall be 
so physically disabled as to be unable to mark his ballot, ani ll so declare 
on oath, the clerk shall have the right to mark his ballot, as in the case of a 
blind person applying to vote. Anyone making a false declaration under 
this provision of this section shall, u conviction, be fined in any sum not 
ex $50 and be disfranchised riod of two years, and any clerk 
who willfully deceive any elector in marking any ballot or willfully 
mark the same in any other way than as 8 by said elector shall be 
guilty of felony,and upon conviction shall be imprisoned in the penitentiary 
‘or not less than two nor more than five years. 


The decision is as follows: 


First. The officers of election permitted the ballots of four voters to be 
stam: openly on the table of the clerk of election without requiring them 
to state under oath any disability which prevented them from marking their 
own ballots, and all of these ots were so marked as to be counted, and 
were counted for appellee. 

Second. The clerk at that precinct accompanied 18 voters into the votin 
booths, and stamped or assi those voters in stamping their ballots so that 
they should be counted for appellee. - 

Third. Upon the tirst ground stated, we are of opinion that the 
court should have sustained the contention of Sapam and excluded from 
count the ballots which were marked openly by the clerk of the election with- 
out the statement under oath of disability required by thestatute. (1475 Ky. 


Statute.) > 
In our view the statute imperatively requires that the voter shall declare 


his disability, on oath, before his ballot can be marked for him by the clerk, 
and to permit the officers to assume, either from the voter's a ce or 
from their own alleged personal knowledge, that he is so disabled as to be 
unable to mark his own t would be to open a door for wholesale evasion 
of the requirements of secrecy in the ballots. This rule may result in hard- 
ship to the individual voter in cases where the officers are neglectful of their 
duty in g the oath of disability to be made, but the requirement that 
the voter take the oath before his ballot can be marked and deposited 
in order that he may be punished if he make a false declaration is,in our 
judgment, mandatory to the voter. 

The statutes are alike in substance. There is no prohibition in 
the Illinois statute, and there is no prohibition in the Kentucky 
statute against counting ballots that are voted without the voter 
taking this oath. In each case there is a penalty for a man who 
makes a false oath. It is called a ‘‘ false declaration“ in the Ken- 
tucky statute. It is called a ‘false statement” in the Illinois 
statute. The sections are onall fours. I commend this decision 
to the examination of any man who desires to do justice; and we 
add Kentucky to Michigan, to Minnesota, and to the House of 
Representatives in favor of our side of this question. When we 
ask what there is against it, the answer must be: Nothing, nothing, 


ay 
Mr. ERSON. Is the counting of these ballots essential 
to the ean of Mr. Rinaker? 
Mr. MOODY. It is absolutely essential. There is no dispute 
about that. All agree to it. Each question must be decided in 
favor of the contestant in order to enable him to take his seat. 
Now, the gentleman from New York [Mr. DANIELS], for whose 
attainments we all have the greatest respect, says that the case 
of ONeill vs. Joy was contrary to this. Why, gentlemen, the 
ease of O'Neill vs. Joy was nothing of the kind. The case of 
ONeill vs. Joy was this: The voter in that case had prepared his 


ora 


ballot in accordance with the statute. He had done everything 
under heaven that he could do, and he passed the ballot to the 
election officers, and they failed to put their initials upon it. He 
could not help that. It was not an act of his that failed. It was 


an act of a person over whom he had no control, and there can 

be no question about this. I do not know whether the gentleman 

from New York [Mr. DANIELS] wrote the report in that case or 

1 pup whoever wrote it understood it, because in that report 
is said: 

Prohibition [of depositing such ballots], it will be seen from the language 
of the section, is directed to the judges themselves and not to the voter. 
When be passed back his ballot to the judges as the ballot he intended to 
vote, all had been done by him which the statute required from him to have 
his vote deposited and counted. 

The default was neither his default nor the default of anyone 
over whom he had any control. In the case of the voter who 
does not take the oath, the default is his own act. He may ten- 
der the oath. What would happen if they declined to receive it 
is another question. No such question arises in this case. He 
has the control over his own actions. He may either take the 
oath or not. He is presumed to know the law. If he does not 
know the law, Icommend to him the words of the suprome court 
of Illinois in the late decision: 

It may properly be added that it is the duty of every voter under this law 
to ascertain and follow the provisions of thestatute and the directionsof the 
1 an ath . ia ran a hee 8 ae 
does so at ‘the peril of losing his yote. g 

Now, I say the Ilinois case which is in our report and I want 
to appeal to the House for a consideration of it—goes to show, to 
my mind, that when this question arises before the supreme court 
of Illinois they will decide it in the way we contend for. They 
will follow the case in Michigan, they will follow the cases in 
Minnesota and in Kentucky. All the courts agree that the very 
essence of the Australian system of voting is the compulsory 
secrecy of the ballot, and that any construction of the statutes 
which tends to impair that secrecy is to be avoided. If you once 
allow an election officer not to take the ballot and count it without 
the oath of disability from the illiterate voter, the door to fraud is 
open, and will be entered. If you decide against our contention, 
you are providing a weapon for the hands of the enemies of the 
purity of the ballot box. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Will the gentleman point out the par- 
ticular section and the language of the Illinois statute which he 
holds as mandatory? 

Mr. MOODY. Why, it has been read a good many times. Why 
should I read it again? 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Point out the section and state where 
is the mandatory language. 

Mr. MOODY. I Will answer the gentleman. The Illinois stat- 
ute is entitled, among other things, An act to enforce the secrecy 
of the ballot.” 

Mr. CookE of Illinois rose. 

- Mr. MOODY. Let me get through. The State of Illinois has a 
m of voting where, in an election in cities and towns, a man 
has the right to write his name upon the ballot for the purpose of 
identification. The Australian ballot law did not give him the 
right to do this, nor did it deny it to him. The law was silent on 
the matter. The man might go into the ballot box and vote fora 
mayor of a town and mark his ballot so that it might be identified. 
AST say, the Australian ballot law was silent on that question, 
and he might assume that he could do the same thing under that 
law. But the supreme court of Illinois, although that act does 
not deny him the right to write his name on the ballot, and says 
nothing about it, has decided that if he so does he forfeits his bal- 
lot and it can not be counted— 
Because— 
To use the language of the court, in substance, for it is im- 
t— 


Because it might lead to the destruction of the secrecy of the ballot, and 
furnish means to designing persons to evade the law as to secrecy. 
That is where I find the mandatory power. The principle of 
that decision enforces the views I have submitted, and if you hold 
any other way you furnish means to destroy the secrecy of the 
t. 


ot. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, these courts I have referred to in these three 

eat States arrived at their decisions independently. The court 
in Kentucky, which sent down an opinion on the 28th day of 
April, does not cite the decision in the Michigan case, and it does 
not cite the decision in the Minnesota case, and it does not cite the 
decision of this House. These three courts, reasoning upon the 
imperative necessity for the secrecy of the ballot, have all come to 
the conclusion that if a man seeks to take advantage of this pro- 
vision, having some such inability to vote as shall require assist- 
ance, he must do so in accordance with the statute at the peril of 
losing his vote. f 

Mr. DANIELS. Let me call the attention of the gentleman to 
the fact that in the Minnesota case it was stated by the court that 


cray one of these ballots that was contested under that provision 
of the law of Minnesota had been sworn to. They had sworn 
every voter. Is not this the language: The oath was orally ad- 
ministered and info; taken, and held to be a compliance of 
the statute of the State 7 

Mr. MOODY. I know what the gentleman is aiming at. He 
suggests the language presented in the report is in the nature of 
an obiter dictum. 

Mr. DANIELS. I ask you simply the question whether all the 
votes in controversy in that case were not sworn to onally? 

88 ROODE: The court held that what they did amounted to 
an oath. 

Mr. DANTELS. And that ended the controversy. 

Mr. MOODY. It did not end-the controversy by any means, 
When the question of the construction of this section of the statute 
came before the court of Minnesota they discussed and disposed of 
the whole question. Now, I suppose a court knows what it de- 
cides and what it does not decide. And when you have asyllabus 
prepared by the court you have something pretty near to what the 
court decides. I hold in my hand the report of the decision, which 
shows in some place here that the syllabus was prepared by the 
court. I can not find it. 

Mr. 5 That is right. That is the rule, and the law 

uires it. 
r. MOODY. Here is the 2 of the supreme court. I 
find it stated here that the syllabus is by the court. I read it: 


The e pS found in section 57 of the same chapter, that an oath must 
be administered to an alleged illiterate or physically Tisabled elector before 
he can have the aid of another person in the marking of his ballot, held man- 
datory. And the elector who requests such aid must, under oath, bring him- 
self strictly within the terms of the statute as to his inability to mark his 
own ballot. He can not avail himself of aid upon the ground that he usually 
uses glasses, but has not brought them with 


That is what the court decided. 
Mr. DANIELS. Was not that statement made after the court 
had decided that every one of those contested voters had been 


propery sworn? 
n MOODY, No, sir; it was made while deciding the whole 

uestion. 
F Mr. DANIELS. No, sir. 

Mr. MOODY. Ihave cited to the House what the court itself 
said that it decided. 

Mr. DANIELS. Let me read what the court said as to the ex- 
tent of its decision on the subject of these votes: 

We also wish to say in this connection that the provision of the law Ry vets 


ing the administration of an oath to such persons as claim the right to have 
their ballots marked is mandatory, and niust be strictly observed. 


That was after they had decided the whole case and decided 
that these votes were properly in. 

Mr. MOODY. If the gentleman from New York gets any com- 
fort from the language used by the court of Minnesota and the 
order in which it is uttered, he is welcome to it. I have stated 
what was decided. Ido not care whether you call it dictum or 
not: the court said that = decided that question. 

This is an example which I commend to the attention of the 
House as to the manner in which these authorities will be treated 
by gentlemen on the other side. They will not bring anything 
againstthem. They can not bring anything against them. The 
will go back to old authorities under an open-ballot system, whic 
have nothing to do with the secret-ballot 1 system which 
makes secrecy compulsory. They will seek to find in minute dif- 
ferences in the language of statutes distinctioninsubstance. They 
will say that in the case of Steward vs. Childs in the last Con- 
gress the Committee on Elections did not pay enough attention 
to the question which they then decided. But that is all they will 
or can say. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to prolong this discussion 
further. It has been desultory, I know, on account of the inter- 
ruptions which I have welcomed and of which I do not complain. 
The record in this case shows that the ballots were preserved 
down to the time of the injunction—preserved from the time they 
came from the hands of the election officers, who were honest 
election officers; that those ballots were sealed up, strung on a 
wire, and the wire itself sealed. The injunction of the court has 
held those ballots subject to the disposition of this Congress; 
there is no question about that. After the recount in the county 
which is principally in dispute, the ballots (as the testimony 
affirmatively shows) were restrung. They were put back into 
their cases; they were put into a trunk; the trunk was sealed 
with the seal of the county clerk; and his name written across a 
paper which was sealed over; the trunk was locked; the key was 
put in an envelope; the envelope was sealed; and the sealed envel- 
ape was put in the safe of the county clerk; and there it stays to- 


y. 

I hold in my hand the certificate of every county clerk in that 
district. I will read only one of the certificates—the certificate 
of the clerk of the county which is principally in dispute—the 
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county of Macoupin. Iwill read the certificate, and I wish gen- 
tlemen to observe that this officer is a Republican: 
STATE or ILLINOIS, Macoupin County, ss: 
I, Fred. G. Oeltjen, clerk of the county 
State aforesaid, do hereby certify that the tickets or ballots cast at the gen- 
eral election of 1294, together with all the election papers pertaining to said 
election, in said county aforesaid, have been preserved and are now in the 
same condition that they were when I testified concerning them in the con- 
tested election of John I. Rinaker vs. Finis E. Downing. I further certify 
that I shall continue to pd we he said ballotsand papers of said election until 
the said election contest of Rinaker vs. Downing is finally determined. 


court in and for the county and 


In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and the seal of said court 
this 24th day of April, A. D. 1896. 
[SEAL.] FRED. G. OELTJEN. 
County Clerk. 


Mr. LACEY. What is the date of that certificate? 

Mr. MOODY. April 24, 1896. 

There, Mr. Speaker, in the safes of the county clerks of that 
district in Ilinois lies the real truth in this controversy. We can 
have it if we want it. Wecango there and get it. e minority 
of the committee recommend that we shall go there and find out 
the truth between these men—the truth that concerns the rights 
of the pople who chose one or the other as their Representative 
here. Itis our duty before God to do this, and not to take away 
this man’s seat upon the record that is in the case before us. 
You have the power to doit. You have the might, but not the 
right. Before I would hold up my hand to take away this man’s 
seat upon this testimony I would let it wither and fall to the 
ground. Before I would let my tongue utter the words that 
should take his seat from him I would let it rot and drop from 
between my teeth. The gentleman from Illinois smiles at my 
earnestness. He has the power, as others have, to do this. e 
have the majority to doit. Butif we do it we shall only add one 
more to that long list of unjust and partisan decisions which de- 
faces the history of Congress, Itrust that this Congress will not 
5 disgrace upon itself in these closing days of its sitting. 

ause. 
[ Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I have not the physical 
strength at the present time to continue upon my feet to answer 
in detail all that has been said by my friend from Massachusetts 
Pe Moopy]. I regret exceedingly to be compelled to say that 
uring the last three weeks I have been ill most of the time, and 
that I am not able to continue the discussion of this case with that 
vigor and comprehensiveness of treatment which I would like to 
bestow upon it. But I believe that the nature of the case is such, 
and that the record which has been madeis so clear upon the ques- 
tions at issue, that it will not require any considerable time on my 
part to make the statement which it is my duty to make. 

I need not say that I appreciate the solemn sense of i- 
bility which has been expressed by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts as he 8 and contemplates the proposition or 
the duty of expelling from this floor one of our associates. There 
is no legislative duty which I could be brought to perform which 
would be more distasteful than that of serving upon an elections 
committee. The duty is an invidious one, and one from which a 
frank and generous mind naturally shrinks. But there is a law 
to be observed and a duty to be performed; and as members of 
this august assembly we may not shrink from the duty, nor may 
we disobey the law. 

The questions in this case are: What isthe law? What are the 
issues of fact which arise upon the record? And what is the con- 
clusion to which we should come as conscientious, fairminded 
men, in the performance of the 2 5 duty which has been intrusted 
to us under the Constitution of the United States of determining 
Who N sit here to participate in making the laws fora great 

ple? 
ae return with the greatest pleasure the compliment which my 
friend from Massachusetts was kind enough to bestow upon me, 
by saying that which is far more to his honor than any poor merit 
I have displayed in this case. The report which he prepared on 
behalf of the minority in this case Saplays a breadth of candor, a 
clearness of judgment, and a fairness of conclusion upon many 
propositions which have troubled this committee for many long 
months, and upon which points a minority report, if it had been 
prepared in any captious ispan tion or form, would have thrown 
an obscurity upon the consideration of the questions now before 
this House, and would have made it much more difficult for us to 
have come to a fair and impartial decision of the case. I refer to 
the entire elimination from the consideration of the House of all 
8 which relate to the irregularly marked ballots, of which 

ere were in this case nearly 60. 

I refer further to the elimination from the consideration by this 
body of all questions pertaining to the alleged ct voters, some 
57 to 60 in number. Upon those two branches of the case mem- 
bers of the committee, especially of the subcommittee, were re- 
quired to spend a large amount of time, a very great amount of 
labor, and a very considerable amount of patient investigation. 
By the candor of the gentleman from Massachusetts, who has 
drawn the minority report in this case, all those questions and 


some others, too, are happily removed and eliminated entirel: 
from our consideration. They need not bother or worry us at 
in our attempt to reach the real merits of this controversy. 

The manner in which the minority report is drawn, the credit- 
able position taken by the minority in this respect, as I assume 
and maintain, leaves only two questions in the case upon which 
there may exist some doubt in the minds of members of this 
House who sit here as the judges to determine finally the right to 
the seat which is here in controversy. Those two questions I will 
state in their inverse order. First, there is the question as to 
the assisted voters—those voters who were in the various precincts 
of the Congressional district, before casting their votes, assisted 
by the judges of the elections in marking their ballots without 
having first taken the oath prescribed by the statute setting forth 
that they needed or were entitled to have such assistance. Quite 
a large number of such voters voted without having taken that 
oath prior to being assisted by the various judges in the different 
precincts. * 

I merely state that question. The other great question in the 


` 


case is that which arises from the fact that after it had been dis- ` 


covered in two of the counties of this district that large errors 
had been made in the counts by the regular officers of elections 
the contestee in this case, instead of allowing the law to take its 
course as 3 by the Federal statute, which required and 
allowed the ballots to be produced before a notary public, to be 
there introduced in evidence and counted, went into one of the 
State circuit courts in one of the eight counties in the district and 
there filed a bill asking for an injunction to prevent such produc- 
tion of the ballots and such recount from being had. Those are 
the two great leading questions in this case, and all other questions 
are so far eliminated or dwarfed into insignificance that they 
amount to nothing in comparison with the determination of those 
two points. 

I might say, Mr. Speaker, that there is, or was, in this case an- 
other large question of vital importance to the final conclusion by 
this body upon the merits of the controversy. That question arose 
from the fact that the Australian-ballot law of Ilinois, adopted in 
1891, provided by a clearly mandatory section that the ots 
should be printed with a heading or party appellation at the to 
of each party ticket in letters of a specific size. Thelaw required 
that that heading should consist of letters at least one-fourth of 
an inch in height; and by a clearly mandatory provision it was 
declared that none but ballots prepared in accordance with the 
provisions of the act should be received or counted. 

It appears from the evidence in this case that in two of the 
counties in that district the ballots were printed and furnished to 
the electors in disregard of that provision. Instead of one of the 
party popolation or headings being in letters one-quarter of an 
inch in height, the word Independent” in the phrase Inde- 
pendent Republican” was printed upon the ballot in letters only 
one-eighth of an inch in height—a clear infraction of the language 
of the statute. 

It was claimed on the part of the contestant that if the commit- 
tee or the House should hold that the law of Illinois with reference 
to the assisted voters was and is mandatory, though no words of 
the statute are mandatory on that point, that then the clearly 
mandatory language of the statute with reference to the printing 
of the ballots with letters of a certain size should receive full force 
and effect, the result of which would be that all of the ballots in 
Cass and Pike counties would be thrown out, whereby the sitting 
member would lose 280 of the plurality returned in his favor upon 
the face of the returns. But the majority of the committee, of 
which majority I have the honor to be a member, were not able 
to find anywhere in the reports of the supreme court of the State 
of Illinois any decision which would warrant them, notwithstand- 
ing the apparently clear mandatory provision of the statute in this 
respect, in casting out and rejecting entirely the votes of the two 
counties of Pike and Cass in this Congressional district. The law 
is too well settled in Illinois on the question of mandatory and 
directory provisionsof election statutes toallow the majority of the 
committee to adopt such a narrow construction of the provision as 
to the printing of the ballots as would cast out all the votes of 
Pike and Cass counties, and thus disfranchise all of such voters. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, these, then, are three great points at issue 
the question as to the injunction, the question as to the assisted 
yoters—those who voted without having taken the oath provided 
for by the statute—and the question as to the throwing out of 
the votes of Pike and Cass counties. And in this connection let 
me say that the gentleman from Massachusetts, in the report signed 
by the minority of the committee, has been exceedingly candid in 
every other respect, except in regard to these two points to which 
I am now about to refer. Every text writer, every decision of the 
courts passing upon statutes which are to be strictly construed, 
and upon those which are held not to be essential to the validity 
of the election, classifies the different provisions of statutes of that 
nature into those which are mandatory, as the law terms it, and 
those which are merely directory, The mandatory provision by 
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no means must be omitted, but must be in every respect fulfilled 
and performed. The directory provisions, however, are not essen- 
tial to the election. They do not go to the vital question of the 
legality of the election, and are construed to be mere directions 
to the officers who are in control of the election, and may be 

over and held not necessarily to be such as would vitiate or invali- 
date an election in the event that they are over. 

I have looked carefully, Mr. S er, ugh the report by 
the minority of the committee in this case, and I have not been 
able anywhere to discover a single word in that report which 
classifies the Illinois statute in question either as a mandatory 
provision or as a merely directory one. I do not know but that 
gentlemen felt themselves deeply embarrassed when they ap- 
proached that question, because if they held the statute with ref- 
erence to the assisted voters to be mandatory, how could they 
escape from holding the provisions of the statute with reference 
to the pnug of the ots and the size of the heading upon 
them, to be mandatory? And yet see to what a conclusion it 
would lead them at once if they adopted that latter construction. 
See what a difference it would make in their case. We would 
not then need to go through all the trouble and labor involved in 
the consideration of all the minor questions at issue in the case. 
The contestant would have a pineal of 280 over and above all 

uestion should a strictly mandatory construction be Nee on 
the provision of the IIlinois statute with reference to the size of 
the letters to be used in printing the party appellations at the top 
of the ballots. 

Each one of the accepted writers on the law of elections has 
devoted a great deal of care, and made extensive citations of 
authorities upon this very question of mandatory and directory 

visions of statutes. I will refer to Paine on Elections, sections 
, 498, and 600, and to Meer on Elections, sections 114, 126, 
127, and 200. One of the best definitions as to the distinction 
which has been always made in these classes of statutes, as be- 
tween directory and mandatory provisions found in the various 
State statutes, I find in the sixth volume of the American and 
English Encyclopedia of Law, page 325. It is very brief, very in- 
structive, very clear, and bears so directly on the 3 issue in 
this case that I will read it for the information of the House: 

1. 
vidos for ry 
violation of mandatory provisions will avoid the electio; 
the motive of the persons guilty of the violation, and 
into the effect upan the result of the election; but in case of directory pro- 
visions the election will not be set aside, unless the disregard of the provi- 
sions has such as to show a fraudulent intent, or uncertainty has been 

produced in the result of the election. When the election is fair and honest, 
courts will not disfranchise the voters, unless compelled to do so by the per- 
by tak Kain banain ar py of the law. 

ot provisions are such as are not of the essence of the election, but 
are 


tory unless it is clearly of such a character that its violation will tend to pre- 

tion of the result of the election, unless it is declared 
in the law that its violation shall render the election void. This is true even 
if the is prohibitory as to the offi or even if its violation may 
A 


strate that the disregard 
that it is impossible to determine what votes were lawful and what unlaw- 
ful or arrive at any certain result, or unless the whole proceedin; 
either by the face of the papers or aliunde, to be so tarnished the fraud- 
ulent or criminally negligent conduct of the officers as to be altogether un- 
reliable. (Barber, Re, 10 Phila., 579.) 

will not set aside an election unless it is clearly egal, but will 

ible. J. L., 269; 


8 S. W. Rep., 255; Tarbox vs. Sughrue, 96 Kans., 
Mr. CANNON. Will it interrupt the gentleman to ask him a 
question just there? 


Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Not at all. 

Mr. CANNON. I hold in my hand a copy of the Minois stat- 
_ utes. Let me read a line or two from it, speaking of the Aus- 

tralian ballot: 

a tion or title shall be printed in capital letters not less 
Sate tor en inch in height. p i 

Then, further: 

And nòne but ballots provided in accordance with the provisions of this 
act shall be counted. 

Now, I also see from the reports and the evidence that in two 
counties in Ilinois in this district that law was not complied 
with; but instead of being in quarter-inch type, it was in eighth- 
inch type, and therefore, under the express 3 of the law, 
it could not be counted if that provision of the law is mandatory. 
Now, if those two counties were rejected, the report and the eyi- 
dence show that the contestant would be elected by 280 votes, 
without reference to any of these other questions. 

Now, I have followed the argument of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Moopy] about assisted voters. Under his con- 
tention, and under the decision of the Minnesota court (and I 
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understand under the decision of the New York court of appeals), 
this same law would elect the contestant by 280 votes. 


Mr. COOKE of Illinois. peer ewer so; but the gentleman 
from Illinois . CANNON] will bear with me a moment while I 
call his attention to the fact that the supreme court of Ilinois has 
also passed upon such 8 and has often held that it will 
not lay its hand upon the ballots of the voters and disfranchise 
them, except where it appears that some fraudulent result was 
intended, or followed from the allowing of the vote, as against 
some such statute. I could quote from the decision of the supreme 
court of the State of Illinois in Clark vs. Robinson made as long 
o as the 88th Illinois, page 500. The court quoted a prior section 

of our election law which expressly provided as follows: 
No vote shall be received at any State election in this State if the name of 


the person offering to vote be not on the said register ess the 
person off to vote shall furnish to the judges of election his affidavit in 


writing, sta therein that he is an inhabitant of said district * * en- 
titled to vote therein at said election, and prove by the oath of a householder 
and voter of the district in which he offers to vote that he knows 


such person to be an inhabitant of the district. 


Now listen, and hear how the supreme court of Ilinois pened 
upon a question that arose upon a statute of that mandatory 

cter, where votes had been received and counted, and the 
question arose as to whether they were rightfully received and 
lawfully counted. I quote from the decision in the case of Clark 
vs. Robinson, 88 Illinois, page 500. The court said: 


The words of the statute are e 


The Grinciple that controls in such cases which touch the recording and 
return of the votes received and the mode and manner of conducting an elec- 
tion in detail are to be regarded as directory to the officer. And while such 
officer may be liable to ishment for willful failure to discha: the duties 
imposed by the statute The citizen is not thereby to be Gisfranchised. 

Such is the lan of the supreme court of Illinois upon that 
class of cases; and my distingui colleague [Mr. Cannon] will 
understand how a majority of this committee, coming i 
the decisions of the supreme court of Illinois in such classes of 
cases, did not feel themselves authorized or justified to seize hold 
of this technical difficulty which existed in the case of Cass 
County and Pike County and throw out the votes of those two 
entire counties. The majority of the committee thought they 
would be going beyond any decision that had ever been madein 
the State of Illinois if they came to any such conclusion. 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend will allow me at that point 

Mr. COOKE of Minois. But I should like to say that all that 
reasoning and those decisions of the supreme court of Illinois leave 
literally nothing of the claim which is made here on the part of 
the contestee that the language of the statute with reference to 
assisted voters is mandatory. There is not a thread or a patch 
upon which you can restanysuch claim. There is no mandatory 
provision whatever of the statute to be found bearing upon that 
question. Neither is there any directory provision, except that 
which is directory to the officers that they shall administer the 
oath to those who wish to take the oath that they require assist- 


ance. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I want to see if I understand my friend. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts . Moopy] contended that 
the assisted yoters who did not take the oath that they were disa- 
bled from marking their tickets were assisted without taking the 
oath, and then cited the Minnesota decision to show that those 
votes ought not to be counted. Now, then, when I turn to the 
Illinois statutes, as to the assisted voters, I find that there is no 
law in Illinois saying that the votes shali not be counted, and I 
agree with my friend they ought to be counted; but when I turn 
over and look at these ballots, 320 in number, that were not 
printed as the statute provides, and find that the law expressly pro- 
vides that they shall not be counted, I would like to know what kind 
of a fix the gentleman from Massachusetts is in, if my friend can 
tell me, because if his doctrine is applied to these illegally printed 
ballots that he has applied to the assisted voters, then Rinaker is 
seated by 280 votes. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I will say in answer to the gentleman 
from Illinois, as to the predicament that my friend from Massa- 
chusetts is in as to this particular subject, I asked him in the 
midst of his eloquent imprecation apon this subject to point to 
the section of the Illinois law which contained any mandatory 
language upon this point, and he immediately, with a versatility 
that I admire and with a lucidity that is beyond all expression of 
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compliment, proceeded to an argument that it ought to be so; that 
there ought to be such a provision; but he nowhere found it; he 
did not read it; he could not find it; it is not in the law. These 


decisions from the other States, Mr. Speaker, are decisions which 
proceeded upon the statutes of other States, which the courts of 
those several States held to be mandatory statutes, and being man- 
datory statutes, when the cases came to the various supreme courts 
of those States involving an alleged infraction of the mandatory 
law, the supreme courts in those States held the statutes to be 
mandatory. Fisk r 

But I call attention to the fact that in Illinois there is no such 
provision, no such decision; but the entire current of our authori- 
ties since the admission of the State into the Union has been to 
the contrary; in other words, they have held always to this ex- 
ceedingly liberal construction of the law with reference to givin 
force, effect, and conclusiveness to the ballots and the choice o 
the suffrage of the people; and I hold that that is a pretty koog 
line of decision for any court or any legislative body to hold to, 
because it respects the majesty of the sovereign people, who rule 
in this Government, and the sacredness of the ot should every- 
where be admitted and its security should always be carefully 
guarded. The only complaint that could be made t this 
committee, and the friendly complaint made by our friends here, 
is that the majority of the committee have not gone far enough and 
taken hold of the radical provisions which we find in this statute 
which would cast out, exclude, and throw aside entirely all of the 
ballots in the counties of Cass and Pike, because the election law 
there was clearly violated in terms. i 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion at this point? i 

Mr, COOKE of Ilinois. Certainly. 

Mr.BRUMM. You are now discussing the matter of the man- 
datory or directory provision of the law, and then you say 88 
could have thrown a number of these ballots out because the bal- 
lot is not printed on the inside in the size of type in which it should 
have been printed? i 

Mr. COOKE of Ilinois. The large heading on the top of the 
Australian ballot? f 

Mr. BRUMM. Exactly; on the inside. e 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. It is only printed on one side. 

Mr. BRUMM. Itis that part which is for the information of 
the election officers and the voter. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. All the voters would cast their votes 
on a big sheet like this, the Australian ballot. 

Mr. BRUMM. I understand; but the point of my question 
about that is this, whether this is directed to be printed on the 
outside of the ballot or simply on the inside. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. On the inside, what I call the face of 
the ballot. 

Mr. BRUMM. Yes; thisissimply as to the method, asI under- 
stand. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRUMM. Now, then, as to the secret use. The provision 
requires of each voter to swear that he is unable to mark his own 
ballot. You contend that this is merely directory also. 

Mr. COOKE of Ilinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. There is no provision of that kind in the 


W. 
Mr. BRUMM. Oh, yes; there is no question about that. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. [think not. 
Mr. BRUMM. Iffamnotmistaken. I want to get at the facts. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. You are mistaken. 
Mr. BRUMM. I first want to know whether there is any pro- 
vision requiring them to swear—that they shall first swear—that 
they are unable to mark their ballots. Am I wrong? 

. COOKE of Illinois. Your language is perhaps incorrect, 
but in substance I think that is so. 

Mr. BRUMM. The question Inow want to ask is, if it be shown 
after an investigation that these people who did not swear that 
they all voted for the contesting member, do you still contend 
that that would have no effect upon the general result, or that it 
should have no effect on the paaa result? 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. The gentleman has misapprehended 
my argument., $ 

r. BRUMM. Why not answer the question? What is the 
position of the committee in reference to this matter? Do you now 
contend that this is improperly done, simply because the actis not 
mandatory but only directory? 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Ifind it difficult to answer the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, because I do not clearly apprehend what 
hemeans. I will only say this: Iam simply discussing one branch 
of the case; that is, as to what the law of Illinois provides with 
reference to voters who are assisted by the election officers before 
they have first taken the oath that they require the assistance of 
such officers. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman pardon a suggestion? He 
is evidently weary; and as we know, he has not been in good 
health recently. If it would be agreeable to him to pause in his 
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argument now and resume it when the House shall again take up 
this question, I will move that the House adjourn. I desire to 
consult entirely the wishes of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I thank the gentleman from Maine 
for his suggestion; it is most agreeable to me. I will not consume 
much more time upon resuming the case to-morrow. 

Mr. BLUE. To-morrow is set apart for pension business. 

Mr. DINGLEY. At the suggestion of the gentleman who has 
been occupying the floor, and who is somewhat weary, I will now, 
as it is past 5 o'clock, move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr, BARTLETT of Georgia, Willthe gentleman withhold that 
proposition for a moment? I wish to abe a personal request of 
the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Go ahead. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I ask unanimous consent that I 
may put in my published remarks some statements I did not have 
time to bring before the House in this case. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Thatis all right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DOLLIVER). Is there objec- 
tion to the request of the gentleman from Georgia? The Chair 
hears none, and leave is granted, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

A bill (H. R. 5481) to restore the lands embraced in the Fort 
terns Military Reservation, in the State of Colorado, to the public 

omain; 

A bill (H. R. 7865) to allow the return free of duty of certain 
articles exported from the United States for exhibition purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 1020) granting an increase of pension to Gilman 
Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 1980) to PoR a life-saving station at or near 
Point Bonita, at the Golden Gate, in the State of California; 

A bill (H. R. 3046) for the relief of Frederick Van Gilder; 

4 mN 925 Se 6104) for the relief 55 ee Gloetzner; 

i . R. 3462) to regulate the business of stor in Dis- 
trict of Colambia: : . 

A bill (H. R. 175) authorizing the Secretary of War to make 
certain uses of national military parks; 

A bill (H. R. 8606) granting a pension to French W. Thornhill; 

A bill (H. R. 6431) to pay Peter P. Fer n $1,765; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 167) authorizing foreign exhibitors at 
the Tennessee Centennial Exposition, to held in Nashville, 
Tenn., in 1897, to bring to this ecco foreign laborers from their 
re ive countries for the purpose of preparing for and making 
their exhibits, and allowing articles imported from foreign coun- 
tries for the sole purpose of exhibition at said exposition to be im- 
sehen fren of duty, under regulations prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury; 

A bill (S. 2790) for the relief of Sophronia S. Stowell; 

A bill (S. 2870) to permit Rene C. Baughman to lay pipes in a 
certain street in the city of Washington; 

A bill (S. 2843) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Boonville, Mo.; and 

A bill (S. 981) relating to the testimony of physicians in the 
courts of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will withdraw for a moment the motion to 
adjourn. 

COURT-HOUSE AND JAIL, NAVAJO COUNTY, ARIZ. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House a bill 
returned from the Senate with amendments. 

The bill (H. R. 3448) authorizing the county of Navajo, Terri- 
tory of Arizona, to issue bonds for the construction of a court- 
house and jail at the county seat thereof, was read, with the 
amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. I move that the amendments of 
the Senate be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Gentlemen interested in the pending election 
case desire to conclude it to-morrow. In order that this may be 
done without interfering with the special order providing for the 
hearing of pension cases, I ask that Thursday, the 14th instant, 
be substituted for Wednesday, the 13th instant, in the order with 
reference to the consideration of pension business, so that those 
cases may be taken up on the day after to-morrow, instead of to- 
morrow, leaving to-morrow open for the conclusion of the elec- 
tion case. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

Mr. PICKLER. One inquiry 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We did not hear the request. 

The SPEAKER. The request is to ong Pe special order in 
regard to ion cases from to-morrow (Wednesday) until the 
next day (Thursday). 


Mr. PICKLER. Do gentlemen know whether there is any more 
probability of appropriation bills coming in on Thursday than on 
to-morrow? 

Mr. HOPKINS. No; there will be no e ee bills on 


Thursday to interfere; if there are, we 
[Laughter. 

Mr. RI DSON. The proposition is simply that the special 
order be postponed from to-morrow until Thursday, with the same 
bag a now obtaining. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is merely the substitution of 
one day for another. Is there objection to the request? The 
Chair hears none; and it is so ordered. 

Mr. MOODY. I wish to inquire whether we can not now make 
some arrangement for the close of the debate on the election case. 

Mr. PICKLER. Task unanimous consent that if this case does 
not take the whole of to-morrow, the Pension Committee may 
have the remainder of the day. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has interrupted the regular course 
of business in order that the change of day might be made, and 
he does not feel at liberty to further interrupt the proceedings. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 12 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


vote them down. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars. therein named, as follows: 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 
145) to provide for the presentation of medals of honor to the 
militia and volunteer troops of the several States who volunteered 
their services for the defense of the States of 8 and Penn- 
sylvania in the year 1863, prior to and after the battle of Gettys- 
burg, Pa., reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1742); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Dommaitios of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred House 
bill No. 3444, reported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 8890) as to 
medals of honor, accompanied by a report be 1747); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8815) 
changing the time of holding circuit courts of the United States 
at Hartford, in the district of Connecticut, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1754); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 

(8. we ey he An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Niagara River, in the town of Lewiston, in the county 
of Niagara, State of New York,” reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a 7 (No. 1755); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
6750) to authorize the mayor and city council of Monroe, La., to 
construct a traffic bridge across the Ouachita River opposite said 
city, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 

0. sions which said bill and report were referred to the House 
endar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8380) to authorize the 
Auditor for the War Department to audit the claims of the State 
of Missouri on file in his office, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1763); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8191) to extend the act of July 28, 1866, 
for one year, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1764); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 3326) for the relief of certain officers of 
the Missouri State Militia, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1765); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4175) to restore the pen- 
sions of widows in certain cases, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1771); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 


) 
50 M R, from the Committee on Naval Affairs: 
The bill (S. 895) entitled An act for the relief of Christopher 
Ellis.“ es No. 1751. 
The bill (H. R. 511) to remove the charge of desertion against 
the record of William J. McFalls. (Report No. 1752.) 

The bill 585 R. 918) to correct the na val record of and grant an 
honorable discharge to Thomas H. Holden, of Pawtucket, R. I. 
(Report No. 1753.) 

By Mr. DE WITT, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 

H. R. 3137) for the relief of the heir or heirs of John Howard 
ayne. (Report No. 1757.) 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the Committee on War Claims: 
The bill (H. R. 8809) to refer the claim against the United States 
of the trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Athens, 
Limestone County, Ala., tothe Court of Claims. (Report No. 1758.) 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution EAE Res. No. 322) to refer the bill (H. R. 2926) for the 
relief of Lydia A. Newby, with all accom: aring papers, to the 
naar. a Y aims, e in lieu of House bin 0. 2926. (Report 

0. 

By Mr. HURLEY, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (House Res. No. 323) to refer the bill (H. R. 7679) for the 
relief of Mrs. Ellen J. Brossman, with all rather ae Aan papari, 
to the Court of Claims, reported in lieu of House bill No. 7679, 
(Report No. 1760. 

5 Mr. LESTER, from the Committee on War Claims: 

The bill (S. 2962) entitled An act to confer jurisdiction on the 
Court of Claims in the case of The Book Agents of the Methodist 
101. ae Church South against The United States. (Report No. 

í * 

A resolution (House Res. No. 324) to refer the bill (H. R. 8837) 
for therelief of the heirs or legal representatives of Anton Borchert, 
with all accompanying papers, to the Court of Claims, reported in 
lieu of House bill No. 8837. (Report No. 1762.) 

BI Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 1546) for the relief of John W. Gummo and the 
payment to him of his military bounty. (Report No. 1766.) 

he bill (H. R. 3985) for relief of William McAdams, who sur- 
vived William Marks, now deceased. (Report No. 1767.) 
_ By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: 

The bill (H. R.6328) granting a pension to Joseph R. Martin. 

Report No. 1768.) 
y Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R.7299) to pension Jackson Lykins for services in 
the late war. (Report No. 176y.) 

The bill (S. 574) entitled“ An act granting a pension to Caro- 
line A. Slocum.” (Report No. 1770.) 

EF Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R.7160) granting a pension to Francis A. Kitchen, 
late surgeon United States Army. (Report No. 1772.) 

The bill (H. R.2018) granting an increase of pension to Aretas 
Norris. port No. 1773.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 6816) for the relief of Catherine Holland. (Report No. 
177 


4.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (S. 1149) entitled “An act granting a pension to Sophia 
J. Chilcott.” (Report No. 1775.) 

The bill (S. 1119) entitled An act granting a pension to Peter 
Daly.” (Report No. 1776.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 6807) N a pe to Jane H. Sandborn, 
ee in Ge of Gilman T, dborn, late a private in Com- 
pany K, Third Regiment Minnesota Volunteers. (Report No. 


1777.) 
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By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 6902) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Viel. 
(Report No. 1778.) : - 

The bill (H. R. 5234) to grantincrease of pension to Russian Blair, 
Company B, Fifty-fourth Illinois Volunteers. (Report No. 1779.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
2 the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. SIMPKINS: A bill (H. R. 8891) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to deliver condemned cannon to the Veteran 
Association of Fairhaven, Mass.—to the Committee on Naval 


airs. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R.8892) to authorize the registra- 
tion of trade-marks, and to protect the same—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H.R. yet to ratify an agreement 
with the Indians of the Shoshone or Wind River Reservation, 
Wyo.. and making appropriation to carry the same into effect; 
establishing the Wyoming Hot Springs Reservation and making 
an appropriation for the survey thereof—to the Committee on In- 


airs. 

By Mr. HART: A bill (H. R.8894) granting to Lafayette Post, 
No. 217, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Easton, Pa., 2 condemned cannon and 35 cannon balls—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8895) relating 
to the appointment of receivers for and the reorganization of in- 
solvent railroad CE a rg tar ge the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 8918) to increase and equalize 
the trade of the United States with foreign countries—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOW: A resolution (House Res, No. 821) from the Com- 
mittee on Territories requesting the Committee on Rules to fix an 
early day for the consideration of House bill No. 4052 and Senate 
bill No 3022; also House bill No. 7716—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MORSE: A memorial of the Massachusetts legislature, 
ret aly of the Monroe doctrine—to the Committee on Foreign 

airs, 


— 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
e consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: é 

The bill (H. R. 8661) to restore Charles C. Fleckner, of Maryland, 
to the position of passed assistant iy ate in the United States 
Navy—Committee on Military Affairs discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 4209) for the relief of Abraham C. Bryan, of 
Traphill, N. C._—Committee on War Claims discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Utah: A bill (H. R. 8896) to increase the pen- 
sion of George W.Walton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURRELL: A bill (H. R. 8897) granting a pension to 
William W. Garvin—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 8898) to increase the pension of 
Elizabeth W ellons—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 8899) pentinga increase of pen- 
sion to Charles Howell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HART: A bill (H. R. 8900) for the relief of Emanuel 
Peck, to amend his military record, and grant him an honorable 
See to date January 4, 1862—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 
By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: A bill g R. 8901) for the 
relief of F. M. Fleck, of Apollo, Pa.—to the ittee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R.8902) granting an 
increase of pension to Frederick O. Lathrop—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 8903) for the relief of M. S. 
Hellman, of 5 te the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8904) to increase 
pe pension of Sarah Montgomery—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8905) to pension the widow of Gen. William 
J. Landram—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McDEARMON: A bill (H. R. 8906) for the relief of 
Toney Nesbit, of Gibson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 8907) granting a pension to 
John W. Channing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 
By Mr. MONEY: A bill (H. R. 8908) to pee on the pension 
roll the name of Narcissa Grace Short—to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 8909) granting 
a pension to Esther Jackson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

y Mr. SPENCER: A bill (H. R. 8910) for the relief of the 
Mississippi Manufacturing Company, of Copiah County, Miss.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 8911) to carry out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of the estate of Clark M. 
Tompkins, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8912) for the relief of G. H. Le 
More, of Havre, France—to the Committee on War Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following 8 and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: Protest of 44 citizens of Dallas County, Tex. 
against the passage of bill No. 4566, relating to second-class 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BARHAM: Petition of citizens of Bloomfield, Cal., pro- 
testing against the acceptance of the Marquette statue—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BARTLETT of New York: Resolutions of the Chamber 
of Commerce of the State of New York, asking that the sum to 
be appropriated for the improvement of channels at entrance of 
port of New York be increased to $500,000—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of 
New York, asking Congress to pass bill appropriating $125,000 for 
the completion of new appraisers’ stores in New York—to the 
Committee on AP ropriations. 

By Mr. BOWERS: Remonstrance and petition of 86 citizens of 
Escandido, Cal., regarding the Marquette statue—to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

Also, petition of 72 citizens of Merced, Cal., for export bounty 
on agricultural staples—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri (by request): Resolutions of 
Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ Association of St. Louis, concerning 
House bill No. 8582, to allow the bottling of distilled spirits in 
bond—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: Resolution of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Cleveland, Ohio, favoring medical examination of immi- 

rants to the United States at the port of embarkation—to the 

mmittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of 27 citizens of Sturgis, Ky., asking 
that a bill to restrict immigration be passed—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petition of W. R. Neville and 16 other citi- 
zens of Grant County, W. Va., praying for the passage of the Stone 
one aaa bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Jacob Full, deceased, late of Pen- 
dleton County, W. Va., praying reference of his war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of P. K. Peck and 7 others, of Rut- 
land, Vt., in favor of House bill No. 3273, for the classitication of 
post-office clerks in first and second class post-offices—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions adopted by a meeting of property holders on 
Kenesaw avenue (Mount Pleasant and Columbia Heights), April 
27, 1896, in regard to Senate bill No. 2928, relating to the laying 
of tracks of the Belt Line Railway Company through Kenesaw 
avenue—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Florida Society of Sons of the 
Revolution, favoring the publication of certain records and 
papers relating to the Revolutionary period—to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Also, petition of Frank F. Hill and 53 others, of St. Johnsbury, 
Vt., in favor of the passage of joint resolution No. 11, prohibiting 
further appropriations to institutions under ecclesiastical con- 
trol—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Montpelier, Vt., praying for favor- 
able action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the postal 
laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HATCH: pe to accompany House bill No. 8806, 
granting a pension to Darwin T. Brown—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 15 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Petition of W. C. Me Donald and 64 other 
citizens of Blackhawk County, Iowa, praying for the enactment 
of a law prohibiting the use of freight cars without closing the 
space between their roofs by an extension of some kind to prevent 
persons from falling between them—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. x 
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noe Mr. igh 175 Resolution = the e Pe 1 5 igor oe 
partment of Iowa, urgi e of the bi ish a 
national ae park n the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LINTON: Remonstrance and petition of citizens of Pan- 
aca, Nev.; also of citizens of Lopes, Wash.; also of citizens of Wood- 
land, Wash.; also of citizens of Crested Butte, Colo., also of John 

Gray and associates; also of J. E. Griffin and associates, regard- 
ing the Marquette statue—to the Committee on the Library. 

by Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: Petition of George L. Davis 
and others, of Moulden, Ky., asking for an increase of pension for 
Sarah Montgomery—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MCEWAN: Petition of Division No. 312, Order of Rail- 
way Conductors, asking for the passage of House bill No. 268, 
33 carriers engagod in interstate commerce—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Remonstrance of the mayor of Belfast, 
Me., and others, against military training in the public schools— 
to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. MONEY: Petition of Narcissa Grace Short, for a pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of 128 citizens of Honey Brook, Pa., 
praying for the recognition of God in the Constitution—to the 
8 on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of the Joint Executive Commit- 
tee of the Trades of r on the improvement of the Phila- 
delphia Harbor and the Delaware and Schuylkill rivers—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Papers relating to bill grant- 
ing a pennon to Esther Jackson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

by r. SCRANTON: Resolutions of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 
295, of Scranton, Pa., favoring the Lodge immigration bill—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Papers relating to the claim of Isaac F. 
Hayworth, of Jefferson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 


Also, pa relating to the claim of A. H. Beans, of Loudoun 
County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of A. C. N. Smets—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 


SENATE, 
WEDNESDAY, May 13, 1896. 
Prayer by Rev. Huau Jonxsrox, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
to 


n. 
e Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of 5 pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. FAULKNER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


DAYS OF GRACE ON PROMISSORY NOTES. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I ask unanimous consent to call up for con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 5105) to abolish days of grace on promis- 
sory notes, drafts, etc., in the District of Columbia. The bill has 
been read. It was objected to by the Senator from Massachusetts 
pee Hoar], but he told me afterwards that he had made a mis- 

e, and saw no objection to its passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The ature of the Vice-President was announced to the fol- 
lowin and joint resolution, which had previously been 
e by the Speaker of the House of Representatives: 

A bill (S. 981) relating to the testimony of physicians in the 
courts of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 2790) for the relief of Sophronia S. Stowell; _ l 

A bill (S. 2870) to permit Rene C. Baughman to lay pipes in a 
certain street in the city of Washington; : 

A bill (S. 2843) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near Boonville, Mo.; 

A bill (H. R. 175) authorizing the Secretary of War to make 
certain uses of national military parks; - 

A bill (H. R. 1020) granting an increase of pension to Gilman 


Williams; 
A bill (H, R. 1980) to prorice a life-saving station at or near 
Point Bonita, at the Golden Gate, in the State of California; 

A bill (H. R. 3046) for the relief of Frederick Van Gilder; 

A bill (H. R. 3462) to regulate the business of storage in the 
District of Columbia: 5 

A bill (H. R. 3606) granting a pension to French W. Thornhill; 


A bill (H. R. 5481) to restore the lands embraced in the Fort 


Lewis Military Reservation, in the State of Colorado, to the pub- 


lic domain; - 
A bill (H. R. 6431 for the relief of Anton Gloetzner; 

A bill (H. R. 6431) to pay Peter P. Ferguson $1,765; 

A bill (H. R. 7865) to allow the return free of duty of certain 


articles exported from the United States for exhibition purposes; 


and 

A . resolution (S. R. 167) authorizing foreign exhibitors at 
the Tennessee Centennial Exposition, to be held in Nashville, Tenn., 
in 1897, to bring to this country foreign laborers from their re- 
* countries for the purpose of preparing for and making 
their exhibits, and allowing articles imported from foreign coun- 
tries for the sole purpose of exhibition at said e: ition to be 
imported free of duty, under regulations prescri by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R.7469) for the removal of snow and ice from the 
sidewalks, cross w: „and gutters in the District of Columbia, 
and for other ot rey and 

A bill (H. R. ) to establish certain harbor regulations for the 
District of Columbia. 

The following bills were severally readtwice by their titles,and 
referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protec- 
tion of Game: 

A bill H. R. 7578) granting the Flagstaff and Canyon Railroad 
88 right of way for railroad purposes through the Grand 
Canyon Forest Reserve in northern Arizona; and 

A bill (H. R. 8590) granting to the Denver, Cripple Creek and 
Southwestern Railroad Company a right of way for a railroad 
through the South Platte and Plum Creek forest reserves, in the 
State of Colorado. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 8324) authorizing and directing the Secre of 
the Navy to donate four pieces of condemned cannon and four 
5 of condemned cannon balls to the Grant County Union 

Idiers“ Monument and Memorial Association of Wisconsin; and 

A bill (H. R.8495) granting to John Hill Post, No. 86, of Boon- 
ton, N. J., 4 condemned cannon and 20 cannon balls. 

The bill (H. R. 8167) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Red River of the North was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE. Under theunanimous-consent agreement the river 
and harbor bill was to be laid before the Senate immediately after 
the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 3 

Mr. FRYE. 1am blind and deaf absolutely to all requests. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not desire to make any request. I have 
morning business to present, which I supposed would be allowed. 

Mr. FRYE. It was agreed that immediately after the reading 
of the Journal the river and harbor bill should be taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Such was the unanimous-consent 
agreement. £ 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to submit a report from a committee, if 
that is to be allowed. 

Mr. HILL. Imerely wanted to move concurrencein the amend- 
ments of the House of tatives to a Senate bill which the 
Chair is ready to lay before the Senate. 


REGULATIONS CONCERNING REGATTAS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2642) to provide 
for the safety of gers on excursion steamers, which were, 
in line 4, after the word “‘ steamers,” to strike out the word “and” 
and insert the word “yachts”; in the same line, after the word 
“ oarsmen,” to insert the words “and all craft, whether as ob- 
servers or participants”; in line 10, after the word ‘‘steamers,” to 
strike out the words “and the” and insert the word “yachts”; 
also in the same line, after the word oarsmen,” to insert the words 
“and all craft whether as observers or Faas gl 

Mr. HILL. In behalf of the Senator from Maine I will move to 
concur in those amendments. 

Mr. FRYE. Those amendments are all right. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. FRYE. I will yield ten minutes, Mr. President. 


MRS. HELEN MORRELL CARROLL, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 730) granting an 
increase of ion to Mrs. Helen Morrell Carroll, which was, in 
line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out “seventy-five” and 
insert fifty.” 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to, 


MOUNTAIN VIEW CEMETERY ASSOCIATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution (S. R. 15) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to donate to the Mountain 
View Cemetery Association, at Oakland, Cal., certain cannon, etc., 
which was to strike out all after the word California,” in line 7, 
down to and including ‘‘salutes,” in line 11, and insert in lieu 
thereof “six condemned cannon and six pyramids of condemned 
cannon balls for the p of decorating the Grand Army bur- 
ial Pa reserved for the burial of honorably discharged soldiers 
and sailors of the Union, and to be placed around and near the 
soldiers’ monument y erected there.” 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ADA J. SCHWATKA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 710) granting a pen- 
sion to Ada J. Schwatka, widow of Lieut. Frederick Schwatka, 
which was, in line 7, before the word ' dollars,” to strike out 
„thirty“ and insert“ seventeen.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives, and ask for a confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. GALLIN- 
GER, Mr. SHOUP, and Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin were appointed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Balfe Mu- 
sical Club, No. 1, of New York, praying for the passage of the so- 
called Phillips bill, authorizing the appointment of a nonpartisan 
commision to collate information and to consider and recommend 
legislation to meet the problems presented by labor, iculture, 
ont = ital; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented a petition of Potomac Council, No. 
104, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Gormania, 
W. Va., praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigra- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. CARTER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying that an appropriation of $5,000 be made for 
grading and regulating Illinois avenue in the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of Missoula Typographical Union, 
No. 277, of Missoula, Mont., and a petition of Federal Labor 
Union, No. 6512, of Belt, Mont., praying for the Government 
ownership and control of telegraphic lines; which were referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Queenstown, Pa., and a memorial of sundry citizens of Pennsyl- 
vania, remonstrating against the introduction of military training 
in the public schools of the country; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Schuylkill County Patriotic Or- 
der Sons of America, of Pottsville, Pa., and a petition of sundry 
citizens of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the so-called 
Stone immigration bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Immigration, 

He also presented a petition of the United Brotherhood of Car- 
penters and Joiners, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the free and 
unlimited coinage of silver; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating against placing the statue of Pére Marquette in 
Statuary Hall; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Pleasantville, Pa., and a petition of the Grace Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, of Oil City, Pa., praying for the enactment of a 
Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which were referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Brotherhood of Railroad 
Trainmen of McKees Rocks, Pa., praying for the establishment 
of a board of arbitration to settle the differences between em- 
ployees and railway companies; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Engineers’ Club of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying for the adoption of a metric system of weights 
and measures; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Scranton, 
Pa., praying for the establishment of a department of commerce 
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and manufactures; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 4 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman’s New Century 
Club of West Chester, Pa., remonstrating against the payment of 
certain claims against the Indians, as proposed by the Indian ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 2626, providing for the 
protection of agricultural staples by an export bounty; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of the United 
States who served in the military and naval service during the war 
of the rebellion, praying for the enactment of legislation to increase 
the pension of those who lost limbs; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. : 

He also presented a petition of the Grand Army Association of 
Allegheny County, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation 
amending the pension laws; which wasreferred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. BRICE presented a petition of the Otis Steel Company, 
Limited, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the adoption of a metric 
system of weights and measures; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Elm Grove Grange, No. 644, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Evansport, Ohio, praying for the passage 
of House bill No. 8008, regulating the manufacture of filled cheese; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Stonecutters’ Association 
of Lancaster, Ohio, remonstrating against the employment of con- 
vict labor in the construction of public buildings, and praying for 


the enactment of legislation restricting second-class postal matter; 
wea was refi to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
0 


He also presented a petition of the Stomps-Burkhardt Company, 
of Dayton, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
tect free labor and industries in which it is employed from the 
injurious effect of convict labor by confining the selling of goods, 
wares, and merchandise manufactured by convict labor to the 
State in which they are produced; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the bill (H. R. 3279) to authorize 
the reassessment of water-main taxes in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes, which is Order of Business 660 on the 
Calendar, be recommitted to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

The motion was a; to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. om the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia I report back the bill (H. R. 3279) to authorize the reas- 
sessment of water-main taxes in the District of Columbia, and for 
other p ses, with amendments, and I ask that it take the place 
on the Calendar of the bill just recommitted. 

it VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, to whom the subject was referred, submitted a report, ac- 
companied by a bill (S. 3131), to provide for a director in chief of 
scientific bureaus and investigations in 8 of Agri- 
culture, and for other purposes; which was twice by its title. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Joint Committee on the Dedication of 

the Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park, sub- 
mitted a re Which was ordered to be printed. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8532) 
to establish certain harbor regulations for the District of Colum- 
bia, to report it without amendment. I ask that it take thesame 
place on the Calendar, being Order of Business 968, thatis now 
occupied by the bill (S. 2987) to establish certain harbor regula- 
tions for the District of Columbia, and that the latter bill be in- 
definitely 5 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2844) granting a pension to Martha 
9 5 eil, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the petition and papers in the claim of Wil- 
liam B. Matchett against the Government of Venezuela, re 
adversely thereon; and the subject was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 810) to amend the act entitled “An act grant- 
ing pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and 
for other purposes,” approved January 29, 1887, reported it with- 
out amendment, and eubmitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
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bill (S. 2754) granting a pension to Jerusha Hayward Brown, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2802) granting a pension to Margaret Rowsell, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1660) to provide for the adjust- 
ment and payment of certain claims against the District of Co- 
lumbia by drawback certificates, and for other purposes, reported 
adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. T. I notice by the REcorD that yesterday the Senator 
from Ohio pet: SHERMAN] reported from the Finance Committee 
House bill 8008, what is known as the filled-cheese bill. My atten- 
tion was called to something else at the time and I did not observe 
the report. On behalf of the minority of the committee, consist- 
ing of the Senator from Mississippi (Mr. WALTHALL], the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES], the Senator from California 8 WHITE], and myself, I 
had leave from the committee to file the views of the minority. I 
should have stated ita that it was simply a majority report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Leave will be granted as requested. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8167) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Red River of the North, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In behalf of the Senator from North Da- 
kota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], the Senator from Kansas [Mr. BAKER], 
and myself, I submit the views of the minority of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia upon the bill (S. 3088) to authorize 
the extension of the lines of the Potomac Electric Power Com- 
pany: I ask that the views of the minority be printed. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. BRICE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
_ ferred the bill (S. 2883) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Harbaugh, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 

rt thereon. 

. SQUIRE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1338) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Durham, in the State of North Carolina, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2923) for the better improvement of the 
Government reservation at the city of Fort Smith, in the State of 
Arkansas, and for other purposes, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2967) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 
4, 1887, to report it with an amendment in the nature of a substi- 
tute. I desire to state that this is a report of the majority of the 


committee. 
Mr. CHILTON. I dissent from the report of the majority, and 
will file a minority report at a later day. 
raa VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 
CHARLES k. JENREE. 


Mr. WALTHALL. Iam directed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6298) to cor- 
rect the military record of Charles K. Jenree, etc., to report it 
with an amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the Senate to put the bill on its 
possago at this time. It will take but a moment. It is to correct 

e record of an officer. 


The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
ti 


on. 

The amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was, in 
line 5, after the word ‘‘Company,” to strike out B, Twenty- 
seventh New York Volunteer Infantry,” and insert “D, First 
New York Veteran Cavalry Volunteers”; so as to make the bill 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of War be, and is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the military record of 
Charles K. Jenree, late of Company D, First New York Veteran Cavalry Vol- 
unteers, and to issue to the said les K. Jenree an honorable discharge: 
Provided, That no pay, bounty, or emoluments shall become due by virtue of 
the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, A 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


CLAIMS OF B. H. HENRY AND OTHERS, 


Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the message from the President of the United 


States, transmitting, in response to Senate resolution of January 
7, 1896, report from the Secretary of State, with accompanyin 
el of the special a of the United States sent to the Fig 
Islands to investigate the claims of B. H. Henry and other Amer- 
ican citizens, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by the 
following resolution, which was placed upon the Calendar: 

Be it resolved, That the President is hereby requested to continue the in- 
vestigation and efforts hitherto made by the United States in the matter of 
the c sof B. H. Henry and other American citizens 
ment of Great Britain in regard to certain lands in the 
end that such an adjustment of such claims may be 
ranted by the facts and by the law applicable thereto. 


VICTOR HUGO M’CORD. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the message from the President of 
the United States, received January 10, 1896, in relation to the 
arrest and imprisonment of Victor Hugo McCord at Arequipa, 
Pern, be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

The motion was agreed to, 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a 1 3132) to restore to the 
pension roll the name of Nathaniel W. Davis; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3133) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Betsey B. Olin; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (S. 3184) to restrict employment on 
public buildings and pubiic works to citizens of the United States; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr? QUAY introduced a bill (S. 3135) for the relief of the heirs 
of James Glover; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KYLE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3186) for Sunday 
rest; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. KYLE. Ihave reintroduced the bill by request, as I intro- 
duce all bills and resolutions of which Iam not the author, although 
I may be in sympathy with the provisions of such bills or resolu- 
tions. Looking over the list of bills introduced by myself I see 
that the words“ by request” were left off of this bill two years ago. 
Probably my statement was not heard by the clerks, Tn looking 
over my bills I notice another measure which I introduced by re- 
quest. This was Senate joint resolution 94, Fifty-third Congress, 
second session. Thestatement evidently was not heard at the desk. 
The joint resolution had been published in the journals of the city 
several days before, I presented it to the Senate by request of the 
Knights of Labor. 

I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 3137) granting an increase 
of pension to Lambert L. Mulford; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3138) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Israel Blessing; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3139) to amend chapter 67 of vol- 
ume 23 of the Statutes at Large of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3140) to restore to the pension roll 
the name of John E. Watson; which was read twice by its title, 
8 with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8141) granting a pension to Rachel 
Kern; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying rs, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GH introduced a bill (S. 3142) to provide an American 
register for the barge Black Diamond; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CAFFERY introduced a bill (S. 3143) granting a pension 
to Sarah M. Spyker; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 3144) granting a pension to 
Samuel Shaffer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3145) to increase the pension of 
William Hulsizer; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GRAY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3146) to revise 
and amend and extend the act of Congress of August 15, 1876, to 
encourage and promote telegraphic communications between 
America and Asia across the Pacific Ocean from the western 
shores of the United States to the Hawaiian Islands, to Japan, 
and China; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 
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AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL/ 
Mr. TURPIE submitted an amendment intended to be proposa 


by him to the 
referred to the 
printed. 

Mr. HILL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
Lani Mi the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

Mr. GEORGE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
va Sad to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
printed. 

Mr. CAMERON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT ON NATIONAL SANITARIUM IN NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That Senate Report No. 771, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
on Senate bill 2593, be reprinted. 
POSTAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE SERVICE. 
Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That 1,000 additional copies of document No. 205, Fifty-fourth 
Congress, first session, relating to a postal telegraph and telephone, be printed 
for the use of the Senate. 


DIRECTOR IN CHIEF OF SCIENTIFIC BUREAUS. 


Mr. PROCTOR submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be printed 3,000 extra co 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry in 
director in chief of scientific bureaus in the Department of 


ther with all the appendices accom g the same as 
ie of said committes. 1,500 of which Wall bs for the use o 
Agriculture and 1,500 for the use of the Senate. 


DENISON AND NORTHERN RAILWAY. 


Mr. CHILTON submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was read: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills of the two Houses be authorized to correct the 
enrolled bill of the Senate (S. 2488) entitled “An act to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to authorize the Denison and Northern Railway Company to con- 
struct and operate a railway 3 the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes,” by striking out the word nine,“ in line 2 of said enrolled bill, 
and inserting eight.“ 

Mr. CHILTON. The object is to correct the numbering of a 
section in a bill that was passed a day or two ago. It is merely a 
formal correction, and I ask for the adoption of the resolution. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to. 

REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES, 


Mr. BACON, I desire to give notice that on Friday morning, 
after the conclusion of the routine business, I shall ask the con- 
sent of the Senate to call up the bill (S. 3101) to prohibit the issu- 
ance of bonds or other interest-bearing obligations of the Govern- 
ment by the Secretary of the Treasury or other officer of the 
Government without the authority of Congress, in order that I 
may submit some remarks upon it. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 9th instant Ba abet and signed the act (S. 661) to amend 
section 2880 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, fixing 
time for vessels to unlade. - 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on the 11th instant approved and signed the act (S. 
1872) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to exchange on 
behalf of the United States the tract of land at Choctaw Point, 
Mobile County, Ala., now belonging to the United States and held 
for light-house purposes, with the Mobile, Jackson and Kansas 
5 ilroad Company for any other tract or parcel of land in 
said county equally well or better adapted to use for light-house 


meral deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
mmittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


es of the arguments before 
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purposes. 
BILL BECOMES A LAW. 

The message further announced that the bill (S. 2557) grantin: 
a pension to Sarah A. Boyd was presented to the President Apri 
29, 1896, and not having been returned by him to the House of 
te Gon in which it originated within the ten days prescribed by 
the Constitution, has become a law without his approval. 

GUARDIAN FOR PENSIONERS. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, I shall be obliged -—— 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask the attention of the Senator from Maine. 
Some time ago I reported from the Committee on Pensions the 
bill (S. 2237) providing for the appointment of a committee or 


guardian for pensioners in certain cases in the District of Colum- 


bia. It is a bill that is applicable particularly to pensioners in the 
District of Columbia who squander their money through drunk- 
enness, etc. I am quite sure that there will be no objection to the 
a of the bill, and I should like to have it taken up and 


p i 

Mr. FRYE. I yield to the Senator from Kansas. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, to insert 
the following proviso at the end of section 1: 


Provided, That the compensation of said guardian shall be fixed by the 


court, not to exceed 5 per cent of the funds so intrusted to his care. 


So as to make the section read: 


That any judge of the supreme court of the District of Columbia, upon the 
filing of a petition alleging that a United States pensioner residing in the 
said District is squandering pension money in drinking or by vicious habits 
of life, and after service of a copy of said petition on the pensioner, may, 
upon evidence satisfactory to him, appoint a guardian for said pensioner, 
and thereafter all payments on account of pensions due to said pensioner 
shall be made to said guardian, who shall expend the same under the direc- 
tion of the said court: Provided, That the compensatiou of said guardian, etc, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. What committee reported the bill? 

Mr. PEFFER. It is from the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 8 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill providing for the 
appointment of a guardian for pensioners in certain cases in the 
District of Columbia.” 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the agreement of yesterday, 
the Chair lays the river and harbor bill before the Senate. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 7977) making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, the pending question 
being on the amendment of Mr. GoRMAN. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that the amendment of the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] is pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the pending question. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from Missouri yield to me one 
moment? I wish to move one or two little amendments while they 
occur to me, 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. On page 24, line 20, I am informed by authorities 
in interest who know all about it that $1,000,000 under the con- 
tract system will complete that contract. Therefore I move to 
strike out $403,856,” leaving the amount $1,000,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. On pages 114 and 115, under the subhead of New 
York, I move to insert: 

New York N 
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Buffalo, entrance to Erie Basin and Black Rock Harbor. 
East Chester Creek, with a view to extending improvement to head of tide 


water. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I ask the attention of the Senator 
from Maryland. I must confess my astonishment upon yester- 
day at the result in the Senate upon the motion I had the honor 
to make to lay the pending amendment upon the table. Unless I 
am egregiously mistaken as to the effect of it, I think the Senate 
will reconsider that action, If Senators will give some attention 
to the wording of the amendment they will see that it is exceed- 
ingly far-reaching and has an effect which I hardly think the 
Senator from Maryland himself intends, with great deference to 
him, The amendment reads: 

Provided further, That the Secre of War 
herein 3 to be made by 8 NN war 33 
obligate the Government under this act and all prior acts providing for the 


construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes, which provide for contracts beyond appro- 


riations made, for a sum exceeding in 1,000,000 
Becal year for such materials and work Aer pin 8 83 ‘i 
all of said acts. 

I take it for granted that there can be no contention as to the 
meaning of this amendment in so far as it is limited to the work 
and materials to be done and purchased under contract. It is 
5 intended to apply to the contract expenditures under 

I will say, in passing, to the Senator from Maryland that his 
calculation as to the amount of the contract sums to be e ded 
is very erroneous. Ihave not gone through all of them, but m 
knowledge of the bill is such as to enable me to say that the esti- 
mate is erroneous in regard to some States. I think if he will 
turn to the State of Washington, conspicuously, he will find an 
error as to the amount of the contract sums to be expended in that 


— 


State, and so as to my own State, to which my attention was par- 
ticularly called. 

But returning to the amendment, the plain meaning of the 
amendment is that undernocircumstances shall more than $10,000,- 
000 be expended in any one fiscal year upon these contracts, leav- 
ing out of view the immediate an: drodi appropriations made by 
the bill. By whom is this apportionment to be made of the 
$10,000,000, and under what rule is it to be made? Under none 
except the will and discretion of the Secretary of War. The Sec- 
retary of War absolutely under this amendment controls the 
apportionments. 

„Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator will allow me, I 
will state that the amendment not only applies to the pending 
bill, but it covers the contracts now in existence under former 
acts. 


Mr. VEST. There is no question about it, and I am coming to 
that. But I am ing now and for the purposes of my argu- 
ment that is sufficient as to the bill pending in the Senate. It is 
hardly n for me to say that I am a member of the Demo- 

` cratic party, and that the Democratic Administration will be in 
power until the 4thof March next anyhow. But I would not give 
to any living man such power as is given by this amendment. I 
hardly think that there is a partisan in this Chamber, no matter 

. how intense or extreme he may be, who will give such a power to 

_ a Cabinet officer. Ihave never known a Secretary of War (and 
there have been very eminent men, men beyond any suspicion as 
to motives, holding that ar 20 office) to whom I would give this 

wer. It is an abuse of the meaning of governmental power. 

t is an invasion of the autonomy of the Government to put this 
absolute and despotic and autocratic power in the hands of any 
Cabinet officer of the Government. 

Mr. President, look at the specific so ewan What is the 
result? We have in the bill provided that certain appropriations 
should be given in the next fiscal year for the completion of great 
public improvements. If the amendment is adopted the Secretary 
of War can nullify those provisions of the bill. My friend from 
Maryland says no, but I say yes, because you can not, under the 
Procrustean rule of this amendment, go beyond $10,000,000; that 
is, the whole of the contracts in the aggregate shall not exceed 
$10,000,000 for the next fiscal year; and theSecretary of War then 
comes in and exercises his discretion and his pleasure as to how 
the $10,000,000 shall be adjusted and appropriated. 

Take the Mississippi River, where we have made a continuing 
appropriation, and the Missouri River, and the improvement at 
Duluth and other important points, the most important named in 
the bill. TheSecretary of War may, inhis discretion, say: I donot 
think that the improvement on the Mississippi River should have 
more than 81,000, 000, or two million and a half dollars even, for 
the next fiscal year. Ido not think Duluthshould have more. 
other words, I will put my discretion in lieu of that of Congress, 
and under this amendment will do as I please inside of the limit 
of $10,000,000.” Is the Senate prepa’ for that? Is the Senate 
prepared now to surrender its jadgment in regard to this impor- 
tant bill—the largest we have eyer for the improvement of 
rivers and harbors—to 9 6 Cabinet officer, I do not care how dis- 
tinguished he may be or how able he may be in the discharge of 
the duties of his office? 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me? 

Mr. VEST. With the greatest pleasure. 

Mr. GORMAN. TheSenator from Missouri I know, upon reflec- 
tion, will admit that to-day we authorize continuing contracts to 
be made for improvements—it has been done for all the improve- 
ments made up to this time—and we Have left it absolutely to the 
discretion of the Secretary of War and the Engineer Department 
to determine how much shall be expended each year. For instance, 
take Galveston, with an appropriation of $6,000,000 or $8,000,000, 
whatever was the amount; and in all the cases that is true. So 
there is nothing new in that feature. That is the rule. 

Mr. VEST. e answer of the Senator does not meet the point 
Imake atall. I should like to have him show me in any prior 
river and harbor bill where we have ever given to any Secretary 
of War the power to apportion our appropriations. I should like 
to have him show me any such provision. It is true we have said 
that the Secretary of War may make continuing contracts, which 
the courts have decided to be coercive, and that “may” means 
“shall.” That has been repeatedly adjudicated by tribunals of 
highest authority: but we have never before—and I challenge my 
friend from Maryland to point me to an instance—undertaken to 
say to a Secretary of War that he shall take the aggregate of our 
Spyro Suon; either immediate or under contract, and apportion 


as he sees proper, 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Missouri excuse me for 
: moment? 


Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly, under the practice and the con- 
struction that has been put upon the laws, the Secretary of War 
might expend a part of the appropriation, say, for Galveston Har- 
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bor, this year and a part of it next year; but we never have given 
and no one has ever thought of giving the Secre of War the 
authority, when an appropriation has been deliberately made by 
Congress for Galveston Harbor, to say whether there shall be any 
expenditure at all. Under the amendment suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Maryland, in the next twenty-five years it might be 
impossible to spend a cent of money for Galveston Harbor. You 
leave the matter entirely in his discretion, whether to spend the 
money upon improvements in the Delaware River or improve- 
ments in the Mississippi River, and whenever the time may come 
in the far distant future that there may be money available for 
Galveston Harbor, he will spend it there. 

Mr. VEST. That is unquestionably my construction of the 
amendment, and I do not know how I could elaborate my mean- 
ing further than I have expressedit. If any Senator here, how- 
ever astute or technical he may be as a lawyer, will convince me 
that we have not abdicated our legislative authority by givi 
this discretion to the Secretary of War, I shall be very iors 
obliged to him for that information. 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, only one word in answer to the 
Senator from Missouri, who is a very a lawyer. Un- 
fortunately I am one of the few members of this body who hap- 
pen not to be lawyers, and I therefore have some hesitancy in 
controverting what the Senator has said. 

The first suggestion the Senator made was that the statement I 
furnished, which is printed in the RECORD, of the amount of the 
continuing contracts, is inaccurate. It is true in one or two cases, 
though not in the aggregate, the clerks in making up the state- 
ment did leave out an amount for the State of Missouri and for 
the State of Washington, and those amounts were put under some 
other States; but I furnish to-day the correct statement as they 
have revised it, making the aggregate amount of the contracts 
contained in the bill $64,017,227.91. The amount that was placed 
to the State of Washington, $900,000, as it appears in the RECORD 
this morning, will now be found to be $2,380, That went into 
another item, but the te amount is correct, so that in that 
particular the Senator is right. It was the fault of the clerks in 
making up the statement. 

As to my amendment changing the rule and Congress abdicat- 
ing its right to determine the amount of appropriations which 
shall be expended, it is exactly the reverse. Heretofore, as I stated 
a moment ago to the Senate, in every appropriation that has been 
made the appropriation for the harbor of Baltimore, for the har- 
bor at Galveston, for all of the great harbors where contracts have 
been authorized to be made, the Secretary of War was authorized 
to make the contracts, and the Secretary of War absolutely de- 
termined the number of cubic yards that would be removed every 
year and the cost of that work, and at the end of the year reported 
to Congress the amount that he in his judgment thought ought to 
be expended, and Congress has made the appropriation. It is 
true that in no case heretofore has Congress limited the Secretary 
of War in the amount that he was to expend. He was at perfect 
liberty to make a contract and expend the entire amount of the 
appropriation in one year or two years or three years, the only reser- 
vation being that the contractor would look to Co for appro- 

riations at such time and in such amount as Congress might 
etermine. But the power to obligate the Government for $1,000,- 
000 or $10,000,000 we have always left absolutely to the Depart- 


ment. 

All that the amendment provides is a restriction upon the Sec- 
retary of War that he shall not in the aggregate expend more than 
$10,000,000. The only reason for that is because for the first time 
in the history of the Government we have gone into the wholesale 
business of contracts, and it is only because of the conditions which 
surround us that I have offered this amendment, not with a view 
of impeding any of these works. I do not believe it will impede 
them. Leave this amendment out of the bill and the Secretary of 
War will have the absolute power to say what amount of mone 
shall be expended in this year and in the next year. I say if 
were Secretary of War or had control of the Treasury Department 
in the present condition of the Sage Í would apply the rule 
suggested by the Senator from 8 . SHERMAN] and which 
has been adopted by Secretary Carlisle. I would not enter into 
one of these contracts or obligate the Government for a dollar of 
money until Congress made provision for the Treasury. 

I am anxious for the passage of the river and harbor bill. I 
have stated before during the present session that I regard it as 
the most cof per bill in the interest of the country that we 
have. I would not stay the improvement of the Mississippi River 
or any one of the great harbors, because that improvement means 
commerce and thrift for our people. I would be liberal with the 
appropriations for the improvements—I have always been liberal 
with them—but in the present condition I think it is wise to make 
this limitation. It is not abdicating anything. Congress ought 
to assert itself in this particular instance, in my judgment, by tell- 
ing the executive officers our condition is such that you ought not 
to expend more than $10,000,000. 


1896. 
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Mr. President, who upon earth has a right to complain of it? 
What will it do? It will give for the year ending June 30, 1897, 
$20,000,000 to be expended by the Secretary of War, and but once, 
if I remember correctly, certainly not more than twice, was there 
ever $20,000,000 expended in one year, and that included the Missis- 
sippi River, it included the at harbor of Galveston, and all 
those great works. It will give under that provision $19,000,000 
to be expended for the year ending June 30, 1898. The Depart- 
ment has considered—and that has been the case in all recent Con- 
gresses, as the chairman of the committee, I think, will bear me 
ont—that the river and harbor bill covers two years. They take 
the amount of $12,000,000, for instance, and they expect to ex- 
pend $6,000,000 of it during the fiscal year for which we are appro- 

riating, which is up to the ist day of July, 1897. So there is 

„000,000 of cash available for the next fiscal year, and $10,000,- 
000 under contracts, which will be $16,000,000, and $4,000,000 under 
contracts heretofore made; which makes practically $20,000,000 for 
the next year and $20,000,000 for the year following. It will take 
under that arrangement six years to complete the expenditures 
provided for in this bill. In addition to that, two years from now 
we shall have an appropriation of from fifteen to twenty million 
dollars—of course the exact amount can not be stated now—— 

Mr. WALTHALL. May J ask the Senator from Maryland a 
question? 

Mr. GORMAN. I yield with great pleasure. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I only want to ask the Senator how his 
amendment affects the improvement as to the time within which 
the expenditure to be made is limited, as in the case of the Mis- 
sissippi to three years? 

Mr. GORMAN . There is no question, in my judgment, but 
that that is a 1 appropriation and that the work is required 
to be completed. So far as that case is concerned, the provision is 
emphatic in the bill itself. As I understand, the amount would 
be expended as provided for in that particular section of the bill. 
I submit to the tor that the bill as it came from the House, 
if lam not right in this, would have interfered with that provision. 

Mr. WAL . Lwould say to the Senator that if he is 
mistaken in that, then a very large proportion of the appro, ria- 
tions made for the Mississippi River improvement woul ost 
and all that is not made prior to June 1, 1897, will lapse. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let us see if lam right, or if the Senator is 
right. If Iam wrong about it, then the bill as it came from the 
other House has practically the same provision, the only difference 
being in the amount. The provision for the Mississippi River is 
that $2,583,333 may be expended annually for three years. That 
is in the bill as it stands. Those are the contracts which are au- 
thorized to be made for the work. The bill came from the other 
House with that provision, and it has not been changed by the 
Senate a particle. If the Senator will turn to page 99 of the bill 
he will find this provision: . 

Sec. 5. That under the authority to make contracts for materials and work, 
under the provisions of this act. in addition to the sums appropriated herein, 
the Secretary of War shall not obligate the Government to pay, in any one 
fiscal year, ning July 1, 1897, more than 25 per cent of the whole amount 
authorized to be let by any one of said contracts. 


There is a limitation. If the Senator is right, and if my dis- 
tinguished friend from Missouri [Mr. Vest] is right, as to the 
effect of my amendment, the bill as it came from the other House 
made the same interference with this appropriation. 
Mr. BERRY. That was corrected in the Senate, was it not? I 
ask the Senator. 
Mr. GORMAN. I will tell the Senator in a moment. I am 
talking about the bill as it came from the other House. If the 
contention of the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from 
Mississippi is right, then the provision in the bill as it came from 
the other 3 woma 3 5 25 per cent of — amount 
appropriated, and it wou uire four years to comple e im- 
rovement. I donot believe that contention is right, with all due 
eference to those Senators. 

k Mr: BERRY. Will the Senator permit me to make a sugges- 
on 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. Twenty-five per cent, or one-fourth, so far as 
the Mississippi River contract is concerned, would exactly take 
up the appropriation within four years, even according to the bill 
as it came from the other House. 

Mr. GORMAN. The bill provides for three years—not four 


years. 

Mr. BERRY. There is a provision for the first year and for 
three additional years. There is one provision made for this year 
and then for the three years beginning June 30, 1897. Itis nota 
provision for three 8 That is my understanding of it. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Do J understand the Senator from Mary- 
land that his amendment does not apply to the Mississippi River 
improvement at all? 

Mr. GORMAN. I think so. I contend also that the bill as it 
came from the other House would not have applied to it,and that 


if the contention of my distinguished friend as to the effect of my 


amendment is good, then there would have remained the restric- 
tion of the Mississippi River improvement in the bill as it came 
from the other House. I do not believeit will bear that construc- 
tion, however. 
Mr. CAFFERY. May I interrupt the Senator from Maryland? 
Mr. GORMAN. Certain! 


> y. 

Mr. CAFFERY. The Senator's amendment, as I understand, 
provides for continuing contracts not exceeding in any one year 
310,000,000, at the will of the Department. 

Mr. GORMAN. Notas to specific contracts. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Thereisa ific appropriation for the Mis- 
sissippi River for four years. e first appropriation is a cash 
appropriation of $1,250,000. Then there is an appropriation for 
t years after the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897—a continu- 
ing contract—for $2,583,000 per annum. Do I understand the 
Senator from Maryland to say that his general provision in the 
shape of an amendment, that the continuing contracts all together 
are not to exceed $10,000,000, does not apply to the specific appro- 
priations made for the Mississippi River? 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senator, as a rule of law, where 
there is a general provision such as is proposed, that not more 
than $10,000,000 shall be expended, and an executive officer, who 
is supposed to be a lawyer, taking up this bill, finds that it is 
required thatin any one case $2,000,000 shall be expended, whether 
he would not first apply that amount? Would not that be the 
rule of law, and has it not always been the practice of the Depart- 
ment? 

Mr. CAFFERY. As to the cash appropriations that might be 
so, but as to the continuing contracts I rather think it might 
be different under the Senator’s amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. If that be so, this bill as it came from the other 
bees with the 25 per cent limitation would unquestionably be 

e same. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I will ask the Senator would he have any 
objection to putting in the amendment a provision in accordance 
with his statement of his own view of the meaning of the amend- 
ment, so that there will not be any question about it? 

Mr. GORMAN. Ihave no objection to it. All I wish to accom- 
plish is that when we meet here in December next we shall not be 
confronted with estimates based upon contracts made which 
would involve the expenditure of over $10,000,000 in the next fis- 
2 year. That is I desire to accomplish. I have no other 

esire. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Maryland permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. IfI understand the design of the Senator from 
Maryland, it is that it is necessary to put something of a restrictive 
character in this bill, so that the Secretary of War may not go too 
far in the expenditure of public money. If that be the danger 
menacing us, I do not think that it amounts to a very great deal, 
because I think that that officer in the treatment of river and har- 
bor matters has evinced a disposition to be economical. When 
his estimates were sent to Congress during the present session, 
instead of adopting the figures suggested by the local engineers, 
the Chief of Engineers, for the first time, I believe, in many years, 
cut the amount down so low that, according to his view, no smaller 
amount could possibly be successfully expended; and this he did, 
as I understand, under the direction of the Secretary of War. 
Feeling that that officer has been thus disposed to be careful with 
the public money, in some instances going further than some of 
us on the committee would have gone, it appears now rather un- 


necessary to put on this additional restriction. 
Mr. GOR I have, of course, great admiration for the 
present of War, and I believe he will doall the Senator 


from California indicates. It is not at all for want of confidence 
in the Secretary of War that I offer the amendment; but it is 
nothing new, I wish to say to my distinguished friend from Cali- 
fornia, to put such a restriction on the Secretary of War or on any 
other Secre We have authorized an expenditure of four or 
five million do for the construction of guns, and we have said 
that the Secretary of War must not exceed the expenditure of 
two millions of that money in one year. We have said to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, We will give you ten or twenty million dol- 
lars to construct your ships and your armor, but you must not 
expend more than a certain amount in any one year.” So there is 
no unusual restriction on the War Department proposed by the 
amendment. On the contrary, this is a wise provision, which 
Congress has frequently made; and but for such provision the 
Treasury to-day would be in a worse condition than it is. 

More than that, I desire the passage of this bill, and as a Sena- 
tor representing a great State in this Union I have a duty to 
perform, and that is to try to keep these nditures within 
reasonable limits. I can not afford to vote for any bill which will 
put it in the power of any one man in the present condition of 
affairs to force the expenditure of money which we have not. 
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Mr. MILLS. I want to ask the Senator from Maryland if this 
amendment of his gives the power to the Secretary of War in ap- 
portioning the $10,000,000 to leave out the contracts in the State 
5 1 I wish to know whether that power is to be placed in 

s hands. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not believe, as I said a moment ago, that 
there has ever been a river and harbor bill where there was a con- 
tract authorized to be made that that power did not exist to the 
fullest extent, so that the Secretary of War could determine in 
each case, and has so determined in each case, the exact amount 
which he will expend at Galveston or Baltimore or upon the Pa- 
cific Coast; and there is no other way in which these contracts 
can be entered into. 

I wish to insert in the RECORD a corrected statement of the con- 
tinuing contracts contained in the bill, as there were one or two 
errors in the table I submitted yesterday. 

The table referred to is as follows: 

CONTINUING CONTRACTS. 


— tone $1, 570. 500.00 | Rhode Island $707,000.00 
1,145, 000. 00 e lvania... 894, 500. 00 
3, 655, 558.00 | West Virginia 1, 200,000. 00 
4,885, 846.00 | Tennessee — 600, 000. 00 
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3.572. 500.00 | Mississippi. 860, 000.00 
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ois: 
Ilinois and Mississippi Canal. $5, 710, 960, 00 
Chicago Ri 
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E iver elit. EAA e a ; 
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Nork.— Page 48, 8 made for payment by the Secre of War 
of judgments and costs for the condemmation of all the property and appur- 
tenances of Monongahela Navigation Company. 

In addition to the contract for construction of Illinois and Mississippi Canal 
it is authorized to pay indemnity for condemnation of right of way. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to ask the Senator from Maryland 
a question or two, as I desire to get as nearly as I can at what his 
amendment means. 

Mr. VILAS. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to make 
a suggestion first, and perhaps it will anticipate what he is going 
to say? I wish to ask the Senator from Maryland—I am in entire 
sympathy with him—if he will not accept this addition to the 
amendment he proposes; which will probably meet the view which 
has been suggested. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will hear the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. VILAS. I suggest to the Senator from Maryland that he 
modify his amendment by adding thereto the following: 

Provided, That this shall not relate to or affect the appropriations, or the 
special regulations for the expenditure thereof, hereinbefore made for the 
harbor of refuge in Delaware , the harbor of Duluth, Minn., or the Mis- 
sissippi River from the Head of the Passes to the mouth of said river. 

Mr. MILLS. What becomes of Texas? 

Mr. CULLOM. Is that the suggestion the Senator offers to do 
away with my desire to ask a question? 

Mr. VILAS. I want to say there are special provisions made 
in this bill for those places, special directions in the expenditure. 
If those special directions for expenditure were excepted, the pro- 
vision of the Senator from Maryland would apply equally to all 
others entitled to them. 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not yield to the Senator to make a speech 
on the amendment. 

Mr. VILAS. I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Mary- 
land whether his amendment is proposed to cut out all the appro- 
priations not under the general contract system? 

Mr. GORMAN. Asa matter of course not. 

Mr. CULLOM. It does not refer to them? 

Mr. GORMAN, It does not refer to them in the slightest. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then it refers to those that are proposed to be 
put under continuous contracts only. Now, I desire to ask this 
other question: As I understand, we shall be compelled to appro- 
priate $4,000,000 to carry out contracts heretofore made. That is 
true, is it not? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CULLOM. Therefore we shall only have for the year 1897 
$6,000,000 to apply to the continuous contract appropriations in- 
cluded in this bill. Is that right? 

Mr. GORMAN. You will have 83,500. 000, which is already ap- 
3 in the sundry civil appropriation bill on the old con- 

acts. 

Mr. CULLOM. There will be $4,000,000 left, as I understand? 

Mr. GORMAN. We have $3,500,000 appropriated now, and 
there will be $4,000,000 left for the next session of Congress. We 
shall have $6,000,000 direct appropriations under the river and har- 
bor bill now pending. 

Mr. CULLOM. Only $6,000,000. ' 

Mr. GORMAN, That will give $9,500,000, and then $10,000,000 
on contracts. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that the Schiate just now is deal- 
ing with the river and harbor appropriations contained in the 
pending bill. As I understand it, we shall have but $6,000,000 
which can be used during the next year which is appropriated for 
in this bill and under the general contract system. Therefore, if 
we vote for this amendment, we shall know exactly what we are 
going to get for the next year as applied to the contracts that are 
contained in this bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I do not know whether the 
Senator from Maryland has concluded or not. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have not quite concluded, but I will give 
way to the Senator if he desires. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Before the Senator concludes I should like to 
ask him a 1 elec 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 


son] is reco 


. ALLISON. Ishall only occupy a few moments. On yes- 
er. I stated that I favored a limitation upon this bill. 
Whether the amount suggested by the Senator from Maryland 
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. GORMAN] was the right one I was not prepared to say, but 

e amendment now suggested by the Senator from Wisconsin 

. VAs] shows the situation in which this bill will be if there 
is no further limitation put upon it. The Senator from Wiscon- 
sin suggested certain exceptions, beginning with Delaware Bay. 
As this bill stands there is an appropriation of $5,000 for Dela- 
ware Bay, and there is authority to contract for four millions and 
a half. ere is a limitation, then, upon that, that not more than 
one-quarter of it shall be expended in any one year. Therefore, 
when the Committee on Appropriations comes to consider this 
question next winter we shall find ourselves having an estimate 
before us of a million dollars for Delaware Bay. That is No. 1. 

We shall find also before us an estimate for the Mississippi River 
from the Passes to Cairo for $2,500,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. For that year? 

Mr. ALLISON, For that year. Iam king now in round 
numbers. That is three and a half million do We shall 
tind also an appropriation for Duluth Harbor, wherein the esti- 
mates for that yes will be a million; that is, four and a half mil- 
lion dollars, and so on, running through a half dozen other vi 55 
priations in this bill, including the Mississippi River above Cairo, 
and including the Missouri River. 

What I said yesterday I repeat to-day, and that is that this com- 
mittee have not, as the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] said 
this morning, placed additional power in the hands of the Secre- 
tary of War, but they have limited his power, as the amendment 
of the Senator from Maryland is a limitation on his power. But 
for this limitation of one-quarter, as to Delaware Bay, it would be 
within the power of the Secretary of War under this bill to make 
a contract for the whole fourand a half million dollars to be exe- 
cuted in a year anda 3 

Mr. ELKINS. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. ELKINS. The bill expressly provides that Congress may 
make appropriations from time to time. 

LISON. Undoubtedly; and that will be inserted in the 


Mr. 
contract; but 0 9 the contractor says, I will finish this work 
in a year and a half, and I will take my chances of getting the 
appropriation.” 


Mr. ELKINS. He would be a good contractor, then. 

Mr. ALLISON. He would bea good contractor; he would be 
a splendid contractor; and most likely he would do it, unless there 
was a limitation put upon him. 

Mr. ELKINS. Here are two distinguished Senators and two 
great leaders, and I venture to say ne both do not construe this 
amendment in the same way. There have been a dozen lawyers 
in this Senate on their feet who wanted to know what the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maryland meant. It looks as if these 
two Senators, who are members of the great Appropriations Com- 
mittee—and I want the Senate to take notice of that—are to ex- 
ercise a sort of guardianship over the Committee on Commerce in 
this limitation—for that is what it means—after the Commerce 
Committee has carefully considered this bill and given three 
weeks to it; and now comes the Senator from Maryland, who is a 
distinguished member of that committee, but a greater member 
of the other committee, and with him the chairman of the great 
Appropriations Committee, and they say, ‘‘We want to guard 
against extravagance; we want to correct you; and we want to 
save the Treasury”; and I venture to pi that no two Senators 
can take this amendment and read it for half an hour and agree 
upon what it does mean, I ask the Senator from Iowa if he knows 


what it does mean? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not intend to discuss this amendment. 

Mr. ELKINS. I want to add that there are no accounting 
officers of the Treasury and there are no engineers in the United 
States who can pee construe this amendment. It will endan- 

this whole bill. We had better let it remain as it is; we had 

tter follow the old beaten path, and take the river and harbor 

bill as we have worked it out, and follow the precedents of the 
Government, 

I know it is easy to talk about putting restrictions in a bill, but 
these works pertain to commerce, and we want the Commerce 
Committee to have charge of them. This is a fight indirectly 
made at the Commerce Committee by the great approp rar pes 
Committee. They have enough todo. Let them take care of the 
matters which are properly within their jurisdiction. The Com- 
merce Committee are satisfied on this matter and now are unani- 
mous that the billisright. Ifthe Senator from Iowa can construe 
what the proposed amendment means let him do so, so that any 
lawyer can understand it. 

. ALLISON. Iam glad my friend finally reached his ques- 
tion. Ido not intend to construe this amendment. I intend to 
make some suggestion by way of amendment to it. 

Mr. ELKINS. I knew it. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. ALLISON. 


The 
intended to make some suggestion by way of 


amendment before I got through. I had supposed that the object 


of bringing these bills into the Senate was to compare views of 
Senators here. I did not know that there was an omnipotence in 
any committee of this body. The Senator from Maryland offered 
the pending amendment, and I ventured some gentle criticisms 
last evening in a modest way respecting the limitation that was 
already in the bill as to the power of Congress. The Senator from 
Missouri comes in this morning and says that we are giving the 
Secretary of War power which he never had before. 

The Secretary of War under this bill as it stands has unlimited 
power to contract, and but for the limitation which the Commit- 
tee on Commerce itself has put in the bill, all the appropriations 
where contracts are authorized to be made could be executed in 
a single year, and I illustrated it by taking the Delaware Bay ap- 
propriation. 

r. VEST. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do. 

Mr. VEST. Will the chairman of the Appropriations Commit- 
tee point out one single river and harbor bill in which we have 
ever heretofore made a provision that the Secretary of War should 
apportion harbor appropriations, taking, if he pleases, as he could 
do under this amendment, all for one locality or puing that with 
another, provided he did it inside the limits of the $10,000,000? 
Will the Senator just point that out to me? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will answer the Senator. 

Mr. ELKINS. Will the Senator first answer my question? 
What does the amendment mean? 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment, as I construe it, means that 
there is a limitation upon the annual expenditures under postponed 
contracts for which no appropnations are made that are to be 
executed not for the fiscal year for which the appropriations are 
made, butin the next fiscal year. That is what it means—that 
the total appropriations shall not exceed $10,000,000. I do not 
know whether that is the exact sum that should be fixed. I do not 
aie whether it should be ten or twelve or fifteen or twenty mil- 

ons. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President—— 

ke PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield? 

Mr. ALLISON. Allow me to complete what I was payan 8 

The limitation to which I have referred was in the bill. What 
other limitations are in this bill? The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest] put clamps upon his own Mississippi River Commission by 
saying that they should not expend, between the Passes and Cairo, 
more than two and one-half million dollars a year. If he can do 
that, why can not we say to the Secretary of War: ‘“ You shall not 
Sapena, under this appro riation, more than $15,000,000 a year”? 

r. ALDRICH. 8 ident 

Mr. ELKINS. Now, let me ask the Senator 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Virginia 
Will please suspend a moment. The Chair understands that the 
Senate is proceeding under the five-minute rule. That being so, 
the time of the Senator from Iowa has expired. 

Mr. ELKINS. I wish to ask the Senator a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the Senator from Maryland and 
the Senator from Iowa, acting under their responsibility as mem- 
bers of the Committee on Appropriations and guardians of the 
Treasury, desire to limit the annual expenditures under this bill. 
I suggest to the Senator from Maryland and the Senator from 
Towa that not one inpe cent of money can be expended under the 
provisions of this until an appropriation shall first have 

n made by Congress; and whether we can limit the next Con- 
gress as to what appropriations they shall make is a question I do 
not care to discuss. I do not think we can do so by such legisla- 
tion as this. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Pid pig be 

Mr. ALLISON. Whilst thatis true, as the Senator from Rhode 
Island knows, when the Secretary of War makes an estimate un- 
der one of these contracts we are obliged in good faith to make 
the appropriation in order that the contract may be executed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Why, Mr. President-—— 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me? 
half a minute. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well. 

Mr. GRAY. All that this limitation would do would be to pre- 
vent the Secretary of War from incurring a debt which we would 
be in honor bound to provide for by appropriations. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, at the proper time, whenever that was, 


I shall not occupy 


but not in any year. 

The Senator from Iowa says if the Secre 
estimate for a contract we are bound in poog 
The Senator knows a great deal better 


of War makes an 
aith to carry it out. 
I do what estimates 
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are sent here by the ents which they claim are necessary 
to be expended, and he knows how far short the aggregate appro- 
priations every year fall below these estimates. 

The fact is that this amendment can have but one purpose, and 
that is to tie the hands of future Co as to the amount of 
appropriations to be made, not as to the contracts to be made, 
because these contracts, as the Senator from Iowa well says, all 
contain a provision that they are to be proceeded with as fast as 
appropriations are made, and they can not be made in any other 
way; and every contractor who makes a contract under those 
provisions understands that as well as I or the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Allow me to ask the Senator why is it that 
the Committee on Commerce has put in a provision that contracts 
shall only be made, or obligations shall not be incurred, for more 
than one-quarter of the amount of the appropriation in any one 
year? y is that limitation put upon appropriations and 
not upon others? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is to put some kind of a restraint, if you 
please, upon the action of the Secretary of War; it is not manda- 
tory, but it is a persuasive constraint upon the Secretary of War 
in the arrangement of these contracts. Are the Senator from 
Iowa and the Senator from Maryland afraid of themselves next 

ear? This question of appropriations under these acts is entirely 
Ja the hands, in the first instance, of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and in this case, as in all others, they pay attention to 
the estimates of the Departmentsor not justas they see fit, They 
are not obliged, because the Secretary of War shall put in his esti- 
mates for two millions and a half for work upon the Mississippi 
River, to insert in the sundry civil ö bill an appro- 
priation for two millions and a half. Neither is Congress under 
any restraint to do that. 

am uite willing to trust to the good judgment of the Com- 
merce Committee as to appropriations to be made under these 
contracts. I do not desire to put into the hands of an executive 
officer of this Government the decision of a question which must 
and ought to belong to the two Houses of Congress and the Presi- 
dent. If any amendment is to be adopted of this nature it ought 
to be an amendment placing this matter squarely in the hands of 
the Secretary of War and making him responsible as to the rela- 
tive merits of these propositions in regard to contracts. 

If we are prep to do that, if the Secretary of War is better 
to be trusted than the Appropriations Committee of this body 
and the body itself as to future appropriations for expenditures 
upon rivers and harbors, let us put the responsibility squarely in 
his hands and not try to give him responsibility which belongs to 
us. I assume that in the future the members of this body will be 
able to take care of the appropriations for these and all other pur- 

, governed by the revenue of the country and their responsi- 
bility as Senators. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I could not for the life of me get 
the distinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, to say what the amend- 
ment means, nor can I get the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
MAN] to do so. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, if the Senator 

Mr. ELKINS. In one moment. As near asIcan understand 
the Senator from Maryland, he saysit does notapply. There is 
nothing in the language of the amendment, but he goes out and 
finds in his imagination as a lawyer, I suppose, that the Delaware 
Bay is not embraced in the amendment, that the Mississippi 
River is not in it, and that a lot of other public improvements are 
not included in the amendment. I do not know how that con- 
struction is arrived at, but if the author of the amendment con- 
strues his amendment properly itis an outrage upon the other 
public works, I submitto the Senate. If the amendment has con- 
cealed in it something we can not understand which exempts a 
great many other works, then it is a discrimination inst and 
an outrage upon the rest of the public improvements of the coun- 
try. I submit tothe Senate that it is dangerous to pass an amend- 
ment the meaning of which nobody knows. 

If the Senator from Maryland said, Be it enacted so and 
so, That $10,000,000 shall be the limit of the river and harbor bill 
this year,” then we would have known what he meant; and if he 
means that, why not say it? I am afraid that that is what will 
be determined by the Attorney-General of the United States. 
When the Secretary of War looks at the bill he will say: The 
Government is in great straits; we areselling bonds to keep going. 
I will send this provision over to the Attorney-General and 
him what it means.” It will be very easy for the Attorney-Gen- 
eral under this elastic amendment to say, I do not think we get 
the Delaware breakwater matter in it, but it means you shall 
spend $10,000,000 this year and you can not spend any more.” 
mgress can pass another river and harbor bill at its next session. 
The amendment is mischievous. Itis full of . It is full 
of doubt. Nobody knows what it means. As I said before, the 
Commerce Committee has given three weeks to the consideration 
of this bill. They have agreed upon it unanimously here. They 
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had the engineers’ estimates before them. They had before them 
the recommendations of the Secretary of War. They think just 
as much, I take it, of the Treasury and preserving it, and economy, 
as the Appropriations Committee. I say to the Senate that there 
is no Senator here who will attempt to state, nor will the Senator 
from Maryland attempt to state, what the amendment means. 
Senators here, great lawyers, have different views upon the con- 
struction of the amendment, what are the Government officers 
going todo? Whatis the Secretary of War going to do? How 
are the accounting officers of the Government to proceed? How 
are the engineers to proceed? What works are the engineers to 
select out under the amendment? Then the board of engineers 
become supreme. They cay “We will expend it on the Illinois 
and Mississippi Canal.” Then there will be a fight. Somebody 
will think they ought to expend it on his improvement. The 
amendment is so doubtful that I think it is safest simply to vote 
it down, and pass the river and harbor bill as it came from the 
House and as amended by the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, I think I under- 
stand what the amendment means. 

Mr. ELKINS. If the Senator does, it is a good thing. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It has been argued by the Sena- 
tor who proposed the amendment and by some others as though 
the only effect of the proposed amendment is to limit the amount 
to be expended in the two fiscal years to which it applies. J 

The amendment does more than that. It absolutely prohibits 
the Secretary of War from obligating the Government under the 
proposed act and all prior acts providing for the construction, 
repair, and 3 of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes, which provide for contracts be- 
yond appropriations made, for a sum exceeding in the aggregate 
$10,000,000in any one year. It is not merely that it shall not exceed 
$10,000,000 for any one year, but the Secretary of War is prohib- 
ited from entering into contracts by which the Government will 
be obligated to a further extent than $10,000,000. In other words, 
the bill provides.in the body that the Secretary of War shall be, 
and he is hereby, authori and directed to enter into contracts 
to the extent of between sixty and seventy million dollars. Then 
comes in the amendment, and it undertakes to provide and does 
provide, if we pass it, that he shall only enter into contracts to the 
extent of $10,000,000. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, no. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It leaves, as the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] says, the discretion in him as to 
where the contracts shall be made. The effect of the amendment 
is to destroy the whole bill as framed by the committee. 

There is another effect. Here you propose to limit the power of 
the Secretary to obligate the Government to enter into contracts 
exceeding $10,000,000, and yet you have provided for contracts 
that have run up to sixty or seventy million dollars. How is he 
to select? How is he to determine? Is he to take the Delaware 
breakwater for $4,000,000? Is he to take Duluth for another two 
or three million dollars; the Mississippi for two or three millions 
more? That makes up the $10,000,000. He can not contract 
beyond thatsum. If the amendment is adopted, he can not obli- 
gate the Government beyond those three or four items; and what 
is the effect? All the other contracts provided for in the bill are at 
A standstill, and he can not contract at all in reference to any of 

em. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I ask the Senator from Oregon whether the 
language in the third line would not at least be plausibly con- 
— ee He is not to obligate the Government to pay under 

is act.” 

Mr. GRAY. That is right. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Would not that be the construction? 

Mr. CULLOM. To pay in any one fiscal year. 

Mr, MITCHELL of Oregon. That is not the amendment, 

Mr. CAFFERY. That is what it means. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Not at all. I think the provision 
is fairly susceptible of but one construction, and that is to placea 
limitation upon the power and jurisdiction of the Secretary of 
War to enter into any number of contracts that will exceed in all 
the sum of $10,000,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Oregon, in an- 
swer to the inquiry of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY], 
that the Secretary of War does not make obligations on the 
of the Government to pay in any fiscal year. That is left ex- 
pressly to the eee of Congress. It is in the contracts them- 
selves. You not agree to pay in any particular year and in 
any given amount. It is expressly provided in the contract that 
the work is to be paid for from time to time as the appropriations 
shall be made therefor by Congress. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I wish to say one other word. 
What will be the effect of the amendment in the matter of secur- 
ing contracts on proper terms for the execution of the work? 
Will a contractor, when he knows that he is limited in the amount 
that he is to receive in any one year, contract for a piece of work 
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for the same amount he would if it were left open, to be paid as 
the work progresses? 
The amendment, it appears to me, whatever view is taken of it, 


is pernicious, and the effect of it, and the only effect, is to destroy 
the bill. I hope it will be voted down. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, we might as well look upon this 
amendment in a business sort of way before we act upon it. The 
purpose of it, I understand, is to limit the appropriations on the 
continuing contracts to the sum of $10,000,000 a year. Yesterday 
when the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] had the floor I asked 
him a question, suggesting that if the amendment were adopted 
the special amounts, for the first two years at all events, would 
absorb the whole amount appropriated for these 3 I had 
not the figures then before me, but I have looked them up, and I 
find that the facts fully warrant the suggestion I made. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the aggregate? 

Mr. PASCO. Iwill proceed to give the figures upon the differ- 
ent projects. 

The table furnished us by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GorMAN] yesterday shows that there is due upon the old con- 
tracts already authorized in previous years the sum of $8,225,033. 
It is proposed, I understand, to cover those in two years, and that 
would make $4,112,516 a year if equally divided. ere are in the 
bill besides four contracts which are to be completed according to 
the intent of the bill in four years, and these special provisions, I 
take it, must be provided out of the $10,000,000 before any appro- 
priations can be made for any other work. The four contracts 
that are to be completed in accordance with the plan contemplated 
in the bill are as follows: 


Hennenin r aaan E aa i EE $1, 427, 240 
MIBSISSIp IU AWOR<- 54-0 ee ames ene wena nc ene 2, 583, 333 
Duluth and Superior harboe rr 770, 138 
Delaware Bay bor of refugee 1, 165, 000 

Asmonnting in all (o 5, 945, 711 


These items, with the old contracts, will make $10,058,227 for the 
next two years, and more than the $10,000,000 will therefore be 
expended in carrying out these special exceptions in the bill, leav- 
ing notang for any of the other continued contracts provided for 
in the bill. 

After two years, when the former contracts are out of the way, 
there will then be in the neighborhood of $6,000,000 a year a 
sorbed in these four improvements, so that every other continuing 
contract all over the country will be obli to stand aside and 
wait until these special contracts are carried out and completed 
for two years at all events, and most of them for more than four 
years. So, notwithstanding the bill upon its face authorizes these 
contracts to be made now, it takes it out of the power of the Sec- 
retary of War to make provision for any payments upon any of 
them, with these four exceptions, until two years, and for the larger 

of the amount until four years have elapsed. Therefore the 

ill virtually carries within itself a veto. Yousay it shall be done 

on the one hand, and you say practically it not be done on 
the other hand. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course the Senator from Florida does not 
take into account that one-half of the $8,000,000 will be expended 
during ane next fiscal year, and that it is already appropriated, 
or nearly so. 

Mr, PASCO. I do not think that the table furnish gon the 
Senator from Maryland quite bears out the statement e by 
the Senator from Iowa. I am not so familiar with these former 
contracts as are members of the Committee on Appropriations. 

[Examining table.] Yes; the Senator from Iowa is correct. The 
amount in the sundry civil bill for this year is $3,584,000; that 
is, for the oe year, closing in 1897. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. PASCO. Therefore it still carries the total of the figures 
I have stated for 1897 and for 1898, though the payments are not 
equally divided. That makes two years. That is the effect of it. 

It does seem to me we had better strike out these continuing 
contracts altogether than to pretend to enact them and then put it 
beyond the power of the Secretary of War to enforce them. 

.CAFFERY. Mr. President, I do not think the amendment 
ought to meet the sanction of the Senate. While I do not agree 
with the propositions advanced as to the construction of the 
amendment, I yet think that construing it as fair as it can be it 
works very injuriously to certain appropriations under the bill. 
My own construction, however, is first that the Secretary of War 
by the amendment is only obliged to contract for $10,000,000 per 
annum of the amount appropriated for these continuing contracts, 
and that all classes of appropriations are included within this 
general lowering. ` 

Now, I desire to direct attention to the specific appropriation for 
the Mississippi River from the Head of the Passes to the mouth of 
the Ohio at Cairo. That appropriation in round numbers is 
$9,000,000. It is a million dollars less than the river and harbor 


act of 1892 carried. That appropriation is apportioned thus: 
$1,250,000 as a cash appro riation and $2,583,000 for three years, 
commencing on the 30th of June, 1897. 

This appropriation, although it is under the continuing-contract 
system for the three years from June, 1897, is not one that looks 
toward the completion of the work. In that r the appro- 
priation for the improvement of the Mississippi River is different 
from an appropriation for the completion of a harbor. An appro- 
priation for the yep soe of a harbor might as well be extended 
six years instead of four, even if the four-years plan were adopted 
under contracts made with the sanction of the tary of War. 
Butas to the appropriation for the Mississippi River, construing the 
amendment to mean thatall continuing contracts are to be razeed 
proportionately, it contemplates running the money for the Missis- 
sippi River over six years, thereby cutting off one-third of the 
amount appropriated for that river, because the sum appropri- 
ated was designed for four years, not to complete the improve- 
ment, because it will take many years to do that, but as 2 sum 
necessary for the next four years for the improvement of the river. 

Therefore it is that the amendment would cut off the amount 
appropriated for the Mississippi River by two years and one-third 
the amount, and after having submitted to a 10 per cent reduction 
from the porou act, $1,000,000 (the a propriaton was $10,000,000 
before), I think the amendment wo work iar hardship 
upon the Mississippi River. I therefore draw the attention of 
the mover of the amendment to this feature of his amendment, 
with a view to seeing whether or not his amendment can not be 
improved on by excepting the Mississippi River. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from 
Louisiana has expired. 

Mr. GRAY. I merely rise to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maryland, which is to insert, in line 7, 
after for,“ the words the payment of”; and after the word 
sum,“ the words ‘‘on account of any of said contracts.” 

Mr. GORMAN. How will the amendment then read? 

Mr. GRAY. Then the amendment of the Senator from Mary- 
land will read: 


Provided further, That the Secretary of War shall so adjust the contracts 
herein authorized to be made by apportioning them in such way as not to ob- 
ligate the Government under this act and all prior acts providing for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other pu which provide for contracts beyond appro- 
priations reg ct for the 22 0000 "s sum on asa eae of brew of said contracts 
exceeding aggregate ,000 in any one fiscal year for such materials 
and work authorized to be contracted for fn all of said acts. 


I offer the amendment to the amendment because the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] rose in his place and made the argu- 
ment that there is something more in the amendment than ap- 
pante upon the surface; that itis made to Hmit the power of the 
šecretary of War to make any contract or any number of con- 
tracts the aggregato of which shall be for more than $10,000,000, 
whereas as I conceive the object of the Senator from Maryland it 
is to confine the payment in any one year on account of any of 
these contracts to the sum of $10,000,000. It is to make the amend- 
ment plain. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask that the amendment to the amendment 
which I send to the desk may be read for information. I will 


offer it at the r time. 
The PRESI G OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the amend- 
ment the following proviso: 
That this provision shall apply equally to all contracts authorized 


Provided, 
by this act without to any special terms to the contrary contained 
the clauses providing for such contracts. 8 = 


Mr. ALDRICH, I wish to have the Delaware Bay project and 
the Hennepin Canal and all the rest of these improvements stand 
upon the same basis. 

a Mr. 3 Why not say all contracts and all appropria- 
ons” 


Mr. ALDRICH. That is all right. Ihave no objection to it, 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not care. 

Mr. ELKINS. It is getting worse and worse. Nobody can 
understand the amendment. : 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I merely wish to remark that we 
could not have a much better illustration of the character of this 
general and comprehensive grab than was offered by the situation 
when I made the su ion to amend the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Maryland . GORMAN] practically in accordance with 
the suggestion of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] yesterday 
evening. It was immediately cried ont against by the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. II and the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 

J and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH 
and others, who altogether made a great outcry. But in poin 
of fact the amendment did not withdraw any bone from the cage. 
It would not have shortened the rations. It would merely have 
prevented any misunderstanding in regard to the construction 
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which was so well stated by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] 


a few moments ago. If he be right in that construction, then 
the amendment which the Senator from Maryland has offered 
might have embarrassed the appropriations seriously, as was sug- 
gested yesterday evening by the Senator from Iowa: and for that 
reason, in accordance with what the Senator from Maryland said 
in answer to the Senator from Mississippi, I thought it wise to 
inquire if the amendment might not be put on. 

f course, there was no purpose to secure any special advantage 
for any one of the appropriations. The bill has already done it 
hevand all question. The Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] is 
right in his construction. The bill has already secured to those 
several appropriations their 22 advantage. The Mississippi 
River is already taken care of, and we ought at all events as I 
think to vote down the amendment propona by the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. It would déstroy the special con- 
sideration which the Committee on Commerce have given to the 
Mississippi River and these particular improvements which need 
certain regulations. But it is highiy important, as it seems to 
me, highly important to the success of this measure, highly useful 
to the interests of the country, that we shall provide, as has been 
argued by the Senator from Maryland and the Senator from Iowa, 
some proper limitation upon the amount for which the Secretary 
of War 1 impose obligations upon the Government. Senators 


A — 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

Mr. VILAS. I have but five minutes. Senators say that the 
contracts are to be made only for so much as shall be appropri- 
ated by Congress, but is not Congress going to appropriate what 
the Secretary of War obliges us toincur? Is Congress not going 
to appropriate what the obligations of the Government require 
in 5 5 to be properly discharged; and if it does not, then what 
is the value of making contracts if you are not going to give the 
contractor his specific time of payment and his certainty of receipt 
of money? 

Mr. GORMAN. The only exception is that in the sundry civil 
bill another branch of the Government attempted to reduce the 
amount below the contract price and the Senate restored it. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Maryland illustrates it per- 
fectly. The whole value of the system of contracts consists in the 
Secretary of War being able to make specific and definite terms 
with contractors. : 

Now, all that is provided in the amendment is simply that he 
shall extend the time of the completion of the work in certain 
cases, and the times of payment during a certain number of years, 
and if these special exceptions were eliminated from it the pro- 
vision suggested by the Senator from Maryland would be ample 
to cover every case there is. As I said before, there is no occasion 
for any ravening, because no bone was really removed. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I wish to say in the first place 
that there has been some intimation that the committee have been 
extravagant in the make-up of the bill, and that, too, by some 
Senators who had come before that committee and urged increases 
in almost every case within their States. 

Mr. ELKINS. That is right, precisely. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to state in addition that the committee 
did after a desperate effort succeed in knocking out, I think, about 
three continuing contracts. It came down to the Senate and the 
Senate forced them back upon the bill, and the committee had to 
take them whether it wanted them or not. So much for the ex- 
travagance, if there has been any extravagance, in the bill. 

I recognize that the bill carries a large amount of money. It 
carries a great deal more than any of us would like to have it 
carry, but it came from the other House with the continuing con- 
tracts on it, and it was impossible for the committee to get rid 
of them. Senators from all over the Chamber protested whenever 
an attempt was made to take out one of the contracts. 

If the amendment of the Senator from Maryland would save 
the Government any considerable amount of money, or a single 
dollar, an argument might be made for it; but theSenator from 
Maryland himself admits that it will not save one solitary cent, 
but simply postpone the payment of it for two years probably 
over saa above the part postponed in the bill. 

Now, why should that be done? The Senator from Maryland 
says on account of the condition of the Treasury. There is $268,- 

„000 in the Treasury to-day. If the deficit continues at $25,000,- 
000 a year we shall still have enough to pay for the river and har- 
bor bill and the running expenses of the Government at the same 
rate that the receipts are coming in to-day. There is nothing in 
the amendment. It accomplishes nothing; it saves nothing; and 
it is not necessary on account of the condition of the Treasury, 
because there is $168,000,000 in the Treasury over and above the 
$100,000,000 of reserve. It is a great deal better that the surplus 
should not accumulate toa large extentin the Treasury. Ido not 
mean tosay that wrong appropriations should be made, but when 
the Senator from Maryland insists that this provision is necessary 
in order to save 8 for this year, the facts do not bear 


him out, because there is 8268, 000, 000 in the Treasury as shown by 
the report of the Secretary. 

Now, one other word, Mr. President. I do not know what the 
exact effect of the amendment would be on the Lower Mississippi 
River. There are better lawyers in the Senate than Iam who 
think it would materially cripple that work amd probably stop it 
altogether, and for that reason I am opposed to the amendment. 
If it were found necessary to reduce the total amount of the appro- 
priation it conld be done in a much better way than by putting an 
amendment on it, the precise effect of which no man here seems 
to understand, save and except that it would put it in the power 
of the Secretary of War to stop one work altogether as might suit 
ain ond put all the money upon some other and more valuable 
work. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. What is the amount for the Mis- 
sissippi River in the bill? 

Mr. BERRY. There is an appropriation of about $9,000,000; I 
think something over that amount. It is $9,600,000 altogether— 
$2,500,000 after this year (I am not speaking accurately) for each 
of the succeeding three years, the entire amount te be expended 
in the contract in four years. The result would be, as I believe, 
that if the amendment were adopted a certain portion of that ap- 
1 would be lost to the Mississippi River altogether, 

ause it must be expended within four years, and this would 
stretch it out to six years and would thereby stop the contract. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Any curtailment would be that much lost. 

Mr. BERRY. Any curtailment would be that much lost. The 
plans were made by the Mississippi River Commission and by the 
Chief of Engineers, and this was the least amount upon which 
they could continue that great work for the next four years. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, I am nota member of either 
committee that has had this matter of appropriation under con- 
sideration, and I would not venture to discuss it at this time ex- 
cept for the fact that I shall be called upon soon to vote upon it, 
and I desire that the reasons for thé vote I am to cast may go upon 
the record. 

Icame into the Senate this morning favorable to the amend- 
ment, understanding nothing more of it than that it aimed to 
limit the expenditure of the money by the Government for river 
and harbor purposes. I am strongly impressed with the idea that 
a very great deal of unnecessary money is appropriated from time 
to time by the Congress of the United States for these improve- 
ments. I wish our Constitution permitted that the Executive 
might veto any particular item, for I believe that under a provi- 
sion of that sort we could appropriate moneys actually needed, 
provide for improvements actually desired, and leave out those 
that 5 some years at least have aroused the criticism of the 
country. 

But as I read the amendment and carefully consider its appli- 
cation to the provisions of the bill, I find myself bound to vote 
against it. I would very gladly join Senators upon this floor in 
limiting the appropriation or the contract obligation of each and 
every continuing contract so that the amount provided might be 
distributed through any number of years. I find that the bill as it 
came from the other House, on page 99, in line 18, provided that 
not more than 25 cee cent of the whole amount authorized to be 
let by any one of the contracts for which provision is made in the 
bill shall be authorized or expended in any one year. But the Sen- 
ate has stricken that out. I believe that a provision of that kind 
is proper. I believe that a provision as to each specific continuin 
contract which would adjust and apportion the entire amount o 
the authorized expenditure from year to year would be in the in- 
terest of wise legislation, and I would vote for any such amend- 
ment. 

I would vote for any amendment which would limit the Secre- 
tary of War in his distribution under the contract plan to the 
expenditure of any certain per cent of a specific appropriation 
through a number of years. But the present amendment, as I 
read it and as I must understand it, places the power in the Sec- 
retary of War to authorize, first, the total expenditure under one 
item of appropriation for the next year to the full amount of the 
contract authorized; and if he does that upon a contract which 
would provide for an expenditure of $3,000,000 there would then 
be left to him only $7,000,000 to be distributed among the others. 
The Secretary of War, under the amendment, could authorize the 
performance of three contracts to the exclusion of the performance 
of all the other contracts in the bill. 

Therefore, sir, it seems to me that the amendment is vicious and 
takes the power Congress should reserve to itself and gives it to 
the Secretary of War, where he may exercise the greatest favor- 
itism and lavish the moneys of the Government upon one locality 
to the exclusion of all others. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was about to suggest to the Senator from 
Nebraska that that is just what the Secretary of War can do now 
without the amendment, under the bill, except as to the points 
where they have limited it to one-fourth. I quite agree with the 
Senator from Nebraska that it would be a great deal better to 
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restore the House provision which the Senate has stricken out as 


in Committee of the Whole. But I desire to offer an amendment 
to the amendment pro 1 Senator from Maryland. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that there 
is a pending amendment to the amendment. The amendment of 
the Senator from Iowa can be read for information, but no further 
amendment can be received to the amendment. The amendment 
of the Senator from Delaware is anamendment to the amendment 
of the Senator from Maryland. 

wt GRAY. Willthe Senator from Maryland accept my amend- 
ment 

Mr. GORMAN. I will accept the amendment of the Senator 
from Delaware. I have no objection to it at all. So that will 
open the way for the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuppose the Senator from Maryland will have 
no objection to accepting the amendment which I moved? 

Mr. GORMAN. Ihave very decided objection to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then J ask for a*vote on it. I tg that 
most of the amendments would be accepted by the Senators on 
the other side. 

Mr. HILL. Ishould like to have read the amendment of the 
Senator from Delaware to the amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In line 7 of the amendment, after the word 
for,“ insert the words ‘‘ the payment of ”; after the word sum,“ 
ty same line, insert on account of said contract”; so as to 
read: 

Which provide for contracts beyond 8 made for the ent of 
a sum on account of said contract exce: g in the aggregate $10,000,000, etc. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, it seems to me that none of the 
amendments to the amendment meet the objection suggested by 
the Senator from Missouri, which is the largest,in my mind, and 
that is that the discretion is given in the amendment to the Sec- 
retary of War to select the work upon which the $10,000,000 is to 
be expended. If that be the case, we may as well turn over the 
whole thing to the Secretary of War, for the effect of the amend- 
ment is to give him $10,000,000 to expend as he pleases. He may 
put it on one work if the contract is sufficiently large for any one 
work to embrace it, or he may distribute it on three works and 
ere out the whole coast of the United States under his discre- 

on. 

I have always understood that it was the duty of the executive 
officers of the Government to execute the law as Congress makes 
it. Here a committee of this body have been working for months 
on the bill to distribute the appropriations around as they may 
be demanded in the different works, and after they have 1 8 . 
their bill into the Senate we propose to give the Secretary of War 
the power to annul all the work and to take the appropriations 
and give them to three works if he wants to do so, leaving out all 
the rest of us. Does the Senator from Maryland understand it so? 

Mr. GORMAN. Sofar from understanding that to be the case, 
I understand just the ie enka that every work provided for in 
the bill the Secretary of War will be obligated to go on with, and 
the only limitation is that in the aggregate he shall not expend 
more than $10,000,000 in one year. 

Mr. FAULKNER. May I ask the Senator from Texas a ques- 
tion? Iam trying to get at the real meaning of the amendment. 
Does not the other amendment adopted by the Senate limit and 
control the Secretary so that he can not obligate the Government 
for over $400,000 in any one year as toany particular improvement? 

Mr. MILLS. But under the amendment of the Senator from 
1 he has the power to select the work. That is the point 

am on. 

Mr. FAULKNER. To the extent of 8400, 000. 

Mr. MILLS. Why would it not be better to say that he shall 
so adjust the contracts herein authorized to be made uy appor- 
tioning to each work the amount which is to be expended; ta 
certain per cent of the appropriation in the bill shall be expended 
on each work? I do not want to give to any Secretary of War the 
discretion to select any work that he may please and expend the 
money on it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Lask that the pending amendment, the amend- 
ment I offered, may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Rhode Island has heretofore been read for information. The 
Chair now understands the Senator to offer it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I offer it as an amendment to the amendment 
of the Senator from Maryland. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the amendment add: 


Provided, That this provision shall apply equally to the contracts author- 
ized by this act without regard to any special terms to the contrary con- 
tained in the clauses providing for such contracts. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the Senator from Maryland will not 


object to the amendnient. Will he accept it? There certainly 


ought to be a spirit of fairness in this business, 
a VEST. I move to lay the amendment as amended on the 
e. 


Mr. CULLOM. The whole business. 
Mr. WALTHALL. The whole thing. : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
moves to lay the amendment offered by the Senator from Mary- 
land on the table. It has not yet been formally amended, the 
Chair understands. : 
An amendment to it was accepted by the Senator 


Re As modified, I move to lay the amendment on the 
6. 


Mr. GORMAN. Let us havea direct vote on the proposition. 
We had one vote to uy on the table, and that was the Toot vous 
taken in the Senate. I suggest that we take a direct vote upon 
the proposition. 

Mr. ELKINS. Do I understand the Senator from Missouri to 
move to lay the amendment and all the amendments thereto on 
the table? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; the whole thing. 

Mr. ELKINS. It will take them all. 

Mr. BERRY. It will take them all. 

Mr. ELKINS. Then, if the amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland is laid on the table, it will dispose of the whole brood 
and family of amendments, all of which obscure the case. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to get in an amendment to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. ELKINS. Let it come in and we will kill it with the rest. 
I am willing that that shail be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the r 
tion of the amendment of the Senator from Iowa to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maryland? 

3 e I hope the amendment to the amendment will 
rea 


Mr. ALLISON. I offer it as a substitute for the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? There being 
no objection, the amendment will be read. 

Mr. VEST. Iam willing to hear it read, but I shall not with- 
draw my motion or lose my right to make it. 

The Secretary. In lieu of the amendment of Mr. GoRMAN as 
modified insert: 

Provided further, That the Secretary of War shall so adjust the contracts 
authorized to be made beyond the appropriations made herein by apportion- 
ing them in such a way as not to obligate the Government to pay les said 


contracts a sum exceeding in the 000,000 in any one fiscal year 
for such materials and works autho’ to be contracted for. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
moves to lay the amendment of the Senator from Maryland as it 
has been modified, and all pending amendments to it, on the table, 

Mr. VEST. That is the motion. 

Mr. GORMAN. On that 8 let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
HAEE from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. If he were present, Ishould 
vote yea.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called), Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Ilinois [Mr. PALMER]. If he were 
present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. I 
transfer that pair to the Senator from Michigan [Mr. MOMILLAN] 


and vote yea.” 
Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAM- 


ERON], but as he and I agree upon this matter, I will record my 
vote. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I have a general pair with the senior 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN], but my pair has been 
transferred, and I vote yea.“ 

Mr. BURROWS. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
MCMILLAN], if present, would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. TELLER, Iam paired with the senior Senator from Flor- 
ida [Mr. CALL]. If he were present, he would vote “yea” and I 
should vote “nay.” 

Mr. SQUIRE. Ihave a 


meral pair with the senior Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 


I transfer that pair to the Senator 


from New 8 5 oe [Mr. CHANDLER] and vote yea.“ 
Mr. CHANDLER (after having voted in the negative). I 
withdraw my vote. 


Mr. GOR I understand that the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] is paired with the Senator from New 


. 
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York 
stand, in favor of 
Ham 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am not paired with the Senator from New 
York on this vote, not unless it is a party question. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to state that my colleague 
ARD] is unavoidably absent. If he were present, he would vote 


[Mr. Murpoy]. The Senator from New York is, I under- 
e amendment, and the Senator from New 
pshire votes the same way. 


[Mr. PRrron- 


Li ea. 

Mr. CHILTON (after haring voted in the negative). Iam re- 

quested by the senior Senator from Louisiana (Mr. AFFERY] to 
ir with his colleague [Mr. BLANCHARD], and I therefore with- 
w my vote and announce my pair. 

Mr. CANNON (after having voted in the negative). I am 

ired on this vote with the senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
Nessi] He is not present, and I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MARTIN. I desire to state that if my colleague [Mr. 
DANIEL] were here he would vote “nay” on the motion to lay 
the amendment on the table. He is in favor of the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. SQUIRE (after haying voted in the affirmative). Under 
the circumstances, if it is understood that the Senator from Vir- 

inia [Mr. DANIEL] can not be paired with the Senator from New 
83 [Mr. CHANDLER], I will withdraw my vote. I should 
like to exchange pairs; I should like to vote yen“ on the motion, 
but I understand that the Senator from Virginia would vote “nay” 
if present. Therefore I withdraw my vote. 

Ar. CHANDLER. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. BUTLER. Iwill pair my colleague [Mr. Prrrcwarp] with 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] and the Senator from 
Washington can vote. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Very well. I vote yea.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 40, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—40. 
Aldrich, Dubois, Mills, Sherman, 
Bacon, Mitchell, Oreg. up, 
Baker, e, Nelson, uire, 
. Gallinger, 20, Stewart, 
burn, K Perkins, Thurston, 
Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, Vest, 
Butler, Jones, Nev. tt, Walthall, 
Caffery, a ie ugh, LL ip 
Cam c. * 
Mantle, al, Wilson. 
NAYS—23. 
Cockrell, Hawley, Peffer, 
Alo, Faulkner, HM, Proctor, 
Bate, ear, 2 
Brice, Gorman, Lindsay, Smith, 
Brown, Gray, Vilas. 
Chandler, is, Mitchell, Wis. 
NOT VOTING—26. 
Blanchard. vis, MeMillan, T 
Call, Gibson, organ, Turpie, 
Cannon, Gordon, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Carter, N Murphy, Warren, 
Chilton, Hansbrough, er, Wolco 
Clar Hoar, Pritchard, 
Dani Irby, Teller, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I offer an amendment to the pending bill, to 
take the place of the amendment just voted down. 

The P IDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 10, page 100, insert: 

Provided. erwise herein specifically authorized, the 
Secretary of War's sa so adjust the contracts Provigo for by this act that 

sent of any one oi e appro) ons e ni 

q contrat shall be ‘expended 4 any one fiscal 8 

Mr. FRYE. I think that there must be a misunderstanding 
about the limitation which has been proposed in the bill. I think 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON] misunderstood it. 
The bill came from the House of Representatives with a provision 
only as to those continuing contracts where the sum to be in the 
end expended exceeded $500,000, that a 25 per cent limitation should 
be put on. Almost on the second or third page of the bill is a con- 
tinuing contract for $517,000, and just before it comes one for 
$500,000. Under that limitation, the $500,000 contract could be 
completed in a year and paid for, and under the 25 per cent limita- 
tion the $517,000 contract would take four years. There is no 
justice in that; there is no propriety in it. The large majority of 
these contracts are between $500,000 and $900,000. There is not 
the slightest difficulty about completing these contracts in two 
years; and in these contracts time is just as important as money, 
and yet under the 25 per cent limitation, if it was an $800,000 con- 
tract, you would have to take four years about it; and if it was 
a $700,000 contract four years about it. At the same time, if it 
was a $4,000,000 contract you could e 4$1,000,000ayear. There 
were several of those—the Hennepin Canal is for nearly $5,000,000, 
and you could expend a million and a quarter a year; in the Su- 
perior and Duluth, $4,000,000, you could spenda millionayear. I 
could name several others where a million dollars a year could be 
expended, butif it happens to be a $517,000 contract, one very im- 
portant, and just as important as any other, it would have taken 


four years to carry it out. There was no justice in that limita- 
tion, nor would there be any more justice in the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Kentucky. The committee considered 
that question and made a limitation on all these continuing con- 
tracts that no more than $400,000 a year should be expended on 
any one of them. 

Mr. GORMAN. Except those stated in the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator did not let me finish. 

Then we excepted—not the Hennepin Canal, for the Senate 
excepted that—but we excepted Superior and Duluth. Nobody 
questions the importance of completing that contract at the earli- 
est day ible, We excepted the Delaware harbor of refuge, 
where thousands and thousands of vessels will seek its shelter 
every year, because of its great . and we excepted the 
Mississippi River. You must make the appropriations for the 
Mississippi River annually if you are going to make them at all, 

Mr. SMITH. May I ask the Senator from Maine a question? 

Mr. FRYE. Certainly. * 

Mr. SMITH. According to the estimate furnished as to the 
amount carried by this bill between the continuous contracts and 
the money directly appropriated the sum total to be appropriated 
is about $72,000,000 in round numbers. Will the Senator from 
Maine, the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, inform me 
as to how much of that money under this bill can be spent for the 
next fiscal year, provided the Secretary of War should make all 
the contracts for the amount of money appropriated and that the 
contractors should be able to perform the work? 

Mr. FRYE. I have never figured that, but I imagine it would 
amount to $25,000,000. 

Mr. SMITH. Then, as I understand it, the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN], according to his 
statement, would make the amount to be expended $22,000,000. 
Do I understand, then, that the only difference between the amount 
of money under any circumstances that could be spent under the 
bill as it stands and under the amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland is $3,000,000? 

Mr. FRYE. No. The Senator asked me under the continuing 
8 There is $12,000,000 appropriated here that can be 
expended, 

r. SMITH. What I want to get at as near as I can is as to 
how much of the money, when this appropriation bill shall haye 
been passed, will be called upon or could, under any circumstances, 
be called from the Treasury to be paid out during the coming 


year. 

Mr. FRYE. I have never estimated it. I hold toa little dif- 
ferent opinion from what has been expressed on this floor in rela- 
tion to this bill. I have never known a time yet when the Secre- 
tary of War did not refrain from making an expenditure if he 
desired to do so, I do not care what the appropriation was nor 
where it was. Under the law, if he desires not to expend the 
money, he has the right to refuse, and he has refused to expend 
it. Take the case of Port Orford, which came up here the other 
day. There was an appropriation made ten years ago of $170,000 
which has not yet been expended. Why? Because the Secretary 
of War used his discretion and refused to expend it. 

I go one step further. I understand that in this bill it is in the 
discretion of the Secretary of War to make these contracts, or not 
to make them, and there is where I differ with the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest]. I know what the decisions of the courts 
have been; but heretofore, in nine cases out of ten at any rate 
when we have made a continuing contract the pee. used 
was: The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed 
to make a contract”; and in every instance in this bill it is that 
he ‘‘may makeacontract.” I believe that that lan e was used 
"y the House committee and by the House itself for the purpose 
of leaving in the hands of the Secretary of War a discretion as to 
what of these contracts he shall now enter into, what he shall 
enter into a year from now, and what he may enter into two 
years from now, or whether he shall enter into any of them or 
not. Therefore I voted against the amendment of the Senator 
from 5 4 

Mr. SMITH. I am sorry to be obliged to interrupt the chair- 
man of the committee foramoment longer. My object, Mr. Presi- 
dent, in asking the question I have was simply that on the face of 
the bill which is now pending it will appear to the public, or it 
would at least to the ordinary mind, that the bill was carrying 
an expenditure of $70,000,000, or three or four times the amount 
ever heretofore bs et cea in a similar bill. Ithink in justice 
to the members of this body that it should not go outin that form. 

I am in favor of fair appropriation bills for river and harbor 
purposes. But with the present condition of the general business 
of this country and with the general condition of the receipts and 
disbursements of the Government Treasury, I say, notwithstand- 
ing some of our friends haye referred to the large amount which 
is now in the Treasury, partly there from the sale of bonds, that 
we are not justified in appropriating an amount of money greater 
than was ever heretofore appropriated by any Congress for this 
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purpose. Now, if ever, is the time in the history of our country 
when we should show to the people, while they are in a state of 
distress, that we are not going to embarrass them either by addi- 
tional taxation or by the sale of bonds, by the passage of any bill 
such as this, which is not necessary at this time. 

I speak, Mr. President, on this question, not as I might as a par- 
tisan, glad to be able to see the majority of this Senate and of Con- 
peas passing a bill unprecedented in the history of this country, 

ut I speak as a Senator, representing no party but the great 
American people; and I say here that when we undertake to go 
before the American poopie with a bill double that of any Arya 
in the best times ever known in the history. of our country, I doubt 
very much whether it will meet their approval. 

I hope, if there is any question as to the amount the Treasury 
will be obliged to pay out on this account for the coming year, 
that some amendment may be offered to limit the expenditure. I 
do not care whether it is the Secretary of War or the Secretary of 
the Treasury upon whom the limitation is placed; but I do feel 
that I should like to vote intelligently, and I should like to know 
how much I am going to vote shall be expended in this direction. 
Without that information I can not see how any Senator can prop- 
erly be called upon to cast his vote for a measure as to which he 
is so largely in doubt as to the amount of money it carries. 

Mr. L Y. Mr. President, I wish to ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce whether I understand him to say 
that so far as where direct appropriations are made this bill is 
mandatory upon the Secretary of War, but so far as appropria- 
tions are to be made under contemplated contracts the making of 
those contracts and consequent expenditure of the money under 
those contracts is merely permissive? 

Mr. FRYE. I did not say so, Mr. President. I said that both 
were in the discretion of the Secretary of War and that he had 
always exercised that discretion. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Then, Mr. President, when this bill becomes a 
law it will be nothing more than an enabling act, which may be 
carried out by the Secretary of War or suspended at his discretion. 
Ido not believe that any Department of the Government will reach 
the conclusion that this is a mere enabling act, intended merely 
to empower the Secretary of War to make or to refuse to make 
these public improvements at his will or discretion. He will un- 
derstand that it is his duty to carry out the expressed will of Con- 
gress as it appears in this bill, and the only discretion which he can 
properly exercise will be as to limiting the time within which the 
money shall be expended. 

I think it is the duty of Congress, when it comes to authorize 
contracts to be made for the expenditure of $65,000,000, to indicate 
to the Sec of War its opinion as to what this limitation 
ought to be; and it does seem to me if he be authorized to make 
contracts which will involve the expenditure of $13,000,000 a year 
under the contract system, with the knowledge that each succeed- 
ing year other appropriations will be made, Congress should say 
to the country that not exceeding twenty or twenty-five million 
dollars a year ought to be taken out of the public Treasury for 
Lh a 1 improvements under existing conditions. 

. FAULKNER. I will ask the Senator from Kentucky to 

rmit me to interrupt him. It may be that he has forgotten the 

Emitation already in this bill. There is a limitation in the bill 

that the Secretary of War shall not contract, as I understand, with 

reference to any of these continuing contracts for an amount to be 

paid annually exceeding $400,000. That is a decided limitation; 
and I think that is in the bill. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Is that now in the bill? 

Mr. FRYE. Ves, sir. 

Mr. FAULKNER, It is in the bill now; and in the construc- 
tion of these improvements there can not be expended in any one 
yaran amount exceeding $400,000 on any one continuing con- 


ac 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask if any estimate has been made as to 
what the amount of the annual expenditure will be if the Secre- 
tary of War goes to the extent of $400,000 under these various 
appropriations? 

r. FRYE. No estimate has been made. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Then the Committee on Commerce can not tell 
whether the expenditure of the coming year will be fifteen, eight- 
een, or twenty-five million dollars under that limitation? 

Mr. FRYE. I estimated it at $25,000,000; but it was not a care- 
ful estimate. 

Mr. LINDSAY. For the first year? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. 

Mr. LINDSAY. That is, including appropriations that are not 
to be expended? 

Mr. FRYE. No; the second year the bill appropriates about 
twelve million two or three hundred thousand dollars. y own 
impression would be that if we made a contract in every single 
case, next year it would reach at any rate $25,000,000. 

Mr. ALLEN. How much e diture of money would it re- 
quire to fulfill the terms of the bill if all the contracts authorized 
to be made were made? 


Mr. FRYE. There is a restriction, as the Senator knows, in 
the bill of $400,000—that in no one contract can there be over that 
sum expended. 

Mr. ALLEN. But that is not the question I asked the Senator. 
Taking the appropriations altogether, with the money which will 


be necessary to discharge the obligations which may be incurred 
under the bill, the contracts which may be entered into, how 
much moner, in round numbers, will it take to exhaust the bill? 

Mr. FRYE. It takes about $64,000,000 in continuing contracts, 
and they all run over four years, and one of them probably will 
run eight years, 

Mr. ALLEN, Is that in addition to the present appropriations? 
i pf ace That is in addition to the appropriation of 

12,000,000. 

Mr. ALLEN. So it will make about $76,000,000, all told? 

Mr. FRYE. Ishould think so. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I think $13,000,000 spent under the continuing- 
contract system is an excessive sum, after the Senate has decided 
against the limitation of $10,000,000. I .shall therefore insist 
upon my amendment. 

Mr. ELKINS. I should like to hear the amendment read. 

Mr. FRYE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. ELKINS. What is the amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of line 10, on 
page 100, the following:. 


Provided, That, except where otherwise herein specifically authorized, the 
I. yi adjust the contracts provided for by this act that 


Secretary of War 
not more than 20 per cent of any one of the sp ropriations to be expended 
under a continuing contract s be expend any one fiscal year. 


Mr. ELKINS. There is the same objection to that amendment 
as to the other. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] to lay the amendment of the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay] on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 


to call the roll. 
Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Iam paired 


Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). 
with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. If he were 
present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], but he and I agree on 
this question, and I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
8 from Idaho [Mr. Duos], and therefore withhold my 
vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am paired generally with the senior Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. MOMILLAN], but I am assured by his 
colleague [Mr. 70 that on this question he would vote 
„Nea, if present, and as I vote the same way I will record my 
vote. I vote‘ — 9 
Mr. WARREN. I desire to announce that my colleague —.— 
CLARK] is absent from the city. He is paired with the junior Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON]. 

Mr. CANNON. On this vote I am paired with the senior Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. Moraan]. If he were here, I should 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to announce that on this vote my col- 
league [Mr. PRITCHARD] is paired with the Senator from Yogini 
pn. DANIEL], who is paired generally with the Senator from 

ashington Mr. SQUIRE]. By this transfer of pairs the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE] is at liberty to vote. My col- 
league would vote “yea,” if present. 

Mr. SQUIRE, I understand that the exchange of pairs as made 
is 5 and so my vote in the affirmative may stand. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. CALL] 
on this vote is paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER]. If my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. C TON. Iam paired on this question with the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were present, he would 
vote ‘‘ yea” and I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. THURSTON. I understand my pair has been transferred, 
and I therefore vote ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—37. 
Aldri Elkins, Ne Ste 
Bacon,” Faulkner, ny van” 
Baker, Frye, Perkins, Walthall, 
Berry, T, Pettigrew, Warren, 
Blackburn, George, Platt, Wetmore, 
Burrows, Jones, Nev. Pugh, White, 
Butler,, „ Quay Wilson. 
Caffery, McBride, 3 
Cameron. Mills, oup, 
Cullom, Mitchell, Oreg. Sq 
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NAYS—18. 

Allen, Gear, Kyle, Sherman, 
Bate, Gorman, Lindsay, Thurston, 
Brown, Harris, Martin. ilas. 

ler, Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. 

I, Hil, Peffer, 

NOT VOTING—#. 

Alliso: vis, Jones, Ark. Roach, 

— Dubois, Me Mi Smith. 
Brice, Gibson, Mantle, Teller, 
Call, Gordon, organ, i 
Cann ray, Morrill, Turpie, 
Carter, ale, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Chilton, Hansbrough, Palmer, Wolcott. 
Clark oar, teh 
Daniel, Irby, Proctor, 


So the amendment was lald on the table. 

Mr. HILL. On page 14, line 14, in order that the item there 
may have further consideration in the conference committee, I 
move to strike out five” and insert ten.“ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New York will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 14, page 14, before the word ‘‘thou- 
sand,” it is proposed to strike out ‘ five” and insert ten“; so as 
to read: 

Improving harbor at Huntington, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BATE. In line 5, on page 65, in the clause relating to the 
improvement of Cumberland River below Nashville, Tenn., be- 
fore the word thousand.“ I move to strike out “eighty” and 
insert two hundred and fifty”; so as to make the appropriation 


$250,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Tennessee will be stated. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I beg to say that this amendment 
proposes to provide for a continuing contract for $250,000. The 
work can be completed, I think, within eighteen months or two 
years. It is for the removal of an obstacle in the Cumberland River. 

It is a very small amount. Its friends went before the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, but I regret to say they did not allow us but 
$80,000 for the continuing contract which was appropriated by 
the House. I trust the Senate will agree to make it $250,000. 
Though the appropriation involves but a small amount, it is of 

at interest to our people. The commercial organizations, the 
Postda of trade, and the people generally are much interested in 
it and ask that I present the matter to the Senate. Ido so, and 
I hope the Senate will accept the amendment which I have offered. 

Mr. VEST. Let the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 65,line 5, before the word ‘‘thou- 
sand,” it is proposed to strike out eighty ” and insert two hun- 
dred and fifty”; so as to to read: 

Im roving Cumberland River below Nashville, Tenn.: Continuing improve- 
ment, $250,000, etc. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I am not at all surprised that 
Republican Senators should support this bill, as it authorizes the 
ator of large contracts for the expenditure of money. I am 
surprised, however, that Democratic Senators should give aid and 
comfort to this seeming squandering of the public money. Of 
course these contracts will be made in the year 1897; they will 
be made evidently by a Republican Secretary of War, if the 

resent pro: ts are realized, and no doubt these contracts will 
i made with a class of gentlemen who will be willing to con- 
tribute very largely and very liberally to the support of the Re- 

ublican party in its campaigns. I can understand, therefore, 
Fan a mere party standpoint, why Republican Senators should 
support this measure. can not understand, however, why 
Democrats should do so, nor why Populists should do so. 

There is one matter about this bill that we ought to know, and 
I regret very much that the chairman of the committee has failed 
thus far to enlighten the country upon the prospect that we have 
in view at another ee of sppropriatng money for the im- 
provement of additional creeks o bill itself carries an appro- 
priation for the improvement of many creeks and one mill pond, 
as I recollect it. Ido not recall any ditches. I think there is one 
ditch, however, in New York. But the bill requires estimates to 
be made for the improvement of 16 different creeks for the im- 

ovement of which appropriations have never been made here- 
Pre. The first one is Five Mile Creek, in Alabama. The second 
is Petaluma Creek, in California. Then there are Cedar Creek, in 
Delaware; Suisun Creek, in California; Orange Creek, in the State 
of Florida; Oldmans Creek, Dividing Creek, and Tuckerton Creek, 
in New Jersey; Catskill Creek and Coney Island Creek, in the 
State of New York; Potecasi Creek, in North Carolina; Tona- 
wanda Creek, in the State of Pennsylvania; Redwood Creek, Cali- 
fornia; Mantua Creek, New Jersey, and Whatcom Creek, in the 
State of Washington. 

I think it is important that the country should know that the 


bill not only improves a oe and obscure estuaries in the 
country that are of no earthly account for commercial purposes, 
but that the contemplated policy is that it will take all the 
creeks in all the different States of the Union, especially those 
5 along the Atlantic and Pacific Sea 8 

I think the honorable chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
did not do the country full 1 when he failed to enlighten the 
taxpayers that the bill Which carries with it something like 
seventy-six and a half million dollars of money, immediate and 
5 is to be supplemented by a bill in the Fifty-fifth 

Songress which shall take in all the creeks from Maine to Florida 
and from the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean, I think the people 
ought to be warned or ought to be informed of an appropriation 
policy upon the part of the incoming Administration which will 
take into consideration the creeks. 

Let me say one thing more. I observe in the bill that we have 
made an appropriation to improve what is known as Yellow Mill 
Pond, in the State of New Hampshire. That is my recollection. 
It has been several days since I read it. 

Mr. FRYE. Connecticut. 7 

Mr. ALLEN. In Connecticut. It is all the same. 

Mr. FRYE. Not quite. 

My. ALLEN. The people gan be informed and rest assured that 
as soon as we get through with the estuaries and the lagoons and 
the bayous and the creeks we will reach the ditches of the country, 
and then we will reach the mill ponds. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] is talk- 
ing abont things that he knows nothing on earth about. 

r. ALLEN. Thank you. 

Mr. FRYE. He is talking about creeks as if a creek because it 
is called a creek has no navigation on it. I told the Senator the 
other day, when the same question was raised, that there is an 
appropriation here for Newtown Creek, and that there is $67,000,- 
000 of commerce on Newtown Creek. 

The play on the word “creek” is old. It smells of antiquity. 
It has been used over and over again. It is the old talk of run- 
ning a ship on dew and all that sort of thing. Let me tell the 
Senator there is no creek appropriated for which has not received 
the approval of two engineers, first a preliminary examination, 
next a survey, and then a declaration that commerce requires it. 
Let me tell him that the farmers all through the South depend 
upon these very appropriations to get their products of cotton and 
tobacco to the markets. 

Mr. GRAY: In competition with the railroads. 

Mr. FRYE. These rivers and bayous and creeks are little arter- 
ies of commerce, to be sure; they require only small appropriations, 
but they go directly to the poor working people aot the farmers 
of the country and not to the great commercial centers. TheSen- 
ator had better investigate the bill before he undertakes to abuse 
it by talking about creeks. 

Besides, I am sick of having Senators rise on this floor and ob- 
ject to the river and harbor bill when the same Senators come 
before the committee and demand at the hands of the committee 
increased appropriations. 

Mr. ALLEN. I regret very much that the Senator from Maine 
should misconstrue my remarks. I am in hearty sympathy with 
the bill as it exists, of course, and the 8 appropriations, 
and I was simply saying that I thought the Senator from Maine 
had failed to discharge his duty only so far as he failed to call the 
attention of the country to the fact that all the creeks in the coun- 
sy and all the mill ponds after a time are to be improved. 

am perfectly willing that the Senator shall make appropria- 
tions to improve the creeks and rivers of the State which I have 
the honor in port to represent here. Ishall not regard it as an 
offense if he does so, and I think the Senator is premature in his 
remarks that I am talking about something I know nothing about. 
I have seen some of the creeks in this country. It is in accordance 
with the policy of the bill, and I say this at the hazard of what 
little interest the State of Nebraska may have in it, whether the 
Senator from Maine may like it or not, to expend thousands and 
millions of dollars in worthless improvements of creeks and estu- 
aries and bayous. The argument that the Senator from Maine 
makes here been made a hundred times before. There never 
was a reckless and inexcusable expenditure of public money that 
an artful man could not conjure up a subterfuge or excuse for it, 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I hope the heated forensic passage 
between the chairman of the committee and the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] as to creeks and bayous will not divert 
the Senate from the simple 3 I have made, for it is a 
just and proper one. It is simply to increase the amount of the 

ouse appropriation from eighty thousand to two hundred and 
fifty thousand dollars, 

pon the question of ‘‘ creeks” Ihave no comment to make, 
except that my proposed amendment is not for a ‘‘ creek,” but for 
the Cumberland River, navigable 500 miles, and 200 miles of it 
between the city of Nashville and its mouth. Thousands of tons 
of freight annually go down its bosom to the Ohio and Missis- 
sippirivers, andis thus transferred around thecountry. Thereare 
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two railroads down that river—one on either bank. They con- 
trol the rate of transportation of the products grown in the fertile 
country drained by that river and its tributaries. I propose by 
the amendment at least to help to check the monopolistic tendency 
of the railroads that run down the banks of the river and brin 
them to a sense of propriety in re to the amount mer shoul 
charge for the transportation of the farm products raised in that 
immediate country. 

I will not be driven from what I believe to be my duty by the 
idea that is thrown out by the Senator from Nebraska as to the 
course to be pursued by Democrats. Mr. President, I do not be- 
lieve in these extravagant expenditures that increase the burden 
of taxes upon our already overburdened people. I do not approve 
of all or even half that is found in the pending bill, but because 
Ido not shall I stand idly by and see others taking the loaf while 
I can not get even a slice on the meritorious amendment I offer in 
the interest of the people in my State? The cleaning out of the 

. rivers and harbors is a great advantage toour country, for it brings 
about much-needed competition; but it should be done with mod- 
eration and propriety, and I do not myself approve of the extray- 
agance that isin this bill, and I have voted every time an oppor- 
tunity has been offered for the reduction of the amount of $70,- 
000,000. I will do so again. But, sir, my proposition should not 
be defeated simply on account of the declamation of the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. FRYE] or the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN]. It should stand on its merits. 

Mr. FRYE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Maine to lay the amendment on the 


table, 

Mr. BATE. I suppose the Senator from Maine will allow me 
to get through, certainly, before he moves to shelve my motion. 

Mr. FRYE. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I supposed he had 
concluded, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Tennessee to yield the floor. 

Mr. BATE. I want to have it understood that the Cumberland 
is not a creek, but a splendid and beautiful river. It is a stream 
which bears tons of commerce upon its bosom; one which con- 
tributes much to the advantage of a half million people who live 
upon its banks. The appropriation asked for by this amendment 
would relieve the chief obstruction to its navigation at the mouth 
of Harpeth River, between the ane of Nashville and the Ohio 
River. It has no connection with the just and proper appropria- 
tion applied to this river above the city of Nashville. 

Mr. FRYE. For this river there is one item in the bill for 
3990800 and in another item there is a continuing contract for 

Mr. BATE. It is altogether a different proposition. That is 
above and this is below the city of Nashville. I tried to make it 
appear that at the mouth of the river, where this spp there 
is an obstacle that should be removed, and with that obstacle 
removed we will have two months’ additional regular navigation 
of the river and help the laborer and the producer transport their 
products at reasonable rates. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine to lay the amendment on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. FRYE. As chairman of the committee I feel that it is my 
duty to reply to a certain extent to what the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SmirH] has said in relation to the bill, and therefore 
I ask unanimous consent that, representing the committee, I ma 
occupy about fifteen minutes of the time of the Senate. 5 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, there never has been a time in my 
experience when there has been such a universal demand for river 
and harbor improvements as this very year. There is hardly a 
great harbor in this country hitherto regarded as ample for all 
requirements of commerce which has not been persistent in its 
demands for wider and deeper channels to accommodate the great 
freight ships of the world. It has come fromaway down in the 
magnificent harbor of Portland, from Boston, New York, all over 
the Great Western Lakes—the lakes 2 or 3 feet lower than usual 
and the ships twice as large as ever. From them this demand 
has come to Congress. It has been an irresistible demand, for it 
is the demand of the American people. It is in response to that 
demand that the bill has been reported by the two committees of 
the two Houses. 

Mr. President, the commerce of this i Spe in the last quar- 
ter of a century has increased so enormously that it is the marvel 


I have 
tany- 
where from twenty to forty billion dollars’ worth of domestic com- 
merce is transported every year over the 175,000 miles of our 
railroads and by over 8,000,000 tons of documented and undocu- 
mented vessels, a fleet three times greater than that of France 
and Germany and Italy and Spain and England combined en- 


of the whole world. It is without pann in all history. 
heard itestimated—I dare not myself make an estimate—tha 


in the same business. It is, I say, the marvel of the age. 

r. Depew, in a speech only a short time ago—I remember seeing 
it in the press—declared that our commerce 3 over our 
railroads 100 miles exceeded by 200,000,000 tons the commerce of 
the whole world. I take it there is no Senator here who will not 
be ready to admit that a great factor, a very valuable factor, in 
that immensely increasing commerce has been the constantly de- 
creasing freight charges. 

Twenty years ago we paid our railroads 3} cents a ton-mile. It 
cost them 24} cents a ton-mile. Last year we paid those same rail- 
roads seventy-eight one-hundredths of 1 cent a ton-mile, and 
the cost was about one-half of a cent. You take freights by 
steam on the ocean and they are only one-fifth of those by 
rail, while by sail they are only one-tenth. The voyage from 
California to Europe with a load of wheat is 15,000 miles. The 
charges of freight on that wheat are from $7.50 to $10a ton. That 
is five one-hundredths of a cent a ton-mile up to sixty-seven one- 
thousandths of a cent. 

The people of this country are not content. They are demand- 
ing that those freights shall still go down. How can they be 
further reduced? Can your railroads carry any morecheaply? I 
assert that they can not unless some new motive power is discoy- 
ered which economizes in the matter of fuel. Where can you carry 
it more cheaply? On the water, and nowhere else; and for that 
reason the people of the United States to-day, the intelligent busi- 
ness men of the country, are everywhere demanding water im- 
provements, Did you notice a few months ago that by an over- 


whelming vote the people of New York appropriated $9,000,000 to 
broaden and deepen the Erie Canal? at for? To decrease 
freight charges, and for nothingelse. Have you noticed that there 


are demands coming from great boards of trade that there 
shall be dams built to raise the water in the Lakes? What for? 
To accommodate the great freight ships of the Lakes and make 
freights cheaper. Have you noticed that the demands are coming 
from all over the country for great canals and waterways from 
the Lakes to the ocean? What for? To make freights cheaper. 
Have you noticed that the pope are demanding the building of 
the Nicaragua Canal? Whatfor? To bring the Pacific and the 
Atlantic 10,000 miles nearer to each other and to decrease the 
freights one-half at least and build up the commerce enormously, 
both domestic and foreign. 

Sir, you can see, and if the Senators are in touch with the 
American ple they will feel it, too, that the demand in this 
country is for accommodations on the water. How will the peo- 
ple get them? The United States has exclusive jurisdiction over 
navigable streams in this country. There is only one place to 
obtain those appropriations and to secure those improvements, 
and that is from Congress. We have been responding for the last 
ten years and we have been supposed to be responding with a rea- 
sonable degree of liberality. ve we been throwing away money? 
Have we been too extravagant? We have spent millions of dollars 
on the great Mississippi River. Is it money thrownaway? Year 
before last it took 3,500,000 tons of documented and undocumented 
vessels to carry the freight on that river alone. I admit it is a 
vexatious and troublesome river, but can the United States refuse 
to make appropriations for it and let it become a useless one? We 
made heavy appropriations for a deep-water harbor at Galveston, 
Was it money thrown away? Such a harbor will accommodate a 
portion of this country greater than all the islands of Great Brit- 
ain. Is that money thrownaway? I picked upa moment ago the 
statement of the local engineer. Let me show you what he says. 
Colonel Miller says: 

The depth at Galveston March 2. 1893, 13 feet; March 2, 1894, 14 feet; March 
2, 1895, 15 feet; March 2, 1896, 22 feet. From the date of my arrival here in 
March, 1893, to the present date the channel has deepened 3} feet. There is 


no doubt that 25 feet of water will be obtained in a few mon and ulti- 
mately a depth of 30 feet. tas 


Is it wasting the money of the people of the United States to 
obtain a deep-water harbor at Galveston, floating vessels of a 
draft of 30 feet and accommodating a third of this great Republic, 
and that third being the agriculturists of the country? 

We have appropriated a large sum of money for a magnificent 
lock at the Soo. It was pla under a continuing contract. It 
has taken five or six hun thousand dollars a year. Is it mone 
wasted? Last year two and a half million of tonnage panied 
through the Soo Canal in eight months’ time, more than 
through the Suez Canal, which carries the commerce of the world, 
in an entire year. We made great appropriations for a deep chan- 
nel through the Lakes. Is there a Senator here who will say that 
money is thrown away to maintain a channel of 21 feet through 
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those lakes and accommodate the magnificent commerce of that 
section of the country? 

Mr. President, take the Alabama River, I see the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. Puan] sitting here. We placed the Alabama River 
under the continuing contract system,and the Savannah Harbor 

~ also, to obtain, I think, 24 feet of water and a channel 500 feet wide. 
It has been accomplished. How accomplished? At a cost of 7.7 
centsacubic yard, the lowest price ever paid by the United States for 
ing. Now, what will it do? Take the Alabama River alone. 
You lay out $50,000 more on the Warrior and the Tombigbee 
rivers, and you will open up to the commerce of the world inex- 
haustible mines of the best coal on the globe, which can be landed 
on shipboard at Mobile for $1.25 a ton. One year’s business will 
save the people every single dollar appropriated for that improve- 
ment. I might goon almost endlessly in this direction. But I 
will not trespass on the Senate. 

The next question is, Why do you not finish some of these im- 
provements and stop? Why does not commerce stop? We can 
not complete and stop, because the demands of the poopie for 
cheap freights have doubled the size of freight ships in the last 
ten years, and a channel 300 feet wide and 12 feet deep, ten years 
ago ample, will not permit the freight ships of 8 to turn 

i through unless they can walk on the bot- 
775 have such large ships? Be- 
cause small ships are eliminated to-day from the problem. They 
can not carry at a profit at present rates. It is utterly impossible. 
It is only the great ships that can be successfully run. Low 
freights have compelled great ships,and great ships are to-day 
demanding these improvements. 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] talks about creeks 
and bayous. That has been the fashion with river and harbor 
critics for years. Such talk is stale and such fault-finders have 
not the facts. To-day under the law how are you to secure an 
improvement for a harbor? We will suppose the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. MANTLE] desires to have an improvement for a 
river in his State. What is the course to be pursued under the 
law? He comes to the Committee on Commerce and gets a pre- 

i survey iti the bill. Whatis that? It requires an engi- 
neer officer to go to the locality, make a careful and thorough 
examination into the commerce, present and prospective, then 
to determine whether or not under all circumstances the locality 
is entitled to improvement, whether or not the interests of com- 
merce will justify it. He makes his report. If unfavorable, that 
is the end of it. We hear no more aboutit. About a third of 
them are ended in that way. 

If, on the contrary, he reports that it is worthy of improve- 
ment, then two years from that time there is an item in the next 
river and harbor bill, providing for a survey, an estimate, and a 
prosor The local engineer makes his survey, his project, and 

estimate, reports to the Chief of Engineers, the Chief examines 
carefully both reports, and then at the end of four years he sends 
them to Congress with his recommendation. Then the commit- 
tees in both Houses make their careful examinations, and if they 
agree with those officers Congress makes an appropriation, Now, 
pray tell me how a miserable creek or a useless bayou can secure 
a vibes in the river and harbor bill through that devious route 
which it must travel? I say it is absolutely impossible. 

There has been extravagance in the use of money for river and 
harbor improvements. Ladmit it. But what kind of an extray- 

š ce? Too small appropriations, Let me illustrate: The Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] desires a harbor in his 
State improved. There is a project for dredging. It will cost a 
million dollars. It has been recommended by the ao of Engi- 
neers, after the first and second examinations, and the local engi- 
neer estimates that $200,000 ought to be appropriated for the 
coming year; that that amount can be profita M expended. The 
Chief of Engineers looks it over and he finds that adding all the 
recommendations of the local engineers together will make a river 
and harbor bill of $70,000,000. he cuts this item down one- 
half, and recommends $100,000. Then the two committees of 
Congress find that the aggregate of the Chief will reach $30,000,- 
000, and they make another cut, and the result is that it gets, say, 
$50,000 that year. That must suffice for two years. ow, the 
contractor must bid on a fifty-thousand-dollar job only. It takes 
all the paraphernalia it would require if it were a million-dollar 
contract. he charges double what he would if he had the 
entire contract, 

The $50,000 is expended. The next year he gets nothing be- 
cause we only have a river and harbor bill once in two years. At 
the end of the next year the currents, the storms,and the waves 
have swept away the $50,000, and that is repeated year after year. 
In twenty years that improvement would not be completed under 
our old plan of doing business, and every dollar thus appropriated 
in nine cases out of ten was wasted. e started with Galveston 
in just that way. We appropriated $500,000 year after year and 
made no headway at all. 

I saw very plainly how that was an extravagance, and a few 


around in it nor 
tom. Another thing, why 
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years ago proposed to the Senate Committee on Commerce that 
we nyen experiment. I knew that in Europe where they wished 
to make an improvement of any importance they first appropriated 
the entire amount of money necessary, then made their contracts, 
and the contractors drew on the money so appropriated until com- 
pletion was reached. I pro that we select half a dozen im- 
portant improvements and direct the Secretary of War to make 
contracts to complete them. It was done in several instances. 
We selected, first, Galveston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, St. Marys 
Lock, Hay Lake Channel. Nobody questions the importance of 
any of them. Nearly all of them are right on the ragged edge 
of completion to-day, and under the old plan they wonla not have 
been completed within ten years. How about the cost? 

Mr. PASCO. Some of them are completed. 

Mr. FRYE. Someofthemarecompleted. How about the cost? 
Our improvements before that time had always cost us more than 
the estimates. How about it this time? e saved $900,000 on 
Galveston. I have read to you the result there. We saved on 
the lock at Sault Ste. Marie $768,000. We saved on Baltimore 
Channel 15 per cent, on Hay Lake Channel 34 per cent, and in all 
these cases we sayed as much in time as in money. How about 
Philadelphia? The estimates at Philadelphia were $4,300,000. The 
entire contract was let for $2,000,000. We saved in that single 
contract $2,000,000; the work is nearly complete, and the Phila. 
Sa Hager are rejoicing in their great harbor. 

. SMITH. Will the Senator excuse me for a question? 

Mr. FRYE. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH. May I ask the Senator when he says saved“ 
does he mean to say that it would have cost that much more un- 
der other circumstances? 

Mr. FRYE. I mean to say the engineers estimated the cost of 
removing the islands at Philadelphia at $4,800,000, and that it 
would have cost every dollar of that, and probably more, as is 
shown by our experience in the past. But being authorized to 
make a contract for the entire work, they actually letit for a good 
deal less than one-half the price the dredgers ever offered to 
take it for before. That is what I mean. 

Mr.SMITH. In other words, the difference between the esti- 
mate of the e and the price paid is the difference you 
claim was saved. 

Mr. FRYE. That is a play on words, I do not care anything 
about that. 

h Sew SMITH. Itis not a play on words, Itis a statement of 

Mr. FRYE. In the next bill weinserted the Hudson River; the 
Charleston Harbor, which has been 1 and is a perfect 
success; Savannah; St. Johns River; Mobile Harbor, completed, 
a success; Mobile Mino the Cascades; ship channel through the 
lakes 21 feet deep. e saved all the way from 15 to 50 per cent 
on all of these contracts and saved more in time, Let me give 
you an illustration. The estimate for the lake ship channel was 
$3,340,000. We let it for $1,304,000 and the work is about done. 
We saved one-half the cost and more than one-half the time. 
Take Mobile Bay. I told you what the dredging was—7.7 cents 
a cubic yard. Never before have we had it done for less than 
12 cents. Take Humboldt Bay, California. The estimate was 
$1,715,000. We let it for $750,000, a million dollars less than the 
estimate, and the other day a picture was sent to me which 
showed a steamer sailing right into the bay, the work being done. 

Now, Mr. President, why has the other House provided for con- 
tinuing contracts in the pending river and harbor bill to the 
amount of $64,000,000? y has the Committee on Commerce on 
the part of the Senate approved of that action? There are items 
in the bill that I have been againstand am against. Yet why am 
I able to assert in this presence that this bill is a good bill, pro- 
motive of the best interests both of commerce and of the working 
people of this ublic? I hesitate not to make such a declara- 
tion because of the lessons taught me during the experience of the 
last ten years, and he is a foolish man who reads history written 
and profits nothing from its teachings. 

I thank the Senate. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 
1 75 SMITH. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 


bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and theSecretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gipson]. he were 
present, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 


the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], who is neces- 
sarily absent. He and I agreeing upon this question, I record my 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I havea general 
with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], but lam 
assured that if he were present, he would vote yea,“ and I cas 
the same vote. I vote ‘‘yea.” 


1896. 
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Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina pe TILLMAN]. Do 
„ that the same transfer heretofore made applies to 

is vote? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Nebraska will make 
the same transfer made twice before to-day. 

Mr. THURSTON. ThenI transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN] and vote yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Under the transfer of pore announced by 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON] I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. BUTLER. Iwish to state that my colleague [Mr. PRITCH- 
ARD] is unavoidably absent. If he were present, he would vote 
“yea.” I wish to pair him with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
DANIEL], so that the Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE] can 
vote. 

Mr. BRICE. I have a general pair with the junior Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr]. If he were present, I should vote 
‘ ea. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to announce that if my colleague [Mr. 
CALL] were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” He is out of the city 
at the present time and is not paired. 

Mr. BERRY. My colleague [Mr. Jones of Arkansas] is absent, 
but he is paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. If my 
colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 57, nays 9; as follows: 


Aldrich, Davis, Mantle, Shoup, 
Allison, Dubois, Martin, uire, 
Bacon, Elkins, Mills, Stewart, 
Baker, Faulkner, Mitchell, Oreg. Teller, 
Berry, Frye, Mitchell, Wis. Thurston, 
Blackburn, ger, Nelson, . eur 
Burrows, Gear, y Vest, 
Butler, George, Peffer, Walthall. 
Caffery, Gray, Perkins, Warren, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Platt, Wetmore, 
Cannon, Mawio, ugh, White, 
Carter, Jones, Nev. uay, Wilson. 
Chandler, Lindsay, Roach, 
dge, Sewell, 
Cullom, McBride, Sherman, 
NAYS—9. 
AN Chilto Hill, Smith, 
Bate,” 5 “Kyle, Vilas." 
Bro 
— NOT VOTING—23. 

emp goron 3 Pritchard, 

i orman, organ, T, 
Sall Hale, Morrill, ‘Tillman, 
Clark, oar, ‘urphy, oorhees, 
Daniel, Irby,” mer; Wolcott. 
Gibson, Jones, Ark, Pettigrew, 

So the bill was passed. 


Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments, 

The motion was agreed to. r i f 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. FRYE, 

. QUAY, and Mr. Vest were appointed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask the consent of the Senate to 
proceed to the consideration of the Indian war veterans bill that 
we had up a few days ago. 

Mr. GALLINGER, It was read. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It was read at that time. I do 
not think it will take long. Perhaps it can be disposed of in a few 
minutes. 

Mr. VEST. I should be very glad if the Senator from Oregon 
would let me have a bill passed which has been read, in order to 
get it into conference. It will not take long, I presume. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Very well. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
House bill 2698. The bill was read the other day, and at the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] the proceeding 
was suspended, 

Mr. C OM. The bill was read in full, 

Mr. VEST. Les; it was read in full. 

SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I rise toa point of order. By 
unanimous consent on a former day it was agreed that immedi- 
ately upon the passage of the river and harbor bill, which has 
just been , the resolution in relation to seating Mr. Du 
Pont, of Delaware, should be taken up for consideration and be 
continued until a vote should be reached. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have read from the 
Recorp the agreement referred to by the Senator from Indiana. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Mr. GORMAN. It is that upon the passage of 


XXVIUI—324 


land will restate his request. 
river and harbor appro- 


priation bill, the next m 
resolution pro g to seat Mr. Du Pont shall be taken up and continued un- 
der consideration, and that the vote shall be taken not later than 5o'clock on 
the second day.—Congressional Record, page 4772. 

Mr. TURPIE. I see that I had misapprehended the text of the 
unanimous-consent agreement. I thought it provided that the 
resolution should be taken up immediately after the passage of 
the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will stateto the Senator from 
Indiana that I was under the same impression until a few mo- 
ments ago, but in counseling with some gentlemen on the other 
side of the Chamber my attention was attracted to the RECORD, 
and I saw it was the unanimous agreement that the next morning 
after the conclusion of the river and harbor bill that resolution 
should be proceeded with. So the Du Pont case will come up 
to-morrow morning under the order heretofore made. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is right. 

Mr. TURPIE. I wish to offer an amendment on the 
minority of the committee in conformity with the pr 
the bg I move to insert ‘‘not” before entitled.“ 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask that the amendment be 
printed and go over until to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr, MITCHELL of Oregon. I now yield to the Senator from 


Missouri. 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT ST. LOUIS. 


Mr. VEST. I ask the Senate to take up House bill 2698. It has 
been already read in full, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 2698) authorizing the 
construction of a bridge over the Mississippi River to the city of 
St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, from some suitable point 
between the north line of St. Clair County, I., and the southwest 
line of said county, which had been reported from the Committee 
on Commerce with amendments. 

Mr. VEST. Task the Senate to act upon the committee amend- 
ments and we can take up the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Ilinois when 577 port of the bill is reached. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendments of the committee 
will be stated in their order. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, to insert after line 25 
the following proviso: 

Provided also, That said pr be | 
half mile of any bridge e eee eee e e 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Illinois has an amendment to 
pro to the provision. He desires to strike out one-half “ 
and insert ‘‘ three-fourths.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I move to strike out the words ‘‘one-half” and 
insert the words ‘‘ three-fourths of 1”; so as to read within three- 
fourths of 1 mile.of any bridge.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in line 
1, section 9, after the word That,” to insert “as”; so as to read: 

That as a princi m fo 
BO hare got E 
described in this act for passage over the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, line 8, after the word 
The, where it first occurs, to strike ont “said ”; in the same 
line, after the word corporation,” to strike out “or individuals ”; 
in line 11, after the word ‘‘ directors,” to strike out or individuals 
owning” and insert ‘‘of the corporation owning or controlling”; 
so as to read: ; 

That said corporation may tra rt on said bridge and a 
persons and (property of the class described in this act, and | . 
80 to do; an d bridge and ap eS may be used for the transporta- 
tion of all that class of persons an 1 described in this act, under such 

lations as the directors of said corporation or the parties owning the 
said bis A may prescribe. corporation owning the said bridge may 
take, receive, and collect such ratesand tolls for raver. passage, or r- 
tation over said bridge and approaches as the directors of the corporation 
owning or controlling said bridge may from time to time fix and establish, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, line 31, after the word 
“said,” to strike out directors or individuals owning” and to 
insert corporation owning or controlling”; in line 35, after the 
word “over,” to strike out the same” and insert said bridge”; 
and in line 36, after the word “shall,” to strike out in either 
event”; so as to read: 

id ra’ or 
TVT 
bridge for persons oven 5 youre ie age shall not exceed 5 cents. ee 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 11,in the follow- 
ing words: 

Sec. 11. That said ration shall have power to agquire title to 
condemnation or otherwise, as may be necessary 7 for the 9 


immediately after the routine business, the 


of the 
dents upon 
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thereto, in accordance with the laws of the State or 
the construction 


bridge and approaches 
W may be necessary to 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 12, in the follow- 
ing words: 

Szo. 12. That the said 


ion, its assigns, successors, grantees, 
ees, tatives, successors in interest, may, from time to time. 
rrow money at any rate of interest and issue bonds or other evidences o! 
indebtedness such rate of interest bem sot acon such time and at 


be deemed or proper, and ma 
ess by mo 


rtgago of such bridge an 
SAA eae Cone a of the privileges, rights, and franchises given 

y 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. I move to amend by inserting at the end of line 
20, in section 1, the words or in the navigation of the river”; so 
as to read: : 

And it shall be the duty of the said board to give a public 3 in the 
city ot St. Louis to all ies interested in the construction of said bri 
or in the navigation of the river whenever the prer r and drawings of said 
bridge and maps of location shall have been su ted to the Secretary of 
War as herein provided. 

Mr. VEST. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. I move to amend, on page 3, section 3, line 3, 
before the word “unbroken,” by inserting the article “an.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. Inline 4 of section 3 I move to insert the word 
“single” before the word “spans,” and to change the word 
“spans? to span,“ in the si number; and in the same line 
I move to strike out all after the word ‘‘span” down to and in- 
cluding the word“ water,” in line7, on e 4. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 3, line 4, it is proposed to strike 
out the /word “spans” where it first occurs and insert “span”; 
before the word span,“ to insert the word “single”; and in the 
same line, after the word ‘‘span,” to strike out and shall have at 
least two channel spans of not less than 750 feet clear width, each 
measured at right angles to the current at any and all stages of 
water”; so as to read: 

Sno. 3. That in case the said pridao shall bə built below the bri hereto- 
fore constructed and known as the Eads Bridge, it shall be built with an 
unbroken and continuous single span, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. E 

Mr. VEST. What does the Senator make the width of those 

? 
5 GEORGE. We do not have two spans there. It is to be a 
single span. y 

In section 3, line 7, on page 4, I move to strike out the word 
“spans” and insert span.“ 

e amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. é 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VEST. Imove that the Senate insist upon its amendments 
and ask for a committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. : 4 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the pa of the Senate, and Mr, VEST, 

„ ELKINS, and Mr. Jones of Nevada were appointed. 


PENSIONS TO INDIAN WAR VETERANS, 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I now ask unanimous consent of 
the Senate for the present consideration of Senate bill 2281. The 
bill has already been read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let me-suggest to the Senator that we pro- 
ceed for the remainder of the evening with the Calendar of un- 


objected cases. J 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I hope the Senator will allow me 
to have this bill considered and ere 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the bill? : 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It is the Indian war veterans’ pen- 
Bion bill, which was Epe Enot ported by the Committee on 
Pensions, through its chairman . QGALLINGER]. — 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then, I as soon as that bill shall haye 
been di of that by unanimous consent we may proceed 
with the consideration of unobjected cases on the Calendar. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent that when the bill 
in charge of the Senator from Oregon is disposed of the Senate 


to the consideration of unobjected cases on the Calen- 

The only question is, whether we should proceed to the 

consideration of unobjected House cases or unobjected cases 

gener 

Mr. 
up. 


ally. 
SHERMAN. I have one case that I shall ask to have taken 


Mr. COCKRELL. Is it a Senate bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; itis a House bill of only four lines in 
length, which can be in a minute. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Lask unanimous consent, then, that we may 

i of unobjected House bills. [ No.” *‘No.”] 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will first ask if there be 
objection to the request of the Senator from Oregon to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill named by him. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2281) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act granting pensions to the survivors of the 
Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk 
war, Creek war, Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole war,” 
approved July 27, 1892. 

r. LODGE. I ask for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. ‘The bill has been read heretofore. ` 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is advised that the bill 
has been heretofore read in full. It will be again read if any 


Senator desires. 

Mr. LODGE. Very well. I do not ask for it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments reported by the 
Committee on Pensions will be stated. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Pensions 
was, in line 19, after the words Pacific Coast,” to insert the 
Florida wars with the Seminole Indians from 1842 to 1858.” 

Mr. PASCO. That amendment was heretofore agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That was agreed to the other day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment reported by 
the committee will be stated. 

The next amendment was, in line 32, after the words ‘‘ record 
of,” to strike out enlisted” and insert enlistment”; and in line 
35, after the words “‘shall be,” to strike out acceptable“ and 
insert ‘‘ accepted”; so as to read: 

And provided further, That where there is no record of enlistment or mus- 
ter into service in any of the wars mentioned in this act, or the original act 


of which it is a supplement, the record of pay by the United States shall be 
accepted as evidence of said service. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 
PORT OF CONNEAUT, OHIO. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Lask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R.4787) to establish the port of Conneaut, in 
the State of Ohio, as a subport of entry, in the district of Cuya- 
hoga, in said State of Ohio. 

ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
NETTIE A. CHEEKS, 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask consent of the Senate to have taken 
up for consideration at this time Senate bill 2913, granting a pen- 
sion of $20 a month to Nettie A. Cheeks. 5 

Mr. COCKRELL. I give notice now that I shall object fo an 
more ion bills being taken up until we take them be ay regu- 
lar order. There are a hundred of these cases on the Calendar, 
and they 2 0 to be 8 of together. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam sure my friend from Missouri will 
allow me to remind him and the Senate that this is the first time 
I have ever asked such an indulgence. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2913) granting a sion 
to Nettie A. Cheeks, which had been reported from the Commit- 
tee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 8, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out thirty“ and insert twenty“; so as to 
make the bill read: 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ; - = 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nettie A. Cheeks.” 

CIRCUIT COURT AT HARTFORD, CONN. 


Mr. PLATT. Iwish to appeal to the Senator from Missouri. 
I desire to have a bill passed changing the time of holding the 
United States circuit court at Hartford, Conn. That court has 
to be held on the third Tuesday of September, and it is desired to 
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change the time to October. If the bill is not passed now it will 
not get through the other House. STA 

Mr. COCKREL . That is all right. I have no objection to 
the consideration of a bill of that kind. : 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2859) changing the time 
for holding circuit court of the United States at Hartford, in the 
district of Connecticut, which had been reported by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary with an amendment, to strike out all after 
the enacting clause and insert: 


That a term of the United States circuit court in the district of Connecti- 


cut shall be held at Hartford, in said district, on the second Tuesday of Octo- 


ber. 1896, and thereafter in each year on the second Tuesday of October, and 
that after the third Tuesday of September, 1896, the term of said circuit 
court now i law provided to be held annually on the third Tuesday in Sep- 
tember bo discontinued. ? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. x F 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


COURT IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. VILAS. The Judiciary Committee have had under consid- 
eration for a considerable length of time, and finally reported, 
after a good deal of examination, a bill to amend the practice act 
which governs the court in the Indian Territory. Its passage is 
very much desired by the judges and the bar of that Territory, 
and there is really a necessity for some change in respect to the 
condition there. I ask that the bill may be considered. It is Sen- 
ate bill 1833. Re 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1833) to amend the act 
of March 1, 1895, and other acts relating to the United States 
court in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. a 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary 
with amendments. The first amendment was to strike out sec- 
tion 3, as follows: 

Sec. 3. That section 2 of said act be further amended so as to roe as fol- 
lows: The United States marshal in each of the three judicial ictsin the 
Indian Territory may appoint one chief deputy marshal, who shall receive 
a salary of $2,000 per annum, and each may appoint six deputy mar- 
shals in his district, each of whom shall receive a salary of $1,200 per annum 
and his expenses as now provided by law; and each of said marshals may ap- 

nt as many other deputy marshals as he may deem necessary for the 
enforcement of iaw and the suppression of crime, and such deputies shall re- 
ceive for their services the compensation allowed to United States marshals 
by sections 820 and 830 of the Revised Statutes of the United States: Provided, 
no such deputy marshal shall yea compensation than $1,200 
per annum. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [4] 3, line 20, after the 
word act, to strike out be so” and insert ‘‘is”; and after the 
word “amendment,” in the same line, to strike out as to author- 
ize each of the clerks of the United States court in the Indian 
Territory to apos one 8 clerk for the courts held at Mus- 

„South McAlester, and Ardmore, who shall receive a salary 
of $100 a month, and one other deputy clerk at each of said places, 
who shall receive a salary of $60 a month, each of whom shall 
portom the same duties and be subject to the same provisions of 
aw as the other deputy clerks ” and insert by striking from the 
third sentence thereof the words ‘where he himself does not re- 
side’; so that said sentence will read: ‘Each of said clerks shall 
appoint a deputy clerk for each court in his district’”; so as to 

e the section read: 

Sec. [4]3. That section 3 of said act is amended by striking from the third 
sentence thereof the words where he himself does not reside; so that said 
sentence will read: Each of said clerks shall appoint a deputy clerk for each 
court in his district.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section p 4, line 7, after the word 
That,“ to strike out section 4 of said act be so amended as to 
authorize” and insert “in addition to the number provided by 
section 4 of said act”; in line 9, after the word “judge,” to strike 
out of said court”; in line 10, after the word “ district,” to insert 
is authorized”; and in line 16, after the word district,” to strike 
out “so as to 1 for eight districts in the manner required 
in this act” and insert ‘‘accordingly”; so as to make the section 


SEC. 4. That in addition to the number provided by section 4 of said act, 
the judge for the northern district is authorized to a’ t two additional 
United States co: oners, and two additional United States constables 
for said district, who shall receive the same salaries, have the same powers, 
sishianbaceb ence EETA S SA TIAA i net ee ee 

retofore appoi ; and said ju autho: re-form the com- 
missioner's districts accordingly. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in section [6] 5, line 8, after the 
word Territory,“ to strike out (Indian). 

The amendment was agreed to. 


ing: That nothing contained in any act of er heretofore appli- 
atin to the Indian Territory te construed so as to 5 
ber of any tribe, whether by blood or adoption, otherwise qualifi: 
from serving as a juror in any case, civilercrfmtuel, in said Indian Territory. 
but no person be ed to serve as a juror who does not understand 
the English language.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section [9] 7, line 6, after the word 
“court,” to insert ‘and in furtherance of justice“; and in line 8, 
after the word ‘‘ district,” to strike out ‘‘ the place for trial to be 
fixed where the fairest and most im) ial decision can be had and 
where it shall be most convenient for all concerned, to be deter- 
mined by the judge”; in line 11, after the word “party,” to strike 
out „to transfer the case from one place to another: 7 
That all applications for change of venue, or transfer of cases, 
both civil and criminal” and insert “which”; so as to make the 
section read: 


ion of and in erance ofj ustice, 
trial to another place of holding court in the same district on application of 
either party, which may be contested by the opposing party.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [10] 8, line 21, on 1 page 5, 
after the word prosecuted,” to insert the said court or- 
der”; in line 22, after the word ‘‘clerk,” to strike out of said 
court shall” and insert “to”; in line 23, after the word “court,” 
to strike out ‘‘of appeals”; in line 25, after the word “and,” to 
strike out When said papers are so received by the circuit court 
of appeals they“ and insert the same”; in line 2, 6, after 
the word shall,“ to strike out have the same jurisdiction and 
powers” and insert“ gread J in line 3, after the word “error,” 
to strike out ‘‘as” and insert “ with the same powers”; in line 5, 
after the word “would,” to insert “otherwise”; and in the same 
line, after the word “had,” to strike out said cause been deter- 
mined therein”; so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 8. That section 11 of said act of March 1, 1895, be amended by 
thereto the following: “Provided, That in any case in which for any reason 
a majority of the judges are disqualified from sitting in said court oft appeals 
in the de tion of any cause in which an appeal or writ of error has 
been taken or prosecuted, the said court shall order the clerk to transmit the 
record and all the papers filed in said court to the circnit court of a 
the eighth circuit of the United States, and the same shall be fil 3 
and ssid court shall pr to hear and determine said appeal or writ 
error with the same powers the United States court of appeals in the Indian 
Territory would otherwise have had. The mandate from the circuit court of 
appeals in cases under this provision shall be to the court in the Indian Ter- 
ritory from which the appeal or writ of error was taken or prosecuted: And 
provided further, That no appeal or writ of error from the final decision of 
said appellate court shall be allowed in civil cases unless the yalue in contro- 
versy exceeds 22,000." 

The amendment was to. 

i ess next amendment was to strike out sections 11 and 12, as 
‘ollows: 

Src. 11. That section 11 of said act of March 1, 1895, be further amended so 
as to provide that writs of error and appeals from any judgment of the 
United States court in the Indian Te sgt Sooner be owed, and may be 
taken to the court of appeals of said Indian Territory under the same form 
of ore as appeals and writs of error are taken the circuit courts 
— he — 5 — States in ae eighth circuit to the United States circuit court 
on peals or circuit. 

Sao. 12. That section 2348 of Mansfleld's Digest of the Laws of Arkansas 
peer put in force in the Indian Territory, be so amended as to read as 

ollows: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, section 9, line 8, after the 
word ‘‘sureties,” to strike out ‘‘to bind themselves”; so as to make 
the section read: 


Serc. 9. That in all prosecutions in cases less than felony in the United States 
commissioners’ courts in said Indian Territory the commissioner may, in his 
discretion, require the prosecutor, or some person for him, toenter into bond, 
with good and sufficient surety, for the payment of all costs which 
in said prosecution. Such bond shall be given to the United S shall 
require the principal and his surety to pay all costs in the case if defendant 
is acquitted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [14] 11, page 8, line 9, after 

the word “required,” to strike out of the prosecuting witness”; 
so as to make the section read: 
Sd. II. That jurors in civil cases before United States commissioners’ courts 
in the Indian Territory shall be entitled to a fee of 50 cents for each case in 
which nee 5 may serye. The amount required for their payment shall be 
advanced by the party to the suit who may demand the jury, and shall be 
taxed as a part of the costs in the case. 

In all inal cases before United States commissioners’ courts in said 
Territory wherein a jury is impaneled at the demand of the defendant, each 
8 shall be entitled than $1.50 shall 

be allowed to any juror for any Say. he may serve asa juror in said court. 
The commissioner shall issue certi 


shall tted such fine Fr r as 
provided by law; and if the defendant is uitted and a cost bond has been 
t shall nd for all costs in the case. 
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The next amendment was to strike out sections 16 and 17, as 
follows: ; 
Src. 16. That the United States commissioners and United States consta- 


bles in the Indian Territory shall each receive and be allowed to retain, in 
addition to the salaries which they are allowed by law, all fees earned by 
them in civil cases cognizable before such commissioners, to be taxed in ac- 
cordance with the Ar s laws in force in the Indian Territory. 

Sec. 17. That in every criminal case before United States commissioners’ 
courts in the Indian Territory, wherein the defendant is represented by 
counsel and demands a trial by a jury, the commissioner may appoint an 
one of the licensed attorneys in the fndlan Territory to represent the Unit 
States in the case, and may tax against the defendant, if he be found guilty, 
an attorney's fee of $10 as a part of the costs in the case, and when collected 
by the oner he shall pay the fee so char; to the attorney who 

resented the United States; but the United States shall not be liable for 
8 fees in such cases except as herein provided. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [18] 13, line 3, page 10, 
after the word ‘‘ detainer,” to strike out and and insert or ”; 
and in line 4, after the word“ detainer,” to insert “or of eject- 
ment”; so as to make the section read: 


Sec, 13. That concurrent jurisdiction with the United States court in the 
Indian Territory is hereby conferred upon the United States commissioners 
in their respective districts in said Territory to enforce the provisions of 
chapter 67, entitled “Forcible entry and retainer,” of said Mansfleld's Digest, 
heretofore put in force in said Territory, and as amended by this act, in all 

regardless of the value of the property in controversy; and appeals 
shall be allowed in such cases to the United States court in said Territory as 
in other eases, upon executing a bond in asum at least double the value of 
two years’ rent or use of the property in controversy, and in double the 
amount of the judgment and costs in the case, conditioned as required by 
law. But appeals from United States commissioners in such cases to the 
United States co and from that court in all cases of forcible en 
detainer or unla detainer, or of ejectment, to the court of a 
Indian Territory, shall not operate to supersede the judgment for the pos- 
session of the premises in question unless the judge of the United States 
court of the district shall so order. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out section 19, as follows: 


required 
actions of forcible entry and detainer and etainer shall he r 
be given in a sum at least double the value of two years’ rent or use of the 
rig Seer in the writ, which value shall be ascertained as provided 
said Mansfield’s t. In all actions for forcible entry and detainer or 
for unlawful detainer in the Indian Territory in case the finding of the ver- 
dict is for the defendant, the court shall give judgment thereon with costs 
and for any damages that may be assessed in favor of the defendant, and 
also issue a writ of restitution, directed to the marshal, to cause the 
to be repossessed, to which shall be added a clause commanding 
the marshal to levy of the goods, chattels, lands, and tenements, subject to 
execution of the plaintiff, the assessed 
with costs, If the finding and 
ae of judgmer tthe eerie tion shall only be f damages 
eof ju en n execution only be for the an 
all cases where judgment is rendered, 


costs that may be aw: and 
either the plaintiff or defendant, for any amount of recovery, dam- 
or ju nt shall be rendered 3 his sureties in the bond 
ven in the case. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section [21] 15, after line 4, page 
12, to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, however, That where two or more defendants are joined in the 
same bill of indictment and tried without severance, the number of chal- 
lenges shall be the same as if one defendant were upon trial. 

The amendment was agreed to. } 

The next amendment was, in section [22] 16, line 9, 12, before 
the word “be,” to strike out should“; so as to make the section 
read: š 

16. That if dge of the United States court in said Territory be 
ratae in an salt pending in the court over which he ma 838 be 
of counsel or akin to either of the parties to the suit, one of the other judges 
who may be gualified may preside at the trial of such case. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [23] 17, line 16, page 12, 
after the word crime,“ to strike out: 

And no person other than a 2 8510 to the suit or prosecution shall be com- 

tent to testify in any case, civil or criminal, in said Territory, who has 
—.— convicted in the courts of the United States or of any State or Territory 
of the crime of perjury, subornation of perjury, larceny, burglary, robbery, 
rape, or forgery; but no person shall be ified as a witness in said Ter- 
— . — who been convicted of any other crime or misdemeanor, 


So as to make the section read: 


SFO. 17. That in the courts of the Indian Territory no party to the suit or 
prosecution shall be excluded as a witness in the case on that account or on 
account of his conviction of any crime. In all cases the fact of conviction 
may be shown by the record of conyiction or by oral evidences in order to 
affect the credibility of the witness. 

The amendment was agreed to. 5 

The next amendment Was, in section [25] 19, line 7, page 13, after 

the word may,“ to insert by sentence ”; so as make the section 


Sxo. 19. That the United States court in the Indian Territory may by sen- 
tence require persons convicted of crimes or misdemeanors and confined in 


the jails in their respective districts to perform manual labor, either within 
or without the prisons, under such es and regulations as may be pre- 
scribed by the Attorney-General; but no which may accrue on this 


expense 
account shall be paid brt United States in excess of the fines which may 
be collected in each trict, respectively, which fines may be used by the 


Attorney-General for this purpose, and any moneys which may be received 
for such labor shall be placed in the Treasury of the United States. 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section [26] 20, line 6, page 14, 
after the word “thirteen,” to strike out “conveyances of real es- 
tate, chapter 27”; in line 9, after the word “districts,” to strike 
out “‘corporations, chapter 29”; and in line 11, after ‘‘seventy- 
one,” to strike out “ medicine and surgery, practices of, chapter 
105”; so as to read: 

Sec. 20. That in addition to the laws of the State of Arkansas heretofore 


put in force in the Indian Territory, the provisions of the following chapte: 
and sections of the general laws of the State of Ar in force at the rh ng 


of the session of the general assembly of said State in 1 ublished in 1884 
in the volume known as Mansfleld's Digest of the Statutes o Arkansas which 
are not locally inapplicable or in conflict with any laws of Co: „are hereby 
extended over and put in force in the Indian Territory, an 8 to 
S T 
cor in ry, namely: ren r 4; arbitration an 

awards, chapter 5; bastardy, chapter Ts 9 ter 28. and the United 


ive districts; ejectm chapter 55; esti - 
chapter f oe al ent, pter rays, chapter 58; garnishment, 


ips, limited, chapter 116; poisons, sale of, chapter 120, ete. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 28, as follows: 
Sec. 28. That all the poreus of chapter 9 of Mansfield’s Di entitled 


i ent,” put in 
ry by this act, are hereby repealed in so far as the Napp 
tiff has a debt or 


Further, That a judgment shall be rendered in the t proceedings 
inst the at the same time that judgment is rendered against 
e defendant. 
The amendment was 


to. 
The next amendment was, in section [29] 22, line 13, page 16, 
after the word “be,” to insert “so”; so as to make the section 


SEOC. 22. That noi 


ritory. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out sections 80 and 31, as 
follows: 

Sxc. 30. That any person in the Indian Territo: 
stances who shall make a general sr, Sa for the benefit of cred- 
itors without preferences, CeT his pesignes all of his property save 
such as isexempt by law from execution under the lawsin force therein, 
be released in from the claims of all the creditors accepting the ca ye 


being in 3 circum- 


shall pay 
claims of such creditors: Provided, however, Pat this 


board any railway train in the Indian 
ding, having no lawful business thereon 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [32] 23, line 14, page 17 
after the word the,“ to strike out “ United States court” and 
insert ‘‘courts created under act of Congress”; so as to make the 
section read: 

SN. 23. That in all cases of conviction for crime in the courts created under 
act of Congress in the Indian Territory the judge of said court shall fix the 
punishment which may be imposed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out 33, as follows: 

Sec. 33. That if any officer in the Indian Territory shall fail to return an 
execution 3 is hands within the time required by law. he may, in a 
suit brought against him to recover the amount showed in the execution, 
show as a defense that the defendant in execution was insolvent at the time 
the execution was issued, and remained so up to the date of its return, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I offer as a proviso to the last section of this bill 
what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Nebraska will bs stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the last section of the 
bill the following: 

Provided, That in all trials for contempt of court in any United States 
court, except the Supreme Conrt of the United States, the accused shall, on 
demand, be entitled to a trial by jury. 

Mr. VILAS. I apprehend the Senator from Nebraska mistakes 
the bill which is under consideration. This is not the contempt 
bill which involves that subject and which has been consid 
but is a bill relating entirely to the courts in the Indian Territory, 
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Mr. ALLEN. I did not misapprehend the bill at all. I under- 
stand what the bill is. I also understand what the amendment 
is. I hope the honorable Senator from Wisconsin will accede to 
the amendment. 

Mr. VILAS. I certainly can not, because it is entirely foreign 
to the bill. I do not want to introduce into this bill, which is 
merely to regulate the practice of courts in the Indian Territory, 
a provision as to what shall be the law in cases of contempt. I 
move to * the amendment on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator will not insist upon that 
motion, and take snap judgment here without a statement in 
reference to the amendment. 

Mr. VILAS. I shall not make the motion if the Senator wishes 
to address the Senate upon the amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Wisconsin is undertaking to 
run away from the discharge of an unpleasant duty by assuming 
that my amendment is not germane to this bill. While I have 
not been a lawyer so many years as the Senator from Wisconsin, 
Ihave been a lawyer pretty nearly thirty years, and I know in a 
general way what pertains to the practice of courts, and I know 
a provision with reference to the trial of contempts is ne to 
a bill which pornas for the practice in any court. e Presid- 
ing Officer of this body and every Senator in this Chamber knows 


at, 

Mr. President, there is a disposition to shirk any Senatorial or 
Congressional responsibility with reference to the subject of con- 
tempts. It is true the Judiciary Committee have reported a bill 
which defines what constitutes a direct and also an indirect con- 
tempt, but it is no more than declaratory of the common law. 
There is not a thing in their definition Which is new. It is simply 
an attempt to comply with the wishes of certain classes of citi- 
zens of the United States, which it does not comply with, and, in 
my judgment, a very feeble and ineffectual attempt on the part 
of 2 — Committee on the Judiciary to escape any legislation on this 
subject. 

A direct contempt of court is a contempt which is committed in 
the immediate presence of the court by loud and unusual noises, 
or by any other kind of disturbance which interferes with the 
orderly sinus tration of justice. It may not bein the court room; 
it may be so immediately adjacent to the court room as to bea 
direct contempt. An indirect contempt is a contempt which is 
committed against the process of the court, and notin the presence 
of the court, as, for instance, the publication of an article in a 
newspaper that may undertake to influence the action of a judge 
or a jury or some officer of the court. 

The Federal courts haye carried the doctrine of contempt to the 
extent that they have in many cases stifled the constitutional 
right of free 5 857 25 I can understand quite well how gentlemen 
feel who are halting between two opinions; that is, between the 
opinion whether the common man of this country shall have his 
npe as completely as the most exalted citizen and the opinion 
whether they as politicians dare to encounter the active hostility 
of groat corporeo one in the accomplishment of their political 
ambitions. I think I state it exactly as it is. 

A few years ago, Mr. President, under the wise counsel of the 
senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] there was passed by 
Congress what is known to the country as the interstate commerce 
act, the sole purpose of which was to regulate the great corpora- 
tions in their charges and in the conduct of their business, and to 
prevent pooling and those things which were hostile to the inter- 
ests of the people. Yet the most effectual portion of that act, ac- 
cording to the strained judicial construction made in the State of 
Michigan by a Federal judge—Judge Ricks, I think his name is— 
was wrested from its pag td purpose and applied to the case of 
men who were employed in the service of the companies. From 
that time until this moment it has been a common thing in the 
Federal courts to enjoin men engaged in the service of railroad 
companies from the commission of certain acts, and then, when 
the injunctions were violated, to call those men before a Federal 
court or judge, and without any formal accusation against them, 
without information or indictment, to try them by an ex parte 
proceeding, and condemn them to imprisonment. I apprehend 
pe same =n will be followed in the Territory in which this bill 

operate. 

This rule has been carried to the extent that it has stifled free 

h, It has been carried to the extent that it has produced 
slavery. But a short time ago, less than three years ago, a Fed- 
eral court held to the doctrine that it had jurisdiction to enjoin 
an employee of a railroad company from going to a coemployee 
in a peaceful and 5 and using his power of persua- 
sion upon his neighbor to leave the service of that company. 

What distinction is there between the law of injunction thus 
abused and thus wrested from its original purpose and that law 
which its a citizen to put shackles or handcuffs upon the 
limbs of another man and take him into his own servitude invol- 
untarily or the servitude of some corporation? There is no dif- 
ference in principle—not the slightest—except that the slavery in 


the first instance is caused by the criminal use of the writ of in- 
junction, and the slavery in the second case is caused by the 
rutal powerof force. Thatisall. There is nodifference between 
the chattel slavery which characterized this country thirty-five 
years ago and that slavery which characterizes it to-day in this re- 
spect except in the one instance that the slave answered to the lash 
of the master, and in this case he answers to the injunction of the 
court, the judge of which himself is the tool in many instances of 
the corporations which enforce this condition of affairs. That is 
all there is to it. It is apparent to everybody. No man will dis- 
pute this proposition when you talk with him in private conver- 
sation. He will admit it, and admit that it is deplorable; and 
so strong, so powerful, are these corporations in the politics of thi 
country that few men will take the risk of calling up legislation 
to check them. 

I certainly hope that the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS 
will not insist on taking snap judgment upon us, and by tha 
means run away from the proposition that these persons who are 
accused of contempt, like the most ordinary criminal, shall have 
a jury trial with proper restrictions and regulations, 

Mr. VILAS. Ishall not move to lay the amendment on the 
table, but will let a vote be taken. It has nothing to do with this 
bill. There is another bill on which it can be considered fully. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to say just a word. I appeal to my friend 
the Senator from Nebraska Ar. ALLEN] to withdraw the amend- 
ment at this time. I shall endeavor to cooperate with him in the 
passage of some such provision on the regular bill relating tocon- 
tempts which has been reported from the Judiciary Committee. 
I hereby give notice that after the disposition of the pin resolu- 
tion relating to the election of Senators by the ple, of which 
noticehas been given by the Senator from Oregon . MITCHELL] 
I shall ask the Senate to take up the bill relating to contempts and 
proceed to a final disposition of it. 

Mr. PUGH. The Pont case has the right of way. 

Mr. HILL. First comes the Du Pont case, and then the Sena- 
tor from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] has given notice as to the jointres- 
olution proposing s constitutional amendment. After that I give 
notice I ask to take up the contempt bill. It is a bill about 
which there is some difference of opinion; it will lead to consider- 
able debate, and I think it unwise to make a premature fight on 
an amendment to the pending bill. The Senator from Nebraska 
has at heart the same cause I have, and we shall undoubtedly co- 
operate in the passage of the bill I refer to, as I hope it may be 
amended. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In this connection I desire to 
change the notice I gave inregard to the joint resolution proposing 
a constitutional amendment providing for the election of Senators 
by the people. The notice I gave was that immediately after the 
conclusion of all the 5 bills I should move to take up 
the joint resolution. I desire to change it, and to give notice that 
immediately on the conclusion of all the appropriation bills except 
the general deficiency bill Ishall move to proceed to the considera- 
tion of that measure. 

Mr. ALLEN. With the assurance I have received from the 
Senator from New York [Mr. HILL], the Senator from Wisconsin 
pn Vis], and the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pudn] that 

ey will heartily—— 

r. PUGH. Yes; and the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 


3 
Mr. ALLEN. And the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 2 
that they will heartily cooperate in the passage of a bill that 
provide for a jury trial in case of contempt, I withdraw the 
amendment at this time. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to say right here that if a favorable oppor 
tunity occurs between the consideration of the appropriation bills 
Is then bring the bill forward. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment of the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] is withdrawn. 

The bill was repo: to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF PROCEDURE, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent that we may now 
pect with the consideration of unobjected House bills on the 
alendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. PASCO. If the Senator from Missouri wishes to bring up 
any particular House bill I shall not object, but I do think we 
ought to take up the cases on the Calendar in regular order. 
There is no reason why House bills should have preference. In 
another place such preference is not given to Senate bills. Some 
of us have spent a great deal of time in making reports on Senate 
bills, and they ought not to be allowed toslumber on the Calendar 
for weeks and months without attention. 

Ido think we ought to take up the entire Calendar when we 
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giving every bill a fair o ity, and let it be sent, 


of the Capitol. Then let the 


when passed here, to the other en: 
responsibility for its failure, if there is to be any, rest elsewhere 
than in the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then the responsibility for the failure of 
House bills for our own constituents which have been passed else- 


where will rest upon our shoulders. There is but one way to 
22 in my ju ent. It has always been the way, when the 
te has proceeded with its business with anything like rapidity 

and dispatch, that is occasionally to take up House bills and act 
upon them, and the House in time will become ashamed of itself 
5 = do 5 with Senate bills. I hope the proposition 
Mr. P. I have said that if there are on the Calendar any 
icnlar House bills in which the Senator's State or his people 

are interested, let them be called up, and I shall not object to 


their pnd ae pe 
Mr. ELL. Ihave no purpose except to transact busi- 
ness, and it is the only way the business can be transacted. 

Mr. CHANDLER 


bill ting a pension, but I willrefrain from doing so if consent 
ind spend to the request of the Senator from Mi i 


ordered? 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL—CONFERENCE REPORT. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to call up the conference report on 
the Indian appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
conference report on the bill indicated, which will be stated by 
title. 

The SECRETARY. Report of the committee of conference on the 
bill (H. R. 6249) making 55 kor current and contin- 
gent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stip- 
ulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1897, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There has been some mistake in regard to 
one or two items in the report, and I therefore ask the Senate to 
disagree to the re 2 ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 

rt of the committee of conference. 
e report was nonconc in. 
Mr. P GREW. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
“amendments disagreed to by the House, and ask for a further con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the further con- 
ference, and Mr. PETTIGREW, Mr. TELLER, and Mr, COCKRELL 
were appointed. 

FRANK D. ORME. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the bill (H. R. 
6172) authorizing the sale of the title of the United States in lot 5, 

are 1113, in the city of Washi m. 

Alx. ULLOM. This bill is an exact copy of one reported by 
the Senator from West Virginia . FAULKNER]. We had it u 
a day or two ago and the Senator from Ne [Mr. ALLEN 
objected. He has since looked into the bill and says he has no 
further opposition. I ask that it may be put upon its passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, ed to consider the bill. i 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to have an anation of the bill. 

irginia [Mr. FAULK- 


Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from West 
14 . it the other ig AES 

e was reported to the te without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the bill (S. 2083) authorizing sale 
of the title of the United States in lot 5,square 1113, in the city of 
Washington, be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRINTED COPIES OF PATENTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first case on the Calendar under 
the order adopted will be announced. 


‘The bill (H. R. 6195) amending the statutes relating to the sale 
of printed copies of patents was considered as in Committee of the 
a It proper to amend section 493 of the Revised Statutes 

so as to read: 


The price to be id for uncertified ted copies of cati d 
shall be dete by the Patents 


drawings of pateni 
Provided, That the maximum cost of a copy shall be 10 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
UNCLAIMED FREIGHT IN THE DISTRICT. 

The bill (H. R. 6663) relating to the sale of unclaimed freight, 
bag: „and other property in the District of Columbia, was con- 
sid as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CONTRACTS FOR NAVAL SUPPLIES, 


The bill (H. R. 4179) to amend section 3719 of the Revised 
Statutes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of 
the bill what it pro: to do. 

AE ORAR m *. rar: up provides that where ee isa po: 
posal for supplies, ins of exacting a guaran i indi- 
viduals, a certified check may be deposited. ae 

Mr. GEORGE. I suggest whether there ought not to be in- 
serted in the bill certifi ed check on a responsible bank.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. The bill is well guarded, 

Mr. GEORGE. There is nothing of that sort in it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CHANDLER, the title was amended so as to 
read: A bill to amend section 3719 of the Revised Statutes rela- 
tive to guaranties on proposals for naval supplies.” 

RAILWAY PROPERTY IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. 5879) making it unlawful to shoot at or into any 
railway locomotive or car, or at any person thereon, or to.throw 
any rock or other missile at or into any locomotive or car, and for 
other p which had been reported from the Committee on 
the Judiciary with amendments. The first amendment was,in 
section 1, line 7, before the word missile,” to strike out rock or 
other” and insert “dangerous ”; so as to read: 

That every person who, in the Indian Territory, shall willfully and mali- 
ciously shoot at or into any locomotive, caboose, postal car, passen; coach, 
express, or baggage car of any railway train, or at any person or 
shall throw any dangerous missile at or into any locomotive, caboose, postal 
car, passenger coach, express, or baggage car of any railway train, or at any 
person thereon, or shall derail or attempt to derail any locomotive or train, 
shall be deemed guilty of a felony. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 4, after the word 
“throw,” to strike out a stone or,” and in line 5, before the word 
“ missile,” to strike out other and insert “dangerous”; so as to 
make the section read: 

Sec. 2. That any person who, in the Indian Territory, shall willfully shoot 
at or into any freight, stock, postal, baggage, or other car of any railway 
train, whether such caris attached to a locomotive or not, or shall throw an 
dangerous missile at or into such car, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, an 
upon conviction thereof shall be punished by imprisonment not exceeding 


cond days, or by fine not ex g $300, or by both such fine and imprison- 
men 


issioner of Patents: 
cents. 


jurisdiction at all. — 

Mr. BERRY. It does not affect the present jurisdiction and 
the present status there? 

Mr. PLATT. I understand that it does not. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PLATT, the title was amended so as to read: 
“A. bill making it unlawful to shoot at or into any railway loco- 
motive or car, or at any person thereon, or to throw any rock or 
other missile at or into any locomotive or car in the Indian Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes.” 

STANDARD FOR DRY MEASURES. 

The bill (H. R. 6833) defining the standard shape and size for 

dry measures in use in the District of Columbia, and for other 
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purposes, was announced as the next business in order on the Cal- 
endar, and was read. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like an explanation as to why these arti- 
cles can not be sold in any other way than by weight in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 
Mr. COCKRELL. That is the way they are sold all the time 
on the market. We are conforming to what is the usual way. 

Mr. KYLE. That is true; but I understand that farmers come 
in from the country round about and bring their bushel measure 
and endeavor to sell their products on the street. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is to avoid the frauds that are perpe- 
trated upon the people of the District, in which parties haye been 
caught frequently, by having measures that have double bottoms, 
etc., that the law is proposed to be enacted. 

Mr. KYLE. I understand that. I have seen the measures 
myself. At the same time the bill provides that these measures 
shall be of certain depth, width, ete. By 55 that they 
shall not be sold in any other way than by weight, it forbids peo- 
ple who come from the country from selling upon the streets. I 
object to that feature of the bi 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
objects to the consideration of the bill, and it will be passed over. 


DISTRICT WATER-MAIN TAXES, 


The bill (S. 8279) to authorize the reassessment of water-main 
taxes in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. re 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and to insert: 

That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, 
authorized and directed, in all cases not 2 by this act, Where water- 
main taxes or assessments in the District of Columbia have been quashed, set 
aside, or declared void by the supreme court of said District, or have been 
otherwise canceled or set aside, by reason of such tax or assessment not hav- 
ing been authenticated by the proper officer, to reassess all lots or parcels of 
ons in respect of such taxes or assessments, with power to assess and col- 

the same according to existing law relating to the assessment and collec- 
tion of water-main assessments or taxes: Provided, That in cases where such 
assessments have heretofore been quashed or declared void by said supreme 
court, or have been otherwise canceled or set aside for the reason hereinbe- 
fore provided, the reassessment herein provided for shall be made within 
one year from the passage of this act: And prova Further, That hereafter 
all water-main taxes or assessments in the District of Columbia shall be lev- 
ied and authenticated by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, who 
are hereby authorized to designate the official whose duty it shall be to notify 
the owner or agent of any lot or land of any water-main tax or assessment 
levied against such lot or land. 

SEC. 2. That no water-main tax or assessment shall hereafter beassessed or 
reassessed ee any land without the limits of the city of Washington, held 
and used exclusively for agricultural or upon any unsubdivided 
land not used for business pu : Provided, That exemption shall not 
apply to any land into which Pataman water has been or shall be introduced 
from a public water main in the avenue, street, alley, or road on which the 
land abuts; and that where Potomac water shall hereafter be introduced 
said water-main tax or assessment shall be levied or assessed within thirty 
days after such introduction, and where Potomac water has been heretofore 
introduced the assessment or reassessment shall be made within ninety days 
after the passage of this act: And provided further, That in case of any land 
not subdivided into building lots the water-main tax or assessment provided 
for in this section shall be levied or assessed on a frontage of not exceeding 
100 feet for each lot or parcel of land or premises into which Potomac water 
has been or shall be introduced, and this water-main tax or assessment shall 
be considered in any subsequent subdivision of such property as having ex- 
tended on said lot pares of land or premises to a depth of 100 feet fromthe 
front on which levied or assessed. 3 it 

SEC. 3. That in any assessment or reassessment made under the provisions 
of this act, the owner of any lot or parcel of land shall be credi with any 
amount which may have been heretofore paid upon any water-main tax or 
assessment levied against such lot or parcel of land. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to authorize the 
reassessment of water-main taxes or assessments in the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes.” 

Mr. PROCTOR, I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the of the Senate; and Mr. Proc- 
TOR, Mr, FAULKNER, and Mr. MCMILLAN were appointed. 

MICHAEL MKENNA. 


The bill (H. R. 3596) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Michael McKenna was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to remove the charge of deser- 
tion now standing upon the records of the War Department 

Campany F, First United States Dragoons, and to grant him 
ompany F, ni agoons, an gran 
an 3 discharge, to date July 31, 1848. X 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will not ask that the report be read, but 
I will ask whether the evidence shows that the soldier did not 
desert as a matter of fact? 


Mr. COCKRELL. He did not desert. He was simply a oor 
an 


who had followed the a all the way through Mexico, 
when he got back to New Orleans his father went to him and took 
him home to stay all night by permission of the officers, and when 
he got back the next day the command was gone. It was after 
the close of the war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

CAPT, HENRY S. PRATT. 


The bill (H. R. 2451) to correct the records of the War Depart- 
ment in the case of Capt. Henry S. Pratt was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It 9 to issue, in the name of 
Henry S. Pratt, late captain o mpany A, Tenth New York 
8 an honorable discharge as of date the 18th day of May, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DIVORCE CASES IN TERRITORIES. 

The bill (H. R. 5217) making one year's residence in a Territory 
a prerequisite to obtaining a divorce there was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Territories with 
amendments, in line 3, after the word “for,” to strike ont “a” 
and insert any“; in line 4, before the word unless,” to strike 
out ‘‘ which occurred elsewhere”; and at the end of the bill to 
insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That this act shall not affect any action duly commenced and 
pending at the date of the passage thereof. 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That no divorce shall be granted in phy 2S for 
any cause unless the party applying for the divorce shall have resided con- 
tinuously in the Te: ry for one year next p ing the application: Pro- 
vided, That this act shall not affect any action duly commenced and 

at the date of the passage thereof. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed, 

THE DEATH PENALTY. 


The bill (H. R. 878) to reduce the cases in which the penalty 
of death may be inflicted was announced as next in order. 
1 TURPIE. I object to the further consideration of that 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, 
DRAINAGE OF LOTS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The bill (H. R. 7264) to provide for the drainage of lots in the 
District of Columbia was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. PLATT, Ishould like to have a part of the first section 


ead again. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 


quested, 
The Secretary read as follows: 


That each original lot or subdivisional lot situated on any street in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia where there is a pee sewer shall be connected with said 
sewer in such manner that any and all of the drainage of such lot, whether 
water or liquid refuse of my kind, except humamurine and fecal ma‘ y 
shall flow into said sewer; and if such originai lot or subdivisional lot is situ- 
ated on any street in said District where there isa public sewer and water 
main, such original lot or subdivisional lot shall be connected with said sewer 
and also with said water main in such manner that any and all of the drain- 
age of such lot, whether water or liquid refuse of any kind, shall flow into 


said sewer. 
to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


r 


The billwasr 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
APPOINTMENT BY BREVET. 

The bill (H. R.3719) to provide for the a 
of active or retired officers of the United 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr.SEWELL, Thesenior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] 
desires time to look into the bill, and I am willing that it shall go 


over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
RECORD OF INSTRUMENTS OF CONVEYANCE, 


The bill (H. R. 227) requiring bills of sale, conditional sales, 
mortgages, or deeds of trust of chattels in the District of Colum- 
bia to be recorded was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LIEN FOR FREIGHT ON IMPORTED MERCHANDISE. 


The bill (H. R. 6836) to amend section 2981 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States as amended by the act of June 10, 1880, 
was announced as next in order, 


intment by brevet 
tates Army was an- 
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Mr. PLATT. That bill seems to have been reported from the 
Committee on Finance without recommendation and at some time 


when I was not present. The chairman of the committee is not 
here, and I think it might as well be passed over. I should like to 
examine it myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be over. 

Mr. PLATT subsequently said: With regard to the bill which I 
asked to have passed over, I think thatit was reported and the Com- 
mittee on Finance was discharged with the intention of referring 
2 3o me Committee on Commerce. I ask that it may be so re- 

erred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
asks that House bill 6836, which was reported without recom- 
mendation from the Committee on Finance, be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. If there be no objection, it will be so 


referred, 
THE PINTSCH COMPRESSING COMPANY. 

The bill (H. R.5790) to permit the Pintsch Compressing Com- 
pany to lay pipes in certain streets in the city of Washington was 
announ as next in order, 

Mr. TELLER. I think that had better go over until there is 
some one here from the committee. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I hope there will be no objection to the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not object to it, as there is some one from 
the committee here. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is a bill that has no purpose except to 
connect pipes with certain railroads in order to supply to cars a 

uliar kind of gas manufactured by this company. Everybody 

I think, in favor of it. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not make any objection. 
member of the committee present when I spoke. 

4 5 Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SALE OF GAS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The bill (H. R. 6994) relating to the sale of gas in the District 
of Columbia was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PLATT. We can not that bill this afternoon. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The bill has been read and all the amend- 
menis of the committee have been adopted. The Citizens’ Asso- 
ciation, through their officers, called on me to-day and appealed to 
me to try to get it through, and it strikes me that we certainly 

ht to pass it. It is a very important measure to the people of 
District, and the bill ought to be passed. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is that the bill to which the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. 8 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator from Florida objected to it 
when I was absent. As I was stating, citizens of the District 
called upon me who have been fighting the gas company all along. 
Mr. Tucker, who is the ey! Ait the East Washington Associa- 
tion, and Mr. Frizzell, who I think has been president of it for 


ears, 8 me to- day to try to get the bill through. 
à Mr. GEORGE. What about 


y 8 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have heard of Mr. Dodge on the gas sub- 
ject for eight pe è a 

Mr. GEORGE. He sent me some very important statistics, 
which I should like to spread before the Senate. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course if Senators think they are repre- 
senting the citizens and do not want the bill to pass, I will not 
insis 


t. 

Mr. KYLE. There will certainly be a great deal of discussion 
in regard tothe bill. The people of the District of Columbia want 
$1 gas. This bill provides for gas the first year at $1.15 and then 
a fall to $1.10 and $1.05, covering a period of five years. 

Mr. PLATT. I have objected to the bill because I knew it 
would cause discussion. 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the bill 
will be passed over. 

DONATION OF CANNON AND CANNON BALLS, 


The bill (H. R. 7172) donating four condemned cannon and four 
pyramids of condemned cannon balls to the Soldiers’ Monument 
Association of Allegan, Mich., was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and 7 5 

The bill (H. R. 8012) donating condemned cannon and cannon 
balls was considered as in Committee of the Whole. . 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with 
an amendment, in line 11, after the word “ balls,” to insert “ also, 
to donate one condemned cannon to the Allen M. Harmon Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, at Northville, Mich.”; so as to 


I did not see any 


make the read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
thorized and directed 4 
* 


au to deliver to Grand Army of the arenas: post oi 


condemned cannon and 5 cannon balls for purpose of 


decorating the soldiers’ monument in said place, and 2 condemned cannon 
and 5 cannon balls for the Grand Army of the Republic post at Moren 
Mich.; also, to donate to McDowell Post, Grand Army of the Republic, o 
Enid, Okla., 1 condemned cannon and 15 cannon balls; to donate 1 con- 
demned cannon to the Allen M. Harmon Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
at Northville. Mich.: Provided, That in the judgment of the Secretary of the 
Navy such articles can be spared without detriment to the public interests: 
And provided further, That the United States shall not be subjected to any 
expense on account of such donation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The bill (H. R. 7140) granting to A. L. Robeson Post, No. 42, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Bridgeton, N. J., 4 condemned 
—— and 20 cannon balls was considered as in Committee of the 

ole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The bill (H. R. 8013) donating one condemned cannon and can- 
non balls to Grand Army of the Republic, L. W. Cooper Post, 
De ment of Missouri, No. 81, of Lathrop, Mo., was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The bill (H. R. 7671) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate one condemned cannon and condemned can- 
non balls to U.S. Grant Post, No. 72, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Washington, Ind., 3 of Indiana, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to offer as an amendment to that 
bill what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Illinois will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, It is proposed to add at the end of the bill: 

Also two pieces of condemned cannon and four pyramids of condemned 
cannon balls to the St. Boniface Union Soldiers“ Monument and Memorial 
Association, of Chi „ IIL, for the soldiers’ monument now erected in St. 
Boniface Cemetery, Chicago, III. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I offer an amendment to come in after the 
amendment just adopted on the motion of the Senator from Illi- 
nois. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the amendment just adopted, itis pro- 
posed to insert: 

Also two cannon and pyramids of cannon balls to the Soldiers’ Monument 
Association at Londonderry, N. H. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Navy to donate one condemned can- 
non and condemned cannon balls to U. S. Grant Post, No. 72, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Washington, Ind., Department 
of Indiana, and for other purposes.” 


STANDARD FOR DRY MEASURES IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. KYLE. When the bill (H. R. 6883) defining the standard 
shape and size for dry measures in use in the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes, was under consideration I raised an 
objection to it. The bill has been modified so that it is perfectl 
agreeable to me; and if the amendment be read and adopted I shail 
be perfectly satisfied with the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was reported from 
the Committee on the District of Columbia with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 2, after the word 
“pounds,” to insert when sold by wholesale and 56 pounds 
when sold by retail”; and in line 4, after the word“ weight,” to 
strike out be subject to the same penalty as that provided for 
in section 1” and insert ‘‘ under a penalty of $5 for each offense, 
to be recovered in the 1 court of the District of Columbia, 
in the name of the said District, in the same manner as other 
3 and penalties are recovered”; so as to make the section 
read: 


Sec. 2. That the lawful 4 1 gol of a bushel of pois shall be 60 pounds 
when sold by wholesale and junds when sold by retail, and that hereafter 
all sales thereof shall be e by weight, under a penalty of $5 for each 
offense, to be recovered in the police court of the District of Columbia, in the 
name of the said District, in the same manner as other fines and penalties are 


recov: 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. KYLE. Now I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
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The 5 OFFICER. The proposed amendment will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 2, line 1, after the word That, it 
is proposed to insert When potatoes are sold by weight.” 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 


The bill (H. R. 8077) granting to Budlong Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Westerly, R. I., two condemned mounted brass can- 
non was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The bill (H. R. 7100) to donate 8 condemned cannon and 100 
cannon shot to the Grand Army of the Republic 3 
ciation of Colorado was considered as in Committee of the ole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 122) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to deliver condemned cannon to berlain Post, 
Grand Army of the pei to be posted by the soldiers’ monu- 
1 8 St. Johnsbury, Vt., was considered as in Committee of the 

ole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and paased. 


JOHN N, QUACKENBUSH. 


The bill (H. R. 6730) for the relief of John N. Quackenbush, 
late a commander in the United States Navy, was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. PLATT. Ihave heard so much about that case that I do 
not think we can act upon it this afternoon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. tit be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be passed over. 


ESTATE OF GEORGE CASE. 


The bill (H. R. 2740) to carry into effect a finding of the Court 
of Claims in favor of the estate of George Case, late of Independ- 
ence County, Ark., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. O DLER. Iaskthat the report made in that case may 


be read. 

.The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, snbmitted by Mr. BUR- 
ROWS May 5, 1896: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred House bill 2740, beg leave 
to report that the amount carried by the bill was found due the claimant by 
the Court of Claims, as appears by the following finding of facts: 

Court of Claims. Congressional, No. 575. Sarah Case, administratrix, vs. 
i The United States.) 

This case, being a claim for supplies or stores alleged to have been taken 
by or furnished to the military forces of the United States for their use dur- 
ing the late war for the hy. remy 3 of the rebellion, the court, on a prelim- 
inary inquiry, finds that rge Case (since d ), the person alleged 
to have farnished such soppe or stores, or from whom the same are alleged 
to have been taken, was loyal to the Government of the United States 


5 
n BY THE COURT. 
Filed April 29, 1889. 


Court of Claims. No. 575. Sarah Case, administratrix of George Case, de- 
t ceased, vs. United States.] 


STATEMENT OF CASE. 


The claim in the above-entitled case for supplies or stores all to have 
been taken by or furnished to the military forces of the Uni States for 
their use during the late war for the suppression of the rebellion was trans- 
mitted to the court by the Committee on War Claims of the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the 4th day of March, 1886. 

Mr. R. A. Berton, esq., appeared for claimant, and the Attorney-General, 
by Felix Brannigan, esq., his assistant, and under his direction, appeared for 

defense and protection of the interests of the United States. 

On apreliminary inquiry the court, on the th day of April, 1889, found that 
the person alleged to have furnished the supplies or stores, or whom 
they were alleged to have been taken, was loyal to the Government of the 
United States mghout said war. 

The case was brought to a hearing on its merits on the Mth day of Febru- 
ary 1894. The claimant in her petition makes the following allegations: 

hat during the war there was taken from theintestate the ueri sto 
and supplies of the value stated and of which he was the owner, to 


1 mule — $150.00 
2 mules... ---- 300.00 
2 Wwagons ---- 250.00 
1 set double harness. --- 40.00 
1 platform scales ---- 40.00 
2 pairs counter scales... ---- 24.00 
G:paire harness: hames = se a S 7.50 


The court, upon the evidence and after considering the briefsand argu- 
ments of counsel on both sides, makes the following 


FINDING OF FACT. 


There were taken from the claimant's intestate, near Batesville, Ark., as 
alleged in the petition, during the late war for the suppression of the rebel- 


lion, by military authority for the use of the Army. quartermaste: 
the reasonable value of which at the time and place of a 880 
BY THE COURT. 


Filed April 2, 1894. 


A true — 
Test this 4th day of April, 1894, 
[SEAL.] 


r stores 


JOHN RANDOLPH, 
Assistant Clerk Court of Claims. 


Your committee report back the bill and recommend its passage. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
NATIONAL UNIVERSITY. 


The bill (H. R. 4785) to incorporate the National University 
was announced as next in order. 
Mr. CULLOM. Let that go over. 
Mr. KYLE. The Senator from Minnesota asked me to have 
this bill waived for the time being. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
HENRY H. SCHRAWDER. 


The bill (H. R. 128) for the relief of Henry H. Schrawder was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secre- 
tary of War to correct the eng? record of Henry H. Schraw- 
der, late a member of Company E, Second Battalion Fifteenth 
Regiment United States Infantry, and to grant him an honorable 
discharge; and vacates and sets aside the proceedings of court- 
martial finding him guilty of absence without leave and desertion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FORT SULLY MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask the Chair to lay before the denate 
„ of the House of Representatives returning House bill 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the bill 
(H. R. 7824) to authorize and empower the State of South Dakota 
to select the Fort Sully Mili Reservation in said State asa 
part of the lands granted to the State under the provisions of an 
act to provide for the admission of South Dakota into the Union, 
approved February 22, 1889, and for indemnity school lands, and 
for other purposes, which had been returned from the House of 
Representatives in compliance with the request of the Senate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Imovethatthe Senate reconsider the votes 
by which the bill was ordered to a third reading and passed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGRE 1 now ask for the immediate consideration 
of the bill, and I desire to submit an amendment to it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7324) to authorize and 
empower the State of South Dakota to select the Fort Sully Mili- 
tary Reservation in said State as a part of the lands tothe 
State under the provisions of an act to provide for the admission 
of South Dakota into the Union, approved February 22, 1889, and 
for indemnity school lands, and for other poroen: 
eon . I offer the amendment which I send to 

e desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the words“ date of,” in line 24, it is 
proposed to strike out (filing of the plat of survey of any town- 
ship in any local land office of said State” and insert “the passage 
of this act.” š 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


‘ 


RAILROAD BRIDGE NEAR GRAFTON, ILL. 

The bill (H. R.7973) to establish a railroad bridge across the 
Illinois River near Grafton, Ill., was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. CULLOM, I desire to inquire if there were any amend- 
ments ore to that bill by the Senate committee? x 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that 
there are no amendments to the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The bill oie 5210) making gh ub beige to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of umbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That seems to be the District appropria- 
tion bill, which I presume we do not wish to consider now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

DISTRICT HARBOR REGULATIONS. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to call attention to Order of Busi- 
ness 968, which is the bill (9; 2897) to establish certain harbor 
regulations for the District of Columbia, which the Commissioners 
are very desirous to have passed. I reported a House bill this 
morning in identically the same language, which I will ask to 
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have considered instead of the Senate bill, if there is no objection, 
and I presume there is none. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8532) to establish cer- 


tain harbor regulations for the District of Columbia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third ing, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I now move that Senate bill 2987, on the 
same subject, be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. CARTER. I movethat the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will withdraw that mo- 
tion. There are a half dozen or more bills in which Senators are 
interested—I am not interested, nor is my State—but they are 
simply bills appropriating condemned cannon and they are allin 
the same form. ey are the next ones on the Calendar, and I 
hope they will be disposed of. They will only consume a few 
moments of time. 

Mr. CARTER. Very well; I withdraw the motion. 

The bill (H. R.7143) granting to the Soldiers and Sailors’ Monu- 
ment Association of the county of Middlesex, in the State of New 
Jersey, 4 condemned cannon and 30 cannon balls was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third ing, read the third time, and passed. 

The bill (H. R, 7216) donating one condemned cannon and can- 
non balls to the Grand Army of the Republic Post, No. 573, of 
Evans City, Pa., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The bill (H. R. 8266) donating two condemned cannon to Custer 
Post, No. 38, Grand Army of the Republic, of Etna, Pa., and two 
condemned cannon to James G. Clark Post, No. 162, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Allegheny, Pa., was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
q tae ap merged ga Paige Sow y 

The bill (H. R. 4324) authorizing the Secretary of Navy to 

i cannon to the city of Elmwood, Peoria 
County, III., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert after the word “ city,” 
in line 6: 

And also two condemned cannon and a pyramid of cannon balls to the 
State Soldiers' Home at Tilton, N. H. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, the title was amended so as | has 


to read: “A bill authorizing the Secretary of Navy to deliver one 
condemned cannon to the city of Elmwood, Peoria County, II., 
and for other purposes.” } : 2 
The bill (H. R. 4557) authorizing and directing the Secre of 
the Navy to donate two pieces of condemned cannon and four 
145 of condemned cannon balls to the St. Boniface Union 
Soldiers Monument and Memorial Association, of Chicago, II., 
was announced as the next business in order on the Calendar. 
Mr. CULLOM. This is the bill which was attached to another 
bill in the shape of an amendment. Let this bill be indefinitely 


postponed. Š ; 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bili will be indefinitely 


med. 
Pore bill (H. R. 6666) granting to Maj. C. A. Angol Post, No. 20, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Lambertville, N. J., 4 condemned 
WW considered as in Committee of 
the ole. 
Mr. DUBOIS. I move to amend the bill by inserting what I 
send to the desk. eyo: SA 
The SECRETARY. After the word city,“ in line 8, it is pro- 


posed to insert “and also four condemned cannon and suitable 
pyramids to the Soldiers’ Home at Boise City, Idaho.” 

The amendment was agreed to. % ; i 

Mr. I move to amend the bill by “eight 
condemned cannon and suitable pyramids to the State Soldiers’ 
Home in New Jersey.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] a question. Has the Senator from Ken- 


available by the Navy 
respect to the number of available 


positions that are pending, either in this or the other House 
or donations of such cannon to the various cemeteries and Grand 


Army posts? 
I think that before ing the Senator to answer the question I 
ought to say that the bills far outnumber the cannon, Com- 


mittee on Naval Affairs has reported a general bill, which isupon 
the Calendar here, authorizing the Secretary of the claps Ba ive 
away all the condemned cannon that are possessed by t Navy 
Department, and notwithstanding the fact that the 
our Calendar we do not pass it, e go on passing 
I think there is going to be disappointment somewhere in this 
connection, 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me? 
The general bill referred to has passed the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is the Senator from New York sure of that? 

Mr. HILL. The bill has the Senate and isin the 
other House. The House has not taken up the bill for divers 


reasons. 
Mr. SEWELL. I will withdraw my amendment under the cir- 


cumstances. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not wish to do anything 

Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to state, in reference to what the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] and the Senator from 
New York . HILL] have said, that I believe it is the desire of 
the Naval irs Committee thata eral bill shall be passed 
leaving it discretionary somewhat with the Secre of the Navy 
in regard to these matters. Such a bill would e the place, 


more or less, of these bills. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I think I ought to say that the Senator from 
The bill that I had in mind is Senate bill 


7 7 York is right. 

Mr. HILL. I made the inquiry of members of the House as to 
why the bill was not taken up. I think really we ought not to 
pass any more of these special bills, and make an additional pres- 
sure 57 the other House to take up the general bill and pass it. 
I am advised that the passage of such special bills can do no harm, 
aon it perentis any great amount of mischief being done by other 

egislation. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to offer an amendment, but I 
wish first to answer the question submitted to me by the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. I have no information 
that is authentic in this matter as to the number of condemned 
cannon now at the disposal of the Navy Department, but I have 
information that satisfies me of the fact that it is less than a hun- 
dred. I think it is somewhere between eighty and ninety. Ido 
not know; I have not kept a tally sheet this afternoon, but I think 
we have private bills appropriating some seven or eight 
hundred instead of eighty-odd. 

However, I want to offer the amendment in order to assert thee 
loyalty in mx State. If these private bills are going through I 
wish to have 10 cannon for Fort Thomas merely for ornamental 
purposes. The bill has passed the House, No. 7777, and I offer it 
as an amendment to the pending bill. Lagree with the Senator 
from New York [Mr. HILL] that the general bill which the Senate 
already passed should be dealt with by the other House, and 
we should leave it to the discretion of the Secretary to apportion 
the cannon as best he can. 

Mr. SEWELL. I withdrew the amendment I offered to the bill 
after I noticed what the bill is, simply because I want the bill to 
take effect at as early a day as 3 giving cannon to this post. 
It is a recent organization, and it desires to have a celebration on 
the 30th of the month, and if the amendments are inserted it prob- 
ably will not have them in time, as the bill will not get through 
the other House as amended in due season. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the amendment I offered in any way 
embarrasses the Senator from New Jersey I will ask to withdraw it. 

Mr. SEWELL. The Senator is very kind. It does embarrass - 
me. I ask the Chair if any amendment has been adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Idaho . DUBOIS] was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWELL, I ask the Senator from Idaho to withdraw it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will oblige the Senator from New Jersey by 
withdrawing the amendment. 

The P IDING OFFICER. The amendment will be con- 
sidered as reconsidered and withdrawn. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The bill (H. R. 6256) 51 the Secretary of 
the Navy to furnish to George F. Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Manistique, Mich., a condemned cannon was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “cannon,” in line 7, it is pro- 
posed to insert “and also four condemned cannon and a suitable 
Sede of cannon balls to the State Soldiers’ Home at Boise City, 


* 


0. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. Unless it embarrasses some Senator, I will 
ask to renew the amendment which I heretofore offered. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to add after the amendment 
just adopted: 

And also 10 pieces of condemned cannon for ornamental purposes for Fort 
Thomas, Ky. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. BAKER. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY, It is proposed to insert after the amendment 
just adopted: 

And also two condemned cannon and four pyramids of cannon balls to the 
Grand Army post at McLauth, Kans. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. I wish to say that while we have a number of 
Grand Army of the Republic posts we have only one Soldiers’ 
Home in our State, that at Cheyenne, and I wish to offer an amend- 
ment, a duplicate of that offered by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
Dvuso!s], except to make it applicable to the Soldiers’ Home at 
Cheyenne, ae 

Mr. CARTER. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY, It is proposed to add after the amendment 
just adopted: 

And also 10 pieces of condemned cannon and 50 cannon balls to the Montana 
State Soldiers“ Home. = 


The amendment was agreed to. 2 
a CHANDLER, I offer the amendment which I send to the 


The SECRETARY, After the amendment just adopted it is pro- 


posed to insert: one 
emned t 
Ste NAIRE AEA ATAY CENE RO E T Te E 

Mr. HILL. That would exclude Soldiers’ Homes throughout 
the country, would it not? There are afew which are not yet pro- 
vided peti er by private bills. 

Mr. DLER. do not think there will be any remnant to 
be disposed of after the bills which have been passed become laws, 
but I can think of no more appropriate disposition to make of any 
chance remnant than to give them to the Grand Army of the 


ublic. 
ae: PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on 7 to 
the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAN- 


DLER}. 
Th amendment was agreed to. 
1 me WARREN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
esk. 
The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to insert after the amendment 
just adopted: 


And also four condemned cannon and four pyramids of cannon balls to the 
Soldiers’ Home at Cheyenne, Wyo. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add after the amendment 
last adopted: 

And also two condemned cannon, with suitable pyramids of cannon balls, 
to the Soldiers Home at Hot Springs, S. Dak. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BAKER, the title was amended so as to read: 
“A pill 3 and directing the Secretary of the Navy to 


furnish to Geor; . Fuller Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Manistique, „ a condemned cannon, and for other pur- 
poses.” 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

The bill (H. R. 8110) to establish a uniform law on the subject 
of bankruptcies throughout the United States was AE ERA as 
the next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. FAULKNER and Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be passed 


over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
LIFE-SAVING STATION AT PORT HURON, MICH. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. 8260) to authorize the establishment of a life-say- 
— ag ay at Port Huron, on the coast of Lake Huron, Michigan, 
which had been reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments. Theamendments were, in line 4, after the word “‘sta- 
tion,” to strike out “on the light-house reservation belonging to 
the United States”; in line 5, before the word “port,” to insert or 
near”; and in line 6, after the word “Michigan,” to insert “at 
such point as the General Su tendent of the Life-Saving Serv- 
ice may recommend”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the and is hereby, 
35... 
e 0 
Superintendent of the Life-Saving 5 * 


The amendments were agreed to. 


may 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. x 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. NELSON. I moye that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments, 

The motion was agreed to. J 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
9 the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. NELSON, 

. Pasco, and Mr. MCMILLAN were appointed. 
MANUFACTURE AND SALE OF FILLED CHEESE, 

The bill (H. R. se ae cheese, and also imposing a tax 
upon and latin e manufacture, sale, importation, and ex- 
portation of filled cheese was announced as the next business in 
order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the bill 
will be passed over. 

F. ALBERTS & CO. 


The bill (H. R. 5388) for the relief of F. Alberts & Co., Muskegon, 

ich., was consid asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to pay $435.67 to F. Alberts & Co., of Muskegon, Mich., for money 
wrongfully collected from them on a claim timber trespass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord: 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN F, JONES. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 7161) for the relief of Benjamin F. Jones, 
which had been reported from the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads with amendments, in line 7 to strike out 97“ and in- 
a Hope gona in line 8 to strike out all after the word “dollars” 
and insert: 


In full compensation for all services and expenses in and distrib- 
pense the between Wesson and Beauregard, in the Sta’ Mississippi, 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the 
authorized and directed to cause to be paid to the 


late tmaster at Beauregard, Miss., or to his order, out of such money in 
the Treasury of the Uni 


$50, in full compensation fi 3 Nee. 33 
O) 

triba A the mails between Wesson and Desorerand, in the 

The amendments were agresa to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and d. 

The Committee on Post-Offices and Post. Roads reported an 
amendment to strike out the preamble, which was agreed to, 

PROTECTION OF TRADE NAMES. 

The bill (H. R.4580) to amend section 3649 of the Revised Stat- 
utes was announced as the next business in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The member of the Committee on Finance 
who reported the bill is not present, I shall desire an explana- 
tion of it when it is taken up, and I therefore object to its con- 
sideration at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill 
will be passed over. That disposes of the order of the Senate, 


GROUND MAP OF THE UNITED STATES, 


Mr. CANNON. Task unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 135) providing for the ap- 
pointment of a commission to report upon the practicability of 
5 near Washington, D. C., a ground map of the United 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
conna aian of the 8 ee A $ 

r. CHANDLER. o not object, but I shall object 
3 business. i PO Sr 

y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. ON NON. In une 19, pags 2, after the word “area,” I 
move or on © asit may be possible to comprise 
. 18 an ge noe or Potomac Flats.” x 

$ 5 at carry an appropriation? 

Mr. CANNON. It carries no appropriation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon], 

me 5 Was agreed to. a 

e joint resolution was reported e Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 
The joint resolution was yn pr be engrossed for a third 


be, and he is hereby, 
d Benjamin F. Jones, 


roe read the snag err co 
> LER. move t the Senate proceed con- 
sideration of executive business, * 
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Mr. COCKRELL. It is 6 o'clock; let us ad- 


ourn. 
i Mr. CHANDLER. Very well; I withdraw the motion. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at5 o'clock and 57 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, May 14, 1896, 
at 12 o’clock meridian. 


It is very late. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, May 13, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 
5 Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
roved. 
y DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 


Mr. PITNEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. WHEELER, Irise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Pit- 
NEY] has been recognized on a question of privilege. ; 

Mr. PITNEY. I will state the matter which I wish to bring to 
the attention of the House. On day before yesterday House bill 
No. 8495 was passed by this House. It is a-bill in the usual form 
donating to John Hill Post, No. 86, of Boonton, N. J., 4 con- 
demned cannon and 20 cannon balls. The bill had been favorably 
reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs, and was passed by 
the House, as I have stated. Later in the same day the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. Evans] entered a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which that bill was passed. He having made that 
motion, the rules gave him the sole right to call it up atany time 
during the day it was made or during the succeeding day, ended 
yesterday. He has not done so. I desire now to call it up for 
the purpose of asking the House to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. If the gentleman from Reno [Mr. Evans], 
whom I now see in his place, has no objection, I will ask an im- 
mediate vote. I do not care to detain the House by any statement 
unless the gentleman wishes to say oome giro 

Mr. EVANS. Ihave an objection; but I the matter can 
be v 8 arranged. 

Mr, PI Y. I am unable to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. EVANS. I say that for the present I have an objection, 
though I think the matter can be very easily arranged between 
the gentleman and myself, if he will be a little patient and wait, 
say, until to-morrow morning. 

eSPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Prr- 
NEY] calls up the motion to reconsider. Has any gentleman any 
motion to make? 

Mr. PITNEY. Iam 2 to make a motion to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. I do not care for any discussion unless 
the gentleman from Kentucky thinks that some discussion is nec- 


Mr. EVANS. I do not know whether the gentleman from New 
Jersey understood what I just said or not. 

Mr. PITNEY. I did not hear what the gentleman said. 

Mr. EVANS. Isaid that I have an objection to the matter being 
taken up now, but I think that the gentleman from New Jersey 
and m can very easily arrange this matter by to-morrow morn- 
ing. entered the motion for reconsideration with the view of 
callin the attention of the House to certain matters connected 
with 
that, If 


uestion; but I do not know that I shall insist even upon 
e matter be left opa until to-morrow morning, it can 
haa eai easily settled. $ 

Mr. P. . Iregret that it will not be convenient for me to 
be here to-morrow morning. 

Mr. EVANS. Well, whether the gentleman be here or not, I 
think the matter can be arranged by to-morrow morning so that 
I may withdraw the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman from New Jersey should 
ail be here, I presume the matter could be postponed until he will 

ere. 

Mr. EVANS. Even if he should not be here, I have no doubt 
the matter may be arranged so that I can withdraw the motion. 

Mr. PITNEY. 1 prefer that the matter should be disposed of 
now, without consuming any more of the time of the House than 
I have already occupied. 

Mr. EVANS. If the gentleman prefers to have the matter dis- 
posed of now, I shall ask that the action of the House be withheld 
until I can be heard. If the gentleman is not e Hg allow the 
matter to go over until to-morrow morning, so that he and I may 
talk it over and so that the motion to reconsider may be with- 
drawn, as I have no doubt we can arrange it shall be, then I shall 
ask that the gentleman’s motion to lay on the table the motion to 
reconsider be voted down. 

Mr. PITNEY. Several times since the gentleman entered his 
motion to reconsider I have approached him with the purpose of 
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ascertaining his wishes in regard to the disposition of the motion. 
He has at no time expressed any preference with regard toit. I 
can not conceive of any matter involved here that requires any 
debate or should call for the consumption of ten minutes of the 
time of the House. The bill in question is a bill granting con- 
demned cannon and cannon balls to a Grand Army post in my 
district for the purpose of decorating a soldiers’ monument in the 
town of Boonton. It is a bill exactly similar in form to those of 
like purpose which have passed this House. I can conceive of no 
objection to it, reasonable or unreasonable. The bill has been 
3 without objection. The motion to reconsider prevents the 

ill from being acted on by the Senate. I desire to have the mo- 
tion to reconsider tabled, in order that the bill may be released, 
so that it may go over into the Senate. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Why not make that motion now? 

Mr. PITNEY. Ido not wish to cut the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky off, and will yield to him if he wants time, retaining the 
floor aan 

Mr. EVANS. Ifthe gentleman desires it, I will—— 

Mr. PITNEY (continuing). Because I can not attend to it to- 
morrow morning. 

Mr. EVANS. If the gentleman desires it, I will state to the 
House what I would have stated to him between now and to- 
morrow morning, before taking the action which I proposed to 
take with reference to the motion. 

Mr. PITNEY. I do not wish to stifle debate on this question, 
It has been suggested to me to move now to lay on the table the 
motion to reconsider. I do not wish to make that motion at once, 
if the gentleman from Kentucky desires to be heard. If I can do 
so, I will still retain the floor and yield to the gentleman from 
Kentucky for an explanation, but not for a motion. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection whatever to the 
bill of the gentleman from New Jersey on its merits. When I 
asked unanimous consent a few days ago for the present consid- 
eration of a private bill—a bill concerning the interests of indi- 
viduals in my district—without what seemed to me to be any 
adequate reason, the gentleman from New Jersey objected to its 
consideration, and I was 8 from getting it before the 
House. I thought, under the circumstance, that it was no more 
than due to myself and to my people, if he objected to the consid- 
eration of private measures concerning them, that I should take 
precisely the same position with reference to matters in which he 
and his people were interested; in other words, that the people of 
my district should have precisely the same degree of justice as his 
people had. So, when he made a motion or request for the present 
consideration of a bill I, as I had a right to do, objected to it, and 
of course without that unanimous consent asked by him the bill 
could not be considered. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, since that objection was entered and the gen- 
tleman withdrew from the effort to secure its consideration at that 
time and I, having business elsewhere, had left the House, shortly 
afterwards he got a colleague of his to ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of another bill, and when that consent 
was given for the present consideration of another bill and it was 
—— „the gentleman asked to substitute this bill for the one 

t he had skoy succeeded in getting passed, and in that wa 
me SEERDE ill was given unanimous consent and was p. 
y the House. 

Now, Ishall not characterize that 8 anything wrong; 
I do not know whether it was or was not; I do not pretend 
say; but I do think that it was due to the House that there should 
have been perfect frankness about it. When I looked at the REC- 
ORD the next day I found none of these things, but I have before 
me the original notes of the stenographer setting out exactly what 
occurred as I have stated it. 

Now, because of that,and only because of that,I entered the 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was in 
order that I might direct the attention of the House to the matter 
and the manner in which the unanimousconsent was obtained. I 
do not and did not care to indulge in any child's play about this 
bill or any other bill, but my only object was to protect my dis- 
trict, and to insist that the ple whom I represent should have 
the same privileges on the floor of the House as those represented 
by the gentleman from New 8 And I intended, and shall 
do it before I sit down—I intended when the matter came up to 
make this explanation of why I had made this objection, and to say 
to the people of the Grand y that the gentleman from New 
Jersey represents that they would have no obstruction from me 
in the passage of a simple bill to give them a few condemned 
cannon. But,as I have said to the gentleman from New Jersey, 
it was my used ord to have said these things to the gentleman be- 
tween now and to-morrow morning, and to withdraw the motion 
for reconsideration, instead of taking the time of the House with 
this lanation. 

Having made that statement, I now do what I intended to and 
what I would have done if the gentleman had waited until to- 
morrow morning. I withdraw the motion. 


1896. 
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Mr. PITNEY. I will ask the gentleman to let me see the stenog- 
rapher’s notes to which he has referred. 

r. EVANS (handing them to him). Here they are. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the motion—— 

Mr. PITNEY. Ishould like to be heard for a few moments, 
Mr. Speaker. I yielded the floor to the gentleman from Kentucky 
for the purpose of an explanation and not for a motion, or the 
withdrawal of the motion to reconsider, that being now the pend- 
ing motion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, It is impossible for us back here to hear 
what is going on. 

The 8 BAKER. The House will please be in order, and gen- 
tlemen will take their seats. The gentlemen in the aisles in front 
of the Chair will be seated. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will insist that gentlemen resume 
their seats. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I only wanted to say, if the gentle- 
man wants to make an explanation, I will withhold my motion to 
withdraw the motion to reconsider in order that he can make it. 
I do not desire to cut him off. 

Mr. PITNEY. I should not have occupied the time of the House 
with a discussion about this very small matter, except that the 
gentleman from Kentucky has deemed it necessary to explain to 
the House the reason why he objected to my pill, which I had 
introduced, a bill granting four condemned cannon and a few can- 
non balls to a Grand Army postin my district. But since hehas 
thought it necessary to explain the reason why he objected to the 
consideration of that bill, since he has put it upon the ground on 
which he has put it, and has called attention to other matters con- 
cerning the passage of the bill through this House, I deem it nec- 
essary to occupy a few moments in an explanation. 

The commencement of this episode, as the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Evans] has now explained, and explained in a manner 
that I should not have taken the liberty to state without his o 
admission upon the floor of this House, was on a week ago 
Monday, when the gentleman from Kentucky asked unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a bill introduced by him- 
self for the relief of Samuel McKee. The p ings which then 
transpired are found in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of May 4, 
1896, upon page 4793, and in order that these proceedings may 
appear now in the RECORD, side by side with the present transac- 
tion, I ask unanimous consent, without reading it, to print in the 
RECORD this extract from the RECORD, relating to the considera- 
tion of the bill for the relief of Samuel McKee. If there is objec- 
tion, Mr. eae I will ask the Clerk to read it in my time. 

The SP. . The gentleman unanimous consent to 
print in the RECORD the passage which he has described, Is there 
5 

here was no objection. 
The matter referred to by Mr. PITNEY is as follows: 


SAMUEL M'KEE. 


Mr. Evans. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 487 ) for the relief of Samuel McKee. 

The bill was , as follows: p 

He it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to Samuel McKee the sum of 31,718, for expenses incurred 
by him in a contest for his seatin the Fortieth Congress.” 1 

‘The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. PITNEY. Reserving the ngn: to object, I should like to hear the report 
or some statement concerning the bill. 

Mr. Cox. Let the n read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

Mr. CoLson) was read, as follows: 

ttee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 467) to pay 
to Hon. Samuel McKee the sum of $1,718 for expenses incurred by him ina 
contest for his seat in the Fortieth Congress, from the Ninth Congressional 
district of the State of Kentucky, have had the same under consideration and 


submit the following zoos’: 

“Your committee find that said McKee’s right to a seat in the Fortieth 
Congress was contested by Hon. J. D. Young; that issues were joined, evi- 
dence was taken, and a hearing was had before the Elections Committee of 
the House, and that the seat was awarded to said McKee. 

“The committee further find from the proofs in the case that the said 
McKee in his said contest incurred, necessarily, 2 smon to the 
rice — $1,718, as appears from the itemized account of the said McKee duly 
ve $ 

It further appears that no part of said sum has eyer been paid. 

The commi also find that Hon. John D. Young has been paid the sum of 

for his e incurred in said contest. 

* This claim was before the Committee on Elections of the House in the 
Forty-eighth Congress, anc was favorably acted upon by said committee, but 
no action was had by the House. 
it P committee would therefore report back the bill and recommend that 

o pass.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. erie I desire to reserve the right to object. 

Mr. Evans. I should like to explain the bill, because I want srory bony to 

what itis. I think there will be no objection when the bill is under- 


In the Fortieth Co: the Hon. John D. adang bou a certificate of elec- 
tion as a member of House from the Ninth ctof Kentucky, but was 
never swornin. McKee con his right to the seat and was given the 
paoe: He presented at the time no account for expenses of con i 

oun, N py Gitar the House, on the 11th of May, 1869, directed to 
be paid $2, or expenses of contest. The Committee on ts paid him 


` 


cast. 
In 1881, Mr. McKee's attention being called to the fact that Mr. Young had 
been paid the salary and $2,500 for expenses of the election contest, he made 
out his account and presented it, and it was referred to the Commi 
on Elections. It was thought that it ought to go to a different committee, 
and at the next session it was presented to the Committee on Claims. From 
that date to this, in several Con; committees of one House or the other 
have reported this claim favorably, always roning the justice of it. 

Mr. Sayers. Will the gentleman inform the House how it was that Y: 
was not awarded his seat, and yet afte: ved pay asa 
What was the ground of his rejection? 

Mr. Evans. Young was not awarded the seat originally because he did not 
take the test oath and could not take it. On the subsequent contest McKee 
was held to have received a jority of the votes. 4 
T. Young take the oath? 


shortly after the war. 
certificate, and when the contest was subsequently determin: 
cided that he was not elected. 

Mr. Prrney. What was the date of this election? 

Mr. Evans. To the Fortieth a. It was shortly after the war. 

Mr. PITNEY. That would be thirty 8 o now: 

Mr. Evans. But this bill has never n . 5 

Mr. PITNEY. And he never presented any claim until 1881? 

Mr. Ey ans. He has been presenting this claim ever since the Forty-seventh 


ngress. 
Mr. PITNEY. I think it is too stale, and I shall have to object. 
Mr. Evans. [hope the gentleman will not do that. It is a perfectly just 
I know man well. He lives in my town, and he needs the money. 
Mr. Prrney. He made no statement of the claim at the time? 
Mr. Evans. He presented his claim as soon as he knew the other man had 
been paid, who was not entitled to the seat at all. 
Mr. PITNEY. Because a previous Congress has passed a wrong bill that is 
no reason why we should. 


Mr. Evans. This is the only case where the expenses of a contestant have 
not been paid. Isincerely hope that my friend will withdraw his 5 
because this is clearly a perfectly just and proper claim against the 


overn- 
ment. The fact thatit not been paid for along time by no manner of 
means diminishes the force of the claim. 


speak with assurance when I say this gentle- 
man is entitled to this money and needs it, and I do sincerely hope no mem- 


‘Mr. BATLEY. I assume from the fact that the committee recommend this 
bill that the claimant filed properly certified vouchers showing that he in- 


curred this eae 
Mr. Evans. Perfectly satisf: to the committee, and theclaim has been 
established satisfactorily to committees of one or the other of the two Houses 
ever since the Forty-seventh 
T. PITNEY. But he never presented his claim until fifteen years after the 
election. How could he 88 p rly certified vouchers? 
Mr. Evans. It was perfectly satisfactory to those who investigated it. 
PITNEY. Does the gentleman know that —— filed certified vouchers? 


contesting an election is entitled to more than $2,000. It require 
itemized expenses shall be filed with the committee. The trouble i 
claim grows out of the delay, and that is all. But that this man incurred 
these ex’ there is no question about that. 

Mr. MILES. He filed his youchers? 

Mr. Cox. He has filed a statementof his expenses. Of course he can not file 
the youchers—that is, vouchers in the proper shape—but he filed 
with an itemized statement of the expenses that he incurred, and it passed 
the Committee on Claims upon that idea 3 

Mr. TER RT. I would like to ask the gentlemanif this gentleman drew $6,000, 
and that the same amount was also paid to John Young Brown? 

Mr. Evans. He was paid the salary like any other member. 

Mr. TERRY. There was a time during which he did not occupy hisseat 
and neither one of them occupied the seat. Now, when this man came in 
he draw the money forall that time? 

Mr. Cox. While in the seat he drew the money. 

Mr. TERRY. He drew it for a period when neither one was in the seat. 

Mr. Evans. Like every other contestant, he got his pay back to the time 
when Congress began. 

Mr. TERRY. Now, I have had a case of that kind before Congress for several 
years, and they never say the man a dollar. 

Mr. Prrney. That is the trouble with such claims as this. Weought not to 
pay one of them, because it would establish a precedent for the payment of 
others. 

Mr. Cox. Now, hold on one minute and let us get it straight. When a man 
has a contest for his seat and it is decided in his favor that he is entitled to his 
seat, would it not be right to Fey him 0 ? 

Mr. Terry. I say it would. I have no objection to that, but the point Iam 
making is this: That here isa man who did not have a seat more afew 
months and drew pay for the whole time; and I have one here who occupied 
the seat half of the e, and is not allowed any pay and has been Knocking 
at the doors of Congress for years. 

Mr. Evans. Lam not piscine to his ca paid. 

Mr. PITNEY. Now, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Evans] may have 
an rtunity to move to suspend the rules and pam this bill, but I am not 
wil gto give consent to its consideration. It is stale. 

Mr. Evans. If Iam in order I will move to suspend the rules. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair must follow the order of business that has been 


is Mr. 3 Do I understand the gentleman to insist on his objection? 
Mr. PITNEY. Yes, sir; Iam constrained to object. 


Mr. PITNEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, that was a bill pronaos 
for the 1 of the sum of $1,718 out of the Treasury o 
the United States, to pay to Mr. Samuel McKee his expenses of an 
election contest over an election to the Fortieth Congress. The 
Fortieth Congress took office thirty years ago, or at least over 
twenty-eight years ago. The election in question occurred 
twenty-nine years ago. It appeared from the statement made by 
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the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Evans] at the time (and I 
have since verified it by referring to the files of this House, where 
the statement appears over the signature of Samuel McKee) that 


he had allowed fourteen years and over to elapse before he made 
any statement or submitted to any authority any statement of 


claim for the expenses incurred by him in that election contest; 


and it also a in like manner that he made no such claim 
until he ( ) poner discovered that his contestee, the 
party whom he had succeeded in unseating, had procured appro- 


Congresses, a se 
(I think in a very 8 manner) their discretion, had vo 
to the contestee his share of the expenses of the contest, Mr. 
McKee presented a claim for $1,718. 

I objected to the consideration of the bill for the relief of Samuel 
McKee, and I beg the gentleman from Kentucky and I beg the 
House to understand that I had no personal reason for objecting 
to its consideration. It was not by reason of an nal matter 
between the gentleman from Kentucky and — that Tobjected 
to it. I objected to the consideration of the claim because it was 
barred five times over by the statute of limitations; because it 
was barred by the negligence and laches of Samuel MeKee for 
fifteen years failing to present a claim; because it was barred by 
thirty years’ delay in enforcing the claim; because the statement 
made upon the floor of this House when the consideration of the 
bill was asked for showed that he had not presented and could 
not present to the Committee on Claims any vouchers certified in 
the manner contemplated by the Jaw and the practice of this 
House. It seemed to me that the claim was an extraordinarily 
stale claim, that it was stale by reason of the laches of the claim- 
ant, that it was very questionable whether we ought to pass the 
bill; and inasmuch as no obligation was imposed upon us by an 
law to pay these election expenses, and as the contestant himse 
had not urged them until so late a time, I Sought that this time, 
when we are striving by every effort to keep down the expenses 
of the Government, was a very inopportune moment to pass a bill 
like that under unanimons consent, 

Mr. STEELE. Irise to a question of order. I call for theregu- 


lar order. 
The SPEAKER. This is the regular order. 
Mr. STEELE, This general discussion is not a matter of privi- 


The SPEAKER. It is not a matter of privilege, but the subject 
before the Honse is the motion to reconsider a certain vote previ- 
That is now before the House. 

I understand the motion to reconsider has been 
withdrawn by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The SP . The Chair understands not, but that he has 
withdrawn the withdrawal. 25 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

Mr. McMILLIN. An hour. 

Mr. PITNEY. I think I can get through in a few moments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has occupied about nine min- 


ously taken. 
Mr. S 


friendship between me and the Sonores from Ken- 
tucky that I made that objection. The gentle 
and I have been personal friends ever since the beginnin; 


trict are interested, beyond one citizen. If it had been a bill 
which affected the interests of the people of his district, and of 
which he was a better judge than any other member of this House, 
I should have hesitated to enforce an objection, although one 
might reasonably lie against his bill; but, inasmuch as it was a 
claim against the Government, which we could judge of just as 
well as the gentleman who introduced the bill, I tho t it was 
my duty to object when I considered that a valid objection lay 


st it. 
And because I objected to the consideration of a bill for his dis- 
trict, and, the gentleman says, without any other reason than that, 


he objected to a perfectly unobjectionable bill which I introduced 
for a patriotic object, in order to get a few relics of the war of 
the rebellion for decorative and ornamental purposes for a post 
of the Grand Army of the Republic in the district which I have 
the honor to t. 

Now, I hope the tleman from Kentucky will reflect for a 
moment, and he will see that if objections such as he inte 
are to be practiced there would result dickers and deals between 
members for mutual and reciprocal fayors in such matters, and 

Mr. MEREDITH. Will ane friend permit a question? I only 
wanted to say how sweet and lovely a thing it is for brethren to 
dwell together in harmony. 

Mr. PITNEY. I think a little clearing of the atmosphere is 
very good in that direction. 

Such a practice, I repeat, would result in “ deals ” between mem- 
bers which would be better befitting a board of aldermen made up 
of ward politicians than suitable to the American Congress. 

Now, , the next thing that occurred, as the gentleman has 
said, was this: After he left the Hall my colleague Mr. LoupEn- 
SLAGER], at my request, asked unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of this same bill. That is what he intended to ask 
for. But, by mistake,a different bill was placed in the hands of 
the Clerk to be read, and was read. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky says that he has consulted the stenographer’s original notes 
and theyshow a certain state of facts to exist. I make no contra- 
diction of that. I consulted what were laid beforeme as the orig- 
inal notes of the stenographer, referring to the proceedings when 
my bill was passed, and they do not develop the state of facts which 
the gentleman has said actually occurr 
of the sten pher's notes. But be that as it may, the bill which 
I desired to have passed, House bill 8495, was not substituted sur- 
re 8 * not 3 . won not riean at 

un e Speaker, at the request of my colleague $ 
LOUDENSLAGER}, had called attention to the fact that the As 
bill had been read. Moreover, the second bill was not substitu 
as the minutes of the stenographer show, until it had been read 
at length, and unanimous consent had been asked for its substitu- 
tion, and unanimous consent had been given. Therefore, if the 
gentleman, or any other gentleman, had desired to inte an 
objection, he had his full and fair opportunity to interpose it pend- 
ing or after the reading of the second bill—that is, House bill 8495 
the same as if that bill had been first read. There was absolutely 
nothing 8 about it. 

Now, my colleague [Mr. LouDENSLAGER], in asking consent for 
the consideration of that bill, was acting within his rights asa 
member of this House; but I am free to say, Mr. Speaker, that if 
I had supposed the gentleman from Kentucky or any other gen- 
tleman on the floor had any valid or reasonable objection to the 
consideration of my bill, I should not have asked my colleague, 
or any member, to bring it up again before the House at the same 
session unless assured of the presence of the gentleman who had 
formerly objected. But I surmised—I should not have stated it, 
but I surmised—what the gentleman from Kentucky has now 
deliberately told us, that he really no objection to the consid- 
eration of my bill except that I would not consent to the consider- 
ation of a bill which sought to make what I believed an improper 
5 upon the public ury; and therefore I took the course 
which I did take. I want to say to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky now, in all kindness, that I think the old soldiers in whose 
interest my bill was introduced would rather I should go back to 
them without having secured its passage than that I should have 
bargained for its passage by consenting to the consideration of 
any bill which I thought was not proper to be brought before the 
American Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, I am sorry to have taken so much time, and if the 
gentleman from Kentucky does not desire a further hearing, I will 
now move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table, and will 
ask the members of the House to support me in that motion, I 
will, however, yield to the gentleman, if he desires it, for the pur- 
pose of an 8 only. 

Mr. EV. „Nr. S er, [am quite sure the House will agree 
with me that this is very much ado about nothing. I have not 
had the slightest desire to charge anybody with wrongdoing in 
this matter. I have notfeltthe rs ae inclination to put myself 
in a position to bargain with anybody. The gentleman from New 
Jersey objected to the interruption of the proceedings of the House 
for the purpose of giving unanimous consent to a bill for which 
I asked consideration. I should not have complained if the gen- 
tleman had voted against my bill; all I asked was that it should 
be considered. and if the House did not care to the bill it 
could have rejected it. But, Mr. Speaker, if my bills ought not 
to be considered out of order, it seems to me that the bills of the 
gentleman from New Jersey ought not to be so considered. 

This is not a 88 of Riek 03 it is a question of comity and 
good feeling, whi ressed it toward 
me, I certainly 


ch, as the gentleman has exp “A 
„ y 
was that the gentleman should 


I made no alteration 


feel and have felt it toward him. surprise 
have entertained the idea that he 
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was bound to the of the United States to such an 
extent as to object to bi the ouse an opportunity to consider 
a bill which had been ing at the doors of Congress for four- 
teen years; that he should not have been willing to let the House 


The gentleman from New Jersey tells us that his bill was in- 
tended to serve certain old soldiers in his district; but the benefi- 
ciary of my bill also was a good old soldier. He was a man who 
saw and felt the torments of Libby Prison, and who for fourteen 

ears has felt the torments of seeking consideration by Congress of 
his just claim, and I was surprised that the gentleman from New 
Jersey should feel unwilling to parni this House to have the 

leasure of considering such a Now, I have been perfecti. 

ank in this matter. Ihave said that I objected to the consider- 
ation of the gentleman’s bill because he had objected to the con- 
sideration of my bill. I say now that I think that is perfectly 
proper. I feel that I should have as many rights for my district 
upon this floor as the gentleman has for his, and if I do not get 

them it will not be for want of trying. 

So far as the other aspects of the matter are concerned, I have 
no objection to the gentleman’s bill, and I told the gentleman 
that I should have preferred to have had this matter settled out- 
side of the House; but as it has given him the opportunity of 
making a good speech, I do not regret that he has brought it up 
here. 

Mr. PITNEY. May I ask the gentleman what arrangement 
could have been made outside of the House? £ 

Mr. EVANS. I should have said to the gentleman outside of 
the House what I have said now to the House. Mr. Speaker, I 

- withdraw the motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky withdraws 
the motion to reconsider. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

THE RECORD, 
Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his question of priv- 


ege. 
Nr, WHEELER. I offer a privileged resolution which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution, 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama moves to strike out of the nent RECORD 
the matter inserted by Mr. PAYNE on Tnesday (yesterday), aside from the 
matter, according to the Reporter's notes, delivered by him in his three min- 
utes’ time, said matter being on page 5608, 

5 s à $ 
e SP. R. Those in favor of the resolution will say 
“aye.” 


Mr. WHEELER, Mr. Speaker, I desire to explain that resolu- 
tion. I have an hour’s time under the rule. Ishall not occupy 
all of it, but I do desire a few moments to explain the resolution. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, is this determined to be a ques- 
tion of privilege? 

Mr. Mr. Speaker, the resolution is not presented 
for the Pus ose of antagonizing the gentleman from New York—— 

Mr. INGLEY. I rise to a question of order. Has it been 
decided that this is a question of privilege? 

Mr. WHEELER. I offered that resolution not for the purpose 
of criticising the gentleman from New York—— 


The SP. . One moment. The gentleman from Maine 
rises to a organ of order. 
Mr. DINGLEY. My question of order is whether this is a 


question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make the point of order 
that it is not? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I make the point of order that it is not. 

Mr. WHEELER. I desire to speak on the point of order. I 
submit, Mr. Speaker, it is too late to make the point of order. 
2 been recognized, and commenced the debate on the resolu- 

on. 

The SPEAKER (after examining the resolution). The Chair 
thinks that the resolution is in order; and the gentleman from 
Alabama is 1 eey 

Mr. WHE R. I offered the resolution, Mr. S er, not for 
the purpose of criticising the gentleman from New York 5455 
PAYNE], for whom I have the greatest respect and the kindest feel- 
ing. mt to give myself an opportunity to correct a statement—— 

. DINGLEY. Mr. S. has the resolution been read? 

Mr. WHEELER and others. It has been. 

ae ron oe resolution 3 read. iy a vont 

8 ELER. To give my an opportuni reply to 
the unwarranted assertions which the 8 made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama must confine 
himself to the resolution under discussion. 


y | any rule as has alwa 


Mr. WHEELER. I will do so, Mr. Speaker; but I trust you 
will allow me to approach it 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman must keep within the rules. 
Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman from New Fork ME: PAYNE] 
made a speech yesterday insisting that a member no right to 
insert anything 

Tho SPEAKER. The gentleman must confine himself to the 
resolution. 

Mr. WHEELER. Iam trying to state what itis that the reso- 


lution sought to reach. 

The SPEAKER. It is a proposition to strike out from the 
RECORD what has been inserted. 

Mr. WHEELER. I am trying to state in the plainest lan 
and in the briefest manner what the offense was, and I shall con- 
tend that what was done by the gentleman was not a violation of 
been interpreted by this House prior to 12 
o'clock yesterday. Yet almost before the gentleman’s eloquent 
voice had to resound through this „Which eloquence 
more than all else caused the adoption of a resolution putting a 
new and different interpretation apon the rules, he proceeds with 
all haste to the stenographers and violates the very rule which 
his eloquence had ca to be adopted by this House. He was 
sie n man to violate a rule which he largely had caused to be 

opted. 

It seemed to me that the animus of the tleman from New 
Yorkand the gentleman from Iowa was different from what ap- 
peared in their remarks. It seemed to me that their purpose was 
to use the overwhelmingly Republican majority which now con- 
trols this body, so far as lay in their power, to put a member of 
the minority to a disadvantage. 

It showed the truth of the old adage: 

Satan finds some mischief still for idle hands to do. 

Since the controlling majority of this body has determined not 
to enact legislation and to abandon the ose for which it was 
elected it been getting into mischief. The gentleman from 
New York in a thoughtless moment of excitement committed a 
rey serious error which I am confident he did not intend. He 
said that the gentleman from Alabama had inserted. 

Not only a delivered 

tim Hee, RON bas tasertec eithout sie SADUN. te toe stoves AS 
lengthy articles in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
is not discussing his resolution. 


The SP The gentleman from Alabama must confine 
himself to the resolution. 
Mr I am doing so, Mr. Speaker; you will find 


W. 2 
that I am if I am allowed to proceed with 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must speak in order. 

Mr. WHEELER. The Chair knows that I have great respect 
for him personally, and I am endeavoring to confine myself 
strictly within the rules of order. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution before the Honse proposes to 
strike ont what has been inserted by the gentleman from New 
York in the RECORD. 

Mr. WHEELER. And how can I discuss that resolution unless 
I state what the gentleman said? I want the same privilege which 
the Speaker allowed to those who made the a upon me yes- 
terday. No objection was made to their going on in their own 
way; and now when I am trying to repeat what they said and ex- 
prun in what particular the rules were violated, I am called to 
order. T 

The SPEAKER. That is not the question before the House. 
It is whether certain things shall be stricken out of the RECORD; 
not what was said. 

Mr. WHEELER, Iam trying to state what they are. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to discuss the merits of what 
WM said at that time, but whether certain things shall be stricken 
out. 

Mr. WHEELER. But how can the House know how to vote 
upon a question of this sort unless the particular violation of the 
tule is explained as the matter was explained yesterday? The 
Speaker very properly allowed a fullstatement yesterday. He did 
not limit members at all. They were allowed to go on without 
limitation. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair suggests to the gentleman from 
Alabama that the time of the House ought not to be occupied 
except on the resolution itself. 

Mr. WHEELER 


s . _I think so, too. 
The SPEAKER. Nothing else, 
Mr. WHEELER. Iam trying to confine myself to that. 


Mr. DOCKERY (to Mr. WHEELER). State what the gentleman 
from New York said. 

Mr. WHEELER. I was trying to read what the gentleman 
said, but I was called down—called to order. 

The SPEAKER. It is not what the gentleman said that is the 
question, but what he did not say. 
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Mr. WHEELER. I am trying to state what he said, and then 
state what appears in the Recorp. It is impossible for a mem- 
ber to pr if he is to be called down or to order every time he 
opens his mouth in trying to explain. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman can not make that complaint 
against the House. aughter. | 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes,sir. 

Mr. PAYNE. Can the gentleman from Alabama point out a 
single word, in what is printed in the RECORD, that I did not 
utter on the floor of the House yesterday? 

Mr. WHEELER. I can point out words which were not put 
down by stenogr: 8 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask the gentleman 

Mr. WHEELER (continuing). When I went down to see my 
remarks he greed afternoon I found that certain words had been 
in ted in the remarks of the gentleman from New York 
W Were in his handwriting. 

Mr.PAYNE. Can you point outa single word that appears 
a Ss 8 e 5 did not utter on the floor of the House in 

te on y 

Mr. WHEELER, The rule adopted on yesterday was that we 
must be confined to what the stenographers put down. [Cries of 
“Oh, 8 That is the rule adopted on eee and I ask in 
1 1 t the resolution adopted on yesterday be read. 
eSPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be stricken out of the permanent RECORD the matter 
inserted by Mr. WHEELER on Friday last, aside from the matter, according 
to the reporter's notes, delivexed by him in his five minutes’ time; said mat- 
ter being on pages 5472, 5478, 5474, and 5475. 


Mr. WHEELER. Now, Mr. S er, a word that I see was 


changed is this: On page 140 of the RECORD copy he puts in the 
words to be stopped,” which were not written by the spose ee! 
phers. [Laughter.] He puts in the words“ that he has a right,” 


and adds matter of,” according to the RECORD, and none of these 
words were written by the eee. They appeared to have 
been written by Mr. Payne. But the serious feature was the 
assertion by the gentleman from New York that— 


The gentleman from Alabama has seen fit to violate this rule of the House 
by — — galy a page or two, but often dozens of pages of matter never 
o House. 


delivered 
Now, the sten pher’s notes showed that the word “ dozen“ 
was used by Mr. Payne; but the gentleman from New York ap- 


to have added an s to the word dozen; so that this morn- 
it reads in the RECORD “ dozens.” [Laughter and applause. ] 

Kr. DINGLEY, IL call the gentleman from Alabama to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama will proceed in 
order, 

Mr. WHEELER. Iam trying to explain to the House by read- 
ing the words as they appear in the RECORD and then stating in 
that connection what the gentleman actually did say, as shown by 
the stenographer’s notes. Ican not get along without that lati- 
tude. 

Now, I submit that that sentence to which I have referred was 
changed in the Recorp. As first stated by the gentleman it was 
dozen . He inserted an ‘‘s” an e it “dozens of 


Now, Mr. S. er, is it not a matter of privilege for a member 
who is falsely by anyone to make a correction—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. S er, I am compelled to call the gentle- 
man from Alabama to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama will resume 
his seat. 

Mr. WHEELER. Certainly. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair willhearthe gentlemanfrom Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to say that the genenan is discussing 
what took place at some other time, and no reference to the 
resolution now before the House. The resolution beforethe House 
is to strike from the RECORD what is alleged to have been printed 
that was not uttered by the gentleman from New York on yester- 
day. Ifthe gentleman desires to point out the specific thing or 
lan, uttered or inserted in the RECORD, the House may be 
detained for the p of considering it, but I insist that the 
House can not be and should not be detained by totally irrelevant 


matters. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point of order is well 


taken. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the gentleman from Ala- 
bama be permitted to proceed in order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. S er, I was endeavoring to express 
my criticism of that part of the RECORD which appeoa gr morn- 
ing as to the insertion of the letter “s” after “dozen.” ugh- 
ter and applause.] That word was not used and does not appear 


— 


in the stenographer's notes, and then, again, it is a very serious 
violation of the rules of the House for one member to make an 
unfounded statement which is derogatory to another 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Ala- 
bama should confine himself to the question and proceed in order. 

Mr. WHEELER. Is it not in order, if a member has been—— 

The SPEAKER (continuing). The Chair bapes the gentleman 
will proceed in order. He knows what is in order. 

Mr. WHEELER. Ihave written it out in such a way that I 
thought was in order. [Laughter.] 

A MEMBER. Better abandon your manuscript. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHEELER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHEELER. Is it not in order when one member of this 
House interpolates into the RECORD certain statements regarding 
another which are not true that he can have the right to rise on 
the floor and politely and courteously state the facts and refute 
the untrue statements? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, in reply to the interrogatory, will 
state that under the present i itis not. 

Mr. WHEELER. Well, then, I will amend the resolution so as 
to maka bring it within the rules as prescribed by 

e Chair. : 


The SPEAKER. The Chair wants to call the attention of the 
ntleman from Alabama to the fact that he has risen to a ques- 
ion which suspends the business of the House, that the public 
business stops until this matter is disposed of, and therefore he 
should confine himself to points strictly in order with reference to 
the resolution, which is that certain things shall be stricken out 
of the RECORD. It is not to fight the battle over again which 
occurred yesterday or atany other time, but it is to dispose of the 
uestion whether certain words should be stricken out, and the 
air hopes that the gentleman from Alabama will remember 
what the situation is. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. S er, I fully appreciate what the 
Speaker has said about the importance of time, and I ask unani- 
mous consent to proceed for five minutes, and then I will occupy 
no further time. 

Mr. HENDERSON. You mean e performance? 

Mr. WHEELER. I want to proceed for five minutes without 
these constant interruptions. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I hope there will not be any objec- 
tion to that. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom Alabama 
asks permission to proceed for five minutes, Is 

Mr. BREWSTER. I object. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman is compelled to proceed in order 
he will not have anything to say, because he can not criticise—— 

The SPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom New York is notin order, 

Mr. BREWSTER. If the gentleman’s request is limited to tive 
minutes, I will withdraw the objection. 

TheSPEAKER. Objectionis withdrawn. Is there further ob- 
jection? [After apause.] The Chair hears none. The gentle- 
man will proceed for five minutes. 

Mr. WHEELER, I do not think the gentleman from New 
York, on cool reflection, would be willing to allow the statement 
that he made regarding myself to remain in the RECORD, It is 
utterly unwarranted and without foundation. 

The other occasion to which the tleman must refer was 
when the gentleman from Maine . BOUTELLE] criticised a 
slight change that I made, which only involved a change of twelve 
words, and that change was made in order to make my statement 
accurate, and the gentleman from Maine immediately made 
changes in his own remarks and violated the very rule that he 
had invoked. Again, in the last Congress a question was brought 
up, complaining of my extending my remarks, which involved an 
extension of about two pages. e other occasion where a 
motion was made to strike out, which did not carry, was where I 
made a speech in the Forty-seventh or Forty-ninth Congress, and 
Mr. Kelley of Pennsylvania moved to strike my speech out of the 
RECORD because it did not suit him [laughter], and it will be 
remembered that the House would not do it. It is there yet. 
Those were the ay complaints that I can recall that were ever 
made against m , and it shows that the gentleman’s statement 
is utterly groun and without foundation; his first statement, 
„dozen pages,” was utterly unwarranted, and when changed to 
“ dozens of pages” it was astoundingly so. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, with the rarest exceptions I am indebted to 
my Republican brethren on that side of the House for most grati- 
fying courtesy to me, a courtesy which has always been most 
highly appreciated and valued by myself, and the reason why I 
confine my remarks and criticism to the s h of the gentleman 
from New York . PAYNE] is that I felt that I had reasons to 
expect more consideration from a fellow committee member with 
whom I had enjoyed a long and always pleasant service. 

Now, the figures which the Republican majority struck out of 
my speech yesterday were illustrative of a criticism on my part of 


to make it in order and 


. WHEELER 
ere objection 
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what I regarded as improper appropriations, a character of appro- 
priations which I would criticise with equal readiness whether 
made by party friends or party foes. 

Every man in this House knows that while I have been a mem- 
ber of this body I have been one of the foremost advocates of lib- 
eral appropriations for = r subjects—carrying on the Govern- 
ment, improving our rs, improving our rivers. What I 
op and criticise is what are ed jobs. It cost no more dur- 
ing the Republican Fifty-first Congress for the legitimate expenses 
of the Government than it did during the preceding Democratic 
Congresses, but the jobs thrown in were what caused the extra 
appropriation. That is what I sought to criticise. That is what 
seemed to hurt the gentleman who moved to strike out those tables. 

Now, Mr. S er, with regard to confining the RECORD to what 
the stenographers write down in their notes: They are most re- 
markably accurate; so universally and remarkably correct as to 
elicit our wonder and admiration; but how often have we heard 
members rise and say, There is so much tumult in the Hall I 
can not hear what a man says 2 feet from me.” That being the 
case, how can the stenographers at that desk hear what is said in 
that noise and tumult? And when I made that speech the other 
day gentlemen will remember the noise and excitement that there 
was in this Hall, and that gentlemen filled up the aisle and the 
space in front of the Clerk’s desk so that the stenographers could 
not possibly have heard all that was said, and yet the resolution 
adopted yesterday, if insisted upon, would confine the RECORD to 
what the stenographers succeeded in hearing and omitting all 
that was said that they did not happen to hear. Now, I wish to 
say, in thas 

The SP R. The gentleman’s time has expired. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. W . I withdraw the resolution. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I call for the regular order. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to bills and a joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

A bill (S. 2642) to provide for the safety of passengers on excur- 
sion steamers; 

A bill (S. 730) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Helen 
Morrell ll; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 15) authorizing the Secre of the 
Navy to donate to the Mountain View Cemetery Association, at 
Oakland, Cal., certain cannon, etc. 

The message also announced that the Senate had the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House of Rep- 
resentatives was requested: 

Commmisenes on Enrolled Gilis of the two 1 „5 88 the 
enrolled bill of the Senate (S. 2488) entitled An act to amend an act entitled 
An act toauthorize the Denison and Northern Railway Company to construc 


and operate n railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes.“ 
by 5 out the word nine,“ in line two of enrolled bill, and inserting 
“eigh 


The 1 also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 5105) to abolish days of grace on promis- 
sory notes, drafts, etc., in the District of Columbia. 


RETURN OF BILL TO SENATE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House a resolu- 
tion with reference to the business of the House. 


tion notifying the te t the House agreed to the amendments of 
F 5 e and 
surgery, to license reen, and surgeons, an unish persons 

the provisions . — in the District of Columbia. 5 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resolution will be 
a [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 


Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I yield to the gentleman from Wash- 
ington for a moment. 


TWYMAN O. ABBOTT. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask at this time 
unanimous consent for the consideration in Committee of the 
Whole of the bill H. R. 7226 on next Friday morning, imme- 
diately after the reading of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington asks unani- 
mous consent to consider a bill immediately after the reading of 
the Journal on Friday. 

The bill was read, as follows. 


A bill (H. R. 7226) for the relief of Twyman O. Abbott. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is here 
authorized and directed to pay to Twyman O. Abbott, of Tacoma, State o 
Wash: m, his heirs or legal representatives, the sum of $27,748.75, in full 
and settlement of his claim for damages sustained reason of the 
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FT lease of a building and grounds for post- 
vote wry 

SEC. 2. of $27,748.75 a; i 
„ gr, is hereby appropriated for the purpose of 

Mr. RICHARDSON. A parliamentary inquiry. Is this a rec- 
ognition by the Chair or by the gentleman from Illinois? 

The SPEAKER. It is a recognition by the Chair. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Incidentally. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. er, I desire to state 

Mr. COX. One inquiry. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before there is any discussion—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s request is that the bill may 
be brought up for consi . made a special 
order for Friday morning after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think the practice ought not to be adopted 
of assigning a special bill for a special time. Let the assent be 
asked at the proper time, and not be made a special order, 

The SP Objection is made, 

Mr. NEILL. I object. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—RINAKER VS. DOWNING, 


Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, at the conclusion of the 
session of yesterday I had finished the remarks which I deemed 
it necessary to make with reference to that branch of this election 
contest that related to the so-called assisted voters,” and had 
finished all I had to say with reference to all the other questions in 
the case except only the questions which arise upon the record 
growing out of the 3 issuing of the injunction in the Six- 
teenth district of the State of Illinois, which prevented the com- 
pot opening and recounting of all the ballots which were cast 

or the parties to this contest at the election of November 6, 1894, 

There remains, howeyer, to be considered the injunction, the 
main question in the case, as I regard it, as the committee re; 
it upon both sides, as I believe, and as various members of this 
House appear to regard it, so far as I am able to judge from private 
conversations with them. What, then, is the question with ref- 
erence to the injunction? Briefly stated, that question is this: 
It was found immediately after the announcement of the result 
of that election, first, that the plurality in favor of the sitting 
member was a very small one, only 40 out of a total vote cast in 
the district of 38,323 votes. 

It was found that there had been errors committed here and 
there throughout the district. It was rumored that to a consid- 
erable extent such errors had been discovered here and there, 
sufficient to overturn the result. Two contests had arisen in two 
of the counties of the district over local offices, such as treasurer 
and sheriff. In the course of the contest in those cases it was 
discoyered that the errors which were surmised to exist were 
actualerrors. The contestant in this case gave the usual notice 
under the statute of the United States that he would contest the 
certificate of election which had been given in favor of the sitting 
member [Mr. Downing]. There is no denial that the proper 
notice was given and that it was given in proper time. There 
can be no denial but that the statute of the United States gave the 
right to make the contest. In fact, the United States statute upon 
the subject is clear and explicit. It is contained in Title II, cha 
ter 8, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, sections 110, 
111, and 123 of which provides as follows: 


Third. Any mayor, recorder, or in 
Fourth. Any in bankruptcy or notary public. 
Sud. 111. The officer to whom the application authorized by the pi 
section is made shall thereupon issue his writ of subpœna, direc 
such witnesses as shall be named to him, uiring their attendance before 
— named in the subpose, in order to be examined 


SEOC. 123. The officer shall have the power to require the production of 
papers; and on the refusal or neglect of any person to produce and deliver up 
any — er or papers in his possession pet to the election, or to produce 
and deliver up certified or sworn copies of the same in case they may be 
official pay such person be liable to all the penalties prescri in 
section 116. All papers thus produced and all ified or sworn copies of 
official papers shall be by the officer, with the testimony of the 
witnesses, to the Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

There, Mr. S er, was a clear, explicit, and full 3 
given under and by virtue of the act of Congress providing for an 
allowing the ballots and other papers pertaining to the election 
in the district to be produced before the officer, the notary public, 
or other selected under the act of Congress to tko the 
testimony. Immediately upon the notice being given by the con- 
testant that he would proceed under those sections of the statute, 
the contestee in this case, instead of obeying the authority of the 
Federal statute, proceeded in the State court, the circuit court of 
Morgan County, by a bill in chancery, alleging and setting forth 
in direct terms that the contestant claimed the rights which are 

teed to him under the sections of the Federal statute which 

have read, and setting forth, claiming, and pretending that a 
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section of the law of the State of Illinois prohibited that from 
being done. The section of the Illinois law set up in the bill is this: 

In all cases of contested election the ies contesting the same shall have 
the Tight to have the package of ballots cast at such election opened, and to 
have all errors of the judges in counting or refusing to count any ballot cor- 
A cule i pen court Seth ( T at in DE TOT 
28 the officer 1 having the — thereof. = z 

Now, such a construction of that section of the Illinois statute 
was claimed and contended for in the bill for an injunction as 
would set it in direct opposition to the Federal statute which Ihave 
read. I have only to say, Mr. Speaker, that it is the opinion of 
the majority of the committee that no such construction should 
be given to the Illinois law, that that statute should be construed 
to be in harmony with the Federal statute, and that where, under 
the Federal statute, an officer is given power to proceed with a 
subpoena duces tecum and to bring in these records and papers, 
he is a tribunal created by the lawful authority of the United 
States and clothed with the power to try the contested election to 
the extent of receiving, recording, and forwarding the evidence 
to the Congress when it shall convene. 

That is the view of the majority of the committee. It com- 
mends itself to my mind because it places the statute of my State 
in harmony with the law of the United States, and does not give 
to that statute such a construction as would leave upon the statute 
book of the State of Illinois a law attempting to nullify the Fed- 
eral law. I believe that is the true construction to make of that 
statute. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, proceeding immediately after this injunc- 
tion decree had been entered, each one of the different county 
clerks throughout the district was served with the injunction 
order; each one of them was made a party to the suit; each one 
of them was enjoined from prođucing the ballots, papers, and 
— pertaining to that election by a strange and pec form 

order, 
ie BARHAM, Did the court have jurisdiction to make that 
er? 

Mr. COOKE of Dlinois. My opinion is that upon the bill, if it 
had been demurred to, the demurrer should have been sustained. 
Mr. BARHAM. But jurisdiction is never waived for want of 


a demurrer. That is an elementary proposition. You can not 
confer jurisdiction by consent. Now, did thecourt in that case 
have jurisdiction? 


Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Oh, I think the court had jurisdiction, 
strictly speaking. 
ARHAM, Well, then, is not that judgment or decree an 


Mr. 
absolute verity? 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. It is to be so taken by the es to 
it until reversed by a court of competent appellate jurisdiction; 
and it is 1 at that very point that the wrong was done, because 
no appeal could be taken until the time had expired for taking 
evidence in this case. 

Mr. BARHAM. One question more. Assume that Mr. Down- 
ing, the contestee, the seated member, committed any kind of 
wrong that he suppressed evidence, for example will you unseat 
a member of Con; for any error which he may have com- 
mitted. and thus deprive the people of their duly elected repre- 
sentative? Whatever error he may haye committed, assuming 
that he committed a most egregious error in getting this injunc- 
tion, why should the people of that district lose their representa- 
tive who was in fact elected? 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I will answer the gentleman in the 
words of the learned author of Paine on Elections: 


Sec. 1009. Under that provision of the Constitution which makes the House 
of Representatives the judge of the elections, returns, and qualification of 
its members, the House may adjudicate the question of a right to a seat in 
aither of the four following cases: 

(1). In the case of a contest between a contestant and a returned member 
of the House, instituted in accordance with the provisions of title 2, chapter 
8, of the Revised Statutes; 


That is the very statute which I have been discussing. 


2). In the case of a protest by an elector of the district concerned. 
3). In the case of a protest by any other person, an 
0: On the motion by a member of the House. 

The proceeding in the first of these actions is by the Revised Statutes made 
a proceeding inter partes, a suit or action in which the contestant is plaintiff 
and the returned Representative defendant. The management of this suit or 
action is by law placed in the hands of these parties. I. 4 are not only per- 
mitted, but required to frame and serve the pleadings which give form to 
the controversy. They are permitted and required to serve upon each other 
the notices under which the depositions are taken. They may stipulate to 
take depositions without notice. In taking the depositions they may appear 
in person or by agent or attorney. In a word, notwithstanding the contro- 
versy involves interests of a public nature, its form and fate are subj 
by the law to the control of these parties. Their acts, omissions, diligence, 
laches, waivers, admissions, and stipulations may under the law always prove 
decisive of the contest. As between these therefore, the contest pro- 
vaea for in the Revised Statutes is in the strictest sense a suit, an action, 
a litigated case. 


Mr. BARHAM. Right there, will the gentleman permit me? 
Suppose that Mr. Downing had gone before the notary public and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 13, 


admitted that the contestant was duly elected, would that be con- 
clusive upon Congress? 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Most decidedly not, under the very 
authority which I have just read, because the power still resides 
in Con to hear the petition of any elector of the district. 

Mr. BARHAM. Well, then, does it not follow that any action 
which Mr. Downing took, by the restraining order or otherwise, 
does not bind Congress at all and is not a suppression of evidence? 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. If any elector of the district should 
come here and file a petition it would be the duty of this House 
and of our committee, if it were referred to us, to act upon the 
case, as I take it. : 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Will it interrupt my colleague on 
the committee if I should make a suggestion? I do not wish to 
interrupt his argument if it is at all objectionable to him. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. As the gentleman knows, I am not in 
a fit physical condition to speak very long; but I will gladly hear 
his question. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Following up the question of the 
gentleman from California iar. BARHAM], I was about to call my 
colleague’s attention to a case decided by this House, the case of 
Follett vs. Delano, which is somewhat in contradiction of the au- 
thority just read. I refer to 1 Bartlett on Elections, page 118, 
where, citing the case of Follett vs. Delano, it is stated: 

All the electors in the district have a vital interest in the question at issue; 
and no one of them can be precluded by any laches not his own from insist- 
ing that the will of the majority shall be regarded. No confession of the 
sitting member can place the contestant in the seat, unless he is the choice of 
the majority, nor deprive that majority of its rightful representation. 

I thank my friend for allowing me to read this statement. 

Mr. COO of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I prefer the very careful 


‘and studied statement given in Paine on Elections to any decision 


that can be quoted, because that work goes over the entire subject 
and deals with the different classes of cases in which these contro- 
versies may arise and states the law on each class by itself. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as I was about to say, the injunction decree 
was entered; the injunction order was served on each one of the 
county clerks in the eight counties of the district. And there the 
contestant was met by an insuperable objection or difficulty, one 
which he could not get over, to the opening and counting of the 
ballots and the production and inspection of these records of the 
election. It was no fault of the contestant; it was no crime on 
the part of the contestee. It was, as I claim, a wrongful act, an 
unlawful act—something prohibited by law which was done by 
the contestee and which prevented the Federal statute from run- 
ning and taking effect. It does not involve any moral turpitude; 
it involves no misdemeanor, no crime, or anything of that nature. 
lt simply involves, as produced against the contestant, a great 
wrong. It prevented the contestant from having the benefit of a 
law of Congress, which he was as well entitled to invoke in his 
favor as the contestee would have been entitled to invoke it in his 
favor, had he desired to have the ballots opened and inspected in 
any contest which he might have made, or which might have been 
made against him. X 

The subpœnaes were issued by the notary public under the 
Federal statute to each and every one of the county clerks, re- 
quiring them to bring in the books, the papers, the ballots, and 
all the records 88 to that election. ch one of the county 
clerks came forward and replied that he had been enjoined from 
producing or allowing the ots to be produced or opened or 


counted. 
Mr. Speaker, poeman g am all the sincerity and with all the 
solemn sense of duty which attended the utterances yesterday of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts when he spoke of the position 
in which he found himself in this case, stating substantially that 
he wished to do no man any wrong, I feel in this case as high a 
sense of moral r sibility, I trust, as does my friend from Mas- 
sachusetts. And I say, standing here in my place, that upon a 
careful examination of these judicial proceedings, this bill, this 
injunction, these various subpoenas, these various injunction 
orders, and the returns made by the county clerks in the various 
counties, and all the proceedings pertaining thereto, I assert upon 
my responsibility as a lawyer and as a man of fairness and with 
a just disposition that a very great wrong was done right there. 
As I have privately said to my friend, Mr. Downing, if it were not 
for that injunction I would see no way in which to disturb the 
result in this case. 
In friendly conversation I have told him—he knows what I 
believe on this question—that that injunction produced a very 
eat and serious wrong, and that I am as conscientious, as de- 
iberate, as fair in the expression of my views on this subject as 
admittedly my friend from Massachusetts is, It is simply a 
question now, not of frand, not of crime, not of any intentional 
wrongdoing. I do not charge it, but it is a simple question as to 
whether we can in this case give our sanction and approval toa 
proceeding in a State court which shall 17 to nullify and 
set at naught the Federal statutes, which are plenary, which are 


EEr 
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complete, which cover the subject, which give a certain important 
right, and which right has been denied. 5 
ot to take up too much time of the House, I will proceed 


sig toed Mr. Speaker. 

e consequences of evidence being wrongfully suppressed are 
stated by approved text writers on the law of evidence. There is 
no mystery about it. Weare not without a guide, both of law 
and precedent, in determining what to do in such a case as this 
where there has been a wrongful suppression of lawful and legal 
evidence. We are not without the proper guide as to what the 
consequences of it should be. Starkie on Evidence, marginal 
page 846, says: 


If, on the peal i a thata charge or claim is unfounded, the party inst 
whom it is made has evidence within his reach by which he may repel that 
which is offered to his prejudice, his omission to do so supplies a strong pre- 
sumption that the charge or claim is well founded; it would be contrary to 
every principle of reason. and to all experience of human conduct to form 
any other conclusion. * * + 

(Page 847): Again the maxim of the law is omnia præesumuntur contra 
spoliatorem. 


Greenleaf says, volume 1, section 37: 


The presumption of innocence may be overthrown and a presumption of 
guilt be raised by the misconduct of the puy in suppressing or 233 
evidence which he ought to produce, or to which the other party is entitled. 
Thus the spoliation of papers material to show the neutral character of a 
vessel furnishes astrong presumption, in odium spoliatoris, t the ship's 
neutrality. A similar presumption is raised against a ty who has obtained 
possession of papers from a witness after the service of subpoena duces tecum 
upon the latter for their production, which is withheld. 

The general rule is omnia presumuntur contra spoliatorem. His con- 
duct is attributed to his supposed 8 that the truth would have oper- 
ated against him. Thus, if some of a series of documents of title are sup- 

ressed by the party admitting them to be in his ion, this is evidence 

t the documents withheld afford inferences unfavorable to the title of the 
party. Thus, also, where the finder of a lost jewel would not produce it, it 
was presumed against him that it was of the highest value of its kind. But 
if the defendant has been guilty of no fraud or improper conduct, and the 
only evidence against him is of the 23 to him of the plaintiff's goods, 
of eads quality, the presumption is that they were of the cheapest 
quality. 

Citing 2 Pothier's Obligations (by Evans), Sir Samuel Romilly's argument 
in Lord. Melville's 9 Howell's State Trials, 1194, and numerous other 
cases, 


I intended to refer to the point made in the minority report as 
follows: 


Is it just for that reason to deny to Mr. Downing the benefit of the testi- 
mony of the ballots which were actually cast for him? Mr. Downing acted 
upon the advice of counsel, which was confirmed by the decision of the court. 

we look beyond Downing to the people who voted for him, how can we 

ustify to them our refusal to ascertain the truth from their ballots simply 
‘or the reason that their candidate, in acting upon the advice of counsel, pro- 
ceeded upon a wrong view of the law? 


On this question the law of elections is well settled, as I en- 
deavored to show in reply to the gentleman from California [Mr. 
BanHAu] a moment ago. Mr. Downing, the contestee, stands in 
the position of a party litigant. Paine on Elections, section 1009, 
just read, covers the question entirely, and I need not go into it 

in. 

The elementary rules of evidence amply cover the cases of vol- 
uminous documents and records, such as those involved in the 
evidence furnished yo multitude of ballots or records of returns 
in an election case. There is no insurmountable difficulty what- 
ever in arriving legally and logically at the result of a mass of 
ballots brought forward in evidence. There is no mystery about 
the matter of ascertaining the results from and contents of such 
legal documents any more than in counting other papers, records, 
or accounts over which there may be a controversy. The law is 
well settled as to that class of evidence. I quote from Greenleaf 
on Evidence, Volume I, sections 82, 91, and 93: 


A fourth rule which governs in the production of evidence is that which 
requires the best evidence of which the caseinitsnatureissusceptible. * * + 
Its design is to prevent the introduction of any, which, from the nature of 
the case, su that better evidence isin the possession of the party. It 
is adopted for the prevention of fraud; for when it is apparent that better 
evidence is withheld it is fair to presume that the party had some sinister 
motive for not producing it, and that if offered his design would be frustrated. 
The rule thus becomes essential to the pure administration of justice. * * * 

SEO. 91. The rule rejecting secondary evidence is subject to some excep- 
Hons; ens either on public convenience or on the nature of the facts 

roved. 

SEC. 93. A further relaxation of the rule has been admitted, where the 
evidence is the result of voluminous facts, or the inspection of many books 
and paper the examination of which could not conyeniently take place 
in court. Thus, if there be one invariable mode in which bills of 5 
have been drawn between particular 5 ae be proved by the 
testimony of a witness conversant with their habit of buisness, and, poa 
ing generally of the fact, without producing the bills. Butif the mode of 
dealing has not been uniform, the case does not fall within this exception, 
but is governed by the rule requiring the production of the ata So, 
also, a witness who has ins’ the accounts of the parties, though he may 
not give evidence of their particular contents, may allowed to speak to 
the general balance, without producing the accounts. And where the ques- 
tion is upon the solvency of a party at a particular time, the general result 
of an examination of his books and securities may be stated in like manner. 
(Note 2, Meyer vs. Sefton, 2 Stark. R., 274.) 

Nore 2. When books and documents introduced in evidence at the trial 
are multifarious and voluminous, and of such a character as to render it dif- 
ficult for the jury to comprehend material facts without schedules contain- 

abstracts thereof, it is within the discretion of the presiding judge to 
t such schedules, verified by the testimony of the person by whom they 
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were prepared, Blowing the adverse an a to examine them 
before the case is su ted to the jury. ( m and W. R. R. Corp. vs. Dana, 
1 Gray 83,104. See also Holbrook vs. Jackson, 7 Cushing, 136.) 

Starkie on Evidence, marginal page 645, is to the same effect: 

Neither is the rule strictly adhered to where a mere negative is to be 
proved, especially where it results from in: documents of a volumi- 
nous nature. And although a witness can not give evidence of accounts not 
produced, he may, it seems, be examined as to the general state of such ac- 
counts, or he may give evidence of the general course of trade, as that the 
practice has been to accept bills in a particular form, according to one inva- 
riable course of dealing. 


I have read these authorities, Mr. Speaker, for the reason that 
there seems to be some doubt and obscurity in the minds of some 
of our friends, not members of the legal profession, as to the mere 
matter or question of the recount, as though there was something 
mysterious about the fact of giving evidence of the results of a 
recount. There is no mystery about it. It is merely the testi- 
mony of a witness who swears that he inspected the papers, and 
who states the numbers of them, with schedules, and the condition 
in which he found them, the other side having the equal right to 
put a witness or witnesses on the stand to show the contrary if 
it can do so. 

I might say right here that the best evidence in this case was, 
of course, the ots themselves and the original election returns, 
which were suppressed by the operation of the wrongful ot Kap 
tion, and hence and for that reason only the rire? evidence 
was admissible. And yet our friends, the minority of the com- 
mittee, object to the introduction of secondary evidence, because 
forsooth, it is not the best evidence. Of course itis not. The 
contestant desired and applied for the best evidence; he proceeded 
under the Federal statute, which granted him the right to have 
the best evidence, but it was denied him by the wrongful opera- 
tion of this injunction, although subpoenas were issued to secure 
that evidence. Each county clerk when he came in was com- 
pelled to make answer that he was under an injunction of the 
court, preventing him from producing the papers. 

I must hasten to a conclusion. The position of the minority of 
the committee as to a recount of the ballots, shown by the evi- 
dence in Macoupin and Cass counties, is substantially that it is 
quite excusable and to be overlooked that the best evidence, the 
ballots, was suppressed by the injunction; and when the secondary 
evidence of the contents of the ballots is offered, that secon 
evidence, though the best attainable, is objected to because it 
not the best evidence, the evidence which was suppressed by the 
injunction. 

Now, I need not take the time of the House to go into details as 
to the testimony of Mr. Murphy, Mr. Waggoner, and Mr. Bell as 
to the details of that recount. It lasted only two or three days. 
It was a matter of close inspection by Mr. Maroh. sitting at the 
shoulder of Mr. Waggoner, before whom each of the ballots was 
opened. Mr. Murphy was selected because of his tried, well- 
known, and reliable character. Not a breath of suspicion has 
gone out 0 eke him. He sat at the shoulder of Mr. Waggoner 
with a book in his hand and made the tally as the ballots were 
opened, and had plenty of time to do so. Mr. Waggoner corrobo- 
rates his testimony as to the nearness of his position to the ballots 
and the clear ed tears that he had to make that count. The 
testimony of Bell has been referred to as indicating that Mr. 
Murphy was not sitting in such a position as to enable him to 
make this recount. I have to say that while the minority has 
quoted somewhat from the testimony of Mr. Bell, it has omitted 
to quote from Mr. Bell’s testimony one statement which he makes, 
which, in my opinion, shows that he was badly prejudiced and 
biased in his view of the matter, and that he ol to give his 
testimony such a turn as to make most strongly against the 
credibility of Mr. Murphy’s count. 

I quote from page 507 of the record in this case: 

2. Please state what position Mr. Murphy occupied in keeping that count? 

. I think all the time Mr. Murphy kept the count he sat in the rear of 
Mr. Waggoner, and I think he sat upon one of those high office stools. 

Q. About how far would the ballot be from Mr. Murphy at the time it was 
read off by Mr. W. mer—what distance? 

A. Well, allowing for the space which must have been occupied by Mr. 
Waggoner at the end of the table and the location of Mr. Murphy's stool, 
which must have been about two feet and a half away from the end of the 
table, and Mr. Murphy was sitting on the edge of that stool. 

You see he there placed it at only 24 feet away. Mr. Waggoner 
had said that Murphy sat within 1 foot of him, not more than 1 
foot away, and this witness is rebutting the testimony of Wag- 
goner. He says, continuing his answer: 

No, I will change that. Without unnecessarily crowding, I would say Mr. 
Murphy's stool would stand about 3 feet or pack a matter from the end of 
the table, and he would be on that high stool above Mr. Rake, asad head, 


and that would bring Mr. Murphy's eyes 4 or 5 feet from the ot, and maybe 
5 or 6, but it could not have been less than 6 feet, I should think. 


Well, how absurd that is, to suppose that an intelligent man, 
like Mr. Murphy is shown to have been, who was there for the 
pun of doing his duty, sat five or six feet away from the bal- 

ots when he could easily sit within one foot of Mr. Waggoner, 
who opened the ballots. I think there has been nothing adduced 
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to throw the slightest discredit upon the statement made by Mr. 
Murphy, that he had a full, complete, and ample opportunity to 
inspect each ballot as ss pence before them there, and to make a 
correct and exact record of it in his book, and he swears to it 
positively from his book. Mr. Murphy, of course, only had the 
mere matter of the Congressional vote to inspect. He had no 
more to inspect than the counters and inspectors there had with 
reference to the other office which was being contested for. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion I should like to say that Ihave 

tponed until this part of my argument the brief discussion 
which I desire to make upon the proposition that any State stat- 
ute or the decision of any State ju construing a State statute 
can be held to nullify or set at naught or render ineffective a law 
of the United States, because it is upon that point that the contro- 
versy turns, because if the injunction was rightfully entered, 
no complaint can be made senast it, and the secondary evidence 
which was introduced in this case was illegal, improper, inad- 
missible, subject to the objections which were made i the 
same, should not have been considered by the committee, and 
should not now be considered by the House; and in that case the 
contestant has no standing here whatever. But, to say, 
this carefully prepared report by the able gentlemen on the oppo- 
site side of the question says: 
We do not deem it material to the decision of this case to pass upon the 
merits of this injunction. 

Think of that! Not material to pass upon the merits of this 
injunction. What a strange idea that there is a contestant here 
seeking a seat upon the floor of this House, relying admittedly 
upon secondary evidence only, alleging that he a right to 
introduce secondary evidence because the best evidence was sup- 
pressed by the operation of an illegal injunction, and yet the 
minority of the committee say they do not it as material 
to upon the merits of that injunction. I do not think the 
injunction has any merits. It is suggested to me that the com- 
plainant, whoprocured the injunction, the right and the power 
at any moment from the time he filed the bill down to the time of 
the meeting of Congress last December to haye had the injunc- 
tion set aside and to have gotten at the ballots and had them 
counted and to have opened them up and to have allowed them to 
be inspected, but he never for a moment chose to do so. 

This seems to us a late day in the history of the United States 
for a court in any State, upon any application, to proceed upon a 
dill or upon a petition or on any form of complaint whatever to 
erect a State statute into such pe ee bl and conclusive 
force as that it shall annul a law of Federal Government. 
That law is the law of Congress. I have read it in this hearing. 
It is upon the statute books. It was and intended to cover 
such cases as this; and yet the bill ing for an injunction, and 
the injunction decree itself, proceeds upon the theory that a State 
statute of Illinois may be subject to such a construction that a 
Federal statute as against it shall have no force, operation, or 
effect. I need not refer to the long near ol the struggle for 
what has been called State sovereignty the right of a State to 
pass a law in disregard of the provisions of a Federal law. I need 
not refer to the long contro over that question, which led, 
as we all remember, to most ortunate results when pursued 
on the field of battle. 125 

I will refer now only to two great authorities upon that subject 
for the purpose of ing the minds of gen en who may 
have forgotten the exact subject. The exact point to which I refer 
is decided in Tarble's Case, 13 Wallace, United States Supreme 
Court Reports, page 400. There the following language is used: 

The Constitution 


Said Mr. Chief Justice Taney— 

was not framed merely to the State against danger from abroad, but 
chiefly to secure ens ual Gorton at home; and to accomplish this end it 
was deemed necessary when the Constitutio framed man; 

rights of sov ty which the States possess 
Government that in the sphere of action 
supreme and strong enough to execute its own laws by its own tribunals 

out interruption from a State or from State authorities. 
State stand in their 


istinct territory. particular 
of the United States when any conflict arises 
e Constitution and the laws passed in 
of the land, and that the med by the every . . — 
in the constitution or the laws of any State to the contrary notwith dive, 
I have the full opinion here. I have read from the extract in 
order to make it briefer. I may, I think, with propriety refer to 
the celebrated debates by Mr. Webster on this great question. 
He spoke on State nullification of Federal laws on numerous occa- 
sions, some of which are as follows: Speech on the subtreasury, 
January 31, 1838; h on “The Constitution not a compact 
between sovereign States”—a reply to John C. Calhoun, February 
16, 1833; speech at Pittsburg, Pa., July 8, 1833; 2 7 7 at Worces- 
ter, Mass., October 12, 1832; speech at New York City, March 10, 
1831; speech in reply to Hayne, January 26, 1830. 


I will read briefly from the latter speech. Mr. Webster said: 


I understand the gentleman to maintain that, without revolution, without 
civil commotion, t rebellion, a remedy makin 5 abuse and trans- 
gression of the powers of the General Government in a direct appeal to 
the interference of the State ernments. 

Mr. Hayne rose and : “He did not contend for the mere right of 
revolution, but for the right of constitutional resistance. What he main- 
tained was, that in case of a — palpable violation of the Constitution by 
the General Government, a State may interpose; and that this interposition 
is constitutional.” 

5 hela ganr resumed a hs: 

, Sir, I understood the gentleman, and am 
misunderstand him. What t he contends for is, that it is constitutional to 


who are chosen and sworn to administer it, by the direct interf 


constitu or 

hi The proposition that, in case of a sup violation of the Consti- 
Site te Congress, the States have a ee right to interfere and 
is the proposition of the gentleman. I do not 
admit it. If the gentleman had intended no more than to assert the right of 
revolution for justifiable cause, he would have said only what all agree to. 
But I can not conceive that there can be a e course between submis- 
sion to the laws, when y pron 

and ce, W is revolution or rebellion, on the other. I say the 

of tained bu 


to at Congress 
ground of the inalienable right of man to resist oppression: that is to sa 
upon the nd of reyolution. I admit Ank, there is an ultimate viol 7 


en 
remedy, a tion and in d of the Constitution, which 


sar be resorted to when a revolution is justified. ButI do not admit 
under the Constitution and in conformity with it there is any mode in which 
a State government, as a member of the Union, can interfere and stop the 
progress of the General Government by force of her own laws under any 
circumstances whatever. 

Those are the celebrated words of perhaps the greatest exponent 
of the Constitution of the United States, next, possibly, to John 
Marshall, that this country has ever produced. His honored re- 
mains rest in the State from which my friend hails, and I com- 
mend his doctrine to the study of my friend from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Moopy] who preceded me in this discussion. 

Mr. MOODY. I agree to every word of it. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Ihave no doubt of that, but the gen- 
tleman does not practice that doctrine. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentlemen on the other side, I suppose, 


ba tgs ON 
Mr. MOODY. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 


Iowa tat Seid 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I do not like to disagree with my 
colleagues upon the floor of this House upon questions involving 
party policy, but I do not understand that the question in issue 
is one of party policy. It is true that we have here a contested- 
election case in which a Republican is making a contest for a seat 
now occupied by a Democrat, and the Elections Committee on both 
sides have cleared the way so that there is a single proposition 
which is conclusive in this case; not conclusive as to the ultimate 
rights of the parties, but conclusive as to this particular stage of 
the contest. If the minority is right, the ots should be re- 
counted before the House acts. the minority is wrong, the 
House should take Mr. Murphy’s count and let that end the case. 

Now, Iam not prepared to accept the views of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Cooke] who has just taken his seat, that the 
Illinois statute is in derogation of the Constitution of the United 
States or of the act of On the con , that statute is 
a lawful statute, enacted for a proper and laudable purpose, and 


ve the 


if it had not been for that statute the very ballots that we desire 
to count in this case could not have been ed. We must 
recollect, Mr. Speaker, first, that there are, I e, 52 men elected 


to different offices on that same blanket ballot, 

Mr. MOODY. Fifty. 

Mr. LACEY. About 50. Now, any one of those candidates 
might have a contest. One of them did have a contest in Macoupin 
County. Under the statute of Ilinois the candidate for treasurer, 
or any other candidate, anybody who is named upon the ticket, 
having a contest, may have the ballots opened and they ma; 
be recounted in the presence of the court. After the count 
made the court should see that they are sealed up and preserved; 
preserved in order that any subsequent contest may „not- 
withstanding the fact that the ballots have been brought into 
court and examined by the court in one contest. Now, when my - 
friend from Illinois . COOKE] says that that statute is in 
derogation of the rights of Congress he certainly does not look at 
its real p ý e purpose of that statute is to preserve the 
rights o eral Rinaker, to preserve the rights of Mr. Down- 
ing: so that when the treasurer got through with his count the 

ots could be reopened and recounted again in the presence of 
the court. And if Mr. Rinaker on such recount is found to have 
a majority of those votes, if Mr. Murphy's count is correct and 
that of the 50 election ju , selected by opposite parties, who 


Aste watching each other is wrong, Mr. Rinaker will have the 
sen 
Now, experience has taught me that in the matter of counting 
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ballots any man ought to be watched, even in Ilinois or any other 
State of the Union. It makes no difference where such a countis 
going on, the only safe way is to have some persons on the opposite 
side, men of intelligence, selected by the 1 8 parties, to see 
that honesty is observed in the counting of the ballots. IIlinois is 
noted for its honesty. It has a delegation here almost unitedl 
Republican. I have great confidence in the State of Illinois. 
should have been gladif this district had elected General Rinaker; 
and if he has been elected I shall vote to seat him. But we can 
not tell whether he has been elected or not until those ballots shall 
have been recounted, and the statute of Illinois provides a method. 
In the Fifty-first Congress I had the honor to be a member of the 
Committee on Elections, and this very question came up before 
that committee in the case of McGinnis vs. Alderson, and I pro- 
pose to read an extract from the report in that case, showing the 
view which the committee took of this question. X 

Mr. HENDERSON. Iwill ask my colleague to giye his atten- 
tion, if he has not already done so, to the question whether the 
contestant had the power, notwithstanding theinjunction, to have 
those ballots counted. 

Mr. LACEY. He has the power now. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Has that question been discussed by you? 

Mr. LACEY. Iam going to about it presently. e has 
never lost that power. The ballots are still in existence. They 
were sealed up in the presence of the lawyers on both sides after 
the treasurer’s contest, and in the presence of the election offi- 
cers, sealed up and put in a trunk, the trunk sealed, and the key 
put in a sealed envelope, which is in the county clerk’s safe, in the 
custody of a „honest Republican official. 

Mr. DERSON. Conceding all that, how could the contest- 
ant have reached that count? 

Mr. LACEY. I am going to tell you; but in the first place, 
when I was interrupted by my colleague I was about to make a 

otation from the case of McGinnis vs. Alderson. In that case 

ere was a recount, under the laws of West Virginia, for the 
office of governor, as there was in this case in Illinois for the office 
of treasurer, and there was a recount for the office of Congress- 
man, just as a recount is sought here. I was directed by the ma- 
jority of the Committee on Elections, a Republican committee, on 
which were some strong lawyers, Mr. Rowell, of Illinois, was the 
chairman—I was directed by that committee to prepare a report, 
from which I will read an extract to show the position that the 
committee took then as to the effect of State laws upon recounts: 

In the West Virginia election cases in the present Congress, and in the 


famous case in the gubernatorial contest between Fleming and Goff, we have 
e striking illustrations of rs of a recount of the where a 


ger. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cooker] says that the statute 
of Dlinois is in derogation of the law of Congress 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. If the 8 will permit me, I 
did not ay that the statute was in derogation of the law of Con- 
gress. I do not think it is. I think it has been falsely construed 
to be so, that is all. 

Mr. LACEY. Well, I think you have falsely construed it to be 
in derogation of the United States law, because there is nothi 
in that statute which interferes at all with an honest count of the 
ballots cast in the Congressional election. In this report we say 


The law of West Virginia is as follows: 

“They shall, upon the demand of any candidate voted for at such election, 
open an e any one or more of the sealed packages of ballots and re- 
count the same; but in such case they shall seal up the same again, along with 
the original envelope, in another envelope, and the clerk of the county court 
shall write his name across the place or places where it is sealed, and indorse 
onthe ne pec . 9 of the election held at the district of „and 
county o „Mete. 

The law also provides that the original packages shall be sealed up at the 
place of voting, as follows: 

“When the said certificates are signed, the ballots shall be inclosed by the 
commissioners in an envelope, which they shall seal up, and write names 
across the place or places where it is sealed, and indorse on the outside of the 
said envelope as follows: * Dallots of the election held at „in the district 
of and county of the —— day of „nete. 

In order to justify a recount it ought to appear that these requirements 
have been complied with, or clearly shown that the failure to comply there- 
with has resulted in no injury. 


Mr. HALL. Will the gentleman yield for one question? 
Mr. LACEY. I would like to answer my friend from Illinois, 
but I will yield to the gentleman fora moment. My time is very 


short. 
= has been asked in regard to the re- 


Mr. HALL. A 
counting of those ots. I wish to ask this question, which 


seems to me directly in point: Is it not the fact that if the ma- 
jority report be adopted, those ballots never can be and never will 
recounted? If the minority reportis adopted, it simply allows 
those ballots to be recounted. 
Mr. LACEY. By adopting the report of the minority, the case 
is not ended at all. Weare called upon by the majority of the 
committee to accept the count of Mr. Murphy and seat General 


Rinaker. I hope the recount, if had, may seat him, because he is 


of my political y and I am in sympathy with him; he is an 
honorable paar bl once, I believe, a distinguished member of 
this House, and I should be glad to see him 5 seat. But 
Ido not want to seat him upon the statement o . Murphy as 
to these ballots when the ballots are where we can see them for 
ourselves; where the Committee on Elections can see them for 
themselves. 

When I was interrupted I was reading from the report in the 
McGinnis case, in which the committee goes on further to say 
that ! in order to justify a recount it ought to ap that these 
requirements,” that is, the uirements of the West Virginia 
statute, ‘“ have been complied with or clearly shown that the fail- 
ure to comply therewith resulted in no injury.” 

We found in that case that the ballots had not been propery 
cared for; that the requirements of the West Virginia statutes h 
not been complied with. In behalf of the Republican in that con- 
test, I said there should be no recount; and I based my position 
on the statute of West Virginia. Now, under the statute of Mi- 
nois, I say there should bea recount. The statute provides for it. 
The ballots have been preserved. We have a Committee on Elec- 
tions appointed expressly to investigate matters of this kind and 
with apio pomer under the Constitution to recount these ballots. 

Let me call the attention of my friend from Illinois to a further 
fact. He mistakes when he assumes that the notary had power 
to make a recount. No such power is given under the Federal 
statute. No such power has ever been given under Federal stat- 
ute to recount the ballots. That being conceded, we must get 
our power from the Constitution; and the Constitution gives the 
House power to determine the elections and qualifications of its 
own members; and the ballots being in existence, we have the 
power to make the law in this case and to recount those ballots. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does not the gentleman know that in the last 


Congress it was decided that the ballots were a of the papers 
in the case, and that the notary had the power to recount? 
Mr. LACEY. Yes; but you and I voted inst that report. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Not against that part of it. That part was 
approved by the honest men of the House. 

r. LACEY. In the last Congress we saw Charles F. Joy turned 
out of his seat in disregard of the rights of the parties. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I am not speaking of the Joy case. 

Mr. LACEY. Iam notasking that this House shall now decide 
the Rinaker case. I am simply asking that we should not shut 
our eyes to the evidence; that we should not refuse to look at the 
evidence as it now exists and shelter ourselves behind an injunc- 
tion, and say that because this contestee unlawfully sued out an 
injunction (if he did do so) that he shall be deprived of his seat. 
It will not do to say that because he did a foolish thing that you 
are going to unseat him. If we undertake to unseat every man in 
Congress who does some foolish thing, think how hard it will be 
to maintain a quorum in this House. 

Mr. COLSON. I wish to ask the gentleman whether the custody 
of those ballots since the original count has been such as to pre- 
clude the 5 of change? 

Mr. LACEY. It is so stipulated in the record. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Oh, no; I take issue squarely with the gentle- 
man. There is no such stipulation. 

Mr. LACEY. I am following the report of the committee, and 
the rt so states. 

Mr. MOODY. It the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] will 
allow me, I can answer that question so that there will be no 
mistake about it. When this contest was proceeding a stipulation 

as made by the sitting member, at the request of Mr. Rinaker, 
that the ots were then in the condition that they reached the 
various county clerks, in the condition in which they left the hands 
of the election officers. The testimony then affirmatively showed 
that they remained in the hands of the county clerks down to the 
time of the recount. The testimony further showed affirmatively 
that after the ballots were recounted in the presence of the county 
court they were restrung under the direction of the judge of the 
county court 

Mr. LACEY. In accordance with the statute of Minois. 

Mr. MOODY. In accordance with the statute of Dlinois, and 
were sealed up ina trunk; the trunk was locked; the key was 
sealed up, and put into a safe; and yesterday there was read on 
the floor of this House certificates of the clerks that when the 
record closed those ballots were in that condition. 

Mr. LACEY. Those ballots are now in the hands of those 
county clerks—— 

Mr. HOPKINS rose. 

Mr. LACEY. I decline to yield until I have had an opportunity 
to finish my statement. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to answer the statement of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy]. 

Mr. LACEY. I decline to yield for that purpose. The gentle- 
man can make the answer in his own time. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if it is true that the ballots have not been 
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roperly preserved, if it be true that the Republican official who 
Res them locked up in his sworn there has not taken 
roper care of them, that is a matter which the Committee on 
lections can ascertain, and if it be so determined they can 
decline to count them. But it is sought now to accept the count 
of these ballots by the statement of Mr. Murphy. The count was 
going on between two candidates for treasurer, and the record 
shows that when they got through with the recount it made only 
a difference of either two or three votes. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SHERMAN). The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 
Mr. LACEY. I would like to have a few minutes’ additional 


time. 

Mr. MOODY. I yield ten minutes longer to the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. LACEY. The evidence shows, I was proceeding to say, 
Mr. Speaker, that these ballots have been properly kept. If they 
have not been, of course they would not be counted. 

Now, it is contended that the suing out of the injunction com- 
pels us to take the count made by Murphy. Suppose he did make 
acount. Are we to take his count against the count of 50 honest 
election officers of the State of Illinois? Why, I am surprises 
that my friend from Illinois has so little confidence in the officials 
of his own State as to be willing to impeach the count made by 50 
officials of the State and take in preference to their count that of 
one man—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the gentleman refers to me, I want to say 
that he ver misapprehends my position. 

Mr. LACEY. I must decline to yield to the gentleman. You 
will have your own opportunity to explain. 

I will only say that this reminds me of an occasion wherea client 
of mine found some thirty or forty witnesses testifying against 
him, and he told me he knew how to get around them. I asked 
him how. And he said, Why, I will go on the stand myself and 
impeach them all.” panghi] That is what Mr. Murphy does. 
He goes on the stand; he S Caos pd the testimony of 50 officers 
of the State of Ilinois selected under the statute, one as a Repub- 
lican, one as a Democrat, sitting on opposite sides of the table 
keeping count, keeping tally on each other, watching each other 
as 8 as men would watch each other in a game of cards to 

revent cheating; and the evidence shows that when they got 
8 with that recount it only made a difference of either two 
or three votes in the total vote for treasurer. 

With such a count as that, Mr. Speaker, I ask if it is likely that 
Murphy is correct in his count and the officials are entirely wrong? 
Is it not more probable that election officers counted more accu- 
rately, counting the ballots in sequence as they did, and with 
every facility to secure accuracy, rather than that the count of 
Mr. Micenhy was a correct one? 

Now, when weconcedethat Mr. Murphy may possibly be wrong, 
and it must be remembered that he only counted 25 precincts out 
of a hundred and sixty-odd, that he only counted 25 precincts 
out of this county and omitted 11 more, and when we find that the 
recount made this difference of 39 votes only in the total of nearly 
6,000 votes, it seems to me that if the ballots are where we can get 
at them, that the Committee on Elections can secure them, they 
have the power to secure them, and that is the proper way to deter- 
mine the matter by an examination of theballots themselyes. Mr. 
Rinaker had power to appear in the injunction case and ask to in- 
tervene and by intervening motion move to dissolve the injunction 
or to be allowed to complete the count in the presence of the court 
issuing the injunction, as he had a right to do under the law of the 
State of Illinois. 

But, now, suppose the statute of Illinois had not been in force. 
The count made by the two treasurers in their contest would have 
left their ballots in inextricable confusion, so that they would 
have been unreliable for a recount; and, further, the controversy 
between Mr. Rinaker and Mr. Downing could not have been 
fairly tried; the ballots would have been counted by some Demo- 
cratic notary public, for it was a Democratic contest, and he 
would have to be trusted with the care of them for that purpose. 
I cau not help recalling a remark Mr. Mason, of Illinois, made 
about the Democrats, that he would be perfectly wilting to have 
a Democrat administer his estate, to have a Democrat act as 
guardian for his children, but he would not trust a Democrat up 
@ dark alley with a ballot box. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. Or withissuing an injunction, either, to sup- 

evidence. 

Mr. LACEY. Well, this injunction was sued out under the law 
of the State and in conformity with the statutes of Illinois. It 
provided that the ballots when opened should be counted and pre- 
served and again sealed up. That was the substance of it, and the 
evidence is still in existence. This contestee is charged with sup- 

ion of testimony in the case. What is the testimony? It is the 
ballots themselves, not the examination of witnesses before a notary 
ublic. That notary was not an officer like a master in chancer; 
state an account between a Democrat and Republican, wi 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 13, 


power to send for persons and papers, administer oaths, and cross- 
examine witnesses. All he could do was to issue subpoena papers, 
and there was no Federal statute authorizing the recount. Hence, 
if the recount was made it must be under the requirements of the 
law of Illinois, and it does not strike me that the injunction was 
illegal and unfair. But the main fact is that the ballots are there 
now and are still accessible. This committee can send for them. 
This Congress will probably be in session until the 1st of June. 
They can have these ballots here inside of a week. They can 
count them, and then if General Rinaker is elected—as I hope he 
will be, as I should be glad to have him—he will be elected, not 
by me, not by my friend from Illinois [Mr. Hopxrys], who does 
not live in that district, but elected by the people of his district, 
and they are the ones who are concerned in this matter. But the 
say that the same principle applies in this case as though he ha 
suppressed testimony, as though he had made way with a bond 
or an obligation and concealed it. 

Now, the principle does not apply here at all, for this reason: Mr. 
Downing has no more knowledge of the contents of these ballots 
than has General Rinaker. All he knows is that under the laws 
of Illinois he has the certificate, and he does not want to give it 
up, and he sued out an injunction. That injunction delayed the 
furnishing of the ballots to the House. It did not prevent it. It 
simply delayed it, and they can be furnished, and this House, with 
its 140 Republican majority, can not afford to be unfair about this, 
Let us send for the ballots, bring them before the Committee on 
Elections, let them be counted, and then we will determine whether 
the Republicans, Democrats, and Populists constituting the elec- 
tion board made a mistake or whether Mr. Murphy made a mis- 
take. One or the other made a mistake. Iam not prepared to 
overturn 50 men with one, and that one with a hop-skip-and- 
jump count like this. Mr. Murphy did not understand t he 
was making an official count. At that time no injunction had 
been sued out. He did not know his testimony would be taken. 
He was simply checking off to see whether it was worth while to 
have a recount. That is all. : 

Iam not here to advocate the good faith of Mr. Downing in 
suing out the injunction. Icare nothing about it. I think, per- 
haps, the proper thing for him to have done would have been to 
have stipulated with General Rinaker, and made some provision 
for a recount. But that is not the question. The question is 
whether the ballots are still there; whether the evidence has been 
suppressed; and this committee says it has not been suppressed; 
that the ballots are there. The action which Mr. Downing took 
prevented a Republican notary public from counting the ballots, 
or certifying the result of a count in his presence, and that, too, 
when there is no statute authorizing such a recount in the pres- 
ence of any Federal official under the act of Congress. 

But, Mr. Pepe this whole debate has proceeded upon the 
theory that thè act of Congress authorized a recount before a 
notary public. Lask my friends upon the other side—and I do 
not like to speak about Republicans as being on the other side, 
because I am on their side—I ask those gentlemen who disagree 
with me upon the question of the law to point out any Federal 
statute which authorizes a notary public chosen by the contestant 
to make a recount. There is a law authorizing him to summon 
persons and papers, but sealed ballots are not papers within the 
meaning of thatlaw. Ordinarily, under the laws of most of the 
States, the ballots are destroyed immediately after the count. 
They are only preserved in some few of the States. They are pre- 
seryed under the Australian ballot law of the State of Illinois, 
and no doubt have been carefully and properly preserved.. No 
man here has raised his voice to impeach the honesty and integ- 
rity of the officers and the manner of keeping those ballots. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If I understood the 3 from Iowa cor- 
rectly, he says that a notary public could not require the count- 
ing of those ballots. A notary public under the Federallaw would 
have the same power and the same authority that a Federal judge 
would have. ow, L ask the gentleman if it is not in 8 
with the spirit and the letter of that law that a Federal judge or 
a notary public, as the case may be, would have the power to issue 
a subpoena duces tecum 

Mr. LACEY. I think not. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Wait until I get through. I ask the gentle- 
man whether a Federal judge or a notary public would not have 
the power to issue a subpcena duces tecum to the county clerk and 
compel him to produce the ballot and then make him swear how 
many ballots were cast for General Rinaker, and how many for 
the sitting member, as shown by the ballots themselves? 

Mr. LACEY. There is no such provision in the law. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Oh, yes; there is. 

Mr. LACEY. When you come to speak to the House, I ask you 
to read the provision of the law. There isa provision for sum- 
moning persons. There is authority for the 1 Of a subpoena 
duces tecum to bring in papers, and that is all. en the papers 
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are produced the notary public has no authority to count them. 
He should not have. It would not be safe to intrust a partisan 
notary, with nobody on the other side to watch him, to make this 
count. 
Here the hammer fell.] 
r. COOKE of Illinois. 
[Mr. 1 

Mr. HEPB . Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to participate 
in this debate except for the reason that reference was made by a 
gentleman in the discussion yesterday, as I understood him, to 
the necessary action of certain members of this House because of 
their action upon the case of English against Peelle. As I under- 
stood, it wasstated yesterday that that case furnished a precedent 
for this case, and that those gentlemen who voted against the un- 
seating of Peelle would necessarily have to vote against the seating 
of the contestant in this case. 

The reference of the minority of this committee to that case was 
an unfortunate one. There is nothing similar in the cases. In 
that case it was sought by a secret arran ent to secure one of a 
board of three gentlemen who were by the court ordered to recount 
the votes in the case of the contest in the canvass for sheriff, one 
gentleman being authorized by the father of the contestant se- 
cretly to count the votes cast for Congressman. During the first 
day 9 precincts were counted. He says that during that count 
he found that errors amounting to 99 were made in the canvass 
for Representative. On the morning of the second day it was 
found that this gentleman was engaged in that recount. Then 
another of the commissioners associated himself with this gentle- 
man, Brown, and together they counted the other twenty-five or 
twenty-six precincts. They found that in the recount, when both 
were counting together, that the vote of Peelle was increased 127 
instead of being decreased, as this gentleman had said was the 
case with reference to the other 9 precincts. This man Brown 
then said that there was nothing in the recount for English; that 
he would so advise Mr. English; that he was satisfied that the vote 
of that county was favorable to the contention of Peelle. But 
later he went upon the stand and testified that he had discovered 
errors to the number of 99 in the first 9 precincts. The ques- 
tion determined by the minority of the committee in that case 
then was of the credibility of this witness Brown, not one of com- 

tency. There is not a word in that report, sir, that you can 

d as to the competency of the proof; but it all turned on the 
credibility of the witness, and the minority of the committee 
believed that he had lied. 

Mr. MOODY, Will the gentleman permit me? Mr. Speaker, 
the gentleman seems to misapprehend what I said and I desire 
now to correct him. I said yesterday that no question of compe- 
tency of testimony of Brown was involved in the case of English 
against Peelle, but I said the minority of the committee, the Re- 
publican members of the committee, refused to accept the testi- 
mony of Brown inst the official count. 

Mr. HEPBURN. They refused to accept the testimony of 
Brown because they believed him to be utterly unworthy of 
belief, because he had made statements out of court contradict- 
ing those he had made in court, because he was an impeached 
witness. That was it, sir; and it is not a precedent for this case. 

Mr. MOODY. Will the gentleman again permit me? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Again, Mr. Speaker, it is unlike this case in 
another respect. It differs from that case as to what would be 
secondary evidence, because there the ballots existed; the ballots 
were accessible; the ballots could have been resorted to. No in- 
junction existed there. There had been no suppression of proof 
in that case. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, gentlemen are disturbed in this case because 
they say the proofs here relied upon are incompetent and are sec- 
on . Is that true? What is the rule? The rule requires the 
production of the best testimony of which the case is susceptible; 
and that is all. The best attainable; that is all. The deed would 
be the best evidence of its recitals. Destroy the deed, and a prop- 
erly certified copy is the best evidence attainable of which the 
case is susceptible then. Destroy the copy, and then the oral dce- 
larations of witnesses as to what the recitals were is the best evi- 
dence of which the case is susceptible. Here in this case there 
was better evidence at one time, that of the ballots. That is put 
entirely beyond the reach of the contestant in the case by the act 
of the contestee. He didit. He makes it impossible to get that 
evidence, and all the environments of the case show that it was 
done with evil purpose. 

What is the bg PER of lawyers on this floor? I expect some 
of them at least have at times been willing that competent ervi- 
dence might not be introduced against their side of a contention, 
but why were they solicitous? Because they knew harmful results 
would follow its production. Noman seeks to exclude testimony 
that he knows to be competent, no honest man, except when he 
knows that it is going to be hurtful to the issue that he is trying 


I yield to the gentleman from Iowa 


to support. This man, after he became satisfied that those proofs 
were perilous, invoked the aid of an injunction, Look at the 


reasons given by him—flimsy—not one worthy a moment's con- 


sideration. He fears that there will be ‘‘a pretended count.” 
Why, Mr. Speaker, the man who conducts that count is for that 
purpose a court, charged with all the responsibilities that the 
oath he has taken and the duties prescribed to him by statute can 
impose—a court to which this contestee had access by himself, by 
his counsel, by his friends. He states that he feared a “pretended 
count.” Why, Mr. Speaker, it could not be a pretended count.” 
It is a count to which he is a party; it is a count in his (the con- 
testee’s) litigation; it is a count in his presence; it is a count 
conducted and aided by his attorney and under the sanction of 
statutes. I think we havea right to look at all these environ- 
ments, to look at all these reasons assigned. 

But, again, he says that his object isto preserve the sanctity of 
these ballots so that later on they can be used, perhaps. yY, 
Mr. Speaker, in the case of two of the counties, prior to this oath 
of his, attached to the petition for the injunction, that sanctity 
had been destroyed (if it can be) by the handling of the ballots by 
profane hands. Yet these are the very ballots in issue. These 
are the ballots to which suspicion attaches. Theseare the ballots 
now in controversy. 

Here the hammer fell.] 
. COOKE of Illinois. I yield the gentleman such additional 
time as he may desire. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want only a few minutes more. 

Mr. Speaker, this testimony that we have now before this com- 
mittee is the very best of which the case was susceptible when the 
record closed. Mark the date provided as the time to which this 
injunction should extend—March 4, 1895. Why wasthat? Simply 
because it overlapped the day when proofs might in proper man- 
ner be introduc y the contestant. 

Mr. MOODY. Those ballots were not to be reopened and re- 
counted except by order of some court of record of the United 
States or the State of Illinois or by the House of Representatives 
before the 4th of March, 1895. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What court, I would ask the gentleman, 
could have made such an order? What House of Representatives 
could have made such an order? There was no tribunal in exist- 
ence to make that order; and therefore the restraining order 
might just as well have been without limitation of any kind. 

Mr. MOODY. If the gentleman asks what tribunal could have 
made such an order, I answer, this House of Representatives. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But it did not convene until December last. 
8 MOODY. It might legally have met as early as March 4, 

5. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 
allow me to ask him a question? Ishould like to know how many 
votes he claims would have been changed. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iam discussing a particular branch of this 


case—— 

Mr. BRUMM. I should like to know how many votes would 
have been gangan; 

Mr. HEPBURN. Thirty-nine votes, so far as this matter is 
concerned, 

Mr. BRUMM. And would that have been enough to change 
the result? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iam only discussing this phase of the case. 

Mr. BRUMM. Would that many votes have been enough to 
change the result? 

Several MEMBERS. Yes, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Gentlemen around me say yes.“ 

Mr. MOODY. Not enough to change the result, without decid- 
ing some other questions in favor of the contestant. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ifthe resolution of the minority prevails, we 
then allow the contestee in this case to take advantage of his own 
wrong. We allow him to draw his salary up to the convening of 
the next session of Congress. We are paying him a rew: of 
three or four thousand dollars for a wrong which, in my judg- 
ment, he has committed, in the suppression of proof in this case, 
a suppression which was without warrant, without reason, with- 
out justice, without excuse. No gentleman on the other side can 
give a valid reason why the contestee should have resorted to that 
injunction. Ihave wondered why some of these gentlemen who 
get so warm in defense of the minority have not said something 
to justify this man in attempting to impede the orderly and proper 
investigation of the case under the laws of Congress. What was 
the reason, gentlemen? Will not some of you state it? Will not 
somebody tell us why it was that the ordinary course of proceed- 
ing under the law was not allowed to be pursued? Why was the 
ros Neg necessary? Will not some apologist for the contestee 

us? 

Mr. HULICK. Will the gentleman allow me a single remark? 
As a juror in this case, I should like to have that question an- 
swered. There is a stumbling block in my mind. If that ques- 
tion can be answered satisfactorily, it will have a very great bear- 
ing on my mind, and possibly the minds of others. 
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Mr. HEPBURN. Ihave been trying to persuade some gentle- 
man to tell me the reason. 

Mr. HULICK. Will not the gentleman suspend his remarks for 
a moment and let some one satisfactorily answer that question? 

Mr. HEPBURN, Do you want me to pause for a reply”? I 
will do so. [Laughter.] 


Mr. HOP S. Let the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Moopt] answer. ; 
Mr. MOODY. I did not hear the question. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Iwant some gentleman to give a reason why 
the contestee in this case interrupted the orderly procedure of the 
contest, as prescribed by the Federal law, by a resort to the proc- 
ess of injunction. Why did he do it? 3 i { 

Mr. MOODY. In the first place, I say he did not do it; and in 
the second place, if he did, the reasons are given in the petition 
which appears in the record accompanying the case, 

Mr. GROUT. What are the reasons? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will read them. 

Mr. MOODY. I hope the gentleman will read them all. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will. 

And your orator says he has reason to believe and does believe, and so 

that if such demand is made by said Rinaker said officers will com- 
ply therewith and issue his subpoena as aforesaid, and that said county clerks 
of the county courts of said counties will comply with and obey said subpa2na 
and produce before such officer the said ballots so voted in said county, and 
that the same will be ne and a pretended recount thereof had. 

Your orator says that in case said ballots are taken and opened and a pre- 
tended recount of the same be made the same will be in violation of the pro- 
vision of the statutes of the State of Ilinois, and will result in great and 
irre ble par to him, in this, that said ballots are the evidence óf his 
election, and if the same be so taken and opened as demanded they will lose 

Seren ae aay Ue opted earl COOSA ESADE TA oben DOUTE OF D 
coun mano of the body authorized by law to try said contest. 

That is the reason he gives. Now, remember that all of the 
pleadings had been filed to constitute an issue; remember that the 
notary public or judge of the Federal court or officer selected was 
the officer of this body to take these proofs. That officer was act- 
ing under the solemnity of an oath, under the obligation of an 
oath, and for all the purposes of this count he was a court in open 
session, and he was proceeding to take the testimony in the case, 
all the parties present. The proofs that were adduced there favor- 
able to the contestee would be favorable to him here; the report 
made by that officer; the testimony reported here by him would 
have its effect beneficial to the contestee, if such it necessarily was, 
no matter who took it. Remember that but forty days were allowed 
the contestant in the production of his proof. Remember that if 
the ballots did constitute the contestee’s title to the seat it would 
be brought out in the investigation; it would be preserved in 
proper form and brought before the court of last resort—the House 
of Representatives. ho believes in that excuse? Who believes 
but that this man was trying to prevent the production of testi- 
mony until after the forty days expired. An evil purpose—the 
suppression of 3 the criminality comes in when you 
remember they had to take oath in order to secure his injunction 
to suppress the testimony, that he had to invoke the aid of the 
court, that he had to prostitute the means and methods of justice 
in accomplishing this unholy suppression. And yet it is in the 
interest of a man that so depicts himself, that assumes that char- 
acter, that gentlemen are here shedding crocodile tears, and are 
so fearful that some injustice may come to him when at this time 
he changes front because the time has expired when it is no longer 
possible for him to suppress the testimony in the case. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that the By 855 of the majority of the 
committee ought to be sustained. I believe that this contestant 
ought to have his seat. I do not believe that the contestee ought 
longer to be permitted to play with the law and play with the 
courts and play with this House in order that he may draw his 
salary at the end of this Congress. a aypun ] 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Inow yield to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CONNOLLY] twenty minutes, or so much time as he may 


desire, 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I wish that this contested- 
election case was not pending before this House. Both these gen- 
tlemen, the contestant and the contestee, are my personal friends. 
Each one of them lives in a county adjoining the one in which I 
live. I practice law in the courts of their county; I know their 
people; I know these men, their character; they are my neighbors 
at home, and I would most gladly avoid taking any part in the 
controversy between these two gentlemen. 

When I found that this contest was bound to come up here I 
made up my mind that I would cast no vote and take no part in 
it until T had carefully read every word of the evidence given by 
every witness, both for the contestant and contestee. I have done 
so; every word of it. And Iam now ready to cast my vote, which- 
ever way it must be cast, i a personal friend. It is not a 

leasant duty. I do not voluntarily seek this opportunity on the 
oor to show the reason vay I am sure my vote will be right. I 
have been invited and urged to do it. 

Mr. Speaker, it is beyond r that the House of Represent- 
ati ves is the judge of the election and qualifications of its own 


members. It is without question that the House of Representa- 
tives has the righi to make rules for the determination of ques- 
tions as to the election and the eligibility of its members. It may 
make those rules to-day. It may reverse those rules to-morrow. 
We are a law unto ourselves within this Chamber, as to our mode 
of proceeding, to determine whether a man is entitled to a seat in 
this House or not. But we all recognize that however often we 
may change these rules we still must always do it in a spirit of 
eie to all persons who may be interested in the rule or in its 
change. 

The act passed by Congress is not a rule of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. It is not binding upon this House, I concede; but it 
is binding upon every man who seeks a seat in this House. Gen- 
eral Rinaker was bound by that law that Congress passed. Finis 
E. Downing was bound by the law that Congress passed. They 
were bound. This House is not bound. Now, what obligation 
did that law cm upon General Rinaker and upon Mr. Down- 
ing? What obligations were ag aera upon General Rinaker b 
the law, and not only upon him, but upon every citizen who shail 
contest the right of anyone else to a seat in this House? The law 
imposed upon him the right that he should, within thirty days 
after the result of the election was declared, serve a written notice 
upon the one who had the seat that he claimed, and in that 
notice advise him of the ground upon which he contested his elec- 
tion. Then, that law which bound Rinaker also bound Downing, 
within thirty days after that date, to file his answer and to deliver 
a copy to General Rinaker, making his reply to the charges that 
Rinaker had made against him. Then that law said to General 
Rinaker: ‘‘ Within forty days after Downing serves that answer 
on you and the issue is made up you must take all your evidence.” 
What would be the result if General Rinaker allowed the forty 
days to elapse without taking any evidence? His contest would 
be at an end. He would have failed to do that which the law 
plainly imposed upon him asa duty. Hence, under the law, he 
could no further be heard as a contestant in this House. 

What further did that law impose ee Downing? After the 
lapse of Rinaker’s forty days, when all his evidence in chief must 
be in and scrutinized by Downing, Downing must then, within 
the next forty days, take, on notice to Rinaker, all the evidence 
he proposes to offer to this House in support of the seat that he 
holds, and in answer to Rinaker's attack upon his right to that 
seat. Then what does the law impose upon Rinaker? In ten 
days after the expiration of Downing’s forty days, you are re- 

uired to file yonr evidence in reply to the evidence taken by 
owning”; and then not only is the issue made up, but the evi- 
dence is all in and the case is prepared for the court of last resort. 
The record is as complete as is a record from a nisi prius court 
to the court of a phate when it is all made up and signed by the 
judge, and seal y the clerk and filed in the office of the appel- 
ate court. There is the end of making further record in that 
case. That is the law. Weare not bound by it in the House as 
a House. We can do as we please. We have the power. 
To have a giant's strength; but itis 
o vea 88 ni 7 
To use it oe giant. sth e 

This law, that is put there not only to notify contestants for 
seats, but to notify the individual voter as well, passed by the Sen- 
ate and House and approved by the President, should not be 
ignored by us. We who are here to uphold the majesty of the 
law should not ignore that law. Remember, then, that Rinaker 
was bound by the law as written, and so was Downing. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have been somewhat entertained by the 
lan, of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] on yes- 
terday, and also by the language of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Moopy], when they 1e to this House that 
here y was a case in which all men connected with it had 
acted honestly and fairly—a case in which all the parties had 
sought to follow the law—and that fraud had never obtruded its 
hydra head into the record of this case. 

Mr. Speaker, I beg leave, from an intimate knowledge of all the 
surroundings of this case and of the district, to dissent most pos- 
itively and decidedly from the statement that no fraud has inter- 
posed, It may not beal fraud, but it is a fraud that honest 
men regard quite as much as they do legal fraud. It is a moral 
fraud. It is, e chicanery and trickery, an attempt, by a 
new device, to hold a man in his seat in this House for the entire 
term for which that seat might be held 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. May I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion? I stated on yesterday, and if I was to be corrected I called 
on my colleague on the committee [Mr. COOKE of Illinois] to cor- 
rect me, that there was nota pene in this record, nor was there 
a sentence of evidence in it, which in any way attacked or im- 
pugned the honesty and integrity of the election officials who held 
this election; and now that that has been contradicted and dis- 
sented from, I call upon the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CON- 
NOLLY] who now has the floor, I call upon any man who is famil- 
iar with this record, to name the allegation, to name the witness, 
or to cite the evidence. 
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Mr. CONNOLLY. Well, now, if the gentleman had possessed 
his soul in patience for a few minutes I was sor right to that 
vay mung I trust he will possess it now, until I get through 
with it. 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Oh, I am very patient. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. That is right; I am glad you are. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. But I will wait a long time be- 
fore are oR makes his assertion good. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I say that there isin this 
record evidence showing fraudulent chicanery and trickery upon 
the part of this contestee, upon the part of his advisers, and I say 
now that this evidence shows that the new scheme hatched and 
devised, one such as was never exposed in this House before, was 
hatched and devised in a political partycaucus. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
I will come to that. Let us look at these two contestants. These 
gentlemen are so much afraid that the people of that magnificent 
agricultural district shall be deprived of the representative of 
their choice. Let me call attention to where their hearts were 
fixed in their choice. 

In the first place, the convention that nominated Mr. Finis E. 
Downing met in the county adjoining my own. It was in session 
day and night for I do not know how many days, until more than 
a thousand ballots were taken before the nominee was chosen. 

Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman permit me an inquiry? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Why, yes; if itis not for the mere sake of 
gs ih a a 

Mr. MILES. It is not. Is that fact in the record? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. No, sir; it is not; but it is before the House 
now. Itisin the circumambient air. [Laughter and applause. | 
I tell you there are yeild things that are not in this record; but 
they are in my mind and knowledge, and I will tell you. I do not 
propose to let the other side of this House use me as a monkey to 
Pull their chestnuts out of the fire. [Applause.] I am here in 
this court of last resort, 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. CONNOLLY, No, sir; I will not submit to any more of 
this flea-biting. [Laughter and applause. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. S er— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SHERMAN). The gentleman 
from Illinois declines to yield, 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I said there werè many things 
here where we are bound by no law except the law of right, the 
law of conscience, the law that commands every honest man to 
bring to his aid in the determination of any question where he is 
not bound by statute law all the knowledge that he has and all 
the information he has obtained from every source. I have it; I 
2 use it; I will act upon it. I am justified as an honest man in 

oing it. 

1 aid here, with reference to the choice of the people of that 
district, Mr. Downing was nominated after the convention had 
labored for days and nights, he all the time sitting there with the 
single vote of his own little county of Cass, while the Con 
sional timber of the district was being voted for by ne gront y 
of the convention, until finally the mountain labo and Mr. 
Downing was nominated, [Laughter,] They are not without 
Congressional timber in that district, either ublican or Dem- 
ocratic. The other convention nominated eral Rinaker. 
There were no sessions of days and nights. He stood like Saul 
among the children of Israel, head and shoulders above all of 
them; and it was the work of but a moment to select the man 
upon whom all eyes were turned, There you see the very initia- 
tion of this thing. Again, that district has normally between 
5,000 and 6,000 Democratic majority. It had never been known 
to elect a Republican. No Republican was ever able to be heard 
of in an election in that Congressional district until after that 
long convention, in which they finally eased themselves off by 
nominating Mr. Dovan: 

Now, you talk about the choice of the people of that district. 
You find first that his own party did not want to nominate Mr. 
Downing; secondly, after he was nominated, instead of 5,000 or 
6,000 majority, that had been common in the district, all they 
could do, by hook and crook and pencil pointing and ingenious 
figuring was to count him in bya majority of 40. Do you suppose, 
then, that the people of that district, the Democrats of that dis- 
trict, are lying awake at nights Dearing ter the success of Mr. 
Downing in this contest? is history that I have given you, and 
which is true, indicates that there was no such desire; not by any 
means. 

Now, then, sir, I come to this fraudulent effort, to this political 
trickery, that has manipulated this case from beginning to end. 

The election took place on the 6th day of November, 1894. Un- 
der the law, which Rinaker could not escape from, he must give 
his notice within thirty days after the vote has been declared. 
He gave notice on the 19th day of December. Mr. Downing filed 
his answer on the 17th day of January. The same day the answer 
was filed General Rinaker gave notice to Mr. Downing that he 


would begin to take the testimony in his case in Calhoun and Jer- 


sey counties, fixing the dates. k, that was on the 17th day of 


anuary. 

Now, let me call attention to what the record shows as to the 
condition of the ballots in that county of Calhoun, which was 
the first county that Mr. Rinaker's notice stated he proposed to 
take evidence in. When he subsequently took depositions there 
in accordance with the notice, the county clerk came on the wit- 
ness stand and, in reply to questions propounded as to the condi- 
tion of the ballots, said that there were then in his office two 
packages, I think, of ballots from two precincts in that county 
the envelopes of which were not sealed; that the envelopes were 
open and he did not know who had unsealed them, or whether 
the ballots in those envelopes were the same ballots that had been 
returned by the election ju or not. Let me tell you further 
that on the very night of the election the reporters who were 
watching the returns sent out a report of the result. They have 
there, I believe, a telegraph line, but they have no railroad and 
no ready means of communicating with the outside world. A 
report was sent out on the night of the election to the Chicago and 
St. Louis daily newspapers by a gentleman, a Democrat familiar 
with the politics of the county, that General Rinaker had car- 
ried the county by a majority of 26 votes. That is the county 
where Rinaker, on the very day that Downing served his answer, 
gave notice that he would begin taking testimony—the county 
which the first rts stated that he had carried by 26 votes. 

Mr. MARSH. t was the official return from that county? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. It was forty-eight hours after that before 
any different report was sent out to the world. Hidden away as 
they were there in Calhoun County, they were free to do as they 

leased; and that county, which was first announced as having 

n carried by Rinaker, was the county in which two packages 
of envelopes subsequently turned up open, so that the county 
clerk could not tell whether they were the ballots that had been 
cast and had been returned by the judges or other ballots that had 
been stuffed in there in the interval between the first and the sec- 
ond reports, so as to make the ballots that would be found in the 
envelope conform to the second report. That was done by some- 
body in Calhoun 1 1 This gentleman—Mr. Downin, 8 
not have known of it, but he did not devise this plan himself 
alone, because, while he is a lawyer by admission to the bar, yet 
by practice he is county clerk and editor of a Democratic news- 
paper at the county seat, and I do not believe that he devised the 
trick of the injunction. But does it not La obviously that 
the men who did devise it knew something about the condition of 
things in Calhoun County; knew something about these ballots 
and how unsafe it would be to have Rinaker go down there and 

ose those ballots open and show, perhaps, that some of those 
ballots had not been cast, but had been subsequently stuck into 
those envelopes, and did not bear the marks of the judges of the 
precinct in whose envelopes they were found? 

At all events, on that 17th day of January, Mr. Rinaker served 
on Mr. Downing the notice of contest, and within two days after 
that Downing and his lawyers have devised a plan whereby the 
will preyent an official examination of those Calhoun County bak 
lots, and tomy hat do it by a new scheme, and will doit before 
Rinaker can know anything about it. They prepare a bill for an 
injunction, They do not make Rinaker a party to that bill. 
Mark you, Rinaker is not in that suit at all. They ignore him, 
but they include every county clerk in the Congressional district. 
They apply to the judge at Jacksonville, Judge Epler, who is hold- 
ing court, but he declines to take in the scheme. Then they 
send to a distant county for Judge y. I do not know whether 
he is any kin to my friend from Iowa who is so voluble in sup- 
porting his opinion here or not, but the name is the same. Judge 

ey I know very well. He is avery excellent judge. I have to 
practice law before him, so I am not going to say anything mean 
about him here [laughter]; gentlemen will understand that. But 
in fact there is no occasion to say anything mean about him. He 
is a good judge and a splendid man, and he is as intense a Demo- 
crat as any State ever turned out—clean-cut to the marrowbone. 
(Laughter. ] 2 

Now, I say Judge Epler, who lives in Jacksonville, and who was 
holding court there at that very time, having declined to have 
anything to do with the scheme, they sent to the distant county 
of Mason for Judge Lacey to come to Jacksonville, where the court 
wasin session. Jacksonville is in his circuit. He came, and when 
Judge Epler had an adjournment of the court, at noon or in the even- 
ing, Judge Lacey took the bench and Mr. Downing or his persed 
presented the bill setting out the equitable reasons why he claim 
that those ballots should not be disturbed. Thereupon Judge 
Lacey without any difficulty immediately granted an injunction 
preventing an examination of the ballots, Calhoun County and 
its open envelopes of ballots from that instant were protected, and 
the door of inquiry was shut. They succeeded in protecting the 
men who opened those envelopes in Calhoun County by this in- 
famous injunction—I can not atere it as anything less. 
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Now, tell me, is there no evidence in all this of that moral fraud 


of which I have spoken in the conduct of this tleman and of 
his secret advisers? But the gentlemen say, If he has been guilty 
of a mistake — they call it innocently a mistake—‘‘if he has been 
55 of a mistake do not punish him or punish the ple of the 
istrict in consequence of it.” Mr. Speaker, it is folly to charac- 
terize this as a mistake. The resort to the injunction for the pur- 
e of protecting those ballots from an honest inspection, exam- 
ination, and recount was for a fraudulent pu e. It was to 
suppress, to destroy, to make away with the ballots, or to keep 
them there until their confederates might do what they chose in 
preparing those ballots for examination,if the day should ever 
come for such examination. Now, why did he say he wanted those 
ballots not examined? Here is the act of Congress that says to 
General Rinaker, ‘‘If you want those ballots examined, you must 
give notice to the men who have them in possession to bring them 
before your notary and have them there counted, and the result 
declared by the mouths of witnesses in the presence of Mr. Down- 
ng That is what the law says that Rinaker must do. 
r. GRAFF. If he had not done that could he ever have had 
those ballots examined? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. AsI said before, of course not. The law 
limited Rinaker to forty days within which to take everything. 
The oral testimony of witnesses, the examination of the ballots 
and the tally sheets, and the illegal votes—everything must be 
done within the forty days. Rinaker was pursuing the law as 
laid down and as binding upon him. In steps Mr. Downing with 
this injunction. What was the pretense and excuse for it? Was 
it honest? Isay not. Every candid man who will look at it will 
say that itis simply a trick and nothing else. Let me read his 
language. Mark you, he does not make Rinaker a party, but he 
sets out that he and Rinaker were candidates for Congress; he 
sets out that he was declared elected; he sets out that Rinaker has 
given him notice of a contest of his seat. Then he says: 

And your orator page he has reason to believe, and does believe, and so 
cur — ig such demand is made by said Rinaker, said officers will com- 
ply there 

Of course they would. The law plainly and clearly requires 
them to doit. He knew they would comply; hence he was safein 
swearing to it. 

Said ofticers will comply therewith, and issue the subpœna as aforesaid, and 
that said county clerks of the courts of said counties will comply with and 


obey said subpoena and produce before such officer the said ots so voted 
in said county, and that the same will be opened and a pretended recount 
thereof be had. 

Do not gentlemen know that for years and years past, in almost 
every county in the State of Illinois, that very thing has been 


done? In every contested election case, from a township election 
up to a legislative election, evidence has been taken before nota- 
ries public under the law of Illinois similar to this law of the 
United States. Ballots have been brought there; their contents 
examined and stated before witnesses. That isthe only way of tak- 
ing the testimony in the case of legislative contests, just like the 
contest provided for in this Federal statute. 

He goes on further to say: 

Your orator says that in case said ballots are taken and ned and a pre- 
tended recount of the same be made, the same will be in violation of the pro- 
visions of the statutes of the State of Illinois— 

It will, eh? What provision, and what provision only, could it 
be in violation of? That I will show the House in a moment after 
I get through with what is contained in this bill. He resumes— 
and will result in tand irreparable injury to him in this case; that said 
ballots are the evidence of his election— 

He did not rely, then, on the certificate of election. That he 
already had. That is the evidence required by this House to seat 
him; but he says here that the ballots are the evidence of his 
election— 
and if the same be so taken and opened as demanded they will lose their 
efficacy and virtue 

And flavor, he might have added— 
as legal evidence of his election, because the said ballots can not be legally 
opened and recounted— 

Now mark this— 
except in open court or in open session of the body authorized by law to 
try said contest. 

There is his ground. There, for the first time in the history of 
election contests, an attempt was made by a cabal of Democratic 
politicians to put in ek oe to the Federal law that provision 
of the law of Illinois which declares that the ballots can only be 
opened and counted in the presence of a court or in open ses- 
sion of the body authorized to try the contested election case. 
There is such a law. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Moopy] yesterday, when I interpolated into his remarks the sug- 
gestion that the injunction did not follow the statute of the State 
of Illinois, said very promptly to me that it did—that it was in 
the very terms of the statute of Illinois. 

Mr. MOODY. I did not intend to say so. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I think the gentleman said many things 


which on reflection he will not stand by. But that is one of the 
things that he distinctly said—that the injunction was in the very 
language of the statute of the State of Illinois. 

. MOODY. The gentleman is in error about my present 
view as he is about very many things in this case. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. About your “present view” I do not know. 
You may have reformed somewhat since yesterday. But there is 
the ground taken by Mr. 35 He says, in order to keep 
Rinaker from inspecting these ballots and the condition of the 
envelope in which they are contained, that if the court permitted 
thp ballots to be recounted, it would destroy the evidence of his 
election. 

Well, what had already become at that very time of the evi- 

dence of his election in Macoupin County? The evidence shows 
that Sro one of these ballots had been opened and counted, 
What had become of the evidence of his election in Cass County? 
The record shows that in eight townships of that county the bal- 
lots had been opened and counted, right in the very county and 
under the nose of Mr. Downing himself; and, I haye no doubt, 
from the time the count began and went on he himself wrote edi- 
torial articles in his paper to inform the people of his county that 
the recount of the ots was going on. And yet he did not think 
that that affected the evidence of his election. Why did not he 
seek an injunction then? He did not. General Rinaker s sts 
to me that the recount in Cass County was after the service of the 
notice and the taking of testimony. Very good; it was after the 
gannas of the injunction. That was granted on the 19th day 
of January. 
_ After that date, right in the city in which Mr. Downing lived, 
in the court-house where for een years he was the county clerk, 
and in which I know he entered his appearance every day, right 
there, and no doubt with him standing by half of the time, a 
count of these very ballots was going on—the ballots of that 
county—that were to appear as evidence of his election; a count 
that was lessening their virtue, where they were vaporing their 
essence away, disappearing by that recount, and yet he had al- 
ready obtained the injunction restraining all of the county clerks, 
the clerk of his own county with the others, from permitting the 
ballots to be taken and counted at all. Why does he permit them 
to be taken and counted after the injunction right in his own 
county and town? Did he want to let the recount run on and see 
whether he would make or lose by it? I do not know. Butit 
went far enough, at all events, to demonstrate to him that he was 
losing, and then he either drew the injunction on the clerk and 
made him shut up the ballots or his party friends advised him that 
if he let this proceeding go further in that manner that the evi- 
dence would unseat him. Therefore he had better keep the door 
locked and get the Democratic contesting treasurer to close the 
contest just as quickly as possible. Now, see the juggling which 
has been going on with reference to the matter. See how this man 
and his party friends have been juggling with this case and the 
ballots. After getting out an injunction he permits the clerk to 
open the ballots in his own county, and no doubt stood by and 
looked at them as their count progressed. 

Now, as to this injunction, what does it say—because undoubt- 
edly it was ted in the very words this gentleman himself and 
his counsel in their secret cabals drew up and in the words of the 
affidavit that they deemed to be necessary? Whatdoesitsay? The 
language is: 


It is therefore ordered, adjudged, and decreed by the court that the said 
defendants as county clerks of their respective counties, and each of them 
and their successors in office, and their deputies, assistants, agents, and at- 
torneys, and each of them has,and they are hereby, enjoined and restrained 
from opening the ballots cast at the election held in their ctive counties 


on the tth day of November, A. D. 18%, and now in the custody or ion 
of said defen 


nts, as county clerks of their respective counties, or from yer 
mitting the same to be opened or recounted, or from removing or permitting 
said ots to be removed from the place where they are now kept, until the 
same are ordered to be opened or recounted by a court of com tent jurisdic- 
tion of the State of Illinois or of the United States or by the House of Repre- 
5 in Congress of the United States, after the 3d day of March, A. D. 


There is the extent now of the injunction, fraudulently ob- 
tained for the purpose, smirched with moral fraud, to say the 
least of it, all the evidence showing that in Calhoun County the 
ballots—and in some other county, I forget which now—had been 
opened, and their validity as evidence in the case practically 
destroyed. And it does not take many open packages of ballots 
to overturn a majority of only some 30, 40, or 50, and there are 
many men who can make the necessary changes with nimble 
fingers and do the trick very quickly, and Brother Lac would 
never discover it. 

But the injunction restrained these county clerks. Now, mark 
ou, Mr. Rinaker had nothing whatever to do with that. Bylaw 
e knows nothing whatever about it. Now, some of these gentle- 

men learned in the law say, Why did not Mr. Rinaker appeal that 
case? Why? Have you, my legal friends, ever discovered a ya 
by which you can appeal a case which you are not a party to? 

never have. Neither in the State nor ın the Federal law bave l 
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ever discovered it, and the gentleman from Massachusetts, who 
labored long to find a way to permit General Rinaker to ap 
that case, found none, first, for the reason that the suit was filed 
to the May term of Morgan County court, and our statute requires 
that a bill in chancery shall be filed ten days before the term of 
court at which the case may stand for trial; and the subpoena 
shall be issued and served ten days before the term of the court 
at which the case is to be heard. 

Now, this bill was filed and the summons in chancery issued in 
January, for what term of court? Returnable to the May term 
of the court. What would be the condition of things when the 
May term of court arrived? Why, Rinaker’s forty days for tak- 
ing re under the law of Congress would have expired 
long before that. The whole ninety days, indeed, the time given 
for Rinaker, the time given for Downing, the time given for evi- 
dence in reply, would all have expired before the term of court at 
which these gentlemen so ingeniously made their summons return- 
able. Was there no trick in that? There was,right in that cir- 
cuit, a court to begin on the second Monday in February. Why 
did they not go and file their bill in that court, where there might 
have been a hearing on the second Monday in February? No; that 
did not suit their purpose. The purpose was to chop the dog's 
tail off right behind his ears. It was to completely and effectually 
shut Rinaker out from having opportunity to comply with the 
law of Congress. 

„And then,” said the little cabal of Democratic politicians, 
with Downing in their midst, ‘‘ pay no more attention to him, but 
when Congress meets Rinaker will be there without any evidence. 
He will beg the House to permit him to take evidence, because you 
have got in his way. But there will be no trouble. With the 
united Democratic vote and a few superserviceable mugwumps 
there will be no trouble to turn Rinaker outdoors and send him 
back to plod along his weary way in the State of Illinois.” That 
was the scheme, morally tainted with fraud, for the purpose of 
circumventing the law passed by Congress. Some gentleman, I 
believe it was a Pennsylvania gentleman, whom I understand to 
be a lawyer, said to me, ‘‘ Why did not General Rinaker appeal 
that case then?” Why, my dear Pennsylvania friend, have you 
any way by which a ating el to a case could go into a court and 
appeal that case? When Smith and Brown have a lawsuit, can 
Jo n Jones come in and appeal the case? Not by any means. 
“Oh, well,” my friend suggests, Rinaker could have filed a bill 
of interpleader.” These learned lawyers, you know, the worse 
they are confounded the longer the names of the different things 
that they are willing to suggest. He might file a bill of inter- 
pleader. Yes, he might, when the May term of that court came. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will my colleague allow me? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Suppose that Democratic judge, who was aid- 
ing this Democratic member of Congress to ay Sigs the evidence 
there, had said that he was not a proper party, that he was simply 
acting 9 5 8 85 the clerks, and the clerks ay 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Iwas about to say that. He might file a 
bill of interpleader when the May term of the court came; but he 
could not do it without leave of the court. He could not file his 
bill of interpleader before the May term, and under the law of 
Ilinois you can not file your bill of interpleader in chancery with- 
out leave of the court, not leave of the judge. Many of these 
gentlemen, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] 
among others, have confounded the terms ‘‘ court” and “judge.” 
They are quite different. When the May term of the court came, 
he might He his bill of interpleader for the first time. 

Mark you, he could not appeal, for he is not a party to the case. 
He can not become a party until the May term of the court. 
He can not then become a party without leave of the judge who 
granted the injunction, sitting in open court. Then, suppose the 
judge who has so far cut General Rinaker out from his rights 
under the act of Congress, at ae that judge, in furtherance of 
the position he has taken, should say to eral Rinaker, You 
can not have any interest in this proceeding. If injustice has been 
done you, your remedy is in the House of Representatives at 
Washington; therefore I will not allow the filing of your bill of 
interpleader.” Iam speaking of the facts to show that by this 
injunction they had effectually bottled Rinaker up, had effectually 
nullified this act of Congress, and had done it by this injunction, 
which did not follow the isne aa of the law of Illinois. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts p r. Moopy] a while ago said 
that I misunderstood him when he declared that the injunction 
followed the statute of Illinois; but he and the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Lacey] said the same thing. I read from the RECORD: 

Mr. Lacey. Is it not the fact that the injunction simply copies the language 
of the statute of Illinois? 

Mr. Moopy. That is true. 

Mr. LACEY. The 8 uses the identical language of the statute; and 


if there was any violation of the proprieties of the occasion, it arose from 
simply copying the statute. 


Now, I stated, Mr. Speaker, that this injunction effectually 
bottled Rinaker up. It effectually nullified this act of Congress 
that required him to get his evidence within forty days. Hecould 


not do it with the injunction standing, not against him of course, 
but against the county clerks. Now, these ingenious gentlemen 


are driven from the pocion of saying that he might appeal the 
case, and they find that that is not true, and that he could not 
appealit. They find that he could not file a bill of interpleader, 
and if for no other reason, the judge would say to him, Why, you 
can not count these ballots now. You must count them within 
forty days after the beginning of the contest. The forty days have 
expired. Your right is gone, and hence you can not come in by 


bill of interpleader.” 

The injunction is nted, not in the language of the statute of 
the State of Illinois, but quite as effectually nullifying the law of 
the United States as if it had been in the exact lan e of the 
statute of Illinois. Instead of this injunction following precisely 
the language of the statute of Illinois, it follows precisely the lan- 
guage of the bill filed and sworn to by Mr. Downing. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. But did not the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] state 8 answer to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] that it did follow the exact lan- 
guage of the statute? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I have read that from the RECORD. Mr. 
Moopy and Mr. Lacry both agreed that it did follow the precise 
language of that statute, and I have shown they were both wrong 
in that matter. 

Now, sir, for the purpose of showing what the statute of Illinois 
does say about this matter of opening the ballots, and where they 
shall be opened, I read from the statute itself, first, the pro- 
vision that the officer shall carefully preserve the ballots for six 
months, and at the expiration of that time shall destroy them 9 
burning without previously opening the ballots; the ballots sh 
be destroyed in the presence of witnesses, etc. 

Provided, That if any contest of an election of any officer voted for at such 
election shall be pending at the expiration of said time the said ballots shall 
not be destroyed until such contest is finally determined. In all cases of 
contested election the parties contesting the same shall have the right to 
have said ballots opened. 

They have, therefore, the right to have the ballots opened. Mr. 
Downing said they have not. The law of Congress says they have; 
the law of Illinois says they have; but the judge to whom he went 
said they had not. 

In case of contested elections the parties contesting the same shall have 
the right to have said ballots opened and to have all errors of the judges in 
counting, revising the count, and the ballots corrected by the court o; y 
trying such contest. 


Then comes this further provision: 


But such ballots shall be opened only es open court or in session of such 
body, and in the presence of the officer having the custody thereof. 

Now, the court granted an injunction under the plan that was 
agreed upon by those gentlemen, by a literal construction of the 
law of Illinois; that is, if the House wanted to have these ballots 
counted, it must conform to the law of Illinois, namely, have 
them counted in open session. Gentlemen say the injunction did 
not so say. The injunction does not; the statute does. The stat- 
ute says they shall not be opened except “in open session of the 
body trying the case.” The Committee on Elections do not try 
the case. It is the House of Representatives that tries the case. 
There, then, we come up against a question of conflict between 
the State and Federallaw. There is no doubt that Congress has 
the right to prescribe laws to regulate the election of members of 
Congress; and when Congress such a law it must be su- 
preme on that subject. In the absence of any law, the State has 
the right to re; te and make provisions for the election of 
members of Congress, for the counting of the ballots, for the de- 
struction of the ballots, if you please; but if Congress has 
a law upon any one of those branches, then that law must be su- 


preme. 

The Illinois law says the ballot shall only be opened in open ses- 
sion of the house of the body trying the case.” The law of Con- 
gress passed in 1851 says that the evidence shall be taken not in 
open session of the House, but that all ballots, papers, and evi- 
dence of every kind shall be taken before a notary or any of those 
other officers within the first forty days. There the two laws are 
in conflict. The law of Congress says you must take your evi- 
dence in forty days, and then says you must bring your papers. 
The gentleman from Iowa i. Lacey] says ‘ballots are not 
papers.” I presume he is the only lawyer in the House who 
would say that as a matter of law. Ballots are papers. Well, 
sir, the law of Congress says the ballots must be brought before 
anotary, and if they are they must be counted within the forty 
days. en, Congress having now legislated upon the manner of 
taking the evidence of the ballots, the law of the State of Ilinois is 
inoperative on that question. But the judge who granted this 
injunction says clearly the law of the State of Illinois shall pre- 
vail and the law of Congress shall be ignored. 

Now, my friends on this side of the House, with a large Repub- 
lican majority, let me say that you are confronted for the first 
time here in your history with an attempt by a State judge to 
absolutely nullify this Federal election contest law. Ifyou by 
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our votes indorse or permit that nullification, in howmany con- 


ted-election cases in the future coming from the States of the 
South will you ever be able to get the ballots counted? Not one. 
The Republican party had its very life and existence by maintain- 
ing the doctrine that the laws of the Federal Government are 
supreme as the law of this land and that no State law should be 
allowed tointerfere with them. We were cradled in that doctrine. 

Now, after forty years of successful and splendid service for the 
nation, we find Republicans on this side of the House forgetting 
the early teachings of the fathers of the Republican party, for- 
getting the doctrines that we were cradled in, coming in here 
and giving effect to an injunction granted by a Democratic judge 
to impede and obstruct the operation of a Federal law and hold a 
Democratic member in his seat, which the evidence shows he is 
not entitled to. The idea of Republicans doing this! Ah, but 
some one says, somebody may be afraid that we are using our 
great majority to unseatamanimproperly. Are we too cowardly 
to do right lest we may be criticised by some one for doing it? If 
so, abdicate your power, pull down the standard of the Repub- 
lican majority and in its place lift up the palmetto flag of Democ- 
racy—and surrender. [Loud applause on the Republican side.] 

But gentlemen say that we have successfully seated two Repub- 
licans and two Democrats; and itseems that gentlemen are afraid 
that if we should seat the third Republican that that would be 
destroying the balance of power. They are as afraid of this House 
doing this as it is said the nations of Europe are of partitioning 
Turkey, for fear it would destroy the balance of power. Gentle- 
men, we can not afford to be cowards. We can not afford here 
tolower our flag and abandon a doctrine which is one of the great 
doctrines of the Republican party, namely, that where Congress 
8 a law within its constitutional power to pass that law 

be supreme. 

As Ihave said, Mr. Speaker, this injunction was a trick. It 
was obtained for a purpose morally frandulent and was carried 
ont by the judge. Icharge nothing upon him. He simply car- 
ried it out by making an order in accordance with the literal read- 
ing of the statute of Illinois, but that injunction tied General 
Rinaker’s hands. Now, the law that is on the Federal statute 
book bound Rinaker and it bound Downing, but it does not bind 
us. We can say. Let the law go.” Congress made a law by 
which General Rinaker was compelled to take the course he did 
take or else abandon his contest. Hecouldnotdootherwise. He 
would have been foolish to have been taking evidence in the mid- 
dle of next summer; you would not have received it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 
Suppose that Mr. Murphy had not taken these memoranda during 
the count in the contest for treasurer and that General Rinaker 
was without any evidence at all, but still believed that he had 
been elected, what would then be his remedy? And let me follow 
that thought up with the suggestion that those of us who perha 
do not feel satisfied to let this Murphy count take the place of a 
formal count, where both parties are represented, might feel like 
pursuing now the same course of safety to get at the ballots (if 
the status has not been disturbed) that we would pursue if no 
memoranda had been taken by Mr. Murphy, and General Rinaker 
stood knocking at the door of public justice to have a recount 


made. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I was about to turn to that feature of the 
case. Passing now, Mr. Speaker, as I do, from all the fraudulent 
nimbus that surrounds this injunction proceeding, I come to the 
question of what General Rinaker’s attitude would be if he had 

. given notice of a contest, had simply stated that the ballots cast 
in the several counties when properly counted and enumerated 
would show a majority of a thousand in his favor rather than 40 
in favor of Mr. Downing, and had set up no other cause of con- 
test, except barely that 12 — enumeration of the ballots had been 
incorrect. In that case, if Downing had gone and done just as 
he has done—locked up the ballots—how could General Rinaker 
have obtained a scintilla of evidence to sustain his contest? But 
if he did not within forty days obtain some evidence to maintain 
the contest, what would be the result? 3 

Now, suppose that this House meets, and Rinaker’s notice of 
contest is on file, and Downing’s answer is on file denying the 
alleged miscount of ballots, and there is no other question in- 
volved and no evidence on file. The case is referred to the Elec- 
tions Committee. They open the papers; there is the notice of 
contest and there is the answer. The committee say: Where is 

our evidence, General Rinaker?” “Oh, I have no evidence. 
Ar. Downing prevented the clerk from letting me count the bal- 
lots, but I want to count them now.” What would have been 
Mr. Downing’s answer in that case? He would have pointed the 
committee to the act of Congress, and would have said: ‘‘That 
law is binding on you, Mr. Rinaker; that law says that you must 
furnish your evidence in forty days, and you failing to do that, I 
am required to do nothing. ou are simply in court with a dec- 
laration filed, a p denying it, and no proof to maintain it.” 

That is what Mr. Downing would say. Does anybody suppose 


that Mr. Downing and the gentlemen on that side of the House 
would in such a case have come up generously and said: Oh, 
well, let us have Mr. Rinaker’s evidence taken now; let us 
piece it out for him; let us try to make a case for him?” Indeed, 
they would not. Mr. Rinaker would merely have failed to do 
his duty under the law and would have to take the consequences. 
But in fact General Rinaker obeyed the law of Congress, which 
was made to control his movements in such a case, and Mr, 
Downing and his cabal stepped in the way. They removed from 
his reach the evidence that he wanted to take and which was nec- 
essary to make out his case, removed it just as effectually as if 
they taken those ballots and dumped them into the Illinois 
River. Suppose that instead of the county clerk being ordered at 
Mr. Downing’sinstance to take these ballots and lock them up in his 
yault Mr. Downing had got the ballots in his own ion and 
had locked them up in his vault, and had said to General Rinaker 
when called upon to produce them, I will not produce them un- 
til the House of Representatives in open session orders me to do 
so,” would it be said then that Rinaker was bound to wait until 
the House did come into session and order those ballots to be 
counted? The House would undoubtedly order them to be re- 
counted, unless some reliable evidence was supplied to take the 
place of those ballots. Gentlemen have said that those ballots are 
in the same condition they were in when they left the hands of 


the oo Panga officers. 

Gentlemen, when they reflect upon the evidence in this boo 
will see that they must revise that statement. No man can 
this evidence and fail to see that in certain townships in Calhoun 
County and oneof the others—I forget which—some had been 
tampering with those ballots, My friend from Iowa [Mr. LACEY 
said it was stipulated in the record by these parties that the bal- 
lots werein thesamecondition. Can the parties stipulate away the 
rights of this House? Can the parties by a stipulation impose 
upon us conditions that are improper, when the evidence shows 


marks that require explanation, when the evidence shows that the 
envelopes are not in the condition in which they were when they 
left the election judges? 


Mr. LACEY. In regard to the county in which Mr. Murphy 
made the recount, do you claim there is any evidence of any kin 
indicating that the ballots have not been properly preserved and 
are not in precisely the same condition in which they were when 
Mr. Murphy made that recount? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I do not think there is such evidence as to 
that county. That is only one of the eight counties involved. 

_Mr. LACEY. Then we can safely see whether Mr. Murphy is 
tigh as to that county by counting the ballots, can we not? 
r. CONNOLLY. I do not know whether you can or not. 
Mr. LACEY. Let us try it. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. There are eight counties in this district. In 
one of the counties, Calhoun, as I said at the beginning—the one 
in which Rinaker gave notice to first take testimony—the evidence 
shows that in two of the townships the ballots had apparently 
been = with after they left the hands of the election 
judges. t county, on the night of the election, Rinaker was 

ublicly declared to have carried by 26 majority. Forty-eight 

ours afterwards, when it was found how many votes were neces- 
sary to elect Downing over Rinaker, the result as before an- 
nounced was changed so as to give Downing enough votes to give 
him the district by 40 majority. 

Mr. HALL. ill the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALL. If you have in your possession all this evidence of 
fraud, Phy aia you not testify before the committee instead of 
testifying before the House? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Are you through? Is that all of it? One 
Pong, in this case, Rinaker, the son of General Rinaker, has 
testified; and he has been ina most discourteous manner criticised 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts for presuming to tell the 
truth in thiscase. Now, if a man who was simply a lawyer in the 
case, volunteering to testify, is subject to animadversion on this, 
floor, how much more would a juror who is to try the case be sub- 
ject to animadversion for volunteering to testify and seeking to 
influence the report of the committee of this House? My testi- 
mony was not lost by keeping my mouth shut before the commit- 
tee, use I knew I should haye a chance to give it before the 
full jury having the final right to try this case. Does the gentle- 
man understand my poon now? 

Mr. HALL. I understand your position, of course. 

Mr. CONNOLLY, Well, I am glad of it. 

Now, sir, this claim of a desire to count these votes is not honest. 
It is for the purpose of carrying on the scheme that was com- 
menced by an injunction to keep this man in his seat and make 
the people of this country pay double salaries for that district 
during the whole length of this Fifty-fourth Congress; because, 
suppose the scheme that this committee now proposes in order to 
carry out the injunction project should carry—suppose that this 
case is recommitted and the committee ordered to take further 
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testimony and to examine the ballots—when can they report? 
After the holidays next winter. Then, with all the delays that 
may be pro „when will it be possible to get a vote of the 
House, even though the recount should show Rinaker elected by 
a thousand majority? Would it be possible to get a vote and 
unseat this man—to unhorse these schemers—much before the 3d 
day of March, 1897? And is not this allowing them to cz out 
their scheme? Is it not giving it the indorsement of this House 
to it that sort of thing? 

entlemen concede the law is well settled that where one sup- 
presses the primary evidence the party who desires to make use 
of the proof shall have the right to introduce secondary evidence. 
We all agree about that rule of law. But gentlemen say, in the 
first place, Downing did not suppress the primary evidence. I 
have said as much as I think is n to be said to show that 
he has most effectually suppressed the primary evidence—namely, 
the ballots. 

Secondly, tlemen say conceding that he did sol pa the 
rimary evidence, and that the contestant has the right there- 
ore to introduce secondary evidence, yet they do not seem willing 

to depend on the secondary evidence that he has introduced; they 
claim that it was a private recount; and the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts cited the case of English vs. Peelle to show that this House 
had held that a private count of that kind could not be depended 
upon—would not be accepted as evidence. The gentleman from 
Iowa . HEPBURN] has shown wherein that case differed from 
this. It differed because the witness produced to give the second- 
ary evidence was an unreliable and unsafe source to which to look 
for truth; the House could not believehim. Secondly, in addition 
to that, there had beennosuppression of the primary evidence by 
the party against whom it, was sought to use the secondary evi- 
dence; so that under no principle of law could he haye been en- 
titled to the use of that secondary evidence. 

Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes, sir; if I can hear it. 

Mr. TERRY. The gentleman has referred to the case of Stew- 

ard vs. Childs. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. No, sir; I have not. 

Mr. TERRY. I thought you referred a while ago to that case. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. No, sir. 

Mr. TERRY. Well, while I am on my feet let me ask you in 

d to that—— 
. CONNOLLY. That case is not now in the line of discus- 
sion I am pursuing, and I donot care to be drawn away from that 


line. 

Mr. TERRY. I would ask the gentleman if he is going to take 
up the question of the assisted voters? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Indeed, I do not know exactly what I shall 
take up; but I do not suppose that I will discuss every possible 
question that anybody may raise in connection with the case. I 
am confining myself to what I regard as the essential features. 

Mr. Y. Inasmuch as that is your State, I would like to 
have your views upon the question. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Well, I will give you my views privately, if 
you want them; but I do not want to burden the House with my 


opinions. 

Mr. TERRY. Your private views are not what I want. I 
want the House to have the benefit of your views upon the ques- 
tion, as this is a matter arising in your own State. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I do not think that on that proposition my 
views or the views of anybody else are of very much account. 
There is one pivotal point connected with the case, and I wish to 
keep as near to that as ible and not go off into the clouds. 

ae TERRY. I would like the gentleman to explain whether 
it is true that unless Mr. Rinaker has the benefit of all of the as- 
sisted voters he could not be considered as elected. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I have not reached that point, although I 
will say to the gentleman that I propose to refer to it later on. 

It has been contended here, Mr. r,in this discussion by 
gentlemen that a man who gives substantial testimony as to the 
count of the ballots in Macoupin County, that he did not have an 

portunity to make a count that was worthy of consideration; 
that it was not an accurate count, and that they did not think it 
was good for any p se. Who knows best? Is it not more 
reasonable to believe the man who testifies and says that he did 
have an opportunity, the man who for three days sat there inten- 
tionally observing every vote, and as he says, with a full opportu- 
nity to make the count? And yet gentlemen of the House come 
to us and say, We do not believe him.” Why do you not believe 
him? He is an honorable man; the record shows that. He was 
a man who was honored by the people who knew him with nu- 
merous public offices; he was sheriff of the county, mayor of the 
city in which he lived, a reputable and an honorable man; and I 
may say that General Ri r, from what I know of him, would 
employ no other instrument for any purpose; that he would em- 
ploy no man who was not as clean as a hound's tooth to do work 
of that kind for him. He is that kind of a man. 


Mr. peter be apes by the records to be worthy of consider- 
ation; and no attacks the evidence; and the minority of the 
committee concedein the report the fact that Murphy for accuracy, 
reliability, and intelligence, is beyond all question or cavil. Now, 
there he is, as truthful a man as any man in this House; he sat 
there three days, and kept a careful tally on this count. It was 
5 at that time that this evidence would ever be re- 
qui True, Mr. Rinaker was contemplating the contest. He 
had given notice, but had received no answer, but for the purpose 
of 1 without the slightest thought of ever being 
able to use . Murphy’s investigation, he had Murphy do this 
thing and see how it was running. He found, as the testimony 
shows, these various mistakes. as there crime in that? Why, 
Mr. Waggoner, thecounty clerk, near whom Mr. Murphy sat while 
the count was going on, said that it was a well-known fact that 
he was keeping the count. He said,“ We all talked about it in 
the room”; and here is the reply that this county clerk (Mr. Wag- 
goner), who was opening the ballots, spreading them out, calling 
off the votes, passing them on to the next member of the count- 
ing committee, and so on. He was examined under oath and 
corroborated what Mr. Murphy had said. This was the question 
that was propounded to him, and I ask your attention to his an- 
swer: 


Q. a did you come to pay such close attention to the vote of General 
Rinaker for ? 

A. I suppose for the same reason everyone in the room paid attention to it. 
There was a good deal of talk about this matter then, and there were parties 
sanang near me watching the vote, and, as I called the vote, I naturally 
looked for that vote part of the time. 

There is the testimony of the county clerk (in addition to the 
testimony of Murphy) that he himself and all the others in the 
room knew that the count was being kept. Nobody questions 
it, and nobody comes to say that Murphy’s count co not be 
depended upon; at least that he was not honest in making it. 

Now, I want to say here, Mr. Speaker, that the very best cor- 
roboration of the truth of Mr. Murphy’s count is furnished by 
the contestee [Mr. Downing]. How? After the forty days in 
which Mr. Rinaker had to take his testimony had expired, Mr. 
Downing knew what Mr. Murphy had testified to. Downing was 
prosent and heard Marphysa testimony about what the recountin 

prenos showed. ow, if that count is unreliable, if it could 
not nded upon, there were the ballots in the coun 
office, and all that Mr. Downing had to do to contradict urphy 
was to dismiss his injunction, notify the county clerk to produce 
the ballots with his subpcena duces tecum, and count the ballots 
there in the presence of himself and Mr. Rinaker. He could do 
it, but Mr. Rinaker could not. He could dismiss the injunction 
suit and call for the ballots and contradict Mr. Murphy if he de- 
sired to do so. 
west MOODY. Will the gentleman permit an interruption just 

ere 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Certainly. 

Mr. MOODY. I would ask the gentleman if he is not aware of 
the fact that in the only other contested-election case under that 
statute, even without an injunction, the clerks of some of the 
counties in the State of Illinois declined to produce the ballots? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I wish to say to the gentleman right there that 
in the case the gentleman referred to, in every county except the 
county of Will, the clerks produced the ballots and they were 
counted; and in that case no special point was made upon it, but 
the contestee in that case took the precise position that my col- 


clerk’s 


8 takes to-day. 
. MOODY. I do not know what position he took, but Iknow 
the ballot boxes were not all produced, and some of the clerks at 


least proceeded on the ground that the law did not authorize it. 
Mr. HOPKINS. No point was made on it because it was not 
decisive in the case. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. Now, I hope my friends will let me 
ahead and get through. What has that to do here? Why is 
entleman from Massachusetts sitting on nettles so much and so 
ly wun Iam suggesting this mode of contradicting Murphy’s 
testimon 
Mr. MOODY. Iam not. Isubmitted to 5 the 
e yesterday, and I have not interrupted him unduly to- 


Mr. CONNOLLY. The tleman sought yesterday to insist 
that the testimony of Mr. . was unreliable, and that this 
House could not depend on it, that is true, did not Mr. Down- 
ing know that after Mr. Rinaker’s forty aaya had ired, and 
after Murphy's testimony had been seen and read by Downing? 
If that was true, you know, gentlemen, every one of you, and it 
is conceded in this debate, that Downing had the right then, hav- 
ing commenced the injunction suit, to dismiss the injunction suit, 
serye on Mr. Oeltgen, the county clerk, a subpcena duces tecum 
to bring forward those ballots, and he himself could have counted 
F 

urphy’s coun id no i e never 
before this committee, 
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Mr. MOODY. Ifthe 
Ihold in my hand a brief submitted to 
ing of Congress. In that brief the contestee says this: 

Believing that if a recount is ordered the ballots and his rights under the 


tleman will it me to correct him, 
e committee at the meet- 


law will be fully protected, he is willing that a recount be had, and in any 
assistance he can render in person or by and through his attorney and coun- 
sel he is at the call and service of the committee. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. And his attorney stated before the commit- 
tee, in arguing the case, that the ballots now were not worth the 
paper that they were written on as evidence. 

Mr. MOODY. He did not so state. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I have been informed by members of the 
committee that he did. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Why did he not come in with a resolution in 
the House on the first day of the session, as he had a right to do, 
and ask for arecount? Mr. Rinaker was an outsider and he could 
not do it, but your friend was a member of the House and could 


0 80. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. As to the matter of a recount, this House 
this winter has had an example of it. A sitting member, Mr. 
Tarsney, from Missouri, with a contest pending, desired a recount 
of the ballots, and in the first or second week of this session he 
manfully came into the House and on the floor of the House offered 
a resolution authorizing the Committee on Elections to go to Kan- 
sas City and recount the ballots, but this House refused to do it. 
At the very same time Mr. eet was thus manfully proposing 
to do that Mr. Downing sat behind him quietly in his seat, never 

roposing to do the manly thing that Tarsney was e e 
ome No; he sat behind the bulwark of an injunction that had thus 
far protected him, and he proposed to stay under cover of that in- 
junction just as long as he could; and when smoked ont then to 
favs his friends come here, begging of the House to let him go 
back and do what he might have allowed to be done if he had been 
open and fair about it or his advisers honest, to get at the truth, 
more than a year what he might himself have done after Mr. 
2 and Mr. Waggoner had testified as to what the ballots 

W 


owed. 

Tell me, then, you gentlemen who come here and say that Mr. 
Morphy can not be believed, why did not Mr. Downed ree that? 
Why did not Mr, Downing contradict him? Why did he not 
produce the ballots, as he might do, that would have contradicted 
im? 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I have gone thus far on that feature of the 
case concerning this miserable injunction, this scheme to set up 
the law of the State of Illinois against the law of Congress. 
Thank God, no Republican of the State of Ilinois so far forgets 
her ition here on this question as for one moment to say that 
the law was intended to nullify a Federal statute, or to impede 
its operadan It was done by a Democratic judge in the interest 


of a Democratic contestee, to keep him in Congress in his seat as 
long as ible. i 
Mow. . Speaker, I turn to another feature of this case briefly. 


The House has so kindly listened to me for so long that I will be 
as brief as possible, and will not seek to do full justice to this 
branch of the subject. $ n 

The minority of this committee say in their report: 

While we do not agree in all ets with the conclusions arrived at by 
the majority upon this branch of the case— 

That is, about illegal marks of ballots, illegal votes, and so 
forth— 
Aai for the purpose of simplifying the issue between the majority and minor- 

ty, we accept their conclusion. 

So that as to all questions of illegal votes and matters of that 
kind the majority and minority have agreed. 

In ee that the contestant should be seated by a plurality of 30 
votes, the pend ty of the committee have adopted twoconclusionsfrom which 
Whirst. They have allowed a gain of 39 votes to the contestant on account of 
ae and unofficial recount of the ballots in parts of the two counties of 

pin and Cass. 


Secon. They have permitted the parties to retain certain votes which were 
counted for them by the returning officers. These votes were those of illit- 
erate voters whose Yallots were pre by the officers of election without 
the voters first having made the oat uired 11 law that they were unable 
to mark their ballots by reason of their physical isability or inability to read 
ner oe language. This ruling benefits the contestant to the extent of 32 
41 either of these 3 conclusions be incorrect, then the report of the 
majority of 30 shall fai 

Now, there were 39 votes that he received on a miscount in 
Macoupin and Cass counties, which the majority of the commit- 
tee think Rinaker is entitled to credit for. So that 39 votes, all 
but one, wipes out the declared majority for Downing. 

Now, then, we come to the other question. The minority say 
there were 32 yotes allowed to Rinaker that there is no question 
were honestly cast by honest voters, by men entitled to vote, just 
as the ballots were counted, and by men who were legal voters. 
Now, these gentlemen who are so anxious to have the legal voters 
of that district not disfranchised, remember the minority of this 
committee say to you, we believe that these 32 voters not be 


counted, some of whom were blind, some of whom were in invalid 
chairs and could not walk into the polling place, all of whom were 
legal voters—one of them old Professor er, of Jacksonville, 
known to all college presidents and educators from the Atlantic 
to the Pacific, one of the leading educators of the country for the 
past fifty years, a man notable among the best minds in the United 
States, blind and old, who has been living in Jacksonville for fifty 
years, led by a daughter up to the polling place; but blind as he 
is, and heavy as the burden of years rests upon him, did not fail 
in the performance of the last great duty of the citizen to go and 
do his duty py vopn his sentiment at the polls. 

Professor Turner, led there by a daughter and confronted by 
these judges, who have known him since their childhood, who 
knew of the blindness that is on him—the minority of this com- 
mittee say that the two judges, one a Democrat and onea Repub- 
lican, who went into the booth with him and prepared his ticket 
as they both knew he wanted it, and then marked it and deposited 
in the box—that those judges did an unlawful thing, and that 
Professor Turner, rounding out his century of existence, shall, 
for the first time in his life, be disfranchised by the House of 
Representatives of this Republic for which he has done so much. 
Shame upon any committee who would insist upon any construc- 
tion of the law that would disfranchise a man of that kind! 

Another was a crippied old soldier, disabled in his country’s 
service. They would disfranchise him and not count his ballot 
because, forsooth, he is forced to spend his life in an invalid chair, 
and, wheeled by loving hands up to the ballot box, he cast his vote 
as he pointed his gun. udapplause.] Disfranchisehim! Dis- 
franchise him for what? For the sake of seating the editor of a 
Democratic newspaper as a Representative in this House. [Ap- 

lause on the Republican side.] My God! where is the old-time 
Lis: peer pride? Gone! Crawling on your bellies to men who 

ill criticise you no difference how you vote! You had better 
stand up like men and vote for the principle that you believe in, 
and give the voter, the lawful voter, the right to cast his vote 
once and have that one vote honestly Posie y 

Now, sir, these gentlemen say to me—two or three members on 
this side have said to me in private conversation, Why, you can 
not count these ballots for the blind and the illiterate, use 
your law says that they shall not be counted unless they make an 
oath that they are blind and illiterate.” I said to each of those 
gentlemen, ‘‘ Oh, no; our law does no such thing.” Now, the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bkumm|—lI have him in mind 
asked a question of my colleague [Mr. KE of Illinois] yester- 
day: ‘‘Does not your Illinois law say that a man whose vote is 
received after it is prepared by the judges, a man who is blind or 
illiterate, and his ballot is prepared by them, has to make oath 
to illiteracy and blindness or that vote shall not be counted?” I 
interposed and said. No; our statute does not.” 

Now, I want to show all gentlemen who will give attention to it 
that our stutute does not, and that our statute differs materially 
from the Kentucky statute, respecting which the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] read the decision. ow, mark you, 
the evidence in this case, unlike the Michigan case, unlike the 
Kentucky case, unlike any case these gentlemen haye cited—the 
evidence in this case shows that all of these assisted voters were 
lawfully entitled to vote, either that they were blind, that they 
could not read or write, or that they were otherwise disabled. 

Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I would rather not, for I am taking too 
much time. 

Mr. TERRY. There is no evidence that 21 out of 44 assisted 
voters were entitled to assistance. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Illinois 
yield to 5 from Arkansas? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I do not. The gentleman is running a side 
show of his own over there. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TERRY. It is not a side show at all; but the gentleman 
from Illinois was misstating the evidence. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Well, at all events it is not under the main 
canvas. 1 

Mr. TERRY. Of course the main canvas is where the gentle- 
man from Illinois pitches his tent. epg 

Mr. MOODY. ill the gentleman from Illinois yield long 
enough to see if we can not fix a time for taking the vote? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. [shall get through in a few minutes. 

Now, Mr. S er, here is the law of Illinois which this minority 
say compels the voter who is unable to prepare his ballot to make 
the oath before he has the right to vote. Let me say before I read 
it that the legislature of Illinois could not prevent a man from 
voting by any law it might make if he was, under the constitution 
of the State, a voter. e State constitution secures to him the 


so a to vote. The legislature may prescribe the machinery by 
which the vote shall be taken, but the right to vote is inherent in 
the voter himself by the constitution. In the election machine 
provided by the State the legislature makes provision for the blin 
and the illiterate or otherwise disabled voters. It provides a mode 
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by which such a voter may compel the election judges to recog- 

his constitutional right and accept his vote. It is a section 
of the law that does not pretend to confer a right or to impose a 
duty upon the voter, but which imposes a duty upon the election 
inspectors. What duty? Why, the duty of preparing for such a 
voter his ballot if he makes the oath. He is not required, how- 
ever, to even make the oath. Let me read the law, and I will try 
to read it so that gentlemen can catch the point: 

When any elector shall make oath that he can not read English, or that, 
because of 83 disability, he can not cast his ballot, or when such disa- 
bility shall be made manifest to said inspectors—— 

1 

a OODY. Is the gentleman reading from the Illinois stat- 
u 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I am reading from the Illinois statute. 

Mr. MOODY, Is the gentleman quite sure? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Quite sure. 

Mr. BRUMM. I was going to say that if the gentleman was 
reading from the Illinois statute. it is different from what is 
found in the minority report as that statute. 

Mr. MOODY. The gentleman from Illinois is certainly mis- 
taken as to the statute. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Well, I will read it now from the statute 
book. I took it for granted that you had copied it correctly in 
your report. Ihave been reading it from the minority report, 
taking for granted that they had copied it correctly. 

Mr. MOODY. The gentleman has been reading the statute of 
another State. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Very well. I was depending on you. 1 
confess I ought not to have done it, but I did. 

Mr. MOODY. I suggest to the gentleman that if he has only 
just now found out the statute of his State he can not very well 
instruct the House about it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Oh, I am not seeking to instruct. That is 
within the province of the Lay from Massachusetts entirely. 
88 I read now from the statutes of Illinois, I will not 

epend upon your minority report any further. 

Any voter who may declare upon oath— 

Not that he must, but that he may— 

Any voter who may declare upon oath that he can not read the English 
language, or that by reason of any physical disability he is unable to mark 
his Ot, shall, apon request, be assisted in marking his ballot by two of thè 
election officers of different political parties, to be selected from the judges 
and clerks of the precinct in which they are to act, to be designated the 
judges of election of each precinct at the opening of the poll. Said officers 
shail mark the ballot as directed by the voter and shali thereafter give no 
information regarding the same. 

Mr. BRUMM. So you were evidently wrong when you read 
the statute a while ago. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. No, sir; I was not wrong. 

Mr. MOODY. Why, the gentleman was wrong. He was read- 
ing from the statute of another State. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. My dear sir, the wrong, I confess, was in 
depending on your report for the law of Illinois. 

Mr. BRUMM. What you have read now is entirely different 
from what you read a while ago. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I have read the facts. Does the gentleman 
understand? 

Mr. BRUMM. Yes, sir; but I want to know whether this does 
not differ from what you read awhile ago. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I do not yield any further; I can not. 

Mr. BRUMM. aa Pa refuse to answer my question? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. hy, in the name of common sense, do you 
want an answer when you say you understand now? 

Mr. BRUMM. Your present statement differs from your for- 
mer statement. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I made no statement. I read the law. 

Now, gentlemen will see this statute imposes no new duty upon 
the voter. A man who can not see has under the constitution of 
the State of Illinois a right to vote just as much as the man who 
can see. The legislature would not undertake to say that a man 
who can not see shall not vote unless he does a particular thing 
in the way of taking an oath that nobody else is required to take, 
because a law of that kind would be unconstitutional under a con- 
stitution which says that every man of 21 years of age, resident 
in the State twelve months, shall be a legal voter and entitled to 
have his vote counted. 

Now, if the legislature had said that men 21 years of age who 
have lived in the State a year and who are blind or lame or illiter- 
ate shall not vote unless they make a preliminary oath, while 
other men may vote without the preliminary cath, do you not 
see that there would be a test placed upon the blind voter or the 
lame voter or the illiterate voter which would exclude him from 
his constitutional right to cast his ballot? All that this section 
does is to im a burden, a new duty, upon the judges of elec- 
tion with reference to the blind man or the illiterate man differ- 


ent from the duty which the statute imposes with reference to 


men who can read and write or who can see. The statute pro- 
vides that if such a man makes an oath it shall be the duty of 


two of these i tors to prepare his ballot for him in the booth. 
The SPEA ae tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Tllinois has expir 
Mr. MOODY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SHERMAN). 
will state it. 

Mr. MOODY. How much time has the gentleman from Illinois 
now on the floor occupied? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One hour and fifty-six minutes. 
The Chair assumed that the gentleman was entitled to only one 
hour, but did not call him down at the end of that time because 

Mr. CONNOLLY. How can I be taken off the floor by an 
inquiry as to how much time I have occupied? 

e SPEAKER Re tempore. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts addressed to the Chair a parliamentary inquiry, which was 
entirely proper, and the occupant of the chair was attempting to 
answer it. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The question has been answered—one hour 
and fifty-six minutes; and that ends the matter, I presume. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not end it, if the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts makes the point of order 

Mr. MOODY. I make the point of order that we on this side 
are now entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman makes the 
point of order that the time of the gentleman from Illinois has 
Sn Paes the Chair will so hold. He was about to state why he so 
held; but if the gentleman from Ilinois does not care to hear the 
ronson nen need not. The Chair holds that the gentleman's time 

as expired. 

Mr. COOKE of Ilinois. Yesterday I asked for an agreement 
fixing the amount of time on both sides. Objection came from 
the other side, the effect of which, as I understand, was practi- 
cally to allow us to continue this debate to an unlimited extent. 
For that reason, it seems to me, the time is unlimited. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the 
chair fails to find from the RECORD that there was an absolute 
agreement as to unlimitedtime. There wassimply anagreement 
not to fix any time, but to allow the time occupied to be controlled 
on the one side by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cooke] and 
on the other side by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 


The gentleman 


mene) Under the circumstances, the time occupied by any 
particular member would be governed by therules of the House; 
and the gentleman from Illinois could have been granted but one 


hour. He has exceeded that time; therefore his time has expired, 
and he can not proceed now unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Under the agreement each side would be en- 
titled to an equal amount of time. 

The SPEAKER rotempore. Most certainly. 

Mr. MOODY. How much time are we entitled to on this side 
to make up for what the gentleman from Illinois has occupied? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Two hours and nineteen minutes 
more have been consumed or disposed of by the gentleman from 
[Me 1 [Mr. COOKE] than by the gentleman from Massachusetts 

. Moopy]. 

Mr. MOODY. Then I ask that the vote be taken ata quarter 
past 5 o'clock to-day, and that this side control the remainder of 
the time. We will waive the difference if that be assented to. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I object to being taken off the floor in this 


way. 

Mr. GRAFF. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. At the time 
that the gentleman who now has the floor, the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY], rose to speak did not the gentleman 
from Ilinois [Mr. CooKE] who controls the time say that he 
would grant him whatever time he desired, and was there, there- 
fore, any limit upon the time? Did not that give to the gentle- 
man now occupying the floor such time as he might see fit to 
occupy? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It gives to him such time only 
as he could be given under the rules of the House, and that is sixty 
minutes. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. But when there is no limit to the 
time of debate, Mr. Speaker, is a member who occupies the floor 
limited in that manner? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unlimited time was not granted; 
and there being no limit fixed for the debate, it is covered, of 
course, by the rules of the House. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. But, if the Chair will permit me, the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. COOKE] was given absolute control of the 
time on his side, and yielded such time as the gentleman from Nli- 
nois desired to use. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He was given the control of the 
time, but the time was not limited. The gentleman simply con- 
trolled such time as was given pending an agreement as to a limi- 
tation of the time. Now, when he yields time to another member, 
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under the rules of the House he can yield but si 


by tof th p hen Boa opada 
ting by unanimous consent of the House. erefore the gentle- 
sce from Illinois is no longer entitled to the floor. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts asks unanimous consent 
that the time of the vote be fixed at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes to- 
day, and that the remainder of the time between now and that 
hour shall be given to that side of the question. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I object. 

Mr. HULICK. Howmuch time would that give the gentleman 
from Massachusetts? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. About one hour and thirty min- 
utes less than the time occupied on the other side of the question. 

Mr. HULICK. But there has been no consent. How can we, 
under the rules of the House, give to him time that is not given 
w the rules of the House, according to the decision of the Chair 

ust now? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can be done by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. HULICK. Then there will be no unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Ohio objects, of course 
that ends the proposition. 

Mr. HULICK. I understand that under the rules of the House 
only one hour could be given. Now, the gentleman claims more 
than that time; and under the decision of the Chair it is to be 
accorded to him? 

(The Speaker here resumed the chair.) 

The SPEAKER. Whenever the time is under the control of 
two gentlemen on opposite sides of the question, it is always un- 
derstood that it is under such control subject to the rules of the 
House, and the rules of the House limit any member to sixty 
minutes unless by unanimous consent it is changed. 

In the proposition which the Chair heard, 8 a half hour 
or more of debate, if the House saw fit to agree it would be adopted; 
if not it is for the House to say when the debate shall close. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois have ten minutes to close his remarks. 

Several members objected. [Cries of “ Vote!” “ Vote!“ 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MOODY. If the previous question is ordered (and that 
would not make up enough time to this side to equalize what has 
been consumed on the other side), would I be permitted to control 
the remaining time? 

The SP. R. The gentleman would control the remaining 
time with the ment heretofore made, subject, of course, to 
the rules of the House. 

Mr. MOODY. Then I move that the previous question be con- 
sidered as ordered at a quarter past 5 o'clock. 

Mr. CANNON. I make the point of order against that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not make that motion. 
It can only be done by consent of the House. If the gentleman is 
desirous of submitting the request for unanimous consent, the 
Chair will put it to the House. 

Mr. MOODY. I do not desire to ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Task, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from 
Massachusetts should use thirty minutes of the time, whether he 
could not, at the end of that time, if he saw fit, move the pre- 
vious question? 

Mr. CANNON. He has not charge of the measure. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That does not matter 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from Colorado [Mr. SHAFROTH]. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, in the speech of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY] who has just taken his seat is found 
the remarkable instance of a person going beyond the testimony 
which has been presented to the committee for the purpose of 

ving his views upon the case. There has been an element in 

ts h, it seems to me, that ought to meet with the disap- 
roval of every member of this House. When he attempted to 
feta into this case the question of and, in the manner he 
did, 5 refer to M ps working or voting against the majority 
„submit it is not a proper spirit in which to discuss the 
important legal questions in a contested-election case before the 
House of Representatives. [Applause.] > 

I submit, sir, that the accusations that have been made in this 
case, accusations as to fraud, which it is claimed had been com- 
mitted on the part of Mr. Downing, the sitting member, have no 
foundation from anything that appears in the record of this case. 
It is not shown that any fraud exists. Those who make them fail 
at the same time to give any weight whatever to his explanation. 
They fail to give him credit for any honest intentions in the mat- 
ter. He says he instituted this suit for the purpose of testing the 
construction of the statute as to whether a notary public has the 
power to compel the production of ballots; and when we find, 
after he gets to a tribunal of his own State, that his views are 
adopted by that State, I ask where is there any fairness in declar- 


ing on there is fraud or conspiracy in getting out that injunc- 
on 

Mr. Speaker, the truth is that the whole argument of the gentle- 
man has been to mystify this case. It has been for the p of 
leading the House from the true issue in the case. We find that 
gentlemen have been talking about the fraud, about the iniquity 
there was in suing out a writ of injunction, the iniquity in ap- 
peeling to the courts for the construction of a statute, and they 

ve labored upon that to keep the minds of members of this House 
from examining into the true merits of the case. 

Mr, Speaker, suppose everything they claim were true. Sup- 
pore that in every way they have indicated they are correct. 

Jow does it leave the situation of these parties? If that injunc- 
tion suit had even been brought willfully to gain time, what is 
the legal effect? What is the situation of the parties? It simpl 
permits the introduction of secondary evidence, and that is all. 
Secondary evidence is permitted to establish what the ballots 
show in Macoupin County. That is the question. What is that 
secondary evidence? It is the evidence of a man who, in a contest 
between the candidates for county treasurer in that county, dur- 
ing a count of the ballots to determine that question, made some 
sort of a count of the vote for Con, . That is the man on 
whose testimony they rely for the purpose of overturning the 
solemn, sworn statements of the parties who were judges of elec- 
tion. On man sat behind the county clerk and by his pencil 
marks attempted to count the votes that had been received for 
Congressmen, Mr. Downing, the sitting member, and General 
Rinaker, the contestant. e was not there during all of the 
counting of those ballots. He was simply there while 25 pre- 
cincts were being counted. We find that when he testified in 
this case his tally showed a difference of 22 votes in favor of 
General Rinaker and 13 votes against Mr. Downing, the sitting 
member, and the result was that those two sums added together 
make 35 votes, which is more than the majority given by the re- 
port of the committee to General Rinaker, and hence decides the 
question in this case. 

Now, then, the question is simply, what does all this talk about 
the injunction suit amount to? It amounts to laying the founda- 
tion for the introduction of secondary testimony only, and that 
secondary 3 is the evidence of one man, an uns worn per- 
son, a member of the same political party as General Rinaker, a 


‘man who evidently felt a deep interest in General Rinaker. He 


was not sworn, his count was not an official count, and it is by 
this evidence that it is sought to override the official returns made 
by the officers, 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. eee d 

Mr. COX. Was this man who made the count of the Congres- 
sional vote placed there by any authority in the world? 

Mr. S ROTH. None whatever. 

Mr. COX. Who put him there? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. He was representing General Rinaker. 

Mr. COX. Did General Rinaker put him there? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Idonotknow whether he did or not, but the 
evidence showed that he was representing General Rinaker. 
pS COX. He was not employed as an officer of the State at 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No. 

Mr. LACEY. The evidence showed that he was employed by 
Thomas Rinaker, a son of General Rinaker. . 

Mr. COX. He was not a State officer at all? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No, sir. 

Mr. COX. He was not under oath? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Not at all. 

Mr. COX, That is a curious kind of man to makea count of that 


sort. 

Mr. HULICK. Whenthe result of Murphy’s count was known 
to be favorable to General Rinaker, then it was that this injunc- 
tion proceeding was begun and the counting of the ballot closed 
against General Rinaker. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I understand that the injunction was sued 
out first. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. HULICK. I should like to know that fact. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I do not know whether it was or not. It is 
immaterial, 

A MEMBER. Itis at material. F 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. My time is nearly up. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is right on that point. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I can not yield. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Now, Mr. Speaker, what is our duty be- 
tween these two ies? I care not what the result of the in- 
junction suit is. I care not how it locks up the ballot. I care not 
in what situation it would place the contestant, so long as it pre- 
served the ballots, and we have the right to look at them now. 
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Now, what is the situation if those ballots are not opened? We 
have upon the one side a conflict of testimony. This secondary 
evidence is admissible to show what? To show that this man 
Murphy examined the count for candidates for Congress, and 
found by his count a discrepancy. Now, that is the situation, 
and that is all the evidence upon that side. Mr. Downing, by 
reason of the injunction suit, can not be deprived of the fact that 
he holds the certificate of election, can not be deprived of the fact 
that there were five sworn officers in each precinct, that they in 
an official capacity passed upon these yotes. It then becomes a 
question of the preponderance of evidence. 

Upon one side we have what? Simply one man, unsworn, not 
an official at all, who had no legal right to examine the ballots, 
making a count over the shoulder of another man. Now, what 
do we find in the testimony, and ample testimony, on the other 
side? We find that every one of these precinct returns was read 
and examined by fivemen. We find tin each of the election 
precincts there were watchers trying to find whether there was 
any illegal voting. Again, we find that the judges represented 
the different political parties and the greatest watchfulness was 
evinced upon each side to determine whether or not there was a 
single vote that was illegally cast or counted. Then we find that 
the clerks of the election were of different political parties, eve 
one of them straining every nerve to see that there was no fraud- 
ulent vote cast; and notwithstanding these were sworn men; 
notwithstanding the fact that they were in the performance of 
their official duty; notwithstanding the fact that v were there 
to see that no frauds were committed, you are asked by the ma- 
jority report in this case to set aside their testimony andto say that 

is was an illegal count, simply on what one man says, and he 
recheck and in the interest of the party who is the contestant in 


case, 

Mr. Speaker, if we are prepared to do that, it seems to me that 
there is no Representative in this House whose seat is safe. We 
are not asking that Mr. Downing be seated. That is not the 
question that is before this House by the report made by the mi- 
nority of the committee. That is not what they are claiming. 
They are claiming that the votes in the precincts in which it is 
claimed mistakes in the count have been made, namely, the votes 
in Macoupin County, be recounted. We have the evidence of the 
county clerk, made at that time, and also made in an affidavit on 
the 24th day of last April, that these ballots are intact; that by 

ment these ballots were placed in two trunks, and the trunks 

locked; that seals were put upon the locks; that the name of the 
county clerk was written upon the seals; that the keys were in- 
closed in an envelope, and sealed and placed in the vault of the 
county. When we take into consideration the fact that the county 
clerk Timself is of the same political party as General Rinaker, 
what excuse is there on earth for denying justice to the sitting 
member? Whatexcuseis there for refusing to find out the truth? 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, itis simply saying we are afraid to open 
the ballots for fear they do not show enough votes for General 
Rinaker to elect him. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois, 
him one question? 

Mr. S. ROTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Was not the application for an injunc- 
tion a clear indication that they were afraid on their side of hay- 


Will the gentleman permit me to ask 


ing the ballots opened and counted? 
. SHAFROTH. I do not care whether it was or not. I do 
not know. It does not make any difference whether it is so or 


not. You can not elect or unseat a man upon mere fear or suspi- 
cion. The bringing of the injunction suit does not prove any- 
thing. It simply permits the introduction of secondary evidence, 
and that is all; and then when 560 produce that evidence, I sub- 
mit that there is no member of this House that would want his 
seat even contested by such testimony as that. 

The SPEAKER. e time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MOODY. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. DALZELL]. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise at this time to en- 
ter into any lengthy discussion of this case. I rise simply for the 
purpose of explaining to the House the reasons why I can not 
assent to the conclusions reached by the majority of the commit- 


tee. 

This Congressional district in question was composed of 160 
election precincts. At each of those 160 election precincts there 
were election officers duly chosen in accordance with the law, 
representatives of both parties. Those 160 election precincts, 
through the medium of their election officers, madereturns—sworn 
returns; and there is no allegation of any fraud upon the part of 
a single election officer in all these 160 districts. The sitting 
member comes here, therefore, with the commission that the law 
gives him as the result of those election returns, and they are ab- 
solutely conclusive and binding until they are overturned by 
competent evidence. 

Have they beensooverturned? It is alleged that sometime after 
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the election returns were made and the certificate issued a contest 
arose in a certain county between the Republican and the Demo- 


cratic candidates for treasurer, and in t contest the ballots 
were counted. They were counted by officers appointed by law 
for that purpose, acting under the sanction of an oath, and follow- 
ing the mode of procedure pointed out by thelaw. Attheinstance 
of the contestant, in the interest of the contestant, presumably in 
the hire of the contestant, a party who, in my judgment, had no 
business in that room where the ballots were being counted sat 
behind one of the parties engaged in that count, and as the ballots 
were passed speedil along, at the rate of from 6 to 16 a minute, 
made a tally of the ional vote. He did that in 25 out of 
160 election districts. 3 here now is that the sworn 
returns of the legally elected and sworn election officers in the 160 
election districts shall be overturned and the title toa seat in this 
House settled upon the testimony of that hired counter, whe 
counted in this method in these 25 out of the 160 election precincts, 
That is the question before this House and nothing can obscure 
it. Now, then, our friends upon the other side will admit, I think, 
that up to this point, if there were nothing more in the case, the 
contestant would have no case. Iassume that they would concede 
that. In other words, they would concede that in the absence of 
something not yet disclosed the testimony of Murphy is insuffi- 
cient to c go the result, 

Now, how do 1 justify the admission of Murphy's testimony? 
Upon what basis do they give it the weight that enables it bo 
overturn the regular election returns? Upon this basis; the law 
of Illinois contains this provision: 

In all cases of contested elections the es contesting the same shall 
have the right to have the of ots cast at such election opened, 
and to have all errors of ide talons in counting or refusing to count any 
ballot corrected by the court or body trying such contest; but such ballots 
shall be opened only in open court, or in open session of such body, and in 
the presence of the officer having the custody thereof. (Election ‘laws of 
Illinois, 1894, compiled, article 12, section 31, page 46.) 

Undoubtedly taking that provision upon the statute book of 
his own State as a guide for his conduct, the contestee went into 
a circuit court in Illinois and asked that these ballots be not 
counted elsewhere than where the statute provided they might 
be counted, to wit, in open court, and procured an injunction 
against their eg | counted anywhere save in a court of compe- 
tent jurisdiction of the State of Illinois, in a Federal court, or in 
Congress subsequent to its meeting. 

Now, I care nothing about the motive of the contestee in 
curing that injunction. It can not in any wise affect the Ja 
result or the legal status of the case as it now stands. I put that 
consideration, therefore, aside altogether. Icare not whether it 
was a good motive or a bad motive. Thequestion is, Did his pro- 
curing of that injunction justify the admission of Murphy’s testi- 
mony? That is the question to which I now address myself, 
You can introduce secondary evidence when, after due diligence, 
the primary evidence has been put beyond the jurisdiction of the 
court. But those two elements must concur. ‘There must be due 
diligence to secure the primary evidence, and that evidence must 
have been put beyond the jurisdiction of the court. Neither of 
those prerequisites is found in this case. 

Mr. HOP S. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
for a moment? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Can the gentleman from Pennsylvania state 
to this House any court where those ballots could have been legally 
counted for Rinaker and Downing? 

Mr, DALZELL. The gentleman evidently ee enaa the 
trend of my argument, and itis not necessary that I should answer 
that question, but I will answer it in a few moments if he desires 
an answer. I was saying, Mr. Speaker, that neither of the nec- 
essary e ve required by the rule exists in this case. In 
the first place, there was no due diligence. What was the situa- 
tion of the case? The contestee as plaintiff and the various 
county clerks as defendants were parties to an equity proceeding. 
The contestant was no party to that proceeding, but the interest of 
the contestant was the subject-matter of that proceeding, and the 
doors of that court were opan to him. He could have gone into, 
the court, and it was his duty to have gone into the court, and 
stated that he was a party in interest; that he prayed to be made 
a party to the proceeding, and moved to dissolve the injunction. 
Or failing that—and upon this =~ I donot care to take up much 
time, because I have not much to spare—failing that, moved to 
have had the ballots counted. 

Mr. HOPKINS. When could he have had the ballots counted 
under that proceeding? He could not have had them counted 
until you would be a gray-headed old man. 

Mr. DALZELL. Itis not material tothe case whether he could 
have had the ballots counted or not. He did not do what he onght 
to have done, 

Mr. HOPKINS. I take issue with you there. I think he did. 

Mr. DALZELL. I decline to be interrupted further, especially 
by the gentleman who has interrupted everybody. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. HOPKINS. Well, I have never done it without making a 

int. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DALZELI.. I say, Mr. Speaker, the first prerequisite is 
wanting—due diligence. The second prerequisite is also wanting 
in this case, because the primary evidence was not put beyond 
the jurisdiction of the court. It was impossible for that court to 
make an order, if it had attempted to do it, to put those ballots 
beyond the reach of this Congress. Gentlemen say that the evi- 
dence could not be produced within the forty days or the fifty 
days or ninety days. There is no time binding on this House. 
There are no rules for the conduct of contested election proceed- 
ings that are binding on thisHouse. The source of its authority, 
the limit of its power, the charter for its exercise, is found in the 
Constitution of the United States, which makes the House the sole 
and exclusive judge, according to its own methods, according to 
the methods of each Congress for itself, as to the election and 
qualifications of its own members. Those ballots have never been 
beyond the reach of this House, and they are by this very injunc- 
tion preserved in their oil Sel to answer the purpose recom- 
fended by the minority of the committee, to wit, an examination 
by this court of last resort to determine the truth as between the 


parties. 

How much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MOODY. I yieldthegentleman ten minutes more, or what- 
ever further time he desires. 

Mr. DALZELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I go a step further. The 
injunction could by no possibility do the contestant any harm, 
because he was not entitled to a recount unless he uired that 
right by a statute of the State of Illinois. The laws of Congress 
authorize no recount. There is no law anywhere that authorizes 
the party taking testimony in a contested election case to have a 
recount of the aliota. e gentlemen who refer to the case of 
Greevy vs. Scull oe the scope and purpose of that case. 
It did not decide that there could be a recount before the notary. 
The contestant therefore lost nothing if he was not entitled toa 
recount. If, on the other hand, he was entitled to a recount, he 
became entitled thereto by the provisions that are found upon the 
statute book of Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON, Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman hold that under the Fed- 
eral statute it was out of the power of the contestant to examine 
the county clerk who had the ballots in his custody, and to take 
evidence touching the ballots themselves, and if necessary, as part 
of that evidence, to take complete copies of the ballots? 

Mr. DALZELL. Idonot. There is a vast difference between 
that and a recount. Í 

Mr. CANNON. That, as I understand (and if I am in error I 
want to be corrected), is just exactly what the contestant sought 
to do by the subpoena duces tecum. 

Mr. DALZEL To have a recount? 

Mr. CANNON. No; to examine touching those ballots and to 
take evidence so asto obtain copies of them and spread the results 
in the record for the consideration of the House. 

Mr. DALZELL. Very well; he was prevented for the time be- 
ing from oe that by the course which was taken. 

Ar. CANNON. Precisely. 

Mr. DALZELL. But the ballots were not taken out of the juris- 
diction of the court; they do not, therefore, come within the rule 
which allows the admission of secondary evidence. 

Mr. CANNON. I only interrupted the gentleman to say that 
it was not a recount, but the taking of the evidence originally, 
that was sought to be accomplished by the contestant. 

Mr. DALZELL. I submit, then, that no harm could come to 
the contestant, because he was not entitled to a recount unless pur- 
suant to the provisions of the statute of Illinois. If he was en- 
titled to a recount pursuant to the provisions of that statute and 
desired to have it, he could only have it in accordance with the 
terms of the statute; and that recourse was open to him at all 


times. 

But aside from this altogether—aside from the proposition that 
he was not entitled to a recount 5 was not entitled to 
a recount on the pleadings in this case. You can not, without 
some averment with respect to particular ballot boxes, have a 
recount in any case except a case where there has been discovery 
of such general fraud as makes the election void unless the truth 
can be ascertained by going to the ballot boxes. There is no alle- 

ation in the petition in this case; there is no possible ground in 

e pleadings in this case to justify a recount. Why, sir, I need 
hardly say to a body made up largely of lawyers that no man 
upon even a general allegation of fraud, which we have not in 
this case, could have a recount as an experiment, so as to set off 
ballot box against ballot box, or ballot box on the one side and 
judicial findings on the other. An election contest is not an ex- 

rimental investigation; it is a trial of specific charges; and what 
© compisined of in this case is that the contestant is prevented 


from going to the ballot boxes of the 160 precincts in that Con- 
gressional district to find out whether or not he had not something 
rightly to complain of. 

ow, Mr. Speaker, if my argument thus far has 2 upon 
a proper basis this evidence was incompetent. But let us con- 
cede that it was competent. I want you gentlemen to face the 
proposition you are asked to sustain. Suppose, for example, that 
there were no ballots in existence at all, and the only evidence in 
the case was on one side the sworn returns of the election officers 
and on the other Murphy’s testimony. I want you to answer the 
question to your consciences, Could you unseat the contestee and 
seat the contestant on such evidence? 

Mr. HULICK. Will the gentleman allow me to answer that on 
my own behalf? 

-DALZELL. The question was rhetorical. The gentleman 
can answer it by his vote. I am not anxious to have the gentle- 
man’s answer. He has already indicated how he is going to vote, 
and I do not expect to make a convert of him. I ask you now— 
and I do not care to prolong the discussion—to consider seriously 
this proposition: Will you set aside the unimpeached returns of 
160 election precincts upon the testimony of Murphy who counted 
in the manner indicated by the testimony in 25 out of the 160? 
That is the question; that is the only question. And I want to 
say to you before I take my seat thatthe decision of a Republican 
aay Ses made by votes cast upon the ground that the contestant 
is a friend of this party or a friend of that party, or that the con- 
testee is a Democratic newspaper editor—the decision of a Repub- 
lican Congress made u such grounds will be a disgrace to a 
Republican Congress. [Applause.] A decision made upon any 
ground except in consonance with the facts as peened upon 
the record and the law applicable thereto will be lacking in glory 
and will be an infamous one. [Applause.] 

Mr. Cooke of Illinois rose. 

Mr. MOODY. I believe I have the floor. I would like, before 
yielding the floor, to inquire of my colleague on the committee, 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. KE], whether he will consent 
to the previous question being now ordered? 

Mr. COOKE of Illinois, * After the objection which was made 
to limiting the time, and so long as we are entitled to close the 
debate, and so long as we have been unable to come to any agree- 
ment as to the time at any moment during the progress of the 
debate, I can not consent. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, there are many gentlemen who 
wish to speak on this side of the question; but the universal de- 
mand that comes to me to allow the House to decide whether or 
not it will close this debate now, compels me, without any wish 
upon the subject one way or the other, to ask the previous ques- 


tion. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me one word before 
he does that? ? 

Mr. MOODY. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. Only a word. 


Mr. MOODY. Doesthe gentleman desire a word with the House 
or with me? 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to make a suggestion to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. Three or four of my colleagues, and col- 
leagues of the contestant, would be very glad to have five or ten 
minutes for the 8 of discussing the law and the facts in 
connection with this matter as they appear in the record. There- 
fore I want to appeal to the gentleman from Massachusetts, in all 
fairness and fair play, not to move the previous question (which 
seems to me substantially out of order), and not to seek to take 
the control of the matter from the member who has under the 
rules and practice control of it. I would suggest to the gentle- 
man that we adjourn now, or let the debate run fifteen or twenty 
minutes further. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘*‘Vote!”] Oh, gentlemen, 
our man has waited a year for his seat. Lou can certainly wait 
and let the case be properly presented. 

Mr. MOODY. It is insisted here, Mr. Speaker, that the time 
belonging to the other side of the House, and much more than 
that time, has been 5 occupied. If I yielded to my own 
wishes I should say let the debate goon. But the House can do 
as they see fitin the matter. I have no wish abont it one way or 
the other. Our desire is, if possible, to take a vote to-night, and 
while it puts me in a very painful position, indeed, to be in oppo- 
sition to the distinguish 8 ieee from Illinois, unless the 
House otherwise prefers I shall have to insist upon the previous 
question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman will pardon me a moment, 
in pursuance of the almost universal practice of the House it has 
been accorded to the gentleman in charge of any bill or resolution 
before the House to close the debate ant move the previous ques- 
tion. I would suggest to the gentleman that theo 
had better not be deviated from in this case. 

Mr. MOODY. That is an appeal which, of course, I can not 
deny to the distinguished gentleman from Maine, but I would 
like to ask the gentleman if his appeal would be satisfied if we 


inary practice 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5203 


would allow, say, ten or fifteen minutes, to the other side and then 
take a vote—allowing them to close the debate? 

Mr. DINGLEY. would simply say, of course, if it is the 
desire of the House to come to a vote, I think that is only proper, 
although I think the motion should be made by the gentleman in 
charge of the matter at the conclusion of the argument. 

Mr. MOODY. The difficulty is that the motion will not be 
made. There will be an attempt toadjourn. The House is here, 
we are all interested in the matter, and we ought to dispose of it. 
If they will agree to, say, ten or fifteen minutes, and then move the 
previous question, I have no objection, and I shall be glad to 
yield for that motion. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the gentleman that a number of 
gentlemen have left the Hall under the impression that there 
would be no yote 3 

Several MEMBERS. ey ought to be here. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is now half past 5 o'clock, and the vote, if 
we should go to YONDE now, would take, say, until 7 this afternoon. 
Nothing can be lost by allowing the matter to go over and per- 
mitting gentlemen to present their views on the law and the facts, 
and take the vote on another day. 

Mr. MOODY. I will yield to the appeal of the gentleman from 
Maine to the extent that I have already indicated. If gentlemen 
on the other side will take from our time—for this is our time, as 
we have 5 nowhere near the amount of time that has been 
occupied by the other side—if they will take fifteen minutes of 
our time, and then have the previous question considered as 
ordered at the end of that time, and agree that a single vote on 
the substitute of the minority shall be final on the whole case, and 
nothing more, I will grant consent to that p. amme. 

Mr. CANNON. ell, we will not make, I think, if it requires 
unanimous consent, that agreement. š 

Mr. MOODY. Then, Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous ques- 


tion. 

Mr. CANNON. Irise to a question of order on that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. ` 

Mr. CANNON. It is notin order for the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts to move the previous question, for the reason that, 
while the rule may be silent on the subject in that respect, yet it 
is the practice of the House, an unbroken practice, so far as I 
know, for years, that the gentleman in charge of the bill or meas- 
ure should be, as he has n always, recognized at the close of 
the debate to move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not remember any case where 
the right to move the previous question has been refused to a 
member. The remedy seems to vi simple. If the House 
does not desire the previous question ordered, it can vote the mo- 
tion down. The gentleman in charge of the bill was recognized 
originally and was in c of it. He has not seen fit to move 
the previous question, but if some one else moves it and the House 
does not desire to have it ordered it can vote down the motion. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. er, inasmuch as a number of gen- 
tlemen have gone from the House, supposing there would beno vote 
on the question to-day—— 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I have not yielded the floor. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will hear the gentleman from Illi- 


nois upon pepan of order. 

Mr. HOP S. Inasmuch as a number of gentlemen have 
gone, supposing there would be no vote to-day, and inasmuch as 
there are a number of gentlemen on the side of the contestant 
who desire still further to discuss the law and the facts, it seems 
to me that it would be improper to cut off the discussion in this 
way—— 

. MILES. Mr. Speaker, is this a point of order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hardly thinks that is a point of 
order, These are considerations addressed to the House as to the 
St ode of ordering the previous question. 

. HOPKINS. t was simply a premise to my motion, 
which is that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. MOODY. I make the point of order that I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I make the point that that is dilatory. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will overrule the point and put the 
quon The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] moves 

at the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. I will ask the 
ek er to first state the motion of the gentleman from Massachu- 
se 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Moopy] has asked for the previous question. That is the matter 
pone before the House. Pending that, the gentleman from 

inois [Mr. HoPKINS] moves that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. LACEY. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. Should 
we adjourn, what would be the condition of the case to-morrow, 
or the next time it comes up? Willit then stand upon the motion 
for the previous question? 


The SPEAKER. It will stand precisely as it does now. 
Mr. LACEY. That is, the motion for the previous question will 


be pending? 
55 SPEAKER, The motion for the previous question will be 
pen 2 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker— 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOPKINS demanded a division, and pending the division 
demanded the yeas and nays. > 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 96, nays 189, not 
voting 120; as follows: 


YEAS—096. 
Acheson, Curtis, Hooker, Prince, 
Aldrich, Ala. Curtis, N. Y. opkins, Reeves, 
drich, Danford, coward, Reyburn, 
Avery, Daniels, Hubbard, Royse, 
Baker, N. H. De Witt, Hulick, Scranton, 
ey, ley, Huling, RETEST 
é P, er, ull, Smith, III. 
Bishop, Foss, Hunter, mith, Mich. 
Blue, Gamble, Johnson, N. Dak. Snover, 
Brewster, Gibso: oy. thard, 
Broderi Gillet, N. Y. Kiefer, ding, 
mm, raff, TTY. 
Burton, Mo. Griffin, Linton, — wl Wis. 
Calderhead, Grosvenor, ng, Strode, Nebr. 
Cannon, ey, Lorimer, Sulloway, 
Chickering, Hager, Tawney, 
Coe er, Nebr. Mercer, x 
Cooke, III. Halterman, er, Kans. Van Ho 
Sooper: is. Harris, Minor, Wis. Van Voor! 
Cor Henderson, Murphy, Walker, Va. 
Cousins, Hepburn, Northway, arner, 
Crowther, Hermann, Overstreet, Watson, Ohio 
Crump, Hill, Parker, 
Curtis, Iowa Hitt, Per! 
NAYS—139. 
Ab Eddy, ud, Sparkman, 
Allen, Miss. Elliott, S. C. Loudenslager, Spencer, 
Allen, Utah Ellis, in hs hle, 
Anderson, Erdman, McCall, Mass. Stallings, 
Apsley, Evans, cCleary, Minn. tokes, 
Bailey, Fairchild, McCulloch, Stone, C. W. 
Baker, Kans. Fi rald, McDearmon, t. 
Baker, Md. Gardner, Laurin, Strowd, N. O. 
ead, McMillin, wanson, 
Bartlett, Ga. Hardy, McRae, Taft, 
ach, Meyer, Talbert, 
Bell, Colo. Hart, es, te, 
Bell, Tex. Hatch, Milliken, Tayler, 
Berry, Heiner, Pa. Money, TTY, 
Brown, Hendrick, Moody, Towne, 
Bull, Henry, Conn. Neill, Tracewell, 
Burton, Ohio icks, Otey, loar, 
tchings, Jenkins, Otjen, Tucker, 
Clardy, Jones, Patterson, Turner, Ga. 
Clarke, Ala. Kem, Payne, Turner, Va. 
bb. Kendall, Pendleton, ler, 
ding, Kerr, ickler, nderwood, 
Cooper, Fla. Kleberg, Pitney, U 
Cox, Knox, Poole, adsworth, 
Š Kulp, Powers, Walsh, 
Crowley. Kyle, Pugh, Wanger, 
Culberson, Lacey. Raney, Wa 
Cummings, Latimer, Richardson, Welli 
Daizell, Layton, Russell, Conn. Wheeler, 
De Armond, Leighty, Russell, Willis, 
Denny, Lester, Shafro’ Wilson, N.Y. 
Dinsmore, Linney, Shuford, Wilson, S. G. 
Docke Little, Simpki Wright, 
Dolliver. Livin Skinner, Yoakum, 
Draper, Loc Southwick, 
NOT VOTING—120. 
Adams, Doolittle, Laws Phillips, 
Aitken, Dovener, Lefever. Price, 
5 Leisenring, guise, 
Arnold, Pa, Ellett, Va. Lewis, A 
paaa Faris, Low, Ro La. 
Atwood, Fenton, Maddox, Ro Pa. 
Babcock, Fietcher, 7. R 
Barham, ‘oote, Mahon, Sauerhering, 
Barrett, Fowler, McCall, Tenn. Sayers, 
Bartholdt, Gillett, Mass. McClellan, Settle, 
Bartlett, N. Y. wyn, McClure, Shannon, 
eee jars d, 3 ess, 
‘ham, rout, eCreary, Ky. rg, 
Black, Ga. Grow, McEwan, Steele, 
Black, N. Y. Hanly, 0 š Stephenson, 
Boutelle, Harmer, Meiklejohn, Stewart, N.J. 
Bowers, Hart: eredith Stone, W. A. 
Bromwell, Heatwole, Miller, W. Va. trong, 
Brosius, Hemenway, ilnes, ulzer, 
Buck, Henry, Miner, N. Y. 
Burrell, ilbo: Mondell, Thorp, 
Clark, Iowa Howe, orse, Walker, Mass. 
Clark, Mo. Howell, Moses, 
C uff, Mozley, 
Coffin, Hurley, Newlands, Wilber, 
Colson. Hutcheson, Noonan, Wi 
Cook, Wis. Hyde, Od: Wilson, 
X Jo m, Cal. Ogden, W. 
Cowen, Johnson. Ind. Owens, W 
Woomer. 
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=4 est maon to ee yas rejected. 
e Clerk announ: e follo $ 
Until further notice: re 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE with Mr. SAYERS, 

Mr. Jounson of Indiana with Mr. BLACK of Georgia. 

Mr. MILLER of West Virginia with Mr. WOODARD, 

Mr. STEELE with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

Mr. McEwan with Mr. SULZER. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho with Mr. COWEN, 

Mr. HurF with Mr. MINER of New York, 

Mr. MozLEY with Mr. Moses. 

Mr. Faris with Mr. Sore. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. MADDOX. 

Mr. WILLIs with Mr. WILLIAMS. 

For this day: 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. MCCALL of Tennessee with Mr. LAWSON., 

Mr. LEFEVER with Mr. Manany. 

Mr. BURRELL with Mr. COCKRELL, 

Mr. Low with Mr. MCCLELLAN. 

On this question: 

Mr. DOOLITTLE with Mr. MCLACHLAN. 

Mr. Strone with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. BLACK of New York with Mr. BARTLETT of New York. 

Mr. Henry of Indiana with Mr. SHAW. 

Mr. BENNETT with Mr. OWENS. 

Mr. DovENor with Mr. BROMWELL. 

Mr, MILNEs with Mr. MEREDITH. 

Mr. Quiae with Mr. McCreary of Kentucky. 

Mr. Grout with Mr. GRISWOLD, 

Mr. HURLEY with Mr. GOODWYN. 

Mr. LEISENRING with Mr. HUTCHESON, 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. Buck. 

Mr. Morse with Mr. BROSIUS. 

Mr. SAUERHERING with Mr. ELLETT of Virginia. 

Mr. Dayton with Mr. OGDEN. 

Mr. MeCLunk with Mr. COOPER of Texas. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I find that I am paired with the 

tleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I with- 
w my vote. If he were here, I should vote “no.” 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I see that I am paired with the gentleman 
from California, Mr. MCLACHLAN. I voted “ aye,” but I desire 
now to withdraw my vote for that reason. 

Mr. STEELE. Ivoted ‘‘aye.” Iam paired with the gentleman 
from Tennessee, Mr. WASHINGTON, and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GROUT. Iam reminded that I am paired with the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. GRISWOLD, and so withdraw my 
vote. I voted “aye.” 

Mr. WILLIS. Iam paired with the gentleman from Mississippi, 
Mr. WiLu1AMs, but this case is spectall aly excepted. 

The result of the vote was announ as above recorded, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question. - ke 

Mr. HOPKINS. A parliamentary inquiry? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Pending that motion, would a motion to post- 

ne the further consideration of this contested-election case until 


iday be in order? ; : 

Mr. LACEY. Would not that be a dilatory motion after the 
motion just voted upon? 

The SPEAKER. The motion would not be in order. The 


question is on agreeing to the previous question. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and 
the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 145, noes 69. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays on 
this. [Cries of Oh!!“ 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 143, nays 76, not 
voting 136; as follows: 


YEAS—143. 
Abbott, Catchings, Ellis, Jenkins, 
Allen, Miss. Clardy, Erdman, Jones, 
Allen, Utah Clarke, Ala. Evans, Kem, 
Anderson, Cobb, Fairchild, Kendall, 
Bailey, Codding. Fischer, err, 
Baker, Kans. 5 Fi d, Kleberg, 
Baker, Md. Crisp, Gardner, Knox, 
Bankhead. Crow ley, Gillet, N. Y. Kulp, 
Bartlett, Ga. Culberson, Hall, Kyle, 
Bell, Colo. Hardy, 1. 
Bell, Dalzell, Harrison, Latimer, 
Berry, De Armond, Hart, Layton, 
Bisho: nny, Hatch. hty, 
Boutelle, Dinsmore, Hendrick, Lester, 
Brown, Dockery, Henry,Conn. Little, 
Bull, Draper, How Livin, 
Burton, Ohio Eddy, How 
Cannon, Elliott, S. C. Hunter, Loud, 


Loudenslager, Pendleton, Tucker. 
Maguire, Pic : Spencer, Turner, Ga. 
McCleary, Minn. Pitney, Stahle, Turner, Va. 
— — . 
earmon, ‘owers, es, nde: 
McLaurin, Pugh, Stone, C. W. U, 

c Raney, Strait, adsworth, 
McRae, Ri Strowd, N.C. Walker, Va. 
Meyer, Russell, Conn. Swanson, Walsh, 
Miles, Russell, Ga. Taft, Wanger, 
Milliken, Shafroth, Talbert, Watson, Ind. 
Money, Sherman, Tate, Wheeler, 
Moody, Shuford, Tawney, Willis, 
Neill, Simpkins, Tayler, Wilson, N. Y. 
Otey, Skinner, rry, Wilson, S. C. 
Otjen, Southard Towne, W; 
Patterson, Southwick, Yy 

yne, 85 a Treloar, 

NAYS—7%6. 

cheson, Co Halte: Northway, 
Aldrich, Crowther, Henderson, Ove: 

Aldrich, III. Crump Hep Parker, 
Apsley, Curtis, Iowa Hi Per 

very, 0 Prin 
Baker, N. H. Curtis, N. Y. Hulick, se rg 
Barney, ‘ord, Huling, ves, 

P, Hull, Reyburn, 
Blue, De Witt, Kiefer, Royse, 
Brewster, ley, Leonard, ton, 
Broderick, eae Linney, Smith, III. 
— — AENA Strode, Nebr. 
urton. o ebr. 
Chickering, Graff, — . 
Colson. G X Marsh, Van Ho 
Connolly, Grosvenor, Mercer, Van Voor 
Cooke, III. ley, Miller, Kans, arner, 
Cooper, Wis. 7 Minor, Wis. Watson, Ohio 
Cor er, Nebr. Murphy, ‘ood, 
NOT VOTING—1%. 
Downing, Jo Price, 
Aitken, Ellett, Va. Kirkpatrick, Ray, 
Andrews, Lawson, Ro La. 
Arnold, Pa. Fenton, Lefever. Robinson, Pa. 
Arnold, R.L Fletcher, Leisenring, Rusk, 
twood, Foote, Lewis, Sauerhering, 
beock, Fowler. Low Sayers, 
Barham, Gillett, Mass. Maddox, Settle, 
Barrett, N . Shannon, 
Bartholdt. Griswold. Mahon, Shaw, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Grout, McCall, Mass. Smith, Mich. 
Beach, Grow, McCall, Tenn. Snover, 
Bennett, ly, McClellan, g. 

D; er, MoClur: Epes A 

Black’ N. N. Hart McCreary, Ste i 
N. man, „K A enson, 
Wers, Heatwole, McEwan, Stew: N.J. 
Bromwell, einer, Pa. McLachlan, Stone, W. A. 
us, Hemenway, Me ohn, trong. 
Buck. Henry, In Me: h, r, 
Burrell, Hermann, Miller, W. Va. omas, 
Calderhead, ks. Thorp, 
Clark, Iowa Hil born, Miner, N. T. Y, 
Clark, Mo. ond Walker, Mass, 
l, Hooker, Morse, W. 
Coffin, Howard oses, We n, 
Cook, Wis. Hubbard, Mozley, Whi 
Cooper, Tex. Huff, Newlands, Wilber, 
Cowen, Hurley, Noonan, 
Cox, Hutcheson, Odell, Wilson, I 
Dayton, Hyde, Ogden, ilson, Ohio 
poate o ——.— Ind. 8 . —. 
e, 0 5 
Dovener, Johnson, N. Dak. Phillips, Woomer. 

So the prenons uestion was ordered. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

On this question: 


Mr. HERMANN with Mr. SNOVER. 
Mr. MCCALL of Massachusetts with Mr. HILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, how am I recorded? 

. — 5 The gentleman from Illinois is recorded in 
en ve. 
Mr. CANNON. I desire to change my vote. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the name of the gentle- 
man from Illinois. : 

The name of Mr. CANNON was called and he voted “ yea.” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. MOODY. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I make the point of order that the motion 
is dilatory, Mr. Speaker. The motion is clearly dilatory, after the 
House has so clearly expressed its opinion upon this matter, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentleman will with- 
draw the motion. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I think I have the right to make 
this motion. In my judgment—if I may be indul a moment 
upon the point of order—I suppose it is proper that I should have 
just a minute. In my judgment, it is the right, at least at this 
stage of the proceedings, of any member to move to reconsider 
the vote. I am aware, sir, that a dilatory motion, and all dilatory 
motions, are notin order. I am also quite aware that the Speaker 
is made the judge, in his discretion, as to when a motion becomes 
dilatory. Having said that, I have said all I care to say; and I 
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say that it seems to me, considering the extraordi departure 
from N usage by the action of the eman who 
moved the previous question, that I have the right to challenge 


the attention of the House and of the country by this motion 
upon the merits. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain the motion. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts moves to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 

_ ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 127, noes 63. 

Bos HOFEIN S. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays on 
s vote. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 141, nays 69, not 
voting 145; as follows: 


YEAS—141. 
Abbott, Loud, Spencer, 
Allen, Miss, Evans, Loudenslager, Stahle, 
Allen, Utah F: ire, 
Anderson, Fischer, McCleary, Minn. Stokes, 
Bailey, Fitzgerald Me Hoch, Stone, C. W. 
Baker, Kans. Gillet, N. X. McDearmon, Strait, 
er, Bat, McLaurin, Strowd, N. C. 
h Hardy, McM Swanson, 
Bartlett, Ga. Harrison, McRae, Taft, 
Bell, Colo. Hart, Meyer, Talbert, 
Tex. Hatch, iles, Tate, 
Berry, Heiner, Pa. Money, Tayler, 
Bisho; Hendrick, Moody, Terry, 
Boutelle, enry, Conn. Neill, Towne, 
Brown, Howard tey, W. 
Burton, Ohio Howell, 8 Tucker, 
Catchings, H Patterson, Turner, Ga. 
Clardy, Hunter, Payne, Turner, Va. 
Clarke, Ala. Jenkins, Pendleton, 2 — 
bb, 2 PORAN Le ly 
em. ey, egraff, 
Goaper Wis: , Kendall, Poales Wer 
X, Kerr, Powers, Walker, Va. 
Kleberg, Pugh, Walsh, 
Crowley, Knox, Raney, Wanger, 
berson, Kyle, Richardson, Watson, Ind. 
Cummings, Lacey, Russell, Conn. Wheeler, 
zell, Latimer, — sart iaa Wilber, 
De Armond, Lawson, Shafro Willis, 
mny, La: Sherman, Wilson, N. Y. 
Dingley, Leighty, Shuford, Wilson, 
Dinsmo: Lester, pal Seine Wright, 
Dockery, Linney, Southard Y 
Eddy, Little, Southwick, 
Elliott, S. C. Livingston, 8 
par 
NAYS—69. 
Acheson Cousins, Halterman, Perkins, 
drich, . Crowther, erson, Prince, 
Aldrich, III. Crump, Hepburn, Reeves, 
very, Curtis, Iowa tt, Royse, 
Baker, N. H. Curtis, Halle 1 
Belknap, Curtis, N. Y. Hulick, Smith, 
Blue, ‘ord, Huling, Smith, Mich 
Brewster, Danie Hull, tewart, Wis. 
Brumm, De Wi Johnson, N. Dak. Strode, Nebr. 
II. N Kiefer, ulloway, 
Calderhead, Gamble, Leonard, Van Horn 
non, Gardner, Linton, an Voorhis, 
Chickering, Gibson, Long, r, 
N oat. Lo: ner, Watson, Ohio 
. 
r, A erstree! 
Cor! — Nebr. ker, 
NOT VOTING—M5. 
A Cooper, Tex. Miller, Kans. 
Aitken, Cowen, Hooker, Miller, W. Va. 
Avalon Palle Hubbard, = 
ey, ver, u es, 
Arnold, Pa. Dooli Hurley, Miner, N. Y. 
Arnold, R.I. Dovener, Hutcheson, ondell, 
Atwood, wW. ý Hyde, Morse, 
Babcock, Draper. Johnson, Cal. Moses, 
Barham, Ellett, Va. Johnson, Mozley, 
Soer ‘aris, Joy. 2 
Barrett, Fenton, Kirkpatrick, New ds, 
Bartholdt, Fletcher, Kulp, oonan, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Footer Lefever, Northway, 
Beach, Fowler, Leisen: ¥ 
Bennett, Gillett, Mass. Lewis, Ogden, 
Bingham, aamin; Low. Owens, 
Black, Ga. Griswold, Maddox, Pearson, 
Black, N. Y. Grosvenor, M y Phillips, 
wers, Grout, Mahon, Price, 
Broderick, Grow, McCall, Mass. Quigg, 
Bromwell, Hanly, McCall, Tenn. 1. 
Brosius, er, McClellan, Reyburn, 
Buck, McClure Robertson, La. 
Burrell, Hartman, McCormick Robinson, Pa. 
Burton, Mo. Heatwole, McCreary, Ky. Rusk, 
Clark, owa Hemenway, McEwan, Sauerhering, 
Olark, Mo. Henry, ers, 
Cockrell, Meiklejohn, Settle, 
Hicks, ercer, on, 
Cook, Wis. Hilborn, edi Shaw, 


Skinner, Stone, W. A. Treloar, Wilson, Ohi 
Snover, Strong, Walker, Mass. Woodard, j 
Sorg, ulzer, W. Woodman, 
Sperry, Tawney, Well Woomer. 
„ 

ephe: orp, 

Stew t. N. J. — Wilson, Idaho 


The following additional pairs were announced: 

On this question: 

Mr BRODERICK with Mr. MILLIKEN. 

Mr. MERCER with Mr. SKINNER. 

For this day: 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire with Mr. BAKER of Kansas, 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a verification of the 


vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks for a reca- 
pitulation of the vote. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I submit that that is dilatory. 

Mr. HOPKINS. No; that is a matter of right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is going to have the House con- 
vinced on the subject. The Clerk will recapitulate the vote. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I thank the Chair for his candor. 

The vote was recapitulated by the Clerk, and the result was 
announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent to make a proposi- 
tion to the gentleman from Massachusetts, now in charge of this 
matter. As many gentlemen are gone from the Hall, I suggest 
that consent be given that the House adjourn, and that the vote 
be taken to-morrow the first thing after the reading of the Jour- 
nal. [Cries of Regular order!” 

Mr. MOODY. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Illinois 
that if that should be done fhe time would be taken out of that 
which has been allotted to pensions, and this case may take an 
hour or two before we get through. I for one would not feel 
justified in assenting to the gentleman's proposition. 

Mr. CANNON. t the vote be taken Friday morning, then. 

Mr. MOODY. I suggest to the gentleman from Illinois that 
the House has manifested a purpose to take this vote now, and it 
is the obstructive tactics upon the other side that prevent it. 

T The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the resolu- 
ons. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of making 
a 727557 6% motion, the motion that the House adjourn. 

. DALZELL. I make the point of order that that is dila- 


tory. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Speaker has ruled upon that. 

Mr. DALZELL. Not upon this motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not ruled upon that, but he 
will rule. Does the gentleman insist upon his motion? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I should not have made it if I did not propose 
to insist u it. 

The SP The Chair will rule it in order. 

The question was taken upon the motion to adjourn; and the 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I ask for a division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 53, noes 182. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and the yeas and nays were . 
46 mem voting in favor thereof. 

The question was taken; and there were —yeas 60, nays 133, not 
voting 162; as follows: 


YEAS—60. 
Ach Ee Ala Crowther, gra Nebr. iaso Wis. 
Crum: rman, 3 
Aldrich; DL Curtis Towa Hepburn, Otjen, 
Avery, Curtis, Overstreet, 
Belknap, Curtis, N. Y. Hop: 
Bishop, Danford, ‘coward. Reeves, 
Blue, Hubbard, 
Brewster, Dingley, ull, ton, 
Burton, Mo. Foss, Johnson, N. Dak. Smith, 
Calderhead, Gamble, tewart, Wis. 
non, Gardner, Linney, Strode, Nebr. 
Connolly, Gibson, Long, Y, 
Cooper, Wis. raff, Lorimer, Van Horn, 
or Bes, Hadley, h, arner, 
5 Miller, Kans. Wood. 
NAYS—133. 
Abbott, Bull, Dinsmore, Hi Conn. 
Allen, 0 Dockery, ow 
Allen, Utah Catchings, Eddy, Hunter, 
Anderson, dy, Elliott, S. C. Jenkins, 
Bailey, Clarke, Ala. Ellis, Jones, 
Baker, Md. bb, Erdman, Joy, 
ead, g, Evans, Kem, 
Barrett, Cooper, Fla. Fairchild, Kerr, 
Bartlett, Ga. Cox, Fischer, Kleberg, 
Fitzgerald, Knox, 
Bell, Colo. Crowley, Hal, Kulp, 
Beil, Tex. Culberson, H: 8 Kyle, 
Berry. Harrison, Y, 
Boutelle, Dalzell, Hart, Latimer, 
Brown, De Armond, Hatch, Layton, 
Denny, H ever, 


T, Patterson, Spalding, Underwood, 
Little, yne, Spar 
Livingston, Pendleton, Spencer, adsworth, 
t, ickler, 8 ie, Walker, Va. 
pond. nslage: 2 — — W. o 
e P, ‘oole, es, anger, 
ire, Powers, Stone, C. W. Watson, Ind. 
McCleary, Minn. h, Strait, Watson, Ohio 
och, Raney, Swanson, Wheeler, 
M. on, Ri m, Taft, Wilber, 
McLaurin, Russell, Conn. Talbert, illis, 
McMillin, R Tate, Wilson, N. Y. 
McRae, Shafroth, Terry, Wilson, 8. 
Miles, erman, well, Wrigh 
Money, Shuford, Tucker, Y 
Moody, Simpkins, Turner, Ga. 
Neill, Southard, Turner, Va. 
Otey, Southwick, Tyler, 
NOT VOTING—162. 
A Ellett, Va. Leigh ‘burn, 
Aitken, ‘aris, 3 Robertson, La. 
Andrews, Fenton, Lewis, binson, 
Apsley, Fletcher, Linton, 3 
Arnold, Pa. oote, Low. Sauerhering, 
Arnold, R. L Fowler Maddox, Sayers, 
twood, Gillet, N. Y. . Settle, 
Babcock. Gillett, Mass. Mahon, Shannon, 
Baker, Kans, Goodwyn, McCall, Mass. Shaw, 
Baker, N. H. Griffin, ý Skinner, 
Barham, Griswold, McClellan, Smith, Mich. 
Barney, Grosvenor, McOlu: Snover, 
Bartholdt, Grout, McCormick g. 
Bartlett, N. Y. Grow, McCreary, Ky. coe 1 
5 535365 
i T, c an, phenson, 
Black, Ga, Harris, Meiklejohn, Stew: N. J. 
Black. N. V. Hartman. Mercer, Stone, W. A. 
Bowers, Heatwole, Meredith, 85 
Broderick. Heiner, Pa. Meyer, Strowd, N. O 
Bromwell, Hemenway, er, W. Va. ulzer, 
Brosius, Henderson, iken, Tawney, 
paki Henry, 5 RY Tayler, 
Burre ermann, ner, 8 omas, 
Chickering, Hicks, Mondell, Thorp, 
Clark, low: Hilborn, Morse, Towne, 
Clark, Mo. Moses, A 
Cockre Hooker, Mosley, Treloar, 
Coffin, Howe, Newlands, Van Voorhis, 
Colson. uff, oonan, Walker, Mass. 
Cook, Wis. Hulick, Northway, Washington, 
Cooke, Huling, Odell, Welli n, 
Cooper, Hurley, Ogden, White, 
Cowen, Hutcheson, Owens, Wil 
Da; Hyde, Parker, Wilson, Idaho 
De Wi 7 p m, Sy E 1 7575 75 Ohio 
Dolliver, ohnson, rkins, oodard, 
Doolittle, Kendall, ps, Woodman, 
Dovener, Kiefer, Price, Woomer. 
Downing, Kirkpatrick, uigg, 
Draper, Lawson, Y» 


So the motion to adjourn was rejected. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. HENDERSON with Mr. MEYER, for the remainder of the day. 
Mr. HulAxd with Mr. Strowp of North Carolina, for this day. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Iask a recapitulation of the vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair refuses a recapitulation. [Ap- 


lause. 
: Mr. HorKN S. I should like to know why. Is not that a 
matter of right? Mr. Speaker, I demand it, not as a matter of 
privilege, but as a matter of right. 

The SPEAKER. And the Chair denies it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, I should like to know how I am recorded. 
I want to know how I stand, if I can not know how other mem- 
bers stand. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is the way I voted. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to know how I am recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr. LORIMER. My name was called twice, and I do not know 
whether or not I have been recorded. I should like to know 
whether I have been recorded or not. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr. NEILL. Mr. Speaker, am I recorded? 

The SPEAKER. In the negative. 

Mr. NEILL. That is right. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 60, the 5 55 
133. [Applause.] The motion to adjourn is not agreed to. The 
question is now on 1 the substitute proposed by the gen- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy]. 

Mr. MOODY. On that question I ask the yeas and nays. 

The e and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MOODY. May the resolution be read? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before that is read, I desire to make a par- 
liamentary inquiry. Is the resolution which the Clerk is now 
about to read the substitute for the original resolution reported 
by the 8 eget of the committee? 

The SP. . Itis. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the contested election case of John I. Rinaker vs. Finis E. 
Downing be recommitted to the Committee on Elections No. 1, with instruc- 
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tions either to recount such part of the vote for Representative in the Fifty- 
fourth Congress from the Sixteenth Congressional Mistrict of Illinois as they 
shall deem fairly in — a or to permit the parties to this contest, under 
Soy Eraras rane a ap ey wet BA paren ESEN E SN A a ATS 
any ac solutions, 
to the House or otherwise, ne they may deem necessary and oper 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the order of proceeding. 
If this substitute should be agreed to, a vote will then have to be 
taken on the resolution of the committee as amended by the adop- 
tion of the substitute. Two votes will have to be taken. 

Mr. COX. What is the substitute? 

The SPEAKER. It has just been read. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 139, nays 35, not 
voting 176, present and not voting 5; as follows: 


YEAS—139. 
Abbott, Elliott, S.C. Lockhart, Spalding, 
Allen, Miss. Ellie” ud, Spar = 
Allen, Utah Erdman, Loudenslager, Spencer, 
Anderson, Evans, Stahle, 
Bailey, McCleary, Minn. Stallings, 
Baker, Md. Fischer, Julloch, Stok 
khead, Fitzgerald, 0 Stone, C. W. 
tt, Ga r, McLaurin, Strait, 
Bartlett, Ga. Hall eMillin, Swanson, 
Bell, Colo. Hardy, McRae, Taft, 
II. Tex. Harrison, Miles, Talbert, 
erry, Hn Money, Tate, 
eel Hatch, oody, Tayler, 
Boute lo, Heiner, Pa. Neill. Terry, 
rown, Hendrick, 7. Towne, 
Brumm, He Conn. Otjen, Tracewell, 
Burton, Obio Howe Patterson, Treloar. 
Catchings, Hubbard, yne, Tucker, 
lardy, Hunter, Pendleton, Turner, Ga. 
Clarke, Ala. Pickler, Turner, Va. 
Cobb, Jones, Pitney, ES 5 — 
Codding Kem. Poole, nderwood, 
Cooper, Fla. Kendall, Powers, A 
Crisp. Kerr, gh, alker, Va. 
Crowley, Kleberg, Raney, z 
Crowther, Knox, Richa ger, 
Culberson, Kulp, Russell, Conn. Watson, Ohio 
Cummings, Kyle, Russell, eeler, 
Dalzell, Lacey, Scranton, ilber, 
De Armond, Latimer, Shafroth, illis, 
nny, 7 Sherman, Wilson, N. X. 
Dingley, Leighty, Shuford, Wilson, S. O. 
Dinsmore, ter, Simpkins, Wright, 
Dockery, Little, Sou r 
dy, gS Southwi 
NAYS—35. 
Acheson, Wis. Hainer, Nebr. Prince, 
Aldrich, III. X opkins, Reev 
Avery, Curtis, N. Y. Joy, Smith, 
Belknap, Danford, Leo Stewart, Wis. 
Blue, Daniels, Linney, Thomas, 
Brewster, Foss, Lorimer, Van Voorhis, 
II. Gibson, Marsh, arner, 
Calderhead, Graff, Minor, Wis. Wood. 
Cannon, ey, Murphy, 
NOT VOTING—1%6. 
Adams, Doolittle, Hyde, 
Aitken, Dovener, Johnson, Cal. Perkins, 
Aldrich, Ala. Downing, Johnson, Ind. Phillips, 
Andrews, 1 8 Johnson, N. Dak. ice, 
Apsley, Ellett, Va. iefer, nigg, 
Arnold, Pa. Faris, Kirkpatrick, y: 
Arnold, R. I. Fenton, wson, Re burn, 
‘Atwood, Fletcher, Lefever, Robertson, La. 
Babcock, Foote, ise “ Robinson, Pa. 
Baker, Kans. Fowler, Lewis, Royse, 
Baker, N. H. Gamble, Linton, Rusk, 
Barham, Gillet, N. Y. Long, Sauerhering, 
rney, Gillett, Mass. Low, Settle, 
Bartholdt, Goodwyn, Maddox, Shannon, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Griffin, . Shaw, 
ch. Griswold, Mahon, Skinner, 
Bennett, Grosvenor, McCall, Mass. mith, Mii 
in r Grout, McCall. Tenn. Snover, 
Black, N. Y. row. McClellan, Sorg, 
Bowers, r. McClure, porig, 
Broderick, iterman, McCormick. Steele, 
Bromwell, Hanly, McCreary, Ky. Stephenson 
us, Harmer, McEwan, Stewart, N. J. 
Buck, Harris, McLachlan, ne, W.A. 
Burrell, Hartm. Meiklejohn, Strode, Nebr. 
Burton, Mo. Heatwole, ercer, Strong. 
Chickering, Hemenway, Meredith, Strowd, N.C. 
Clark, lowa Henderson, Miller, Kans. Sulloway, 
Clark, Mo. Henry, Ind. Miller, W. Va. Sulzer, 
Coc. Hepburn, Milliken, Tawney, 
Coffin, Hermann, Min Thorp, 
Colson, Hicks, Miner, N. Y. Tracey, 
8 Hilborn, Mondell, Van Horn, 
k, Wis. = Morse, Wadsworth, 
Cooke, II. Hitt, 085, Walker, Mass. 
Cooper, Tex. Hooker, Mozley, ushin 15 
orli Howard. Newlands, Watson, Ind. 
Cousins, Howe, oonan, Welington, 
Cowen, Huff, Northway, White, 
Crump. Hulick, dell, Wi 
Curtis, Iowa Huling, Ogden, Wilson, Idaho 
Dayton, ull, Overstreet, Wilson, Ohio 
De Witt, Hurley, Owens, Woodman, 
Dolliver, Hutcheson, Parker, Woomer. 
PRESENT AND NOT VOTING—5. 
Black, Ga. Meyer, Sayers, Woodard. 
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So the substitute was agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

On this question: 

Mr. Royse with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. Watson of Indiana, 

For the remainder of the day: 

Mr. Coruiss with Mr. HOWARD. ‘ 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to withdraw my vote. I am paired 
with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE]. 
If he were present, I should vote in the affirmative on this resolu- 
tion. I announce myself as present in order to make a quorum, 
if necessary. A 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Iam paired with the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. J 5 If he were present, I should vote ‘“‘aye.” 
I wish my presence recorded. ‘Teh 

Mr. COX. While I am paired with the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Hirt] on this vote, I want to be recorded as present. 


Mr. MEYER. I am paired with the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HENDERSON]. I wish to be recorded as oer 
e gentleman from West 


Mr. WOODARD. Iam pared with ; 
Virginia [Mr. MILLER]. Ihave answered present,“ and desire 
to be so recorded. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, can I have a recapitulation of 
the vote? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can, because the vote is very 


ose. 

The vote was recapitulated. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the recorded vote is 139 in 
the affirmative, 35 in the negative, and present 2. In addition 
there are present the following gentlemen, 12 in number: Mr. 
HEPBURN, . PARKER, Mr. Lone, Mr. SAYERS, Mr. WOODARD, 
Mr. MEYER, Mr. Burton of Missouri, Mr. BLACK of Georgia, 
Mr. Cox, Mr. Cousins, Mr. GAMBLE, Mr. TRACEY. 8 

A quorum being present, the ayes have it and the substitute 
resolution is agreed to. [Applause.] 5 

The question is on W to the resolution as amended. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Hopkins) there were—ayes 146, noes 21. 

Mr. HOPKINS. No quorum. 

Mr. MOODY. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a parliamen- 
tary question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARRETT. The House having voted to recommit this 
matter with instructions, which, although proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts as an amendment or substitute, was 
not an amendment or substitute, but simply a parliamentary 
motion, I ask whether or not it is nec that a vote should be 
had on the resolution as amended by this motion of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. The gentleman from Illinois having 
failed to vote, and then makes the point of no quorum, is it not a 
lar proposition that it is a dilatory motion? [Laugh- 
ter. 

The SPEAKER. If it were a motion the Chair would pronounce 
it dilatory. 

The Clerk will proceed with the roll call. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 137, nays 13, 
present and not voting 33, not voting 172; as follows: 


YEAS—137. 
Abbott, Curtis, Kans. Jenkins, Neill, 
Allen, Miss. s N Jones, Otey, 
Allen, Utah ell, Joy, Otjen, 
Anderson, De Armond, Eon Parker, 
Bailey, Denny, Kendall, Patterson, 
Bankhead, Dingley, Kerr, Payne, 
tt. Dinsmore, Kleberg, Pendleton, 
Bartlett, Ga. Dockery, Knox, Pickler 
Bell, Colo. ddy, Kyle, Pitney, 
Bell, Tex. Elliott, S. C. Lacey, Poole, 
55 55 
0} man, m. 
Boutelle, Evans. Leighty, Raney, 
Brown, Fairchild, ester, Ric. 
Brumm, Fischer, Little, Russell, Conn. 
Bull, Fitzgerald, Livingston, Russell, 
Burton, Ohio Gardner, khart, jhafroth, 
Catchings, Hall Loudenslager, Sherman, 
S e A e a 
8, leary, i 
Cobb, Hart, McCulloch, Southard 
Codding. pa K. McDearmon, gournwick, 
Cooper, Fla. endric eMillin, ding, 
Henry, Conn. McRae, Sparkman, 
Crowley, Howe. Miles, Spencer, 
berson, Howell, Money, e, 
u 3 


Stewart, N.J. Tayler, FD deed Willis, 
Stokes, Terry. nderwood, Wilson, N. Y. 
Stone, C. W. Towne, Updesrstt, Wilson, 
Strait, Tracewell, alsh, Wright. 
Sw: Treloar, Wanger, 95 
Taft, Tucker, Watson, Ohio 
Talbert, Turner, Ga. Wheeler, 
Tate, Turner, Va. Wilber, 
NAYS—13. 
Ach Danford, Johnson, N. Dak. Wood. 
Aldrich, Daniels, arsh, 
Bre i Foss, Minor, Wis. 
Crump, Gibson, Warner, 
NOT VOTING—205. 
Ad Dolliver, Johnson, Ind. Prince, 
Aitken, Doolittle, Kiefer, igg, 
Aldrich, Ala. Dovener, Kirkpa‘ A 
Andrews, Downing, Kulp, ves, 
Apsley, Draper, Lawson, Reyburn, 
Arnold, Pa. Ellett, Va. Lefever, Robe eon a 
Arnold, R. I. Faris, nring, Robinson, 
twood, Fenton, Leonard, Se, 
Bahorck 5 Pheer Sauerhering, 
inney, nerhe 
Baker, Kans, Fowler, Linton, Sayers, 
Baker, Md. ble. Long, Scranton, 
ker, N. H. Gillet, N.Y. Lorimer, Settle, 

r Gillett, Mass. Loud, Shannon, 
Barney, Goodwyn, Low. Shaw, 
Bartholdt, Graff, Maddox, Skinner, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Griffin, Mahany, Smith, 
Beach, Griswold, Mahon, Smith, 
Belknap, Grosvenor, McCall, Mass. Snover, 
Bennett, Grout, McCall, Tenn. Sorg, 
Bingham, Grow, McC) Sper A 
Black, Ga. Hadley, McClure, Steele, 
Black, N. Y. Hager, cCormi Stephe: 
Blue, Hainer, Nebr. McCreary, Ky. Stewart, 
Bowers, Halte cEwan, Stone, W. 
Broderick, Hanly, Lach Strode, Nebr. 
Bromwell, Harmer, McLaurin, Strong. 
Brosius, Meiklejohn, Strowd, N.C. 
Buck, Hartman, Mercer, Sulloway, 
Burrell, Heatwole, Meredith, ulzer, 
Burton, Mo. Heiner, Pa. Meyer, Tawney, 
Calderhead, Hemenway, Miller, Kans. Thomas, 
Cannon Henderson, Miller, W. Va. Thorp, 
Chickering, Henry, Ind. Milliken, Tracey, 
Clark, Iowa Hepburn, es, Van Horn, 
Clark, Mo. Hermann, Miner, N. Y. Van Voorhis, 
Coc! Hicks, Mondell, 01 
Coffin, Hilborn, Morse, Walker, Mass. 

lson. Moses, Walker, Va. 
Connolly, Hitt, Mozley, Washin 

k, Wis. Hooker, Murphy, Watson, Ind. 

Cooke, III. Hopkins, Newlands, We 
Cooper, Tex. Howard, Noo White, 
Cooper, uff, Northway, Willia 
Cousins Huling, Ogden Wilson! Ohio” 

‘ousins, x en, m, Ohio 
Cowen, Hull Overstreet, 
Cox, Hunter, Owens, N 
Crowther, Hurley, Pearson, Woomer. 
Curtis, Iowa Hutcheson, Perkins, 
Dayton Hyde, Phillips, 
De Witt, Johnson, Cal. Price, 


So the resolution as amended was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the names of members 
present and not voting. 1 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. BELKNAP, Mr. MEYER, Mr. REEVES, Mr. SNOVER. Mr. BEACH, Mr. 


HAINER of Nebraska, Mr. GAMBLE, Mr. SAYERS, Mr. BURTON of Missouri, 
Mr. STRODE of Nebraska, Mr. WOODARD, Mr. Cox, Mr. 


Mr. HILL. I am paired with Mr. MCCALL of Massachusetts, 
and desire to be recorded as present. 

Mr. HULICK. I did not vote when my name was called, but 
wish to be recorded as present. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I am paired with the gentleman from 
Indiana, Mr. JOHNSON, and desire to be recorded as present. 

Mr. ME I am paired with the gentleman from Iowa, Mr, 
HENDERSON, and desire to be recorded as present. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I desire to be recorded as present. 

7 KU LP. I am paired with Mr. Hicks, and withdraw my 
vote. 

Mr. LORIMER. I find, Mr. Speaker, that I am recorded as 
having voted. I did not vote when my name was called, and de- 
sire simply to be recorded as present. 

Mr. pa ERS. I withdraw my vote, and wish to be recorded as 
present. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman wiil state it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is a motion to adjourn now in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

The Clerk will read the names of those oun 

The names of those voting were recapitulated by the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 137, the nays 


are 13, present and not voting 33. So, a quorum being present, 
the resolution as amended is agreed to. 
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Mr. MOODY. I move to reconsider the last vote, and to lay 
that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that order will be made. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I object. 

Mr. LACEY. In that event, Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a 
parliamentary 1 a 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LACEY. The resolution having been to recommit, and 
having now been voted on a second time, is not the second vote 
substantially equal to a reconsideration, the second not having 


P The SPEARER 

The SP . The Chair thinksif the point had been raised 
when the resolution was originally presented as a substitute for 
this question it might have been good. 

Mr. LACEY. I make the point now. 

The SPEAKER (continuing). But pork pom not having been 
made, and the proposition having been voted upon asa substitute 
before the question was raised, the Chair thinks that a motion to 
reconsider is the best way to meet it. As many as are in favor of 
. the motion—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. As I understand the rule, when a matter 
has once been before the House and been recommitted, it is not 
in order to bring that matter again before the House by a motion 
to reconsider. I think the rule is expressly that way. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Chair has ruled upon that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON (continuing). That the matter can not be 
brought back after it has been once, by a vote of the House, recom- 
mitted. Iam satisfied the rule is that way. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I think that matter is covered 
by a special rule of the House. 

Mr. RIC ON. I refer, Mr. Speaker, if the Chair will 
allow me, to item 2 of Rule XVIII. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I call attention to the second 
paragraph of Rule XVII. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has that rule. The Chair does not 
think that rule applies to a matter like this, unless the gentleman 
can cite some authority. The Chair will hear whatever authority 
there is on the subject. 

Mr. RI SON. Iam very much inclined to be governed 
by the decision of the Chair, and if the Chair will announce his 
conclusion in the matter, it may be satisfactory to myself, having 
raised the question 

The SPEAKER. Without undertaking to decide, if the gentle- 
man desires to cite any authority, the idea of the Chair is that 
this rule was intended to apply to cases of formal reference, for 
instance, reference after a first reading. Those matters are not 
to be brought back upon a motion toreconsider. The Chair thinks 
the rule was intended to cover a first reference, the policy of the 
rules of the House of Representatives having always to cause 
5 be referred to a committee before action by the 
House. e opinion of the Chair is that the rule was intended to 
cover such cases as that, and not cases where a report has been 
made by a committee and the matter is sent back with instruc- 


tions. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, It may be that the Chair is correct in the 
ranna, sad Iam not now inclined to raise the question any fur- 
ther; but it occurred to me that it came within 5 of 
the rule which I have cited, and that, like a motion to adjourn, it 
would executeitself upon being ordered and not be subject torecon- 
sideration. Still I will not press it. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I should like to add in this con- 
nection that that section of the rule has nothing to do with this 
motion to reconsider. The — h referred to merely says that 
the papers shall not be brought back into the House upon a mo- 
tion to reconsider. If a bill had gone to the Senate, for instance, 
it would have to be brought back before a motion to reconsider 
could be entertained; but this merely means that the motion to 
reconsider can be entertained while the papers themselves are lit- 
erally in the custody of a committee. I gest that this section 
of the rule does not refer to the matter under consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] to lay on the table the 
motion to reconsider. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOPKINS demanded a division. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 130, noes 4, 

Mr. HOPKINS. No quorum. 

Several MEMBERS. Count, Mr. S. er. 

The SPEAKER (having coun the House). One hundred 
and eighty present. The ayes have it, and the motion to recon- 
sider is laid on the table. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I challenge the correctness of 
the count and ask for tellers. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair di the challenge of the 
gentleman from Illinois. [Applause. 


aaron MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
ourn, 

The motion was agreed to. 
f 55 (at 8 o’clock and 42 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. MORSE, from the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. R. 8072) to provide for a commission on the subject of 
the alcoholic liquor traffic, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a bey sock (No. 1789); which said bill and report 
2 Sth! to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

BI Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee on Mili Affairs: 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 161) for the relief of James P. 
Veach. (Report No. 1780.) 

The bill (R. R.6118) granting Gould P. Austin, of Phebus, Va., 
permission to erect a building upon the Government reservation 
at Fortress Monroe, Va. (Report No. 1781.) 

By Mr. STALLINGS, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
Mog an to increase the pension of John E. Gullett. (Report 

o. 1782. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 7827) granting a pension to Joseph Buckle. (Re- 
port No. 1783.) 

The Ul (Gate iene t eno 55 on Invalid Pensions: 
e ) en SS act granting a pension to Geo: 
D. Noble.” (Report No. 1784.) fag 

By Mr. PI „ from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 8639) granting a pension to Matilda A. Higgins, 
(Report No. 1785.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 1534) granting a pension to Ida Wiederhold, 
oe hill H. R. 7154) ension to Irene M. Chase, 

e bi e granting a pension me M. 
dependent sister of Abner W. Chase. (Report No. 1787.) 
apts 1 153) granting a pension to Clara V. Shaw. (Re- 
port No. N 
By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
a 1788 8706) granting a pension to Elizabeth Jordan. (Report 

0. 5 

By Mr. NEILL, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A resolution (House Res. No. 327) to refer the bill (H. R. 1053) 
for the relief of James Erwin, of McBee Landing, Marion County, 
Ark., with all the accompanying papers, to the Court of Claims, 
reported in lieu of House bill No. 1053. (Report No. 1791. 

A resolution (House Res. No. 328) to refer the bill (H. R. 3859) 
to pay Laurena Opp, sole and only heir at law of Reuben Opp, 
for property taken and oo Bes from the said Reuben Opp by 
the troops at Helena, Ark., rie, Sacer war of 1861 to 1865, 
with all the accom more papers, to the Court of Claims, reported 
in lieu of House bill No. 5859. (Report No. 1792. 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(S. 814) entitled “An act for the relief of John W. Gummo,” 
(Report No. 1793.) 

By Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 6276) to authorize the Postmaster-General to 
credit the account of James A. Sexton with the amount of funds 


stolen. rt No. 1795.) 
The bill (S. 1075) entitled “An act for the relief of the heirs of 
D. Fulford.” (Report No. 1796.) 


The bill (S. 652) entitled “An act for the relief of Nancy E. 
Day, administratrix of the estate of James L. Day, deceased.” 
(Report No. 1803.) 

By Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R. 7500) to grant a pension to Mrs. Keturah Wilson, widow 
of James Wilson, deceased. (Report No. 1797.) 

By Mr. WILSON of New York, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs: The bill (H. R.5389) for the relief of Robert Kennish. 
(Report No. 1798.) $ 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (5:000) 
entitled. an act for the relief of C. B. Bryan & Co.” (Report 

o. 1799. 

By Mr. HANLY, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(S. 837) entitled “An act making an appropriation for the benefit 
of the estate of William Moss, deceased.” (Report No. 1800.) 

By Mr. DENNY, from the Committee on Claims: 

The bill (S.1555) entitled ‘An act for the relief of the sufferers 
by the wreck of the United States revenue cutter Gallatin off the 
coast of Massachusetts.” (Report No. 1801.) 
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The bill (S. 1083) entitled “An act for the relief of H. 
Plant, of the District of Columbia.” (Report No. 1802.) 

By Mr. SNOVER, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (S. 


838) entitled “An act for the relief of George F. Roberts, admin- 
istrator of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, surviving 
er of Thayer Bros., and others.“ ( rt No. 1804.) 
By Mr. WOODARD, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(S. 3121) entitled “An act for the relief of Mrs. Emma D. Larsh 
and Charles M. Larsh.” (Report No. 1805.) 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XII, Mr. DENNY, from the Committee 

on Claims, adversely (Report No. 1794) the bill (H. R. 

4647) for relief of Howard Ellis; which said bill and 8 were 
laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
pE has following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 8914) providing for the collec- 
tion of debts on Indian reservations in Oklahoma Territory—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 8915) to donate 4 condemned 
cannon and 16 cannon balls to Grand Army post of Hudson, 
Mich.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 8916) granting condemned 
cannon and balls to Kilpatrick Post, No. 71, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Holyoke, Mass., for monumental purposes—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. EDDY: A bill (H. R. 8917) to protect bona fide pur- 
chasers of lands from railroad companies to which the companies 
alin to obtain a title—to the Committee on the Public 

n 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8919) to provide for the 

ent of final decrees of the supreme court of the District of 
Belumbis under an act entitled An act to provide a permanent 
system of highways in that of the District of Columbia lying 
outside of cities,” approved March 2, 1893, for continuing the sys- 
tem of trunk sewers in the District of Columbia, for . aoe 
the system of sewage disposal and protection against fl an 
fox other to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 8957) donating condemned can- 
non and condemned cannon balls to Victor Post, No. 293, Grand 
Army of the Republic, at Fort Dodge, Kans.—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LOW: A joint resolution (H. Res. 184) authorizing and 
requiring the e of War to contract for the building of the 
Harlem 5 ills Canal, New York City—to the Committee on Rail- 
ways an x 

Mr. HENDERSON: A resolution (House Res. No. 325) fix- 
5 May 19, 1896, for the consideration of bills reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary—to the Committee on 


Rules. 

By Mr. DANFORD: A resolution 3 Res. No. 329) asking 
the Committee on Rules to set apart Monday, May 18, for consider- 
ation of bills reported by the Committee on Immigration to the 
Comunittee on Rules. 

By Mr. JOY: A resolution (House Res, No. 330) to pay Noah L. 
Hawk, acting assistant deputy t-at-arms, the sum of $300 

annum in addition to his pay as Capitol policeman—to the 
8 on Accounts. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A memorial of the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts in suppor of the Monroe doctrine—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a memorial of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts rela- 
tive to the granting of pensions to soldiers and sailors confined in 
Confederate prisons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, Feit bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK (by request): A bill (H. R. 8918) extending 
to Simon Carmody the provisions of an act approved February 
13, 1895, relating to the settlement of outstanding claims against 
os ~~ of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 

umbia, 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (E. R. 8920) for the relief of Wil- 
liam H. Bickerstaff, of Walker County, Ala.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.8921) for the relief of H. W. Jones, of Tusca- 
loosa County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. B of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 8922) for the relief of 
Henry C. Smith, late of Company B, Eleventh Regiment i 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


By Mr. BENNETT: A bill (H. R. 8923) 
Annie Fowler—to the Committee on Invali 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 8924) for the relief of Samuel 
Edington, of Monroe County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 


Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 8925) for the relief of the estate of 
iliamson 


ting a pension to 


Pensions. 


County, Tenn.—to the 
. R. 8926) to remove the 


N. E. Perkins, deceased, of W 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill 
charge of desertion against Hiram Parsons, of Douglass, 
E By Mr EDDY, A bill (HR. 8027) granting a pension to Julia 

A : R. gran a on 
E. G. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 8928) to increase the pension of 
John H. pill (H. H. the 3 on AUE. 8 a 

Also, a R. 8929 @ pension phen Thomp- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 8930) for the relief of Eva 
J. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8931) granting a pension to U. L. Daniels—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8932) to increase the pension of W. H. H. 
Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8933) for the relief of Peter C. Lawyer—to 
aa Goima e Fee peo to Sophia Ka 

o, a bi aa 3 ing a pension to i oll—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 8 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8935) pronen a pension to James C. Wil- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HADLEY: A bill sa R. 8936) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of John R. Butler—to the Committee on 

By Mr. McDEARMON: A bill (H. R. 8937) for the relief of 
Elam Cooper, of Lauderdale County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R.8938) for the relief of Mrs. S. A. 
Johnson, Desha County, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R.8939) for the relief of E. 
J. Sullivan, of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 8940) granting a pension to 
Caroline Buehler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 8941) to increase the 
pension of Magnus D. Slack, late sergeant, Company K, Thir- 
teenth Michigan Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R.8942) to pension Ann Maria 
Meinhoefer, widow of Lewis Meinhoefer, Company B, Forty-first 
New York Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5 SPENCER: A bill (H. R. 8943) for the relief of Emmit 
Hicks, deceased, late of Claiborne County, Miss.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8944) for the relief of Mrs. Ann M. Brown, of 
Claiborne County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: A bill (H. R. 8945) for the relief of Sarah 
A. Kempinsky—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. V. VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 8946) to grant an hon- 
mine discharge to John A. White—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 
By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8947) to increase pen- 
aon of Mrs. Rhoda A. Connell—to the Committee on Inyalid 
ensions. 
By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 8948) for the relief of John 
T. Green to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8949) for the relief of Isiah Y. Jones, of 


Franklin County, Ala.—to the Committee on War > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8950) for the relief of James Massey, of 
Franklin County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8951) for relief of the estate of William J. 


Thomson, deceased, late of Franklin County, Ala.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8952) to refer claim of F. W. Waugh tothe 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 8953) for the 
relief of A. O. Garvin, of Union County, S. C.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8954) for the relief of Isaac Peeler, of Union 
County, S. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8955) for the relief of A. J. Byars, of Union 
County, S. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8956) for the relief of William Lockhart, of 
Union County, S. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

_ By Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8958) for the re- 
lief of David Ingram, of Itawba County, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8959) for the relief of Dr. O. R. Early, of 
Lowndes County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following 5 and papers 
o 


were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of the United States Maimed Sol- 
diers’ League, for an increase of the pensions of those who lost an 
arm or a leg or were totally disabled in the war of the rebel- 
lion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the McKeesport (Pa.) Board of 
Trade, favoring the erection of a public gases yy that place—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petition of residents of 
State College, Center County, Pa., advocating the adoption of 
the metric system—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 


res. 

By Mr. BARHAM: Petition of citizens of Fort Jones, Cal., for 
favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class matter, and bill No. 838, to reduce letter 
8 the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

B . COUSINS: Petition of the Grand Army of the ublic, 
Department of Iowa, urging the passage of the bill to establish a 
national military park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Committee on 


ey Affairs. 

3 Rte lag of Tane: 5 of 8 RAM $ the 
ublic post, Department of Iowa, favoring the passage of House 

bill No. , for a national military park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to 

the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of Mrs. M. S. Milliken and others, 
of rp ra Order of Good Templars of Washington, D.C., for 
the establishment of an inebriate home and hospital in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of 202 composers of music and pro- 
— musicians, citizens of the United States, against any 
change in the copyright law which will compel the manufacture of 
music in the United States as a condition of copyright security— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the Boston Chamber of 
Commerce, Boston, Mass., in favor of better immigration laws— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolutions of the Paint and Oil Club of New England; 
also of the Boston Merchants’ Association, favoring the bill which 
provides for the establishment of a department of commerce and 
manufactures, introduced in the Senate on March 9, 1896, by Sen- 
ator Frye—to the Committee on Manufactures. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Merchants’ Association; also of 
the New York Board of Trade and Transportation, asking for the 
pamage o! the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the 

udic 2 ; 

Also, yaeciutions of the Commercial Club of Boston, Mass., 


favoring a currency immovably founded on the gold standard—to 
the Committee on Banking an 8 

Also, petition of the Massachusetts Horticultural Society of 
Boston; also of the Bay State Agricultural Society of Boston, in 
relation to the distribution of seeds by the Department of Agri- 
culture—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. GROUT: Resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade 
of St. Johnsbury, Vt., favoring the passage of the Southwick 
convict-labor bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Papers to accompany House bill for 
the relief of Eva J. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, 

Also, r to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Boia Bral to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

„paper to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
James C. Wilson—to the Committee cn Invalid Pensions. 

Also, feet to 3 House bill to increase the pension of 
W. H. H. Adams to the 5 on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
U. L. Daniels to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: Resolutions of J. H. Danseur Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Lagrange, Ind., favoring a service pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McEWAN: Petition of the Congregational Association 
of New Jersey, comprising churchesin New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 

land, District of Columbia, and Virginia, asking that prompt 
aid be extended to Armenian Christians—to the Committee on For- 


eign Affairs. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Petition of Lucy, Kate, and Molly B. 
Petty, of Culpeper County, Va., praying reference of their war 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Remonstranceof A. C. Goddardand others, 
against military training in the public schools—to the Committee 
on Education. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: Petition of J. Henry Baker and William 
L. Baker, heirs of Moses Baker, deceased, praying reference of 
their claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. SCRANTON: Resolution of the Scranton (Pa.) Clerks’ 


Association, No. 127, favoring Government control of the tele- 
graph—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SPALDING: Paper to accompany House bill to pension 
Mrs. Ann Maria Meinhoefer, widow of Lewis Meinhoefer—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Benton, III., 
in favor of the passage of House bill No. 4566, relating to second- 
class mail matter, and bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

cs Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petition of United States Maimed 
Soldiers’ League, for increase of pensions of maimed veterans— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Old National Bank, Grand Rapids, Mich., 
praying for favorable action on House bills No. 838 and 4566, to 
amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TOWNE: Petition of certain residents of West Duluth, 
Minn., for legislation against the manufacture of alcoholic bever- 
ages in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 


trict of Columbia. . 

By Mr. WHEELER: Papers relating to the claim of B. S. 
Dempsey, of Floyd County, Ga. to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. WHITE: Petition of citizens of Medora, III., favori: 
the passage of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, relating to the Ptal 

laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, May 14, 1896. 
Prayer by Rev. Hudn Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
in n 


motion of Mr. GIBSON, and by unanimous consent, the 
see of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed 
wi 
DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill (H. R. 6256) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Navy to furnish to George F. Fuller Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Manistique, Mich., a condemned cannon, 
was passed by the Senate 8 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider will be 
entered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of oe ig net ye by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, requested the Senate to return to the 
House the resolution agreeing to the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill E R. 5731) to regulate the practice of medicine and 
surgery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish persons 
violating the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The meane also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 708) to increase the pension of Albert Ellis; 

A bill (H. R. 1185) granting a pension to Rachel Patton; 

A bill (H. R. 3189) to increase the pension of John S. Cochenour; 

A bill (H. R. 3448) authorizing the county of Navajo, Territory 
of New Mexico, to issue bonds for the construction of a court- 
be aa n 1 895 goant apricot pa : 

i . R. 5105) to abolis ys of grace on promissory not 
drafts, etc., iñ the District of Columbia; and p reer 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 180) for the relief of Ex-Naval Cadet 
Henry T. Baker. 

VISITORS TO WEST POINT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Gray and Mr. SEWELL 
members of the Board of Visitors on the part of the Senate to at- 
tend the next annual examination of cadets at the Military Acad- 
emy at West Point, N. Y., under the requirements of section 1327 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

VISITORS TO ANNAPOLIS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. BLACKBURN and Mr. 
HALE members of the Board of Visitors on the of the Senate 
to attend the next annual examination of cadets at the Naval 
Academy at Annapolis, Md., under the requirements of the act of 
February 14, 1879. 

PRACTICE OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the request of 
the House of Representatives to return to the House its resolution 
agreeing to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5781) 
to regulate the practice of medicine and surgery, to license phy- 
sicians and surgeons, and to punish persons violating the provi- 
sions thereof in the District of Columbia; and by unanimous con- 
sent the request was ordered to be complied with and the resolution 
returned to the House, 
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LIEN FOR FREIGHT ON IMPORTED MERCHANDISE. 

Mr. FRYE. Yesterday, when we reached on the Calendar the 
bill (H. R. 6836) to amend section 2981 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States as amended by the act of June 10, 1880, the in- 
dication on the Calendar was that the bill had been reported from 
the Committee on Finance without any recommendation, and 
under those circumstances the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT] moved the reference of the bill to the Committee on Com- 
merce. The fact is that the Committee on Commerce a long 
while ago—two months ago, at least—favorably reported the bill. 

Mr. PLATT, The Senate bill? 

Mr. FRYE. The Senate bill. Later the other House passed a 
bill exactly like the Senate bill, and when it came from the House 
I asked that it might take the place of the Senate bill on the Cal- 
endar. That was agreed to, and the Senate bill was indefinitely 
postponed. I now ask that the action of the Senate yesterday, by 
which reference of the bill was made to the Committee on Com- 
merce, may be reconsidered. 
$ The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 

ered, 

Mr. FRYE. The bill was read yesterday. It is eminently 
proper and right, being recommended deacon fs by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and as it will take but a minute, I ask that it may 
be put on its passage. 

Mr. HILL. What is the bill about? 

Mr. FRYE. It relates to the general average and charges of 
steamboat carriers. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 13th instant approved and signed the act (S. 1904) toregu- 
late marriages in the District of Columbia. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Daughters 
of the American Revolution, praying for the publication of the 
records and papers of the Continental Congress; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Trades and Labor 
Assembly of Sandusky, Ohio, praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 5118 to authorize money-order t-offices to receive 
money on deposit; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. LODGE 5 the petition of Harry Farmer and 11 other 
citizens of the District of Columbia, praying that Frank J. Met- 
calf, who was injured in the Ford Theater disaster, be awarded 
a larger amount for his injuries than that granted to him by the 
Ford Theater Commission; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


PRINTING OF SECRETARY CARLISLE’S SPEECH. 


Mr. VILAS. I move that the speech of Hon. John G. Carlisle, 
made before the workingmen of Chicago, April 15, 1896, a copy of 
which I hold in my hand, be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (for Mr. BRICE), from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4275) 
to increase the pension of Mrs. Annis H. Enochs, widow of Gen. 
William H. Enochs, from $20 to $50 per month, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1601) to amend the military 
record of John S. Evans, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1381) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of Patrick Larkin, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2742) for the relief of Charles Fletcher, alias James H. 
PUTRE, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 756) to correct the military record of William Kiser, of 
Noble County, Ind., submitted an adverse report thereon, which 
was agreed to; and the bill was es indefinitely. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


was referred the bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension 
to Mrs. H. J. Kiernan, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


bill (H. R. 1109) granting a pension to Elizabeth Marshall, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 1784) to increase the pension of Ann Catherine Hull, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the Library, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2509) to authorize the erection of 
a statue of the late President Abraham Lincoln at Gettysburg, 
edd reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3087) to incorporate the National Society 
of Colonial Dames of America, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R.248) empowering and directing the 
Secretary of the Navy to furnish four pieces of condemned can- 
non 5 the city of ings, Mich., reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7816) for the relief of John S. Burwell, 
administrator of the estate of A. L. Burwell, deceased, asked that 
the committee be dischar from the further consideration of 
the same and that the bill be referred to the Committee on Claims; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. C DLER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3122) for the relief of 
Bridget Lane, reported it without amendment, and substituted 
a report thereon, 

DISCRIMINATING DUTIES, 


Mr. CAFFERY. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3040) to protect commerce, 
and for other purposes, to report it back with a recommendation 
that the committee be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. President, the bill in question is substantially a bill to au- 
thorize the President of the United States, by proclamation, to 
levy discriminating duties in certain cases. Those cases are wher- 
ever any foreign country levies any discriminating tax or duty 
against the products of the United States or increases its bounty 
or premium upon its own exports coming into the United States, 
It provides that the President be authorized by proclamation to 
state that fact, and, after the proclamation, that the Secretary of 
the Treasury be required to ascertain the exact amount of dis- 
criminating duty in the one case, or the eat pale bounty or pre- 
mium in the other, and after the amount and nature of the duty 
or bounty be accurately ascertained, that the President be author- 
ized to impose just such countervailing duty or tax as will offset 
or equalize the discriminating duty or bounty levied by the for- 
eign country. I will state that the recent action of the German 
Reichstag emphasizes, in my opinion, the necessity of some legis- 
lation of the kind proposed in the bill reported back by me. 

The Committee on Commerce considered that the subject- 
matter of the bill was one beyond their jurisdiction. The bill 
relating, although indirectly, to finance and tariff, was, as they 
considered, beyond their jurisdiction, and came within the juris- 
diction of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. President, I will read from Willett & Gray’s Daily Sugar 
Trade Journal, published in New York, of the issue of May 12 
1896, the following: 

GERMAN BOUNTY. 

The Reichstag passed th -bount 
1 . — of y= on TAW end an: SORTEA geet e ay an i rosende 
in place of 3 marks and 4 marks, respectively,as last proposed by committee. 
The new rates fe bounty on raws of 27 cents per 100 pounds, against pres- 
ent bounty of cents per 100 pounds, and gives bounty on granulated of 

cents per 100 pounds, against present bounty of 21} cents per 100 pounds. 

‘aking into account the amount of raw sugar required to make 100 pounds 
of granulated, the new rate will be equal to 30 cents per 100 pounds on raws, 
against 38} cents per 100 pounds granulated, or, say, 8} cents per 100 pounds 
more bounty on refined than on raws, against present difference of 6 cents 
per 100 pounds. With a smallsavingalso in pa duties, the new law shows 
a total reduction in American refiners’ present protection of, fey Sh conte 
per 100 8 or one thirty-second of a cent p mnd, which is cient 
to call for a countervailing duty on the t of the United States. 

The immediate effect of the passage of this bill is to increase the value of 
the present stock and si pronucnons of refined to August 1, when the new 
law takes effect, as it will cause a heavy demand for refined in German 
meanwhile, to avoid the in 
marks per 100 kilograms. 
Under the action of the McKinley law, German raw sugar was 
imported into this country under the stimulus of the export 
bounty of Germany to a very great extent. Since raws were 
placed upon the tariff list and a tariff of 40 per cent was made for 
differentials on refined not so many raws have been exported. 
The export article of late has mostly been of refined. However, 
in that statement I do not pretend to be entirely correct, but it is 
safe to say that under the operation of this new law proposed by 
the German Reichstag, to take effect upon the 1st of August next, 
the nascent and growing sugar industry of the Northwest, of Ne- 
braska, California, Utah, and other States, will be entirely de- 
stroyed, because the export bounty under this new pro law 
of the Reichstag will be increased nearly a hundred per cent. 


consumption tax from 18 marks to 
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Mr. GEAR. Is theSenator able to inform us what is the pres- 
ent export bounty or premium on sugar in Germany, and whatis 
the bounty? i 


. CAFFERY. The present bounty is about 32} cents, and 
this increases it 27 cents, about 100 per cent. The present bounty 


on ulated is increased from 21 marks to 38} marks. 
GEAR. irty-eight marks on how much? 
Mr. CAFFERY. 100 ds. 


Mr. GEAR. That would four dollars and some cents. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Ishould have said cents instead of marks. 
This is the quotation: 

The new rates give bounty on raws Siero st sg hos — s against pron 


boun: 
against present — — per 100 pounds. 

I am authorized by the committee, from which I report the bill 
back to the Senate, to request prompt action on the parvof the 
Finance Committee on this very important measure. Iam not 
authorized to say, nor do I say, that the committee is entirely in 
favor of the bill. The only expression is that they are in favor of 

pt action, and I think it is due to the 3 threatened by 
German law that some prompt action be taken by the Congress 
of the United States. f 

Mr. President, in view of the fact that I am occupying the floor 
by the courtesy of other Senators, I shall not detain the Senate 
long, but I say the whole sugar industry is threatened with de- 
struction by the os increase of bounty by the German Reich- 
stag. The industry is already laboring undera 8 many 
burdens, and I think it is meet and proper that the gress of 
the United States should not permit a great industry like this to 
be destroyed by the discriminating action of af country. 
That discriminating action has already driven out of tinental 
Europe all cane sugars, and if permitted it will destroy in the 
United States the industry upon which one-half of the people of 
my State gain their sustenance. Not to say anything about the 

ibility of the growth of the sugar ind upon the Pacific 

ope and in the Northwestern States, there is a State already where 

this industry has taken deep root whose eer is threatened 
with destruction by the action of the German Rei 3 

I do not propose at this moment to discuss the features of the 
bill. I do not propose to dwell upon the point whether the Senate 
of the United States can take cognizance of such a bill. But I do 
want to direct the attention of the Senate and of the country to 
the fact that something is due to our home a in the way 
of protection against the hostile action of a foreign country. 

he VICE-P. IDENT. ‘The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3147) granting a pension 
to Priscilla Wetterman; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 3148) granting a pension to 
Susan Buck; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 3149) for the relief of James 
T. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 3150) authori the Presi- 
dent to appoint Lieut. Robert Platt, United States Navy, to the 
rank of commander; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 3151) granting a sion to 
Alice V. Cook, of St. Paul, Nebr., invalid daughter of John Y. 
Cook, deceased, late of Company D, Eighth Re t Kansas Vol- 
unteer Infantry; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be 


by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
an itten On: Militery Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 


JOHN S. HARRIS, 
Mr. CARTER submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections: 


Resolved, That the Secre 
and directed to pay to Hon. John S. Harris, late a Senator from Lo 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. GIBSON. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 2147) establishing additional regulations concerning immi- 
gration to the United States,in order that I may submit some 


remarks u it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland asks 
unanimous consent to call up the bill indicated by him, that he 
may submit some remarks in accordance with previous notice. 
Is objection? The Chair hears none. 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator from Maryland 
will allow me, I wish to state that the regular order is the Du Pont 
case, and by unanimous consent it is understood that that will be 
set aside ily in order that the Senator from Maryland 
may make a speech; but if the discussion should be prolonged, I 
would have to object. 

Mr. ALLISON. As I understand the agreement, it was that 
after the river and harbor bill was disposed of, and after the rou- 
tine business of this morning, the Du Pont case was to be taken up 
and proceeded with and voted upon at 5 o'clock on the second day, 
unless sooner di of. 

Mr. FAULKN No; at Flock of the second day. 

Mr. GRAY. At5o’clock; notsooner. The proposition to vote 
a rejected, so that everybody might be here at the hour 


nam . 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I do not see the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who is in charge of the District of Co- 
Iumbia appropriation bill, in his seat; but I wish to give notice 
that if no one wishes to a upon the Du Pont case after the 
Senator from Maryland finished his observations, that appro- 
priation bill will be called up. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to make an inquiry before this 
matter is passed over. There is a dispute as to the exact time we 
are to vote upon the Du Pont case. 

Mr. MIT of Oregon. Five o'clock to-morrow was the 
time fixed. 

Mr. CULLOM. Not before that hour? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Not before that hour. 

Mr. GORMAN. I appeal to Senators to allow my colleague to 


proceed, 

Mr. MITCHELLofOregon. Certainly; the Senator from Mary- 
land has obtained unanimous consent to submit his remarks, and 
I ask that then the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], who 
is anxious to make a speech of some three-quarters of an hour on 
the same subject, be permitted to do so, and after that the Du 
Pont case will be taken up and proceeded with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit to the Senate 
the request of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. The 
Senator from Oregon requests that the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. NELSON] be 5 to address the Senate after the Sena- 
tor from Marylan 5 Grsson] shall have concluded. 

Mr. GORMAN. ith the distinct understanding, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that immediately thereafter the Du Pont case is to be taken 
up and proceeded with according to the agreement entered into 


ral : 
3 MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 


Mr. GORMAN. So that the vote upon the amendment to the 
resolution and the resolution itself shall be taken at 5 o'clock to- 
morrow evening. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That we shall proceed with the 
Du Pont case until 5 o’clock to-morrow, and then we shall pro- 
ceed to vote on it; but what particular vote it shall be is a matter 
to be determined at the time. 

Mr. GRAY. It is a vote to dispose of the case of Mr. Du Pont 
one way or the other; to admit him or reject him. That was the 
understanding. 

RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. GIBSON. Iask that the bill (S. 2147) establishing addi- 
Sonal regulations concerning immigration to the United States 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill called up by the Senator 
from Maryland will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill (reported by Mr. LODGE from the 
Committee on Immigration February 18, 1896), as follows: 


of the and contract labor acts, be, and hereby is, amended by 
ann teed the classes of aliens from admission into the United $ 

e ow: 7 

First. over 11 years of age who can not read and write the 
language of their native country or some other „except that an 


language 
ogee person not so able to read and write who is the parent or grand nt 
anadmissible i — accompany or be sent for by such — — 
Second. For the N of testing the ability of the immigrant to read 
the foregoing section, the in: aoe m officers shall 
8 


slips, each 


slips of but one language, and the immigrant may desi: te the language 
hall ad igre fe Te- 


quired to draw one of said slips from the box and read, and afterwards write 
out, in full view of the immigration officers, the five lines prin 


board slips, and in the case of each excluded immigrant shall keep a certified 
immigrant failed to 
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Mr. Samuel Gompers, president of the American Federation of 
Labor, which has an aggregate membership of 652,300, says: 


While, in my opinion, it may be necessary to restrict immigration in some 
cases, American workingmen are reluctant to impose any restraint upon the 
natural right of a man to choose his own place of abode. 


Mr. Morse, secretary of the International Machinists’ Union of 
America, says: - 

This trade is not much affected by the influx of alien labor. The foreign 
elements chiefly affecting the engineering trade are the Swedes and Ger- 
mans. 

“Swedes and Germans” are of the class of immigrants com- 
mended by the author of this bill as being those desirable. 

Mr. O'Keefe, editor of the Knights of Labor Journal, says that 
this order does not object to immigration in the abstract, but 
does object to immigration induced by representatives of steam- 
ssa" comprai or their agents. 

. Anderson, general secretary of the Philadelphia Operative 
Bricklayers’ Union, with 36,000 members, states that this trade 
has no song feeling against immigration. It may injure the 
trade here and there, but in the mass he thinks it does no harm. 

Mr. P. J. McGuire, general secretary of the United Brother- 
hood of Carpenters and Joiners, says that his society is divided 
on the subject of foreign immigration, some being in favor of one 
and some of another bar of restriction; but in his opinion, as he 
says, the more thoughtful men among the members think that 
5 in the past has really made the country what it is. 
He believes that New York changes its labor population every few 
years, men who have been there some time moving out and being 
replaced by newcomers. e 

G. W. Perkins, president of the Cigar Makers’ International 
Union, of 30,000 members, says a large number of immigrants 
have come into the cigar trade. Of these, many are Germans who 
at first are socialists, but who gradually become good trades- 
unionists. A considerable number of Russian Jews have of late 
years come into the trade, but wages do not seem to have been 
reduced in c uence. On the con , they seem to have in- 
creased in the well-organized centers of the trade. 

The New York State branch of the American Federation of 
ae sitting in Albany, reported among other things the fol- 

lowing: 

That while believing in the necessity of greater efficiency in the adminis- 
tration of the immigration department, we nevertheless hold that extreme 
radical measures of restriction would be contrary to the spirit of our times 
and the welfare of our country. Natural and wholesome immigration has 
been the source of unbounded benefit to our country, and our vast natural 
resources are such as would easily support many times our present popula- 
tion. We wish to condemn the old Know Nothing sentiment which 
uses the immigration question as apretext. The same spiritattempts to rise 
from the dead through this blind clamor and again bid defiance to the irresist- 
ible tread of industrial and progress. 

The Junior Order of American Mechanics, of 160,000 members, 
calls itself a patriotic fraternity. In its declaration, among other 
things, it asserts: 

We aftirm a warm and hearty welcome to all rion par who desire to 
better their condition and become a part and parcel of our nationality, but 
we have not one square inch of room for the anarchists, the socialists, or 
nihilists, or for any one who is not willing to vow allegiance to that flag 
which is powerful enough to shield and protect them as well asus in the 
exercise of our religious and civil liberty. 

Among the opinions of statesmen and economists on this sub- 

ect, Dr. Charles W. Eliot, President of Harvard University, 
good enough to say: 

I believe every healthy and honest man, woman, or child brought into this 
country to be an altogether desirable addition to the resources of the United 
States. Consequently, I think that immigration should not be restricted. 
except by rules intended to keep out paupers; eri and persons afflicted 


with incurable or con ous diseases. to the contract-labor law, it seems 
to me a stupid piece of de ogic barbarism. More laborers, skilled and 
unskilled, are just what this -occupied continent needs. 


Mr. Edward Atkinson, whose writings on economic questions are 
well known, in an article the drift of which will be gathered from 
its title, ‘‘ Incalculable room for immigrants,” says: 

It seems almost pusillanimous to refuse a refuge to the oppressed and tothe 
industrious and capable for fear the institutions of this country may suffer. 
If we can not deal with one-half of this great continent, of which the re- 
sources are as yet hardly even known, will not this prove that our capacity 
is not yet equal to our opportunities? 

These labor organizations, therefore, do not favor any such pro- 
por restrictive and prohibitive 7 8 as proposed by this 

ill, or a consular inspection, or a high head money tax. ey, 
although subjected to the competition of new labor forces, have 
no voice to raise against the admission of alien immigration. 

This law has been strenuously enforced ever sinceits enactment, 
and the good effects of it are discernible each year in the dimin- 
ishing number of immigrants coming to our shores. By this bill 
it is proposed to make a new class of excluded immigrants, adding 
to those who have just been named the totally ignorant.” Pau- 
pers, diseased persons, convicts, and contract laborers are already 
excluded. Three of this class, paupers, diseased persons, and con- 
victs, of course we do not want and will not have under any cir- 
cumstances. The bill excluding contract laborers has excluded 
the best of the class of ee who would come to this coun- 
try, the skilled laborers. ether this is wise it is not my pur- 
pose now to consider. Now we propose to exclude the next best 


class of laborers under the educational test. It is not the learned 
and the refined, it is not the doctors, lawyers, and professional men, 
whom we look for in the immigrant ship, nor yet the dilettante of 
the youth of southern Italy, who frequent the Olympic games, or, 
breathing fresh ee from their curly locks, with their lily fin- 
gers pat the red brawn of the gladiators in the arena and bet their 
sesterces upon their head, but we do want the strong, clean-limbed, 
ruddy-cheeked, vigorous, young, and healthful toilers who are 
willing and able to carve out with their own good right hands the 
way to fortune and to favor in the land of their adoption. Uned- 
ucated they may be, not able to read or write in their own tongue 
or in that of any other, but not bad hearted; poor in purse, Put 
not paupers. 

We will educate these immigrants when they get here. We 
will find the task less difficult to make a homogeneous mass of these 
people, adapting them to our customs and to our pu than 
if they had preconceived notions from the education which they 
had received abroad. We do not want them partial to the learn- 
ing and culture of Europe. We do not want an importation of 
men with ideas hostile to our native civilization. Inthe composite 
population of this Republic we will have a nation of Americans, 
pec to our own civilization. While it may not be home born 
and home bred exclusively,” in their hearts there will have grown 
opa spirit which will make them the faithful bodyguard of our 
liberties, who would be“ driven into the sea at the point of the 
8 before they would renounce one principle of our Consti- 

on. 

Let us for a moment, Mr. President, consider the class of unedu- 
cated who came into our ports in the year 1895. Since the er 
of this act of Congress referred to there has been a marked decrease 
in the amount of immigration to this country. Immigration for 
the year 1893-94 amounted to 285,631, and for the fiscal year 
1894-95 to 258,536, a decrease of 27,095, thus showing the smallest 
immigration since 1879. Nearly a quarter of the kalian immi- 
grants who have arrived at the port of New York lately have been 
debarred admittance to the country. Commissioner Senner says 
the wholesale detentions are having a deterrent effect on Italian 
immigration. As an instance of this, he says the steamship Hes- 
peria, which has a capacity for 1,500 immigrants, is bringing only 
200 to this port. I ask, Mr. President, to have made a part of 
my remarks Table No. 7 of the report of the Commissioner- 
General of Immigration, by which it appears that, owing to our 
healthful laws, immigration has decreased from the countries 
usually furnishing the greatest number of immigrants. 


TABLE NO. 7.—Showing the increase and decrease, by nationalities, of immi- 
grants arrived during the fiscal years ended June 50, 1894 and 1895. 


In- De- 
Countries of nativity. 1894. 1895. cronda. oronbo: 
Austria-Hungary: 
Bobemia, Moravia, Galicia, and Buko- 

. -| 6,147 6,207 
Hungary 14,700 15,200 
Other Austria 17,791 | 11,898 

Belgium 1. 1,058 
Denmark 5,003 3,910 
3,080 2, 628 |. 
F 53,989 | , 173 
Greece 1,356 597 
Italy 42,977 | 35,427 |. 
Netherlands 1, 820 1,388 |: 
Norway 9,111 7,581 |. 
Portugal 2,196 1, 452 |. 
Roumania. 729 523 |. 
88,725 | 33,232 
land 2,553 2,675 
Poland 1,941 790 
Spain... 925 50 
Sweden. 18,288 
Switzerland... 2,905 
298 
, 748 
„231 
772 
60 
052 


e S A ENTE AT 109 
A a TE Ei T A A 32 
E EA E E E A EA 2,601 
Other West Indies 576 


British North American Possessions 


258, 538 | 24,458 | 51,548 


From the foregoing tables it appears that during the last fiscal 
year 258,536 immigrants arrived in this country. Of these, 256,117 
were landed and 2,419 were debarred and deported at the expense 


1896. 
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of the various steamship lines transporting them. Of those de- 
ported, 694 were under contract to perform labor in this country 
made previous to their arrival and 1,725 were deported as coming 
within the prohibitions of the act of March 8, 1891. 

In addition to the above, 177 immigrants who had been landed 
were returned to the countries whence they came, having become 

ublic charges within one year after their arrival in the United 

tates. The latter were returned at the expense of the steamship 
lines bringing them if the cause of their having become public 
charges existed prior to landing; otherwise at the expense of the 
immigrant fund. y 

It is gratifying, says the Commissioner-General of Immigration, 
to be able to say that— 

We know of no immigrant landed within a P Banal who is now a burden upon 
any public or private institution. Theclassof immigrants has been of a good, 
healthy, and hardy character, well qualified to earn a livelihood wherever 
3 were required. They comprised both skilled and unskilled 

Now let us see in this last importation of 1895 how they 
were and how many paupers there were because of their illiteracy: 

The money we know they actually 8 with them amounted to $4,125,- 
723, but as the immigrant is only requ: to satisfy the inspector as to the 
amount when under $30, he is not required to disclose any above that amount; 
yet with some it is reasonable to suppose that the nar actually brought 
very much exceeds that reported, as in many instances they bring compar- 
atively e sums to invest in small business enterprises or to purc 
lands and build homes for their families in the New World. Experience 
shows that this amount could be safely multiplied three or four times. 

Multiply, therefore, the four millions, as ascertained that they 
actually brought, by four, and we find that instead of bringing 
four millions they brought sixteen and a half millions. 

Of the 152,000 immigrants arriving at the port of New York 
during the six months ended June 30, 1892, more than $3,060,000 
was brought in, one man bringing with him $25,000 and another 
$10,000. Multiply these as stated by Commissioner-General Stump 
and we have nearly twelve and one-half millions in 1892. An inci- 
dent showing the amount of money brought to this country by 
aliens was disclosed at Ellis Island when upon searching an im- 
migrant it was ascertained that he had more than $10,000 in his 

ssion, although at the time of preliminary inspection he had 
ee the officers that he had no money whatever. The junior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], arguing from the re- 
rt of the committee, claims that the immigrants who would 
ve been shut out by the illiteracy test are those who bring less 
money to the country and come most quickly upon public or pri- 
vate charity for support. And yet the class of immigrants com- 
ing in within the two years referred to, though largely illiterate, 
added to the material wealth of the United States twenty-eight 
and one-half millions. 

In summarizing the results of the committee’s investigations, 
which have been fully set forth in their report, as referred to by 
the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts, it is found that 
he claims that the illiteracy test will bear most heavily upon 
the Italians, Russians, Poles, Hungarians, Greeks, and Asiatics. 
These are the immigrants the educational test will keep out, while 
the consular-inspection bill could not keep them out; whereas, 
judging from a letter addressed to me, under date of April 16, 1896, 
the American Anti-Semitic Association, Brooklyn, N. Y., pro- 
tests most loudly against the educational test, claiming that this 
would let in the classes that ought to be kept out, as all of these 
can read and write. They demand equally loudly the passage of 
the Stone consular-inspection bill. Now, as between the Russian 
Jews themselves and the Senator from Massachusetts, on this edu- 
cational test being effective, who is right and who is wrong? The 
Russian Jews ought to know! 

The letter is as follows: 

BROOKLYN, N. Y., April 16, 1896. 

HONORED SIR: We respectfully beg to call your attention to the inclosed 
resolutions, passed at the regular monthly meeting of the American Anti- 
Semitic Association. 

Advices received from Washington say that a powerful Jewish lobby, pre- 
tending to represent the German-American voters, is at work to prevent the 
passage of effective laws that would hinder the immigration of their own 
ee eee. 


Public opinion calls for effective measures. The educational-test bill will 
not exclude the Russo-Polish Jews. They all read and write the Hebrew 


‘on. 
jargo indorse the consular-certificate bill for the countries of eastern and 
southern Europe. 
; Shall ths Rothschilds and Hirschesscore another victory against the Amer- 
ican people 
Yours, vi re ‘ull FR. JO. GROS 
eee The President o rie 
E. F. EISEN; 
Chairman of Committee. 
To the Honorable Senator CHARLES H. GIBSON, 
Washington, D. C. 


AMERICAN ANTI-SEMITIC ASSOCIATION, 
Brooklyn, N. Y., April 16, 1896. 
PROTEST AGAINST THE JEWISH IMMIGRATION. 
Resolutions passed at the regular monthly meeting of the A. A. A. 
Delegates from branch o tions were present. 

Whereas the present laws for 5 the objectionable Russo Jewish im- 
migration have proven entirely insufficient, and the moral and social danger 
of a continuous ux of these people is strongly agitating the public mind; 


Whereas in a history of over two thousand years the Jews have never 
shown an example of assimilation with other nations, and the presence of 
this people, alien in race and religion, striving after the financial and politi- 
cal supremacy in the Christian countries of the world, is creating serious 
disturbances everywhere: 

Resolved, That we protest Rng up the passage of the McCall educational 


test bill as entirely inadequa debar these people, nearly all of them being 
able to read and write the Hebrew jargon. 

Resolved, That we favor the Stone consular-certificate bill for the countries 
sending us this undesirable immigration, namely, Russia, Austro-Hungarian 
Empire, Italy, Roumania, Servia, Bulgaria, Turkey, Asia, and Africa, with 
the ctions to the United States consulates abroad. 

E. AUG. LEHUERMANN, 
The Secretary of the A. A. A. 
E. FINDEISEN, 
Chairman of Committee. 


Mr. President, if the United States intends to close our portals 
to foreign immigration entirely, if we pro to say that we have 
enough of foreigners on our shores, and that we do not want any 
more and will not have any more, well and good; let us say so. 
No objection under the law of nations can be made to our so doing. 
If we are going to surround ourselves with a Chinese wall, over 
which none save the anointed children of education shall climb, 
under the specious claim of protection to American labor, as in the 
past we have undertaken to build a like wall for the protection of 
American manufactures, then let us do it, and take the conse- 
quences. But we will not put ourselves, I take it, in suchan atti- 
tude to the rest of the civilized world. 

If our purpose springs from a fervent desire to benefit the peo- 

le by restricting immigration, then we must look for some more 

1 pene and practical means than this measure now under con- 
sideration. This bill will not accomplish it. Of all the proposed 
legislation before the Senate of the United States within my ex- 
perience, nothing is further removed from wisdom and justice than 
this. Itis undemocratic, 1 un-American, and has no 
health in it. It is barbaric and cruel; in its operation it will sep- 
arate families and divide those among them who may be able to 
read and write from those who can not. It is a standing menace 
to the future of the West and South; it will keep out from the 
8 immigrants who are desired and will admit those who are 
not. 

The uneducated laborer, whose strong muscles and willing- 
ness to work we are in need of, will be driven back, while the 
communist and socialist, and loud-mouthed and filthy anarchists 
who labor with their tongues, demagogues, et id omne genus, be- 
cause they are able to read, will be allowed to come in—eyil fel- 
lows who work not themselves, but who foment discord and dis- 
content among workingmen, who, if left to themselves, would be 
good ae These are the educated class whom this bill would 
admit. 

The question of restricting immigration into the United States 
is not anew one. It has been the subject of legislation hereto- 
fore. We have all the laws we want. in some parts of the world 
there are too many people for the work there is to be done, and in 
other parts there are not enough. Whenever these conditions 
arise the excess of laborers in one part of the world seeks the ex- 
cess of labor in the other part. The process began with the begin- 
ning of time and will continue to its end. Our present position 
among the nations is greatly due to it. If the increase of our pop- 
ulation had been dependent upon the excess of persons born and 
growing to maturity over those dying, it is quite safe to say that 
its number would not be more than half, possibly not more than a 
third, of what it now is. Instead of having more than 70,000,000 
of people within our borders we would have only 40,000,000, or 
perhaps only 30,000,000. 

A great part of what has been done to open up our country and 
develop its resources would have remained undone. It would 
have been impossible without the aid of the strong and willing 
laborers coming to us from the old countries to have made a great 
part of the West fit for the homes of the splendid population 
which now enjoys it. The thousands of miles of railroads that 
cross and recross our country in every direction, annihilating dis- 
tance and making those who live in the remotest parts neighbors 
to all the rest, could not have been built. The commerce carried 
by the agency of these roads would not have sprung up and the 
numerous and happy villages and cities created and supported by 
it would have no existence. Without the men who have sought 
homes on our shores our mines would have remained unopened, 
our canals undug, and many of our useful industrial works un- 
performed, 

Without them our people might still have skirted the slopes of 
the Alleghanies; the western boundary of our civilization might 
still be on the east side of the Mississippi, and the wide expanse 
yond might still have remained the re of the buffalo and 
the hunting ground of the savage, where the rank thistle nods 
in the wind, and where the wild fox digs his hole unscared! The 
downfall of this great and glorious Republic from any cause, at 
any time to which the most farsighted can now look forward, is 
nota matter of dread to me. But if in the dim, mysterious future, 
mercifully made impenetrable to our gaze, there should come a 
period when this country, the pride of her own people and the 
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admiration of the world, shall endure the lot of all thi 
„ the causes of its downfall immigration 
‘ound. 
Mr. Jacob Riis says: 


perish- 
not be 


rform for its own protec- 
Americans, and next into 
i 1 the light of freshly 


swarthy Italian, — she Russian Jew, that excited distrust. To-morrow 
be the Arabor 


It has been the wise policy of our Government to welcome the 
immigration of all classes of laboring men. For a time it was 
wholly unrestricted, and as long as the flow was natural, consist- 
ing of a stream of hardy, healthy, and honest men and women, 
coming of their own accord, no restriction was required; but 
when advantage was taken by organizations in various parts of 
Europe of the lack of laws in this country . 
tion to ship paupers, cripples, diseased persons, whom they wished 
to get rid of, and criminals, proper measures were y taken 
by our Government. 

I am opposed to the passage of this bill and am unwilling for it 
to become alaw. It isnot needed. The spirit that presided at 
its birth and now urges its passage is illiberal and un-American. 
It is the same spirit that spread its baneful influence over the 
country some forty years ago, which apparently died out; but 
which again shows sign of pernicious activity; and the bill is 
worthy of its originators. It appears to be general in its purpose; 
but is certainly aimed at the poor andignorant alone. It is care- 
fully drawn, and is accompanied by a report containing numerous 
tables prepared to show the necessity for its enactment. The 
classes especially aimed at by it are the Bohemian, the Russian, 
the Italian. These are declared to be unfit to land on our shores 
and to become our fellow-citizens. 

But— 

Says the New York Journal of Commerce— 


ence has shown that no aliens coming here have done the country bet- 
ter service, and they have been among the most peaceable of the people. 


Three arguments are presented why this bill should become a 


W.: 

First. The selfish one that if the people excluded by the bill are 
allowed to come in they will compete with Americans for work 
and lower their wages. 

Second. That such immigrants are idle and vicious, and likely 
to be a plague and burden to the community. 

Third. That they are alien and inferior, and if allowed to mix 
with our people will deteriorate them and lead to national deca- 
dence and ruin. 

It does not require much consideration of the first argument to 
arrive at the conclusion that it is wholly groundless and no reason 
at all. The best proof that unrestricted immigration does not 
tend to reduce wages is the fact that at the present day, after all 
these years of unrestricted immigration, the wages of the work- 
ingman in this country are higher and the hours of daily labor 
shorter than ever before. It needs only a superficial uaintance 
with the nature of wages to show that they do not decrease as 

pulation increases, land has a greater number of inhabi- 
Bats per square mile than Germany, and yet wages are higher in 
England than in Germany; and the same relation again exists be- 
tween Germany and Russia. It is principally the skill and pro- 
ductiveness of the laborer that determines the rate of wages. As 
long as there is room in this country for both skilled and unskilled 
labor we should welcome every man that is willing to work. 

And again, labor unions, which more than ever before in the 
world watch over the interests of workingmen, by direct or in- 
direct methods effectually prevent the undercutting of wages. 
The rise and fall of wages due to obscure causes may occur, and 
be without remedy, but if it is caused by nothing else than com- 

tition among the workingmen themselves, labor unions may be 
epended upon to regulate it. But competition between laboring 
men of the class affected by this bill and Americans will never 
be, for skilled labor and unskilled labor work in different fields, 
too far apart for the higher class to be interfered with or jealous 
of the lower. As compared with the laborers of the class affected 
by this bill, all Americans are skilled laborers. They seek the 
shops, factories, foundries, machines, railroads, engine rooms, 
bridge and iron constructions, and other places where special 
aptitude, training, and acquired skill give larger value to their 
labor, There is no danger that he will overstock the market or 
that there will be more of him than there is demand for. In the 


Tron Trade Review of Cleveland there is an article calling atten- 
tion to the scarcity of skilled men. And in all the departments 
where their work is needed there is an increasing instead of a de- 
call for such workmen. 

e Bohemian, Russian, and Italian must take and are glad 


creasin 
But 


to take the meaner sort of occupations—street sweeping, sewer 
cleaning, the digging of ditches and drains, the of exca- 
vations, the outdoor work about mills and factories, which does 
not require skilled labor or special training, but only strength and 
industry—menial service, peddling, waiting in hotels and restau- 
rants, fruit selling, knife grinding, toy and image making, and a 
great many other things which Americans do not seek and will 
not willingly undertake. All of these, together with many indoor 
yee bse ae such as cigar es making, fall to the share 
of the newly landed, poor, and illiterate immigrants. Americans 
do not want such work. Hebrews, Russians, and Italians do 
want it; and the reason for their coming is that they may get it. 
They are the only persons to do it, and their presence here is a log- 
ical et 
Thesecond reason alleged why this bill should pass is that these 
people are idle and vicious. The argument seems to be that poor 
and ignorant 1550 f are idle and vicious; that these people are poor 
and ignorant, and therefore are idle and vicious. I admit these 
ple are poor and ignorant both, but even if they are it does not 
ollow as a consequence that they must be vicious. A writer in 
the Forum of July 1, 1892, well o 
That no sensible man will deny or underestimate the value of knowledge 
or education, but they do not form the only criterion to judge the worth of 


aman. Virtue and patriotism are not vileges belonging exclusively, or 

even preeminently, to wealth and learning. Scoundrels — — possess a fair 

education, so far as it can be . in schools or from books, and an edu- 

588 8 ae practical workings, may not prove to be what is expected 
y voca! 


Governor John Page, of Virginia, 


t 3 Patrick Henry as 
saying: Natural parts are better than all the learning on earth.” 
And, indeed, the experience of all men is that the poor and igno- 
rant are far from being necessarily bad, and it is a cruel and. 
wanton injustice to make such a charge against them. 

The tables in the report accompanying this bill show that there 
are a great many juvenile offenders whose parents, one or both, 
are foreign. But the census of 1890 shows that one-third of 
our people are children of ts one or both of whom came 
from another country. So it does not follow that these juvenile 
offenders are only of Russian, Bohemian, or Italian origin. They 
may be of other foreign parentage. In this respect the tables are 
estate. insufficient, and valueless to prove the charge made 
by the advocates of this bill against this c of immigrants. 

It may also be remarked, in ing, that the term “juvenile 
offenders” may include little chaps who have been arrested for 
playing ball in the streets, for being impudent to a majestic cop, 
or for trespassing u forbidden grass. The offenses, at any 
rate, can not be very heinous. 

It will be instructive to hear what is said of this class of immi- 
grants by persons who have made a study of them. Tissot, a 
well-known French writer, says of the Russians: 

There is nothing more gentle, more humane, than the Russian sants, and 


murders are much less frequent in the Muscovite country districts than in 
the streets of Berlin and Paris. Be 


In the consular reports published by the State Department in 
1890 Italians are thus spoken of: 


He gives the police no trouble; the criminal statistics of New York show a 
diminution in tal of 


20,000 arrests 
Of the 794 arrests of Italians, but 17 were women. 
some respects may not be a very desirable fraction of the population, but it 


owledge of the 
These peop y the peasant farmers of Calabria—vigorous in body; 
if illiterate, not stupid; if poor, not paupers; intellectually above the 8 
so far as native powers are concerned. I was able to among 1,075 immi- 
grants not one dweller inan Italian haps all were peasants 3 in Italy. 
As the Irish took the unskilled work off our hands a quarter of a century 
and the French Canadian came to relieve the Irish, it is now the Italians who 
have come to relieve the Canadian French. It is impossible to e 
cities, without unskilled labor, 


te. If we get 
the illiterate immi t, we also get the bone and sinew of Europe. What 
manner of men and women ensue depends in part on the environment which 
this country supplies. 

You in the U States get our better industrial lower class. We could 
not get our tramps to go if we wanted to. You will find an improvement in 
the Italian immigrant of the future, I think, because education in Italy is 
now compulsory, as it is in most of European States to-day. All the younger 
ones can now and write. 

How easily these immigrants fall into American manners one must haye 
noted who has observed the effect of one or two years of American life on 
the abject and underfed reo crm Between this adaptability on the 
one hand and an intense nationality on the other hand, it can easily be seen 
that Italians who lose their grip of Italy will speedily get a powerful Ameri- 
can bias. Their children, at least, are likely to be good citizens of the Re- 

ublic, perhaps in many cases as valuable as the descendants of Gallic or 

‘euton stock. Variety of stock must itself strengthen the race whose 
energies already express the best results of the combination of northern 
races. As the Latin stock contributed not a little to German vigor, may not 
the same stock reenforce the new nation on this side the sea? 
immigration is from the province of Turin. From 

ds in Calabrian immi- 
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Naples is the most densel ulated city in Europe, many a village of 
Calabria sends to the United tates more 6 is not cities that 
are contributing to the cities. 

Mr. Landis, of Vineland, who has had most extensive dealings 
and intercourse with the Italians, both in their country and in 
this, says: 

In the settlement of Italians of Vineland there is a population of 1,000 Ital 
jans, about 6 to 12 in a family. There are in this Italian colony 200 owners of 

d; ee average about 20 acres each. I sold the land on credi 


mainly. e occupants invariabl for their places and get on well. 
Since 1871 these Italian families have RA about $20 9 of 


Italian race, crops out even in their agriculture. Their e are taste- 

fully treated; their interiors are attractive; their agricult utensils are 

ape but they move forward on touching land inthe New World. One- 
the Italians in the Vineland settlement can read and write. 

The testimony that I have been able to collect relative to the 
Hebrews exhibits their character inan equally favorablelight. I 
quote from the Forum, volume 16, page 172: 

Those who are willing enough to admit our indebtedness toimmigration in 


le . 

Jews are a temperate people, and the saloon is not likely to become an 
element in their or political life. * * * 
Page 178: 


Jewish immigration is free from the objection so commonly inst 
immigration in eral, that it increases crime and pauperism. The Jewisn 
quartersin New York, although more densely populated than any other tene- 
ment-house district, is rarely the scene of scrious brawls or disturbances. 
Policemen are rarely seen there, and these find but little demand for their 


bl 
names. This is princi; owing to their temperate habits, while their stron; 
x 3 wives and children. prorat family Gor 
of civil courts and 


kw 
only 5 Jews. The superintendent of the workhouse says that a Jew is sel- 
dom brought back a second time. T has never been a Jewish woman in 
the workhouse. In the 3 at Albany there are only 2 Jews among 
700 prisoners. There is I Jew prisoner in each of the penitentiaries of Syra- 
cuse, Rochester, and Buffalo. 

The Anti Immigration e of Boston has published a mass 
of statistics intending to show that Italians, Hungarians, Rus- 
sians, and Poles are less desirable immigrants than those coming 
from other European countries, but from the Massachusetts re- 
ports the character of these people is doubtless thé same here as 
in other States, so that the facts of their criminality, insanity, and 
pauperism, com with Sre poopie of other parts of Europe 
which are found here, will hold all over the 8 Take the last 
report of the Massachusetts State prison, in the official year ended 
September 30,1893. There were 140 commitments. Of those com- 
mitted, 97 were native born, and of those born abroad, ꝭ came from 
the British provinces, 15 from Ireland, 7 from England, 1 from Scot- 
land, 1 from Wales, 3 from France, 4 from ea fi 1 from Germany, 
1 from Austria, 1 from Sweden, and 1 from Finland. Italy and 
Austria, the countries complained of as furnishing the worst im- 
migrants, contributed only 5, and Russia and Poland none of those 
committed. This looksasif these objectionable people were really 
the desirable ones. 

Take the last report of the State reformatory for the same offi- 
cial year. The commitments during the year were 185, of whom 
only 11 came from Austria, Italy, Poland, and Russia together. 
There, once more,the case against the south and east of E is 
so much reversed as to make the figures of the league look ridicu- 
lous. 

Take, once more, the birthplace of prisoners committed to all 
the jails and houses of correction in the State of Massachusetts for 
the same year. The total was 11,824, of whom only 177 came from 
Italy, Russia, Poland, Austria,and Hungary. There, again,is by 
far the best showing for these people who are principally aimed 
at by the league as the rest of our immigrants. 

In a notice published last year in a New York paper Mr. William 
Lloyd Garrison, takes issue with those who 5 restriction of 
immigration as desirable, quoting the authority of Dr. Senner, the 
immigration commissioner of New York, who has kept a record of 
what becomes of the foreigners who land at that port. Mr. Gar- 
rison denies that it is the “dregs and offscourings of Europe” that 
land upon our shores. ‘‘On the contrary, it is not the poorer class 
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of European cities who emigrate to America, but the harder work- 
ing people from the rural districts. But even if all immigration 
were seriously objectionable, it would still amount to only one 
family added to a preexisting hundred every five years. Ourinsti- 
tutions must have lost their vigor if they can not subjugate ot per 
cent of elements the most unruly during the term prescribed as 
the preparation for citizenship. Even if they come to be massed 
ar oe in groups that are pangrunualy un-American, they have 

the environment of our educational system and our laws, and 
these have accomplished greater transformations than that of 
Hungarian miners and Italian laborers into useful American 
citizens.” 

If the problem of assimilating the foreign element” had been 
an excessively hard one, the effect would be shown in the States 
where there was a preponderance of the foreign element —either 
foreign born or of immediate foreign descent. Massachusetts had 
57 per cent foreign born or of foreign parentage; Maine 77 per 
cent. Maine is therefore a more resentative American State 
than Massachusetts; but is there any distinction in the institutions 
or the legislation of those States that would warrant the belief 
that the foreign element” in Massachusetts had not been suc- 
cessfully assimi ? In Minnesota there are to each 100 native 
inhabitants 239 of foreign birth or of foreign parene and in 
Wisconsin the proportion is 100 native to 264 foreign. Is there 
anything in the government of these States, or in the tendency of 
their institutions, such as schools, courts, ete., indicating that the 
foreign element was N affecting the welfare of the coun- 
try? Is there any higher grade of intelligence, public spirit, or 
material prosperity in Indiana, Maine, Missouri, or Kansas (States 
showing strong antiforeign complexion) than in Wisconsin or 
Minnesota? On the contrary, are these latter not the peers of 
their sister States in the conditions referred to? 

On the 11th of April the same Mr. William Lloyd Garrison, 
whose remarks I have given above, at a dinner prn by the 
Massachusetts Reform Club in Boston, speaking on the subject of 
the restriction of immigration, said: 

You may prove that in the slums of the city there is an undue proportion 
of illiterate foreigners. You can not prove t their condition is not bet- 
tered by their change of place. 

The measures pro to limit immigration are ridiculously inadequate. 
The $10 fine willsimply be an addition to the passage money, depleting to that 
extent the scanty possessions of the poor le who need every penny of 
their hard-earned savings to start the new life. The test of g and 
writing is worthless as a pags ane of character. 

To stop emigration or to reduce emigration European nations must remove 
the causes which are behind emigration—land monopoly, landlordism, and 
militantism, words of golden truth. Our most effective method of stopping 
this influx will be to cultivate these same devastating causes. These causes 
are the common enemies npon which the guns of reformers should be trai 
not upon fugitives from and Asiatic oppression. [Great applause. j 


The Hon. John E. Russell, ex-governor of the State of Massa- 


upon the same subject, 


I do not think that the test of is of much good as an tion 
test. I with Mr. Garrison’s remark that the coun isin more T 
from the literate than from the illiterate. Itisthe cupidity and neglect of 
the literate which we need to fear most. 


This testimony to character comes from those who have studied 
this class of immigrants, who are fair minded and not infected by 
the pestilential intolerance that characterizes the real promoters 
of this bill. It is not among this class of immigrants that the pro- 
fessional disturber of the peace, the avowed enemy of social order, 
is ever found. They do not furnish the sturdy vagabond, ever 
ready to commit robbery and murder if his unwarranted de- 
mands for money are not at once complied with; the instigators 
and leaders of riots, the manufacturers and throwers of bombs, or 
those who penetrate into the homes of prominent citizens to destroy 
with malignant wantonness lives useful to the state. But it has 
been asserted that we have already had all or nearly all the immi- 
gration required. The examination of this part of the subject 
will be brief. 

The Congressional committee appointed in 1892 to investigate 
the immigration question in its official report made the following 
statement: 

We welcome with m arms the worthy imm: n h 
with his family, COTO our to ive a ie 0 Bang cr 
tion. 


y: 
home, and, ther with our yeo: by honest toil and labor, 
— . — toge yeomanry, by r, seeks to 


Not less significant was the address of the governors of South- 
em States, who met in conyention at Richmond, Va., at the be- 
5 the year 1893. This address was directed to the people 
of the 
sage: 


en on being called upon to speak 
said: 


nited States and Europe, and contains the following pas- 


They (the Southern States) are anxious to have immi ts settle am: 
them. Tothe worthy immigrant they extend the band of welcome, wi 
the assurance that he bebo come 8 ee eee hospitable, pro- 
gressive e, among whom he can live in amity and peace, without regard 
Eis religion, his polfiies or — * ; 
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It seems, therefore, that the hue and cry which has been raised 
against immigration is confined almost exclusively to a few States 
where the American Protective Association and the Boston Anti- 


Immigration League have been able to work upon the feelings of 
the native element. The people, however, who so vehemently 
inveigh against foreign immigration because the populous cities 
of the East are not apparently in need of any increase of ula- 
tion from that source, entirely forget that the West anı uth 
possess nearly all the primary wealth of the country; that their 
natural resources are ost unlimited, and need for their devel- 
opment the brawny arm of the foreign immigrant; and, finally, 
that the commercial, mercantile, and industrial interests of the 
East, nay, even the value of propery in the Eastern cities, are for 
the most part dependent on the untrammeled progress of the 
West and Bonth. . l 
I sbould be doing injustice to this feature of my theme did I fail 
to here insert as of my remarksthefollowing eloquenttribute 
paid to the immigration question by Rev. De Witt Talmage in a 
sermon he delivered on Sunday last in the city of Washington: 

It is too late now to discuss whether we had better let them come. They 
are here. They are coming this moment through the Narrows. They are 
this moment g the first full inhalation of the free air of America. And 
they will continue to come as long as this country is the best place to live in. 
You lht as well eas alaw prohibiting summer bees from alighting on a 
field of blossoming buckwheat; you might as well prohibit the stags of the 
mountain from coming down to the deerlick, as to prohibit the hunger-bitten 


nations of Europe from coming to this land of bread—as to prohibit the peo- 


ple of England, Ireland, Scotland, Italy, N ewan: Sweden, and Germany, 
working themselves to death on small wages on the other side the sea, from 
coming to this land where there are the tcompensationsunder the sun. 
Why did God spread out Leah pta of the Dakotas, and roll the precis 
ore into Colorado? It was t all the earth might come and plow, and 
come and dig. Just as long as the centrifugal force of foreign 
throw them off, j so long will the centripetal force of American institu- 
tions draw them here. And that is what is going to make this the mightiest 
nation on the earth. Inte i of nationalities! Not circle intermarry- 
ing circle, and nation intermarrying nation. But it is going to be Italian and 
Norwegian, Russian and Celt, Scotch and French, Eng! and American. 
The American of a hundred years from now is to be different from the 
American of to-day. German brain. wit, French civility. Scotch firm- 
ness, English loyalty, Italian esthetics packed into one man, and he an Ameri- 


can! Itis thisintermarriage of nationalities that is going to make the Ameri- 


can nation the greatest nation of the ages, 
* s + * + + + 


Scotch mists. 

United States are happier than — Dae 
every man tha a = 
the industrious more opportunity! 

The annual increase of our population by immigration is about 
800,000 people, and who can compute the increase to our national 
wealth thereby represented? Dr. Young, the Chief of the Burean 
of Statistics in Washington in 1872, made a scientific research as 
to the uniary value of each immigrant, and arrived at’ the 
conclusion that the average capital value of each immigrant is 

Dr. Young, however, emphasizes at the same time that it 

is wrong to place so low an estimate on a human being as to re- 
d a man only as an automatic machine, computing his pro- 
uctive power minus his running expenses. Besides, all these 
immigrants bring a little money along, a fair average being $20 
head. At that rate the 300,000 immigrants bring annually 

„000,000 into this country. When here, they must live in houses 
which must be built and furnished, thus giving employment to a 
large number of other people, and if the housing of them re- 

uires only $15 a head per annum, it would mean an outlay of 

500,000. They must also buy clothes, and millions of dollars 
are spent on that. They travel and increase the earnings of our 
railroads, and last, but not least, they must eat, and if they spend 
only 20 cents per day per head for that, it means an increase 
of our home market for food products by nearly $22,000,000 per 
annum. But the beneficial influence of the foreign-born citizen 
has been felt in every walk of life, and it is impossible to measure 
the value of the activity of his brain, of his skill in hundicraft, the 
industrial arts and trade, of his taste as an artisan, of his inventive 

ius as a mechanic, or of hisendurance and frugality as a farmer. 

In the year 1839 therearrived a Swedishimmigrant, better known 
as Capt. John Ericsson. What was his value to this country, Mr. 
President, as estimated on the 9th of March, 1862, when the country 
watched with bated breath the doubtful issue between the Merri- 
mac and the cheese box” of a Monitor, the creation of Ericsson's 

nius? Was it $800 or $800,000 or $8,000,000? This is only one 
Paino of the part taken by citizens of foreign birth in our long 
struggle for national unity, which sheds a luster around those 
whose valor, devotion, and patriotism upheld and strengthened 
the nation in her hour of greatest need. If the names were re- 


or the poor more sympathy! For 


viewed of those to whom the nation owes a debt of gratitude for 
their sacrifices of life and blood untold thanks would be found due 
those whose cradles stood on foreign shores and over whose graves 
on our own shores alien mothers wept bitter tears. 

In the report of the president and board of directors of the 
Board of Trade of the city of Baltimore for the year 1893 I find 
this expression of opinion: 

There should be noi i t to immigration beyond the broad princip] 
of moral; Tanai. 1 lea of 5 lator 
which closes our doors to those who would contribute to our wealth and 
8 while we throw them open to the most degenerate of European 

on. 
i pects is every reason for the exclusion or dismissal of the sunken and de- 
8 But the deportation of those who, lured by the siren voice of Free- 
om, haye sought the shelter of our laws; the proscription of an entire popu- 
lation of one icular nationality, regardless of individual rights and good 
behavior, finds no vindication in the spirit of American Government. 

To further show the feeling of the people of my State, I quote 
an article referring to recent legislation in the legislature of Mary- 
land, whose session has just ended, establishing a bureau of im- 
migration. The article is taken from a Baltimore paper of April 
6, and epitomizes some of the provisions of the bill. It is in part 
as follows: 

It is also made the duty of the State superintendent to visit Europe once 
in each year for the purpose of soliciting immigration to this State, and he 
must remain at least four months visiting different countries in the prosecu- 
tion of his work. The remainder of his time he may devote to personally 
soliciting immigration from the other States of the Union and from Canada, 
in the meantime advertising according to his judgment. He is also empow- 
ered to make contracts with railroad and steamship companies for transpor- 
tation for immigrants, and to make necessary arrangements for their tem- 
porary accommodation a their arrival at Baltimore. The first term of 
office is to begin May 1, 1596. For the purpose of carrying out this compre- 
hensive scheme the sum of $5,000 per annum for two years is appropriated. 

So that in my own State immigration is not only welcomed but 
great pains are taken and expense incurred to secure it. 

The report accompanying this bill shows that questions touch- 
ing the kind and amount of immigration desired have been ad- 
dressed to the authorities of twenty-six States, and the replies 
received are brought forward to sustain the advocates of the bill. 

It is evident that one at least of the questions I have referred 
to was framed so as to draw out a reply showing what class of 
immigrants was preferred, and naturally a preference was ex- 
pressed by English-speaking people for immigrants who spoke 
their own language, and next, for that class of foreigners with 
which our people were best acquainted. Some of the States, it 
was thought, needed no more immigration, but by no State, where 
immigration was desired, was ny objection expressed to the in- 
coming of this class of people. Kentucky, it is true, did not want 
forced immigration, but Kentucky was ready to welcome the class 
of people affected by this bill, if they came of their own volition, 

I have in my hand a number of clippings from newspapers pub- 
lished in numerous and widely separated parts of our country. 
The tone and sentiment are the same in all of them: Give us more 
laboring men. We need them to farm our lands and develop our 
resources. There is no hard limitation laid down that the labor- 
ing men shall be of this or that nationality or shall profess this or 
that creed. Give us the men. We will undertake to environ them 
with conditions of life whereby both they and their descendants 
will be made true and faithful Americans. 

We need common laborers in this country to develop our splendid resources, 
to dig or fill in, to build up or tear down, and we do not care whether the’ 
aro literate or illiterate. Their children feel the stimulus of American life 
and obtain our common-school education, and, being of healthy stock, become 
good and valnable citizens, having a sound mind in a sound body. 

The great immigration convention at St. Paulin December, the immigra- 
tion conventions in North and South Dakota, Washington, Oregon, and the 
county conventions throughout these States emphasize the fact that immi- 
grants to populate these States and till the vacant lands of the Northwest 
8 States are much wanted and great efforts will be made to 

With reference to the con ion of immigration in the seaboard 
States, referred to by the distinguished Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. LopGe], it is natural, perhaps, that the three seaboard 
States should for a time be overcrowded and include in their popu- 
lation more persons of foreign origin than is desirable. But this 
condition arises ex necessitate rei. The fact that the three great 
ports of entry of foreign immigration lie within their borders ac- 
counts for this superabundance. Foreign immigration must come 
there first, but the immigrants do not mean to remain in these 
States. They come to America to find homes, to go where there is 
work for them, and as fast as they are able they progress westward, 
mingle with the people, and lose their identity as foreigners. If 
these overcrowded States find that their geographical position has 
been the means of imposing this burden upon them they should 
remember that the same geographical position has brought them 
advantages that far more than compensate. 

Mr. President, I now approach what has been stated to be the 
greatest and most serious question of all—that is, the danger of 
race deterioration if the classes aimed at aa bill should be per- 
mitted to come in and mingle with us. e Senator from Massa- 
chusetts deals with this question with the seriousness and solem- 
nity it would deserve if the danger were a real one. 


secure 
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It is not complimentary to one acquainted with the Ameri- 


can people to him to believe that nearly 70,000,000 of such 

roud, independent, self-reliant, intelligent people as they are can 
15 deteriorated by contact, however intimate, with a few thou- 
sand foreign immigrants, even if they were worse than it is 
claimed these are. No, sir; the Americans are no such pliable, 
defenseless people. As a race they are not yet formed, it is true; 
what they may turn out to be at the end of a long series of years 
yet to come can not be surely known; but it may be safely trusted 
that the fruit will be worthy of the seed, and the descendants who 
will enjoy this completed and perfected country will be worthy 
of the ancestors who, with unparalleled wisdom and justice, de- 
vised its plan and laid its foundations. The dread of race dete- 
rioration is a monster conjured from the realm of fantasy and 
without reality. It is intended to terrify the ignorant and mislead 
the credulous, 

Mr. President, the ultimate fection of the human race de- 
pends upon the recognition of the right of every man to be treated 
as a man, whether he be Jew or ntile, literate or illiterate. 
Character is largely the result of environment, and depends more 
than is generally admitted upon the habitat of the individual. 
It is hardly ibly to imagine a gay and joyous Puritan or a 
cold, unbending son of Italy; but it is not too much to say that if 
the home and the surroundings of the two had been changed long 
ago, the warmth of the southern skies might have softened the 
hardness of the Puritan heart, and the solemn amy of the long 
night in the wintry north might have ente: the soul of the 
Italian and given it an element of gravity and firmness. : 

But itis certain that the Latin race is at least one-half Germanic. 
From the earliest times Italy has been the spoil of the Germans. 
Brennus had predecessors as well as successors. It surely can not 
be said that the Romans, who with the Germans commingled 
make up the present Latin race, were an inferior race. Not the 
people from whom we derive our civil law; our philosophy; whom 
we have been taught from childhood to admire. Not the 9 — 
represented in our recollections by Brutus, by Regulus, by Cæsar, 
by Cicero, by Virgil, DY oree by Lucretius, by Marcus Aurelius, 
and by Justinian. e race that produced these people, that 
dominated the whole world, that advanced civilization everywhere 
it went, can not be a bad one. Nor was the amalgamated product 
bad. At first it struggled for existence in one of those strange 
periods of man's history when everything seemed to be going to 
ruin and destruction. Periods which came before in the world's 
history and will come again wherefore no man can tell; periods 
which may be likened to sick spells which do not kill a man, but 

eatly injure and depress him; periods when the light of giviliza- 

ion flickers and all evil influences predominate. It is not fair to 
judge a race ing through such times with the same rigor as 
might be in piping times of peace. 

Kaly was the center of the world, and because it was the center 
the evil cf the Dark Ages was most virulent in her midst. 

If the condition of the Italian is to be regretted, if he is poor and 
illiterate, the reason for his being sois not attributable to his own 
race inferiority. Think what the modern Italian has been and is, 
and think of Columbus, of Dante, of Galileo, Petrarch, Leonardo, 
of Volta, of Michael Angelo. Remember that for more than a 
thousand years no man’s education has been considered complete 
until he has visited Italy and studied its incomparzble art in 
ainting, sculpture, and architecture. Remember that banks, 

e insurance, modern ideas of commercial exchange, were all in- 
vented or first generally practiced in Italy; remember that dur- 
ing the whole of the dark period, when literature, learning, and 
art seemed in danger of being lost to the world, they were preserved 
and cherished by the Italians. Remember these things, and do not 
say that the Italians are an inferior race or unfit to mix with 
ours. 

So likewise, in whatever direction we turn our eyes, we find the 
once despised and for a long time misunderstood Jew, coura- 
geously, 55 and successfully striving to better his condi- 
tion. Ile is no idler or dreamer, but a worker in every field open 
to him.“ Almost at the same time Disraeli and Gambetta, men of 
Jewish stock, runled—the one England and the other France. 
Montefiore and Hirsch are in the front rank of philanthropists; 
Rothschila and Bleichroder in finance. Maimonides in his time 
and Spinoza later were preeminent in the intellectual world, and 
Darmstetter, Adler, and Bernstein are now of the highest rank as 
scholars. Heine's place in poetry remains to be ed, and all 
musicians are familiar with the names of Mendelssohn and Halevy 
and Rubinstein. He excels in all the arts that engage the atten- 
tion of mankind, except in the cruel one of shedding blood, and 
the civilized world is fast coming to accept the Jew's opinion of 
war. 

I very much question, Mr, President, whether the restriction of 
immigration is all that is aimed at in this bill. There is more 
behind it, as it occurs tome. It is contemplated in this bill not 
simply a seeking to benefit the institutions of this country in the 


restriction of immigration. It is not prompted by a genuine de- 
sire to ameliorate the condition of the workingman, or to prevent 
the greatest evil of all that is threatened in what the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] calls race deterioration. The pro- 
moters and advocates of this bill are not the honest farmers and 
workingmen of this country. No solicitude for their interest has 
suggested it. Behind the Anti-Immigration League of Boston 
there is an influence, subtle and potent to a degree in its charac- 
ter, which finds its opportunity in this bill to give expression to 
its venomous hatred to the Catholic Church of the United States. 

is organization to which I refer, Mr. President, is known as 
the ‘‘American Protective Association”—a secret, oath-bound 
red-lettered, left-handed, dark-lanterned organization—organi 
recently by a resident of Clinton, Iowa, who was the founder of 
the order and the author of its ritual. America for Americans,” 
and undying hatred to foreigners, are the first and governing 
principles, so called, of the order! 

The very first in the enumerated order of their public declara- 
tions is ‘‘ Restriction of immigration,” added to which, further on 
in their so-called platform, is the declaration that— 

All private schoo myents, nunneri 
Aar o OA ana AA OOR or charitable TAUTA LIONA ta te OPA sc METIS A 
spection and under Government control. 


This dangerous organization, Mr. President, which is generally 
believed to be instigating and urging the passage of this bill, has 
for its real pa ose hostility to the Catholic Church. 

It is the child of envy, hatred, and malice—the offspring of a pes- 
tilential brood of mischief-makers, who lurk about the doors of 
legislative halls, and hang on the flanks of political parties, seek- 
ing to lure lawmakers from the wide paths and open day of recti- 
tude into the devious ways and darkness of evil doing—breathing 
threatenings and vengeance where they can not cajole and deceive. 

The platform of this organization or its public declaration of 
its principles is one thing—it is what it pretends to do; what it is 
sworn to do is quite another thing. Their voice is Jacob's voice, 
but their hands are the hands of Esau. Let ussee, Mr. President, 
what there isin their claim of patriotism in this so-called ‘‘ pa- 
triotic order.” 

Every applicant to membership to the councils of this order 
the notices of the meetings of which are always sent ont in red 
letters—are required to subscribe to what is called the scroll.” 
This scroll sets out another declaration of principles from that 
described in their public declaration. It is as follows: 


I hereby declare I am a firm believer in a Deity: nor have I any 3 
with Roman Catholicism; that in my opinion no Roman Catholic should be 
allowed any part or 3 in the control of or tooccupy any position in our 
public schools. On the contrary, I realize that the institutions of our country 
are in danger from the machinations of the Church of Rome. I believe that 
only by the removal of Roman Catholics from office of public trust can jus- 
tice, right, and true American sentiment be fully subserved, and that by the 
concerted and continued efforts of lovers of American liberty only can such 
results be consummated and continued. I pledge myself todefend the Govern- 
ment of the United States and of the State in which I reside against inva- 
sion, disorder, treason, or rebellion, either by ecclesiastical or foreign forces, 
and against the usurpation of temporal or spiritual power whereby men be- 
come slaves to party and the Roman Catholic Church. 

Iam willing to bind myself by a vow sacred and unavoidable. I am a 
Protestant, and have been for —— years. 

4 belong to the Church and the following societies: 

ge 5 

Residence 

Occupation 8 

Recommended by ——— ——. 

Recommended by. 


(Signature.) 


Omitting in this connection, Mr. President, the “circumstantia, 
the paraphernalia” of the council chamber, and the various other 
oaths the candidates are required to subscribe to in the various 
stages of their progress to their full membership in this order, I 
come to that oath subscribed to before what is known as the 
„department of church” or ‘‘ecclesiastical department.“ Here 
the candidate is required to take the following oath: 


I do most solemnly promise and swear that I will always, to the utmost of 
my ability, labor, plead, and wage a continuous warfare against ignorance 
and fanaticism; but I will use my utmost power to strike the shackles and 
chains of blind obedience to the Roman Catholic Church from hampered 
and bounden consciences of a priest-ridden and church-oppressed people; I 
will not allow anyone a member of the Roman Catholic Church to ever be- 
come a member of this order, I knowing him to be such; and I will use m 
influence to promote the interest of all Protestants everywhere in the worl: 
where I may be; that I will not employ a Roman Catholic in any capacity if 
Ican procure the services of a estant. 

I further promise and swear that I will not aid in building or 3 by 
my resources any Roman Catholic church or institution of their sect or 
creed whatsoever, but will do all in my power to retard and break down the 
power of the Pope in this country or any other; that I will not enter into 
sny controversy with a Roman Catholic upon the subject of this order, nor 
will I enter into an agreement with a Roman Catholic to strike or create a 
disturbance whereby the Roman Catholic employees may undermine and 
substitute the Protestants thereof; that in all grievances I will seek only 
Protestants and counsel with them, to the exclusion of all Roman Catholics, 
and will not make known to them anything of any nature matured at such 
conferences, 

Ifurthermore promise and swear that I will not countenance the nomination 
in any caucus or convention of a Roman Catholic for any office in the gift of 
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in 
83 the political positions of this Government in the ha 
the en exclusion of the Roman Catholic Church or the 
of, to the mandate of the Pope. 
To all of which I do most solemnly promise and swear. So help me God. 
Amen, Amen. 


This is the organization, Mr. President, that proposes to play 
no small part in American politics! 

This is the association“ that proposes to protect” our Amer- 
ican institutions! 

This is the “patriotic” order—God save the mark—the very 
first element of which is to deny the first tenet of American lib- 
erty—freedom to worship God—and to ‘punish religious beliefs 
which it does not share by depriving those who hold them, not 
only of their ae rights, but, if possible, of the means of live- 

as well” 

In a most excellent article in the May number of the Century 
Magazine, entitled The mischief of the A. P. A., the writer 
Bays: ‘ 


There should be no need of warning intelligent citizens against the dangers 
of such organizations. 

They are the deadly enemies of democratic institutions. 

The mischief of this movement has lately begun to reveal itself at the national 
capital. The defeat of the appropriation for Indian schools, because most of 
these schools are under the care of Roman Catholics, is due to these societies, 
and it is to their hostility that we owe the shameful proposal to exclude 
from the national 3 statuary the effigy of the great 3 and dis- 
coverer, Father Marquette. With respect to the schools, y avail them- 
selves of a sentiment which widely prevails, and which is reasonable enough, 
but which in this case is greedy overstrained, with the result of depriving 
the Indian pupils of educa ional privileges. Not only are Roman Catholics to 
be refused ssion to take part in the defense of their country, but those 


mi 


> rmis 
who decline t to ostracize them must themselves be ost 

Marquette incident is such an illustration of e ben ought to 

ch priest 


Yet simply because he was a Roman Catholic 
would aay the State which is most closely associa 
activity the right of celebrating his services to the nation. 

The mischief of this association can not find its stronger rebuke 
than in the eloquent lan e of the Senator from Wisconsin but 
a few days ago in this C ber, in speaking to the resolution of 
Congress thanking the State of Wisconsin for the statue of James 
1 mette, the renowned missionary, explorer, and discoverer of 

e ssippi. 

But, Mr. ident, the State of Wisconsin, now a Common- 
wealth of 2,000,000 freemen, rejoicing in prosperity and happiness 
on the soil he trod so long ago, in raising this stone in the nation’s 
Hall of Statuary does not merely celebrate a name “illustrious 
for historic renown,” a character whose excellence is worthy of 

tual remembrance. It means still more, that it shall stand 
there as a testimony and monument to a principle of our social 
order of the utmost value to mankind—the principle of religious 
liberty! Sir, this is no rule, as sometimes miscalled, of toleration. 
Icontemn the term. I deny all it implies. It is the right, abso- 
lute, uncontrollable, of utter, perfect liberty. It is an inalienable 
right. The coward, the willing slave, can not divest himself of 
it. It goes with him in his bondage, however recreant he be to 
nature. 

Sir, he is wrongfully despoiled, his right invaded, a grievous 
inj done, when to any man is denied any part or share of his 
3 or privileges by reason of his religious faith. If 

„if place, if honor be his rightful due among his fellows, 
3 strikes aught away of either because of religious opinion 
is an enemy to law, to humanity, and all its hopes. ostis 
humani generis. 

And therefore it is, sir, that this statue of James Marquette will 
stand as a monument and emblem of religious liberty. e noble 
right to honor and remembrance among men, which the legisla- 
ture of Wisconsin and the Congress of the United States have 
declared to be his, he is not denied. It is sacredly preserved, 

The Democratic party of Oregon, in its convention held at Port- 
land a few days ago, set forth in no uncertain terms the views of 
the Oregon Democrats in reference to this organization, which 
are as follows: 

That religious differences should find no pae in American politics, and the 
Democratic is opposed to a 23 — tolerant bigotry fostered for A 

by those who seek to breed discord and animosity among the 
this Republic. 
es are a curse 828 state, and nation. 


the assistance of all good citizens who will cooperate 


in the suppression of any political movement organized for religious pro- 
scription, 


Mr. President, secret oath-bound political ies having the 
enactment of laws and the guidance of public policy for their 
objects are inimical to the welfare of this Republic and a danger- 
ous menace to its liberties. They should not exist within our land. 
There is no reason in this country, where there is nothing to prevent 


the fullest and freest public discussion of any subject, for the 
existence of secret societies, whose places of meeting are not known, 
whose proceedings are carefully concealed, whose members are 
oath bound. There is no kind of honest political work which needs 
to be thus hemmed in and concealed. Such political associations 
have been universally condemned wherever in the world they 
have existed, and most justly. They have the approval of no 
thoughtful men who have given the subject consideration. 

Washington, in his Farewell Address, thus speaks of parties 
generally, and his remarks apply with still more force to secret 
societies: 


All combinations and associations, under whatever plausible character, 
with the real d to direct and control the regular deliberation and action 
of the constitu authorities, are destructive of the fundamental principles 


of the nation and of fatal ten ary They serve to organize faction, to give 
it an artificial and ext: nary force; to put in the place of the delegated 
will of the nation the will of a party, often a small but artful and enterpris- 
ing minority of the community, and according to the alternate trium: of 

erent to make the public administration the mirror of the ill-con- 
ceived and incongruous projects of faction rather than the organ of consist- 
ent and wholesome plans by common counsels modified by 


mu inte: 
However combinations or associations of the above d tion may now 
gs 


SAR SOO ROSE PODO A ET O NENS O A C ol e and thin; 
to become W. „„ and unprincipled 
people. 


The whole people are equally interested in the welfare of this 
country, and none should be refused an equal share with the rest 
in every deliberation and in all legislation affectingit. Al polit- 
ical clubs, societies, and associations start on their career with 
professions skillfully drawn so as to make it appear that their 
purposes are patriotic and worthy of support; but all of them, as 
soon as they have obtained power, are used by unprincipled men 
todo wrong. This is the history of the Carbonari, the Nihilists, 
the Jacobins, the Anarchists, and the Commune, and this will be 
the history of the A. P. A. unless its evil tendencies are perceived 
in time by the American people and its dangerous career stopped 
by their good sense and judgment. I have faith, Mr. President: 
without bounds or limits, in the American people, in their mod- 
eration, wisdom, justice, and courage. I do not believe that they 
will submit to the dictation of any such organization as the A. 
P. A., but that they will promptly and effectively stamp with the 
seal of their condemnation this impudent and dangerous interfer- 
ence with the interests of this Republic. 

Moreover, Mr. President, there is no reason for the assertion 
that the country is in danger from immigration because of the 
increase of Roman Catholics to our population. 

There is no more danger from such immigration than there is 
that a man should die of thirst on the shores of Lake Superior! 

The following tables show platny the numerical difference be- 
tween Catholic and Protestant immigration: : 


Foreign-born population of the United States, 1890. 
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Country. Catholic. 
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Summary. 


Totals. Per cent. 


Roman Catholic countries -71-2210 


30.71 

Protestant countries 63.43 

7 ———— ͤ —.,., ͤ ... 5.86 
. E E . apd naan 100 


The immigration statistics, Mr. President, of the United States, 
since 1890 opened, have amazed all Europe in the spread of the 
English tongue consequent upon the movement of races. 

“Of the 15,000,000 that Europe has sent us since 1820 to develop 
the resources of this Republic, Great Britain has sent us 6,000,000, 
Germany 4,500,000, and Ireland 3,500,000. Since that time,” says 
Mr. DINGLEY, ‘‘English has advanced from 21,000,000 to 125,- 
000,000 speakers—from 13 to 31 per cent! English is now spoken 
by twice as many people as any of the other tongues of Europe. 
English is now the speech of the world of travel and of trade,” 

I feel that I would do injustice to one of the ablest consular re- 
ports ever made to the State Department did I not here refer to 
the closing remarks of Mr. DINGLEY on this most important 
subject. He says: 

vel an om transient into perma- 
Bre eee Aid — soa ties 3 phy, and to the expan- 
sion of all forms of human life. 

The Queen of Sheba left locusts and wild nee on becoming an emigrant, 
ust as the Italian gives up coarse bread and curd on becoming an American! 
t is the blessing of all races and all nations that man is an emigrating ani- 

mal. The provincial intellect which expands itself in hating foreigners is in 
the thick skull of prejudice! The nation which wants the foreigner least 
to is least wanted of steam, invention, and social and political progress. 
The he of prejudice is the fall of industry! 

On this side of the sea and at the close of the nineteenth cen- 
tury a craze against foreign immigration would be irrational, 
suicidal, anti-American, and antirepublican! 8 

There is no such condition affecting us, Mr. President, as un- 
restricted ” immigration. 

There lies no such peril at the portals of our land; no such 
danger has begun to threaten us. 

e gates which have stood open wide have not been unguarded. 

Mr. President, if symptoms of decay in the character of our 
people should appear, it will not be from ‘‘race deterioration due 
to the influence of immigration.” If our people should deterior- 
ate, their morals become corrupt, and their character fall from its 
present high standard, the influences bringing about so dire a 
calamity will be found in the idleness and luxury of the very 
rich, the aping of foreign manners and customs, the eyil example 
of titled adventurers, for public notoriety, and to skepticism 
and the neglect of religious duties. 

These and the enervating effect of governmental paternalism 
may in time threaten the ruin of our country. I do not believe 
that such can be. But for such ruin, if it should ever come—if 
in the places where our temples stand the ‘‘lean wolf shall unmo- 
lested make her lair”—these patient, peaceable, hard-working, 


frugal immigrants will not be responsible therefor. 
en “civic honor and public 9 5 died,“ then only did the 
thronging Goths and Vandals trample Rome; ‘‘then only did the 


barbarians come, as the carrion kite drops from the India sky on 
the dead beast of the jungle.” 

Mr. President, over against The aguardan Gates of the poet 
Aldrich, so dramatically and forcefully presented by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, I can not forbear to contrast the glow- 
ing words of Emma Lazarus, a daughter of the “Scattered 
Nation,” in her poem addressed to the ‘* New Colossus ”—Bartholdi’s 
statue of Liberty Enlightening the World: 

Not like the brazen giant of Greek fame. 

With conquering limbs astride from land to land; 
Here at our sea-washed, sunset gates shall stand 

A mighty woman, with a torch whose flame 

Is the imprisoned lightning, and her name 

Mother of Exiles. From her beacon hand 

Flows world-wide welcome; her mild eyes command 
The air-bridged harbor that twin cities frame. 
“Keep, ancient lands, your storied pomp,” cries she, 
With silent lips; “ give me your tired, your poor, 
Your huddl masses, yearning to breathe free, 


Send these, the homeless, tempest-tost, to me; 
Ilift my lamp beside the golden door.” 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, as a member of the Committee 
on Immigration, I joined the committee in reporting favorably 
the bill that is now under consideration. I believe it is just and 
proper as a matter of self-protection that there should be some 
restriction upon immigration. Those — who are pau- 
pers, who are unsound in body or unsound in mind, who are 
5 and physically unfit to enter this country should be ex- 
cluded. 

The bill only aims to covera part of the ground. It simply 
seeks to enforce what is known as the literary test. It simply 
provides that immigrants who are over 14 years of age shall be 


required to read and write some language, either that of their own 
country, the land of their nativity, or of some other country, 
This is a fair and reasonable test as far as it goes. 

It may be conceded that perhaps in some cases it will work a 
hardship; that sometimes there are good and healthy immigrants, 
fit to enter this country and become good members of society, 
who could not pass this test. But it is very difficult in a matter 
of general legislation to fit all cases. We have to legislate u 
general lines and under eral principles, and so we can not at 
all times reach and meet individual cases. Whatever few cases of 
hardship there may be are more than made up by the great advan- 
tages that will accrue to the country from a restriction such as is 
3 I want to disabuse the Senate of the idea that seems to 

implied by the remarks of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Gipson] that the bill is inspired by anything of an A. P. A. nature, 
or any opposition to the Catholic Church. Nothing of that kind 
eyer entered my mind, and I do not think anything of the kind 
entered the minds of the committee. 

Mr. President, I do not care about entering into any particular 
discussion of the merits of the bill more than to state my views in 
regard to it. I propose rather to make a brief recapitulation or 
résumé of the immigration to this country during the past years 
of the Republic, and the effect it has had upon the institutions of 
this country. 

Mr, President, the darker and more unpromising features of 
the immigration problem have been presented on this floor in elo- 
quent and vivid language. Ishall not undertake to question or 
contradict anything that has been said in favor of restrictive legis- 
lation. I shall content myself, and feel that I have done my duty, 
in presenting to the Senate the brighter and more 3 si 
of the problem, and in calling your attention to the substantial 
and important benefits that have accrued to our country from the 
continued flow of immigrants to our shores. By having both 
sides presented, you will be better able to divest yourselves of all 
prejudice, better able to judge impartially, and, above all, better 
able to legislate wisely on a matter of so much importance: 

The question should be considered in its economic, its political, 
its social, and its ethnic features. Our own experience should be 
scanned and studied, for it will furnish us much information and 
many valuable lessons. We have been, to a large extent, a nation 
of immigrants, and a large share of our history is a history of 
immigration. No nation of modern times has had such a varied 
and extended experience in this field. 

The chief factors in our extraordinary growth and development 
have been our free system of government, our abundant supply of 
cheap and fertile lands, and the immense immigration to our 
shores. The first two have brought about, absorbed, and utilized 
the third. And the three combined have been a trio, in force and 
magnitude, such as no other nation ever possessed. Ample space 
ample freedom, and ample numbers have given us a force an 
momentum of growth TAFA and unheard of in any other nation, 
and the evidences of it are palpable on all sides. 

We have no statistics of immigration prior to 1820. 

It is estimated that from 1783 till 1820 about 250,000 immigrants 
settled in the country. Our entire population at the latter period 
was, according to the census then taken, 9,633,822—scarcely 200,- 
000 more than our foreign-born population in 1890. Since that 
time, up to the beginning of the present year, 18,022,785 immi- 
grants have come to thiscountry. It is claimed that these figures 
are too high because no account has been taken of immigrants 
who, having gone back on a visit to their native land, have, on 
their return, landed a second time at our ports. But whatever 
otopay there may be on this score is more than counterbal- 


anced by the fact that no account has been kept of the immigra- 
tion through or from Canada since 1885. I append to my remarks 
a table of the yearly immigration since 1820. It shows a continued 


and incessant though fluctuating flow. 

In 1890, out of a total population of 62,622,250, 9,249,547 were 
foreign born, 8,085,019 were natives whose parents were both for- 
eign born, and 3,418,656 were natives with one foreign-born parent. 
It thus appears that 20,753,222, or about a third of our population, 
was at this time foreign born or directly of foreign parentage. If 
the same ratio of increase be applied to our entire volume of im- 
migration since 1820—in all 18,022, 785— we have evidently had as 
a result of the same 15,753,737 native born with both parents of 
foreign birth, and 6,661,071 native born with one parent of foreign 
birth, or a total of 40,487,593 of foreign immigrants and their 
children of the first generation. 

I shall not take up the time of the Senate to read it, but shall 
append to my remarks a table which states in detail the countries 
from whence all our immigrants have come. Only a small pro- 
portion of them have belonged to the learned professions or been 
skilled laborers. The great body have been small farmers, small 
tradesmen, and agricultural and other unskilled laborers. Nearly 
all of them have been from the ranks of the common people, the 
toiling masses of humanity. People of rank and of wealth have 
little occasion or desire to emigrate, nor, indeed have they been 
desirable in a country progressing under conditions such as ours, 
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We have needed men to dig our canals, to build our railroads, 
to open and exploit our mines, to clear our vast forests, to open, 
develop, and reduce to a state of cultivation our vast expanse of 
untilled land; in short, to perform the toil and drudgery and to 
bear the trials and misfortunes incident to the development of a 
new and unsettled country. This want has in a large measure 
been supplied by our foreign-born immigrants. In this field they 
have not been hostile usurpers, but have merely occupied ground 
that has most willingly been accorded to them by the native born. 
And this toiling, struggling mass of humanity, charged to a large 
extent with the drudgery of our progress and civilization, viewed 
from an economic and financial standpoint has added millions to 
the wealth and capital of our country. An immigrant increases 
our wealth in a twofold way—by the money he brings into the 
country and by his value as a laborer and producer of wealth. 

The ave amount of money brought by an immigrant has 
been variously estimated at from $10 to $100. There are no exact 
or complete statistics on the subject. I think that on the whole, 
during all the past, $50 would be a low, safe, and moderate esti- 
mate for each immigrant. But his chief value has been his pro- 
ductive labor capacity. Different estimates are put upon this. 
Friedrich Kapp, a former commissioner of immigration in the 
State of New York, estimated the economic or labor value of an 
immigrant at from $1,000 to $1,200. Dr. William Farr, a former 
head of the statistical department of the registrar-general's office, 
in England, estimates it at $875. Dr. Becker, the head of the 
German statistical office, estimates it at from $200 to $225, and 
Edward Young, chief of the Bureau of Statistics, in 1871, in his 
special report on immigration made in that year, makes this esti- 
mate and statement: 

From the foregoing considerations, therefore, the sum of $800 seems to be 
the full average capital value of each immigrant. At this rate, those who 
landed upon our shores during the year just closed added upward of 8285. 
000,000 to our national wealth, while aanak the last half century the incre- 
ment from this source exceeds $6,243,880,800. It is impossible to make an in- 
telligent estimate of the value to the country of those foreign-born citizens 
who brought their educated minds, their cultivated tastes, their skill in the 
arts, and th eir influence 
ace, 


e purpose 
ved at the port of New York, in the Seana roby Queen, which 


John Ericsson. t was his value to the country, as estimated on the 9th 
day of Mara ee Was it eight hundred, eight hundred thousand, or eight 
ion of do! 


The average of these estimates is about $720. But conceding 
that even this is too high, surely $500 would be a very low esti- 
mate of the money 15 and the economic value of each 
immigrant over 14 and under 40 years of age. About 70 per cent 
are within this age limit, and 70 per cent of our immigration 
amounts to 12,615,949. At $500 per head the total money or 
economic value of our immigration equals $6,307,974,500, which is 
$3,000,000,000 in excess of the value of the entire product of our 
gold and silver mines from April, 1792, till the end of the year 
1894, as estimated by the Director of the Mint. And in this con- 
nection let it be noted that these immigrants have been among 
the chief labor factors in the production of this vast volume of 
mineral wealth. 
The rapid settlement and 8 of our country and its 
marvelous increase in wealth and in population is in a large 
measure due to our extraordinary immigration. The immigrants 
have settled mainly in the Northern States. In 1860, the year 
before the great rebellion, our foreign-born population amounted 
to 4,138,697, and out of this number 3,845,443 were settled in the 
States that were not in rebellion. Allowing the same proportion 
of natives of foreign parentage to the foreign born as is ven by 
the census of 1890, there must haye been in 1860,in the Northern 
States, 3,361,297 natives with both parents of foreign birth, and 
. 1,417,568 natives with one parent of foreign birth, or a total of 
8,624,308 of foreign birth and of direct foreign parentage. And 
this total was 41 per cent of the entire population of the loyal 
States. 
The entire immigration to this country from 1793 till July 1, 
1861, was 5,383,508, and nearly all of it had settled in the loyal 
States. These immigrants and their children had, during this 
period, by their labor and industry produced and created a large 
rtion of the wealth in these States. While no statistics can 
ound on this point, yet I have no doubt that on the eve of the 

at rebellion the proportion of the substantial wealth of the 
North produced by the immigrants and their descendants was 
equal to the proportion of their number then living. And it was 
this volume of wealth and numbers resulting from our foreign 
immigration that gave the North its great preponderance and 
made it more than a match for the South in men and in resources, 
and enabled it to preserve and perpetuate the integrity of the 
Union. Had there been no more immigration to the North than 


there was to the South since 1793 the two sections would have been 
nearer on a parity with each other and the struggle would have 


been more prolonged and more doubtful. And had the wealth 
and numbers of the immigrants and their children been a part of 
the South instead of the North the days of a united country might 
have been numbered. 

It was not so much the ep Saeed who fought in our ranks on 
land and sea—they bore their share and did their duty as became 
them—nor so much the gift of the immigrant John Ericsson—his 
little Monitor—that gave us the ascendency as the force, the mo- 
mentum, the irresistible impact of half a century of immigra- 
tion. It was this gathered force, gathered in the bosom, and in- 
fused with the spirit, the inspiration, and the love of a great nation 
that hung like a threatening cloud—like a pall—ovyer the scheme 
for the disruption of the Union. Not only did the immigrants 
and their children form an important factor in the suppression of 
the great rebellion, but even in the days of the Revolution, when 
the great Republic was first brought into being and was in its in- 
fancy, they were a most important element of our success. A 


large portion of the Continental ary was of foreign birth, in- 
deed the very backbone of the men in the ranks were of that class. 
The historian Lecky says: 


e 5 
evo e FPennsyivan he — 
cers consisted chiefly of e from the orth of Treiand. 8 
From an ethnologic and social standpoint, immigration has 
7 be a fair question, infused much vital force of a better kind 
into the being of the nation, The immigrant has not been a mere 
inert labor machine, but he has also been a physical. a moral, and 
a mental factor, that has been r usive, and has brought acces- 
sions to the intellectual and moral make-up and instincts of the 
nation. We are an English-speaking people: of English texture 
and origin but of a more cosmopolitan racter, of more pro- 
nounced elements of strength and energy, and with a greater con- 
centration of force and vigor than was by the English 
of the nee that gave us birth, or even by the English of to- 
day. In the eyes of the universal observant world, the Yankee is 
never confounded with the 1 nor is he ever placed in 
the rear rank. It took England more than fifteen hundred years 
to produce the Englishmen of the colonists. She began with the 
Celts, and these, according to Professor Huxley, were only an 
earlier edition, a more primitive product of the great Teutonic or 
Germanic race. These are his views on this important question: 
All accounts which have been handed down to us by the Romans and the 
Greeks of the physical character of the Celtic-speaking people known tothem, 
and whom they called Gauls or Kelts, agree in ascribing to these terrible ene- 
mies of theirs a tall stature, fair hair, of a reddish or yellow tinge, blue eyes, 
and fair skins. Such were the Gauls whom Cæsar conquered; such were the 
Gauls who settled in Asia Minor, to whom the epistle to the Galatians was 
written; such. again, were the Britons with whom Cesar foughtin northeast- 
ern Bri . But all the ancient authors give exactly the same account of the 
physical character of the ancient Germans. There is not a doubt that they, 
also, were tall, blue-eyed, fair-haired, and fair-skinned; so, without doubt, 
were all the other Teutonic-speaking people, whether 2 Saxons, Danes, 
resemblance o! 


or Norsemen. So close was the physi the Celts and the 


8 in the early days ot the Roman Empire inhabited the right and 
the left of the Rhine, that it was and is a matter of discussion whether 

rticular rights belon: to the one division or the other. And we hear of 
Jeltic tribes who tried to pass themselves off as of German origin, an impos- 
ture which could not have been attempted had any clear physical difference 
existed between the two stocks.—Pall Mall Gazette, January 10, 1870. 

These primitive Celts of Great Britain were, by lan e— 
which to some extent represented distinct traits of character— 
divided into two dialects at the time of the Roman invasion, the 
ae spoken in England, and the Gaelic, spoken in Ireland. 

either of these dialects were of kin or affinity to any English or 
Teutonic dialects. While the greater portion of the Celts of Eng- 
land and Ireland were of Germanic origin, there was a consider- 
able element of dark-skinned, black-eyed, dark-haired people 
found in southwestern England and in certain parts of Ireland, 
especially the south and west. These are the so-called Milesians, 
and these are the same as the primitive people of southern France 
anod Spain. In France they were called Basques and in Spain 


rians. 

While the language of these people has been lost, their blood 
has maintained itself among the English race, and is the basis of 
the darker element among our people. Our earliest forefathers, 
then, were a mixture of Teutonic and Iberian Celts, in which the 
former element preponderated. Then came an early infusion of 
Scandinavian or Germanic origin, called Picts, located in the 
north of Scotland. This was succeeded by the great Roman inva- 
sion under Julius Cesar. The Romans never occupied Ireland, 
but were in 8 of England for upward of 400 years, and 
when they departed they had neither impressed their blood nor 
their language upon the natives of the country. The people were 
still Celts, speaking two dialects, and of a twofold origin. 

Then for over five hundred years there was an outpouring, an 
invasion, and an infusion from northwestern Germany and 
Scandinavia of Angles, Saxons, Jutes, Danes, and Norsemen, in 
the order named, and all of them branches of the great Teutonic 
5 These invaders infused much of their blood and all of 
their language into the native Celts. It was during these years of 
invasion and conquest that the language of the invaders— the 
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Anglo-Saxon—the mother of our present English, became the 
language of the country, and it was also during these years that 
that amalgamation of races took place which gave us the proto- 


type of the Englishman of Elizabeth and Oliver Cromwell. The 
new language and the new race, thus formed, has eyer since re- 
mained in the ascendant, and did not succumb to the Norman 
invasion. The Normans—a people of mixed Gaelic and Norse 
blood—conquered, and for centuries bore rule, yet they never im- 
pressed their blood nor their language in any material degree 
upon the native races. 

. But the Normans succeeded in fastening their irene of gov 
ernment—feudalism, with all its complications and drawbacks— 
upon the English people, the traces of which, well marked and 
defined, remain to this day. Norman architecture, Norman land 
tenures, Norman . and a Norman gentry and no- 
bility are the legacy of the Norse-Celts. But they also gave the 
English this legacy: a spirit of resistance to tyranny, a spirit of 
aggressiveness and belligerency, and a spirit of conquest and im- 
perialism. 

We must never forget that it was the Norman barons that forced 
Magna Charta from King John, and that it was their descendants 
that inspi and consummated the English revolution of 1688 
which, for the first time, settled and made clear the bulwarks of 
English liberty and the underlying principles of the English con- 
stitution. They mapped out and fortified the true ground of 
vonstitutional liberty the world over. 

Native Celts, liberally infused and cary dere with Germanic 
races and duly tempered and hardened by the Normans, consti- 
tuted the ethnic make-up of the English people who colonized 
these shores. They were the concentration and quintessence of 
the Saxon and Celt, the Norman and the Norseman. A blending 
of all these made the mightiest nation on the face of the earth; 
and our vast immigration has ang eir tig enlarged, broad- 
ened, and deepened the process. e earlier grafting was upon 
a Celtic stock; this later grafting has been upon an English stock 
of the seventeenth century. In both cases the grafts are from the 
same source, but the Germanic races of the nineteenth century 
are as much superior in culture and intelligence, in capacity for 
self-government and refinement to those who succeeded the Ro- 
mans in Britain as the English of the seventeenth century were 
superior to the native Celts who confronted Julius Cæsar. There 
has been in this century a finer graft upon a better stock, and surely 
the result is a nobler tree. 

Ihave torn eae and shall append to the printed copy of my 
remarks a table, e our immigration by races. From this 
table it appears that the blood of nearly 15,000,000 of Germanic 
people has been infused into the heart and loins of the American 
people. And these immigrants have not come to these shores, as 
their ancestors did to the Celts of Britain, as a scourge, as free- 
booters, and as pirates, but they have come on a mission of peace, 
to 8 with us and to aid us in evolving from the great 
undeveloped resources of this . a mighty nation, mighty 
in wealth and numbers, and above all mighty and noble in the 
make-up and texture of its people. The new blood is transfused 
into the old. The sluggishness of ease and plenty is quickened 
by the unrest of limi 8 and honest poverty. 

The immigrant Nikola Tesla transmits and guides the unutilized 
force of the American Niagara. In the great realm of human 
development the one is the lesser though necessary complement 
of the other. It can not in fairness be said that this great Ger- 
manic immigration has heen of other than great advantage to our 
country. The immigrants, however seared and benum they 
may have become from the environment of the land of their birth, 
have no sooner landed on American soil than they have, intuitivel 
and as if by i responded in full measure tothe intellectual, 
moral, and political instincts and requirements of the nation, and 
have become thoroughly assimilated to all that is good and pro- 

ssive among our people, and the children of these immigrants 
ave become the most intense and emphatic of all Americans 
within our borders. 

But while all this is admitted as to the Germanic races, it is 
said that people of other and inferior races, wholly unfit for 
American institutions and wholly unfit for self-government, flock 
to our shores. And Russians, Poles, Hungarians, and Italians 
are cited as samples of these races. He who belittles and affects 
to ee these races knows little of their history and ethnic 
make-up. 

The Italians were a great people in art, literature, and statecraft 
while our English ancestors were still in a state of barbarism, and 
though they afterwards, through various causes,sank to a low 
level, they have in our own day and generation, through many 
adverse circumstances, restored their country to a higher and bet- 
ter level than it ever occupied before and placed it in the rank of 
the great nations of the world. The poorer classes are still suffer- 
ing from some of the evils of the past and it may take a little time 
for them to become fully emancipated, but the innate vigor of the 
race will soon dispel all the foggy mists of the past. 


The blood that flowed in the veins of Virgil and Dante, Raphael 
and Michael Angelo, Columbus and Napoleon, Cavour, Garibaldi, 
Victor Emmanuel, and Crispi surely will not contaminate our 
English of many strains. And the Russians—Tartar, Slay, and 
German as they are—who dare accuse them of being an effeminate 
or stagnant people? Scarcely more than two centuries ago they 
occupied the outer verge of lone and the frozen zone along the 
polar belt of Asia, remote from the navigable sea, and with ports 
only at Archange) and on the Caspian Sea. Europe looked upon 
them as a race of barbarous Tartars. To-day their country covers 
a full third of Europe and almost half of Asia and extends from 
the Gulf of Finland on the west to the Gulf of Vladivostock on 
the east, and from the Polar Ocean on the north to Persia, 
British India, and China on the south. A people who, a half a 
5 ago, on a narrow peninsula in the Black Sea, were almost 
a match for the united power of England and France, and who 
to-day are the arbiters of the peace of Europe, and who have, in 
the hour of our greatest need, given us their effective moral sup- 

rt—will the blood of such a people render us effeminate or 

enude us of virile vigor and manhood? 

And Poland—poor, unfortunate, and dismembered Poland, vic- 
tim of a worthless nobility and an unkind fate, hemmed in and 
ade by the t powers, with many of your best sons and 

aughters in exile. It can be said of these people, as has been 
said of the Irish, they have been greater in many other lands than 
their own. As a nation they have been a failure, but as a people 
they are full of energy, ability, and fire. 

hen we come to the Hungarians—those sons of the ancient 
Huns, who once overran and held the civilized parts of Europe in 
their grasp and afterwards stood as a barrier between Europe and 
the unspeakable Turk. They were a sturdy, headlong, and dom- 
inant race in those pregnant days of the Brie and such they are 
still. To-day they are the backbone and furnish the statesmen 
and the statesmanship for the Austrian Empire. They have in- 
fused vigor, energy, and renewed life into the old decrepit House 
of Hapsburg. They once pined for a separate existence as a na- 
tion, but to-day they bear rule in realms greater than they hoped 
for in the days of Kossuth. The people of this race will never 
debase our Anglo-Saxon blood, nor render it torpid and 3 

And who can say, with his attention fixed upon the 
Peninsula, that the Slavs are unfit for free government? Less 
than a quarter of a 5 ago the Bulgarians were vassals and 
serfs of the Turks, and had been such for centuries past. As the 
outcome of a great war and through the treaty of Berlin they re- 
gained their freedom and were erected into an independent state, 
under the form of a limited monarchy, with a parliament of their 
own choice. In spite of the machinations of Russia and in spite 
of the misfortune of imbecile princelings placed at their head, from 
the days of their freedom till the present moment the Bulgarian 
people have made rapid and solid strides, 8 and economic- 
ally, both as a people and as a nation, and they have succeeded in 
placing their Government on such an enduring basis that even the 
murder of their ablest statesman caused no political upheaval and 
left no opening for the entrance of the wily Muscovite. 

They stand to-day, a young nation, promina Seen fiery, 
and full of hope, on the outer battlements of Christian Europe, as 
palpate evidence of the fact that sound, vigorous blood will survive 
and overcome the servitude of centuries. Who fears contamina- 
tion from such -a peop as these? A strain of the irrepressible 
hot, riotous bl of these nations of southern Europe infused 
into our ethnic make-up will certainly do no harm, and may be 
productive of much g It may infuse into our stolid and phleg- 
matic Germanic blood an element of vim, force, and fire now 
absent, and may give it an effervescence of tone and temper that 
may dispel much of the prosaic in the drudgery of life. What 
Professor Huxley has said of the darker people of Spain, Portugal 
and southern France is apt and germane in this connection, and i 
can not forbear to quote it. These are his words: 

When the geneal of the English people is thoroughly worked out, we 
find that our forefathers are uced to two stocks—the one, a lightly made, 
short, dark-complexioned ple, the Iberians, who, as far as they can be 
traced back, talked Euskaldunac, a language which has not the least resem- 
blance to any other spoken in Europe; the other, a tall, big-limbed, fair peo- 
ple, who, as far as we can trace them, have always talked some form or other 
of the languages of the great Aryan family to which German, Latin, G . 
Persian, and Sanskrit belong, and of which the Celtic tongues are outlyin, 
members. In everything which constitutes a race these Aryan or Celtic an 
Teutonic nations are of one race. In every particular by which races of 
mankind differ the Iberians and the Aryans are of different races. 

Thus English political ethnology offers two problems: 

1. Is there any evidence to show that the Iberians and the Aryans differ in 
their capacity for civilization or in their intellectual and moral powers? All 
I can say is, that I know of none. Whether in Greece or Rome, in modern 
Italy, France, Germany, or England, the dark stock and the light have run 
n and neck together. 

2. Is there any evidence to show that there is what may be called a political 
difference between the Celtic Aryan and the Germanic Aryan? I must say 
once more that I can find none. d one of the keenest observers who ever 
lived, and who had the 8 gp amen the Celt and the German 
side by side—I mean Julius Cesar—tells us on y that the Gauls in former 
days were better men than the Germans; that they had been corrupted by 
contact with civilization, and that even in his day the races who held the 
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Black Forest in possession were the pale ot She eras fp Sree „hard- 
iness, and every virtue of man 8 Put side by side n Nin the 
picture of the the slothful 


on when, England fairly won, he sank into 
t of his possessions; and after Conquest fell so low that the 
invective of Giraldus Cambrensis against thi 
less fellows, cowards and liars, fit only to be xe Ea and menials, reads 
like an extract from an English or American h g article against the low 
Trish. Do not let what I have said mislead you into the notion that I disbe- 
lieve in the importance of race. I am a firm believer in blood, as every nat- 
must be, and I entertain no doubt that our Iberic forefathers have 
contributed a something to the making of the modern Englishma: 
distinct from the elements which he has from hi 
But which is the Aryan element and which the Iberian I believe no man can 
tell, and he who affirms that any quality needful for this, that, or the other 
form of political organization is present in the one and absent in the other 
makes a statement which I believe to be as less in natural science as it is 
mischievous in politics. Full Mall Gazette, January 10, 1870. 


It may, however, be urged that our great immigration has de- 
pressed, or will depress, the price of labor. This might be true if 
American labor was content to remain in the rut of mere labor; 
but our experience in the East and all over the country has demon- 
strated that the large infiux of foreign labor has led American 
labor to seek higher pursuits and more profitable callings. The 
result has been, on the whole, the promotion of American labor to 
Base and more 8 spheres of usefulness. When the 

erican girl was crowded out of the kitchen and dining room 
her foreign-born sister, she entered the schoolroom as a teacher, 

e store as a cashier or saleswoman, and the countinghouse as an 
accountant or bookkeeper; and when the American boy was 
crowded out of the factory, the mine, and the rolling mill by his 
foreign-born brother, he became a captain or a lieutenant of indus- 
try, and sought and assumed higher callings in various directions. 
And the process that has thus been going on between the native 
and the foreign born has also been going on among the foreign- 
born themselves. 

High wages and good living under the sunshine of American 
institutions have rendered an earlier crop of foreign-born laborers 
fit and anxious to be crowded out of their labor sphere and placed 
on a higher industrial level by a later arrival of foreign-born labor. 
And thus it has come to pass that continued immigration, so far 
from depressing the scale of wages, has rather ted in gradu- 
ally promoting labor to a higher level. And this is a great gain. 

rute toil and the almighty dollar is not the chief aim of our 
existence. All who are fit to survive, fit to stay in the ranks of a 
great nation, by their very nature aspire to a higher plane of de- 
velopment; and the space above, in the social and economic world, 
results in a large degree from the pressure below. The crude 
ore becomes pig iron, and the latter mes the finished engine. 
I shall not, however, take up your time any further on this fea- 
ture of the case, but shall content myself with quoting from the 
rt of the Immigration Investigation Commission for the year 
1895 the following evidence as to the effect of immigration upon 


wages: 


The influence of tion on wages is too large and complex a subject 
jo the commission to discuss with any fullness at the hin 07 its 
ions. The 


grent tide of immi 8 n is widespread that wages have falien since the 
immigration 


ion set in. facts do not bear this out. The sta- 


pe yoo rete Carbes al ee 3 same perioda 

rosperity. Noi according repo! vo wages steadily in- 

cronaed during the last thires decades of steadily increasin; tion but 
on 


g 
have been the highest during those years in which immigra: 
iea reih 0 
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But y the objection is made that the immigrants furnish 
an undue proportion of criminals. A superficial examination of 
our statistics may lead to this opinion, but a more careful consid- 
eration and study of the subject in all its aspects makes it plain 
that such opinion is incorrect and unfounded, and that the immi- 
grants do not, as a matter of fact, furnish more than their pro- 
oe share of criminals, and, in many localities and places, 
even less. 

A short time ago I requested the Hon. Hastings H. Hart, sec- 
retary of the board of corrections and charities of the State of 
Minnesota (a most excellent authority), toinvestigate this subject 
thoroughly, and to give me the result of such examination. 

In 9 with this request, Mr. Hart has sent me the fol- 
lowing letter, with accompanying tables, which demonstrate and 
make plain that there is no basis, in fact, for the common notion 
that foreign-born citizens ish an undue proportion of the 
criminal population of the country. I quote his letter, which 

for itself, and which makes it evident and palpable that 

e immigrants are as law abiding as the native born: 


BOARD OF CORRECTIONS AND CHARITTES, STATE CAPITOL, 
St. Paul, Minn., April 27, 1896. 

DEAR Sin: * * Thestatistics which are published showing the ratios 
of crime are entirely misleading as applied to foreign immigration, for the 
reason that the prisoners are com with the entire population of the 
country—men, women, and children. The children fu 3 no 
criminals and are near) “Are credited to the native-born population, so that 
the children of foreign-born parents are credited to the native-born popula- 
tion and used their own 


against nts, 
Of the prisoners of the United States 95 per cent are above the age of 15 


ears and 84 cent are above the of 21 years; so that the children ough’ 
a be left out of the count. The dba, pos country furnish only 9 os 
cent of the c and they may be left out of the count. 

In Table No. 1, which I inclose herewith, I have compared the male pris- 
oners of the United States with the males of voting age, and the result is just 


the op’ te from that which is obtained by comparing the prisoners with 
the males 


the native-born prisoners, 65,977; ratio, 1,235 to a million. The Tarea 77 
toa 


was 12,591,852; native- 
he number of foreign- 


North Atlantic division. 
Western divisi 


By reference to Table No. 1 it will be seen that the showing is in favor of 


the foreign born in every Northern State and Territory except Maine, New 

Hamps Arizona, and New Mexico. While the showing is more favorable 

to the native born in the Northern States than for the whole country, the 

roe of ee native-born criminals is still 37 per cent larger than that of the 

oreign S 

or yo com the ae ps ies with ithe al Peco her e., 87 native 
rn of native paren’ e showin, more favora native stock, 

(See columns 2 and 5 of the table.) £ 


Number of prisoners to each million males of voting age. 


Native 
Foreign [born of na- 
born. tive 
en 
——T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—V—V—V—————— 3.240 4,075 
4, 360 
$ 715 


columns 3, 


and 5, Table 1): 
Number of prisoners to each million males of voting age. 


4, 
3, 


Here there is a marked diversity between the different sections of the 
country. The children of native-born parents show about the same ratio of 
criminals in the North Atlantic and the North Central States; but the chil- 
dren of foreign parents show nearly three times as high a ratio in the North 
Atlantic States as in the North Central States. In sner one of the North 
Atlantic States the sho is against the children of fo parents; butin 
every one of the North Central States except Ilinois and North Dakota the 
showing is in favor of the children of foreign-born parents. Of the Western 
States, five show against the native born and six against the foreign born. 

The difference in the showing in different parts of the country is due to 
the character of the immigration. (See Table No. 2.) We can not compare 
the criminals with the adults of each coun for the reason that the census 
does not so divide them, and it does not e very much difference as long 
as we compare foreign with foreign. 

The following is the number of prisoners to each million of inhabitants of 
the same nationalities from the e countries which send immigrants 
to this country: Mexico, 7,758; Italy, 3,047; Ireland, 2,970; England, 2,106; 
Hun 2.082; Scotland, 1,977; Canada, 1,611; Austria, 1,403; Germany, 1,061; 
De 852; Sweden, 730; Norway, 644; Bohemia, 304. 

The result is, as will be seen from the two tables, that those States which 
have a large Irish and Italian immigration—M; usetts, Connecticut, New 
York, and New Jersey—show a high ratio of crime among the foreign-born 
Ei, Seer» while. those which have had a large proportion of Germans, 
Scandinavians, and Slavs, like Ohio, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Io Nevada, 
and the Dakotas, show a low ratio o criminality among the fo immi- 


grants. 

Not only that, but in the States of the North Central division the foreign 
born show a ratio of crime only a little more than one-half as large among 
the foreign born as among the native born, and the result is to bring the aver- 
age of e in these States very low. I believe that it may be said truthfully 

t Wisconsin, Minnesota, Iowa, North and South Dakota, and Nebraska have 
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asmaller ratio of criminals tothe tion than any other territory of equal 
size or any other portion of numbers in the civilized world, and 
immunity from crime is due to the quality of the native and foreign 


immigration into these States, i the foreign immigration. 
I have no doubt that the 8 of crime among the lish- 


as to the fact, of which there is uncontrovertible evidence, 
ted to Ame: 


have rica from 
believe that the ap nt decrease of crime in Great Britain is owing to this 
fact, in an appreciable measure. N 
The ind te denunciation of foreign immigration is not only slander- 
it will be cane fe xperienced student of statistics to verify the 
e ‘or any e ence: udent oi 
Sgun which 3 = the inclosed table. 
1 4 — take pleasure Re gee Ay additional information on request. 
nator, yo wi 
8 duran H. H. HART, Secretary. 


Hon. KNUTE NELSON, 
Washington, D. C. 


No. L— Number of male prisoners to each million males of voting age in the 
northern United States. 


Native alone, 


The United States 
Northern States 


Many of the immigrants who come to our shores are unskilled 
laborers of the poorer class. Oppressed by poverty at home, they 
come here to better their condition, and, above all, to find a bet- 
ter and brighter future for their children: Many of them enter, 
on their arrival, the field of drudgery and labor, at the foot of 
the ladder, in our large cities—a place cheerfully accorded to them 
by the native born. Toil and dgery, such as is theirs, too 
often seek relief in the flowing bowl, and this brings crimes of 
common grades in its wake. is is an incident and misfortune 
of labor, in the lower strata, the world over, among native as well 
as foreign born. It comes not from the innate depravity of the 
race, but from the environment and misfortune of certain classes 
of its members. 
Slums are the human excrescences of rapid and co; 

omnei incident of even the highest state of civilization. All 

ge cities have their slums among all nationalities the world 
over. And the poor, the profligate, and the unfortunate—the men 
of sheer brute toil, whether native or foreign born—make up a 
large quota of the slum population. And while the 8 of 
foreign born in the slums of our large cities may be great by 
reason of the original environment and pinched poverty of the 
immigrants—yet, in numbers and in character the slums of our 
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5, Se 8. | cities will bear favorable Pomponian with the slums of the great 

6, 4,300 | 8,835 | 12,050 7,400 | cities in other parts of the world. 
2, 420 5.85 3.50 3.30 We are all creatures of circumstances. Place these unfortunate 
re 6,065 3! 928 4.200 3,895 | sons of toil in the slums of a great city, whether they be native or 
SHES 10, 12,700 8,780 6,205 9,480 | foreign born, and they are apt in some measure to deteriorate, apt to 
b Pee) pani ree §. 65 | become drunkards and criminals. Place the same men on farms 
4. 4.00 4.60 3.825 4.925 in the woodlands or on the broad prairies of the West, and they 
3 3 = 3 w en Me Paaka ous and 5 Tarner; end their 3 oe 

> , * " - ericans to all intents and purposes, as thoug 
usd N N . 8,580 | Were the descendants of erations of native born. 7 
In conclusion, let me w your attention for a brief moment 
No. 2. Total foreign-born inhabitants and is in 


from the slums of the great cities to the prairies and the woods of 
the great West. Fifty-fiveyears ago Minnesota was a Territory 
an undeveloped wilderness, the home of large bands of roving 
Indians, with but 6,000 white people within her borders. Eight 
years later she became a member of the American Union, with 
a population of over 150,000 people. In 1895, pursuant to a cen- 
sus then taken, she found herself with a population of 1,574,619 
people, of whom 517,535 were of foreign birth and 573,783 were na- 
tives but of foreign parentage. In 1894 her assessed valuation was 
$642,903,651, and her permanent school and university fund was 
$11,746,187, and she expended during the year for educational 

EEr purposes, in all, $3,945,645; and 337,761 pupils were enrolled in her 
ences. aL ara regi 77 0 604 | 3.69 7,758 | common, graded, and high schools, 1,839 in her normal schools, 
Cuba, West Indies, and and 1,828 students in her State university, 


oreign-born prisoners 
tates, 1890, distributed according to country of birth. 


Central America --.--.-.- Out of all this population there were but 613 inmates in her 
E State prison and Beate reformatory- the only places for confine- 
Great Britain, Ireland, and ment of adult criminals outside of the jails and workhouses—and 
Australia . out of this prison population 423 were native born, and 190 foreign 


born. Ana in the State reform school for incorrigibles and juve- 
x i i 9 nile offenders there were 428 inmates, of whom 339 were native 
Midi PEE ; 1. 89 born, and 89 of foreign birth. No State can show a finer record 
— RSE : than this; and the foreign born have a prison record better even 
than the native born. Such is Minnesota, And she is, to a lar 


| 


Germanic nations . 681 5 the 8 and dew of her ee rR e 
i product of the industry, the perseverance, the frugality, an 
8 9 “08 200 thrift of her foreign-born citizens and their children. But she is 
Holland... -37 745 | entitled to all and more than all they have brought her. 
Belgium 16 148 
8 F „94 479 


They came there, most of them, poor and empty handed, with 
no capital but stout hearts and ing hands, but possessed of 
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an intense desire and purpose to become good American citizens. 
She received them with open arms, as though they were to the 
manor born, and on a parity with her own people. And to-day, 
after the lapse of half a century, she can truly say that they have 
not betrayed the trust she re in them. As the wife, 
though loving her mother, still gives her husband the uppermost 
place in her affections, so do the foreign-born sons and daughters 
of Minnesota, though loving the lands of their birth, still place 
her, and the pra country of which she is a part, uppermost and 
foremost in their love and affection. 

They bear a love for the country of their adoption as if she 
were their daughter. Smoke her pipe in peace, bear her toma- 
hawk in war.” 


APPENDIX. 
No. 1.—Total immigration to the United States during each fiscal year since 1819. 


7 8, 385 23A, 968 || 1874——— 813, 339 
1 9,127 286, 527 227, 498 
lS AP 6,911 297, 024 986 
K 6, 354 869, 980 141, 857 
1824 — 7.912 879, 466 , 469 
1825.. 10,199 371, 603 177, 826 
182.. 10,837 368, 645 457,257 
Jen.. 18,875 427, 833 669, 431 
1828.. 27,382 200, 887 788, 992 
1829 22, 520 195, 857 608, 322 
1830. 23,32 246,945 518, 592 
1831 22, 683 119, 501 895, 346 
1832. 60,482 118, 616 334, 203 
1883. 58, 640 150, 237 490, 109 
1834.. 65,365 89, 724 546, 889 
1835.. 45, B74 89, 007 444.427 
1836.. 76, 242 174, 524 455, B02 
1887, 79, 840 193, 195 560,319 
1838.. 38,914 247,453 623, 084 
1839.. 68, 069 818, 494 502, 917 
1840.. 84, 066 298, 967 314, 467 
1841.. 80, 289 282, 189 1895. 279, 949 
1842.. 104, 565 352, 768 165, 
1843.. 52, 496 887, 203 

181 78,615 821, 350 18, 022, 785 
1845 114,371 404, 806 

1846. 154, 416 459, 808 


No. 2.—Table of immigration by nationalities and countries for each ap year 
since 1820 up to and including the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895. 


Norway and Sweden together up to 1870 
Norway since 1870 
Sweden since 1870 


. ̃ ᷣ tran con u pene opvacciansaps ss 
Other 
pax —ů— 717,871 
Italy, including Sicily and Sar dini. 682, 611 
Russia, 8 Finland, but not Poland: 
ussia..... eS 


Germanic: 


Scan $ 

British North America 040, 925 
German parts of Austria B84, 276 
Netherlands 127, 972 


10, 219, 104 
Germanic-Celtic: 
Treland 


4, 443, 681 


493, 560 
Tartar-Slay-Germanic: 
Russia in Europe, exclusive of Finland and Poland... 470,626 470,626 
Latin-Germanic: 
( PE PERAE E LR E N S I L AA A NAA 197, 408 
: ¾ —“ÜL— . E N NA i 
257,133 
Finnish-Germanic 
A USS ra a he terraa n op te pee T rd eee 3, 
Unclassified, including Latin-Indian, negro, and Asiatics.......... 978, 055 
DOG west osuskeussencverasssassreeuioddsaeton esa E NRTA 18, 022, 785 


Item. 
Total population 
% ͤ ˙%O»ẽ «˙ ,,,. TAA 
Foreign born 467,86 
Native born; both parents foreign 400, 80 * 450, 486 
Native born; one parent foreign is * 123, 207 


Total foreign born, and of foreign 


985, 507 
518,151 


Permanent school fund 
Permanent university fund 


Expended for common and graded 
schools during year .....-. <5... ~22-|-cenee-n---s08 

Expended for State University 

Expended for normal and high 
r . 

Ex pended for institutes and training 
schools 


—— — 


Total for education during the 
89 a co — N 


Pupils enrolled in common, graded, 

nenn ::: — 
Pupils enrolled in normal school 
Students in State University 
Number of common school districts - 
Number of high schools 
Number of normal schools 


* Based on the same ratio as 1890. 
CENSUS OF PRISON POPULATION, 1808. 


Foreign 
Native. 877 
CCCC%%TTT—T—0 vedess co OA 148 
A ee E cas cneen anatase peocmpet 42 
State reform school for incorrigibles and juve- 
Mile Penre etei aa DET A T E A aves 89 
WT 279 
State public school for dependent and aban- 
oni ( nadeon eae 16 
No. 5.—Population of the United States in 1390. 
Total population.. ---- 62, 622, 250 
Native born 2 --- 53,872, 
%% epas caeno anha C Aa INNS OAAR AREA 9, 249, 547 
Native born, both parents foreign 8,085, 019 
Native born, one parent foreign .-- 8,418, 656 
Foreign born and of foreign parentage-- - 20,753, 
Native of foreign parentage... ... nao A pen en enn n ene ne 11, 508, 675 
Total immigration, 1820-1805. -.... „2 18, 022, 785 
Giving the same ratio of increase as is given to the foreign born by 
the census of 1890, it would leave of 
Native, both parents foreign.. 
Native, one parent foreign 
Total native of foreign parentagee 22, 414, 808 
Thus showing that the foreign immigrants and their first genera- 
tion of children have added to the population since 1820 40, 437, 593 


SENATOR FROM DELAWARE, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported 
by Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon from the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections February 18, 1896, as follows: 

Resolved, That Henry A. Du Pont is entitled to a seat in the Senate from 

March 4, 1895. 


the State of Delaware for the full term commencing 


1896. 
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The pending question being on the amendment of Mr. TuRPIE, 
to insert the word ‘‘not” before the word entitled,“ and to 
strike out the last clause; so as to make the resolution read: 

Resolved, That Henry A. Du Pont is not entitled to a seat in the Senate from 
the State of Delaware. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, knowing that the Du Pont case 
would be before the Senate to-day,and having it somewhat in 
mind, I took up a morning paper and my eyes fell upon this start- 
ling headline: The most marvelous thing in a century.” I 
supposed, of course, that the article which followed referred to the 
marvelous, the most remarkable and strange occurrences which 
took place in the joint meeting of the members of the two houses 
of the legislature in the State of Delaware on the 9th day of May, 
1895; and I confess that I was surprised when on reading the 
article I found it related only to a patent medicine. 

The occurrences which took place on the 9th day of May, 1895, 
in the joint assembly of the State of Delaware constitute the most 
remarkable thing which has taken place in the last century. I 
do not know but that I ought to ualif y that statement by saying 
that the arguments which have been used in the Senate to sus- 
tain the declared result on that day are even more remarkable; 
and I do not know but that I ought to qualify it further by saying 
that if the Senate, by a majority vote, nang on pen lines, 
should sanction what was declared to be the effect of that day’s 
proceedings, it would be more marvelous still. 

What was it that took place on that day? The legislature which 
met in January | goblets in the State of Delaware was charged 
with the duty of electing a United States Senator. The house 
consisted of 21 members when full and the senate consisted of 9 
members. When the legislature came to ballot in the separate 
houses no election resulted from the ballots thus taken, and on 
the 16th day of January, I think, 1895, according to the United 
States statute, the members of the legislature of Delaware met in 
joint assembly for the papo of proceeding to elect a Senator. 
They continued every day from that date until the 9th of May, 
1895, meng in joint assembly and balloting for a Senator with- 
out any result, 

In the meantime, on the 9th day of April, the governor of Dela- 
ware, Joshua Marvil, died. By the constitution of Delaware, to 
which I shall allude more specifically hereafter, the speaker of 
the senate, William T. Watson, became the governor of the State, 
and from that day, the 9th of April, when he became governor of 
the State, he abandoned the exercise of any duties as senator or 
as speaker of the senate and assumed the duties and functions of 
governor of the State. He occupied the executive office. He had 
not been present in the senate during that whole month. He 
had not entered the joint assembly of the members of the two 
houses during that whole month. 

On the 9th of May, a resolution having been passed for the final 
adjournment of the legislature to take place at 3 o’clock p. m. on 
that day, the joint convention met, having taken a recess from 
the day before, at 9 o’clock in the morning, and commenced bal- 
loting for a Senator, with the usual result, 29 votes cast, no one 
receiving more than 14, the other 15 being divided among several 
of the candidates; and it so balloted until 11 o’clock, when a recess 
was ordered for one hour. 

During that morning William T. Watson occupied the execu- 
tive office; did not come to the senate, did not come to the joint 
meeting of the members of the legislature; but upon the reassem- 
bling of that joint meeting, this governor of the State of Dela- 
ware entered the joint ae of the members of the legislature, 
assumed to preside over it; did preside over it, assumed to vote in 
it; did vote in it for some 27 times, and upon each of those ballots 
Mr. Du Pont received 15 votes and the other candidates received, 
including the vote of the governor, 15 votes, this governor, act- 
ing as presiding officer of the joint meeting of the members, 
declaring in each instance that there was no election, as no one 
had received a majority of the votes cast, and when the hour of 
8 o'clock came, declared the joint meeting adjourned without 
day, and the legislature adjourned. 

ear a hundred years in the State of Delaware it had never been 
supposed by anyone that a person occupying the position of gov- 
ernor, whether elected by the people or whether called to that 
position to fill a vacancy occurring by the death of the governor 
elected by the people, could take part in the senate of the State of 
Delaware or could be a senator. There had been nine instances 
in which the speaker of the senate had been called to occupy the 
position of governor owing to the death or resignation of the gov- 
ernor who had been elected by the people, and in no single instance 
apon any occasion had the person so called to occupy the position 
of governor acted as senator, occupied a seat in the senate, acted 
in a joint convention of the two houses, or a joint meeting of the 
members of the two houses, or cast any vote. I venture to say, 
and I think it will not be contradicted, that during that whole 
one hundred years it had never been supposed that he could do it. 
It had been the accepted understanding of every man who had 
occupied the position of governor under those circumstances that 


he could not do it, and the affidavits here show that on the morn- 
ing of the 9th day of May, 1895, William T. Watson, occupying the 


position of governor of the State of Delaware, himself believed 
that he had no right to do it. 
But something occurred during that hour of interval between 


the morning and noon session of the joint meeting which changed 
his mind and decided him to act. A member of the house who 
had been constantly voting for Mr. Addicks as Senator, upon the 
last day, a Republican, feeling that he could not take the respon- 
sibility of preventing an election of Senator in the State of Dela- 
ware, gave notice that he proposed in the joint meeting which was 
to assemble at 12 o’clock to vote for Mr. Du Pont, which would 
give him 15 votes, a majority of all the votes which had been cast 
in the joint 1 the 9th day of April, 1895, to the 9th 
day of May, 1895. en it was that Governor Watson was called 
upon to take a seat in the joint meeting and to vote, and thereby 
prevent an election; and it is in the sworn affidavits here that he 
said he could not do it, for he had no right to do it. He was then 
told that Chancellor Wolcott either had rendered a different opin- 
ion or Chancellor Wolcott himself informed him that it was his 
opinion that he could doso. So, inst his own idea of what his 
duty was, in violation of his own idea of what his power was, he 
entered that joint meeting and cast his vote 27 times; and, assum- 
ing the presidency of the convention or meeting, declared that 
no election was had. 

Mr. President, I venture to say, on this simple statement of the 
case, there was not only no manin Delaware who up to that hour 
believed that Governor Watson could do that thing, but until this 
effort to refine away the plain provisions of the constitution of 
Delaware occurred upon the consideration of this case there was 
no man in the United States who would have believed or did be- 
lieve that Governor Watson could legally do this thing. Am I 
not justified, therefore, in saying that of all the remarkable per- 
formances which have ever occurred relating to the election of a 
United States Senator in the last century this is the most remark- 
able of all? The marvel of it will only be exceeded if this Senate 
allows such a usurpation, such a violation of constitutional law, 
such a wicked prostitution of power to prevail and prevent the 
seating in this body of Mr. Du Pont. 

The debate in this case has taken a very wide range. The 
visions of the Delaware constitution are 3 plain. pon 
looking at that with an unprejudiced eye it would admit of but 
one construction, and yet this debate has extended over all Eng- 
lish and American law. The Constitution of the United States 
and the constitution of every State in the Union have been dis- 
cussed with the utmost technicality and, I may say, with exceed- 
ing ingenuity. I shall not attempt to follow the Senators who 
have attempted to argue away and to argue out of sight the plain 
provisions of the constitution of Delaware by these ingenious, 
thinly spun, hair-splitting arguments upon the constitutions of 
other States and upon the Constitution of the United States. 

Sometimes I have thought, Mr. President, that I should never 
be able to establish in this body the reputation of being a great 
constitutional lawyer, because to establish that reputation it 
seems to be thought necessary to be able to argue all day—one 
day, two days, or three days—upon questions which do not affect 
the main result, which do not affect the main question, and to 
show a wealth of learning and research which will impress not 
only this Senate but the entire country. I despair of ever being 
classed in the ranks of constitutional lawyers if that be necessary 
to constitute one, 1 have never learned to 

* * * distinguish, and divide 

A hair, *twixt south and southwest side 
but I do think, as a lawyer, I can understand the plain provisions 
of the constitution of Delaware which are important to this case, 
Nay, I think thaf a layman, one who makes no claim to be learned 
in the law or distinguished as a constitutional lawyer, may read 
as he runs and can not err therein. It is only by refinement, by 
raising false issues, by attracting the attention of the Senate to 
matters not connected with this case, that there is any possibility 
of obscuring the result. 

As every case contested in a judicial tribunal finally resolves 
itself into one or at the most two simple propositions over which 
the contention proceeds, so this case has resolved itself into two 
simple propositions. Those who claim that Mr. Du Pont was not 
elected must maintain that William T. Watson, on the 9th day of 
May, 1895, was not governor of the State of Delaware, or they must 
maintain that, admitting that on the 9th day of May William T. 
Watson was governor of the State of Delaware, the Senate has no 
right to inquire into that legal question as to whether he was or 
was not. It is to those points t I propose to address the few 
remarks which I shall make in favor of Mr. Du Pont's claim toa 
seat in the Senate. 

I say, then, that Mr. Watson was a governor of the State of 
Delaware; and I think nothing shows more clearly the search, 
the earnest search, which those who oppose Mr. Du Pont’s claim 
to be entitled to a seat here have made to discover what William 
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T. Watson was if he was notgovernor; andthe very able, learned, 
and distinguished Senators who have argued this question do not 
seem to agree as to what he was. The very fact that they can not 
agree to my mind shows how futile and how untenable is the posi- 


tion that he was not a governor. I had supposed that there was 
only one kind of a governor in a State or that there could be but 
one kind of a governor; that a man who was entitled to orm 
all the functions of the office, that a man who took the oath re- 
quired for a governor, that a man who exercised all the privileges 
and prerogatives ining to the office of governor, that a man 
who received the emoluments of the office, was a governor, and 
only such a man was a governor; and that no matter how he came 
to occupy the position, if those requisites were present, if he was 
capable of performing without limitation all the functions and 
exercising all the powers of the gubernatorial office, if he was en- 
titled to enjoy all the prerogatives of that office, if he had sworn 
to execute that office, and if he received the salary and emolu- 
ments of that office, he was governor. There is no other distinc- 
tion to be found in any law book, and those questions determine 
in every case whether a man is the officer that he claims to be. 

But it seems that the Senators who have argued this case upon 
the other side have discovered a variety of governors. It would 
be amusing, if it were not so serious, to recapitulate the kinds of 
governors that they think may exist in a State. Counsel against 
the claim of Mr. Du Pont conceded that he was a povemor, but 
called him an ad interim governor.” That is one kind of a gov- 
ernor which has been invented for this case. The journal of the 
convention has discovered another kind of a governor, ‘‘ a speaker- 
governor,” for in the journal of the convention it says: The 
hour of 12 o'clock having arrived, the senate, preceded by Speaker- 
Governor Watson, attended by the clerk and sergeant-at-arms, 
proceeded to the hall of the house of representatives;“ and 
“S er-Governor Watson directed the clerk to call the roll;” 
an E Watson declared the houses adjourned 
sine die.“ 

Mr. VILAS. Would it interrupt the Senator if I should ask him 
a question? 

. PLATT. Oh, no. 

Mr. VILAS. I was just going to ask, has not the constitution 
of the State of Delaware a right to say what he should be and 
what he should be called? 

Mr. PLATT. I will come to the constitution of the State of 
Delaware. The constitution of the State of Delaware only recog- 
nizes one kind of a governor, and I will show it thoroughly before 
I get through. 

we have the conceded governor by the counsel against Mr. 
Du Pont, called ad interim governor ”; we have a “‘ speaker-gov 
ernor,” according to the journal of the joint assembly; we have, 
according to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], a most 
astonishing kind of a governor—‘‘ a stop-gap governor ”; we have, 
according to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], “a 
speaker of the senate who ad interim exercises the powers of 
vernor“; and we have, according to the Senator from Indiana 
Mr. TURPIE], “no governor at all, but a speaker, and only a 
er. * 
Mr. GRAY. Now give us what the constitution calls him. 
Mr. PLATT. I trust the Senator will allow me to proceed in 
own way. 

r. GRAY. I beg the Senator’s pardon for interrupting him. 
Mr. PLATT. Is it not remarkable, Mr. President, that those 
who claim that William T. Watson was not to all intents and pur- 
poses governor of the State of Delaware should be driven to the 
strait of inventing these unheard-of governors, even to the idea 
which the Senator from Delaware is entitled, I think, to a patent 
on, the inventing of a stop-gap governor”? As Isaid, it would 
be amusing if it were not so serious, 5 

The constitution of the State of Delaware provides for the elec- 
tion of a governor by the people, who shall hold his office for four 
years, and it then provides, in section 14, that— 

Upon any vacancy happening in the office of governor, by his death, re- 
moval, res tion, or 8 the speaker of the senate shall exercise the 
office until a governor elected by the people shall be duly q 

Is there 8 there which indicates that there may be two 
kinds, or three kinds, or four kinds of governors in the State of 
Delaware? But Senators say that because this languageis used, 
“shall exercise the office until a governor elected by the people 
shall be duly qualified,” that that means that the person who at 
the time of the death of the governor happens to be the speaker of 
the senate does not become to all intents and purposes governor, 
but he simply exercises the office of governor. None of the Sen- 
ators go so far as to say that he is in no sense a governor, except 
the Senator from Indiana, who says he isa er, nothing more, 
and that this language which I have read from the constitution 
of Delaware confers upon the speaker, upon that officer, the duty 
of discharging, while the vacancy continues, the duties of gov- 
ernor, but that he becomes in no sense the governor. Well, Mr. 
President, that meets the issue squarely. All the other theories 


m; 


that he is not a governor in the full sense, but a governor in a lim- 
ited sense, an ad interim governor,” “a speaker-governor,“ a 
stop-gap governor ”—all those contentions, it seems to me, are 
simply evasions of the one issue here. The Senator from Indiana 
meets it boldly, if not successfully. 

Senators say that the words“ exercise the office of governor” 
are inconsistent with the idea that he is governor, and they seem 
very strangely to have overlooked the fact that in this very same 
constitution and in this very same article the words exercise the 
office of governor axe used to denote the man who is elected gov- 
ernor. tion 5, article 3, is as follows: 

No member of nor ol 
s ter of tle estan e err Ue e h porerne, “Maer the United 

Does not that refer to the elected governor? Does it refer 
merely to a er who, upon the theory of the Senator from 
Indiana, has t upon him the obligation to perform the duties 
of governor and performs them ex officio? No. This section 5 
uses the words “exercise the office of governor” synonymously 
with the phrase hold the office of governor.” It can not be 
held by any refinement of reasoning not to apply to the elected 
governor, and there is no distinction, therefore, to be drawn in 
this constitution of Delaware between an elected governor and a 
governor who, under the terms of the constitution, becomes gov- 
nor in case of a vacancy. It is somewhat remarkable that this 
phrase has not attracted the attention of the Senators who hold 
that the words “‘ exercise the office of governor” are incompatible 
with the idea that the man called upon to assume the position in 
case of a vacancy is the governor. I will read it again: 

No member of Co: nor person holding any office under the United 
States, or this State, exercise the office of governor. 

Is not that the same thing as saying that no man holding any 
such office shall be governor—shall be elected governor? Does 
not this refer to the governor who may be elected? Unless Sena- 
tors can resort to some more ingenious refinement of reasoni 
than they have yet resorted to, there is a large e 
which they can not pass over and can not remove out of the way. 
The language is the same. 


Serc. 14. Upon any vacancy happening in the office of governor. his death. 
removal, . or inability the speaker of the senate — — the 


office, etc. 

Sec. 5. No member of nor hol 
United States, or this State, — the office oi — nom See Se 

But in the v language in the constitution, in section 14 of 
Article III, the plain implication is that there may be a governor 
of the State who is not elected by the people, and that the person 
who assumes the vacant place, who su to the vacancy by 
reason of having been at the time when the vacancy occurred 
speaker of the Delaware senate, is a governor, though called to fill 
a vacancy, as truly as though el by the people. 

m any vacancy happen in the office of gove ie 
8 88 or ie tre speaker of tus — — BB Biers the 
ce untii— 

When?— 
until a governor elected by the people shall be duly qualified. 

Why did they put in “elected by the people ” if the person who 
exercises the office is not as fully Brae pet a governor elected 
by the le? Why does it not say ‘‘ until a governor shall be 
duly qualified”? If a speaker of the senate, occupying the office 
of governor is not a governor, then the words “elected by the 
people are entirely surplusage. You will find that language re- 
peated several times here—a plain implication, as the language to 
which I have heretofore alluded is a plain declaration—that the 
person, whoever he may be, who is called to the gubernatorial 
chair by reason of the death or resignation of the person filling it 
is governor. 

If there be no er of the senate, or upon a further vacancy happe: 
in the office, by death, removal, resignation, or inability, the speaker o 
the house of 8 shall exercise the office until a governor elected 
by the people be duly qualified. 

Why did it not say “until a governor shall be elected by the 
er and duly qualified”? If it had used that language there 
might possibly have been an opportunity to reason by implication 
that the only governor known to the State of Delaware was a 
governor elected by the people. If the speaker of the senate or 
the speaker of the house ed to the gubernatorial chair were 
not the governor, then this language is entirely out of place. 

I come now to the third phrase in section 14 of Article III: 

If the person elected governor shall die, or become disqualified before the 
commencement of his term of office, or shall refuse to take the same, the 


paa holding the office shall continue to exercise it until a governor 
elected and duly qualified. 


Plainly, Mr. President, the term holding the office” is used 
s opymouniy with the term exercise it,” as it is used in sec- 

on 5. 

But here is another provision which I should like to have the 
Senators explain who say that a person coming to the gubernato- 
rial chair by reason of the provisions of the constitution in case 
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of the death of the governor is not a governor. It is the last 
clause in section 14, 

Mr. GRAY. Of what article? 

Mr. PLATT. Of Article III. 


The governor shall not be removed from his office for inability but with 
the concurrence of two-thirds of all the members of each branch of the leg- 


We have in the commencement of section 14, Article II, the 
provision that— 
ha in the office of his dea 
2 ey 8 aioe an e 0 = governor by th, re- 


office until a governor elected by the Toppie enan be duly qualified. Ifthere 

her vacancy happening in the 

b ion, or inability, the speaker of the 

house ok. representatives shall exercise the office until a governor elected by 
the people shall be duly qualified. 

Now, can not the governor who has been called upon because 
he was speaker of the senate, or, in the next instance, called upon 
because he was speaker of the house, be removed for inability by 
two-thirds of the members of the legislature in each branch? If 
80, it is declared here in the constitution in plain words and terms 
which can not be overcome that the person so called to the office 
of governor is governor. 

The governor— 

It makes no distinction how he came to be governor— 
shall not be removed from his office for inability but with the concurrence of 
two-thirds— 

And it is already provided in the section that in the case of the 
inability to discharge the office of the governor who has come from 
the speaker’s chair to the gubernatorial chair the speaker of the 
house of representatives shall be governor. 

Ido not think I need go further, Mr. President. These provi- 
sions of the constitution of the State of Delaware are simple; they 
are plain; they are not capable of more than one construction, 
because the words exercise the office,” when applied to the per- 
son who was speaker but who becomes governor, are the same 
words which are used in section 5, referring to a governor who is 
elected by the people. In the last clause any kind of a governor 
is referred to, or rather it precludes the idea that there can be but 
one kind of governor in the State of Delaware, and when the in- 
ability of that governor occurs he can be removed oy the concur- 
rent vote of two-thirds of all the members of each branch of the 

islature,” and not otherwise. 

t is a refinement of ingenuity—I was going almost to say un- 
worthy, I will say it is out of p. in this —to deny that the 
State of Delaware has a governor to-day, or that he is any less a 
governor than if he had been elected by the people. The consti- 
tution declares that he shall be governor when it declares that he 
shall exercise the office of governor. The only difference between 
him and an elected governor is in the length of his term of office. 
The elected governor holds his office for four years. The governor 
who comes to the chair because at the time of the death of the 
elected governor he occupied the position of speaker of the senate 
holds his office until another governor has been elected and quali- 
fied. That may be a longer or shorter time. In the State of Del- 
aware it has been as much, I think, in some instances as two years 
and a half; in some instances it has only been a few months. It 
might be more than four years. The called to the guber- 
natorial chair under this provision of the constitution that the 
person oceupying the position of speaker of the senate at the time 
of the death of the governor shall become governor may have a 
longer term than the elected governor. He may be five years in 
his place, because under the provisions of the constitution in case 
there is a contest he would hold until the end of the contest, and 
if the contest extended over the whole four years of the term of 
governor he would hold that four years in addition to the months 
Sad aie that he had held in consequence of the death of the pre- 

ing governor. Is there anything in that which detracts from 
the dignity, the power, or the character of the 8 As- 
sumed, cast upon the person who was speaker of the senate? 

There is another provision here. I do not turn to it at this mo- 
ment, but I can state what itis. It may so happen under the con- 
stitution of the State of Delaware, and has so happened; that the 
person thus called upon under the constitution to become the gov- 
ernor of the State is required to exercise his office after his sena- 
torial term shall have expired. Ican not turn to the provision, 
but there will be no controversy on that subject. 

Now, if in the person who becomes governor it be only the casting 
of certain powere and duties upon another officer, how is it that 
the person holding that office must, under the constitution of the 
State of Delaware, continue to hold it after his term of office ex- 
pires? If anything were needed to make the contention perfectly 
conclusive that it is the man who becomes governor and not the 
officer who is called upon to discharge the functions of governor, 
it seems to me that this fact is irresistible. 

I had wondered how that argument would be met. I had 


wondered how the Senators who said that there was no governor 


of the State of Delaware under such circumstances would meet 
it. Ido not recollect that the distinguished Senator from Indiana 
Mr. TURPE] attempted to meet that argument. He said, indeed, 
ere was no governor in Delaware to-day; that there was simply 

a speaker there who was charged by the constitution with per- 
forming the duties which the governor, if there were one, would 
have to orm; and yet, if I am not mistaken, he entirely over- 
looked the fact that the very same person, who he says is speaker 
and not governor, will, if I am not misinformed as to the term of 
his service, be governor, exercise the office, perform the duties of 
governor, after his senatorial term and speakership shall have 


ired. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] saw the pinch of 
the case and he invented a way out. He is entitled to great credit 
for his ingenuity, but I think he exercised it at the expense of his 
reason. He says that the constitution of the State of Delaware in 
such a case prol the term of the senatorship, and when the 
constitution says that a senator shall be elected for four years he 
may possibly have been elected for eight. 

Mr. GEORGE. Willthe Senator mind if I correct him in that 
statement? 

Mr. PLATT. Not at all. 

Mr. GEORGE. I expressly stated that the constitution did not 
prolong the office of senator; it prolonged the office of the speaker 
of the senate. I expressly stated that it did not prolong the office 
of senator, and gave my reasons for it. 

Mr. PLATT, Then the Senator is driven to the more absurd 
contention that a man may be the speaker of the senate of Dela- 
ware who is not asenator. He would be obliged to allow that 
the senate of Delaware might elect an outsider to be its oy are 
Is there anything in the constitution which says, except by this 
remote and ingenious implication, that the speaker of the senate 
may continue to be speaker of the senate after the senate has dis- 
solved and gone into the dreary ; that he lives on, a sad sur- 
vivor of the senate of the State of Delaware? Oh, Mr. President, 
when: the necessities of the case require a resort to such argu- 
ments the case must be poor indeed! 

Now, if a man be governor of the State of Delaware—and for 
this purpose I do not care what kind of a governor—whether a 
governor elected by the people, an ad interim governor, or a stop- 
gap governor—if he be a governor of the State of Delaware he 
can not be a senator. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator from Connecticut 
will allow me right there, before he leayes the point he has just 
been discussing so clearly—unanswerably, as I think—I should 
like to call the attention of the Senator to another absurdity. 

Mr. PLATT. I should be very glad if the Senator would do so. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It seems to me the argument of 
my distinguished friend from Mississippi leads him—— 

. GEORGE, If the Senator from Oregon is referring to me, 
I do not hear what he is saying. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I was about stating that it seems 
to me another suggestion can be made in addition to the one sug- 
gested by the Senator from Connecticut, which shows the nonten- 
ability—I said absurdity a moment f the ent of the 
Senator from Mississippi. If the effect is, as claimed by the distin- 
guished Senator from Missi issippi, to extend the office of speaker 
over and beyond the period when that same speaker ceases to be 
a senator, and he continues, as he must continue under another 
provision of the constitution of the State of Delaware, to exer- 
cise the office of governor until a governor elected by the people 
is duly qualified, then it might happen, and undoubtedly would 
happen in perhaps many cases, that a new senate would come into 
prr and a new speaker would be elected; and you would then 

ave two speakers, not a speaker pro tempore and a regular 
speaker, but two speakers of the senate of the State of Delaware 
at one and the same time. 

Mr. PLATT. Or the senate would find itself in the remarkable 


situation that it would have no er. It could notelect anew 
speaker constitutionally and legally, and the old speaker would be 
governor. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. One of the two would happen. 

Mr. PLATT. One of the two. 

Mr. President, I was Bice 3 to say that no matter what 
kind of a governor William T. Watson may be, if he is a gov- 
ernor, he can not be a senator; because if heis a governor he holds 
the office of governor, and it is expressly provided in section 12 of 
Article II that— 

No person concerned in any army or navy contracts, nor member of Con- 

s5, nor any person holding any office under this State, or the United 
tates, except attorney-general, ete., shall, during his continuance in 
Congress or in office, be a senator or representative. 

It would seem as if it could not be contended that William T. 
Watson was not in the office of governor, was not holding the 
office of governor; it would seem as if all these provisions of 
constitution of the State of Delaware were too plain to admit that 


5230 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —SENATE. 


May 14, 


he was not in the office of governor, that he was not holding the 
office of governor; and if he is, he can not, by the plain prohibition 
of the constitution, be a senator at the same time. If he is an ad 
interim governor, he can not be a senator at the same time; if he 
is even a stop-gap governor, he can not be a senator at the same 
time; and even if he is only a speaker-governor, he can not be a 
senator. There is no distinction made. In either of the cases he 
is holding an office. 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] has taken the only 
alternative in arguing the case, and that is that he is not a gov- 
ernor in any sense. hen counsel admitted that he was a goy- 
ernor, thou mly an ad interim governor, when the Senator from 
Delaware (Mr. Gray] admits that he is a governor, only a stop- 
gap governor, and when the journal admits that he is a governor, 
only he is a speaker-governor, his right to be a senator, to act as 
a senator, is conceded away. The only difficulty with the argu- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana and the Senator from Missis- 
sippi, who also, I think, holds that he is not a governor, but only 
a speaker who ad interim exercises provisionally the office, was 
plainly seen by the Senator from Delaware and by counsel in the 
case, and that is that it is untenable, that the constitution of Dela- 
ware calls him governor, provides that he shall be governor, 
makes no distinction between him and the governor elected by 
the people, indicates by plain implication of language that a gov- 
ernor elated by the people and a governor called because he oc- 
cupies the office of senator or speaker of the senate at the death 
of the governor are the same. 5 

If this be so, Mr. President, there is no use going any further in 
the case to inquire Whether there is an e in these 
offices, to inquire what effect the conduct of the people of Dela- 
ware, what effect the conduct of former officials, what effect the 
precedents have upon the construction of the constitution, be- 
cause once admit that William T. Watson was governor of the 
State of Delaware, and he can not be a senator of the State of Del- 
aware at the same time. It is utterly needless to go into the 
question as to whether, in case there is no new election of a sen- 
ator ordered, he can resume a place as senator when his term of 
office as governor expires, because he can not be a senator while 
he is governor, and it is not claimed that he can be if he is gov- 
ernor, as I understand it, when the argument is resolved down to 
its final analysis. 

I might say the argument has been adduced here that the peo- 

le of the State of Delaware have treated the office of senator as if 
t existed so that when the person who was called to be governor 
because he was speaker of the senate ceased to be governor, he 
could come back and resume his place, and therefore the con- 
stitution must be construed as making it proper, constitutional, 
and compatible that the governor might at the same time be 
a senator of the State. If that be so, Mr. President, if that has 
any effect upon the construction of the constitution, then the fact 
that no governor has ever attempted to exercise the office of sena- 
tor or speaker of the senate, or, while governor, toperform any duty 
attaching to the office of senator or speaker of the senate, is equally 
conclusive that the constitution does not permit it. 

I do not need to go into the argument that the constitution of 
Delaware is not to be construed by or in the light of what has 
been done by speakers of the senate during the last hundred years. 
It is utterly immaterial, I think, for the whole case hinges upon 
the question whether Watson was a governor, any kind of a gov- 
ernor, in any sense a governor in which the constitution of Dela- 
ware recognizes that officer. If he was, he could not be a senator. 
Constitutions can not be construed by what has been done or 
suffered to be done by the people of a State or even by a legisla- 
ture. It may be evidence of what people have thought about it, 
but it can not in any way affect the meaning of the constitution; 
and if it be true thatit evidences the fact that the people of Dela- 
ware thought the office still remained, althongh the man was for 
the time being taken away from it, so that when his office of gov- 
ernor ceased t could return to the office, then it also evidences 
the fact that the people of the State of Delaware never believed 
that while in the office of governor he could attempt to discharge 
the duties of senator or of speaker of the senate. 

That, I think, is quite enough to say upon this branch of the 
case. I am not on the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
and I have not studied carefully every detail and every word in 
the reports and in the arguments. I have, as I think, given suffi- 
cient attention to the case to see where it hinges. It all hinges 
upon the question whether William T. Watson on the 9th day of 

ay, 1895, was goveraor of the State of Delaware as he was sup- 
pen to be, and I should be very sorry to see the Senate, driven 

y the necessities of party, to declare, in plain opposition, as it 
seems to me, to the constitution of Delaware—in plain opposition 
to what has been thought to be for a hundred years constitutional 
law in the State of Delaware—that William T. Watson was not 
governor on that day. I might go into the argument as to the 
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possibility of his performing the duties of senator at the same 


time when he performed the duties of governor and was governor. 
But that has been fully gone into by speakers who have preceded 


me. 

But one illustration comes to my mind which I think shows the 
entire absurdity of the claim that in the nature of things a man 
can be a povernor and a senator at thesame time. Itis as impos- 
sible as that two particles of matter shall occupy the same space 
at the same time. I suppose that in the legislature of the State 
of Delaware, as in every other legislative body, there must be 
some rule, as there is in this body, to provide for securing the 
attendance of absent members in the senate. and house, and that 
less than a quorum may compel the attendance of absent members, 
Just think of the senate in session, not a quorum present, and less 
than a quorum directing the absent members to be summoned, 
and a sergeant-at-arms sent after William T. Watson, governor 
of Delaware, in the field at the head of the army and fighting the 
battles of the State or in the discharge of any other gubernatorial 
duty, to bring him into the senate. If he is a senator, it could be 
coa No, no; he was not senator and he was not speaker of the 
senate. r 

The view which I have advanced, namely, that William T. Wat- 
son, immediately on the death of Joshua A. Marvil and the taking 
of the oath of office, became governor of the State of Delaware 
and remains governor of the State until this time, and that there 
is no limitation or qualification upon his right to that office, is 
abundantly justified by the case of Chadwick vs. Earhart, quoted 


by the Senator from Michigan . BURROWS] in his admirable 
argument upon this 


uestion. e constitution of the State of 
Oregon provided as follows: 

In case of the removal of the governor from office, or of his death, resigna- 
tion, or inability to discharge the duties of the office, the same shall devolve 
on the secretary of state; and in case of the removal from office, death, resig- 
nation, or inability both of the governor and secretary of state the president 
of the senate s act as governor until the disability be removed or a gov- 
ernor elected. (Constitution of Oregon, Article V, section 8.) 

It was claimed that the duties of the office of governor became 
thereby annexed to the office of secretary of state; in other words, 
that the duties of the office, but not the office itself, devolved upon 
the secretary of state. Chief Justice Waldo, in delivering the 
opinion of the court upon this claim, proceeds to say: 

This position seems to require, first, either that the office of governor 
should continue vacant during the time the secretary discharges its duties, 
and that such duties be in some way performed by the secretary of state, 
as such, consistently with a condition of vacancy; or, second, that the office 
be filled, and yet he who fills it be in no wise governor, but continue to be 
merely secretary of state. 

In the first place, it is not shown how an office can be vacant and yet there 
be a person—not the deputy or locum tenens of another—empowered by law 
to discharge the duties of the office, and who does in fact discharge them. 
It is not explained how in such a case the duties can be separated from the 
office so that he who discharges them does not hecome an incumbent of the 
office; and, in the second place, how a person can fill the office of governor 
without being governor. __ 

It is the function of a public officer to discharge publicduties. Such duties 
constitute his office, Hence, given a public office and one who, duly empow- 
ered, discharges its duties, and we have an incumbent in that office. Such is 
the case here. The secretary of state, by force of the function cast upon him, 
3 governor, and consequently entitled to the salary appertaining to 

e office. 

In Merriam vs. Clinch, 6 Blatch., 9 (1867), Mr. Justice Blatchford said: 
“Three times since the adoption of the Constitution the President has di 
and, under the provision referred to, the powers and duties of the office 
President have devolved on the Vice-President. All branches of the Goy- 
ernment have, under such circumstances, ized the Vice-President as 
holding the office of President, as authorized to assume its title and entitled 
to its emoluments. The Vice-President holds the office of President until a 
successor to the deceased President comes to assume the office at the expira- 
tion 5 5 for which the deceased President and the Vice-President 
were elected.” 

The case of The People, ex rel. Church, vs. Hopkins (85 N. V., 74) is much in 
point. In 1859 a law was panoa in New York establishing the office of super- 
intendent of insurance. The superintendent was to be appointed pma gov- 
ernor for the term of three 82 with authority to appoint clerks, one of 
whom was to be designated his deputy, and to “ possess the powers and to 
perform the duties attached by law to the office of principal during a vacancy 
in such office, and during the absence and inab of Principal.“ The 
superintendent resigned his office, the duties of which thereupon devolved 
upon the deputy. e deputy claimed the salary of a superintendent during 
the time he discharged the duties of the office, and it was held that he was 
entitled to such salary. 

The court, by Grover, J., supported the conclusion reached by references 
which are especial] rtinent in this case: “But there are precedents which, 
though not judicial, I regard as entitled to be considered as decisive of the 

uestion under consideration. In the constitution of the State adopted in 

822 will be found the following provision: ‘In case of the impeachment of 
the governor or his removal from office, death, resignation, or absence from 
the State, the powers and duties of the office shall devolve upon the lieuten- 
ant-governor for the residue of the term, or until the governor absent or 
impeached shall return or be uitted.’ (Const. 1822, Article III, section 6.) 
On the lith of February, 1828, the office of governor e vacant by the 
death of De Witt Clinton, the then incumbent of the office, and its powers 
and duties, under the above provision of the constitution, devolved on Na- 
thaniel Pitcher, then lieutenant-governor. The question arose whether he 
was to be regarded, in the exercise of the powers and performance of the 
duties so vested in him, as acting governor, or in the performance of the con- 
tingent duties of lieutenant-governor, and, as a consequence, whether he was 
entitled to the salary of the former office, or the compensation given to the 
lientenant-governor for his services as such. 

“It was held by William L. Marey, then comptrolier, that he was to be 
regarded as the acting governor and entitled to the salary given by law to 


that officer. The same questions, under the same provision, again arose in 
1820, upon the resignation of the office of governor by 


an 
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the powers and duties of the office devolving upon Enos T. Throop, then 
lieutenant-governor, and were decided the same way by Silas Wright, then 
comptroller. It will be seen that these questions were identical with that in 
the present case. We surely shall not go far astray in following the prece- 
dents established by these able jurists, wise statesmen, and rigid economists.” 

The principle on which the second question is to be decided, namely, 
whether the appellant shall cease to be governor when he ceases to be secre- 

of state, seems to be this: If an office be appendant, as the expression is 

in T Leon, 321, to another office, the determination of the first office will deter- 
mine the second. This is the case where a person holding any office is ex 
officio entitled to some other office. For instance, in City of Portland vs. 
Denny (4Oreg. ng lacy recorder of the city of Portland was ex officioa eres 
of the peace. in t case the office of justice of the peace was appendaut to 
the office of recorder and determined with it. 

On the contrary, if the nomination or . to an office be by descri 
tio personæ of one who holds some office by the titleof which heis descri 
pe a onsome contingency, is to enter and fill another office, the answer- 
ing the description at the time the 5 arises des tes him as the 
person who is to enter and fill the office, and when, as thus designated, he 
enters into the office he holds it in his natural and not in his official capacity. 
T seems to bə the principle which applies when the office of governor 
devolveson the secretary of state on the 3 of any of the events 
specified in the constitution. That the president of the senate, who holds 
under a similar title, ceases to be president of the senate when he becomes 
governor seems evident, for the two offices are incompatible at common law 
and there is no constitutional implication that both offices l be held to- 

ther. It would follow, therefore, that the president of the senate would 
Fold the office of governor, once incumbent, without reference to his office 
of president of the senate. Now, as two offices may remain distinct which 
are not incompatible, though the officer is the same person, it would seem 
that the same 5 should govern the holding of the office of governor 


by the secretary of state. 
This question therefore must also be answered in favor of the appellant 


and judgment be entered acco: gly. 
J A pahaa reversed. 


Now, the only other branch of the case is one to which I wish 
to call the attention of the Senate for a few minutes. The Sena- 
tor from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], I think, apprehended perha 
better than any of the other Senators what may be ed the 

inch of the case, and therefore pressed harder home upon the 
nate a doctrine from which I utterly dissent, and that is that 
the Senate can not inquire into this case because each house of 
the State of Delaware is by the State constitution made the judge 
of the qualifications and elections of its own members, and that 
the senate of Delaware had so acted that this matter was res 
adjudicata, and the Senate of the United States has no power 
to inquire into it. Indeed, Mr. President, the views of the mi- 
nority of the committee seem to me to abandon the contention 
that William T. Watson was not governor of the State of Del- 
aware and therefore could be a senator, and to rely almost 
wholly upon the supposed doctrine that the Senate can not in- 
quire, because in some mysterious, undefined, vague way the 
senate of the State of Delaware has passed upon his right to act 
as a senator and as speaker of the senate, and to enter the 
joint convention and preside there and vote there and declare 
there had been no election. That matter has been answered fully 
by the able Senator from Oregon . MITCHELL], the chairman 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The senate of the State of Delaware never had an opportunity 
to pass upon that question, according to the testimony in this 
case, and if it were admitted, which I shall by and by take occa- 
sion to deny, and to deny earnestly, that if the senate of the State 
of Delaware had acted upon it the Senate of the United States 
would be shut out from making any inquiry, yet the evidence 
utterly fails to show that the senate of the State of Delaware ever 
acted on the question as to whether William T. Watson while 
governor of the State could also act as senator. 

Now, what were the facts? As I said in the opening of my 
remarks, there had been a joint meeting of the members of the 
two houses in session from 9 o'clock until 11 o'clock on that day. 
Then there had been a recess of the joint meeting taken until 12 
o'clock. At 11 o'clock the senate reassembled, and the speaker 
elected by the senate when Mr. Watson assumed the office of goy- 
ernor, Mr. Records, presided at the meeting. Bills were passed. 
The journal does not show that anyone else took the chair. The 
journal—and I call the attention of the Senator from Indiana to 
the journal—shows that Mr. Records occupied the chair during 
the whole session. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Not only does the journal fail to 
show that anybody else took the chair, but it shows by the votes 
taken every few moments that Mr. Records was in the chair and 


voted. 

Mr. PLATT. Les, and that Mr. Watson was not there. Ifeel 
like saying to the Senator from Indiana, from the stress which he 
laid upon the journal, that I thank him for that word, because the 
journal not only utterly fails to show that Mr. Watson came to 
the senate and assumed in the senate to occupy the chair of 
speaker, but it does show that the chair was occupied by another 
person who had been chosen to occupy it. 

I do not care for the purposes of this case and this argument 
whether Mr. Watson came at a minute to 12, as the Senate was 
getting ready to go to the joint assembly and step to the 
chair, or whether he stepped to the head of the procession after it 
had started for the hall of the house of representatives where the 
joint meeting was to be held, and marched at the head of the 


; 


procession of senators into the joint meeting. In neither case 


had there been an opportunity for the senate to pass upon the 
question whether he was entitled to occupy the speaker’s chair. 
It is not claimed seriously that the senate ever did pass upon that 
question either silently or publicly, either by act or by acquies- 
cence. 

Now, admit the whole doctrine that is-claimed by Senators on 
the other side, thatif the senate of Delaware had acted, if the sen- 
ate had passed a resolution saying that the governor had a right 
to come there and take the speaker's chair, or if the senate had 
acquiesced in it, the Senate of the United States would be obliged 
to stultify itself, if it thought otherwise, and say it could not in- 
quire into it. Admit that argument to the full extent, and how is 
it possible for Senators who claim that this case turns upon that 
point to say there had been any decision and the matter was res 
adjudicata? Stand by the journal. That seems to be the sacred 
thing in the minds of those Senators. The journal does not show 
it. The affidavits do not show it. No evidence points to the fact 
that the senate ever had an opportunity to consider whether it 
would permit the governor to come to the senate and occupy the 
speaker’s chair. If there is any evidence tending to show it, re- 
motely looking to it, I have failed to observe it. 

The senate could not act in joint meeting of the two houses. 
The senate could not pass upon that question after it entered the 
hall where the joint nieeting was held, because it was not a joint 
convention of the two houses. Suppose a protest had been made, 
Who would decide it? Suppose some senator had challenged the 
right of Watson to occupy as speaker of the senate the position of 
presidency of the meeting. o would decide it? We have had 
trouble enough of that sort in the discussion as to who would de- 
cide questions which might arise when the two Houses of Con- 
gress meet to count the electoral vote. But the two houses did 
not meet. It was, under the statute, a meeting of the members 
of the two houses, and there could be no protest made there, and 
there is nothing in this case which prevents the Senate from look- 
ing into it even upon the most extreme claim of the limitations 
of the power of the Senate made by Senators upon the other side. 
It seems to me that ought to dispose of that branch of the case, 
and it does dispose of it. 

I have heard—I do not know whether in this discussion or out- 
side—a Senator express the opinion that the fact that Mr. Wat- 
son marched at the head of the procession of senators into the 
joint meeting and presided there without protest would govern 

is vote. Is there anything in the constitution of Delaware which 
says that a joint meeting of the members of the two houses or the 
members of the legislature in joint meeting shall have power to 
decide upon the qualifications of their members? I think not. 
If there be not, what matter whether there was a protest or not? 
What matter whether his right was challenged there? Thesenate 
could not decide it. There is no constitutional power in the joint 
meeting of the members of the two houses to decide it. The pro- 
test was made in fact and, as I understand, presented before the 
final adjournment of the joint assembly. But whether it was 
made or not, what does it matter even npon theextreme claim put 
forward here of the powerlessness of the Senate to inquire into 
the validity of the election of persons claiming to be elected Sena- 
tors? The senate never passed upon the question whether while 
Watson was governor he could also exercise the office of senator. 
The joint meeting could not have passed upon it. 

But go a little further, Mr. President, although I wish to say 
that it is outside of this case. If William T. Watson was gov- 
ernor of the State of Delaware, he could not be senator. If the 
senate had not passed upon that question, the Senate of the United 
States is not concluded. The joint meeting could not upon 
the question, and therefore it did not pass upon it, and the Senate 
of the United States is not concluded from making an inquiry. 
That, as it seems to me, is all that there is in this case. But I 
desire to go a little further, as I wish to take this occasion to enter 


my dissent—— 
Mr. GRAY. May TI ask the Senator from Connecticut a ques- 
tion, in order that I may understand his position thoroughly? 

Mr. PLATT, Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Is it the Senator's position that the Senate of the 
United States, in any case of a contested election for United States 
Senator, can pass upon the qualifications and right to a seat in a 
State legislature of any member of that legislature whose qualifi- 
cations have not been especially passed apon and made the sub- 
ject of a judgment by the house to which he belongs? 

Mr. PLATT. Ishall make that claim very soon. 

Mr. GRAY. That is the Senator’s proposition? 

Mr. PLATT. That is my own opinion, differing, perhaps, from 
what has been 5 8 to be the accepted doctrine of the Senate. 
But I do not think that case arises here. That Watson had been 
a senator, elected and sworn in, is true. That he could be a sen- 
ator while governor was not passed upon, was not acquiesced in 
by the senate. That question arose su nent to the time when 
he was permitted to take his seat as senator. Something new had 
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come in; he had gone into a new office. A new 
not whether he was elected as senator and entitled to a seat as sen- 
ator, but whether as another officer he could act in the senate. 
That question was never settled either by acquiescence or by direct 


act or 29257 7 55 k > 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Suppose, instead of succeeding to 
the office of governor, he had become insane, and thus in the eyes 
of everyone absolutely disqualified to exercise the office of sen- 
ator, such case the fact that his qualifications as senator had 
been upon away back yonder when he took his seat certainly 
could not apply to the case, could it? 

Mr. PLATT. Oh, no. 

Mr. VILAS. Will the Senator from Connecticut permit me to 
ask him a question? I do not understand the Senator as main- 
taining, fae if as a ee g rsonal opinion, na RIR A 

,in order to recognize the ju ent of a legislative body, 
it shall have expressly passed upon the case. 

Mr. PLATT. No. 

Mr. VILAS. If a body recognizes a member, suffers him to 
act, is not that the judgment of the body that he is entitled to be 
there? 


Mr. PLATT. The senate of the State of Delaware never did 
that. That is what I have been trying to show for the last twenty 
minutes. There is no evidence to show it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. He did not himself go back. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Connecticut, then, is waiving 
the legal point and addressing himself to a mere question of fact 
as he so Ee: it to be from the evidence? 

Mr. PLATT. That is precisely what I was saying; that admit- 
ting the doctrine to the full extent claimed even by the Senator 
from Indiana, there was no opportunity for the senate of the 
State of Delaware to pass either tas tly or by acquiescence upon 
the question whether Watson, as governor, could vote in the sen- 
ate or go into the joint convention. 

Mr. FILAS, ill the Senator allow me to ask him one other 
question? Does it make any difference during what length of 
time a bođy recognizes a person as a member of it? Isit not its 
ju ent so long as it recognizes him? 

. PLATT. I would hardly want to say that. I think if I 
had been a member of the senate of Delaware and William T. 
Watson at 30 seconds of 12 o'clock had appeared there and pushed 
the speaker whom the senate had elected out of his chair and oc- 
cupied it for a space of thirty seconds I should have been too dum- 
founded and startled to have had my acquiescence had any effect 
upon the situation. 

Mr. VILAS. I am not going to debate that proposition now 
with the Senator, but I wish to ask himaquestion. If he had been 
there and that had taken place and he had not recognized it to 
have been the usage of a hundred years, would he not have pro- 
tested against it, and does he not sup that no protest or ob- 
jection was made to the speaker's resuming his chair for the reason 
that it was supposed to be right until the necessities of some hours 
later raised a question which has found courageous debaters in 
this body? 

Mr, PLATT. Do I understand the Senator from Wisconsin to 
say that during the whole hundred years any governor had come 
back and assumed the speaker’s chair? 

Mr. VILAS. No; he always been recognized as the speaker 
exercising the office of governor and entitled to resume his seat 
when the temporary ormance was over. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is different. 

Mr. PLATT. When the temporary performance was over! 
Did anybody in the State senate suppose that the time for him to 
cease the discharge of his duties as governor had arrived? Oh 
no. The Senate will not stand on any such very narrow technical 
application of the doctrine, though the doctrine may be admitted. 

e record 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Connecticut per- 
mit me? 

Mr. PLATT. Inone moment. The record fails to disclose the 
fact that he came at all. The weight of evidence is to the conclu- 
sion that he did not come at all to the r’s chair. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow 
me to ask the Senator from Wisconsin a question? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ithink under the circumstances it is fair 
that the Senator from Wisconsin should answer this question, and 
that is whether he considers the acquiescence by the senate of 
Delaware, for the time specified and shown in the record, in the 
return by Governor Watson to the senate and his resumption of 
the duties to have been an adjudication by the senateof Delaware 
that he was entitled to continue to act as speaker and senator, 
which is binding u the Senate of the United States? 

Mr. VILAS. 4 think just this: The senate did not adjudicate, 
but it recognized him as a member of its body without question 


on the of any other one of the senators there. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Now, I ask the Senator what force he gives 


tion arose— | to what took place. Does he say, whether it was a ju 


ent or 
not, or a vote or not, that it gave Watson rights that he would 


not o ve , and that the Senate of the United 
States is precluded, by what took place at that time, from inquir- 
ing wh as a matter of fact and of law he was then speaker 


of the senate and a senator? 

Mr. VILAS. Thesenate of the State of Delaware was rightfull 
composed of nine senators, and when the other eight Ses 
a as the ninth, they made him so de facto, whatever might be 

e case. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator thinks 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. CHANDLER. In one moment. The Senator from Wis- 
consin, then, thinks that opon mas principle, whether or not Wat- 
son had the right to come back and act as speaker of the senate or 
senator, as a matter of fact and of law what took place precludes 
the Senate of the United States from inquiring into the title. To 
put the facts as they were, a few minutes before 12 o’clock, hav- 
ing been absent thirty days, never having undertaken to act as 
senator or as er of the senate during that time, he came back 
and superseded Speaker Records and marched with the senators 
to the place of joint meeting. Does the Senator from Wisconsin, 
as a lawyer, give those transactions the force and effect of a deci- 
sion by the senate of Delaware that gave Watson title as senator, 
whether he otherwise had such title or not? 

Mr. VILAS. I do not say it was an adjudication, but I say it 
was the recognition of his being de facto senator and speaker, and 
as the constitution designates it, and not okie jro tempore, 

Mr. CHANDLER. And the Senator from Wisconsin holds, 
then, that what took place gave Watson aright to vote for United 
States Senator whether he had the right before he came in and 
did this thing or not. That is the Senator’s proposition. 

z He was st Sap as a member of that body. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does Senator hold that by so recogniz- 
ing him it gave him title, whether he had it or not? 

Mr. VILAS. If the senate of Delaware ized him as their 
ninth member, the Senate of the United States has not a right to 
say that there was a vacancy in that membership and that but 
eight were there. 

ir. CHANDLER. I am inclined to think that what I would 
call an adjudication by the State senate would be binding. The 
Senator from Connecticut A Ee argues in favor of a 
broader right of inquiry on the part of the United States Senate. 
But I wish to bring home to the Senator from Wisconsin and to 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], who is aching to get into 
the discussion again, that to say it was a recognition by the State 
senate of an intruder as senator, who had no right otherwise, un- 
less recognized by the senate and determined by the senate to be 
one of its members—to say that because Governor Watson came 
back there under the circumstances stated in this case is the most 
extraordinary proposition of constitutional law that I ever heard 
even two Democrats make. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me right there? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Delaware 
allow me to supplement what has been said before he answers? 

Mr. GRAY. o; I would rather not, if the Senator from Ore- 
gon will allow me. The Senator has the floor. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have not the floor. The Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] has the floor. 

Mr. PLATT. I am not through; but I do not object to inter- 
ruptions. 

. GRAY. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I wish to ny to 
him dum fervet opus, as the Senator used to say when at school. 

The proposition upon which we ro on this siđe of the question 
now before the Senate is that Mr. Watson, like every other mem- 
ber of the senate of Delaware, having once been admitted as sen- 
ator and his qualifications and election having been certified to as 
appears upon the journal, he remains a de facto senator until he is 
ousted by a judgment of the legislature, and the proposition then 
is, in the words of Mr. Cushing, which I will adopt as more per- 
spicuous and authoritative than any I could use, as to cases of the 
character to which I have just referred: 

In cases of this kind the existence of the vacancy must be declared by the 
assembly itself. In cases arising under this and the preceding section there 
is, in fact, no vacancy until it is so declared or imp! by the resolution of 
the assembly itself. 

Until the senate of Delaware had, by resolution or some other 
action tantamount thereto, declared or mopar a vacancy in the 
seat of Mr. Watson, there was none, and this Senate is not com- 
petent to declare such a vacancy. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator will allow me right 
there, that is a different question entirely 

Mr. GRAY. That is the question we are arguing here. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is a different question from 
the one put 1 9 the Senator from New Hampshire eg CHANDLER]. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes; a 3 one from the extraordinary 
position just taken by the tor from New Hampshire. 


1896. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. No. pas 

Mr. GRAY. But the one sanctioned by all the authorities is 
the one I have just put. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It was argued at length on the 
other side, and I think by the Senator from Delaware himself, in 
the able argument he made in this case as to what took place in 
the senate of the State of Delaware, that if Governor Watson 
came in and took the chair a few moments before the houses met 
in joint assembly that was an adjudication of his qualification to 
sit as a senator, that it was res adjudicata by virtue of what took 
place there that day. The Senator from New Hampshire desired 
the Senator from Wisconsin to state whether, in his opinion as a 
lawyer and as a Senator, what did take place there that day, leav- 
ing all other questions out of consideration, and in the absence of 
any adjudication—Governor Watson would have a right to sit as 
a senator and whether what took place that day amounted to an 

judication or a judgment? s 

say, Mr. President, there are but twokinds of judgmentsin cases 
of that character. Theoneis called actual adjudication, actual 
judgment; the other is called constructive. Of course it will not 
fo lained that this was an actual judgment. The only question 
remaining is, Was it a constructive judgment? It does seem to 
me that what took place there that day in the few moments that 
Governor Watson occupied the speaker’s chair can not be con- 
sidered from any possible standpoint as a constructive adjudica- 
tion of the right of a person who otherwise had no right to be 
there to sit and act as a senator. 

Mr. Mr. President, I had not intended at any time to 
argue this proposition. 

Ar. MITCHELL of Ore: 


‘on. I said from the answer rape 
the Senator that he would not hold that to be a constructive ad- 
judication. 


Mr. VILAS. Irest my opinion of the clear duty of the Senate 
to reject the claim of Mr. Du Pont to a seat in this body upon a 
different branch of the case altogether; but since the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] was making the discussion he did, 
I wanted to ask a question as to his view upon the subject; and 
in response to the e from New Hampshire I do wish to say 
that in such a case as he puts it is of course inconceivable that in 
a legislative body of the dignity of the senate of the State of Dela- 
ware a man with no right, no shadow of right, should be admitted 
as a member of the body, and take the office of its president or 
speaker to conduct its proceedings, leading it toa meeting in joint 
convention with the other house of the legislature, and there to 
preside for hours unchallenged over that joint convention; and I do 
say that a recognition of such an important officer as that by such 
a y as that without a challenge, without a question, was a 
constitution of that person as, at least, de facto a member of that 


body. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, all that is a correct state- 
ment of plain constitutional law. There is no doubt that Mr. 
Watson was once a senator of the State of Delaware. The case 
starts with that. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And speaker. 

Mr. CHANDLER. He was elected a senator of the State of 
Delaware and while he was senator he was chosen speaker. The 
counsel for Governor Watson has taken the pains to put into this 
case the record of his original election as senator. ere Was no 
need of that; that was folly; that fact was not disputed. Noone 
has denied that there was a senate of Delaware with nine mem- 
bers, and that William T. Watson was one of the nine, 

Mr. VILAS. It was never otherwise adjudicated, was it? 

Mr. CHANDLER. There never was any resolution that he was 
entitled to his seat. I grant that where a senator takes his seat 
in the beginning of a session and remains continuously in his seat, 
without his right being disputed, there grows up a recognition 
that fairly may be ed an adjudication. The Senator from 
Oregon has stated that not only here and now but has stated it 
in his report. è 5 

But thisis the point to which I am coming. Mr. Watson having 
been unquestionably senator, having been unquestionably poner 
of the senate, became governor by the death of Governor Marvil, 
and the whole claim, the whole contention in this case that has 
occupied the attention of the Senate in this relation, has been that 
when Watson became governor, took the oath of governor, and left 
the senate chamber and acted for thirty days as governor, he 
to retain the power to act as senator; and we have pointed to the 
fact that not in a hundred years of the life of the State of Dela- 
ware under the constitution has any such governor ever under- 
taken to act as senator while he was governor; and the contentiop 
on our side is that any act as senator of a governor while he is gov- 
ernor is null and void. That is our contention. 

Mr. VILAS rose. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Shall I yield to the Senator? 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senator a question. DoI 
understand him that he still remains a senator, but without the 
power to act as such? ' 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I will answer that question a little later, if 
the Senator will allow me. We will get through with one ques- 
tion first. > 

Mr. VILAS. 5 

Mr. CHANDLER. hen Governor Marvil died, there was no 
doubt Governor Watson was senator and speaker of the senate, 
and there is no need of proving that he had been originally elected. 
He was a senator and speaker of the senate, and he became gov- 
ernor; and we say he became disqualified from acting as senator 
while he was governor, that he could not act as governor and act 
as senator at the same time. The proposition of the other side I 
understand to be this: The proposition which the Senator from 
Wisconsin made a little while ago was that even if Watson ceased 
to be senator, or ceased to have the right to act as senator, so that 
he was without title and without right to act from the time he 
became governor down to the time when he entered the joint 
assembly, yet the fact that he entered the senate chamber a few 
minutes before 12 o’clock, took his seat in the er’s chair, and 
went with the eight senators to the joint meeting, was a recogni- 
tion of Watson as having a right, of his being a senator and hav- 
ing aright to vote as senator, which is conclusive upon the Senate, 
and gave him the rent to cast that vote whether he otherwise 

ssesseđ it or not. That was the proposition of the Senator from 

isconsin, for he stated distinctly that he held that a recognition 
of the right of Watson to vote made by the State senate gave him 
the right to vote whether he otherwise had the right to vote or 
not, and the senate was precluded from inquiring as to whether 
he had the actual right or not. That is the contention on the 
other side, which I characterize, with all due respect, as absurd, 

It can not be, if Watson by being governor was disqualified as 
senator, that the senate determined and decided and adjudicated 
that he had resumed and had the right to resume his functions 
simply by what took place in this case, and which has been cited 
to us all through the debate by the other side as a recognition of 
Watson's right by the senate, which made his right to act res 
adjudicata, so that his right can not be any further inquired 


into. 

Mr. VILAS. If the Senator from Connecticut will allow me one 
moment, I am not going to undertake to state or argue the p 
sition which has been so very ably argued by other Senators; but 
in ci ee to the point as to which the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire with so much force presented the views he entertains, 
I think he does not yet apprehend the point as they make it. 
Their point is that, being once a senator, and the title he had as a 
senator having been once established by recognition to the extent 
that the Senator says it was unnecessary to prove it, his right 
continued until there was a judgment of that body that there was 
a vacancy; and he states that that is based upon a proposition 
very clearly stated by the distinguished chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee of the Senate, the Senator from Massachusetts 2 
Hoar], whose judgment upon a point of law we all monet ie 
the words quoted by the Senator from Delaware in his remarks. 
Speaking of those who were received and recognized without 
special adjudication of their right to a seat, he said: 


Their title is not, as is sometimes carelessly said, a prima facie title. It is 
an absolute title, continuing until the house itself has adjudicated that some 


other person be admitted to their place. 
The point that is made here, not to undertake to argue it, isthat 
being there rightfully, he remained a senator until that body had 


adjudicated a vacancy; and that, instead of adjudicating a vacan 
as against him, they recognized him as being there still, as he had 
been during the portion of the session of the legislature previous 
to that time, except when temporarily absent. 

Mr. PLATT. President, let us see to what conclusion this 
argument of the Senator from Wisconsin leads us. There is no 
force in the argument when it is admitted that Mr. Watson could 
not, under the constitution of the State of Delaware, be a senator 
or speaker of the senate. The claim concedes that; but then the 
claim is made that, it being conceded that the constitution of the 
State of Delaware says that being governor he could not be sena- 
tor, yet that office remained open there for him until the senate 
of Delaware by solemn act declared that it was vacant, and that, 
although the constitution of the State of Delaware says that he 
could not come there and be a senator, yet he could come there 
and be a senator, because the senate of the State of Delaware had 
not declared the office vacant. $ 

Was ever anything forced to a greater length to save a bad case? 
Just think of what this position is. Just imagine that the United 
States Senate is going to give a man a seat, or withhold it from him 
upon this ar ent, this claim as now made. A man who could 
not vote under the constitution of the State of Delaware voted, 
and thus defeated the election of the claimant. He was governor 
of the State, and therefore he could not vote; but the Senate can 
not look into that at all! It can notinquire whether he could vote, 
because he came into the senate and assumed the office of speaker 
one, two, or three minutes before it started for the joint conven- 
tion; and although there was the constitution plain y against his 
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doing so, yet because senators sat still and did not there- 


fore the senate of the State of Delaware recognized his power and 
right to perform an unconstitutional act, and the Senate of the 

nited States is bound by it! That is the contention, and I insist 
that I never knew a more remarkable one. 

Upon the other branch of the case, if they say he was not gov- 
ernor, there they find standing ground, poor though it be; but if 
it is admitted that he was governor, then he could not be a sena- 
tor, and it makes no difference, with our power and our right and 
our duty, whether the senate of the State of Delaware said he could 
be or not. But certainly no acquiescence, no failure to protest, 
no failure to declare the seat vacant, can bind the Senate of the 
United States and defeat the claim of Mr. Du Pont to a seat in the 


Senate. 

Just look for one moment more at this claim. The Senator 
from Wisconsin says, in effect, if Mr. Watson was governor and 
could not vote, then he was a us , and asked, Would the senate 
have tolerated a us rthere? Butif he was governor and could 
not vote, the senate did tolerate a usurper there, according to his 
doctrine, because the senate did not protest; did not then and 
there in a minute and a half pass a resolution that he could not 
sit and did not exercise the force of the ser {-at-arms to tumble 
him out of his chair. If he had no right there he was a usurper; 
and yet the claim is put here gravely in the Senate of the United 
States as a proponon of law to decide this case, that because 
a usurper sat there and no protest was made and he was not 
tumbled by force out of the speaker’s chair, therefore he had a 

ight to be there, though a usurper. f 
as. Suppose they recognized him? 

Mr. PLATT. Suppose they did recognize a usurper, suppose 
there had been a contest going on as to the right of a senator to 
sit there, a senator who had been admitted, and there had been a 
case of contest all through that session which had not been de- 
cided, and suppose on this last day, as the senate started for the 
joint meeting, that the contestant came there and by force ousted 
the senator who had sat there all through from his position in the 
line, and took it and went into the joint convention and sat there 
and, as the Senator says, was r i would that have made 
his vote legal? Would it have concluded the senate from inquir- 

into it? I never heard of such a doctrine, Mr. President. 
. VILAS. Nobody claims any such doctrine as that. 

Mr. PLATT. It is the same thing. 

Mr. VILAS. No. 

Mr. PLATT. They were to acquiesce when the man claimed a 

ight to the seat? 
Air. VILAS. Acquiesced in superior force. 

Mr. PLATT. But, Mr. President, as to this doctrine of estop- 
pel—I should not call it that, because estoppel is based upon the 
conduct of the y estopped, and the Senate has done nothing 
by which it can be estop from inquiring into the qualifications 
of the persons voting—but this doctrine that the Senate is pre- 
cluded from inquiring into the right of persons in the legislature 
to vote has never until now, except in the single dictum in the 
Turpie case, been carried to an extent which makes the doctrine 
at all troublesome in this case. It has never been seriously 
claimed until now, I think, even if a person who was not entitled 
under the constitution of the State as a matter of law to cast his 
vote in the election of Senator, and was permitted in one branch 
of the legislature to cast that vote, that the Senate of the United 
States was precluded from inquiring whether he had a constitu- 
tionalright to vote. Ihave never heard that doctrine in theSenate. 
It goes away beyond anything that the Senate has ever said or that 
any of its committees have ever declared, unless it be in the Turpie 
case, to which I shall refer. 5 

It can not be in the nature of things, Mr. President, that the 
Senate may not inquire whether persons cas votes in the elec- 
tion of a Senator in a legislature had the constitutional right to 
cast those votes, when that question has not been positively deter- 
mined and adjudicated by either branch of the legislature. That 
is what we are asked to do here. : 

The case all turns upon the question whether William T. Wat- 
son, governor of the State of Delaware, could, under the constitu- 
tion of the State of Delaware, cast a vote when the election for 
United States Senator was taki . It has never been de- 
cided by the senate of Delaware, nor by a joint meeting of the mem- 
bers of the two houses of the State of Deia , that he could; and 
yet Senators on the other side say the Senate of the United States 
can not inquire into it; and if the vote changes the result, that 
we have got to submit to it. Thedoctrine never has been pushed 
to that extreme before, Mr. President. I think it has been pushed 
very far—very much further than I assent to. 

I could safely leave this case, and I can leave it, and do leave it, 
so far as its merits are concerned, upon the right of the Senate to 
determine whether under the 8 tion of State the vote of 
Mr. Watson was a legal vote, when neither branch of the legisla- 
ture nor the joint meeting of the members of the legislature had 
decided otherwise. It is not necessary to say that we are not con- 


cluded by questions of fact or mixed questions of fact and law. 
Manifestly this Senate has power enough to determine this ques- 
tion Tot be te wenen it has e ger settled and deter- 
min e legislature, or either house of the legislature; and 
that disposes of this case. 3 

But, while lam upon it, I want to ask, before I leave this Senate, 
an 8 enter my protest inst the doctrine that there 
is any tation whatever upon the right and power of the Senate 
to determine the election of its own members, or persons claiming 
to be its members. The Constitution of the United States gives 
the Senate that power: In what I now have to say, I s for 
myself; I do not know whether or not what I say represents the 
views of any other member of the Senate. : 

Section 5 of Article I of the Constitution of the United States 
provides that— 

Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications 
of its own members. 

Is there any limitation upon that power in the Constitution? 
We are to judge of the elections of our own members; and yet 
Senators say if a legislature in either house has determined t 
a man who, under the constitution of the State, had no right to 
vote, may vote, that we are bound by it, that we can not inquire, 
no matter how plain the Repose may be, no matter whether 
the action of the house been ignorantly taken, or willfully 
taken, or taken for the purpose of defeating or producing an 
election, it is the act of the legislature, or one house of the legis- 
lature, recognizing the right of a man to vote, and, therefore, we 
must accept the man who comes to us elected by that vote or fail 
to seat the man who comes to us defeated by that vote. In other 
words, it is a 828 that though the vote was illegal, we are 
so limited in the exercise of our pone to judge of the 8 of 
our members that we are bound to accept an illegality, because, 
forsooth, that illegality has without contradiction, or has 
been accepted by one branch of the legislature of the State. 

Is there a limitation upon the power of this Senate to determine 
the elections of itsown members? Where is it tobe found? Not 
in the Constitution of the United States, even by implication; 
yet we are gravely told that because a State constitution allows 
either branch of the legislature of that State to be the judge of the 

ualifications of its own members, we can not be the judge of 

e elections of our own members, so as to inquire whether the 
votes cast for them were under the constitution and laws of that 


State era or illegal. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to state in this con- 
nection that so far as I am concerned, I agree that the Senator 
from Connecticut is entirely rightin his construction of that clause 
of the Constitution. There certainly is no limitation or qualifica- 
tion in connection with it. The grantis broad, absolute, uncon- 
ditional. The limitation, however, that has been placed upon it is 
amay one which has grown up in practicein theSenate; thatisall, 

. PLATT. Not all under the Turpie case. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Not all under the Turpie case, but 
in other cases the practice has been different. I believe it is per- 
nicious; I believe itis erroneous; butas one member of the Senate 
and as one member of the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
I have been dis to follow it. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, what I am claiming now does not 
affect this case. I state it because there is an opportunity, and I 
think an occasion, for stating it. To go on. What is an election? 
We are the judges of the elections of our own members. Whatis 
necessary to constitute an election? To constitute an election it 
must be found: First, that the claimant received upon the decid- 
ing vote a majority of the persons present and entitled to vote. 
That is positive. Second—and this isnegative—that the result was 
not changed or affected by the presence and voting of persons not 
entitled to vote by 3 violence, or the prevention of voting 
by persons who were entitled to vote. That constitutes an elec- 
tion. There can be no election unless a person has received a 
majority of the votes of the persons present upon the deciding 
vote and entitled to vote. There can be no election if a n was 
present upon the deciding vote who was not entitled to vote and 
was suffered to vote, and his vote changed the result. 

Mr. MITCHELL of O Or if his vote has been purchased. 

Mr. PLATT. And the rule is just. There is no distinction to 
be made in a case where a person was present voting who had no 
right to vote, and the case of bribery and corruption, or of intimi- 
dation or violence to prevent a person from voting who was en- 
titled to vote. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me a 
moment? 

Mr. PLATT. Yes; I will. 

Mr. HILL. I want to see if I can comprehend the argument of 
the Senator. In a State legislature, where there is one contested 
seat, the question arises whether a member of the 8 is 
elected or not. The constitution of the State gives the legislature 
the power to determine that question. The legislature proceeds 
and determines that question. It turns out one member of the 
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i and admits another, and upon that a hangs the 

ntas to whethera United States Senator waselectedornot. Does 

Senator mean tosay that under the Constitution of the United 
States. this Senate can review that question thus properly deter- 
mined by the State legislature? Does the Senator go to that 
extent? There is no question of legality about it. It is a question 
of evidence. Itisa 8 of evidence submitted to that legis- 
lature and determined by that legislature and which the legisla- 
ture: had the power to determine. Does the Senator say that we 
can review that question and overrule it? It is to that extent, in- 
volving the question of the determination of evidence, not a 
question of law. I want to see to what extent the Senator goes, 
so that we can understand his argument. 

Mr. PLATT. I hold that there is no limitation whatever on the 
power of the United States to determine whether any and every 
vote cast for a Senator or against him was a legal vote under the 
laws and constitution of the State where the election took place. 
That is as far as I need to go. 3 

Mr. HILL. How would the Senator answer the proposition 
that I made? 

Mr. PLATT. I do not believe, if the Senator desires a cate- 
goricat answer, that there is any limitation whatever on the power 
of the Senate in determining the question of the election of its 
members. As a question of power und right I hold that there is no 
limitation whatever; but I freely admit that it is a power which 
should be exercised’ with caution: and discretion and not arbi- 
trarily, and that upon disputed questions of fact arising in the 

uestion of the election of members of a legislature or in the con- 

uct of a legislature in seating or unseating a man, showing a fair 
question of doubt, it would be impolitic and. unwise on the part 
of the Senate to exercise the power which the Constitution com- 
mits to it. 

Mr. HILL. Andvonld the Senator go to the still further extent 
of determining the question as to the legality of the votes: given 
for the member of the legislature originally? 

Mr. PUGH.. In each precinct. 

Mr. HILL.. In each precinct? 

Mr, PLATT. They do it in the House of Representatives, and 
by virtue of the same clause in the Constitution. 

Mr. HILL. That is a different question. That does not involve 
this question at all. 

Mr. PLATT. That is not an answer, does the Senator say? 

Mr. HILL. No. There the people are electors and elect the 
Re tatives; here the legislature elects. 
`- Mr: PLATT. Iwill come to that ent in a moment, So 
far as the power is concerned, I say yes; so far as the p iety of 
it is concerned, I say that the Senate must be gov 
cases which arise. ‘ 


open and always to be exercised? 
Mr. PLATT. Ithink the most dangerous thing that can be done 
for the existence of the integrity and purity of this body 
Mr. HILL. I have that confidence in the chairman of the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary 

Mr. PLATT. Of the in ity and purity of this body is so to 
administer the constitutional provisions that we are the judges of 
our elections so that our hands are bound and that we can not 
Took into anything which a legislature does with reference to the 
seating or unseating of its members. There can be no doctrine 
which is more dangerous than that; and thecourseof legislatures 
in these last years shows that we must call a halt in the direction 
which we have been going, 

Now, the Senator from New York puts an extreme case where 
it would 8 to be, and I admit would be, impolitic for the 
Senate of the United States to go into the question. I want to 

t the other extreme case. 2 a e ee being equally 

vided, or nearly so, one political party having a single majority 
in a joint meeting, one branch of the legislature, being in - 
tion to do it, on morning of the last day when the members 
of the legislature must go into joint convention, arbitrarily un- 
seats two of its members and thereby changes the result. ey 
having decided on the right of the parties to vote, am I to be told 
that under those circumstances, because: the legi e is the 
judge of the qualifications of itsown members and has arbitrarily 
and for the purpose of . the result expelled two men, and 
therefore changed the result of that election, our hands are tied 
here by the provision in the State constitution? Am I to be told 
that: there is a limitation upon onr power, and that we can not 
investigate it? There is a whole line of occurrences: which may 


by the bri 


peony sa sh a legislature relating: to the seating of members, to 


the a on of members, and the only ground upon which it is 
safe to stand is that there is no limitation upon our power to de- 
termine whether the votes cast in the election of tors are 


legal or illegal, but that we should exercise a wise and a prudent 
diseretion as to how far we should go. 

Mr. HILL. The State legislature, then, if I may interrupt the 
Senator, has the unlimi power to determine the question of 
membership, subject, as far as the election of Senators is con ih 
to be overruled. by the Senate of the United States. That seems 
to be where the logic of the ent is, 

Mr. PLATT. y not? For what? 

Mr. HILL. Because the State 3 hy virtue of its con- 
stitution, is given the sole power to determine the question. That 
is the reason. 
gues 3 Is no power given to the Senate of the United 

tos 

Mr. HILL. That is one of the rights and powers of the State 


reserved. 
Mr. PLATT. Is no power given to the Senate of the United 
States by the Constitution of the United States 

Mr. Ves; to determine 

Mr. PLATT. When a legislature of a State has set up its arbi- 
trary will as to who shall vote for its Senators in its State? Does 
the Senator go so far as that? 

Mr. HILL. The States have that power. 

Mr. PLATT. The Turpie case goesas far as that. Ladmit that 
case is inst me. The ie case says, if I understand it, that 
where it was charged that a person usurped the position of a 
siding officer, took away from the man entitled to occupy that 
position his seat and occupied it as a usurper, and by his vote and 
action changed the result, although if it were true that if it was 
done it was à crime the Senate could not inquireintoit. I donot 
believe, Mr. President, that the Senate on reconsideration is gui 
to push the doc%ine to that extent. Bribery is a crime. it ve 
tiates an election, or it ought to doso. But suppose the legisla- 
ture allows the bribed man to vote, knowing of the bribery; or, as 
the Senator from Wisconsin would say, all the members knowing 
of the bribery, nobody stands up at the time of the vote to sa: 
that the man is bribed, and therefore his vote must be received, 
and the determination of the legislature as to the qualification 


and election of its members must determine that question. 


Mr. HILL, Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me just 
one further question? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 
Mr. HILL. Suppose the whole legislature has elected itself by 


Mr. PLATT. There has never been a claim but that the Senate 


could investigate the question as to whether there was a legisla- 


ture or whether there was such fraud as vitiated the entire com- 
position of the legislature. It has never been denied that the Sen- 
ate could then inquire, though the sy 0 of inquiry in such case 
has been predicated on the power and duty of the Senate to deter- 
mine whether there was a legislature. 
: oe HD Is not that the ph proses 3 legal de facto 
egislature, for every purpose of enacting laws, for every p 

of electing a United States Senator, and could the laws be attacked 
or could the title of the Senators elected be attacked? 

Mr. PLATT: For the oy om of enacting laws, yes; for the 
pu of electing a United States Senator, no. 

„HILL. In other words, does the Senator mean to assert the 
doctrine that if the legislature had been entirely elected more 
or less bribery, and the legislature proceeds to enact law, there is 
any proceeding known to the world by which those laws could be 


declared ill and set aside and held for naught? 

Mr. PLATT. I hope that [shall have an opportunity during 
this session in the Al case to argue the question which the 
Senator now presents. 


Mr. HILL. Ido not understand that it arises in the Alabama 


case. 
Mr. PLATT. In that case it is claimed that the entire legisla- 
ture was elected by fraud. There is no difference ib- 
ery and frand in that respect. While I would admit that that 
legislature was competent to enact laws for the State, [ would deny 
= oar & legislature was competent to elect a United States 
ator. 
Mr. HILL. And those laws would be conclusive upon every- 
= would they not? 
r: PLATT. In the State, undoubtedly. 
Mr. HILL. 5 everyone? 
Mr. PLATT. the State, undoubtedly; but this is a question 
which reaches outside of the State. 
Mr. HILL. And those laws would be binding upon the United 


States, so far as the State has a right to enact legislation? 
Mr, PLATT. Mr. President, this doctrine w up out of the 
extreme contention: of the State-rights men ta State was a 
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Mr. HILL. I trust the Senator does not wish to have the Sen- 


ate understand that the honorable and learned cha 

Judiciary Committee, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar], is rather an extreme State-rights man. That would be 
certainly news to Massachusetts and news to us. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator scarcely allows me time to finish a 
sentence. If he has any criticisms to make on the Senator from 
Massachusetts, the Senator from Massachusetts can answer them. 

Mr. HILL. I have no criticism to make. 

Mr. PLATT. As I was going on to say, this doctrine grew up 
out of the idea that the State was sovereign, 

Mr. HILL. Is not that so? 

Mr. PLATT. No. 

Mr. HILL. Is not the State sovereign? 

Mr. PLATT. No. 

Mr. HILL. Within its sphere? 

Mr. PLATT. Yes. But the old idea was that the State was 
sovereign in all things, and especially in the matter of electing 
United States Senators. I have stood here upon the floor of the 
Senate and heard Senators speak of Senators occupying seats here 
as ambassadors from the States. In this connection I will call 
attention to the argument of a distinguished son of New York who 
was a Senator before the present Senator from New York, a name 
that I think he will recognize as that of one of the ablest lawyers 
of the State of New York, Silas Wright. When this doctrine was 
first broached in the Senate of the United States, I think he made 
the complete ar; ent in answer to it, and the Senate would have 
done well if it held to the doctrine which, although he was 
in the minority in the case of Potter vs. Robbins, he laid down so 
well as the rule which should govern the Senate in relation to 
the matter of judging of the election of its own members. 

Mr. HILL. The Senate decided otherwise, did it not? 

Mr. PLATT. Oh, yes. Iheard the Senator from Mississippi 
Mr. GEORGE] take a quarter of an hour or twenty minutes in com- 
menting upon the t abilities of the men who composed that 
committee, and he did not omit to speak, though he did not dwell 
upon it to the same extent, of De ee ability of Senator Wright. 
As often happens in a case, the ting opinion in that report, 
looked at in the light of the lapse of years, is by far the better 
opinion. The case did not necessarily turn on that question. I 
do not think the case turned at all on that question. It seems to 
me to have turned on the question whether an act passed by the 
legislature of the State of Rhode Island was to prevail against its 
charter. The claim was set up that the charter of the State was 
to determine the question, although an act had been passed which 
extended the parod of the time of the session of the legislature. 
I have no doubt thatthe question turned upon that feature of the 


case. 
Now I wish to call attention to what Mr. Wright said. Imay 
have to read a little more than I had intended to read. This is 
from the views of the minority as expressed by Silas Wright, jr.: 


The Senate, by the Constitution, is made “ the judge of the elections— 


Emphasizing the word ‘ elections“ 


returns, and qualifications of itsown members,” and can it, under this power, 
look into these facts to determine which of the persons clai: the seat as 
a Senator from Rhode Island is entitled to represent that State in this body? 
No question appears to the undersigned to be raised as to the returns“ 
or “ qualifications” of either of the claimants, and he therefore considers 
that uestion of “election” is the only one presented for decision. This 
uestion the Senate has the power to dete’ e, because it is made the 
u of the elections ” of its own members. The facts in this case show that 
e ture of the State of Rhode Island declare, in the solemn form of a 
law of the State, that Mr. Robbins has not been elected to the Senate; that 
the proceedings from which his commission proceeded were null and void, 
and of no effect," because the body them were notauthorized to elect 
‘vacant’ at the time when declara- 


ing to the laws and the practice of ier ok fal an my of Rhode Island, to show 
that_Mr. Robbins had ected a Senator to 8 that State in 
to determine wheth tit 1 ed! 5 
e © whether or not it was p aren e undersign - 
lieves that itis not only the right but the ae y of the Senate todoso. The 
ion oy the evidence of the election of a Senator, and if the Sen- 
ate were to limit its inquiries to the pro r form and authentication of the 
commission it would only make itself keto e of the evidence of an election, 
not tne judge of the election itself. The undersigned supposes that the evi- 
dence of an election to an office is, in all cases, prima facie only, and is sus- 
ceptible of being controverted and contradicted before a tribunal competent 
tojadge of the election— 


I want to repeat that sentence— 


The undersigned koppan that the evidence of an election to an office is. 
all cases, oP prima facie only, and is 1 of being controverted and 
contradicted before a tribunal competent 


ts ohex diff t thing dh clud 
a ve eren ; and he concludes 
Af of the evidence of the elec- 


tes 
h ty of the evidence simply, should look behind the evi- 
dence and into the election itself, that it may determine what it is consti- 
tuted the judge to determine, the fact of election, or, in other words, that 
it may determine whether the prima facie evidence laid before it is the real 
radiction by the facts. 


evidence of facts or is subject to cont: 


The terms of the Constitution would seem to confirm this construction of 
the powers of the Senate. It isthe judge of the elections, returns, and 
qualifications of its own members.” e “returns” must refer to the com- 
missions or other evidences of election of the members of this body as se 
rate from the elections“ or “qualifications,” and of the “returns” the 
Senate is the judge. Again, the qualifications’ must relate to the , cit- 
izenship, residence, and other personal qualifications of the person e ected, 
and of these “qualifications "the Senate is also the judge; and these are 
matters to be determined separate from the “elections and “returns.” So 
also the Senate is the 48221 of the “elections” of its members as separate 
from the “returns and qualifications.” The three enumerations would seem 
to be separate subjects, upon each of which the Senate is to jud 
formance of its constitutional duty; and as a judgment upon the returns is 
made a separate matter from a judgment upon the election, the inference 
would seem to be irresistible that an examination behind the returns was 
contemplated, that a judgment upon the election, independent of the return, 
E th ituti 

gains con: on of the constitutional powers and duties of the 

Senate the akory of the committee inte 8 Which are of a 

baie ga Sr r mostly, but which be considered. The commit- 
y— 


What? Not that we could not inquire, not that the Senate had 
no power to inquire, but— 


“it would be a dangerous exertion of power to look behind the commission 
for defects in the component parts of the n or into the pec 
organization of the y for reasons to justify the Senate in declaring its acts 
soey null and void. Such a power, if carried to its legitimate extent, 
would subject the entire scope of State legislation to be overruled by our 

ion, and even the right of suffrage of individual members of the legisla- 
ture whose elections were contested might be set aside. It would also lead 
to investigation into the motives of members in casting their votes, for the 
purpose of establishing a charge of bribery or corruption in particular cases,” 


Mind, the majority of the committee do not deny the power, 
They say the exercise of it would be dangerous, 


Reserving for the presnu the consideration of the extent to which the con- 


in the per- 


sequences of adjud; anyact unconstitutional, or ill or invalid may be 
propery used as an ment t such an adjudica ion, the ‘undersigned 


respec ys sts tha in his judgment, the co: uences here mentioned 
do not N follow the decision apprehended. He understands it to be 
a necessary rule of all legislative es empowered to judge of the elec- 
tions, returns, and qualifications" of their own members that the person pre- 
senting the prima facie evidence of membership is allowed to take his seat, 
and is fully authorized toact until such yone facie evidence of right is over- 
ruled by the judgment of the body; and he never heard it doubted or ques- 
tioned that the votes of a member so sitting were as valid for all purposes as 
the votes of a member whose seat was not contested and whose right toa 
seat was not questioned. Indeed, if it were not so, the admission of a mem- 
ber toa seat in a legislative body until his election, return, and qualifications 
had been definitely adjudged would be an absurdity. It Wonld be the admis- 
sion into the body of a voter who might, by the adjudication of the body 


itself, vitiate its whole p; 

So also in the case ee by the majority of the committee of alleged 
bribery and corruption. e undersigned has always supposed that a mem- 
ber of a legislative body who should ta bribe was punishable for the 
crime, but he has never understood, nor does he now understand, that the 
vote of the member given under the corrupt influence vitiated the proceed- 
ing voted upon or rendered either void or voidable by legal adjudication such 
e ben The member bribed is still constitutionally and legally a mem- 

r of the body notwithstanding his corruption, and Sotana ait his rights 
kas eS powers asa member until conviction for the crime ousts him from 

sea 
* * * * + * 
n, the majority of the committee say “such a power does not bel 

to the Federal Government, and would, if claimed and. carried out to its f 
extent, annihilate all the reserved rights of the States. It is a general prin- 
ciple of national Jaw applicable to all distinct and independent governmen 
that if there arise any disputes in a State on the damental laws an 
administration, or on the pre tives of the different powers of whichit is 
composed, it is the business of the State alone to judge and determine them 
in conformity to its political constitution. No government has a right to 
intrude into the domestic affairs of another State, and attempt to influence 
its deliberations, or to control its action. 


The parari h just read is from the majority of the committee, 
Now, Senator Wright proceeds: 

These principles may be perfectly sound when applied to nations wholly 
disconnected with and independent of each other; Wut the undersigned re- 
spectfully submits that they can not be applicable to governments Telsta to 
and connected with each other, as are the governments of the States of this 
a ee and the Federal Government, of which the States are compo- 
nent parts, 


Senator Wright had not yet come to regard our country as any- 
thing more than a confederacy and a Federal Government, and 
yet he had got far enough to deny the doctrine that because a State 
undertakes to determine the question as to who shall vote for 
United States Senator the United States Senate can not look into it. 

And hen thi tion is the tati f the State 
222 ]ðͥ ͥ TARAINO wince inncvereigcty a TOTEAN 
in the parti manner pointed out by the Federal Constitution. Upon 
such a question that instrument, and not the general principles of interna- 
tional law, must govern the decision. We have al ay seen that the Con- 


stitution makes it the duty of the Senate to judge of the “elections” of its 
members. à 


What follows refers to the legality of the legislature, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It is pretty warm, and I ask 
whether it will be convenient to the Senator from Connecticut 
to finish his argument in the morning? 

Mr. PLATT. It will be. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then I ask that the Du Pont case 
may be laid aside until to-morrow. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 


a 


none, and it is so ordered, 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5731) 
to regulate the practice of medicine and surgery, to license physi- 
cians and surgeons, and to punish persons violating the provi- 
sions thereof in the District of Columbia; a to the conference 
asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. SHANNON, Mr, BABCOCK, 
au Mr. COBB managers at the conference on the part of the 

ouse. 

The m also announced that the House had agreed to the 
resolution of the Senate authorizing the Committees on Enrolled 
Bills of the two Houses to correct an error in the enrolled bill 
(S. 2488) to authorize the Denison and Northern Railway Com- 
pany to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Ter- 
ritory, and for other purposes. 

JOHN BREITLING, 

Mr. ALLEN. Lask unanimous consent tocall up the bill (S. 2119) 
for the relief of John Breitling. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to John 
Breitling, of Nebraska, $738.25 for commissary stores furnished 
to United States troops. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
shall devote thirty minutes to the consideration of pension bills 
on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not desire to object, but I wish to have 
it understood that no other business than pension bills shall be 
transacted during the remainder of the afternoon. 

Mr. PASCO. Í have a bill which I desire to call up. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let it come in before the pension bills are 
considered. Let it be understood that after the pension bills are 
oe of no other business is to be transacted. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]? The Chair 
hears none. 

ARREDONDO GRANT, FLORIDA. 

Mr. PASCO, Iam directed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4255) to provide for settle- 
ment of titles and disposition of public lands in the Arredondo 
grant, in Columbia County, Fla., to Hig dk it favorably. It is a 
matter that relates to our State, and I ask that it may receive 
immediate consideration. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If it does not lead to any debate I have no 
objection. 

r. PASCO. I will withdraw it if it leads to debate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JEFFERSON FUESTON. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Lask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] to allow me to call up a pension bill, but 
not in the regular order, as I can not remain. Itis only four lines 


long. 

Mr. GALLINGER. All right; I yield for that purpose, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Lask the Senate to proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 3689) increasing the pension of 
Jefferson Fueston, of Company M, Tenth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It zopas to pay Jefferson 
Fueston, late of Company M, Tenth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of the pension he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MONUMENTS TO GENERALS NASH AND DAVIDSON. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask unanimous consent, with the permission 
of the chairman of the Committee on Pensions, to call up joint 
resolution (S. R. 141) to carry into effect two resolutions of the 
Continental Congress directing monuments to be erected to the 
eae of Gens. Francis Nash and William Davidson, of North 

rolina. 

Mr. VILAS. Is there not a unanimous-consent agreement that 
eae cases shall be taken up in their order? 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. That was the agreement of the Sen- 
ate, The Chair recognized the Senator from North Carolina to 
make the rA 

Mr. BUTLER. Iask permission of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions to have the joint resolution taken up. 


Mr. VILAS. Are we executing the unanimous-consent 
ment, or what is the arrangement? I understood pension bills 
were to be considered. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam not quite sure that under the agree- 
ment I can yield for other business. I should like very much to 


accommodate all Senators, I will say. g 

Mr. BUTLER. This a very short measure. If it leads to any 
discussion I will withdraw it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If there is no objection I will yield for the 
consideration of the joint resolution, but after that I shall insist 
upon the regular order, although several other Senators wish me 
to yield to them. 

here being no objection, the Senate, asin Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It proposes to 
appropriate $5,000 for the erection of a monument in honor of the 
memory of Brig. Gen. Francis Nash, of North Carolina, and the 
further sum of $5,000 for the erection of a monument in honor of 
the memory of Brig. Gen. William Davidson, of North Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. At the request of a member of his family, I 
wish to move to amend the name of Brig. Gen. William Davidson 
by inserting after “ Wiliam” the name “Lee”; so as to read 
“ Brig. Gen. William Lee Davidson.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in, 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BUTLER, the title was amended so as to read: 
A joint resolution to carry into effect two resolutions of the Con- 
tinental Congress directing monuments to be erected to the mem- 
ory of Gens. Francis Nash and William Lee Davidson, of North 


Carolina.” 
SARAH COMLY. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I call for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first pension bill on the Calendar 
will be proceeded with. 

The bill (S. 937) granting a pension to Sarah Comly, widow of 
Maj. Clifton Comly, was announced as first in order on the Cal- 
endar; and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed its 
consideration. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The bill has been read at length, and the 

ent which 


Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] offered an amen 
I trust he will withdraw. 
ae ALLEN. I think I will withdraw the amendment at this 
e. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Let the committee amendments be stated. 
The SECRETARY. The Committee on Pensions reported, in line 
7, before the word “ dollars,“ to strike out fifty“ and insert 
“ thirty-five”; and in the same line, after the word month,” to 
insert the same to be in lieu of the pension now drawn by her”; 


so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Sarah E. Comly, widow of 
8 Clifton Comly, and pay her a pension of $35 per month, the same to be 
in lieu of the pension now drawn by her. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments were agreed to 
when the bill was formerly under consideration. s 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah E. Comly, widow of Maj. Clifton Comly.” 

SILAS M. STEVENS. 

The bill (S. 2931) granting an increase of pension to Silas M, 
Stevens was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roH the name of Silas M. Serius ais 
of the U. S. S. Lackawanna, and to grant him a pension of $50 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

MARGARET A, LUTHY. 


The bill (H. R. 4712) granting a pension to Margaret A. Luthy 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the Mar 


msion roll at $8 155 month the name o 
A. Luthy, widow of Franklin Luthy, late of Lieutenant n’s 
detachment of recruits, Missouri Mexican Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS HOLADAY. 

The bill (H. R. 2326) granting a pension to Thomas Holaday 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to 
pee on the invalid pension roll the name of Thomas Holaday, 

te a private in Company C, Kimball’s regiment Missouri Volun- 
teer State Militia, at $24 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
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era e O. HALL. 

The bill (H. R. 4182) nto Georgianna 
O. Hall, dependent mother of ita a .Ich bn - Williams, deceased, 
late surgeon, United States Army, was considered asin Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to increase the pension allowed under 
the act of January 29, 1887, to Georgianna C. Hall, as the widow 
of William Hall, of Company B, Third Louisiana Volunteers, in 
the Mexican war, to $12 per month. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CAROLINE A, HOUGH: 


the pension 
lien of the pension of 
2 bill was re 

to a third read the third time, N passed. 

Mr. CULLOM subsequently said: T understand that the rate 
fixed by House bill 2604 is $30. The rule has been to give widows 
of generals of General ag os rank 850. I move to reconsider 
the votes by which bill was ordered to a third reading and 


The motion to reconsider was agreed to 

Mr. CULLOM. I move to amend the Dill Le striking out 
2 and inserting fifty before the wo *in 

7 

Mr. HAWLEY. 7 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. T should like to know something about that, 
because we are striving to get what we can for some of these poor 


le. 
ere CULLOM. General Hough was a general in the Army, a 
lendid soldier, and he happened to live in Illinois, and that is 
the only reason why the rate should not be $50 that I have ever 
heard of. I want his widow to fare as well as the widows of other 
men of the same rank and service in the Army. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ihave no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HILL in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment submitted by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

KATE GRANT. 


The bill (H. R. 3607) to increase the pension of Kate Grant was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to inerease 
the pension of Kate Grant, widow of the late Capt. Charles E. 
Grant, of Company F, Fortieth Regiment New Jersey Infantry 
Volunteers, to $20 per ‘month, in lieu of the pension now received 

her. 
bee bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
Siete vending. Tondi tha int Grae; and passed. 
CHRISTIANA C. QUEEN. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. 1091) granting a pension to Christiana C, Queen, widow 
of Walter W. Queen, formerly an admiral in the United States 
Navy, which had been reported from the Committee on Pensions 
with amendments, in line 6, after the word“ late,“ to strike out 
“ admiral” and insert “ rear-admiral *: and in line 8, before the 
word “dollars,” to strike out one hundred ” and insert seventy- 
five”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it en etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is agi 
authorized an directed to place on the on roll the name of Mrs. C 
tiana C. Queen, of W. m. D. C. w of Walter W. Queen, 


ae 
te rear-admiral, United “car ace ae and to gorge: pension at the rate 
of $i per month from and after the passage of of this act, in lieu of the pension 


she now receives. 

The amendments were agreed to 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so asto read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Christiana C. een: widow of Walter W. Queen, 
rear-admiral, United States 

MARY E. ELY. 

The enata; as 2 Committee of the 9 proceeded to consider 

to Mary E. Ely, which had 


, after the word late,“ to strike out a brigadier 
of the United States Army” and insert ‘ ‘lieutenant-colonel 
Michigan Volunteers”; in line 9, before the word dollars,” to = 
strike out fifty and insert.‘ thirty”; and in the same line, after 


the word “month,” to strike out ‘‘from and after the passage of 
this act”; so as to make the bill read: 


and . ren of the pensii 
Ely, late a lieutenant-eolonel 
sion at the rate of $30 per moni 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
The bill v 3 Seya be engrossed for a third reading, 

e was orde: 0 ora read the 
third time, and passed. 
MARGARET CUSTER CALHOUN. 

The bill (S. 2954) to increase the pension of Margaret. Custer 

alhoun was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
| mere to place on the pension roll the name of Margaret Custer 

eee. widow of Lient. James Calhoun, late of the Seventh 
United States Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported tothe Senna without amendment, ordered 
tobe engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

MARY JANE LYNN, 


The bill (H. R. 483) for the relief of Mary Jane Lynn, the 
daughter o John R. Lynn, a Revolutionary soldier, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes: to 2 upon 
the pension roll at 812 e were the name of Mary Jane Lynn, 
the daughter of John who served asa private soldier 
from the State of Peona NNS, under General Wayne, in the 
war of the Revolution. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ELIJAH N. PARKHURST. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, to con: 
sider the bill (S. 1946) granting a pension to Elijah N. Parkhurst, 
which had been reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word “rate,” to strike out paid 
for loss of both legs” and insert “of $72 per month”; and in line 
7, after the word „ Cavalry,” to insert in lieu of the pension he 
is now receiving ”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
6 ...... 


8 15 — PAEA 11 Page ot the pension he he is is now receiving, 

The amendments were to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read “A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Elijah N. Parkburst.” 


CARRIE A. MOODY. 


The Senate as in Committee of the Whole proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. 759) granting & pension to Carrie A. Moody, which had 
been reported from the Committee on Pensions, with an amend- 
ment, in line 9, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out twenty- 
five” and insert ee so as to make the bill read: 


and Grito 81 the Ese laws, the name of — y A. Moody, de: 
— of William late lientenant-colonel One aes an thirty- 
rate of $12 per 


th Ponnsyivania e erag and pay ker a pension at the 
a 
The amendment was 
The bill was reported to the Sonate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LEWIS D. BAKER. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 

sider the bill (S. 2556) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 

Baker. had been reported from the Committee on Pen- 

sions with an amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to 

e * and insert “twenty”; so as to make the 
T! 


visions 


laws, the name of Lewis D: — eer re cana 


yG 8 t of New York Volunteer Hea 
rate of $20 a month, si e OEN eee 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
jigri to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
was 0 ra re 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM GROSE. 


The bill (H. R. 515) a hegre to William Grose was 
considered as. in Committes 6 


1896. 
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on the pension roll the name of William Grose, of Newcastle, 
Henry County, Ind., late a brigadier-general of the United States 
Volunteers in the Union Army, at $75 per month, said pension to 
be in lieu of that which he now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment; ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JONATHAN SCOTT, 


The bill (H. R. 4526) granting a pension to Jonathan Scott was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll, at $72 per month, the name of Jonathan Scott, 
of Oswego, macs; late of Company M, Sixth Regiment Iowa Vol- 
unteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH WATTS KEARNY. 


The bill (S. 2357) granting a pension to Elizabeth Watts Kearny, 
daughter of the late Philip Kearny, major- al, United States 
Army, was considered as in Committee of the ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“fifty ” and insert ‘‘ twenty-five”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enaci etc., That the PT the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Elizabeth 
Watts Kearny, daugħter of the late Philip Kearny, or-general, United 
States oe to pay her a pension at the rate of per month during 
her natural life. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

LUCRETIA C. WARING. 


The bill (S. 202) to increase the pension of Lucretia C. Waring 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“one hundred” and insert “fifty ”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to place on the 8 roll, subject to the general 

msion laws, the name of Lucretia C. Waring, widow of the late Lieut. 
9 S. Waring, of the United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $50 a month in lieu of any other pension. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment ve 8 5 = ai 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. K 

NANCY PIPER. 


The bill (S. 2844) granting a pension to Nancy Piper was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Nanc a ia widow of Samuel Piper, 
who was a soldier in Capt. John W. Kendrick’s cavalry company, 
from Troup County, Ga., in the Creek Indian war of 1836, for a 
period of three months, and who received a land warrant for such 
services, and to pay her a pension of $8 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. ELIZABETH RICHARDSON, 

The bill (H. R. 3932) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Rich- 
ardson was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place upon the pension rolls the name of Elizabeth Richar on, 
mother of Robert F. Richardson, late a private in Company A,in 
the Kinkt Regiment of Missouri State Militia Cavalry, and who 
was k ed during the war, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
mon: 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


IDA EMMOTT, 


The bill nting a pension to Ida Emmott, daughter 
of the late ott, was considered as in Committee of 


Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, before the word daughter,“ to insert 
dependent and invalid“; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it ted, etc., That the Secre f the Interior be, i 
authored a Sicha to pact ia poata PA i fe 
and limita: of the pension laws, the name of Ida Emmott, dependent and 
invalid daughter of the late Thomas Emmott, private in the Seventh Battery 
of Massachusetts Volunteer Light Artillery, at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 


. 2983) 
omas 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a 
to Ida Emmott, dependent and invalid daughter of 
Thomas Emmott.” 


nsion 
e late 


WILLIAM T. HILL. 


The bill (S. 2312) granting a pension to William T. Hill, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word Infantry,“ to insert “ at 
the rate of $12 per month”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enac etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William T. Hill, late private 
Company D, Fousteanth United States Infantry, at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
VV g, read 
e bill was ordere engr or a h 

the third time, and passed, 
HIRAM SANTAS. a 

The bill (S. 2877) granting a pension to Hiram Santas was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“twenty” and insert eight“; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and directed to place the name of Hiram Santas, late a private of Cony y 


G, Nineteenth Volunteer Infantry,upon the pension roll at the 
rate of $8 per month. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
he (ill wen omiened fo S a thick wating 
e bill was orde engri or a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. j 
JACKSON LUCUS. 


The bill (S. 2439) granting a pension to Jackson Lucus was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 7, before the word “ dollars,“ to strike out 
„twelve“ and insert “eight”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jackson Lucus, late of Com- 
pany C, Tenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $8 per 
month from the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES E, MANN. 


The bill (S. 2880) granting a pension to Charles E. Mann was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
**twenty-four ” and insert twelve“; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pensicn laws, the name of Charles E. Mann, late 
sergeant of Company H, Second Regiment of Massachusetts Volunteers, at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
eg 1 80 3 a 5 al a 

he bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. i s 


CHARLES A. HUTCHINGS, 


The bill (S. 2879) granting a pension to Charles A. Hutchings 
was considered as in Commi of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
“twenty-four” and insert “eight”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it t tc., That the Secre f the In h hi x 
authored e directed to place ee 3 subject to rape 
sions and limitations of Satine la e name of Charles A. H 
late private Company H, Wisc Cavalry Volunteers, at the rate 
of $8 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
tae Dal en ion sat be d for a third read 
e was ordere en; or a % 

the third time, and passed, iiig isian 
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WILLIAM F, GOWDY. 


The bill (S. 2433) granting a pennon to William F, Goudy was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the name William F.,“ to strike out 
‘ Goudy” and insert Gowdy ”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William F. Gowdy, late cap- 
tain Company H, Forty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, at the 
rate of $I per month the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension 
to William F. Gowdy.” 

JAMES H. JONES. 

The bill (H. R. 4122) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Jones was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to increase to $20 per month the pension of James H. Jones, of 
Cusseta, Ga., late of the Georgia Volunteers, Indian war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS, AMANDA WOODCOCK. 

The bill (H. R. 6037) granting a pension to Mrs. Amanda Wood- 
cock was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll at $12 per month the name of da 
Woodcock, of Richmond, Ky., widow of Robert Woodcock, late 
a private in the Fourth United States Volunteer Infantry, in the 

exican war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MICHAEL H. J. CROUCH, 


The bill (H. R. 5140) for the relief of Michael H. J. Crouch, late 
of Company M, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Michael H. J. Crouch, late of Company M, Sixth tes 5 
ment Pennsylvania Cavalry, on the pension roll at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


CASSIE A, DAVIS, 


The bill (H. R. 5814) granting a pension to Cassie A. Davis, 
widow of James T. Davis and mother of Mary T. Davis, an inva- 
lid daughter, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the words “rate of,” to strike out 
830 per month, in addition to the $12 which she is now zeceiring 
as a widow; said $30 ps month to be in lieu of the $2 per mont! 
now paid on account of soldier’s helpless daughter, Mary T. 
Davis, and to be pe so long as said Mary T. Davis remains help- 
less and is cared for by said Cassie A. Davis,” and insert ‘‘$24 per 
month, in lieu of that she is now receiving”; so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
Davin Ro pg B 5 Tate Ghenbany E. Third Regiment of Fai 
8 at the rate of $24 per month, in Hew of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read the third time. 

- The bill was read the third time, and passed, 


HANNAH NEWELL BARRETT. 


The bill (S. 1300) for the relief of Hannah Newell Barrett was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, before the word * dollars,” to strike out 
„twenty“ and insert twelve“; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Hannah 
Newell Barrett, eldest daughter of Noah Harrod, late a soldier in Colonel 
Shepard's regiment and Captain Webb's company of Massachusetts troops 
inthe war oft the Revolution, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month from and after the passage of this act. ` 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. ; : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time and passed. 

The preamble was rejected, 


HENRY V. ANDREWS. 


The bill (H. R. 2605) granting a pension to He 
of Fulton County, Ill., a survivor of the Black Hawk war, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Henry V. Andrews, of Fulton 
County, Ill., and to pay him a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN DALTON, 


The bill (H. R. 3221) granting a pension to John Dalton was 
considered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place 
on the pension rolls the name of John Dalton, of Lamar, Mo., 
who was employed as a teamster in the Quartermaster-General’s 
Office during the war of the rebellion, and who, while serving as 
such in the line of his duty, was wounded in the left thigh by a 
musket ball at and during the battle of Marks Mill, Arkansas, 
on the 23d day of April, 1864, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAMSON DURLEY, 


The bill (H. R. 3234) granting a pension to Williamson Durley 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Williamson Durley, of Hen- 
nepin, Ill., who was a private in the company of Capt. George B. 
Willis, Fortieth Regiment, Fourth Brigade, First Division of the 
Illinois State Militia, and who served as such in the Indian war 
of 1832, known as the Black Hawk war, and to pay him a pension 
of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. * 


JOHN CASTER, 


The bill (H. R. 5854) granting a pension to John Caster was 
considered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of John Caster, late a private in 
Company A, Thirty-third Missouri Enrolled Militia Cavalry, and 
to pay him a pension of $12 per month, 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


KATHERINE s. M’CARTNEY. 


The bill (H. R. 4528) granting a pension to Katherine S. Mc- 
Cartney, widow of William H. By Sea was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It to place on the pension 
roll the name of Katherine S. artney, widow of William H, 
McCartney, late captain First Massachusetts Artillery, and to pay 
her a pension of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ABEL S. CHASE, 


The bill (S. 152) granting a pension to Abel S. Chase was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It 8 to place on 
the pension roll the name of Abel S. Chase, of Logansport, Ind., 
at $30 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCES E. WICKWARE, 


The bill (H. R. 7983) to pension Frances E. Wickware was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It 785 to place on 
the pension roll the name of Frances E. Wickware, widow of 
Lieut. Charles Wickware, late of Company I, Sixth Regiment 
Vermont Volunteer Infantry, at $15 a month and $2 per month 
for each minor child until they severally arrive at the age of 16 
years. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. . 


CAPT. JAMES B. LOGAN, 


The bill (S. 752) to increase the pension of Capt. James B. Logan 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It poroa to 
place on the pension roll the name of James B. Logan, late captain 
of Company K, Tenth Regiment of Missouri Infantry, and also a 
solđier in the Mexican war, and grant him a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of $12 per month which was granted him under 
certificate No. 180959. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment; ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

W. L. FAXON. 


The bill (S.3020) granting a pension to W. L. Faxon was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the ole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 


V. Andrews, 


ro 
0 
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amendment, in line 7, before the word “ dollars,“ to strike out 
“ twenty-five and insert twelve,“ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to re on the pension roll the name of W. L. 
Faxon, of Middleboro, Mass., late a surgeon, Thirty-second Regiment Massa- 
chusetts Volunteers, and that he receive a pension of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. x ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

GEN. WILLIAM H. MORRIS. ` 


The bill (H. R. 4383) granting a pension to Gen. William H. 
Morris was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
pors to place on the pension roll the name of William H. Morris, 

te a brevet major-general of volunteers in the Army of the 
United States, at $75 per month, in lieu of the pension which he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES P. HURLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 3216) granting an increase of pension to James 
P. Hurley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to increase the pension of James P. Hurley, private Com- 
pany G, Twenty-eighth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer In- 

antry, and Company C, Thirteenth Regiment Veteran Reserve 
Corps, to $30 per month in lieu of that he now receives. 
e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY F. DAVENPORT. 


The bill (H.R.75) granting a pension to Mary F. Davenport 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place npon the pension roll the name of Mary F. Davenport, widow 
of Dudley Davenport, late first lieutenant of the steamer Caleb 
Cushing, and to pay her a ion of $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. KATHERINE GAFFNEY. 


The bill (H. R, 4475) granting a pension to Mrs. Katherine 
Gaffney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Katherine Gaffney, 
widow of Michael Gaffney, formerly of Company I, Second Ken- 
tucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month during her life. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


SIMON D. KOHL. 


The bill (S. 2434) granting a pension to Simon D. Kohl was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word“ Volunteer,” to strike out 
“Infantry” and insert Cavalry“; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Simon D. Kohl, late 
sergeant Company K, Eighth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, at the rate 
of ds per month from the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

AARON B. PAGE, 


The bill (S. 1164) granting a pension to Aaron B. Page was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, after the word receive,“ to strike out 
“ and further, that the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed 
to pay to the said Aaron B. Page back pay from the time of his 
discharge, at the rate of $30 per month, up to the time this bill 
shall take effect”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pennies laws, the name of Aaron B. Page. late of Com- 


pany E, Seventy- nd Regiment Illinois Volunteers, at the rate of $30 per 
month, in lieu of the pension now received. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill to increase the 
pension of Aaron B. Page.” 


MICHAEL CARRON. 


The bill (S. 2494) restoring a pension to Michael Carron was 
cohsidered as in Committee of the Whole. - 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 4, after the word directed,“ to strike out “‘ to 
restore to the pension roll the name of Michael Carron, late a pri- 
vate in Company G, Sixty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 
and pay him the ion granted to him by certificate No. 84289 
issued under the law of June 27,1890,” and insert to place upon 
the pension roll, at the rate of $12 per month, in lieu of the - 
sion he is now receiving, the name of Michael Carron, late a 
private in Company G, Sixty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry ”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, at the rate of $12 per 
month, in lieu of the 23 he is now receiving, the name of Michael 
ron, late a private Company G, Sixty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill to increase the pen- 
sion of Michael Carron.” 


JACOB SALADIN. 


The bill (S. 3004) granting a pension to Jacob Saladin was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Jacob Saladin, late of Company E, First 
Gasconade Missouri Battalion Home Guards, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY F. HAWLEY, 


The bill (S. 2820) granting a pension to Mary F. Hawley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 8 
e bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,“ to strike out 
fifty“ and insert thirty”; so as to make the bill read: > 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension 3 to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of . Hawley, widow of 
late Capt. John B. Hawley, Company H, Forty-fifth ent Illinois Infantry, 
and to pay hera pension at the rate of $30 per month. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
e reading 
e bill was ordered to be en for a third ing, read 
the third time, and passed. : 
ELENDER HERRING. 
The bill (S. 2535) granting a pension to Elender Herring, of 
Elsmore, Kans., was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 


It proposes to place on the pam roll the name of Elender Her- 
ring, mother of the late rge W. Herring, who was a private 


in Company I, Sixty-second Regiment Illinois Infantry Volun- 
teers, and to grant her a pension of $12 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CYNTHIA A. LAPHAM, 


The bill (H. R. 3001) granting a pension to Cynthia A. Lapham. 
widow of Willan B. Lapham: wer considers as Pn iani ck 
the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of 
Cynthia A. 2 the widow of William B. Lapham, formerly = 
first lieutenant, Twenty-third Maine VolunteerInfantry, first lie- 
tenant Seventh Maine Volunteer Light Battery, and captain and 
5 quartermaster, United States Volunteers, at $17 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISS JULIETTE BETTS, 


The bill (H. R. 4395) for the relief of Miss Juliette Betts was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll at EA ge month the name of Juliette Betts, 
the daughter of Hezekiah Betts, a Revolutionary soldier, she 
being now 91 years old and dependent. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HIRAM H. PALMER. 


The bill (S. 2758) granting a pension to Hiram H. Palmer was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 


the pension roll the name of Hiram H. Palmer, late a private in 
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Company A, of the Sixth Wisconsin Infantry, and to pay him a 


pension of $30 per month im lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 
. The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordeyed 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

4 MARTHA M’NEIL. 

The bill (H. R. 2844) granting a pension to Martha McNeil was 
considered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place on 
the 1 roll the name of Martha McNeil, widow of John Me- 
Neil, late brigadier-generaland brevet major-general, United States 
Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARGERET ROWSELL, 
bill (S. 2802) granting a pension to Margeret Rowsell was 
ered as in 8 of the Whole. It pro to place 
on the ion roll the name of Margeret Rowsell, widow of 
George Rowsell, late of Company D, Fourth Regiment United 
States Infantry, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JERUSHA HAYWARD BROWN. 

The bill (S. 2754) granting a pension to Jerusha Hayward Brown 
was consi as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 11, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
„thirty“ and insert twelve“; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Seere of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
and directed rusha 


authorized she rea ene . 
Hayward Brown, destitute da 


The 
consid: 


ter of el Hayward, a private under 
Capt. James Waterbury's ba’ in the year 1781, pensio: June 17, 1833, 
for service in the Army of the Revolution, at Stafford, Vt., March 4, 1837, 


and pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 0 

ISAAC HARBAUGH. 

The bill (S. 2883) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Har- 
baugh was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“twenty-five” and insert twenty“; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ems "er to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac ‘baugh, Company 
A, One hundred and sixty-third Re nt Ohio Volunteers, at the rate of 
$20 a month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Imove that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. VILAS. I hope the Senator will not ask for an adjourn- 
ment. There ought to be an executive session this evening. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. VILAS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 53 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
May 15, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 14, 1896. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Medical Department. 
Capt. Samuel Quincy Robinson, assistant surgeon, to be sur- 
peon, with the rank of major, May 2, 1896, vice Caldwell, retired 
active service, 
To be professor of civil and military engineering. 
Capt. Gustav Joseph Fiebeger, Corps of Engineers, United States 
EERS May 4, 1896, vice Maceo deceased, 
To be post chaplain. 
The Rey. Ivory Hovey Bartlett Headley, of Massachusetts, May 
8, 1896, vice Kerr, d 
CAVALRY ARM. 
First Lieut. Daniel Hall Boughton, Third Cavalry, to be cap- 
tain, April 5, 1896, vice Johnson, Third Cavalry, deceased. 


Second Lieut. Andrew Gregg Curtin Quay, Fifth Cavalry, to 
be first lieutenant, April 5, 1896, vice Boughton, Third Cavalry, 
promoted. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, SUPREME COURT, TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA, 


John C. Tarsney, of Missouri, to be associate justice of the su- 
preme court of the Territory of Oklahoma, vice John H. Burford, 
whose term expired March 8, 1896. 


SECRETARY OF LEGATION, MEXICO, 


Robert Ransom, of North Carolina, to be second secretary of 
„ of the United States to Mexico, to take effect July 1, 


UNITED STATES CONSUL. 


Ernest A. Man, of Florida, to be consul of the United States at 

Bergen, Norway, vice Frederik G. Gade. 
POSTMASTERS. 

W. A. Shepard, to be postmaster at Auburn, in the county of 
Placer and State of California, in the place of Frederick S. Stevens, 
whose commission will expire May 27, 1896. 

Oswald Allen, to be postmaster at Loveland, in the county of 
Larimer and State of Colorado, in the place of Solomon J. Krous- 
kop, whose commission will expire May 27, 1896. 

illiam Munroe, to be postmaster at Quincy, in the county of 
Gadsden and State of Florida, in the place of John E. Davidson, 
whose commission expired May 9, 1896. 

W. F. Symons, to be postmaster at Brunswick, in the county of 
Glynn and State of Georgia, in the place of Franklin McC. Brown, 
whose commission will expire May 26, 1896. 

I. J. Jenkins, to be 5 at El Paso, in the county of 
Woodford and State of Illinois, in the place of Louis H. Kerr, 
deceased. 

Moran Scott, to be postmaster at. Ardmore, in the Chickasaw 
Nation, Ind. T., in the place of John S. Hammer, sr., resi 

James H. O'Toole, to be postmaster at Amesbury, in the count 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Daniel W. 
Davis, whose commission will expire May 27, 1896, 

W. S. Cornutt, to be postmaster at Culbertson, in the county 
of Hitchcock and State of Nebraska, in the place of Mrs. Bertha 
Klevens, removed. 

John W. Brown, to be postmaster at Butler, in.the county of 
Butler and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John T. Kelly, 
whose commission expires May 20, 1896. 

Kate V. Caseber, to be rat Charleroi, in the county 
of Washington and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Elmer 
E. Caseber, deceased. 

William H. Smith, to be postmaster at obi ade in the r 
of Perry and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Williani H. 
Bosserman, whose commission expired March 23, 1896. 

Benjamin F. Shaffer, to be postmaster at Canyon City, in the 
county of Fremont and State of Colorado, in the place of Willard 
B. Felton, whose commission will expire May 27, 1896. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 14, 1896, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 
ai Col. William John Lyster, Twenty-first Infantry, to be 
nz. Chambers McKibbin, Twenty: fifth Infantry, to be lieuten- 
ant-colonel. 


Capt. Mott Hooton, Twenty-second Infantry, to be major. 
First Lieut. Frank Beall Jones, Twenty-second Infantry, to be 


captain ; 
cond Lieut. Wilson Chase, Twentieth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant. 

POSTMASTERS, 


Mark A. Drane, to be postmaster at Charleston, in the county 
of Mississippi and State of Missouri. 

Walter B. Woodward, to be postmaster at Two Harbors, in the 
county of Lake and State of Minnesota. 

John Laubenthal, to be ter at Allegany, in the county 
of Cattaraugus and State of New York. 

Julia H. Bronson, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of 
Oneida and State of New York. 

Jacob H. Fank, to be postmaster at Hackensack, in the county 
of Bergen and State of New Jersey. 

Lester B. Colwell, to be e . at Friendship, in the county 
of Allegany and 3 = ew ae i Sas en tae 

Annie Larrabee, aster at Oyster i county 
of Queens and State of New York. z 

Charles E. Rose, to be postmaster at Patchogue, in the county 
of Suffolk and State of New York, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES: 
THURSDAY, May 14, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY N. CoupEn, 
JOURNAL, 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 

The SP: The question is on npproving the Journal. 

Mr: PRINCE. Mr: Speaker, I find on page 5207 among other 
names read by the Clerk as present the name of Mr. PRINCE,” 
I desire to say to the Honse that I was not in the building at that 
time. 


The SPEAKER. At what time? 

Mr. PRINCE. At the time of the taking of the last vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed at the Clerk's: desk 
that the gentleman went out after the question was put. 

Mr. PRINCE. If the Chair was so informed I desire to say he 
was misinformed; for this reason, that after the, vote was taken 
on the resolution’ I supposed that was the end of the matter, and 
I left; and in company with me was: my co pea peo Mr. Gnarr: 
Tsee we are both recorded as being present 
left,. believing that was an end of the entire matter. When I 
the Record I found that there was a further roll call, upon “the 
amended resolution, at which, neither at the time of p patting the the 
9 during the vote, nor at the end of it was I in this buil 

e SPEAKER. Withont objection, the Journal will be con- 
3 n The Chair hears no ob- 
jection, and tis Ha 80 0 


ADJUSTMENT OF PENSIONS OF MAIMED UNION 
SAILORS. 


Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged 
report on the bill (H. R.8454) to adjust the pensions of maimed 
Union soldiers and sailors:of the late war of the rebellion, and ask 
that the bill be printed and recommitted to the Committee on In- 


SOLDIERS AND 


valid Pensions. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska submits a 
privileged report on a bill title of which will be read.. 


he title was read. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks that the bill be printed 
and be recommitted to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, With- 
ont objection, it will be so ordered. 
There was no objection. 


CONDEMNED CANNON, 


Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which I send 
to the desk. It will not take two minutes to pass it. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bin (H. R. 7771) authorizing and direc 
demned 


donate con cannon conde’ 
the Grand Army of the Republic. 


Beit enacted, etc... That the eee of the 2 be, —2 he E hereby. 
authorized and directed to donate Grand Army of 
the agg at Carterville, Mo., 1 . — and 15 cannon: balls, 
and also to the General Joe Bailey Post, Grand Army of the Republic, at Ne- 
vada, Mo., 1 condemned cannon and 15 cannon balls. 

The SPEAKER. Is there nap to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] none. 

The amendment secon S bythe committee was read, as 
follows: 

Provided, That in th. t of the Secre f the Ni h articl 
„„ public interes ta: And provided fur- 
ther; That the United States shall not be subjected to any expense on 5 
of such donation. 

The amendment:recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed fora third read- 
ings ani bang engrosseđ, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passi 

On motion of Mr. BURTON of Missouri, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of Whole for the consideration of bills 
under the special order. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman suspend for a moment 
until the Chair gets throngh the necessary business? 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from. the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills an 
nee the following titles; when the Speaker: si 


rekon ay ep Ro rs ag to 
cannon. balls certain. poste of 


joint 
-the 


A bill (H. R. 708) to increase the pension of Albert Ellis; 


A bill (H. R. 1185) granting apona e Rachel Patton; 
A bill (H. R. 3189) toi increase the pension of John S. Cochenour; 


A bill (H. R. 3448) auth the county of Navajo, Territory 
of Arizona, to issue bonds for the construction of a court-house 
and jail at the county seat thereof; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 180) for the relief of Ex-Naval Cadet 
mea T ae ih bah daya ot “a 

a ys of grace on n 
drafts, etc., in the District of Columbia. EENT, 


CORRECTION OF ENROLLED BILL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following wrt con- 
current resolution; which was considered, and agreed to 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Ri tives concurring), That the 
Committees on Enrolled. Bills of the two Houses be authorized to correct the 

enrolled bill of the Senate (S. 2488) entitled “An act to amend an act entitled 

‘An act to authorize the Denison and Northern Railway Con: to con- 
struct and Pe oer a railway throu he the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes.“? 3 out the w: nine,“ in line 2 of said enrolled bill, 
and inserting A eig! 

Mr. PICKLER. Imove that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of business under the 
I | special order. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—CHEATHAM VS. WOODARD, 


Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I have a privileged report that I 
would like to make. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair begs pardon. The Chair thought 
the gentleman rose to make a request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. PRINCE. It is: a report with reference to the contested- 
election case of He P. Cheatham against Frederick A. Wood- 
ard. I would like to have the . read to the House, and 
then I will ask for their adoption. 

Mr.PICKLER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. Under 
the special order there is nothing to dinle this special order ex- 
cept appropriation bills. Is it in order to bring up a contested- 
* case? 

SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that a privileged matter. 
Thea question of the right of a member to his seat has precedence 
over even a special ade of the House. The Chair was not aware 
that the gentleman from Illinois had a privileged report, but 
thought he wasasking for unanimous consent for the consideration 
of a bill. The Clerk will report the resolutions, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Henry P. Cheatham was not elected a Representative in the 

gressional 


Fifty- „fourth Congress from the Second Con district of North Car- 
olina, and is not entitled to a seat therein. 


Resolved, That Frederick A. Woodard was elected a Representative. in 
the Fifty-fourth Con from the Second Congressional district of North 
Carolina, and is entit ed to retain his seat therein: 


The resolutions were —— 8 

Mr. PRINCE. Task that the report be printed in the RECORD., 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

On motion of Mr. PRINCE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolutions were agreed to was laid on the table. 

The report of the committee is as follows: 

Mr. PRINCE, from the Committee on Elections No. 2, submitted 
the following report: 


ee 
efs 

sel for said es re support of their tive GAS, the committee find 
the following facte, 880 The trict isco 


ard, . 14,721 votes, H. P. Chen 

ublican, received 0,13 votes, and H. F. mlist, received 

at the general election held in said “district on the 6th day of Novem- 

bere 1894. Contestee received the certificate of e was sworn in, and is 
er of the House from that district. 

Ls es aw, 


testee 

allegations in said notice. 
the evidence it ap’ that contestant and his brother-in-law, Saorge 
H. White, were rival candidates for the nomination for Congress before 
convention of the Republican party, which met in said district in Weldon, 
on June 27, 1894. 

The contest preceding the convention betw contestant and George H. 
bel Mapas active, cornet — dh jo bite At a, tween said pa 9 — 
0 contesting 9 — oe e rness een said yee was in- 
creased and each Both: remain 9 med, cob — t to be. thi 

each declaring 0 
D ee ec of 3 until until September 24, 18 Hay — when the See 


nlar nominee of his party in said district Owing to this unfortunate trouble 

between contestant and George: H: White, as from the evidence, a 
T for Mr. 
Woodard, Demo- 
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— 5 in the district and that the colored vote was solid for him. The 
evi r 


ence in the case failed to sustain either of these allegations. It is furthe 
alleged by contestant that the election was not conducted as that poll 
holders were ignorant and corrupt and defrauded him. allegation is 
not maintained, except in a few instances, where the poll holders were shown 
to be ignorant. From the evidence it appears that this is the first contest 
that has occurred in this district, and it would seem that if the Republican 
y was united on their candidate the district would be represented in 
mgress by a Republican. Conceding to contestant the benefit of every 
reasonable doubt and all legitimate presumptions in the irregularity in the 
conduct of said election, your committee do not feel warranted upon the 
facts proved in holding that contestant was elected, because he falls far 
short of a sufficient number of votes to legally elect him as a Representative 
in from said district. 

The committee therefore recommend the adoption by the House of the 
following resolutions: 

“Resolved, That Henry P. Cheatham was not elected a Representative in 
the Fifty-fourth Congress from the Second Congressional district of North 
Carolina and is not entitled to a seat therein. 7 

“Resolved, t Frederick A. Woodard was elected a Representative in the 
Fifty-fourth 8 from the Second Congressional district of North Car- 
olina and is entitled to retain his seat therein.” 


SPECIAL ORDER. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota moves 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of bills under the special order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Pending that, I yield for a moment to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 


DELEGATE FOR ALASKA, 


Mr. SCRANTON. Mr. Speaker, it was the intent to call up 
to-day the motion toreconsider the motion by which the bill H. R. 
8826, the Alaska Delegate bill, was denied a third reading, but I 
do not desire to interfere with pension matters, and therefore 
I give notice that I will ask a vote upon the motion to-morrow 
morning. 

The motion to go into Committee of the Whole was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar under the special order, 
Mr. Paynz in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of bills under the special order, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The special order was read. 


EMILY A. MANN. 


The first pension business was the bill (H. R. 3480) for the relief 
of Emily A. Mann, which the Clerk proceeded to read. 

Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Chairman, that is not the first bill in order. 
There were several bills reported from the Committee on Military 

irs which were passed over the other night and ought to be 
taken up before this bill is reached. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that this bill was 
pending when the committee rose at the last session for the con- 
sideration of pension bills under the special order. The Clerk 
will complete the reading of the bill. : 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill, as 
follows: 

hee pein pap AEE meting tc 

upon TO. e rate o. 
per month, hen name of Emily A. Maun, widow of William R. Rogers, late of 
0 ery. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, at the close 
of the session on last Friday evening I had risen to oppa% this bill, 
but gave way for a motion that the committee rise. I do not pro- 

at this time to discuss the bill at any length. I wish merely 
state what it is, and then leave it to the members of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to decide as they see fit, as they undoubtedly 
will. This is a case of a soldier’s widow who remarried, and is 
now the widow of a civilian, not of a soldier. This bill proposes 
to pension her under a name which has not its counterpart upon 
the rolls of the Army. The soldier served a little less than two 
months, when he died. His widow was pensioned, but subse- 
. quently remarried, and now, after she has voluntarily retired her- 
self from the pension roll, this bill proposes to reinstate her upon 
that roll. The principal objection to bills of this character lies in 
the fact, as I have already suggested, that there is no counterpart 
of service upon which to base the pension. in, this is the 
third bill of this kind which has been before this House, and if we 
pe this bill we shall establish a precedent which will come up 
ere every Friday evening, and probably at every session in the 
future, to occupy the time of the House and to expend the money 
of the United States for the benefit of persons who have volunta- 
rily relinquished their claim to pension by their own free act. 
That is the character and condition of this case, and with these 
remarks I leave the bill to the judgment of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside 

to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


? 
ceria DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, after the statement which has 


just been made that this lady is not the widow of a soldier, as she 
is described in the bill, I shall move to amend so as to make the 
bill conform to the fact. It ought to be amended by inserting in 
line 6, after the word “of,” the words S. K. Mann, and previ- 
ously widow of.” I offer that amendment in order that the fact 
may appear that this lady was formerly the widow of a soldier. 
I think we ought not to state in a bill anything that is contrary 
to the fact. 
The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


After the word “of,” in line 6, insert S. K. Mann, and previously widow 
of ; = that it will read widow of S. K. Mann, and previously widow of Wil- 
liam R. Rogers.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This is a bill to sion a remarried widow, 
and as that is not conformable to the general law, there ought to be 
some specific reason for making an exception in this i 
case, because we have in the country more than 10,000 widows 
who are exactly in the same position as this one, soldiers’ widows 
who have remarried and who therefore do not come within the 
general law. I think there ought to be an exceptional reason for 
passing a bill like this. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iwill yield to my colleague on the committee 
to fag to the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. KERR. I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, in answer to the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Maine, that it is rather late to 
raise the particular 1 that is now raised by him, inasmuch 
as it has been the policy of this House to pass every bill recom- 
mended by the Committee on Invalid Pensions where the benefi- 
ciary was the war widow of a soldier. That I state as the first 

rticular circumstance that ought to recommend this bill to 

avorable consideration. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If that is the policy to be followed, why is it 
not better for the Committee on Invalid Pensions to report a gen- 
eral bill covering all these cases? 

Mr. KERR. I will say to the gentleman from Maine, who 
knows everything that goes on in this House except the particular 
thing which he does not appear to know in this instance, that the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions has recommended the passage of 
such a bill, and I have had in charge for two or three weeks a bill 
that does render eligible to pension all widows who were the 
wives of soldiers for any period during the war. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then the point is this: Would it not be better, 
if we are to adopt that policy, to take up and pass the general bili 
rather than to pension a particular widow, unless there are some 
special or exceptional circumstances? 

Mr. KERR. Thereis no reason why in the case of this poor 
widow justice should be delayed by waiting for this House to pass 
Gir DINGLEY. Is th ything that distinguishes th 

A 3 ere anythi t distinguishes the case 
of this widow from the case of 10,000 other widows? : 

Mr. KERR. There is. Although the gentleman is much better 
able to make an estimate than I am, I will say there are not 10,000 
widows or the half of 10,000 widows in a similar situation to this 
lady. Let me state the particular circumstances; and I do not 
wan to encroach upon the time of the House by any prolonged 
discussion of a particular bill. 

This widow was remarried in 1865, and thereby forfeited the 
panion she had been drawing as the widow of William R. Rogers. 
gers died in the service. He was with Grant in front of Donel- 
son and he gave his life for the Union, although he did not die in 
battle, but from disease contracted in the service. A pension was 
ted to her. She was a war widow; she was this man’s wife 
ong before the war. In 1865, as I have said, she forfeited her - 
sion by remarriage; and, although her second husband died in 
1871, she did not for years apply to be reinstated. But in 1887, as 
the evidence shows, she suffered a fall which injured her spine, 
and ever since that time she has been confined to her house and 
for a great part of the time to her bed. She is now entirely pen- 
fare She has no children, and depends upon the charity of 
ends. : 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think that the facts the gentleman states 
are sufficient to justify the passage of this bill; but I want the real 
reason for gramin the pension to appear in the bill, If the gen- 
tleman will yield for the purpose, I will move to add as an amend- 
ment these words: 

This pension bein 
tional reason that sal 
support. 

Mr. KERR. I have no objection to that amendment, except 
that this bill is now in the exact form of all the bills of this kind 
conme mam the Invalid Pensions Committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The passage of the bill is entirely proper if 
that explanation appears. 

Mr. I have no objection to the amendment if—— 
an DINGLEY. I move to amend in the manner I have indi- 
ca ; a 


ted, notwithstanding remarriage, for the exce 
widow is totally disabled and without any means o. 
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Mr. PICKLER. We do not want that amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I want it to appear distinctly why this widow 
is picked out from among thousands of others. 

Mr. PICKLER. She is a war widow. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But it seems to me if we are to pick out one 
case from among thousands there ought to appear some special 
reason for it. If this is simply the case of a remarried widow, 
there are tens of thousands of others in the same situation. But 
if we state in the bill that this widow is pensioned as being totally 
disabled and without means of support, that will show the reason 
why this case has been made an exception. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment of the 
gentleman from Maine. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert at the end of line 7 the following: 

This pension 7 5 granted, notwithstanding remarriage, for the excep- 
tional pet that d widow is totally disabled and without any means of 
support. 


Mr. PICKLER. I think thisamendmentis wholly unnecessary. 
The report shows that this is a war widow; that she was the wife 
of a soldier who contracted at Donelson the disease from which 
he died. The gentleman from Maine, by his amendment, pro- 
poses to get up a new form for our pension bills; he seeks to inject 
into this bill a new and particular reason for granting the pen- 
sion. 

A MEMBER. An apology. 

Mr. PICKLER. ; an apology. The amendment proposes 
to put an argument in the bill; and arguments ought not to be 
inserted in a bill. The argument of the case is in the report. I 
know that when the gentleman fully understands the case he will 
not insist upon the amendment. It is stated in the report that in 
addition to being a war widow she is now over 60 years of age, 
in destitute circumstances, and has no means of support except 
contributions from friends, and no property.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. I say that it is proper to pension a remarried 
widow when those facts appear. But let us not establish a prece- 
dent for applications in 10,000 cases where there are not just such 
circumstances, 

Mr. PICKLER. The statement which the gentleman proposes 
as an amendment ought not to go into the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think it ought. Without some such explan- 
atory statement the bill will be constantly pointed to hereafter as 
a precedent for pensions in cases not having the same peculiar 
merit as this. 

1115 BRUMM. I should like to know whether there are any 
children. 3 

Mr. TALBERT. I hope this amendment will not prevail. I 
am astonished to see such a discussion as this arise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time allowed for debate on this bill 
has expired, J 

Mr. TALBERT. I hope the bill will pass without the amend- 
ment. I am astonished at 58 raising such a question on a 
meritorious bill of this kind. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. DINGLEY, 

The CHAIRMAN. The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 45, noes 74. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, there being less than one-fifth of the 
members rising to support the demand. 

So the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with fay- 
orable recommendation. 


NICHOLAS SWINGLE, 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Chairman, at the last Friday night 
session House bill No. 1175, to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Nicholas Swingle, was the first bill 
on the Calendar to be considered 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill on the 
Calendar, which is the bill to which the gentleman refers, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of Nicholas Swingle, late of Company E, Seventy-eighth Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and that an honorable discharge be issued in lieu thereof, to date 
September 15, 1864. 

Mr. TALBERT. I do not understand, Mr, Chairman, how that 
bill comes up now. 

The C MAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside 
with favorable recommendation. 

Mr. TALBERT. I would like to have some light on this ques- 
tion. I do not think that this bill ought to be rushed through 
without discussion like the other was. This bill has no merit 
whatever, while the other was a meritorious bill. I would like to 
havs the report read or some light thrown upon it some way or 
other, 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Iask that the report accompanying the 
bill be read. 
The report (by Mr. BISHOP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 8 
1175) entitled “A bill to remove the charge of desertion from the m 
record of Nicholas Swingle,” beg leave to submit the following report, an 
recommend that said bill do pass without amendment: 

A similar bill to the one under consideration was introduced in the Fifty: 
third Congress and favorably reported by your committee, which report 
your committee hereby affirms and adopts. 

The report is as follows: 


[House Report No. 1671, Fifty-third Congress, third session.] 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill R. 
8017) entitled “A bill to remove the charge of desertion from the itary 
record of Nicholas Swingle,” having had the same under consideration, re- 
port it back favorably, and recommend its passage. 

Nicholas Swingle, private, Company E, Seventy-eighth Ohio Volunteers, 
was enrolled at esville, Ohio, March 18, 1864, to serve three years. On the 
muster roll of company for March and April, 1864, his presence or absence is 
not stated; May and June, 1864, “absent at hospital since June 12,1864"; July 
and August, 1864, absent, sick since June 12.” His name is dro from 
all subsequent rolls until the muster out of 1 dated July 11, 1865, 
— an him “deserted from hospital at Big hanty, Ga., on or about 

une Sis 

It will be noted that in the above statement of Swingle’s itary. record, 
furnished by the War De: ment, it a that the of desertion 
was not entered inst name until the muster out of his company, July 
11, 1865, and then by direction of the chief mustering officer of the Seven- 
teenth Army Corps, and the judgment of the second lieutenant of his 
company, who Was the acting muster officer of the company. 

It Sprouse from affidavits on file in connection with this case that 
Swingle was wounded in the right knee while on the skirmish line near Big 
Shanty, Ga., June 11, 1864; was sent toa field hospital, where he remained for 
some days, and when able to perform duty was discharged and 
rejoin his command, Swingle did not reach his oompany and from the time 
of leaving the hospital all trace of him was lost until he pears at hishome 
in Muskingum County, Ohio, in June, 1865, completely broken in health, un- 
able to speak above a whisper, and so badly shattered mentally as to be unable 
to 1 05 any intelligible account of his wanderings. 

e story 1 from him was that after his discharge from the fleld 
hospital, and while on his way to his command, he was overtaken by Confed- 
erate cay: captured, and sent toa military prison, where he was detained 
until his parole, when he was sent to Peet he Md. After remaining there 
for some e he came home, understanding that the war was over. 

It a that when Swingle entered the service he was a strong, able- 
bodied man, whose good character and faithfulness as a soldier are testified 
to by the affidavits of his captain and second lieutenant, both of whom state 
that, although absent from military control without authority, they did not 
believe him to be a deserter. In less than a year after his disappearance he 
returned home shattered in mind and pody, and unable to give any consecu- 
wre oe eae story that would enable his friends to explain absence to the 
autho es. 

Under all the circumstances your committee is of the opinion that the re- 
lief prayed for in this bill should be granted, and therefore recommend the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. TALBERT. I just desire to make this statement do not 
wish to detain the committee —but on last Friday evening, when 
a motion was made to E into Committee of the ole, on a divi- 
sion it was found that there were but 50 members present. Imade 
the point of no quorum, with the understanding, as stated at the 
time, that if I could secure unanimous consent that these bills for 
the removal of charges of desertion and for the correction of mil- 
itary records should be passed over and not brought forward for 
consideration, but let the committee go on and reach claims upon 
the Calendar that had some merit in them, I would withdraw the 

cate of order. That agreement was made, and several meritorious 

were 

That agreement was made, I thought, in perfect good faith. Cer- 
tainly it was on my es and that evening some seven or eight 
of these desertion bills were passed over and other bills taken up, 
as I haye said, and passed. I believed then that under that agree- 
ment these bills would still remain in obscurity, and that we 
would take up the Calendar to-day, commencing with the merito- 
rious claims, and consider them, or, at least, that we would cer- 
tainly not go back and take up these bills which were laid aside 
under that agreement on last Friday night. Now, I hope the 
House will keep faith with the agreement and not go back. í 

I make the point that this is not in order, and that the House 
can not go back and take up these bills out of order in this 
manner. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. ERDMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina has evi- 
dently jumped from the frying pan into the fire. On Friday night 
we could take up and discuss these bills without limit, whereas 
now we are limited to ten minutes on each bill. 

But as to the point of order suggested by the gentleman, if this 
is the same Committee of the Whole as the committee which acted 
on these bills on Friday night last—and it seems to have been so 
determined by the ruling of the Chair on last Friday night—then 
clearly that faith ought to be kept to which the gentleman refers, 
and the ment fixed in the Committee of the Whole ought to 
be adhered to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside with 
a favorable recommendation. 5 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT) there merer Aya 107, noes 3. 

So the was laid aside with a favorable recommendation, 


- accony 
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WILLIAM F. SONGER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4193) to correct the military record of William F. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that this: 
brought forward wap tiny pony an role 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion against Wil- 
liam F. Souger, late a private of Company B, Forty-second Regiment of In- 
diana Volunteers, on the records of the War Department, and to issue tosaid 
Souger a certificate-of honorable discharge. 


Mr. HARDY. I want to offer an amendment to this bill. The 
name in the bill is wrong. The name is printed Souger.“ I 
move to strike out the letter “u” where it 8 the bill and 
insert the letter n; so as to read “Songer.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPALDING: I would like to have the report read which 
panies 
The report (by Mr. Woom=zr) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on e mion aa referred the bill (H. R. 
4193) entitled A bill to correct the 9 of William F. 
submit the following 


is now 


—. leave to and recommend that said bill do 
T hisia a bill. enacting that F. Forty- 
second ent t Thdison Volunteers: Vo vedok the charge of deserti ae 
The evidence shows that he served faithfully durin enlistmant: 
that in —— 


Octo! a ee ee after his 


second nt, he — 
visit his wife, who was sick, and she remained sick 


consideration of his faithful service for three years, the committee are 
of opinion that this bill should pass. 

The question being taken on laying aside the bill, the commit- 
tee divided: on demand of Mr. TALBERT; and there were—ayes 94, 
noes 5. 

So the bill was laid aside to. be reported favorably. 


HOMER C. M’CUSKEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4872) to.correct the military record of Homer C. McCuskey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


~ it enacted, etc., That 


Colored on the records of the War Department, be, the same is, 
and th Secretary of War is hereby ed to issue to said Homer 
e same to date muster out 


C. McCuskey an honorable 
of said Seventh Regiment of United ‘States Colored Troops: 


Mr. HAGER. Iask for the reading of the report. 
eee 35 


oer mer C. McCuske 
nited States Colored 


p5; and that the Secretary of Wane Gee 
issue to him an honorable from the muster out of such reg- 
og me The records of the War —.— show the of the soldier 
‘That Homer C: MeCuskey was enrolled as a private in Com z rahe 
first Ohio Infan , to serve three and that he was 
29, 1861, 8 5 — —.—— enlargement of the liver.“ 
As Homer C. Mi again enlisted as a private in raed by re Sixty- 
second Ohio Ws happen of 


0 — — — 
otion to second lieutenant, t Uni 
It Rigen by the reeords that H C. MeCuskey, aged 21 
own ‘omer ey, 
Novar bar. 90; 1864, and was. muster into 3 
into November 3,1 United States Colored Infantry, December 
1 ssh, to dato 1864, 


31, 
Pratt, Soret regiment, re- 
a toh ital at 1 — by the 
r 


Tex., tember, 1865; 
source that 


newspa publication to make defense to charge of 

thirty days or be subject to recommen: dismissal. rea rage 
defense having FFF gone 
of the Army for he ‘authority, 

since September 1, without rises No, 8 order of the- Secretary 
of War, in p Special O. 80 War 

2 8 August 9, 1866. No medical record — been 


The affidavit of the benefici 

that he remained at the hospi! $ 

health continuously grew worse, and that he was informed by the post sur- 

geon that if he i Ah he would have to go North, and that such 

ve him written permission to TTT 
and his wife, Emily J. 


Srecuskey 
lost with 1 of McCuskey’s =a 


Towa; that he went to his home at erset, Ohio. cots that at the time of 
leaving the hospital he was unable to get to the boat alone and was assisted 
thereto; that he continued sick and unable for active duty after his return 


— — and 8 in his 


ft Pad boen nnti long thero- 
I poor fhealth and only a boy iny de — ce, he 


mid ny — or Ant out 
vraag or whether it was received. 
t made by — L. Sheridan on the 


m on account on the 


did not give ae — ter the concern that 


Juse WAA ——.— action was taken as to his 


oth day of Octo A well with McCusk 

o he was 2 

ieutenant cos the a United S8. Sieden Oolored 28 Infantry, and cea tak 
to him in the autumn of 1805 for information as to the 


ca Sheridan. then rtm: f th ulf, at 

e er. g ent of the Gulf. and was by him in- 
rmed that the resi e wont accepted for cause, 3 res- 
ignation was fi ed th — — channels; that sail a McCuskey in his 
affidavit states — — J — — heridan was a Grother of Gen. P. Hi Sheri- 


sot in which McCnskey's regiment was then 
and that said McCuskey, upon forw: s resignation, relied 
He rk Ber states in his afti- 


a pon N ie assurance that it would be accepted. 
davit that he did not learn that his resignation had not been aceepted or that 


he was tos on the records of the 3 asa 8 until long after his 


regiment. been mustered out. davit of ey, made on 
the 13th day of August, 1891, corroborates her — Sac statement as to his 
asin arg 0 Yeap se ng em esses n given by the 
surgeon for him to his home. 

Your Eom an examination of th ong gy reponse) ocean ep: 
are therefore of on that the soldier in this case never intended to 
desert or believed he had deserted, but that his absence from his com- 


mand at the — 2 — was 8 home was due to his ill condition of health, 


the admonition if he expected to recover he must go 
North, . — on of the surgeon no todor the st uent tender 
— his pepes u . at home after he 5 Sase he was not 


and the assurance received such resigna- 
tion W ses 2 be accepted for cause such as prom Sorkin to te to npt the same, 
ch was his illness, and therefore recomme: at the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with favora- 
ble recommendation. 
JOHN J. JOHNSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3514) tk eane an honorable discharge to John J. Johnson. 


was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ee 8 of War be, and he here anthor- 
ized and to grant an honors! 2 to John J. Jo! — late a 
private in ay insect of Arkansas Ca Volun- 
teers, as of date June 14. 1864. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon laying aside the bill 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. TRACEY) yr read, as follows: 

The ittee on Mili 


3514) to thie charge 
remove the 
Johnson, late a private in Com 


Cavalry, and grant him an honorable discharge, ie to 
John — Johnson enlisted as 3 N of the Second ent 
of Arkansas Cavalry on the 10th day of February, 1864. Lemuel R. Jones, who 


was second lieutenant of the same company, testifies to the good character 
and faithful service as a soldier of Johnson until reports came 
ringfield, Mo., and in the coun 


pany. in April, then ae bad surround- 
ringfield, ~— the were raiding the Union esin New- 
8 ty, Ark., where he ‘family of Johnson and of most of his comrades 
ac the com m the members of the 


N lived. These reports so worked u 


company spre rag W of the colonel of var e 0 
5 dan 25 — es 8 — aS 
e e me ger of a such a ce 
from the command. 


the summer and fall of 1864 about 60 men of said company lant pha the 
command and went to Newton County to defend and care for 

and Johnson was amon, Lh ig and as at the time a e paapaa eo company. 
At the time of leaving he wrote a letter to the colonel of the regiment stating 


assistance of their imperiled This letter was given to colonel 
with the morning re and the colonel stated that he had promised the men 
8 but great the enemy had d him from grant- 
ng them. 

fo r, 1864, Lieutenant return home to Newton 


Decembe ones resigned to 
County, Ark., * was told by Ge colonel to inform the men that if they 
would return tothe command t ey — not be molested or punished. When 
Jones returned to Newton pag rns ‘ound his men 8 the country and 


doing 3 8 onela an gone home to do. In Ma ay, 1885, Lieutenant 
Jones returned giela and reported to Gen, J, B- Sanborn, command- 
ing the ne dariy requested that the members of his 


company then in Newton 
allowed to remain there to protect o 
uest of Lieutenant Jones was granted, and a 3 oe issued ned placing 
soldiers on detached service and ordering them 
Gate until er orders. 

5 ordered to take command of the ee erga 
and they performed effective and faithful service. In August, 1805. Sergean 
Dickey 3 ordered to return to his command, which was 5 then, at Mem 
Tenn. He did so return with most of the men, but Johnson and some o! 
failed to get the notice of the order, not re Johnson sd some other 
t mustered who received notice of the order 


—— eg out as were 
to the commam 

Sa ner crt tone tants our committee are of on that Johnson did 
not intend to desert, and not desert his command, and was only prevented 
from. mustered out with his by a failure to receive notice of 
the order to report at Memphis. 

The bill is therefore reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do 
pass. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


EZRA ABBOTT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


3565) to grant an honorable discharge to Ezra Abbott. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre! of War be, and he is hereby, ribor 
ized and directed to grant an honorable discharge to Ezra Abbott, late of 
— LoF the Twenty-first Michigan Volunteer Infantry, to date from 
the 10th day of September, 1863. 


Mr. MILNES. Let us have the report read. 
5 e Clerk proceeded to read the report (by Mr. BISHOP), as 
OLLOWS: 


The Committee on 8 to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8565) to grant an honorable discharge to Ezra Abbott, having considered the 
ps whe gs oni report the same back to the House and recommend 

a o pass. 

The facts relied upon for such recommendation are fully set forth in a re- 
port argons committee made in the ye Co „ hereto attached and 
adopted asa part ofthis report. A bill for the relief of such soldiers passed 
both Houses of the Fifty-first 8 but because of an error in such bill 
the act was inoperative for the relief intended. The report of the Adjutant- 
General on such bill is also hereto attached. 

[House Report No. 2656, Fifty-first Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
10526) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of Ezra Abbott, late 
of Company I, Twenty-first Michigan Volunteer Infantry, having considered 
the same, ig gate Me oben J 

That Ezra Abbott, the claimant, enlisted in August, 1862, and served faith- 
fully to July 25, 1865, excepting for a period of four months and eight days, 
during which time he was in desertion. Had he returned to the service eight 
days sooner he could have been relieved under the ral law. 

Phe report of the Secretary of War, herewith submitted, shows that the 
claimant deserted from the hospital, where he had been confined for quite a 
long period with chronic diarrhea. He went home just long enough to re- 
cover his health sufficiently to pas medical examination, when he reenlisted 
in e than the one in which he had first served, but with- 
out bounty. 

Your committee believe the relief asked for should be granted, and recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. MILNES. Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied with that report. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


PATRICK RAINEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 

2828) for the relief of Patrick Rainey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he Beret is, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of Patrick Rainey, late of Company K, Fifty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and issue to said Rainey an honorable discharge. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon laying aside the bill 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. TALBERT. Let us have the report read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read in the time of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, 

The report (by Mr. Tracry) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Milit: Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


2828) to remove the charge of desertion from the meg record of Patrick 
Rainey, late of Com y K, Fifty-second iment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 


have carefully co: ered the same and beg leave to report: 

Patrick Naher enlisted in the Fifty-second Ohio Infantry as a private on 
the 12th day of Au , 1862, to serve three years. He was born in Ireland 
in the year 1848, and hence was but 14 old at the time of his enlistment. 
oes any, other boys, he ran away from home to enlist. His mother, his 

r 


dead, went with one John Cunningham to Camp Dennison to 
bring him home, All their argument failed and the lad remained. S. 
sequently his older brother, James Rainey, went to Nashville, Tenn., and 
ly by persuasion, partly by coercion, succeeded in getting Patrick to leave 
he regiment and go with 2 to town, where he bought him a suit of citizen’s 
clothes and refused to allow him to return to the regiment. 
him back home with amoniy a close guard was kept over 


After gettin; 
him to prevent his return to the regiment until after it was muste: out. 


Your committee believe, in view of the facts and the almost extreme youth 
of the boy, that there is nothing in his conduct to warraut the charge of 
a on, and the bill is therefore reported favorably with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

The question was taken on laying aside the bill to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation; and the Chair- 
man announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

a STEELE. That man is admittedly a deserter. Let us have 
a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 68, noes 5. 

Accordingly the bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


THOMAS S. DAUGHERTY, 


ay 555 on se 8 candar was the bill (H. R. 
3333 g a pension omas S. herty. 
The bill was 8 as follows: =e 


Mr. MILNES. Let us have the rt., 
The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read, 


Mr. PICKLER. Who wants the report read, Mr. 
ntleman from Michigan, 
to hear the report. 


The CHAIRMAN. The 
Mr. MILNES. I should 


The report (by Mr. CROWTHER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
S608) granting a pension to Thomes S. Daugherty, submit the following re- 


port: 

Your committee find that Thomas S. Daugherty enlisted as a private in 
Company A, First Regiment of Kentucky Cavalry, in the fall of and was 
disc from the service on the 9th day of August, 1865, ha 


di is command 
at por arriving at way the conductor of the train, u 
8 was in the discharge of the duty upon which — — n sen 
refused to check the speed of the train to 
sage, and, determined to perform the duty upon which he 
all hazards, he jumped off of the train, and in doing so his left foot slipped 
ghim backward. 


under a cross-tie, thro 


rganiza- 
t ditional fact that he 
is now totally disabled from the performance of manual labor of any kind. 
He is an educated physician, but for some years has been wholly unable to 
practice his profession. 
In view of the fact that the injuries from which the claimant suffers were 
incurred in the service, and in the discharge of an important duty devolved 
upon him, your committee believe he is entitled to a pension, notwithstand- 
ing he belonged to a State military organization, and the bill is therefore 
reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass, 
The biil was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 


with a favorable recommendation. 
MINNIE PARKER. 


* 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6113) granting a pension to Minnie Parker, widow of Byt, Brig. 
Gen. Ely S. Parker, late of the United States Army. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on i 


1 r e pension 3 to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of e Parker, widow 
of Byt. Brig. Gen. Ely S. Parker, late of the United States Army, and to pay 
her a pension of $50 per month. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendments: 

2 line 6, between the words of " and Brevet,“ insert the words Colonel 
ungn 


Wer 8 strike out the word “fifty *’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


JERUSHA H. BROWN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5279) granting a pension to Jerusha H. Brown. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be. hereby, 
authorized and directed to i fe a ee — 


Mr. MILNES. Let us have the report. 
The report (by Mr. Harpy) was read, as follows: 


granting a pension to Jerusha H. Bri 


respect: 

A similar bill was before your committee at the second session of the Fifty- 

(House Raport Nor LSS, FIRY-third Congress), fully eecting forth the 188. 
ouse 0. — i se 

is adopted 5 3 po th 5 with 


{House Report No, 1458, Fifty-third Congress, second session.] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
granting a pension to Jerusha H. Brown, have considered the same 


report as follows: 

e claimant is the daughter of Samuel Hayward, who served for 

and four months in Ca; Bliss and Dana’s comps in the Conn: — cut 
Line, war of the Revolution. The service is a mat 


dier and his widow, 


can Revolution,” and a copy of a certificate of her membership in that or- 
papers. 
The testimony further shows that the claimant is 71 years old, without 


There are several precedents for the allowance of pensions to the aged and 
dependent 8 of Revolutionary soldiers—one of them (the case of 
Hannah Lyons) having become a law at this session of Oon fg yet in the 
light of the facts set forth above your committee return bill with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MILNES. Mr. Chairman, it appears from the reading of 
this report that this is the daughter of a Revolutionary soldiers 
that the father and mother of this claimant were borne upon the 
poan rolls for something like seventy years. Now, I should 

to know what is going to be the policy and how long we are 


S 
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to continue pensions. Is there to be no end to them? It seems 
to me that we ought not to adopt this policy of pensioning daugh- 


ters of soldiers who sie Ss in a war more than one hundred years 
ago. It seems to me like a very bad policy. Iam certainly op- 


to it. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I will say in reply to 
the gentleman from Michigan that this is in the line of precedents 
established not only by this Congress but by former Congresses. 
In fact, no bill of this kind has been 0 to either the Fifty- 
third or Fifty-fourth Congresses and been defeated. They have 
all been ented upon favorably. So that this is not the first prece- 
dent established in thisline. It is only one of a series. 

Mr. MILNES. It is a bad precedent. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. e evidence is clear as to the rela- 
tionship of this claimant to the Revolutionary soldier and as to 
her entire dependence. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a fayorable recommendation. 


ELEANOR CARROLL POE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 804) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $100 per 
month, the name of Eleanor Carroll Poe, widow of the late Col. Orlando M. 
Poe, of the United States Army. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amend- 
ment, striking out the words one hundred,” in line 5, and insert- 
in lieu thereof the word fifty.“ = 
e amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 804) 
ting a pension to Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe, having considered the mat- 
ee in evidence, adopt as their own Senate Report No. 136, and recommend 
the of the bill with an amendment, striking out, in line 5, the words 
Pome hanared and inserting in lieu thereof the word “ fifty.” 
The Senate report is as follows: 
[Senate Report No. 136, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session.] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 804) grant- 
a ion Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe, after full consideration, make a 
favorable report thereon. 5 
bill proposes to Fee at the rate of $100 a month, the widow of an 
officer who rendered distin ed service both in war and in peace. 
For twenty years General Poe was a member of General Sherman’s staff. 
The relations that these two men sustained to each other are set forth b 
General S th peculiar directness and with much feeling in the fol- 


herman wit! 
lowing letter: 
“ HEADQUARTERS ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES, 
“ Washington, D. C., October 30, 1883. 
“My DEAR FRIEND: By reason of circumstances long since revealed, the 
little p of officers which has daily gathered at these headquarters will 
ve place to others, and we will scatter—you to your post of duty at 
A Ito my home at St. Louis. $ 
The relation between a general and his personal staff is too intimate, too 
to be treated in General Orders. So, according tos habit long since 
med I will address you thus rather than pay a e compliment for 
m on. 
1 “I construe your personal and official service near my person to have be- 
in the spring of 1864 at Nashville, and that it will not cease till February 
§ 5 you will have been with me twenty years—and twenty most 
eventful years. In the beginning we were in the tite of a great civil war, 
with vast armies in motion needing guidance and maintenance, wherein your 
3 mind and sound judgment aided me more than you ever can 


ow. 
1 ually but surely swept our enemies out of existence, and in 1865 

rode into this capital of Washington to celebrate a grand victory, and, what 
was better, a peace founded on principles of truth as lasting as time. 

“Most of our comrades went to their homes, but our work was not yet 
done, Out of the wrecks of the vast armies to be created smaller ones 
adapted to the new condition of facts, and these had to be guided and directed 
so as to prepare the way for the inevitable result—subduing the Indian and 

possible the settlement of the vast region west of the Missouri; to 
t railways which now connect the Atlantic with 
ose most valuable communities into more intimate 


indebted to 281 To deal in more 
uncomfortable length. and I will only add that throughout our relations have 
been so confident t either could anticipate the action of the other without 
waiting for the conclusion. 
My career is now at an end, but there is no reason why you should not go 
on to the highest round of the ladder in our profession. I know your par- 
tiality to your own branch; but you have had experience in all, and 
as to command men in battle is regarded by the world as the highest branch 
— mili 1 ort I would have you bear that in mind should the occasion 
in your life. 
* Wishing you and pare — possible Heine and happiness, 
truly ani cerely, your friend. 
N „W. T. SHERMAN, General. 
„Col. O. M. Por, A. D. C., 


“ Brevet Brigadier-General, United States Army.” 

Mr. PICKLER (interrupting the reading). Mr. Chairman, I 
think that is sufficient. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions whether this rate of 
$50 per month is not higher than the amount usually given to 
the widows of officers of this rank? 

Mr. PICKLER. Les; it is higher than is usually given. 

Mr. DIN GLE. Is there any exceptional reason for raising the 


amount in this case? It seems to me there ought to be some uni- 
form rule in reference to these cases. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman who reported the bill [Mr. 
THOMAS] does not seem to be present. I was not in the commit- 
tee when this bill was agreed to. I have to say, however, Mr. 
Chairman, that this officer rendered very distinguished services. 
This letter of General Sherman read Br the Clerk shows that. I 
presume the distinguished services rendered by this officer consti- 
tute one reason why the bill was reported at this rate. In the 
eases of some brevet brigadier-generals who commanded a bri- 
pans under extraordinary circumstances pensions have been al- 
owed at $50 a month. I will say that this is above the ordinary 
amount that the committee recommend for officers of this rank, 

Mr. HULICK. What would this lady be entitled to under the 


Mr. PICKLER. Thirty dollars a month. 
Mr. LOUD. She is petting $2) a month now, is she not? 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not know as to that. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. General Poe was one of the most 
distinguished engineer officers of the Western army. 

Mr. CORLISS. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. MILNES. But his widow is no more distinguished than 
the widow of many other officers. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I notice that in the case of Byt. Brig. Gen. 
Ely S. Parker, which just passed the committee, we allowed $30 
per month, and that officer was of the same rank. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. But there was this difference: 
General Poe commanded troops. He was a staff officer, but he 
was in command of troops. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There ought to be a general rule in respect to 
these pensions. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. General Parker's widow ought to 
have had $50 a month instead of $30; and the misfortune attached 
to that case ought not to be visited on this. 

Mr. PICKL Vote! 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will rise informally to re- 
ceive a message from the Senate. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. GROUT assumed the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Cox, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed with amendments a bill (H.R, 


7977) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 

5 of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and 
or other purposes, asked a conference with the House of Repre- 

sentatives on the bill and amendments, and had . T 

8 Mr. Quay, and Mr. VEsr as the conferees on the part of the 
enate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 2698) authorizing the construc- 
tion of a bridge over the Mississippi River tothe city of St. Louis, 
in the State of Missouri, from some suitable point between the 
north line of St. Clair County, II., and the southwest line of said 
county; asked a conference with the House of Representatives 
on the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. Vest, Mr. 
ELKINS, and Mr, Joxxs of Nevada as the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R.6249) making 5 for current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1897, and for other p ses, and had further insisted upon its 
amendments disagreed to by the House, had asked a further con- 
ference on the di ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. PETTIGREW, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. COCKRELL 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had prs ca to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 710) 
granting a pension to Ada J. Schwatka, widow of the late Lieut. 
Frederick Schwatka; asked a conference with the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. SHOUP, and Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin as 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

em also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 4787) to establish the port of Conneaut, in the 
State of Ohio, as a subport of entry in the district of Cuyahoga, 
in said State of Ohio; 

A bill (H. R. 6172) authorizing the sale of the title of the United 
States in lot 5, square 1113, in the city of W arent 

A bill (H. R. 6195) amending the statutes relating to the sale 
of pri copies of patents; 

bill (H. R. 6663) relating to the sale of unclaimed baggage 
and other property in the District of Columbia; 
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A bill (H. R. 8596) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
mili record of Michael McKenna; 

A bill (H. R. 2451) to correct the records of the War Depart- 
ment in the case of Capt. Henry S. Pratt; 

A bill (H. R. 7264) to provide for the drainage of lots in the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 227) requiring bills of sale, conditional sales, mort- 
gages, SA aeda of trust of chattels in the District of Columbia to 

Teco; ; 

A bill (H. R. 5790) to permit the Pintsch Compressing Com- 
pany to lay pipes in certain streets in the sare of Washington; 

A bill (H. R. 8077) 88 to Budlong Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Westerly, R. I., two condemned mounted brass 
cannon; 

A bill (H. R. 2740) to carry into effect a finding of the Court of 
Claims in favor of the estate of George Case, late of Independence 
County, Ark.; 

A bill (H. R. 7100) to donate 8 condemned cannon and 100 can- 
non shot to the Grand Army of the Republic Cemetery Associa- 
tion of Colorado; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 122) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to deliver condemned cannon to Chamberlain Post, Grand 
Army of the PEPTONO; to be posted by the soldiers’ monument at 
St. Johnsbury, Vt.; 

A bill (H. R. 7140) granting to A. L. Robeson Post, No. 42, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Bridgeton, N. J., 4 condemned 
cannon and 20 cannon balls; 

A bill (H. R. 8018) donating one condemned cannon and cannon 
balls to Grand Army of the Republic, L. W. Cooper Post, Depart- 
ment of Missouri, No. 81, of Lathrop, Mo.; 

A bill (H. R. 7172) donating four condemned cannon and four 
pyramids of condemned cannon balls to the Soldiers’ Monument 
Association of Allegan, Mich.; 

A bill (H. R. 7870) to establish a railroad bridge across the Ili- 
nois River near Grafton, III.; 

A bill (H. R. 8532) to establish certain harbor regulations for 
the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 7143) ting to the Soldiers and Sailors’ Monu- 
ment Association, of the county of Middlesex, in the State of New 
Jersey, 4 condemned cannon and 30 cannon balls; 

A bill (H. R. 7216) aona tne one condemned cannon and can- 
5 a to Grand Army of the Republic post No. 573, of Evans 

„Ta.; 

7 bill (H. R. 8266) donating two condemned cannon to Cus- 
ter Post, No. 38, Grand Army of the Republic, of Etna, Pa., and 
two condemned cannon to James G. Clark Post, No. 162, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Allegheny, Pa.; 

A bill (H. R. 128) for the relief of Syed fen Schrawder; 

A bill (H. R. 5888) for the relief of F. Alberts & Co., Muskegon, 
Mich.; and 

A bill (H. R. 6666) granting to Maj. C. A. Angel Post, No. 20, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Lambertville, N. J., 4 condemned 
cannon and 20 cannon balls. 

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the House nonconcur in the Senate amendments to the river and 
harbor approprianon bill, and that the request of the Senate for 
a conference to. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Oregon asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate amendments to the river and 
harbor bill be nonconcurred in by the House, and that the confer- 
ence pales hy the Senate be agreed to. Without objection, it will 
be so ordered. 8 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The committee will resume its 
session. 

The committee resumed its session. 

MRS. ELEANOR CARROLL POE, 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. TALBERT. I just desire to call the attention of the House 
to this inconsistency in its proceedings. Just a moment ago we 

assed a bill granting a pension of $30 a month to the widow of a 

istinguished officer, Mrs. Parker. Now, you propose to give to 
the widow of another distinguished officer, Mrs. Poe, the sum of 
$50 a month, $20 more. I have endeavored in my weak way to 
try to come to some understanding and some common level in the 
granting of pensions to widows of distinguished officers. It seems 
to me now, sir, that you ought either to raise the one to $50 or to 
reduce the other to $30, or to reduce the one to $40 and raise the 
other to $40, and establish some precedent which will prevent this 
everlasting harangue about inconsistencies and discriminations. 

Mr. McCLELL The gentleman will remember that Colonel 
ee was a lieutenant-colonel and General Poe a brigadier- 
general, 
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Mr. TALBERT. He was brevetted; they are all brevetted. 
Whether they ever served in that capacity under such a title or not 
we do not know. I submit, sir, that we ought to try to arrive at 
some common level, so as to stop this continual harangue about dis- 
criminations. I only desire to say this much. I do not propose to 
e $50 if you agree upon that; but Isubmit that you ought to 

uce = 


15 this to 830 or to raise the other to $50, so as not to discrim 
ate. 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this bill is exhausted. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I will only state that the Sen- 
ate this bill at $100, and we have cut it in half. 
e amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ANDREW R. LADD, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 

6468) to increase the pension of Andrew R. Ladd. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it rec gers yp That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension now allowed and paid 
Andrew R. Ladd so that he shall be allowed and paid the sum of $16 a month, 
The said Andrew R. Ladd was a private in Company C, Thirtieth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry. 

: The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 

Strike out all after the word to,“ in line 4, and insert the follo : “Place 
on the pension roll the name of Andrew R. Ladd, late a private in Company 
C. Thirtieth ent Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
5 care month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the act of June 


Mr. HENDERSON. Idesire to offer an amendment to the com- 
mittee amendment. I want to say for the information of the com- 
mittee that the bill and amendment both have the letter of his 
company wrong. It is in the bill and the amendment C.“ It 
should be E.“ The purpose of my amendment is simply to make 
this correction. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the letter “C,” in line 9, and insert in lieu thereof the letter “E.” 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. foe 

The CHAIR The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. GLEY. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. BAKER of Kansas) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, having carefully considered the evi- 
dence relating to the bill (H. R. 6468) to increase the pension of Andrew R. 
Ladd, is the as follows: 

This soldier served from September 16, 1863, to September 25, 1865. He filed 
a claim for pension under the general law January 26, 1889, and was pensioned 
from that date at $4 per month for rial poisoning. His claim for addi- 
tional pension on account of injury of right shoulder was rejected Au 
30, 1894, on the gronna of no record and aint alleged inability to show 
same incurred in line of duty by competent testimony. 

Medical examination in 1893 rated him eight-eighteenths for piles, eight- 
eighteenths for injury of right shoulder and resulting rheumatism, and six- 
eighteenths for malarial poisoning, for which he is pensioned under the gen- 


eral law. 
Your committee are of the opinion that this shows a de; of disabili 
12 per month under the act of June 27, 


entitling the soldier to the rate of 8 
1890, and they therefore recommend that the bill be amended by striking 
out all after the word “to,” in line 5, and adding the words place on the 
1 roll the name of Andrew R. Ladd, late a private in Company C, 
hirtieth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
faper month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the act of June , 
and that as amended the bill do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment proposed 
by the committee. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the chairman 
of the committee a question. I see in the latter part of the report 
it says pay him a pension at $12 a month, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the act of June 27, 1890.“ Why Ghoul son 
put that provision in? If he is to be subject to that law, does not 
the law itself say how much he shall get? I only ask for infor- 
mation. 

Mr. PICKLER. He may not have served 90 days. He must 
show that to come under that law; and that the disease is not the 
result of his own vicious habits. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The report shows that he served over two 


years. 

Mr. TALBERT. It seems to me unnecessary to put in the 
amount if you make his pension subject to the provisions and 
limitations of that law. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is the usual form. 

Mr. LOUD, Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the chairman 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions if this would not give this 
soldier $18a month pension? Would not the effect of this bill be 
to direct the Commissioner of Pensions or the Secretary of the 
Interior to place him on the pension rolls at $12 amonth. Heis 
now on the pension rolls with some other rating, probably from 
$4 to $6. a month. Would not this give him a pension in addition 
to the amount that he now has? 
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Mr. PICKLER. That is not the intention of the committee. 
The law provides that a man can not receive more than one pen- 
sion.. If there is any ambiguity about it the gentleman can offer 
an amendment. 

Mr. LOUD.. Iwill offer as an amendment the words “in lieu 


sion that he is now receiving.” 
ERSON. I will to that. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


Insert at the end of line 13: “ Provided, That this shall be in lieu of any 
Pension he is now receiving.“ 


The amendment was adopted. 

The amendment AEAEE, by the committee as amended 
was agreed to. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


MARY C. THOMPSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 1 6 R. 
8755) to increase the pension of Mary C. Thompson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., — — the naon of Mary C. aed widow of Dr. 


of the 
Mr. 


Fillmore Thom creased sum of 812 per month 
to R0 a month; 24 the Secretary of the 1 nerob authorized and 
directed to place her on the roll at the increased rai per month, in 
lieu of the rate of $12. 


Mr. MILNES. Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. CROWTHER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid n referred the bill (H. R. 
widow of Dr il an increase of pension of $20 per month to fhe ae 
widow of more Thompson, having carefully examine Sat onmaeeee 

and circumstances. respectfully report: 

r. Thompson resided at Hot 

‘kansas, and was a W one intense Unionist; 
ia and e that owing to ns Tali ts wan Ullged io penk sea 

w 3 9 Oy: was o 

tection within the Union lines at Titel — 
. Steele; that he was emp Gen 

ition to Camden, in the spring of 1864, for the purpose of cooperating 
with General Banks in his Louisiana cam „and acted as —— until the 


final return to Little Rock of said army upon — 
The and . 0 5 os Dr. Dr. “Phompson are clearly set forth in the 


eers in 
Ute States and during that 0 Panton as ea chie meiner S of the 
troops serving in the State and Department of Arkansas. 

tae as —.— chief engineer officer he accompanied the march of the expe- 

dition under Maj. Gen. Fred. Steele, which moved south in March, 1864. 5 

cooperate with. and, H possible, to eitect u junction with the United Sta 

forces under command of Maj. Gen. N. P. Banks, then moving toward 

port, on the Red River, in Louisiana. 

“That d 717... ae ee eee thrown in contact 
with the EE 9 9 8 — —— fee F. Thompson, a former 9 ioe 
Springs, who protection within the United Sta: 
against violence from the inhabitants of that of the a with ch — 
was threatened 2 reason = well-known Union fee! 


—— aL ens A705 the ol a 


mene 
Th herons g on ied = thes 3 
ompson's ronen owl of the roads, 
the sentiments inhabitants of Srna of the country. 
“That reggae eee the expedition, follo as it was by a victo- 
rious enemy, 5 a severe checkatJ 
the said Thompson‘ a, 
the country used and crossed by the army inits retreat. 
tigne and exposure. o. all the members were more or less sufferers from 


a a sh shortly atte ter the return of the tion Dr. Thom; was tak 
izar raa expedi: pson en 


* e ent the the dsponent N at the time of said tae yo — death that 


it, as well as the sickness. were largely, if not entirely, caused e es 
k ing the tones coe 


hat said Thompso n badun one dur’ he accom- 
— Piece ohn as its persaited gos 


“J. B. WHEELER. 
ash re en eee ber, A. D. 1874. 
“ [SEAL] I. W. Ee 
Notary Public, New York.” 
quite exhausted 


contract under which he acted as 
though his eee 3 
time of his decease. hompson le’ 
says, were — — her for support, th 
Dr. Thompson participated in the barier of 55 and Jenkins 
Ferry, and in many of the skirmishes in which 


wound, hardships, rage 
Had claiman 

to the Pensi ureau, prior to 1874, she epia eny 
5 the 5 5 but knowing her hus! 


doned an- 


was not 


in the Confederate Army, and was afterwards conscripted, but escaped sery- 
ice by a plea of “over age.“ 
ne applicant was married to Dr. Thompson April 26, 1849, and is now in 
—— years, and Renta bade oe men: s too meager to give her a 
rt, she es too — — to earn. her living by labor and having 
na other nate means of tenance. 
Your-commi earnestly recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr, Chairman, I would ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions what rule of 1 pag has been fol- 
lowed in this case. If this lady were allowe ion as the 
widow of an assistant surgeon, she would be entitled, I think, to $17 
a month. If she were given a pension as the widow of a full sur- 
geon, she would be entitled to $25. Now, upon what basis of 
equity does the committee act in recommending a pension of $20? 

Mr. CROWTHER. It seems that this man was serving in the 
capacity of captain of scouts, or chief of guides, for the Army of 
the Southwest at the time this expedition took place; and he 
received wounds while so engaged. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


SAMUEL HOLLIDAY. 


PS ayp eas FTT bill (H. R. 
granting a pension to Samuel Ho y: 

The bill was read, as follows: A 

Beit ted, eto., 
anthorizod and Aivkthes We plats Rives Gin OSAS tie mma DE BERC ET 

re — of apang I, Thirty-ninth Iowa Infantry, and pay 8 

— of per month, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. PICKCER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6546) granting a pension to 8 y, having carefully considered the 


gig 5 — moila — — Loe 2. 1962, in C I, Thirty-ninth Io 
me: 0 8 n Co: 
i ‘Giecharged.J June 5, 6 1a bibs 


ey iy — honorabl 


. — sup 


apa 


oe Aa ed for 8 under the aS 7 
piltos e Ine of duty. He sustained his rt try ony Aa the 
affidavits g of etree in fa to the 2 that he eae incapaci 
and thatthe of service origin. Two boards foun 


him entitled toa ratin, 
of but $2, however, to date from the 5 — of filing: 

Thereafter he applied under the act of June 27, 1890, and his claim. was 
approved for. Santri on May 4, 189%, but the medical referee 1 the 
same on the ground of no pensionable degree of disability. The last examin- 
ul board reports him “unfit for uy manual 23 

ta 1862, while on the march. 


len from the evidence 
ier taken very sick, . — that he — — behind and was captured 
by theenemy. After bein a prisoner 5 eight or nine months, suffer- 


held 

neaga scurvy and tis and e to the elements, with such care 
attention as mig! 8 a fo, he mani to rej his regi- 
ment, and then served out the balance qt his- time. It further as n 
result of these and hardships, that- he has been unable to perform. 

tes 5 labor for the twelve or fifteen years, 
n the opinion o T1 ver meritorious one, and 
—.— 5 v recommend the passage of the bill, wi the following amen: - 


mfn eB, after the word late,“ insert sergeant.” 

In line 6: strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the words. 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendments recommended in the report were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass, 


WILBUR F. COGSWELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2042) to increase the pension of Wilbur F. Cogswell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the ince on the pension the 3 di and he is hereby, 

authorized: and directed ‘ected to place on subject to the provis 
sions and limitations of the well 

an assistant a the United per 

origi — commence February 4, 1892, deducting the amount him since 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. PickLER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2042) to increase the vette renee of TES . Cogswell, having carefully consid- 
=e 1 e ull 


well — 1 5 in fhe United States Na m Janus 
we Septem discha: Aten. Balz: in 
ability consisted of 


t 13, 1863, When he was ‘ed for His dis- 
tor Pe 
he was pensioned at 88 


fracture of the skull incurred in line of aes 
month from date £ incurrence: rate was 
increased from time to t: 
month for dem 


reduced to $30, to take effect February 4, 1892, on the that he could 
tale: care or „ Thereafter the pensioner for dementia, fis- 
tula peo; a oot rheumatism. On this claim the Pension Office, January 17, 
i geo been informed that his eine of for 8 4 
fully „„ the degree of disa said cause, and 


sho rigin in tise ac t date: 1 ease ot F Sar but thatif 
mon win, y e service a 0 and since, 
said disabilities lished it te of pension ta 


frequent et und r person, and on the 
d be clearly entitled to $00 p per month under the law. 
oe ere therefore respectful] i ander he of the tal 


amendmen 
In line 7 strike out all after the word month.” 
The amendment recommended in the report was agreed to. 


* 


1896. 
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Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, there is something lacking in 
this report which I think ought to be supplied by a little state- 
ment. There ney to be some severe language used against Mr. 
Bussey and Mr. Raum for reducing this man's pension from $50 
to $30 a month. It does not look well to omit that, but our re- 
ports are cut down at the instance of the chairman of «the com- 
mittee, so that these important elements are frequently left out. 
Imust express my sympathy with this poor soldier who had his 
pension reduced from $50 to $30.a month, and why the cht se does 
not blame Mr. Bussey and Mr. Raum for it I fail to understand. 
Something onght to be pos into the RECORD to show that they are 

onsible for this. [Laughter.] 
e bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ALFRED P. BUSS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2941) granting increase of pension to Alfred P. Buss. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred P. Buss, of Springfield, 


Mass., and him a pension at the rate of $50 per month. in lieu of the pen- 
sion he 8 . Akred P. Buss ser ved in the Army of the United States 


during the late war, in Company D, Fourth husetts Heavy Artillery, 
and this increase of pension is asked on account of total disability to perform 
man * 


An amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions Was read, as follows: 

Strike out, beginning with the words “of Springfield,” in line d. down to and 
Sartre BH manual labor,” in line 12, and insert “late private, Company D, 
ae giment Massachusetts Heavy Artillery, at the rate of 80 per 
mon * 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ALBERT BUCK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 

3389) increasing pension of Albert Buck from $12 to $30 per month. 
The bill was read, as follows: j 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed and authorized to place on the pension roll the name of Albert Buck, 
late a private in Com y È. One hundred and first Regiment of Minois In- 
fantry Volunteers, at the rate of $30 per month instead of $12 Ree, samt 
which he is now drawing under act of Congress of June 27, A. D. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8389) increasing pension of Albert Buck from $12 to $50 per month, submit 
the following report: 

The committee have examined the evidence in this case, as well as a report 
from the Pension Office, and find the following facts to exist, without dis- 
pute or controversy: 

This soldier enlisted in Company K, One hundred and first Illinois Volun- 
teers, August 22, 1862, and was mustered out at the end of the war, June 7, 
1865. He was in a health when he entered the service, and, so far as the 
evidence shows, in good health when mustered out. He never lost a day 
font = entire ie he never oa 2 5 — 5 sl pate 8 

ment was en: ; he never was in a exce go 0 
to see a sick or — comrade. OE £ 

Some years since, in a runaway accident, his right knee was crushed. His 
leg is entirely disabled, and therefrom he is totally ince: tated for manual 
labor. He is poor, and the pension of $12 he is now drawing under act of 
June 27, 1890, is insufficient for his sapport A 

In view of the faithful services of private and his need, the committee 


recommend the passage of the 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I am surprised that the gen- 
tleman who asked for the reading of this report does not say some- 
thing about it after havingitread. Here is asoldier who is draw- 
ing a pension of $12 a month, granted to him under the law, and 
no doubt rightly and properly granted. Nobody objects to that, 
The latter part of this report, however, says that— > 

Some years since, in a runaway accident, his right knee was crushed. His 
— 5 entirely disabled, and therefrom he is totally inca t for manual 
labor. He is poor, and the pension of $12 he is now wing under act of 
June 27, 1890, is insufficient for his support. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit that it is not right or proper 
that this soldier should receive an increase of pension on account 
of the fact that he happened to get into a runaway scrape and got 
his leg hurt, That was his misfortune, for which we are all very 
sorry, but the report puts this proposed increase of pension on 
the ground of charity. Now, gentlemen, if you desire to increase 
this man’s pension from $12 to $30 a month, do so, but do not doit 
under the pretended head of pension legislation,” because it is 
not that; it is ea ond a piece of charity. 

Mr. WOOD. . Chairman, I desire to call the attention of 
the committee to this very remarkable case. This soldier was in 
Rood health at the time he enlisted; he was in good health at the 

ime he was discharged. There is no pretense to the contrary. 
During all the time of his service he never missed a roll call, he 
never missed a skirmish or an engagement in which his regiment 
participated. He never was in the hospital a single minute ex- 
t to go to see some sick comrade who was there, 
e have been engaged 


Mr. TALBERT. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. WOOD. Les; if the gentleman will not take much time. 

Mr. TALBERT. If we establish this precedent, is every old 
soldier now drawing a pension to have his pension increased if he 
accidentally gets hurt? What will such a precedent cost us? 
win WOOD. 4 pe hing th int which th tle- 

` . Iwas approac ə point whic e 
man's question involves. We have been pensioning in tila House 
officers for distinguished services. I ask now whether we can not 
pension a private soldier for the most distinguished service that. 
any man can render to his country—the distinction of having 
been always present, always on duty, always ready to ae 
his duty. Now, when this faithful soldier is absolutely disabl 
I ask whether his meritorious services shall not have some weight 
with the Representatives in Congress in favor of a bill providing 
this man some means for taking care of himself in his old age? 

Thirty dollars a month is the amount which this man would 
receive under the law for totalincapacity; and thatis the 
sum fixed in this bill. I have no special knowledge about the cir- 
cumstances of the case. The bill was introduced by my colleague 
[Mr. Downine]. But while examining the records in the Pen- 
sion Office my attention was attracted by the very meritorious 
and distinguished service which this soldier had rendered. If we 
vote down his bill, we apply to a private soldier a different prin- 
one from that which we apply to an officer of high rank. 

. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, if I understand this report 
aright, it is proposed to pension this soldier, not on account of any 
disability incurred by him by reason of his service in the Army, 
but because of a runaway accident that happened to him a few 
years ago. Now, if you pension him on such a und, and I 
should break my leg in a runaway accident, would I have the 
same claim to a pension that this man has? 

Mr. LOUD. tainly, if you could get it. 

Mr. PICKLER. In reply to the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
PoweEnrs] allow me to say that, not only in this Con , but in 
other Congresses in years past, where a particularly deserving 
case has been presented, w. it has sppenren that a man who 
has served as a soldier was helpless and wholly incapacitated for 
manual labor, we have made exceptions. Gentlemen will observe 
that this is the case of a private soldier; and $30 a month is the 
amount which would be allowed under the law for total Legon cian h 
Now, neither this Congress nor any other Congress has ever held 
any such destitute soldier down to the strict letter of the law and 
required that the disabling injury must have been incurred in the 
service. In these cases, where the applicant is particularly desti- 
oe not Nerd this 3 but other er have sone As 

extent of placing the applicant upon the same footing w. 
he would occupy if he could prove up his case in e Pensis 
Office. We believe this is one of those deserving cases. 

Mr. WOOD. If this man had been a brigadier-general we 
would pension him at $75 or $100 a month. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside to 
be favorably reported to the House. 

The question being taken; there were on a division (called for 
by Mr. TALBERT)—ayes 59, noes 10. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN (having counted the committee). There are 
120 members present; the ayes have it; and the bill is ordered to 
be laid aside to be reported favorably. 


LEMUEL J. ESSEX. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2985) granting an increase 
of pension to Lemuel J. Essex. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the * rolls the name of Lemuel J. 
Essex, late of Company B, net Indiana Infantry, at the rate of 
$30 per month in lieu of the pension that he is now receiving. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

In line 6 strike out “thirty and insert “twenty-four”; so as to make the 
amount of pension $24 per month. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2985) granting an increase of pension to uel J. x, having examined 
eee submitted in this case, as also the flles in the Pension Office, 


This soldier enlisted in 5 aro B, — neronen 2 4, 
1862, for three years; was d March 3, 1863, for disability. was 
subjected to a rigid medical e tion on muster. He a to have 
done regular duty as a soldier until October 20, 1862. ‘About Octobe 
he contracted disease—diarrhea—which became c 


he was = 
J 15, 1888, and $10 from Ma: 1800 ar 8 . 1800 whieh he is 
une 15. an 1 an ‘om 
now drawing. He su went: 4 sd 
ears, suff, from paralysis, or locomotor ataxia, and from disease of back 
and is totally disa 


. — He is very 1 bled 
last medical m, September 13, 1893, shows his disabili 
equal to the loss of hand or foot. He has made application for increase, 
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has been rejected. The Pension Burean decline toaccept the disease of back 
and spine as incident to the service, claiming it was the result of sickness at 
the age of 5 years, 
The 180 basis for the contention of disease prior to enlistment rests on the 
earns sick, the being in 2 5 
y + m. y 
<a ed was then with E The discharge states he is defective in 


ant surgeon certifies that the soldier was incapable of ras service 
“because of an injury to the e received in early childhood.” 

The committee have searched in vain for any evidence that soldier ever re- 
ceived an injury to opis in early childhood. On the contrary, five witnesses 
who knew prior to the war, two of whom knew him from childhood and 
two who lived with him in same house from 1858 to his enlistment, testify to 
his sound health prior toenlistment. All the evidence of sickness from child- 

ood is from claimant himself, who says all he knows of it is that his mother 
told him he was very sick at the age of five years; that he was a puny child 
until about eight years of „when he became as strong as other children. 

The n who certified to an in, bed Ad back and spine evidently knew 
nothing about it, for he has since made affidavit that soldier became sick from 
diarrhea in November and December, 1862, which became chronic; that he 
was reduced in flesh and a walking skeleton, and was discharged for that rea- 
son. The lieutenant in command when he was arged swears to the sol- 
dier's being sick with some disease unknown to him, his symptoms being 
diarrhea, staggering gait,and imperfect vision, and that he procured his dis- 

, during the captain’s short illness, to save soldier’s life. 

The evidence of mant shows that the „imperfect vision and loco- 
motor ataxia, came upon soldier very suddenly, and have since been steadily 
Rowing, The only witness was a comrade who helped soldier to his tent. 

dier was afterwards killed in the battle of Chickamauga. 

The committee, in view of the evidence, believe that the disease from which 
claimant is now suffering is of service origin, and recommend the passage of 
the bill with the following amendment: 

Strike out of line 6 the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 


The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably.. 
VISITORS TO NAVAL ACADEMY, j 

The committee rose intorna, when 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. ROBINSON 
of Pennsylvania, Mr. Low of New York, and Mr. MEYER of Lou- 
isiana as visitors to the Naval Academy. 

CARRIE H, GREENE. 

The Committee of the Whole House resumed its session. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 3395) granting a pension 
to Carrie H. Greene. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Carrie H. 
Greene, of Lee County, Ala., widow of John W. Greene, late member of Cap- 
tain Jones’s company of Georgia Volunteers, Indian war of 1836, subject 
all of the conditions of the act of July 27, 1892. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, this is a meritorious bill. 
A bill in similar terms passed this House in the Fifty-third Con- 
gress, was favorably reported by the Committee on Pensions of 
the Senate, and failed to become a law simply for want of time. 
The facts of the case are clearly and briefly set forth in the report 
of the committee, which I ask may be road 

The report (by Mr. SraLLINGS) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3395 
granting a pension to Carrie H. Greene, have considered the same, an 

tfully report as follows: 
e claimant is the widow of John W. Greene, late a private in Capt. S. A. 
H. Jones's company of Georgia Volunteers in the Creek Indian war of 1836. 

The soldier in his lifetime made application for a pension under the Indian 
war act of July 27, 1892, and the records showing that, including fifteen days’ 
travel, he served forty-two days in said war, claim was allowed, and he 
remained on the roll until his death on October 29, 1893. 

This widow, the beneficiary, then made application under the act referred 
to, but the fifteen days’ travel included in the soldier's case was not allowed 
in her claim by the Department, and her application was rejected on the 

nd of insufficient service. The reason for this was that, subsequent to 
fhe allowance of the soldier's claim, departmental decisions in what is known 
as the “ Blazer and Bailey ” cases declined to accept time consumed in travel 
to and from the rendezvous of the organization at the time of enlistment and 


rge. 

As Staved above, it is conceded in the soldier's case by the Department that, 
including the fifteen anys travel referred to above, the period of his service 
was twelve days more than is required to give title under the general act 
granting pensions to Indian war veterans and their widows. 

Mrs. Greene was married to the soldier in 1856. She is now well advanced 
in years, an invalid, and 4 —. 9 unable to do anything toward 3 a sup- 
port; and the pension carried by the bill is greatly needed to provide her a 
comfortable maintenance, 5 

The passage of the bill is respectfully recommended. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill to 
be reported favorably to the House. 

Mr. MILNES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to the 
factsin thiscase. If I understand them correctly from the report, 
this soldier served but forty-two days, all told. The entire term 
of service claimed for him, including everything, is forty-two 
days. It appears that the woman whom we are now asked to 
pension as his widow married him twenty years after the close of 
that war. 

Mr. HARRISON. No, sir; I do not so understand. 

Mr. MILNES. As I understand the report, she married him in 
1856, and the war in which he served was fought in 1836, 

A MEMBER., What war? 

Mr. MILNES. Some Indian war. And now, ae | years after 
the close of that war, this woman, who married the soldier twenty 


years after the military service was rendered, comes before this 
Congress and asks to be pensioned. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Do I understand the gentleman to com- 
plain because she has waited for sixty years before applying for a 
pension? 

Mr, MILNES. I do not think that the widow of a soldier who 
married him twenty years after he performed the military service 
is as deserving of a pension as a widow who was the wife of the 
soldier during his term of service. I think there is a clear dis- 
tinction in that r t. It seems to me that we ought not to pass 
this class of bills, and that the country is not calling for them and 
will not support this Congress in passing them. For one, I desire 
to enter my protest against it. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


ELIZABETH J. COOK, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4755) for the relief of Elizabeth J. Cook, of Arkadelphia, Clark 
County, Ark., widow of Robert Cook. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to con- 
sider Senate bill 125 instead of the House bill. It isidentical with 
the House bill which has been reached on the Calendar. 

Mr. LOUD. Ihope the gentleman will allow the House bill to 
be read first, to see if it has got any merits. 

Mr. MCRAE. Ofcourse I have no objection to its being read; 
but it is unnecessary, as the two bills are identical and the reading 
of the Senate bill will accomplish the object the gentleman has in 
view. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the substitution of the 
Senate bill for the House bill? 

Mr. LOUD. I will object until the House bill is read; not 
afterwards. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the House bill. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. LOUD. Now, let me ask the gentleman why is the bene- 
ficiary in this bill not entitled to a poin under the general law? 

Mr. MCRAE. For the reason that the records of the War De- 

artment do not show the service of the soldier. That service, 

owever, has been clearly proven by an officer of the company 
in which he served. The committee find that the proof is con- 
ey are the soldier served as alleged. 

Mr. LOUD. He did not serve the requisite number of days. 
Is that the trouble? 

Mr. MCRAE. No; he served six or seven months. There is no 
question as to the length of the service. 

Mr. LOUD. But there is no record of service? 

Mr. MCRAE. Notin the Department, but the proof is clearly 
made by Lieut. John C. Peay and other witnesses. There is no 

uestion as to the service. These men who have testified are of 
the highest character and the service notorious. I know the wit- 
nesses and applicant personally, and there can be no doubt about 
the truth of the facts stated bythem. The lady herself is an edu- 
cated, worthy lady and of one of the most distinguished families 
in our State. She was married to him before the service and is 
incapable of making a false claim. 
ae HULICK, hat is the rate of pension fixed by the Senate 

i 

Mr. McRAE. The bill passed for $12 a month, but the House 
committee recommends that it be reduced to $8 a month, just as 
was done with the House bill. 

Mr. HULICK. I understand the request of the gentleman is 
to substitute the Senate bill for the House bill? 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes; but that request, if granted, will carry with 
it the consideration of the amendment proposed to the Senate bill, 
which is to reduce the amount to $8 a month. 

Mr. HULICK. How will that avail anything in the way of 
expediting the bill, if it be amended in the House? It will have 
to go back to the Senate anyhow. 

Mr. McRAE. Certainly; but I expect that the Senate will con- 
cur in it without action by the Senate committee. 

Mr. HULICK. Why not pass the House bill and let it go to the 
Senate for adoption? 

a LOUDENSLAGER. The Senate bill as amended is 88 a 
month. 

Mr. MCRAE. It is identical with the House bill, and the same 
amendment is pene to each. 

Mr. HULICK. I beg the gentleman's pardon. I misunderstood. 
I thought the Senate bill was $12 a month. 

Mr. MCRAE. It is $12 a month in the bill, byt the House com- 
mittee has recommended a reduction of the amount fixed in the 
bill to $8 a month, and I presume that amendment will be adopted 
to either bill that may be considered. 

Mr. HULICK. But I understood the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey to say that the Senate bill was 88 a month. 

Mr, LOUDENSLAGER. The House committee recommends 
that it be reduced to that sum. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman think he will be able to 
hold down that reduction if it goes back to the Senate? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I think there is no doubt of that. 
We will endeavor to do it with the best of our ability. These 
bills have been reduced in every instance to $8. 

Mr. MCRAE. And I will state to the gentleman that, so far as 
I can control it, I will ask the Senate to concur in the House 
amendment without any conference, because I understand that 
the House Committee on Pensions will not consent to any higher 
rate. I prefer $8 to nothing for this deserving widow. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. That has been the action of the com- 
mittee in all of these cases. 

The CHAIRMAN, Unanimous consent is asked to substitute 
the Senate bill for the House bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the Senate bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 125) for the relief of Elizabeth J. Cook, of Arkadelphia, Clark 
County, Ark., widow of Robert T. Cook. 


authorized and to place on the pension roll the name of Elizabe 
J. Cook, of Arkadelphia, Clark County, Ark., widow of Robert T. Cook, who, 
at the town of Washington, Hempstead County, Ark., in the month of July, 


sion of $12 per month. 


The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment pro- 
posed by the House committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 10 strike ont the word twelve“ and insert “eight”; so that it will 
read “$8 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the House bill 
will be reported to the House with the recommendation that it lie 
on the table. , 

There was no objection. 


MARY ANN LAFFERTY. 


The next business on the 5 eee the bill (H. R. 
717) granting a pension to Mary Ann erty. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension roll of the United States of America the name 
of Mary Ann Lafferty. the surviving widow of Patrick B. Lafferty, deceased, 
private in Captain Wford's company, Second Regiment Tennessee Vol- 
unteer M. G. Men, Col. Thomas Will m commanding, in Seminole Indian 
war, 1818, at the rate of $8 per month, according to the rules and regulations 
governing pensions. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let us have the report. 
The report (by Mr. BLack of Georgia) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 717) grant- 


inga pension to Mary Ann Lafferty, have considered the same, and 
fully report as follows: 

ec t's deceased husband, Patrick B. Lafferty, is shown by the rec- 
ords of the Second Auditor's Office, Treasury De ent, to have served 


from January 31, 1818, to June 30, 1815, in vapi Samuel Crawford's company, 
Second Tennessee M. G. Volunteers, in the Seminole Indian war. Inaddition 
to the official record your committee also had before them the soldier's cer- 
tificate of discharge from said service. 

Patrick B. Lafferty died in 1877. His widow, the beneficiary, is extremely 
old and in dependent circumstances. These facts are sworn to by James 
P. Baird ashville, Tenn., and William C. Baird, of Hickman County, 
Tenn., who knew the soldier and have known his widow for many years. 
Mrs. Lafferty resides at Nashville, Tenn. 

The Indian war act passed July 27, 1892, does not reach this case because 
that act has reference only to the wars from 1832 to 1842, and this claimant's 
husband served in 1818. Hence the only method of relief open to Mrs. Laf- 
ferty at this time lies ina ial act of Con and your committee, be- 
lieving the bill to be meritorious, return the same to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 

Amend by striking out the word “twelve,” in line 9, and substituting 
therefor the word “eight,” so as to fix the rate of pension at $8 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

HELEN LARNED. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 

6607) for the relief of Helen Larned, 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $50 per 
month, the name of Helen Larned, widow of the late Frank H. Larned, cap- 
tain Second Regiment United States Artillery,and pay her a pension on and 
after the passage of this act. 

Mr. TALBERT, I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. Corrin) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6607) 
granting a pension to Helen Larned, have had the same under consideration, 


and cone: 
Mrs. Larned is the widow of Frank H. Larned, late jor First United 


States Artillery, who entered the service as a second Hentenant of rere 


March 8, 1847; promoted to first lieutenant July 1, 1852; to captain April 
1861, and to major of artille 


January 3, 1867. He was retired from active 
service on account of disabili 


February 6, 1867, and died January 8, 1891, at 


| of the 


Baltimore, Md., of ‘cancer of the bladder, following the removal of a tumor 
of ae growth, the immediate cause of death being septichmmia and uremia.” 


e diseases on account of which he was retired from the service are shown 
by the official records to have been disease of the eyes and chronic diarrhea, 
originating from exposure in line of duty. 

During the period of his service Major Larned rendered tand meri- 
the war of the 


pe itr service in the war with Mexico and subsequently 
re on. 

His widow’s claim for poneo under the general laws, filed March 2, 1 
was disallowed by the Pension Bureau February 11, 1892, on the ground 
the claimant's inability to connect the cause of death with the service, 
the said disease being of a very obscure nature and difficult of proof. 

Hon. Herman Stump certifies that Mrs. Larned was left by the death of 
her husband without property of any kind, and that she is dependent upon 
others for her 3 

In view of the ong and distinguished service of the soldier, embracing two 

ndent condition of his widow, your commit- 


wars, and in the light of the de 
tee recommend the ge of the bill with an amendment fixing the rate of 


msion at $25 per month, the same bemig the rate allowed by the general 
ws for widows of soldiers of the rank of major. 
Amend by striking out the words ‘captain Second.“ in line 6, and substi- 
tuting therefor the words major First.“ 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to, 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


JACOB BROWN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6556) granting a pension to Jacob Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 3 


authorized and directed to vine be eg’ the pension roll the name of 
Brown, late of Company A, Fifteenth ifan 


try, and pay him a pension 
of $4 a month. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendments: 

In line 5, after the word late.“ insert "a private.” 
In line 6 strike out “twenty-four” and insert thirty.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report in the time 
entleman from Maine. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman—— 5 

Mr. DINGLEY. Or the gentleman from South Dakota can 
make a statement of the case. 

Mr. PICKLER. This report shows that the claimant is now 738 
years of , totally disabled, and nearly blind; has been unable 
to do any kind of work for the past twelve or fifteen years, and is 
dependent on a ppt of $12, which he draws under the act of 
June 27, 1890. He still carries in his shoulder the memento of the 
battle of Shiloh. 

He states, under oath, that his hernia and rheumatism were 
incurred and contracted in the line of duty, but can not locate any 
of his comrades who have knowledge of this fact. The evidence 
shows, however, that he is a man of exemplary habits, very truth- 
ful, and of excellent character, and an allegation coming from 

im under existing circumstances is in the nature of an ante- 
mortem statement. He is totally incapacitated, and while he 
swears that this disease was contracted in the service, he can not 
substantiate that fact to the satisfaction of the Pension Office by 
the testimony of comrades. I think it is a very meritorious case. 

Mr. ERD . Mr. Chairman, this is a very good report to 
skip—an exceedingly good report to omit. 

r. PICKLER. I call for the reading of the report, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. ERDMAN. The gentleman is not on the floor now, and I 
want to call the attention of the committee to the fact that this 
poor soldier has been struggling along through Republican Ad- 
ministrations from 1863 with a pension of $6 per month. He has 
made repeated applications to Republican Administrations, and 
Republican Administrations have repeatedly turned him down. 
Now he comes to Congress for relief. It is a very good report in- 
deed to omit. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I call for the reading of the re- 
port now, and we will see whose judgment is correct. 

The report (by Mr. PICKLER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6556) granting a pension to Jacob Brown, having carefully considered the 


facts in the case, respectfully report: 

The beneficiary named in the bill enlisted in Com: 
Volunteer Infan 
1862) his cn — shoulder was shattered by a musket ball and he was sent to 
hospital, where he remained under treatment until October 4 of the same 
year, when discharged on certificate of disability. A pension of $6 per month 
was granted him from date of discharge. 


Iowa 


ny A, Fifteenth Iowa 
November 16, 1861. At the ba‘ se NF Shiloh (April 20, 


June 23, 1863, the pe gee surgeon reports: 1 
“I find the clavicle of th ht shoulder has been badly shattered, and no 
evidence of ball having passed through, but must remain. The shoulder is 


much stiffened.” 
$ soldier was several times examined, and on February 6, 1878, a report 
shows: : 


„ Ball struck about an inch from the sternal end of the clavicle, f 
it, and it is now much flattened, with a depression nearly through it.” 
n, on September 2, 1885, another board finds: 
“Cataract of both eyes. * Wo do not know the rating for disease of 
eyes, but give the state of his vision, etc., as presented. + „ Three- 
ror t total rating for disability caused by gunshot wound of right shoul- 


ver 


May 14, 


inguinal hernia, o ue compl Also 
both eyes. This man is unable to ee eee 


of 
— ramet ad 
On June 18, 1590, the examining board, after stating the condition of the gun- 

shot wound in * a oo n 
t inguinal hernia complete * * so bad that it can 
truss; find 3 pope br wg both limbs from both 
left kneejoin: much on 
P CE 12 Both eyes, se 8 

PE 

This board gives him a 2 t of twenty-six teenths, and on November 
4, 1891, another examin board rates him at teenths. 

The ‘soldier served also in the war of 1846, and u participated 
in most of the engagements from Vera Cruz to City of Mexico. He was 
ey eee ns a a os that war under the act of January 19, 1887. 

claimant is now 73 of age, totally disabled, and nearly blind; has 
been unable to do any kind of work for the twelve or fifteen years, and 
is eee teat ona pension of $12, which he ws under the act of June 27, 
He still in his shoulder the memento of the battle of Shiloh. 

* states under cath that his hernia and rheumatism were incurred and 
contracted in the line te 9 1 but can not locate any of his comrades who 
have knowledge of this fact. The evidence shows, however, that he is aman 
of exemplary Fabits, very truthful, and of excellent character, and an allega- 
tion coming from him under existing circumstances is in the nature of an 

mortem statement. 

Your committee believe that this claim is unusually full of merit. We will 
give the 2 the benefit of the doubt, and respectfully recommend the 

~ 0 the bill 1 the following amendment: 
Jb line ô trike or Sig) Be ek insert “a 


nevi n 
“twenty-four” and Rsext in lieu thereof the word 


The. amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
F to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
T. CLARKSON INGALLS. 


1 next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 144) 
an increase of pension to T. Clarkson Ingalls. 
was read, as follows: 
rapa it oe etc., That the apapa bbcode the 1 be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to place pension roll, sub; to the provi- 
inte of and — of e Bog —.— the name at T. Clea 7 4 ls, 
Com: Thirty-e Regiment Massachuse un Infan- 
and pay him a pension a the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of that he is 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, let the report be read, 
The report (by Mr. SULLOWAY) was read, as follows: 
Per ne CE wart pnt Lg Daa Dg nh gpd shel 
granting an 5 anope the recedes ying Senate repor rt ( b. 106) as their 
8 No. 166, Pitty fourth C pica first session.] 


FTT... 144 sponte 
an increase of pension to Theophilus C. Ingalls, have examined the Pep oar 


tir. i Ingalls’ s father N rpg fee! 1812, and he was one of three 
brothers who war, all of whom had honorable military 
records. 1B, in his sixteenth year, and was 
from Hilton Head Hospital June 8, 1865. It that soldier 
might have at close of the war, but he 
‘was a patriotic man and did not make a we ie on, preferring to 
earn an parently fro for 8 ay — on, yes aa 
grea om r „ paral of the nerve e 
eye su ich tly interf with his 2 5 gi earn a living. 
In t emergency he applied f pension under the act of June 27, 
which was ted at the rate of $i? per month from June 3, 1891, for rheu- 


matism and loss of po aed of right oa Since that time these disabilities 
pars dually increased, until now soldier is entirely blind, being led about 
— 5 small He is also in very straitened circumstances, with 
no poss o relief in the future. 
tition from the leading citizens me 5 N. H., where soldier resides, 
= filed with your committee setting forth the soldier's necessities and 
that his pension may be inc: 


oa ball was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


MELITA E. WHITE. 


The next business on the Sopra seg e the bill (H. R. 
7212) to increase the pension of Melita E. White. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed beet eey upon the pension roll, subject otherwise to 
the provisions aud Ain limitations of the on laws, the name of Melita E. 
White, widow of Carr B. White, late colonel of the Twelfth Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension of $42 per month. 


Mr. HULICK. Mr. Chairman, I call for the reading of the re- 
port in that case. 
The report (by Mr. Layton) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6338) for the relief of Ann Eliza White, having carefully considered the same, 


ullx report: 
bem ciary named in the bill is the dependent and anently help- 
less daughter of Carr B. White, late colonel of the Twelfth Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry. The soldier served dn the war with Mexico, and also erg i the 
rebellion. He enlisted October 1, 1861, and was honorably disc: Ju aly 11, 
1864. tember 90,1871, he died from ig maap esena contracted in line of duty, 
Thee ce shows that the claimant has been afflicted with curvature of 
spine since gaoa; ty ad he 


na 


less, but on October 21,1891, 

more than 16 years of age at the date of the p 
The soldier's widow is now drawing a pensi 6 

but she has little ar no property. piei erae tee: and is likely to die very 


theapplicant was 
law, 


because 
of said act. 


aey at ar er TR 

our committee do not believe it was the 8 urpose of the act of June 27, 
1800 te to forever bar the permanently helpless child of a gallant soldier because 
the unfortunate A £5 DODAT TOS E axe tn 5 law was 
parce hai and seve favorable re) a eo made on bills introduced to 


on id, in vi fail the facta, respectful — th of the 
©, an eina e passage 
following su substitute for : 

q... lye GT | 


“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 6 of the United 
3 of America in Congress Re power tos That the Secretary of the Interior 
is here ficient 
igo oe the provisions and limitations of the 
widow of Carr B. 


Ohio N Infantry, and pay hora pension of $42 per month.“ 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to that 
bill, which amendment I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. Be- 
fore the of the amendment I wish to state that this bill 
is a substitute for one that I offered in behalf of this helpless 
child, The original bill was to pay her a pension, but the com- 
mittee thought it the wiser plan to offer a substitute, and have 
the money paid to the widow, to increase her pension for the 
benefit of This helpless child. The substitute, ere is before 
the committee for consideration. I offer the ‘amendment now, in 
view of the fact that the mother is very feeble, and if the daugh- 
ter were to outlive the mother the pension would cease at the 
death of the mother. That ought not to be the case and was not 
the intention of the committee. Upon calling the attention of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LAYTON], the member of the sub- 
committee who had the bill in charge, to this phase of the case, 
he suggested that there be an amendment, and so I offer this 
amendment, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Insert in line 8, after the word “month,” the following: 
“And at the — thof the suid Melite E. White the 


E. pe genase ad the Interior 
be, and he 107 eos authorized and directed to place upon 
subject to the Ro one and limitations of the laws, the name 
Ann Eliza Whi he 9 and 1 helpless daughter of the 
said Carr B. Whiten a deceased, and pension of $20 per month.” 


Mr. PICKLER,. Suppose ae dies first? 

Mr. HULICK, Then the pension would cease, 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I raise a point of order. This 
amendment seeks to provide for a contingency that I do not think 
ee eee coe Bowe om PEOGA ROE in the bill now under con- 

eration 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is ingrafting one private bill upon another, 
really. 

Mr. HULICK. Yes; but the substitute really makes ineffective 
the 3 bill, which was introduced for the benefit of this 
hagl ess daughter. 

e was over 16 years of age at the date of the passage of the 
law of 1890. She was a few months over the age, and for that 
reason is not entitled to pension. 

Mr. PICKLER. The reason why the committee reported the 
bill as it has is to avoid the EEREN EA of the statute chart two pen- 
sions shall not be paid at the same time for the sume service. 

Mr. HULICK. This would not be two pensions at the same 
time for the same service. It is not to go into effect until the 
FENE a the mother, The pension is thereafter to be given to the 

anghter. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not think I haye any objection. 

Mr. HULICK. This daughter is a helpless invalid, and will al- 
ways be during her life. The mother is very feeble and doubtless 
this daughter will be left, if this bill re. in its present rage | 
on the death of her mother, without ds, without cue Liaw 
without on, and 5 I have suggested the amendment, 
which I Eik is not n ject to the objection, 

The C r. DALZELL). The Chair sustains the 

int of order. Itis 2051 in order to in h upon a bill providing 

or one beneficiary a provision for ano 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

MARY ARNOLD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4548) granting a pension to Mary Arnold. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit pct er etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he here’ 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Arnold, nadilla, 
Nebr., mother of Isaac old, late a private in Company B, Thompson’ s Bat- 
talion Six Months Missouri State tia. 

ahe amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


is, 


ons 


Amend by making the title of the bill read “Mary L. Arnold,” instead of 
5 and that all after the enacting clause be s ‘en out and 
the f 2 substituted age 


“That pps Arape gt Agina — Interior be, and he hereby is, au 
pension 


uthorized and 
roll the name of Mary L. Arnold, mother of 


„late a private in Se B, nae ae Six Months 


. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee. 


Th MAN. The Clerk will report the amendment again, 
without objection. 

Sa amendment recommended by the committee was again re- 
P. DINGLEY. What is substituted for it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk has just ier pored See substitute. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. ANDREWS) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 


ion Army; that she herself rendered valuab 
civil war. She filed an a lication for a pension No- 
IB. on the ground that the 


shows, and the Commissioner He spr ag bee oaan ie Ase 
Office establishes the fact that she o property 


. She is now 72 years of i The soldier was a singlo man at 
th and nlistment. 

the title 

Arnold, that all 

use be stricken out and the following substituted 

FVV 


directed to on the „F 8 
Sree teeta: sinto te a pilya hia ma eta antee a y per mgr a por 
And that the at dire bill as 80 gta dy 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment 5 by the committee. 

Mr. DINGLE I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee a question. This seems to be the case of the widow of a 
soldier not mustered into the United States service, one of the 
Missouri militia. There is no gonorar law providing a pension 
for those who were not so mustered in 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir 

DINGLEY. Be there been instances where they have 
pensioned? 

PICKLER. Oh, yes; there have been frequent instances. 

is in the line of precedent, and we have reported a general 

to cover these cases. 

DINGLEY. Was he in the service ninety da 
Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. I will answer the gen sles ques- 
tion. Thisis my bill. The report of the committee shows that 
he served from October to some time in February—about four 
months. The evidence shows that he was under the command of 
a United States officer. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Although not mustered in the United States 
service? 

the poli ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, this report, in accordance with 

ro the committee, very carefully omits to state what the 

eter ed of. It says he was sick 3 died before 
home, and then draws the conclusion there is no question about 
having contracted the disability in the service. There are 
probably 30,000 or 40,000 people whose husbands died in the mili- 
_ tia, and who would like to have pensions on just such evidence as 
this. You do not allow them to come in, but select a particular 
one and show favor to her, giving her the bounty of the Govern- 

ment. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the with 
afavorable recommendation. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to move to amend, after the word 
„Arnold,“ in line 5, by inserting the word „dependent,“ so as to 
read dependent mother.” 

The C MAN. The amendment recommended by the com- 
ated was agreed to, and the gentleman’s amendment is not now 

er. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask unanimous consent that the word be in- 
serted. It ought to go in there. 

The 5 The ites pe iom South Dakota asis | 
unanimous, consent to insert the word ent,” ore 
„mother,“ in the fifth line. Is there objection? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Iobject. It does not matter whether we in- 
sert the word “dependent” or not, 

The CHAIR . Objection is made. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is not material. 

The bill as amended was laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

The committee informally rose, and the Speaker resumed the 


Mr. 
been 
Mr. 
This is 
bill to 
Mr. 


CONFEREES ON RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will announce the appointment of 
the following conferees on the river and harbor appropriation 
bill: Mr. HOOKER of New York, Mr. N of ‘on, and 
Mr. Catcuines of Mississippi. The committee will resume its 
session. 

The committee resumed its session. 


MRS. JULIA A. JAMESON. 


a ee on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
es an increase of pension to Mrs. Julia A. Jameson. 
was read, as follows: 

Be it on yen etc., That the Secretary of the Interior ot tothe tafe Al 
ps eben eeen directed to place on the pension roll, su PO EnA POTS 

on laws, the name of Mrs. Ju Jameson, widow 
af Ari. Gen. Charles D. Jameson, United States . at the rate of ved 
per month, in lieu of the pension of $30 per month she is now receiving, to 
commence from the passage of this act. 

The committee recommended an amendment, which was agreed 
to, striking out, after the word “receiving,” in line 9, the words 
“to commence from the of this act.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let port be read. 


5 . BAKER of Kansas) was read in part, as fol- 
OWS: 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
increase Mrs. Julia A. Jameson, ha care- 
of the W. 
served as 
is volunteers rey Sat oe 
s Division, Army nna Jaona 
ruary, 1862: March, | May 31, 1883, the First Bi 
„Hamiltons Division, y He was ted leave of ab- 
sence June 13, 1882, for the benefit of Bis heal the effects of 
oid fever November his home in Oldtown, Me. The fo 
Q. Gen. Joseph 8. Smith are pertinent: 


“CHICAGO, ee ge 
“DEAR Mr. BouTELLE: Mrs. General Jameson's caso is soclear that I think 
her increase. General Jameso: aA wun DAILY ͤ ae PAN Oakey 
e, and te all night on the field without cover. He was never well 
He died in consequence of that terrible exposure. 
“OLIVER O. HOWARD.” 


“BANGOR, ME., March 1, 1898. 
ease, I would say that at the 
ameson’s horse was kilod and fell 


u Sincerely, yours, 


the la 
that the General lay upon the field iim 
alt ot expomare typhoid fever sot 


battle to 
father, who came on, and after he a little they took him to his home, 
but he never n soon r died. 

5 ver since, been a widow penar footie 
port excepting now nearly 70 years of age, very fee 
ann infirm General G swe ve up a business to enter the 
VVT 

= who Iam, I can refer R EED, 
tives 8 DINGLEY, and MILLIKEN. Nr 
z ery ` 
a = “JOSEPH S. SMITH, 
“Late Brevet Brigadier-General, United States Volunteers. 
“Hon. GEORGE M. CURTIS, 
“ Member of Congress, Second District of Towa.” 
In view of General Jameson’s gallant services and Ne 


of his widow, the committee earnestly recommend the of the bill 

with an amendment Ged ob after the wre 2 ng,” in line 9. 
Ap is a very full statement in to the services of General 

Jammin. which shows the esteem in which was held by Gen. Phil Kearny 


and others. 


Military record of Brig. Gen. Charles Davis Jameson, United States Volunteers, 
war of the rebellion, 1861-1866. 

Col. Charles D. Jameson, was the first to leave 
war, and was pony ber the first of New England Ls 
set foot upon the “sacred soil” of Virginia, arriving at F. 
Church ou the morning of July 1, 1861, ci bene were ry pti 
weeks, being the farthest advanced of an ent toward the enem: 

At the first battle of Bull Py — the Soom was h 
layed numerous instances of daring and reckless bravery. 
g of General McDowell's army they were 5 as rear 
attacked by ti celebrated Black 
pletely. 
General 


men 
comman the Se 


The Second Maine 
the State for the seat 
ments 


oyes, ‘During thi ba na WAEN and by General = T, 


ens of the chivalrous 
gentleman, oldies, an and patriot whichis native State has sacrificed to the 
nion during the He was a true son of Maine; lived on the banks of 
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our noblest river, alwa; 
pes which marks our distinctive employment and gives us name. He was 


resident within our borders, engaged in that busi- 


ts a true child of the Pine Tree State. all the calls of life he 

was active and energetic. He was successful in his business and happy in his 
home. He was generous and in his associations with his fellow-men. 
He hada t readiness of perception, the nicest sense of honor, and a bland 
and pleasing address. He had no enemies, but the most extended circle of 
warm and sustai friends. In politics he was a Democrat whose patriot- 
ism and love of libe blazed high and warm above the limits of 8 

It was na that such a man should haye been the colonel of the militia 
regiment of his vicinity and twice a candidate for governor of the State. 
The attack upon Sumter brought from his heart the earliest vows Ly —— the 
altar of his country. He left wife and 5 and home and frien 
and all that made life cherished and valuable, to share the ps an 
dangers of the field. The Second Regiment, raised under his active exer- 
2 made him its 8 was the first Maine at the seat of war. 

a 


In a few weeks it was laun in battle at Bull Run. Its conduct there gave 
it glory and a gallant name. Its colonel then won his star as ier. 
t shows the man that in conflict, when the regiment had driven 


one of the first to enter Williamsburg. 
won him warmest praise from 
e late lamented Kearny. It is 


Daring to rashness, exposing himself without sense of danger, he 
battle and inflamed with his own dash and ard 
He asked no man to 


the lov 


up 
first volunteer and the first colonel in the field from Maine; that he was first 
at Yorktown and among the first and foremost toward Richmond; one of the 
first in gallantry, one of the firstin the love and admiration of hismen. Alas, 
that he should be the first general of Maine to die. At 35 years of age it was 
hard for the country to lose such a gallant spirit, but the State has gained 


the mem of a hero. 
The W. m Republican speaks as follows of the qualities which dis- 
our gallant general: 
55 enterprising, but withal judicious and full of resources, General 
Jameson before him the prospect of a most brilliant military career. He 


rals. 
“As he, with others a the salvoed chiefs of fearless men who lately have 
T others of another mold than 
shores of that dark 
Eide bone bot me = A rberus’s meee mang Domi; the 3 hosts of the 
v 0 e past will eir beaming es, nor will 
they seek to dispute them place aud Weir 2 front and foremost ranks.” 
[General Kearny to General Jameson.] 


2 meh GENERAL: I have signed and forwarded to Mr. Fuller the requisite 
certificate. 

“You have no idea how greatly I miss you socially and militarily, and your 
last, on the 30th of June, on the Newmarket road, I think, really, the hand- 
. the war. Our line was very unjustly extended 2; miles for 
our w on. 

The aening fell Enur Gi the First Brigade, and I grudged gi Gen- 
eral Ro „a stranger to us, the credit. The enemy tried on us Long- 
street's men, who had succeeded on the Chickahominy, but it would not go 
down. They disregarded our artillery, 3 ttery; lost men not 

scores, but by hundreds, and were only repulsed by Hayes with the Sixty- 
nd part of the Thirty-seventh rent yous humble servant. Hayes 
wild, heroic actions, he really 


e, and Kuara Stevens shall reach the 


*I have invariably maintained that zo are identifled with the division. 
Williamsb and Fair Oaks (the great battles of the war) saw you towering 
o'er the sea 9 ht, and I owledge none other. I have met with too 
many insultin hts not to count as precious above all other distinctions 
my noble division as it entered the baptismal stream of fire in that first proof 
for the idlers of the Potomac—Williamsburg. * * * 

“Dear general, may you soon recover and be back in time to head those 
men who ve in you. 

“Very truly, yours, “P, KEARNY, General. 

“HARRISON'S LANDING, August 9, 1862.” 


The following letter of General Jameson to his friend and neighbor was 
accompanied by a pen and ink diagram of the engagement of w. he gives 
a description: 


“ HEADQUARTERS FIRST BRIGADE, KEARNY’s DIVISION, 
“ Fair Oaks Station, June 4, 1862. 


“DEAR SIR: Thinking you ‘ht be interested in a brief description of the 
t battle of last Saturday, I inclose a rough sketch of that portion of the 
ld that came under my observation during the engagement, and will en- 
are to give you some idea of my movements after arriving at the scene 
of action. 
“I came up the Richmond road with three regiments, having sent one, the 
Fifty-seven 


Pennsylvania Volunteers, up the railroad. ott arriving near 
the open field where the rifle pits are, on the Richmond r. I filed off to the 
left into the woods road, and marched up to the abatis. I N the Sixty- 
third iment Pennsylvania Volunteers u either side of the road on the 
abatis, with orders to drive the rebels out, ey ( the rebels) having succeeded 
in getting into the abatis first, driving Casey's division before them like sheep. 
I ed in holding them in check, but they were evidently determined 

break our lines on the Richmond road, vice been repulsed in their attempt 
to turn our left flank by Berry's brigade, were working that way, keep- 


Fenk), xoops 348 rank 


move out of the w where we were standing saree across the open Reig, 
and up the Richmond road. We started at double: General Wearny a 
hi utant-general. 
i 1 e plan, and 
then deployed, one-half on either side of the road the aba For more 
than one hour those men fought in that abatis, not more than 8 or 10 rods be- 
tween the two lines, during which time I rode back and forth in rear of the 


abatis, and up the road to the line. At last the rebels broke to the rear 
and toward their left. About that time large bodies of the enemy were seen 
mo down the Nine-mile road. Couch's division was holding it. The 


give way. Just at that time the troops in the rifle pits broke an 
ran, leaving me completely cut off, the rebels rus! the open field at 
the t marked 5, and sweeping everything before them. 

“For more than half an hour I was driving the rebels before me toward 
Richmond, and directly in my rear the rebels were driving our troops toward 
the Chickahominy. It was a novel sight I can assure you. Before I received 
orders to fall back I had gone three-fourths of a mile beyond the rebels that 
were in my rear and the point where the attack was first made on Casey. I 
immediately moved my men off the left flank, toward the White Oak Swamp, 
through the woods to 


erear. To add to the Senger 1 situation, our 


battery (6) opened fire on us, our troops all fled from that 1 7 
tion. To give you an idea of our position while on the Richmond road, I will 
state the loss: Of 348 men that started up that road 171 were either or 


wounded; and of the 18 commissioned officers 13 were killed and wounded. 
General Kearny's horse and mine were both killed, mine having three bullets 


in him before he fell. 


and the 
“I remain, yours, etc., 


Hon. G. P. SEWALL.” 


“©. D. JAMESON. 


[General Kearny to Governor Washburn.] 
HEADQUARTERS THIRD DIVISION, HEINTZELMAN’S CORPS, 
Camp Berry, Barhamsville, Va., May 10. 
Srr: As the commanding eral of this division, of which two of the - 
erals comman 


b es (General Jameson and General Be 
two regiments. the The Maine, Colonel Stapl “st 


as well as 
p and the Fourth, Colonel 
calling to your notice their 


Walker, form part, I take this opportunity o 
meritorious conduct in the late fight, and to 1 he fact that although 
these regiments were not the sufferers in the la ment at Williams: 
burg, having been detached by General Heintzelman gona the left 
et by their steady and ede § attitude they contribu’ to the success 
ose more ediately e And Iassure you, sir, that with such mate- 
rial, commanded by such g officers, nothing but success can crown our 


regiments forma part. Ge 
Maine regiments. 
It is ly appropriate, after having rendered justice to the regi- 
ments, to b Generais Jameson and Berry to the attention of 
ourself and citizens at home, who look to them for noble deeds to illustratė 
eir annals; and I am a d 
meed of anticipated distinction. General Berry, charged with the left wi 
of our line of battle, evinced a courage that mi ht be expected from him 
the fight 
e 


rry. 
Brigade (One hundred and fifth, 
Sixty-third, Fifty-seventh Pennsylvania Volunteers, and Eighty-seventh 
New — 5 forming the rear of the column on the march camp on the 
5th instant, used vigor in bringing up his men under every difficulty, and 
was with me under severe fire when he arrived, and gave guaranty of a 
resolution that promised success in case, daylight re g tous, he had 
been launched to the attack of Fort Magruder and those works which the 
a en to us during the night, and which he was the first to enter 
a 3 
1 have the honor, sir, to be your obedient servant, 
ARNY, 


P. KE va © 
Brigadier-General, Commanding Third Division, Heintzelman's Corps. 
His Excellency ISRAEL WASHBURN, Jr. 
Governor of Maine. 


[Report Adjutant-General of Maine, 1862, part 1, pages 132-138.] 


Brig. Gen. Charles D. Jameson was one of the best specimens of the chiy- 
alrous sacrifi 


ks our distinctive employment and gives us name, 
tate. all the calls of life 

he was active and energetic. He was successful in his business and happy in 
ellow- 


regiment of his vicinity, and twice a candidate for governor of the State. 
The attack upon Sumter ‘brought from his heart the earliest vows upon the 
altar of his country. He left wife and children, 1 home, and friends, 
and all that made life cherished and valuable to share the hardships and dan- 
gers of the field. The Second Re ent, r: under his active exertions, 
made him its colonel, and was the first from Maine at the seat of war, Ina 
few weeks it was launched in battle at Bull Run. Its conduct there gave it 
glory and a gallant name. . Its colonel then won his star as brigadier. 


1896. 
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It shows the man that in this conflict when the regiment had been driven 
back from batteries of the enemy, leaving their wounded behind, he called 
for volunteers, and 388 beng a little band, under steady fire, brought off 

an 


fortune to lead men from his own 
vania and New York com 
Yorktown, Williamsburg, Fair Oaks, and in other fields of battle. He was 
the first to enter Yorktown, and one of the first to enter Williamsburg. 

At Fair Oaks his conduct and generalship won for him the warmest praise 
from his superior, that eminently gallant man, the latelamented Kearny. It 
is believed that Jameson then carried the Stars and Stripes, and by its side 
the Pine Tree banner of Maine, nearer Richmond than any other, either 
before or fora long time after. A friend once asked him. Wha did you 
intend, with your handful of men, when you received orders at Fair Oaks to 
fall back!“ But for that order.“ said he, “I would have been in heaven or 
in Richmond that night.” As a soldier General Jameson was astrikin aporo: 
Daring to rashness, ex ng himself without sense of danger, he rau into 
battle, and inflamed with his own dash and ardor the men who followed him. 

He asked no man to go where he was not willing to be in advance of the 
foremost. He was not less noticeable in other fields of duty. He had, at all 
times and in all places, the love and admiration of his brigade, which gloried 
inits leader. He cared for his men tenderly, and counted no labor as hard- 
ship which brought them health or comfort; in marches he walked with them. 
He lived with them in camp, and shared their lot, whatever it was. By such 
labor and exposure he became sick, and in September came home to recruit 
his health, intending to go back to the field again; but it was not so ordered 
2 ee and he sank gradually, until, on the 6th of November, 1862, he 


It sums up this narrative that Jameson was the first volunteer and the first 
colonel in the field from Maine; that he was first at Yorktown, and amon, 
the first and foremost toward ond; one of the first in gallantry, one o 
the first in the love and admiration of hismen. Alas, that he should be the 


te, but choice regiments from Pennsyl- 


in their arms the injur helpless men. As regimon he had not the 
his command. With those he fought at 


sae, cng our t general: 
“Intrepid, enterprising, but withal judicious and full of resources, General 
Jameson had before him th: rillian 
was one of the Banting generals. 
As, with others of 


part 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I had the honor to intro- 
duce this bill. The report,a part of which has been read, is quite 
full and exhaustive, setting forth the military record of General 
Jameson, containing letters from the generals under whom he 
served, and a letter from the adjutant-general of the State of 
Maine. If, however, it is the desire of the committee to have this 
information in a condensed form, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
BovuTELLE], who lives in the town from which General Jameson 
enlisted and is familiar with all the facts of the case, can state 
them better than I can, and I shall be glad to yield to him for that 


z Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, the portion of the report that 
has been read contains the substance of this case. General Jame- 
son was the first colonel to go to the field from the State of Maine, 
and the first general officer from that State who died. The letters 

rinted in the report at considerable length show his service to 

ave been remarkably brilliant and valuable. Very early in his 
military career he was promoted to the rank of brigadier-general, 
and he rendered distinguished service at the battles of Williams- 
burg and Fair Oaks. In a conversation a few moments ago with 
Governor McCormick he mentioned thefact of his having entered 
Williamsburg with General Jameson, who had so distinguished 
himself by his gallantry in the action preceding the capture that 
General McCle assigned him to the command of the city. At 
the battle of Fair Oaks his horse was shot three times and fell on 
him and injured him so badly that he was obliged to be taken to 
his home, where typhoid fever set in and resulted in his death a 
few weeks later. His widow, who is now advanced in years and 
in very poor health, has made applicador for this increase, in 
accordance with the custom that prevailed of making provi- 
sion in cases of this character. The testimonials in this report 
from General Howard, General Kearny, from the adjutant-gen- 
eral of Maine, and from other sources combine to set forth the 
pe gallantry and brilliancy of General Jameson’s record; and 

have no idea t any gentleman on this floor will hesitate a 
moment in granting the increase that is asked in this case. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I rise not to oppose the passage 
of this bill, but to submit a few remarks. Here is the widow of 
a 3 general, whose military record, as set forth in this 
report, I have read with pleasure, including the references made 
to him by his commanding officers, Generals Kearny and Howard, 
and the report of the adjutant-general of the State of Maine. 
They are touching, they are eloquent, and the widow of this dis- 
tinguished officer deserves the consideration that is proposed to 
be given to her in this bill, which, as I understand, is at the rate 
of 850 per month. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Curtis] said 
that he would not ask more than $50 per month; that he thought 
that would be sufficient. Now, Mr. Chairman, I only want to 
repeat that I hope we shall vote unanimously for this bill, and 
thereby establish the precedent of voting to the widows of dis- 
tinguished Union generals (of whom there were few more distin- 
guished than the husband of this lady) a regular uniform amount. 


Let us give this widow $50 a month, and I do not think it likely 
that we shall be called upon in the future to vote a pension to the 
widow of any more distinguished officer than General Jameson. 
I hope the bill will be passed. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


LUCINDA RICKARDS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5393) for the relief of Lucinda Rickards, widow, and the minor 
children of John D. Rickards, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of per 
month, the name of Lucinda Rickards, the widow, and the names of Henry, 
Lon, and Frank, the children of John D. Rickards, a private in Com: mo fa 
Sixty-ninth Re ent of Enrolled Missouri Militia, at the rate of $ 
month each. e pension in the case of widow and children to commence 
on the 4th day of July, A. D. 1890, the date of the death of said soldier, John 
D. Rickards, and to be subject to the provisions and limitations of the gen- 
eral pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. CRowTHER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, having considered the bill (H. R. 5393) 
to pension Lucinda Rickards and the minor heirs of John D. Rickards, beg 
leave to report that a similar bill was introduced in the SEY My cio Congress, 
It was reported favorably in the following language, which the committee 
ineo Petite 7 par the wid oes hn D. Rickards, wh ed in Com 

The petitioner e ow of John D. who serv 
A, Sixty-ninth Missouri Enrolled Militia, in the years 1862, 1863, and 1864. 
This being a State militia organization, he was not pensionable under the - 
eral laws, but on proof that he had been wounded August 23, 1862, in aston 
with the enemy, he was pensioned by special act of Con approved Feb- 
ruary 14, 1885, and was rated at $8 per month for gunshot wound of left side. 
The petitioner was married January b. M. The soldier died July 4, 

0. 


to 
1890, at the State insane asylum at St. Jose 

“Dr. A. M. Raines testified May 29, 1894, t he was called to attend John 
D. Rickards on account of a gunshot wound received in actual service Angus 
23, 1862. The ball, ente the spinal column, passed through one lobe of the 
lungs, and was e; y affiant from between the ribs. He was treated 
by affiant for about six weeks, and his mind failed from the time he was 
wounded until his death in the asylum. ‘I believe and have no doubt his 
insanity was the result of said wound.’ 

“Dr. D. V. Van Syckel, of Canton, Mo., testified June 2, 1894, that he exam- 
ined the soldier and found a gunshot wound of left side of lung, near the ver- 
tebra, affecting the great spinal nerves of the back, Sl motor and 
sentient nerves; passed 8 one lobe of lung and Was extracted from 


between the ribs. ‘I am confident, from the appearance of the man at time 
of examination, <4 a nity. resulted from the wound and finally his death, 
e 


which took place oseph lum.“ 

The committee recommend that after the word “each,” in the ninth 
line, to the word “subject,” in the twelfth line, be stricken out, and as so 
amended the bill do pass. 

The amendment recommended in the report was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE W. TAYLOR, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6608) to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of George W. Taylor. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
535 and the next bill on the Calendar be passed over for the time 

ing. 

Mr. FLYNN. L object. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion 8 Geo: 


W. Taylor, late of Company C, One hundred and third ent Ilin 
Volunteer Infantry, on the records of the War De ment, and to issue to 
said George W. Taylor a certificate of honorable rgo. 


An amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


After the words honorable d in line 8, add to date April 3, 1865: 
Provided, That such soldier shall not be entitled to any pay, bounty, or emol- 
uments by virtue of this act.” 


Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the committee 
amendment. This soldier resides in my district, and I submit that 
gentlemen who hear the report on this bill read will be inclined to 
sustain my proposition and to refuse to sanction the amendment 
of the committee. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. BisHop) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6608) entitled “A bill to remove the 833 desertion from the military rec- 
ord of George W. Taylor, beg leave tosu tthe following report, and recom- 
mend that said bill do pass with amendments as follows: 

Add to line 8 the words “to date April 3, 1865: Provided, Such soldier shall 
not be entitled to any pay, bounty, or emoluments by virtue of this act.” 

The facts as found by your committee, upon which such soldier relies for 
the relief provided for in this bill, are as follows: 

The soldier enlisted August 18, 1862; was wounded and suffered amputation 
of left middle finger in December, 1863; wounded in right nee groin, 

uly 2, ; furlough 


others at Powder Springs, Mississippi, about October 25, 1864. That he at- 
tempted to escape in January, 1865, but was wounded and recaptured. That 
he made a escape in April, 1565, and rejoined our forces at Ebenezer 
Church, near Selma, Ala. That he was sent from there to Louisville, Ry. 
and was given t: rtation home. Twoof the members of the forces who 
were present when escaping soldier came inside our lines have 
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as to the which seem to be by other testimony, that at the 
very time such soldier was to be a deserter he was a prisoner of 
‘war an within a Confederate prison. 


ldi: deserted, but had been „FCC 
soldier never dese so 

mand from his furlough that he refused to turn back when notified of danger 
and thereby became a prisoner of war. 
The repost of the War ar Department is as follows: 


Ta late of Company Bo One hundred and third Regi- 


— — from the ee a 

August 18, 1862, for three years. wine Ea 
December sl 1863, he is SEN absent. wounded a 
vember 25, 1883. The roll 


Case of George W. 


u medioei nedoras Atot ene ne wn OF tie ert aio 153 finger, w 2 
vember woun: e le = e 
amputated, and that he was furloughed 


December 10, 1863. 
admitted to 


e medical records show that he was to regimental hospital 
May 27, 1864, for ot wound (nature not stated), and that he was sent to 
ee corps ag eee eu thelast-named hospital 

The records of the 3 Corps show that he was furl. nes 
July 2, 1884, to Angust 1, 1 1 —.— . 

d eng been D 
enemy. 

Applying for removal of the testified on De- 
cember 28, 1892, that, . L an groin, ho 
went home on fur! t the Ist of Faly, 106 which furlough was ex: 
tended to November 12, 1864; that he left his his command in 
ber, 1864; that he en — oes rin 
about October 25, 1864, and was as a prisoner when he es- 
caped to the Unii $ forces urch, near 
Re wee seus to Louisville, Kyana Shere, T 
that he attempted to escape from the re els in January, 1865, but was pur- 


sued, recaptured, and wounded 
Jacob prian T date of agu 18, 1808, that he was a 
vate in Company K, Fourth United States Cavairy, ind that ho knows 


hile his command was advancing from Ebenezer 
elma, Ala. and had reached the Alabama River, “the said George Sor Tae 
lor was on the VV can „ 
— — a ines rhars he waa a prisoner,” that he 
‘Was very w 

Towis Nankor tested, under date of August 18, 182 that he was a mem- 
rt, lor, wh bad; t made his = the Conte — 

Z , who us e his esca where 
8 o bia escapo ir at Selma, Ala., and re- 


i days. 
VVV 
`s com en 0 00 une 
x 1 4 ‘lor 3 He also that he had n 
WaS cap- 


bels. 
1893, Taylor made a sworn statement in which he 
and detailed at some length the poi ga 


tured and imprisoned b; 
8 of April I. 


e convalescent camp at Louisville gave 
panowie that he was not fit for service; that he was 
was home, and that he had 

burning of 


him a corti 
near his 
ides, when it was desttoyed by. the 


transportation 
8 — jero un 
Bernard Kelly, late captain of Company F, Neon hundred and third Illinois 
ed, under date of June 17, 1883, that Taylor was a member of 
r, always ready for and attentive to his duty, 
he ETI ye was Ne He hygeine pera 
soldier su ent to the 
date of 5 . 
that on 
from a leave of absence to 


wate not and | many 
“from 


3 8 that he does not 5 
ing one of soldiers who were gto commands 
question, but from the fact that Taylor recognized him and made 8 
concerning the affair in which statements the affiant, Monroe, 
hhows —— he is sal that Taylor was captured by the enemy, 
as he claims, and t Nie lon Senay he 

Fgh — r date o Fo 4, 1895, that he was a 
eS 1 Ox hundred an and third ois Infantry: 5 he 

ew o or T i ogee pm d receiving a 

that he did not 3 during the 5 his ers but that pnd 


his acquaintance with him he does not believe he ever deserted, but believes 
Ede cr nend enemy and held as a prisoner of war, as stated 


C. Holland testified, under aseo J S 1895, that 3 
file a hom the course of this 


emplo: he saw and handled Taylor's “ discharge,” which he read and 
examined, — which he knows was in the usual form of such papers; that 
said disch: on its face, showed, among er things, t the soldier was 
chargo was å du l EREA K; ; of the United S hoapt and 
was „us a was 
signed rea by ‘person, in Surres = mia hospital; and this was 


Seiya ae neat ite 


ee ree ee ee cons hospital, but he Peppa eps S 
that he Taylor speak” of ving served in the 


“impression 
to fact; 


Army and of 1 D Za that 
8 ow deen go — lor. 
mn Ip po ty ge of desertion in s case has ro- 


by 
enemy, or that he was ever 
t in the field at Memphis or t any time subsequent to July 
2, on which date he received a furl for t! e e because, 
further, the 5 relative to his separation a that 
can be fi is clear and positive — — Which shows that he 
in November, — while at home on furlough. 


F. C. ATEN OE, 
Colonel, United States Army, Chief Record and Pension Office. 
RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, 
War Department, March 3, 1598. 

Tho SECRETARY OF WAR. 

Mr. FLYNN. Now, Mr. Chairman, it will be seen that the com- 
mittee find that while the charge of desertion was made against 
this soldier he was lingering in a Confederate prison. They fur- 
ther find that he never deserted; and in view of that fact I say 
he amendment of the committee should not be sanctioned by the 

ouse, 

The question n, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. N Tdosire | to offer an amendment. 
take in the com: 
to strike out, in line 5, the 


ere is a mis- 
yin which this man served. Imove 
r “C” and insert F.“ 


The 55 Was agreed to. 
Mr. TALBERT. I think this bill ought not to I move, 
therefore, that it be laid aside to be reported to the House un- 


favorably. Let us get bills of this character out of “the way, in 
order that bills which ought to may come in. 
The > being taken on the motion of Mr. TALBERT, it was 
not 3 to; there ae a ona 5 5, noes 68. 
1 bill was then laid aside to be reported favorably to the 
use. 


OSCAR A. BULETTE, 
FFC . 
of desertion now standing Oscar A. Bulette, late private 
= 8 , Fifty-second ois Infantry Volunteers, facing 
war. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., T DaS Ae STOI T OE Tat Da and Da T MODY anhon: 
ized and directed to remove the record of now stan 
Oscar A. Bulette, late private in 


Fifty-second 
Nay eee ce gram war, and — — — Sant ein ee 
Mr, DOOLITTLE. Imove to amend the bill by i , after 


the name “ Bulette,” in line 5, the words known in his military 
record as Austin Bulette”; also to amend the title by inserting 
the same words after the name Bulette.” My reason for offer- 
ing this amendment is that in the records of the company and 
t the name ap as Austin Bulette. 
. circumstances of this case, I will aS 

statement so as to avoid the necessity of reading the report. 
was a French boy who enlisted from Wisconsin, going over te 
line, however, into the State of Illinois. He had had boon brought up 
on a farm; and, fired with the patriotism which, as we all remem- 
ber, swept over the country in those days, he ran away from home 

and enlisted. His people were very anxious about him and so Tonite 
in different ways to obtain his dischargefrom the Army. Fi 
President Lincoln was petitioned by the father of the boy, RETA 
some manner—just how it was accom: the record does not 
state; the petition does not appear in the record, but there is an 
affidavit owing that there was a petition—in some way the 
prayer of that petition was carried out, and the boy was taken 
out of the Army. He states in his affidavit that an officer came 
to him at St. Louis, took him from his company with the knowl- 
edge of the officers of the company, and CDA him on his way 
home. He went home and remained there for several months— 

haps for more than a year; but,at all events, as soon as he 
ans old enough he reenlisted and served out the time of his 
enlistment. 

Mr. PICKLER. And was honorably discharged? 

Mr. De And was 8 discharged. [Cries of 
“Vote! „„ ote * 

aa: TALBERT. Ishould like to hear the report read in this 


ae DOOLITTLE. I have attempted to state the substance of 
the report. 

plicit TALBERT. But the report may state the facts more ex- 
citly. 

The Clerk 5 to read the report (by Mr. GRIFFIN), but 


was 5 
T. ERT. I have no desire to hear that report further. 
I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported unfavorably. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is, first, on the amendment 
submitted by the gentleman from Washington. 
The amendment of Mr. DOOLITTLE was agreed to 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the motion of the 
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tleman from South Carolina Scat TALBERT] that the bill be 
Did aside to be ted unfavorably. i k 

The question being taken, the motion was rejected; there being 
on a division (called for by Mr. ä 4. noes 71. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported favorably. 

RHODA AUGUSTA THOMPSON, 

The next business on ae Tare 8 Plas the e ke 
6826) granting a ion to ugusta Thompson, daughter 
of the late Thaddeus Thompson, a private in the volutionary 
War. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is yee 


authorized and directed to po upon the sion roll the name of R 

Augusta Thompson, daughter of the late T deus Thom: a private in 

Colonel Lamb's regiment of artillery and in Captain Jose omas’s com- 
per month dur- 


of artillery, and to pay her a pension at the rate of 
— natural life. 


Mr. SPERRY. This lady, who is well known to me, is the 
daughter of a Revolutionary soldier, and as such her father was 
on the pension roll. She is now 75 years of age; is infirm, with no 
one to care for her except her frien: This is a statement of the 
case. I think it is one well worthy of a pennon: 

The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably. 

ANNA Mu. NEWTON, 

The next business on 3 1 7 =e or (H R. 
1508 nting a pension to the widow of Gen. Jo ewton. 

The bal was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the eee of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the adoption 
of the following amendment: Strike out ‘‘one hundred,” in line 
7, and insert “seventy-five”; so that it will read “at the rate of 
$75.a month.” Ñ 

Mr. DINGLEY. We ought to have some statement with the 
bill or have the report read. 

Mr. TALBERT. I would like to have the report read. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman will allow me, I desire to 
make this suggestion simply: Ithink it but just to the committee 
and to the House that there should be some brief statement made 
as to the merits of each of these cases as they come up, and this 
would be better than the reading of the r t, as it would con- 
sume less time. If no one volunteers to e the statement con- 
cerning the bill, it will be necessary to have the report read in 
each case. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, in view of the 
remarks of the gentleman from Maine—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina has 
demanded the reading of the report. Does he yield to the gentle- 
man from New York? 

Mr. TALBERT. Certainly. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I was going to say that, in view of 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Maine, I would make a brief 
statement respecting this case, which will take less time than the 
reading of the report. 

This bill proposes to pension the widow of Maj. Gen. John 
Newton. He was one of the most distinguished graduates of West 
Point before the war in a class nearly all of whom went into the 
Confederacy, and he, with Gen. George H. Thomas, were the con- 
spicuous exceptions among the Virginians at that time who re- 
mained in tho Uaioe Army. è 

He was one of the most competent engineers of his day, građu- 
ated second in his class, and received promotions on account of 
his skill in the science of engineering, first to the rank of brigadier- 
general, and later, because of his military genius, to a higher 
grade. He served through the war most gallantly and won hon- 
orable distinction, and later on he was in charge of the most im- 

rtant Government works, ially the improvement in New 

ork Harbor, and particularly in arranging for the safe naviga- 
tion at what is known as the “Hell Gate mnel” leading into 
thesound. His widow is left in destitute circumstances and has 
to care for an invalid daughter. 

The Senate ed this bill at $100 a month, and, Mr. Chairman, 
there is no bill on the Calendar that ay more strongly to 
the sense of justice of this House than does this bill. use 
of the action of the committee in reducing the amount proposed 
by the Senate bill I am relnctant to ask an increase, although my 
sense of justice would warrant me in so doing. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to ask the gentleman from New York 
if this officer did not receive, while performing the eminent sery- 
ices he describes, during his mili life a compensation of from 
five thousand to seven thousand d a year for at least twenty 
or twenty-five years. 
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Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, General Newton 
received such compensation as the law gives to the officers of the 
rank he held. Because of his peculiar talent and skill he was 
often charged with more responsible duties than other officers of 
like e. But to raise the question whether his compensation 
was large or small raises the question of the propriei of the sala- 
ries given by law to officersin the service of the United States, and 
isa question upon which I do not care to enter as germane tothe 
subject under consideration, 

General Newton left no property to his family. He had tolive 
in a very expensive city while receiving the compensation referred 
to by my friend from California, and his salary was exhausted. 
His widow, now an aged lady, nearly 70, past 65 years, comes to 
the House under these circumstances for its favorable considera- 
tion. Congress has expressed over and over again in measures 
for the relief of widows of officers of distinction who served the 
country as well as General Newton did its purpose to provide 
suitable support, and I am sure that there can be no disposition 
to t his widow less than this bill requires. 

. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out “‘seventy- 
five” and insert fifty,“ and I do this simply on the same ground 
that I advocated a few moments 1 pension to the widow 
of another general officer, General Jameson. I dislike very much 
to make this motion affecting the bill of my amiable friend from 
New York, on whose first visit to my part of the country we 
treated somewhat badly, but in justice to myself and to this class 
of pensions I think that they should go on a common ground, and 
for aoe purpose I move to strike out “seventy-five” and insert 
eae whe Ea re e pA e . I . 8 
interest to what my on my rig’ Loup 
Who was himself à gallant soldier in the Union Army, has 2 
with regard to the compensation received by General Newton 
from the Government for services rendered in the war and else- 
where. When application was made here for a pension to the 
widow of General Grant, if my friend from California had been 
a member, I think he would not have been found asking such a 
question concerning her ion. I speak on behalf of the widow 
of Gen. John Newton. He has a record of services taking in the 
battles on the Peninsula, Antietam, Fredericksburg, Chancellors- 
ville, and 5 It reaches to the great armies of the West. 
His widow has far of this world's goods than the widow of 
General Grant. She is entitled to at least the poor pittance of 
$75 a month. | The Senate gave her a hundred. I 
Was surprised ear that the House committee had reduced it 


75. 
John Newton became a major-general not 8 political or 
other influences. He won his double-starred shoulder straps on 
the field of battle. E He was as modest and as un- 
demonstrative in his bearing as ral Grant himself. 

General Newton was not only useful to his country when our 
great civil war was raging, but he was useful to her in the paths 
of peace and commerce after the war. He blasted a highway from 
Long Island Sound into the great port of New York. As presi- 
dent of the Panama Railroad Company he maintained for com- 
merce that iron link between the Atlantic and the Pacific. He 
deserved well of his country from the day that he entered her sery- 
ice up to the day that he died, not only in war but in peace. His 
widow, now in straitened circumstances, asks only what has 
been granted to widows of major-generals in the Union service 
who died before her husband. 

Mr. Chairman, Mrs. Newton will not receive under this bill 
what has been granted to the widows of former major-generals 
who were in far better circumstances, Ido hope that my friend 
from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] will not insist upon hisamend- 
ment, which reduces the amount still lower. I know that if he 
had fought with General Newton, as I have done, with others on 
this floor, and if he was acquainted with the circumstances of the 
case as they know them, he would be the last man here to gravely 
move to reduce this proposed pension. Wehave with us hereon my 
left an officer, anda brave officer, who was upon General Newton’s 
staff. I refer to my friend and colleague, Colonel SHANNON. He 
knew General Newton. He has seen him on the bloody field, and 
can testify to his meritorious services and the needs and necessi- 
ties of the case. Mr. Chairman, this House will simply stultify 
and 5 itself if it reduces this pension from $75 to $50 per 
mon : 

Mr. TALBERT. Will the 33 say something for the 
widows of the privates who followed General Newton? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I am voting for pensions for them when- 
ever I have an 5 Votes are at least as good as words. 

Mr. LOUD. r. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN, Time for debate on this bill is exhausted. 

Mr. LOUD. The opposition to this bill have not consumed 
sixty seconds. 

e CHAIRMAN. The time for debate upon this bill has 
expired, 
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Mr. LOUD. IThope that the gentleman will give me an oppor- 
tunity to reply A 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not give the gentleman an 
opportunity when the time is exhausted. 

r. CUMMINGS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man be allowed five minutes? 

Mr. MILNES. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from California be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. -Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman from California be allowed five minutes. 

. Mr. POOLE, I object. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, I can get time on the next bill. I want noth- 
ing except what I am entitled to by right, and I will get it on 
some other bill. 

Mr. HULL. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HULL. As I understand the rule, debate is limited to five 
minutes on a side. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is limited to ten minutes, to be 
divided between the friends and opponents of the measure. 

Mr. HUL Can a man take the floor and occupy the ten min- 
utes on one side, and thus cut off the other side entirely? 

The CHAIRMAN. Two or three members can take the floor and 
occupy the whole ten minutes on either side, unless some member 
objects or raises the point of order. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
TALBERT] to strike out ‘“‘ seventy-five” and insert ‘‘ See 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 55. 

Mr. TALBERT, I demand tellers. 

Tellers were refused, 9 members (not a sufficient number) vot- 
ing in support of the demand. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment recommended by the committee, to strike out 
“one hundred” and insert “seventy-five,” was 610 aay to. 

The question was taken on laying aside the bill as amended to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 76, noes none. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN (having counted the committee). One hun- 
dred and fifty-three gentlemen are present. The ayes have it, 
and the bill is laid aside to be repo to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


CATHARINE LEARY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 819) 
granting a pension to Catharine Leary. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the 8 roll the name of Catharine 
Leary, a nurse in the war of the rebellion, and to pay her a pension at the 
rate of $8 per month on and after the passage of this act. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amend- 
ment striking out the word “ eight,” in line 6, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the word twelve.“ 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I should like to remind the chair- 
man, before I proceed, that the Chair has repeatedly called the 
attention of members to the fact that they can not determine 
when a member’s time has expired, and I want to call the atten- 
tion of the Chair to the position in which a member is placed in 
this House. The House, or a member of the House, can not deter- 
mine when a member's five minutes have expired. Hence a mem- 
ber must retain his seat until another member has used up the 
whole time, either in favor of or in opposition to the bill. 

Now, then, in relation to the last case. When I suggested an 
inquiry to the gentleman from New York as to what salary had 
been received by General Newton, whose widow this House has 

just put upon the sion roll at $75 a month, the gentleman from 

ew York worked himself into an V when 
Isay the gentleman from New York I mean Mr. CumMINGs, who 
turned to me and said the ‘‘ gentleman upon his right,” meaning, I 
suppose, me. because he could not have meant anyone else—and 
asserted that if I had been in this House at the time that the widow 
of General Grant was pensioned I would not have raised my voice 
against the pension granted to that widow. Now, permit me to 
say to the gentleman—— 

. CUMMINGS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I said that 
he would not have applied the same argument to that case. 

Mr. LOUD. Ithink I have quoted the gentleman’s exact lan- 
guage. Permit me to say that the statement is entirely gratui- 
tous on the part of the gentleman from New York. He is talking 
about something that he knows nothing about, as he quite fre- 
quently does. Ideny to him or to anyone else the right to as- 


sume what position I would take. I think I have been consistent 
in my position in this House. I have endeavored to show favor- 
itism to no one. I assert here that General Newton was paid for 
his services during his entire service, and he was educated at the 
expense of the Government. 

„Mr. irman, I was led to believe a fact, which I subsequently 
discovered to be true, which perhaps influenced the gentleman in 
the matter, and that was that General Newton was a Democrat. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If the gentleman will allow me, he was an 
anti-Tammany Democrat, and my political enemy. 

Mr. McCLELLAN, And put out of office by Tammany. 

Mr. LOUD. I do not care anything about that. I was led to 
believe that, Mr. Chairman. So that it was wholly unn 
for the gentleman to suggest what position I would have 3 
But I will state that if the power to . the pensionin 
of widows of officers beyond the amount allowed by law I woul 
do so in the case of every widow in this country, not excepting the 
widow of General Grant. I do not believe that it is in the prov- 
ince of Congress to be charitable to any person. I say again, and 
I am sincere and earnest in what I say, that if I had it in my 
power I would defeat every one of these cases. I have been con- 
sistent in my course. I know I can not defeat them, and hence I 
keep my seat. 

r, DINGLEY. Let us hear the report read or some explana- 
tion given of the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. The only point there is in this case is—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maine yield to the 
gentleman from South Dakota? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. In the general army nurse bill, which is now 
the law, certain authority is defined in the law for the engagement 
of these nurses. This woman filed her application, but they de- 
cided that her employment was not under such authority as was 
defined by the general statute. She served six months. The rec- 
ord of this nurse’s service shows that they were valuable. They 
were given during an epidemic of smallpox or cholera, and the 
only point in the case is that her employment was not under such 
authority as is defined in the law as it now stands. She is worthy 
of her pension. She served six months and did valiant service, 
There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. Cues Is it the same amount of pension as given to 
nurses 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes,sir; itisthesame as given to other nurses, 

Mr. ERDMAN, Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maine yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I do, 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I understand that this woman 
did not enter the army service until a year after the war. A 
parliamentary inquiry. Is it within the jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions to report a bill of this character? 

The CHAIRMAN. Inthe opinionof the Chair that point comes 
too late. The bill has already been under consideration by the 
committee and has been debated for several minutes. [Cries of 
„Vote! * Vote! ] 

Mr. PICKLER. This woman was in the hospital service after 
the war was closed, 

re ERDMAN. I rise to a point of order. I make the point of 
order 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state the point of order. 

Mr. ERDMAN. My yn of order is that this bill is not prop- 
erly reported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the y ss that the point 
of order comes pretty late, after the bill has been under 8 
tion by the committee. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I do not understand that that would make any 
difference on the point of order. The question of jurisdiction in a 
court of justice can be made in the appellate tribunal, even if not 
made before. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Then I only want to say, Mr. Chairman, that 
from the affidavits on file it appears that this party was employed 
as a domestic in the family of Private Gillis at the time she was 
alleged to be a hospital nurse. 

Mr. TALBERT, Mr. Chairman,I want to raise my voice here, 
[Laughter.] I want to try to bring to 850 assistance the distin- 
guished gentleman from New York [Mr. CummMinas], who came 
very near falling in his tracks a while ago in the interest of the 
widow of a distinguished officer. I want to call to my assistance 
the Democrats who stood here and voted for that appropriation. 
I want them to help me to get a little pittance now for a goo 
woman. I want to appeal to the distinguished gentleman from 
New York whoshed some of his crocodile tears a while ago; I want 
to appeal to him in the interest of this poor woman. It is a sad 
condition of affairs that whenever you gentlemen make an appeal 
for the officers’ widows you have to come to the Democratic side 
to get those bills through. I am ashamed of it. Let those 
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gentlemen get up here now and say something in the interest of 
the people as well as in the interest of the rich, 
e amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


SAMUEL D. GILMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
7127) granting a pension to Samuel D, Gilman. 
The bill was read, as follows: : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is herebys 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provision. 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel D. Gilman, late of 
the Strafford Guards, New Hampshire Volunteers, and pay him a pension 
of $50 per month. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I hope we shall have a brief statement of the 
merits of this bill. 

A MEMBER. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. SULLOWAY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7127) granting a pension to Samuel D. Gilman, haying carefully considered 
the same, tfully — 45 

Samuel D. Gilman enlis May 5, 1864, as a member of Strafford Guards, 
New Hampshire Volunteers, and went into service at Fort Constitution. 
While on duty in the service he took cold from e in a drenching rain, 

in his feet and ankles immediately followed, rende: him 
unfit for duty, and in a short time oe head and face. He nap 
to that time 1 rous man, seldom lost a day by reason of illness, an 
was industrious and good habits. 

A Cages examiner, under date of Jan 24, 1896, says: 

“The diseases named have resulted in present wretched condition. 
There can be no question of his entire disability to do manual labor, and he 
has been in that condition for six or seven years or longer. The uncontra- 
dicted testimony is that he did have rheumatism when at Fort Constitution 
and erysipelas a few weeks later. The only question, it seems to me, is, was 
the man sound when he enlisted? Claimant's witnesses are some of the most 
reliable citizens of Dover, N. H., and he isa conscientious and honest man. 
He is 70 years of age.” 

In October, 8 examining board reports: 

This man is totally eee eee e take care of him- 

. Has to have a constant attendant.” 
ae ey of all the facts, your committee respectfully recommend the passage 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


AUGUSTUS G. CARY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4405) granting a pension to Augustus G. Cary, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it on, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension i name of Augustus G. Cary, latea 
lieutenant, United States Revenue Marine, serving on the revenue cutter 
Forward in November, 1863, at which time, by order of the President of the 
United States, the said cutter Forward, er with its officers and crew, 
was detached from the Reyenue-Marine Service and attached to the naval 
forces, and served as a naval vessel for eleven months, during which time the 
said Augustus G. Cary acted as a lieutenant. Therefore the said Au 
Cary shall be paid such pension as he may then be entitled to acco: to 

W. 


The committee recommended amendments striking out a,“ 
after the word “late,” in line 6, and substituting the word first; 
also striking out all after the words ‘‘reyenue marine,” in line 7, 
down to and including the words according to law,” in line 15, 
and substituting therefor the words “and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. THomas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4405) granting a pension to Augustus G. Cary, have had the same under con- 
sideration, and after a thorough and careful examination report the same 
back wan ne following amendments, and recommend that it do pass when 
so amended: 

Strike out, in line 6, after the word “late,” the word “a” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word first.“ Strike out all after the word “marine,” in line 
7, and add “and pay him a pension at the rate of $3) per month.” 

The reasons for this recommendation were submitted to the Senate at the 
first session of the Fifty-second Congress in a report presented by Senator 
Sawyer, and again to the Senate at the Fifty-third Congress, second session, 
in a report presented by Senator VILas, embodying the report of the preced- 
ing Congress, and to the House during the Fifty-second Congress. Said re- 
ports are hereunto attached and made a part of this report. 

[House Report No. 2401, Fifty-second Congress, second session.] 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions have had under consideration Senate 
bill 2448, and report the same with amendment, and when so amended rec- 
ommend that it do pass, 8 8 
8 by striking out all after the word pension,“ in line 7, and insert 

e ToLowing: 

** Subject to the provisions and limitations of beh imate laws as provided 
by the = ot. J une 27, 1890, and that said pension s be paid out of the nayal 
pension fund.’ 

During the war Mr. Cary was lieutenant in the Marine Revenue Service on 
the revenue: cutter Forward. In November, 1863, the Forward, with its crew, 
was transferred by order of the President from the marine to the naval 
service, and was in the naval service until July, 1864. The record shows that 
Mr. Cary was lieutenant on the revenue cutter,and that it was under orders 
from the President, and cooperated with the Navy at Beaufort, N. C., and 
at other points during that period. > 

He continned in the marine service for some time afterwards, where, he 

he contracted the ailment from which he is now suffering. The evi- 
dence shows that_he has been under treatment of physicians for sixteen 
years or more, and has undergone operations, which have failed to relieve 


him. He is now a confirmed invalid, wholly disabled, and has been so for 
several years, He is sick and in need of medical attendance, and he is de- 
pendent on his wife for care and support. His family consists of a wife and 
several small children. 

[Senate Report No. 590, Fifty-third Congress, second session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1918) grant- 
ing $ on sia Augustus G. Cary. have examined the same, and recommend 

the passed. 

‘The reasons for this recommendation were submitted to the Senate at the 
„ the Fifty-second Congress in a report of which a copy is 
appen 

[Senate Report No. 1068, Fifty-second Congress, first session.] 
The Committee on 5 whom was referred the bill (S. 2648) grant- 
a eee to ma meres G. Cary, have examined the same, and report: 
e efi , Augustus G. Cary, was, at the commencement of the war 
and subsequently, a lieutenant in the United States Revenue-Marine Service, 
and his claim Hatt pans eho based upon his services in connection with the 


e Treasury that the records of the ent show that 
“ Lieutenant — onthe revenue cutter R — — N. G., 
from November, to J ay 1864, and that said vessel was under orders 
the President to cooperate th the Navy during the period this officer sery 


thereon.” 

Information from other sources shows that he rendered active and valua- 
ble service during the time his vessel 5 with the Navy. and he is 
clearly entitled to a pension, inasmuch as he was practically an officer in the 
Navy during the prevalence of the President's order. 

He is now advanced in very much disabled, and in reduced circum- 
stances. His atten ysi makes affidavit that he has a complication 
of and has ‘or a long time. 

The bill is re; favorab yi a recommendation that it do pass. 

This commi after a careful examinination of the documents and other 
3 ey ae Gir emak aa find the follo f state of facts: care 

The 8 . „was, at the commencemen e war, 
and for some time prior ä in the United States Revenue- 
Marine Service, and his claim is based upon his services in connection with 
the Navy. The committee have taken some paius to ascertain the 
regard to Lieutenant Cary's claim, and have been informed by an official 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury that the records of the Depart- 
ment show that Lieutenant Cary served on the revenue cutter Forward at 
3 C., from November, 1863, to July, 1864, and that said vessel was 
under orders by the President to cooperate with the Navy during the period 
this officer served thereon. 


8 8 5 e se 
Varina, which left New York in A "k 1861, after rebel privatee: 
on this . L 1 


to a pension, inasmuch as he was prabticall. 
the tim 3 


Mr. DINGLEY. Is this man to be pensioned as of the Revenue- 
Marine Service or for naval service? 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. For naval service. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I thought this person whom it is proposed by 
this bill to pension was in the Revenue-Marine Service and was 
transferred to the naval service. Of course we should be very 
careful not to pension anyone simply for being in the Revenue- 
Marine Service. 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. If the gentleman will look at the 
finding of the committee I think he will be satisfied. 

The amendments recommended in the report were adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to take up the bill (H. R. 7740) granting an increase of 
pension to Lewis Keiser, of Hubbell, Nebr. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska? 

Mr. CORLISS. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that we ought 
to follow the rule, unless there is some special reason why this bill 
should be taken up out of its course. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I trust the gentleman will not 
object to taking up this bill. The case is a very peculiar and 
meritorious one. The beneficiary of this bill is 74 years of age, 
ea eae and paralytic—one of the most pitiable cases 
on record. 

The CHAIRMAN, Isthere objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object. I have a case just like this myself. 

MRS. CHRISTINA GRAHAM, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4268) granting a pension to Mrs. Christina Graham. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here 
authorized and directed toplace on the pension roll, at $12 per month, — 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 14, 


pectin oak weapon Perna mr ie 


tina Graham, of Baltimore, Md., oo Se aia aaa deceased, 
late a private in the Revolutionary war.; 


The report (by Mr. COFFIN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4268 
gran De considered the same, an: 
cladirant te the nter of Wendel La: soldier, 

is the daughter o en Lae mg “einer eer 


INTERIOR, Ley OF PENSIONS 
bi Washington, D. C., February £8, 1396. 


response to your est, herewith returned for ——— 
service of Wendel Lawrentz, a —— 8 
the — = rige a Dera in the claims 
Sate “In the German regime t, me, iD), that ed 015 as a ip 
x R 885 and served un 
Graykill and M onsegger and Weltner, ene 
July 20, 1779, when he was in the batiles of 
Trenton, Prince: Brandywine, 


* 


whose 
“ DEPARTMENT OF THE 


“Sir: In 


Se iat 


“WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 

“The CHAIRMAN OF CoMMITTEE ON PENSIONS, 

~ House of Representatives.” 

The . T 
of Avalon Chapter, Daughters of the Revolution, of Baltimore, Md. : and it 
is shown by the claimant's sworn statement, and by the 1 Hon. 
Joux K. Cowen, M. C., who is personally acquainted with the facts, that she 
is now 72 years old, without any means whatever, and dependent on friends 
for the necessities of life. 


There are several precedents V 
destitute daughters of soldiers of the Revolution, and, this case 
FFF 


Mr. DINGLEY. One word, Mr. Chairman. This seems to be 
a bill to pension the 5 a Revolutionary soldier. Is it 
understood that daughters of Revolutionary soldiers, provided 

can show need, are to be granted pensions? 

. LOUDENSLAGER,. In reply to the gentleman from Maine 
I will say that that has been the attitude and action of the com- 
mittee in the Fifty-third Congress, of which I was a member, 
and also in this Congress. The rule has been to report favorably 
N that character. 

DINGLEY. I simply wanted to know what the our 
was to be and whether we were going into that business, 
Ihave a dozen applications of that kind. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 

JOHN R. ROW. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8880) granting an increase of pension to John R. Row, of Toronto, 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the 
authorized and directed to increase the 
Kans., late of Company B, Third Minois 
a pension of $72 per month in lieu of the 
increase of pension to be paid subject to 
pension laws. 

An amendment recommended by the committee, — oat 
the word “seventy-two,” in line 6, before the word dollars 


Tie eee be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JACOB M. HAMBURGER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
Ses Ss sere Ae CORS Ae eegere Seen Jn Me Sa 
er. 
bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., . War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ted to remove charge of desertion standin, nst the name 
burger, late musician in Company Battalion. 
issue him an honorable discharge. 
Mr. CORLISS. Ir. Chairman, the report in this case is short 
and covers all the facts. J ask that it be read. 
The report (by Mr. TRACEY) was read, as follows: 
Mili Aff: hi 
FF 
cr," beg leave to submit the fo 


ho Interior be, and he is hereby, 
of John R. Row, of Toronto. 
Grong pong mig 
msion now received 
F 


P Te appears from the petition, 22 filed with the and official 
of the War Department, that Jacob N. . ted at the 
of 15 years as a musician in the Twelfth United States at the 
ehy of New York on tho ath day of Feb , 1864, 8 
med in the service until ane , When he was as de- 

Va. The official show that William Lowe 

was inet musician of of ye Twelfth et 3 e „and had con- 
trol of the musician, Hamburger, who was a frail boy, less — . years of 
a. It is and there is sufficient evidence to the reason- 
2 of petitioner's claim, that after Mr. Ham about a 


Was most seve! 


rely punished with a rawhide 
4 55 it — claimed, 


ea 


wounds, 
eater sere: but there is no record of his 
The records further show that the petitioner returned to his service and 
ee ee aes teas te eeen 8 


transferred 
fo Richmond, Ve and „ eee Lowe, who 


had inflicted such se 
the ranks and returned te iin nee, 
his life, in consequence of the repeated threats made by said Lowe. 
The claimant was, upon his own a furnished, August, 1891, a 
deserter's wader General ers No. „Adjutant Generala Offi 
1890, which protects rotects him from arrest and trial court-martial and 
closes his military record. 
There is no record that this musician, during his service Emp 8 833 
desertion, was ever absent without leave for two days or for an sot the 
of this case, stat as the bos at the 


The and extreme you 
service in the Army, 
therefore urge 


in consequence thereof deserted 
gas a reason therefor the fear of 


merits 

time, his age, and ie aot good condnct during his 
Pee yen i 75 5 to recommend the relief å desired, and 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 

CHARLES WILLIAMSON. 

The next business was the bill (S.807) granting a pension to 
Charles Williamson. ; , 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit etc., That the Secretary of the Interior 

authorized directed to 

— — subject ta the promena 

Regiment Kansas Stato Militia Volunteers 


Mr. MILNES. Let us hear the report. 
The report (by Mr. BAKER of Kansas) was read, as follows: 


Committee on Invalid to wh ref 
m 2 as 5 e 
z E 


Passage 
[Senate Report No. 140, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was was referred the bill (S. 807) grant- 
. ͤ . eho obeee sok 


T, Char! assistant in the elfth 
Regiment Kansas State Militia Volunteers. He was July 8, 1864, and 
— a bases claim upon —— hernia 
1864, ce 
From the evidence submitted it appears that he was an — ‘bodied 
man ithe Amo of his discharge at —— time of his enlistment. 
Pad the 


‘bstantiall 
er Sa Ry. sme hppa E on horseback 


was service and 

ted of his claim and it was rejected 
y l: proof failed to show his injury while in actual se 
This claim on the part of the Go prey to be unfounded. 


vernment a Al- 
though the evidence furnished by the claimam taken by the ex- 
aminer of the De; ence 


OT CIRK t's di as beni ene testimony ot of bodily and 
0 nt’s don e; e 
soundness prior to his sant was phy Serer ants 


mts no proof hrowi claim resumpti * 
at W FFV 
that it an amendment. 

peine as 0 volunteers.“ in line 7. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably. 

WILLIAM GREER. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 6590) granting a pension 
to William Greer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

nee — gira ete., . . 


and 
—.— ae 2 y A, Ono hundredth Femnsyivania Y Veteran Aga 
a pension of $59 per 


Infantry, and 
The report ( 6 CROWTHER) 5 as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
6590) granting an increase of 


and one ball de into the elbow 145 J or through it. 
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The last m had by the board at Kansas City, Mo., Feb- 
ruary 15, 1893, and which is in line with the previous and which 
was made very carefully under instructions from the Pension the 
soldier ! stripped and subjected to every test to the science of 
medicine surgery. de e merits of applicant’s claim 
that his t and lossof sight is due to the wound. 
The boa: reports as follows: 


height, ö Teet 9 inches; weight 
W. 
PG ATN. T inches below 
inches smaller than the left. ae sees ee 
4 inches below acromion, is 3 less in size than its fellow. 3 
tender, the bone is well covered. There is enlargement of the end of the 
bone, which is also rough and irregular in outline. Violent paralysis 
in the right arm. still more severe in the left arm and entire body, yin uding 
and affec The lower setae ng en Molent mus- 


esia along the entire spine, 
also hyperwsthesia.of scalp and face, (agen r rg yarns tongue 
rdination of left not come within 1 foot of a paint 


tremulous; incoo: 
(with closed eyes)—incoordination of lower limbs, less marked than in the 
upper; tenderness over the ulnar nerve in t axilla—the nerve, with 
its h, is many times its normal 
F but little affected by 
light; atrophy of disks, pale retina amourosis); vision is 
tests do not apply; he sees very he for all his 
ee of conic dullness, but of 
differentiate any of the cardiac soun 
9 


eural 
= axilla, The condition of the led 
is shown by the 
This condition o . — 8 


meningeal thickening at 
base of brain, or the disease of cron (yank cin apse geet a h the 
ED Sergeant glia mp The loss o; 


is ve eee laim- 
ant, by reason of this, wpe tne Sait eran or stand (eyes open or 
shut); he can not dress or undress himself or Sil he reaches ft 


eee e emanating 
tho an to 8 


The Pension E . Ert pairs to accept the paral and amourosis 
as result of the wo te te medical testi- 
mony by those w. had the soldier before them from time and made 


Your committee place m re reliance on the med testimony showing the 
rable condition of this old . the Pension 
and therefore urgently recommend the passage of 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably. 
HELEN M, MALLERY. 


The next business was the bill (S. 724) granting an increase of 
pension to Helen M. Mallery. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
euthorised and directed to increase the pension of Helen M. Mallery, widow 
of Garrick Mallery, late captain and brevet oe Uni States 
Army, and lieutenant-colonel Thirteenth Pennsylvania- Cavalry and brevet 
colonel, United States Volunteers, to $50 per month, and pay her a pension 
hereafter at that rate. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. CROWTHER) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid har ng to whom was referred the bill 2 


fod the an increase of pension to Helen M. Mallery, having 
the evidence presented, as follows: 
Her late husband, Garri ee en in the 


ick ery, entered 
Seren Brat Pennsylvania Volunteer 8 June 4, 1861, and served in 
that regiment until "Pennsylvan 16, 1868, when he was promoted lieutenant- 
colonel of Thirteenth Pennsylvania Cavalry, and served as such to June 15, 
1864, when he became li 


3 in the Veteran Reserve 


lieutenan: l in 
Army for gallant —— — a 
rechard, 


in actions at Le , Munsons Hill, . Balls 
BL, Pair Seven Pines, and at Savage 3 where 
prisoner, having received two severe wounds, and left on Fag geld 
whence he was taken to er Ln at Richmon Des Sree effects —.— 
wounds and the privations of Prison red Colonel an to such 
extremity that his life 93 when he was ex: and sent to 
3 Pa., where he was to comfortable health. though never 
a W. 
e interest taken in this young officer by the great War i 
shown by the accompanying le pd sent to him at the time of his ex 
He was honorably mentioned in the records of the rebellion in the 
of the Seven Days Fight, and his services were conspicuous, not only for h 
try in 1 — 8 9 — pas or his marked ability as an dee officer. 
ied big pain se aig rom diseases contracted in the service. 
The benefi 7717. wittiout TORE for Her at 
except the aot A which she is now 2 of $39 per month. eis a 
lady of culture and refinement, broken down in health and unable 
to engage in any occupation for her por ibn She has no relatives to whom 
she can turn for aid, hence the urgent need of the relief ee 3 
the passage of which is earnestly recommended by your committee 


report 
his 
He 


WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, D. C., July 23, ee 
3 eA „first Pennsylvania Volunteers, has les 
th privilege of returning to his home, for the 
EDWIN M. STANTON. 
Secretary of War. 
Indorsed: Paid for May and June, 1802. David Taggart, paymaster, U. S. A. 


Capt. Garrick Mallory, 
of absence for — 5 e 
restoration of his health. 


DEAR Str: I inclose with the above furlough $100 own te funds 
to enable you to get home comfortably, as I 2 — ne teen . Nidi that 
you are short. sia can replace it at your convenience. Con; ngratulating you 
on your yey aoa honorable se: with respects to your father, with 
whom I have the pleasure of an acquaintance, 

Iam, yours, truly, EDWIN M. STANTON, 

A true. ree 

ULLY, Surgeon, U.S.A. ` 


The hill was laid aside to be reported favorably. 
PRICILLA R. BURNS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5938) for the relief of 
Pricilla R. Burns. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be; and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Pricilla R. Barns, widow of ie 
late Gen. William W. Burns, of the United States Army, on the pension Hi 
at the rate of $75 per month, in lieu of the amount she now receives, 

; The amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
ows: 

In line 5 strike out General“ and insert Brigadier-General.” 

In line 7 strike out “seventy-five” and insert fifty; so as to make the 
pension $50 per month. 

The report (by Mr. Kerr) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom wasreferred the bill (H. R. 

bar for the relief of Pricilla R. Burns, submit the ee Selon report: 


. Burns is the widow of Brig. Gen. W. The bill 

as introduced gave her a pension of $75 per month. 
Her hus had an especially amet military career, and he received 
several brevets and many testimonials for his gallant. services in the war of 


5 th with M d a brigade in the 
0 n exico and a e 
8 Valley Sad a 5 e Rappahannock 


campaign in the 


in com- 
and the 8 For his 


Brig. Gen. L. Tuo 
i Adjutant-General’ United States Army, Washington, D. C.: 
“Ihave the honor to present to the honorable Secretary of War for his 
ponai the name of Brig. Gen. W. W. Burns nied ace 8 of 
or-general of volunteers. General commanded a brigade in my 
div 22 e the siege of Yorktown, the affair at West Point, and the battlesof 
and AllynsFarm. At ose of Savages Station hs commanded 


at the See tar E handsome the enem rag hon sinning E 
in the face. On the next N at the battle of Glendale he he was 
At these two engagements I consider his services —— 
well merit ö 
* * + * * + 
“JOHN SEDGWICK, 
Major-General eee 
“T very cordially with General Sedgwick in his ee angie 
have 2 e General Burns well, and know he has fairl Ei promotion. 
"E. N 
Commanding Corps.“ 


“As the commander of the Army of the Potomac during the 
value of 


services. 

meral in his report of 
July 5 and — reise 1862, have not overrated the importance of the 
services rendered by General Burns during the period 8 June 2 to July 
2, 1862. General Burns was severely w. on the but neverthe- 
less, retained his command. The conduct of General Burns at Sa’ —— 


period fag General Burns served ca. During the entire 


his services were eminently satisfactory, as they also were on my 
Virginia. 


“GEORGE B. McCLELLAN.” 
Mrs. Burns is poor and without other means of support than her pension 
of $30 per month. 
nee recommend the following amendments, and that as amended 
We In line 5, before the word “ General.“ insert „Brigadier,“ 
and in line 6 strike out the word “seventy-five” and insert fifty. 

Mr. TALBERT. I move to amend this bill by striking out 
875“ and inserting “$50.” 

The SPEAKER. That is the pending amendment reported by 
the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably. 

WILLIAM LORING SPENCER. 

The next business was the bill (S. 1699) for the relief of William 
Loring Spencer. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask that this bill may be passed over. A 
House bill for the relief of Mrs. Spencer — already been . 
by the Committee of the Whole and is now on the Calen 
unfinished business. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, this bill will be passed 

7 — informallx. 
Rs = STEWART of New Jersey. LIobject. I desire to have this 


The ee evictions 


tt enacted, etc., That. Secretary Interior be, and he is hereby, 
CCC subject to the provisions 


then in 
in the Army of the 
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* 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Loring Spencer 
widow of Geo: E. Spencer, late colonel First Regiment Alabama Cavalry, 
at the rate of $15 per month. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

In line 8 strike out “seventy-five” and insert thirty,” so as to make the 
pension $30 a month. 

Mr.STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, when the House 
bill corresponding to this was up for consideration the other day 
the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
insinuated that the statements made with reference to the phys- 
ical condition of Mrs. Spencer were not true. Since that time I 
have at considerable trouble obtained certificates from physicians 
and from other sources corroborative of those statements—show- 
ing, indeed, that many of the statements then made were not as 
strong as they should have been. I will first read the doctor’s 


certificate: 
WINNEMUCCA, NEV., May 7, 1890. 
I hereby certify that Mrs. W. Loring Spencer is suffering from angina 
toris — 75 chronic pen paralysis. i E 8 
H. HAGAR, M. D. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 8th day of May, 1896, ss Be Hagar, 
wio is a practicing physician in the town of Winnemucca, Humboldt County, 


ev. 
[SEAL.] L. F. DUNN, 
County Clerk and ex oficio Clerk of the Second Judicial District 
Court of Nevada, in and for Humboldt County. 
I also call attention to the following: 
UNITED STATES SENATE, Washington, D. C., May 11, 1896. 
U. H. PAINTER, Washington, D. C. 


My DEAR SIR: I am sorry that I did not see you when you called at my 
committee room this aftern 


judgment, accurate observation, and always knows what he is g 
about, and is truthful in every statement he makes. So, if h 
statement as respects the military record of any one, I should regard it as a 
valuable statement for the purpose he may have in view. 
Very truly, yours, 
W. B. ALLISON. 


Knowing General Dodge intimately, I earnestly concur in all of the fore- 


D. B. HENDERSON. 
We all know who HENDERSON is and who ALLISON is. 
I have known Gen. G. M. Dodge over thirty years. He is one of Iowa's 


most foremost men, and any statement made by him would be considered by 
those who know him to be true. Heis a man of high sense of honor and a 


personal friend. 
; JOHN W. GEAR. 

We know who GEAR is, A 

I ask attention also to the following: 

No. 1 BROADWAY, NEw York, May 12, 1896. 

DEAR SIR: Bepiying to your letter of May 11 in relation to Gen. George E. 
Spencer, I do not see how I can write anything stronger than in my letter 
dated St. Louis, May 9, 1865, where I recommended him for promotion to the 
rank of brigadier-general. _ 

On my staff he took part in all the engagements which my command was 
in up to Kenesaw Mountain, and you will find him mentioned in my official 
report with proper credit. : 

hilst incommand of the Alabama Neh gee in the District of Corinth, he 
8 in several noted raids, and no doubt his official reports of this are 
hen he left me in June, 1864, to resume command of his ent, he fell 
under the direct command of General Van Dever, at Rome, Ga., a detached 
portion of my corps. After that he fell directly under the command of Gen- 
eral Sherman and took part in all the engagements up to the Carolinas, com- 
manding a brigade in Kilpatrick's division, and whatever battles he took part 
in while in that division no doubt his official reports will show. 

There is no doubt as to General Spencer's standing as an officer, his cour- 
age, and the ability with which he handled his men on the battlefield. 

He had good ju ae and was an officer that great discretion could be 
given when sent with orders. In addition to this, during the time I held the 
country and protected Grant's flank in the Vicksburg campaign, General 
Spencer was sent with some very important communications to the enemy, 
e eho 3 into Fragen lines and rrea a also Tere = when I 

cami `s rear, destroying supplies in the Tennessee 
Valley. “ie 3 duties with great 278 never failing to 
accomplish What he was sent for. 
I am, truly, yours, 

U. H. PAINTER, Esq., Washington, D. CO. 

Now, in view of these corroborative proofs I ask that the Senate 
bill be ed without the amendment of the Honse committee. 
We ask the paltry amount of $75 a month for the widow of Gen- 
eral Spencer, who for twelve years served his State in the United 
States Senate and who for ee upon the field of battle was 
brevetted a major-general. eask simply for $75a month. Over 
and over again we have seen instances where this amount has 
been given in this House to the widows of undistinguished and 
unknown men. I ask for the destitute widow of General Spencer 
simple justice. ) n ‘ 

5 CROWTHER. I wish to say in reply to my friend from 
New Jersey [Mr. STEWART] that we are proposing to pension the 
widow not of General Spencer but of Colonel Spencer, for the 
rank of colonel was the highest he ever attained during the war. 
Nor are we engaged in pensioning ex-Senators of the United States 
or their widows. Weare proposing to pension the widow of Colo- 
nel Spencer at the highest figure that the law allows in such cases 
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ting that amount has been passed, 


$30 a month. A House bill 
The committee have care 3 this question, and the 


have unanimously recommended that this Senate bill be redu 


in amount from $75 to $30 a month, which is what the law would 


give her if she could prove that her husband’s death originated 
from army service. > 

Mr. B of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, in this case, 
though it may bo true that tho highest actual rank held by Gen- 
eral spencer was that of colonel, yet it is not by any means true 
that the committee or the House has confined the rate allowed on 
pensions to that fixed by the law. 

Here is one of those meritorious cases where this widow should 
receive such a pension as the committee has been accustomed to 
give the widows of other officers of like grade. I can not under- 
stand how the committee, in view of its other recommendations, 
should recommend the cutting down of this pension to $30 a 
month. At least there should have been $50 to make it at all com- 
mensurate with what the committee has very frequently done in 
other cases, and at the proper time I shall move to strike out 
“thirty,” if that amendment of the committee is insisted upon, 
and insert fifty.” 

Mr. CROW T . Mr. Chairman, I move, as a substitute for 
the pending amendment, that the Senate bill lieon the table. The 
House bill has been pee for the same beneficiary. 

Mr. DINGLEY. e motion should be, that the bill be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that such action be taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman moves that the committee 
recommend that the bill lie on the table. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. I make the point of order that that can not 
be done. It can not be laid on the table in committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the parliamen status of the bill 
now? Will the Chair be kind enough to explain? 

The CHAIRMAN. The only question is with reference to this 
bill. It is a Senate bill—— 

Mr. PICKLER. But this same bill, or a bill 8 the 
same party, passed the committee last week and is among the 
untinished business yet on the Calendar. This bill or the other 
bill ought to lie on the table. f 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the other was 
a House bill. This is a Senate bill. But itis competent for this 
committee to recommend either or both favorably or otherwise. 

Mr. CROWTHER. In order to facilitate the granting of pen- 
sion to this party, I will withdraw ay motion to recommend that 
it lie on the table and let the bill of the Senate be passed with the 
amendment recommended by the committee. 

Past 3 The House passed the bill for 880 a month the 
other day. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. do not understand whether this is a 
bill for General Spencer or his widow. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is unable to give any other infor- 
mation than that appearing in the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Gentlemen are talking of a 
widow in this case, but on the Calendar it seems to 
for General Spencer himself. 

Mr. STEW ART of New Jersey. The name given in the title of 
the bill is the name of this lady herself. 

Mr. MILNES. I move that that part of the bill be read again, 
to see who is the 5 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection; and the bill was again reported. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Now, Mr. Chairman, I moye 
to amend the committee amendment by striking out thirty“ and 
inserting ! fifty.” 

Mr. STEWART of New J 2 I accept that amendment. 

The question being taken on the amendment tothe amendment, 
the committee divided; and there were—ayes 41, noes 46. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The Chairman announced the appointment of Mr. BAKER of 
New Hampshire and Mr. PICKLER as tellers. 

Mr. TALBERT. V rise to a parliamentary inquiry. AsIunder- 
stand it, the motion of the gentleman from New Hampshire is to 
strike out thirty“ and insert fifty. Now all of those voting 
in favor of that amendment express themselves in favor of fixing 
850 by the House as against the rule fixed in the Senate, whereas 
those who vote against it are practically in favor of $75 a month 
pension in these cases. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can only state that the amend- 
ment of the committee is to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five” and insert 
“thirty,” to which the gentleman from New Hampshire moves 
an amendment by striking out the amendment proposed by the 
committee—that is, ‘‘ thirty ”—and inserting fifty.“ 

Mr. TALBERT. Exactly; and if we do not get the fifty we 
will have to take the seventy-five. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 81, noes 43 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to, 


nsion to a 
a pension 


1896. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the amended 
bill with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. MILNES. [rise to a parliamen inguiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MILNES. If I understood the bill when it was read a mo- 
ment or two ago it was to pension William” Somebody. Iunder- 
stand the object is to pension a widow—— 

Mr. WHEELER. t is her name—William Loring Spencer. 

Mr. BARRETT. That is her correct name. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can only state what the bill con- 
tains, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. . = 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rec- 
ommend that the House bill lie on the table. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the House bill 
has been reported to the House. Under those circumstances the 
committee would have no jurisdiction, and the motion would be 
out of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. I thought it was in the committee, but I be- 


lieve it has Deen tse to the House. 
The CHAIR . The Clerk will report the next bill. 
ALEXANDER C. MORRISON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
6552) granting increase of pension to Alexander C. Morrison. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the Fos roll the name of Alexander 
C. Morrison, late a corporal. in Co’ y E, Fourth Iowa Veteran Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension of per month. 
` The report (by Mr. PICKLER) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the 


H. R. 
6552 — increase of pension to Alexander C. Morrison, havin; full. 
ot — the facts in the case, = r 


ge erin report: 
The soldier enlisted September 23, 1861, in Company E, Fourth Iowa Cav- 
alry, and was honorably discharged August 8, 1865. 

e records show that from mber 9, 1864, to June 16, 1865, he was in 


ital under treatment for injury to leg, diarrhea, and other complications, 
2 and contracted in line of duty. 
October 3, 1876, he was pensioned at 2 March 30, 1880, increased to $; De- 
cember 1, 1 to $6; July 22, 1885, to $8; June 13, 1888, to $17. 
The RENCOR aggravation of claimant's disabilities du g this time is indi- 
cated by the reports of the examining boards, as follows: 8 
February 1, 1878, one-half total; 30, 1880, “a difficult case to rate“; 
mber 1, 1881, three-fourths total; July 2, 1885, total; June 14, 1888, sixteen- 


a Mer ye 2 
alleging disease of eyes, scurvy, piles, 


1890 he filed an increase claim, 
deafness, and general debility, in addition to injury to leg, varicose veins, 
and ulcers. 
Janu 6, 1892, 


e examinin: rates him thus: 3 ulcera- 
hteent. 


, th g board 
tion of le 32230 varicose veins, four-ei s; deafness, 
six-eighteenths: scurvy, two-cighteenths; piles, two-cighteenths. 


February ete gin the claim was approved for disease of eyes, deafness, 


3 The medical referee, however, found other grounds on which to disallow 
the claim, and uses this language: 
“Injury to left leg an® resulting varicose veins and ulcers, seventeen- 
. eighteenths; no increase. Piles, four-cighteenths—rate for combined disa- 
bilities not to exceed seventeen-eighteenths. Reject claim for disease of 
eyes and Jeafness; no ratable disability since filing.” 
n lost sight of entirely. 


The rating for scurvy and results seems to have 
Claimant is 60 years of . and the medical and lay evidence on file in the 
1 69 75 Bureau shows that he has been for several years and is now totally 


5 believe that the soldier is justly entitled to $30 per month, 
and therefore respectfully recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to the 
action which the committee has just taken in regard to the pen- 
sioning of generals’ widows. I want tostatein be of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and I want it understood, that this 
Committee of the Whole on last Wednesday and to-day have re- 
peatedly and persistently put up the amounts recommended by 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions in pensioning generals’ widows. 
Last week the bill to pension Mrs. Spencer passed the Committee 
of the Whole at $30 on the recommendation of the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. To-day this Committee of the Whole disregard 
that recommendation and pass the same bill at $50. And so in re- 
gard to other bills. I do not refer particularly to the case of 

s. Spencer, but I am speaking generally on the subject. The 
Committee on Invalid Pensions were criticised early in the ses- 
sion for reporna ies which were alleged to be for large amounts; 
but I desire to the attention of the Committee of the Whole 
to the fact that the Committee of the Whole is persistently going 
above the recommendations of the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
in the cases of brigadier-generals and major-generals. I hope 
that the Committee on Invalid Pensions will not be criticised 

‘hereafter My Bact Lay on this floor in that regard. 

Mr. TALBERT. Chairman 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I can not yield now. 
eed 3 . The gentleman from South Dakota declines 

e 
. PICKLER. It seems in every case,as I stated here the 


other evening, that when a bill comes from a State in which 


XXVITI—330 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5265 


gentlemen reside ey ngs all about the theory which they ad- 
vocate as to other bills. I merely desire to call attention to the 
fact that the Committee on Invalid Pensions are proving to be the 
conservative body connected with this House, and that this Com- 
mittee of the Whole are voting up and increasing the recommen- 
dations of the Committee on Invalid Pensions in the case of 
generals and erals’ widows. 

Mr. TALBERT. I desire to second the motion of the gentle- 
man in his endeavor to establish a uniform rate of pensions for 
officers and officers’ widows. I have gone hand in hand with the 
gentleman in that respect; but I want to say that I have failed to 
control the Democratic party‘on this side of the House, who rush 
through like stall-fed horses and vote for $75 and $100 every time 
when $50 is pro . I will do all I can to help the gentleman, 
but I can not control the boys on this side. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of 
the committee, and of the country as well, to the fact that the 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions [Mr. PIcKLER] 
voted to disregard the action of the committee in reducing the 
pension of Mrs. Spencer from $75 to $30 per month and to put it 


up to $50. 

Mr.PICKLER. I beg the gentleman's pardon. Heis mistaken. 
I did not do any such thing. The Committee on Invalid Pensions 
recommended that bill at $30 a month. 

Mr. WOOD. And the gentleman got upand accepted an amend- 
ment ponang $50. 

Mr. PICKLER. No; we cut the Senate bill down to 830. 

Mr. WOOD. I understand that, but I am speaking of what 
occurred here on the floor. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would not misrepresent the committee. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


GIDEON L. M’GINNIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6549) granting a pension to Gideon L. McGinnis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place apon the 8 roll the name of Gideon 
L. McGinnis, late of Company K, Thirteenth Illinois Cavalry, and pay him å 
pension of $30 per month. 

_ The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended inserting in 
line 5, after the word late,“ the words a private.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The report (by Mr. PICKLER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6349) granting a pension to Gideon L. McGinnis, having carefully considered 
the facts in fully report: 

Claimant enlisted April 1, 1 in Company D, Thirteenth Illinois Cavalry, 

p ý 


e Case, re: 


at * elle fae sero the old law, alleging diarrh: 
e applied for ‘pension under the o w, alle iles, and 
rheumatism contracted in line of duty. His Arrera as to arian ie aa. 
stantiated by the testimony of one comrade, and the records report him sick 
during July and August, 1562, and show that he was in hospital under treat- 
ment for fever and dysentery in August and October, 1864. Continuance of 
disa ey is satisfactorily proved down to the year 1870, after which time 
and until about 1885 the claimant did not reside long enough at any one place 
to allow aera eee to gain a knowledge of his 


December 17, 1800, the examining board gives him a rating of sixteen- 
eighteenths. 


e is now drawing a pension of $12 under the act of June 27, 1890. 


Since his last examination his disabilities have greatly increased, and 


the 
affidavits of several nei i 
Of belief, almost dectitnte and totally disabled at the Seecont than” Tee 
could prove continuance he would undoubtedly be entitled to $30 per month, 
and in view of all the facts your committee respectfully recommend th 
sage of the bill with the folio amendment: 

In line 5, after the word late, insert “a private.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I hope the Committee of 
the Whole House will be admonished by the chairman of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions not to interfere with the reports 
of that committee. The fact about it is, I do not know why this 
Committee of the Whole is here. I do not know any earthly use 
that it fills. There is no demand for it that I know of. The 
Committee on Invalid Pensions alone is quite sufficient to do this 
business, I find. In point of fact, if I had my way about it, I 
would leave the whole subject to the chairman of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. PICKLER. You would do well. Iam always here, and 
that is more than the gentleman from Ohio can say. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; one of the most efficient men on 
earth is the chairman of that committee. I know it, for he has 
admitted it to me [laughter], and admissions are competent proof 
in cases of that character. 

Mr. PICKLER. They ought to be. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman admits that he is always 
here, and now he reprimands the boys for un ing to have a 
voice in this matter. I advise that hereafter there be no inter- 
ference with the reports of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
They understand it, and you do not know anything about it. 
Now, 3 ne go N an 88 ays h as fast as we 
can. lwan some ag er down on the 
Calendar than we are now. 
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Nr. PICKLER. ‘You are in favor of going above the recom- 
mendations of the Committee on Invalid Pensions in the cases of 


gen % 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh. I am opposed to any interference with 
the reports of the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman from Ohio is a great deal bet- 
ter on blackboard exercises than he is on pensions, [Laughter.] 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having taken 
the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2281) to amend an act entitled “An act granting pen- 
sions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclu- 
sive, known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, Cherokee dis- 
turbances, and the Seminole war,” approved July 27, 1892; 

A bill (S. 2913) granting a pension of $20 a month to Nettie A. 


Cheeks; 
A bill (S. 2859) 2 the time for holding circuit court of 
the United States at rtford, in the district of Connecticut; 

A bill (S. 1833) to amend the act of March 1, 1895, and other 
acts relating to the United States court in the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes; 

Joint resolution (S. Res. 185) providing for the appointment of 
a commission to report upon the practicability of establishing near 
Washington, D. C., a ground map of the United States; an 

A bill (S. 2237) providing for the appointment of a guardian for 
pensioners in certain cases in the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles, with amendments; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 4179) to amend section 3719 of the Revised Statutes; 

A bill (H. R. 5379) making it unlawful to shoot at or into any 
railway locomotive or car, or at any person thereon, or to throw 
any rock or other missile at or into any locomotive or car, and for 


other porpora : 

A bill (H. R. 7824) to authorize and empower the State of Sonth 
Dakota to select the Fort Sully Military Reservation, in said State, 
as a part of the lands granted to the State under the provisions of 
an act to provide for the admission of South Dakota into the 
Union, approved February 22, 1889, and for indemnity school lands, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7671) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate one condemned cannon and condemned can- 
non balls to U. S. Grant Post, No. 72, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Washington, Ind., Department of Indiana; 

A bill (H. R. 8012) donating one condemned cannon and balls 
to Grand Army of the Republic post of Sparta, III.; 

A bill (H. R. 4324) authorizing the PPRT the Navy to 
5 n condemned cannon to the city of wood, Peoria 

aunty, UI.; 

A bill (H. R. 5217) making one year’s residence in a Territory a 
prerequisite to obtaining a divorce there; 

A bill (H. R. 6298) to correct military record of Charles K. 


Jenree, etc.; 
A bill (H. R. 6833) defining the standard shape and size for dry 
measures in use in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 


poses; and 

A bill (H. R. 7161) for the relief of Benjamin F. Jones. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 6836) to amend section 2981 of the 
Revised Statutes as amended by the act of June 10, 1880. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to return to the House, in com- 

liance with its 13 its resolution agreeing to the amendments of the 
I aur tonna ancl to OAOE perms violating She 
frovisions thereof in the District of Columbia. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 8279) to authorize the reassessment 
of water-main taxesin the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes, asked a conference with the House on the bill and 
amendments, and had appointed Mr. Proctor, Mr. FAULKNER, 
and Mr. MCMILLAN as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 8260) to authorize the establishment 
of alife-saving station at Port Huron, on the coast of Lake Huron 
Michigan, asked a conference on the bill and amendments, an 
had appointed Mr. NELSON, Mr. Pasco, and Mr. MCMILLAN as 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 2698) authorizing the construction of 
a bridge over the Mississippi River to the city of St. Louis, in the 
State of Missouri, from some suitable point between the north 


line of St. Clair County, II., and thesouthwest line of said coun: 
asked a conference with the House of Representatives on the 
and amendments, and had appointed Mr. Vest, Mr. ELKINS, and 
Mr. Joxxs of Nevada as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 
The committee again resumed its session. 
SARAH A. STACEY. 

90400 ner ban ess on Sa lat 3 was bill (H. R. 

granting a pension tacey, dependent mother of 
Manley T. Stacey, late private Company D, One hundred and 
eleventh Regiment New York Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior 
authorized and directed to place pt fia 1 che ne da haroby, 
at the rate now authorized to be to pensioners of a similar class the 
name of Mary A. Stacey, oe ge mother of Manley T. Stacey, latoa pri- 
Sate of Company D, One hun and eleyenth Regiment New York Infantry 

Mr. POOLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking ont 
the word ‘‘ Mary ” and inserting the word Sarah”; also to change 
the title in the same = 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 6, strike out * — =e aig 
8 er — Mary and insert the word “Sarah”; so as 

The CHAR E AS Without objection, the amendment will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. POOLE. Mr. i , I can state briefly the contents of 
the report, if I may be permitted to do so.. The bill proposes to 
pension Sarah A. Stacey as the dependent mother of Manley T. 
Stacey, who was accidentally killed while in the Army. He 
was accidentally shot. and the Pension Office decided that it 
wasenot in the line of duty. The fact is that he and several 
comrades were scuffling, and in the course of the scuffle they 
picked up a revolver that was sup to be empty, and one of 
the boys pointed the revolver at this man and . The result 
was that he was instantly killed. The Pension Office can not 
grant a pension to the woman on that ground. She is now about 
70 years old and very poor. The bill is a very meritorious one, 
and I hope there will be no opposition. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. PooLz) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


6046) to pension A. Stacey, after duly considering the same, togeth: 
with the evidence itted 4 — gr — respectfully repart as Tol- 


lows: 

Manley T. Stacey enlisted Au: 6, 1862, in Company D, One hundred and 
eleventh Regiment New York Volunteers, and died in the regimental hos- 
pital at or near Brandy Station, Va., on the 6th day of December, 1863. 

On the latter date he, with two of his comrades, was in the tent of their 
captain, and one of the party, Catlin by name, pat up an old revolver snd 
began playfully snapping it at young Stacey. Unknown to Catlin, one of the 
chambers of the revolver was loaded and the charge exploded, the bullet 
lodging in the brain of young Stacey, who died in laos thai half an hour 
the: ter. The only persons who were witnesses of the accident 
were Charles M. and Luther Rogers, the latter now deceased. 

The evidence as to the circumstances attending the accident varies in some 


parti but in the main is ve: lain and sirang, 
In a letter to his wife, written at the date of the accident and published in 
the Lyons (N. Y.) Republican of January 1, 1564, Capt. Se Holmes, 


of Company D, One hundred and eleventh New York Volunteers, says: 

een wit Catlin picked up’ Lieu ienen? Oresa 
my rs ing er, when u; eutenant Green’s 
revolver (which he did not know was loaded) and Trent to sna it. 
There happened to be two loads in it and one of them went off, the hit- 
ting Stacey in the corner of his eye, killing him almost instantly.” 

In an affidavit made in January last he says he was not present at the fimo 
of the accident, but was in a tent just in rear; that as rted to him at the 
time by those present, Stacey was blacking his boots at the time when Catlin 


reyolver. 
examiner of the Bureau of 


ha: 
first, but thinks bad = nae hold of it; that they were fooling with each 
no 
Stacey before it went off; that both Captain Holmes and Lieutenant Green 


Stacey the revolver was snap d pre- 
tend he was hit, until finally Catlin came to the loaded chamber and the re- 
volyer was Legh ng Sader e in the forehead. 

Sa A. Stacey, the efi: named in this bill, is shown to be the de- 

dent mother of the victim of accident. She is 75 years of age and in 
eeble health. The special examiner who was detailed by the Pension Bureau 
to examine as to the question of her d dence reports as follows: 

“They [Mrs. Stacey and her daugh' are in straitened circumstances, 
and are borrowing money of friends to live on. About all the income they 
have is what a T, Si gaoat oar on y teaching music.“ 

In 1893 Mrs. 1 70 her d with the Pension Bureau, and after ex- 
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3 accident was wholly blameless. ‘There is no evidence tending to 
show that this of comrades were wrongfully in the tontof thelr captain; 
appears from the evidence that one (Rogers) ten ted 


himse 
dence does not — out the 

the nog which was the —— his 

Your committee therefore y A that this bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
OLIVE u. LEWIS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6472) os a pension to Olive M. Lewis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., pis he Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed t upon the on roll the name of Olive M. 
Lewis, widow of John Bk ght, late of y C, Second New Jersey 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pana os dollars per month. 


The report (by Mr. Pool) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referréd the bill (H.R. 
a pension of $12 per month to Olive M. Lewis, as widow of 


6472) granti 
John B. H. night. 1 late of Company C. Second aed Infantry Volunteers, 
nevoi ciuman and fully considered all —— — circumstances in evi- 


8 — es as follo 
corporal, Com C, Second New Jerse 
and died in — at 5 
tember 3. 1862, from dysentery contragted in service. He had been 
married, and three ch 5 ward L., born September 23, 1850; Ida M. M., born 
July 29, 1852, and born November 17, 1854, were the fruits of this prior 
His is first wife died September 7. 1858. 

He was married to the claimant December 29, 1861, by whom he had no 

children, but claimant Eher hu up, oa for, and educated his children by 


Joha B. ee 


try Volunteers, Mey 271 27. 1551. 


ght, 
h 16, 1825 pat fai ae servod un until it 55 10.1 iro, 
when he was on s dise . He was si t date of — —ö 
chronic disease of lungs, contracted while in — — and speedil me 
more weak and help per — with consumption on le ae 28, 1870, 


ahont two months after 
— as dependent upon this Edward L. 


pplicant 7 for ed Tor pensi 
t, who b his obligation to contribute to her Pappot and 


. = July July 26, 1890, under the act of June 27,1890; but claim 
was rejected February 16, 1893, on the ground that she was not the mother of 


the soldier. 
She is now 62 Pte 5 of age, in destitute circumsta cared for, 


brought up, and educated her husband's children e stepson, 
Edward L. Knight, kindly laboring for him in his last illness, contracted 
while he was in the service) until they could care for themselves. 

Your committee believe she should msioned, and recommend that the 
bill be amended by front ead all after the word Lewis,“ in the fifth line 
pna adding in lieu thereof the following: ** Dependent stepmother of Edward 

Knight, late of the U. S. S. Portsmouth, of the United States Navy, and pay 
her a N of $12 per month,“ and as so — urgently favor the pas- 


3 FALDURI Mr. 3 it seems to me oye this is an 
entirely new departure. is to grant a pension in the interest 
ofa —— mother. I do not think there is any precedent for it; and 
if this House passes this bill it will be establishing a precedent, so 
that stepmothers can come in and draw pensions. 

Mr. PICKLER. That has always been the case, let me say to 
the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Sex TALBERT, I willask the gentlemanif that has been done 
‘ore? 

Mr. PICKLER. If the stepmother had the care of the child, 
and the boy then became a soldier, poumon has been granted, 

Mr. TALBERT. Is there any preceden 

‘Mr. PICKLER. If in the poe bs years of the child’s life she takes 
— place of a mother, Congress has time and again granted apen- 


Mr. TALBERT. But the ee is by a special bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is by special bill. 

Mr. TALBERT. There is nothing in the general law that 
allows this. 
. Reza There is nothing in the general law that 

ows i 

Mr. TALBERT. I would like to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and I am only for information, 
Why does she not draw a pension as the Anew of her husband? 

Mr. PICKLER. Thisisthecaseofastepmother. Her husband 
was not a soldier. It was her stepson that was the soldier. The 
spe Pac took when a child went into the service. 

r. TALBERT. Then this is a case of step all around, is it? 
Mr. PICKLER. It is the case ofastepmother. The soldier was 


a stepson. 

Mr. TALBERT, They propose to step into a pension? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Allow me to call the attention of the gentle- 
man to the fact that John B. seal bs tome was the husband of this 


woman and he enlisted as corporal 9 C of the Second 
New Jersey Infantry Volunteers, ana di tery con- 
tracted in the service. The stepson, Edward L. ight, is the 


one on account of whose serviceshe is asking fora pension. Why 
not pension her as the widow of the husband instead of as the 
stepmother of a stepson? 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not know. 
Mr. ERDMAN. Is she going to draw two pensions? 
Mr. PICKLER. No; she is not drawing a pension. 


Mr. LOUD (to Mr. ErpMAN). Probably she remarried. 
The CHAIR The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 


Mr. PICKLER. Iam informed by the clerk of the committee 
that she remarried. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JOSIAH P. BRADBURY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5852) to increase the pension of Josiah P. Bradbury. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit yer ena ete., 85 the Becretary of the Interior spo ay rea 1 5 rs 
authorized toincrease t he pension of Josiah P. Bradbury, la te in 
pany M. First Maine SATY Sele? and | Day him at the paye of $30 per 
— in lieu of the pension now pai by certificate No. 65366. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that I will move 
that the committee rise at fifteen minutes past 5, and then move 
that the House adjourn. 

The report (by Mr. 5 was read, as follows: 


The 5 Invalid Pensions, to whom was soe = bill (H. R. 
5852) to increase the pension of piinia P. Bradbu: 8 . — ry carefully 
wpe j the evidence on file here,as well as the Pension Mice p papers, re- 
vta ‘ollows: 
This soldier served in Com: B, Eleventh Wisconsin Volunteer Infan 

from Set tap ag re 18, 1861, to A Brill 10, 0 we when he was discharged on surgeon’ 8 
certificate of disability. whic shows that he was aeaa, of performing 
the Espo of a soldier, because 

Exposu 


again for disabili 
wound received in battle before Petersburg, 8 1864; 


ee 
3 is s pensioned at $17 for ot wound of right knee and malarial 
poisoning. Certificate of medica tion board of United States 
examining surgeons, made on June 5. 1805. aoa: ht knee, extension com- 
plete; i a eiir ble be oe a ‘right angle. p: 
very tender cicat] 10 m, three-fourths inch below genera! surface); 
inner side head a one-half inch by 2} inches, showing recent scab of 


separation of old 
Right le 
constantly, ith 
e varices increasing 
ieee impossible, while the ap- 
. —.— —— of necrotic processes. 
tion that the soldier is in a worse condition 
t leg were amputated below the knee, and 
as this condition is found to nd an to the wound for which he is pensioned 
by the board of su ms, W. the man before them and a chance to 
see for themselves just how — is 5 ‘our committee are inclined to be 
governed by their Judgment rather than by that of the medical referee of 
the Pension Office, who has er, especially as the fin 
of the local board is corroborated by evidence = showing tha 
claimant is wholly disabled for manual labor, and they therefore 
the passage of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


amount of 
pearance of the cicatrix is of 

It is apparent 7 — this descript 
and more disabled than if his 


not seen the soldi 
other 


JENNIE E. MOORE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


6247) to grons a pension to Miss Jennie E. Moore. 
The was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of tho Interior be, and 88 is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe 
and limitations of the — — laws, the name of Miss Jennie E. Dos or- 
han. invalid cee 5 PE Charles E. oore, late of compen K, Twenty-fifth 
ent Ilin arkay yh e Lovina J. re his wit wife, now both 


ay grees pny terse ieee ag $30 per month. 
The report (by Mr. Woop) is as follows: 


Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


6247) to grant a ion to Miss Jennie E. Moore, submit the following report. 
The evidence mw he eee kde that Charles E. Moo: val pan 
K, ey DEt Ulin olunteers, ves enlisted June 1, and discharged 
March 31 for FEAA e Kind of disability not shown e record. 


He does not appear to have drawn any pension. He died n e 1873, 
meagan od rhe . diarrhea. — 


Lavinia J. Moore, mother of claimant, was legally married to soldier March 
2,1569. ‘The claimant was born Jan 2,1873. Lavinia J. Moore, the mother, 


was joned under act of June 27, 1 at $8 per month from May 15, 1801. 
She was insane ber 18. 1804. i 5 11 tes for her, 
and she in insane hospital at Kankakee, III. Her pension 
was drawn by conservator to January 4, 1895. 


No person whatever ma or has been since widow's death, drawing a pension 
on 3 of soldier. 


ds. 

head, ana can aay ns moet pe asheet. She lives with her d: n 

1 vely. She has he ot raphe — 
the former of Bz — She is now living on charity. Nobody 
1. 3 3 to her, or cos the commi to be tags to — ae 

w of these Se enna 
bill with amendments, after the word “orp! Ain ee tks 

words Pas rae helpless,” and in line 7 etter the word late,” the word 

‘ privat 


5268 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 14, 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


LEWIS KEISER, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the objection 
which I made a while ago to the request of the gentleman from 
Nebraska for the consideration of a bill which he desired to call up. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to take up for consideration at this time the bill (H. R. 
Moe! snang an increase of pension to Lewis Keiser, of Hub- 

, Nebr. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska? 

Mr. HICKS. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded, which is 
equivalent to an objection. The Clerk will report the next bill. 


CATHERINE DILLON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 148) 
granting a pension to Catherine Dillon, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catherine Dillon, of Logans- 

rt, Ind., widow of Patrick Dillon, deceased, late a private of Co’ 6 E. 
Ninth Regiment of Illinois Cavalry, snd pay her a pension at the rate of $12 


per month. 
The report (by Mr. Woop) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 148) 
8 nsion to Catherine Dillon, submit the following report: 
Patri on was a private soldier in 8 E, Ninth Ines Cavalry. 
He served from October 3, 1861, to February 9, 1864, without the loss of a day, 
80 far as the record shows. He is presumed to have been a dier. 
There is nothing on record to the Contrary during this time. 
in the service, th 10, 1864, at regimental hospital, according tothe record, 
from delirium tremens; according to other testimony, of fever brought on 

ba, Anas pb use of w. 5 
is widow, the claimant, Catherine Dillon, is pact oars of age; was 


to the soldier in 1845; she is without properiy and needy, and is su’ 
13 fact, isa county charge. eis not enti toa pension under 
the general laws on the factsshown. The oner of Pensions holds 
that death is not equivalent to an honorable under act of June 27, 
1890, and rejected her = 


ion that soldier's death was “due to his 
service.” do not so believe, but do his 
ee eee ate eae? Te 
Pe therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 

Mr. TALBERT, Mr. Chairman, I see that the report in this 
case states that the record shows that this soldier died of delirium 
tremens, and I want to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions whether it is the opinion of the committee that 
he contracted that disease in the service. [Laughter. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not profess to be a doctor. He died in 
the service, and his widow is now asking for this pension. 

Mr. TALBERT. I suppose the gentleman from South Dakota, 
being a prohibitionist, does not know anything about matters of 
that kind, but the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Woop] is in 
charge of the bill, and I will ask him the question. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, this is a Senate bill, introduced by 
Senator TURPIE. There is nobody, I believe, on this floor who is 

ially interested in it. I have examined the evidence, and am 
prepared to tell this committee, in not more than two minutes, 
the whole case. The husband of this claimant was an Irishman. 
He loved his adopted country. For many months he had worn 
its uniform and followed the fortunes of its flag. He loved lib- 
erty, too, He was willing to risk his life that the poor and o 
pressed of another race might be free. During all the time he 
was in the service there is no record that he was absent a day 
from his command or that he missed a battle. He loved to fight, 
as is shown by the fact that he was always present when fighting 
was to be done. He had enlisted, and then he reenlisted to serve, 
not for three months or six months or a year, but during the 
8 the last battle should be fought and peace should be 
restored. 

I think it is fairly deducible from the evidence that he loved 
whisky. [Laughter.] If that be asin, the Lord have mercy on 
some other Irishmen, and a good many Americans, and a few offi- 
cers of high rank to whom previous Congresses have given pen- 
sions by special acts. [Laughter.] After serving two years or 
more, nearly his full time, he reenlisted as a veteran soldier. He 
served until a few days before his death. There is no reason to 
doubt that he got on ‘‘a bit of a spree” and was taken to the hos- 
pital where he died. His widow was married to him away back 
on the Old Sod in 1843. She was comparatively a young woman 
when he died, but she has remained true to his name and to his 
memory through all these long and dreary years. She has never 
remarried. She is now old and helpless and friendless, a county 
charge. She applied to the Commissioner of Pensions, but was 
told that the death of her husband in the Army after almost three 
years of faithful service was not an honorable discharge. 

Mr. Chairman, the Power that planted in the breast of that poor 
Irishman the love of liberty and of country, and the love of com- 


Your commi 


bat as well, and permitted his frailties and imperfections, mus- 
tered him out of that service, and it hardly lies in the mouth of a 
petty officer of the great Government that he served so long and 
faithfully to pronounce that muster out or that discharge a dis- 
honorable one; and while I do not know,I am just believing that 
the Great Deepens of all events has been more just and more mer- 
ciful to poor at Dillon than the Commissioner of Pensions has 
been to his old widow. The facts are all before you, gentlemen. 
I believe that this House is entitled to all the facts of the case, and 
I have given them as they appear tome. This man served near! 

three years honorably and faithfully, and I believe that his ol 

and Bepa, widow ought to have this pension. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, of course it was a Republican 
Administration that refused this pension; for under the present 
rulings death in the service is held to be an honorable discharge 
where there has been a previous enlistment of thirty days. But 
as this Committee of the Whole has just voted to pension a serv- 
ant girl as a quasi nurse, I do not think we ought to scruple at 
pensioning this widow, even if her husband did die of delirium 
tremens. She could not help it, poor woman. But it does grate 
a little to accept that as a disease of service origin. Still the re- 
sponsibility, gentlemen, rests with you; and you are equal to it. 

The question being taken, the bill was ordered to be laid aside 
to be reported favorably. 

WILLIAM GROSE. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 515) granting a pension to 
William Grose. 

Mr. PICKLER. It has been suggested to me that the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Jounson] called this bill up and had it 
pasoa by unanimous consent ten daysago. I ask, therefore, that 

t be passed over for bor eo without losing any rights. 

The CHAIRMAN. e Chair is informed that the bill has 
passed the House. Without objection, the request of the gentle- 
man from South Dakota [Mr. PIcKLER] will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

x LUE R. BROWN. 

The next business was the bill (S. 1672) granting a pension to 
Lue R. Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lue R. Brown, ow of the 
late William A. Brown, formerly first lieutenant and adjutant of the Sixth 
Indiana Cavalry, msion at the rate of a month from and 


ch 


8 her a 
after the passage of act; w. 
she now receives. 


| The report (by Mr. KIRKPATRICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1672) 
granting a pension to Lue R. Brown, having carefully considered the same, 
adopt the accompanying Senate pops (No. 130) as their own, and respect- 
fully recommend the passage of the 


[Senate Report No. 130, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session.] 

It appears that William A. Brown was enrolled July 24, 1862, at Greencastle, 
Ind., for 5 and was mustered into service August 18, 1862, to dato 
from July 24, 1882, as A priveo of Company C, 8 Indiana 8 
the d tion of which regiment was subsequently changed to the Six 
Indiana Cavalry. He was promoted to be sergeant-major Augos 19, 1862, and 
to be first lieutenant and adjutant of the regiment to date from December 
13, 1862. He was mustered out of service and honorably dischar; while 
holding the grade of first lieutenant and adjutant, to date from July 27, 
having been rendered 5 by the consolidation of the regiment. 
He appears to have been present with his command or properly accounted 
uring the entire period of his service. 

It further a that he was appointed consul to San Juan del Norte, 
Nicaragua, in December of 1884. where he served until Jan of 1882. The 
severity of the climate of Nicaragua entirely destroyed his health, which was 
much impaired by exposure and a wound he received in the shoulder during 
the war; and when he returned to his home and family he was a complete 


pension shall be in lieu of the pension 


for 


physi: requiring constant care and attention until his admission to 

the Hampton itary Home in the spring of 1 where he was admitted in 

a deplorable Po dg condition, and where his shattered and broken health 
er failed him until death relieved him of his suffi F 


e e 

8, 1895. Claimant ves a pension of SA month under the widows’ pension 
act of June 27, 1890, but the amount is totally inadequate for the support of 
herself and her young daughter of 16 years, and her present needs are ve! 
pressing. In view of thelong and honorable military services of her husband, 
and the utter destruction of his health and final loss of life in another branch 
of the Government service, t has been deprived of her only protec- 
tion and sappa 

The following letter from Hon. D. W. VOORHEES, who personally knew the 

podie and has knowledge of the petitioner and the tacts in the case, is also 
su 


mitted: 
“JANUARY 24, 1898. 


“MY DEAR SENATOR: I introduced a bill a day or two ago grantin spn: 
sion of a month to Mrs. Lue R. Brown. Iknew the husband of this y 
well and intimately; he was mayor of Greencastle, in my own State, at one 
time, and a man of h standing and character. He was as gallunt and true 
asoldier as ever drew sword in defense of the Union during the late war, 
and was as modest in the discharge of his duty as he was brave and patriotic, 
and never sought in the plain discharge of his duty as a soldier any prefer- 
ment or advancement to which his services did not justly entitle He 
was among the first to respond to the call to arms, having enlisted as a pri- 


vate in the Seventy-first Indiana Volunteers as early as puget 28, and 
served continuously throughout the entire war, aud was fi y muste: out 
as first lieutenant and adjutant July 27, 1865. His rapid promotion from the 


ranks shortly after his mt to the grade of first Heutenant was but a 
small tion of his worth and merit. He was subsequently assigned to 
duty as adjutant of his regiment, the Sixth Indiana Cavalry. which had been 


1896. 
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formed from the Seventy-first Regiment of Volunteers. The history of the 
services performed by that regiment are too familiar for me to undertake to 
rehearse here. 

“T can not speak too strongly of this gentleman, for he was my friend and 
I knew him intimately. That he was mustered out with no higher grade 
than that of first lieutenant and adjutant of his regiment should not tate 
in any way against the claim of his widow for the amount of the pension for 
which she now applies; for had her husband been advanced in grade com- 
mensurate with his bravery, patriotism, and ability, his death would have 
entitled his widow to a pension of at least $30 a month. He was never absent 
from his command during the entire period of the war, as his record will 
show, and some recognition of such fidelity could well be shown his widow 
now in her need. Mr. Brown was appointed United States consul to Grey- 
town, in Nicaragua,in December, 1884, and served there until January of 1892. 
The exposure and hardships of the war, together with a severe wound he 
received in the shoulder, had greatly impaired his health, and the severity of 
the climate of Nicaragua completed its wreck. He was in a most deplorable 
condition when he came back from there, and in the spring of 1892 was ad- 
mitted to the Hampton Military Home, where he 5 died, in Feb- 
ruary, 1895, Lean conceive of no more meritorious or deserving case than 
this; his widow has been left in an absolutely destitute condition, with a 
daughter 16 years of and the mere pittance she now receives under the 
widows’ pension act of June 27, 1890, of $8 per month. 8 

“I feel constrained to add that I have a strong conviction in my own mind, 
arising from my intimate personal relations with Adjutant Brown, that his 
breakdows in health and hi eee death were due to the injuries and 
exposures he incurred in the line of duty while in the Army more to all 
other causes combined. 

With great respect, I am, very truly, yours, 


“Hon. J. H. GALLINGER.” 
In view of all the facts in the case your committee recommend the passage 
of this bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably. 
GREENVILLE PUCKETT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5880) granting an increase 
of pension to Greenville Puckett. 
Phe bill was read, as follows: 


etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Greenville Puckett, late a cor- 
poral in Company D, Forty-fifth Regiment — ek Mounted Infantry, 
upon the pension rolls, with an increase of pension to $72 per month. 


The report (by Mr. ANDERSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5880) granting an increase of pension to Greenville Puckett, having given the 
matter careful consideration, report: 

This soldier served in pac poe oe bet fee Kentucky Mounted Infantry, 
from September 7, 1863, to mber , 1864, when he was honorably dis- 
charged. While in the service he contracted chronic diarrhea, for which he 
has been pensioned as of service origin. He is now pensioned under act of 
June 27, 1800, for chronic diarrhea and partial paralysis. He filed a claim 
under the general law for paralysis as a result of chronic diarrhea, but the 
medical officers of the Pension Office decline to accept it as a pathological 
result, and therefore the claim was rejected. = 

Examination by a board of pension surgeons in 1890 showed that soldier 
was then totally disabled and required constant aid and attendance, entitling 
him to a first-grade rating of $72 per month for chronic diarrhea and paralysis. 
Another examination, made in August, 1891, shows a similar condition n 
from the same causes. . 

The evidence mted to this committee shows that the soldier is now in 
a state of utter helplessness and in absolute destitution. 

In view of this and the fact there a no other cause for the paraya 
than the chronic diarrhea which has sa g his'vitality for over — 
years, in spite of the fact that the medical officers fail to see the pathologi 
connection, this committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably. 
ELISE BLENKER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4410) to increase the pen- 
sion of Elise Blenker from $30 to $50. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the pension of Elise Blenker, widow of Gen. Louis 
Bienker, late brigadier-general of the United States, be, and the same is 
hereby, Increased from $30 per month to $5 month, and the Secretary of 
the Interior be, and he is hereby, autho: and directed to place her name 
on the pension roll at the rate of $50 per month, subject tothe provisions and 
imitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. KERR) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
rae lis 8 the pension of Elise Blenker from $30 to $50, submit the fol- 
re 3 
This bill g ves to Elise Blenker apenn of $50 per month as the widow of 
Brig. Gen. Louis Blenker. General Blenker entered the war of the rebellion 
at the beginning of hostilities and served until the battle of Cross Keys, where 
he was injured 7, a fall of his horse. His injury was wholly disabling, ren- 
dering him unfit for further military duty, and caused his death in Septem- 


T, EJ 

General Blenker’s service at the first battle of Bull Run was conspicuous 
for gallantry. His regiment, the Eighth New York Volunteers, held one of 
the parans positions in the Union line at Centerburg, and was the last to 
leave the field. : 

The evidence seems to show satisfactorily that the General's death was 
caused by an injury received while in the line of duty. 

His widow is now over 70 years old and very poor. She has no means of 
support save her pension of 950 per month, and no property. 

t seems to the committee that this is a proper case for the intervention of 
Congress, and that $50 a month is not more than a reasonable amount for the 
Government to bestow 1. ge the r widow of a brave and gallant soldier. 

The passage of the bill is therefore recommended. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably. 
LENA D. SMITH. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1342) granting pension to 
Lena D. Smith. 


“D. W. VOORHEES. 


Be it enact 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place Epos the paumo roll the name of Lena D. 
Smith, widow of Green Clay Smith, late colonel Fourth Kentucky Cavalry 
and brigadier-general United States Volunteers, and to pay to her a pension 
of $50 per month from and after the date of the passage of this act. 

The report (by Mr. ANDERSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, having carefully considered the bill 
(8.1342) to pension Lena D. Smith, report as follows: 

Green Clay Smith, the husband of this claimant, was mustered into service 
June 9, 1 as second lieutenant Company H, First Kentucky Cavalry Mexi- 
can War Volunteers, to serve for twelve months, and was mustered out June 
8, 1847. He was mustered in as colonel Fourth Kentucky Cavalry April 4, 
156; was seriously wounded in the leg in action at Lebanon, Tenn., y 5, 
1862. He was promoted to the rank of brigadier-general of volunteers June 
12, 1882. In September, 1862, he was commanding the Second division United 
States forces near Covington and Newport, Ky. He continued in active serv- 
ice, commanding a t of the time a brigade and some of the time a division. 
until December 1, 1863, when his resignation was accepted. He has a reco: 
of treatment for chronic diarrhea of two months’ standing in 1863. He was 
brevetted maor general of volunteers to date March 13, 1865, for meritorious 

e war. 


services during t 5 
Asis well known, General Smith died in this city a short time ago, and the 
e left his widow without 


evidence presented to this committee shows that 
means of 1 9 gb 
In view of his well-known services, he having rendered gallant and meri- 
torious services in two wars, and of the need of the widow, your committee 
recommend the passage of the bill. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably. 
ROBERT SMALLS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I should like to inquire of the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. PicKLER] whether it is not time now for 
the committee to rise? It is a quarter past 5 o’clock. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iwill make that motion in a moment. As the 
concluding bill this evening, I desire to ask unanimous consent 
(which I do by direction of the Invalid Pensions Committee, the 
only such request they have directed to be made to the House) 
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1874) to place the name of 
Robert Smalls on the pension rolls. Mr. S. s, as will be re- 
membered by all gentlemen here, was once a Representative on 

oor. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is this a bill to pension him? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Has it been reported regularly? 

Mr. PICKLER. It has. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Has it been reached regularly on the 
Calendar? 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir. I have been directed by the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions to ask unanimous consent that it be 
considered by the Committee of the Whole out of its order. 

Mr. ERDMAN. May I inquire when that was done by the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions? 

Mr. PICKLER. About two weeks ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: = 


Be it eet, etc., That the Secre' of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to restore to en rolls the name of Robert 
Smalls, late a pilot in the United States Navy, and to pay him a pension at 
the rate of $25 per month. 


The amendment of the Committee on Invalid Pensions was read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, strike out “twenty-five ” and insert thirty”; so as to make the 
pension $30 a month. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I will read a portion of the 
report in this case: 

Robert Smalls, the beneficiary of this bill, on the night of Ma: 1862, as- 
sisted by seven other contrabands, took the Confederate pci’ ten Planter 
from the wharf at Charleston, S. C., and carried her safely past the forts 
outside and turned her over to the officers of the blockadi uadron. He 
was then employed as a pilot in the United States Navy, — lator as a pilot 
in the employ of the rmaster's De; ent and as captain the 
Planter until the end of the war. Norecord of his having been commissioned 

seen can be found, but the records show that he served and was recog- 
nized and paid as such. He claimed and was allowed a pension under act of 
June 27, 1900, but under recent construction of that act, as set forth in the 
Bennett decision, he was dropped from the rolls on the ground that his was 
not a pensionable service under said act, 

This committee by reporting and the House by passing the bill (H. R. 8271) 
have declared that such service as his while a pilot is pensionable under the 
act of June 27, 1890; but your committee are of opinion that such recognition 
is not adequate for the valuable services rendered by this brave man and 
gallant officer, but hold that he should be pensioned at total of rank of a cap- 
tain inthe Navy. They therefore recommend that the bill be amended by 
striking out the word “twenty-five,” in line 6, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the word “thirty,” and that as amended the bill do pass. 


Mr. Smalls is now nearly blind, or has very deficient vision, is 
suffering with rheumatism, and is totally incapacitated from any 
manual labor. He would be entitled, if totally incapacitated for 
manual labor, even as a private, to this pension. He has been a 
member of Congress, as most gentlemen here know, and has ren- 
dered very distinguished services to the Government, and deserves 
the thanks of the coun 8 days ago I was reading an 
oration of Mr. George William Curtis, and intended to bring the 
book up here with me, but neglected 


to do so, where he pays a 
very high tribute to Mr. 
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Mr. LOUD. Let me ask the gentlemamif he is cognizant of the 


fact that this gentleman.now has a good big claim. and is assert- 

ing it anxiously before Congress—a claim for five thousand, ten 

thousand, fifteen or twenty thousand dollars? 

Nic oe I do not think he has; but if he has, it ought 
paid. 

Mr. LOUD: Does not the gentleman know that he has? 

Mr: PICKLER. I have heard so, but I do not know. Daska 
vote upon the amendment. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 
ee bill as amended was laid aside with a favorable recommen- 

ORDER: OF BUSINESS: 

Mr: PICKLER.. I move that the committee now rise and re- 
port the bills for the consideration of the House. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE reported that the Committee of the 
Whole; having had under ideration. bills on the Private Calen- 
dar, under the special order, had directed him to report with amend- 
ments bills of the House of the following numbers: 6549, 6046, 
6472, 6247, 1874, 3480, 4193, 6166, 6468, 6546, 2042, 2941, 2985, 717, 
6607, 6556, 4548, 5792, 5893, 6608, 5407, 1508, 4405, 3380, and 5988; 
and Senate bills of the following numbers: 804, 125, 819, and 1699, 
with the recommendation that the amendments be concurred in 
and the bills as amended 

Also, that he had been directed to report back, without amend- 
ment, and with favorable recommendation, House bills of the fol- 
lowing numbers: 6590, 6552; 5852, 4410, 3889; 3395, 7212, 6826, 7127, 
4268; 948; 1175, 4872, 5279, 3333, 2328, 3565, 3514, 3755, and 5880; and 
Senate bills of the following numbers: 807, 724, 148, 1672, 144, and 


Also, that he had been directed to report: back the bill H. R. 
2755, with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 


QUESTION OF ORDER—RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. HEPBURN, Mr. Speaker, Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Two hours ago, while in Committee of the 
Whole, the committee informally rose, as [am informed, for the 
purpose of receiving a m from the Senate, and at the same 
time took some action upon the river and harbor bill, or the Sen- 
ate amendments thereto, disposing of them in some manner. I 
submit, Mr. Speaker, that there is no authority on the part of the 
8 to do that; and that it was not a proper disposition of 

t bill. 

I want to call the attention of the Speaker for a moment to Rule 
XXIII, which provides: 

I. In all cases; in forming a Comppittee of the Whole House, the S er 
shall leave his chair after appointing a chairman to preside, who shall, in case 
of disturbance or disorderly conduct in the galleries or lobby, have power to 
cause the same to be cleared. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr: S „I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LOUD: I make the point of order that the gentleman from 
Iowa is not in order. He has presented no point of order; and if 
he should, the time has for it to be done. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But the gentleman is only stating now his 


point. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I am presenting the question now. Possibly 
if the gentleman from California can contain his soul in patience 
a while he may change his views. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, I can do it. Ihave had to do it lots of times. 
[Gaughter. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I take the position that after the committee 
has been formed, after the Speaker has left the chair, that it is 
not competent for the again to resume the chair until, 
through the action of the committee, it is determined that the 
committee shall rise, at which time it becomes competent for him 
to assume control of the body; which is then the House. 

I know that for certain purposes, such, for instance, as receiv- 


ing a m from the Senate, it has been the custom of the com- 
mnttee to i yrise; and I am not ling with that mode 
of procedure. But L am trying to complain against the action of 


the committee which was indulged in on the occasion to which T 
now refer. It had been my p i I had been in the House at 
that time, to raise the point of order on the Senate amendments: 
making additional appropriations; that they must, under the rule, 
be considered in a Committee of the Whole House on the state of. 
the Union. But I expected nothing: of the kind to be done, of 
course, while we were in committee under a ial rule. I was 
in the lobby when the procedure was: had, and I think it com- 
a. the Chair now to consider, and so hold, that that message 
rom tlie Senate is on the Speaker’s table undisposed of.. 
Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make the additional. 
` point of order that there is nothing before the House to which the 
gentleman's point refers; that the conferees have been: i 5 
the amendments of the Senate have been n in, the 


pogo has been transmitted from this House to the Senate; and 
the bill has now gone to 3 Consequently there is noth- 
ing before the House to which the gentleman's point relates. 

Mr. PAYNE: Mr. Speaker, the usual announcement was made 
by the chairman of the Committee of the Whole—the Secretary of 
the Senate appearing—that the committee would rise informally 
and receive àa m from the Senate, and thereupon the commit- 
tee did rise, and one of the members of the House took the chair, and 
the Secretary, of the Senate made his report. While in the House, 
the river and harbor bill having come in with amendments, a 
member of the House rose in his place and asked the Chair for the 
unanimous’ consent of the House to consider the Senate amend- 
ments as disagreed to and to concur in the Senate’s.request for a 
committee of conference. The question was then put, and there 
was no objection, and the committee resumed its session. Istate 
this to give the entire history of the transaction, because I was 
present and witnessed it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is as I understood it, Mr: r, but 
I insist that the committee had. i y risen for the ) 
of receiving that message, and it can: not be considered that the 
House was then in session for the transaction of business. By a 
formal vote of the House it had resolved itself into a Committee 
of the Whole House and was in that condition; but by consent, 
following a precedent, it rose for a specific purpose: the con- 
templation of our rules, in my judgment, the House was not a 
House of Representatives for any other than to receive 
that message, not to act upon it. The injustice-of that action is 
apparent when the suggestion is made that there were Senate 
amendments upon that bill that were subject to the point of order. 
Now, by this action—snap judgment, if you choose to call it 
they have passed that stage, and it seems to me that a wrong has 
been done to the House, and one that the Speaker can right by 
8 the nullity of the procedure. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine into the matter and 
announce to the House his opinion about it to-morrow. The 
transaction, however, as the ir recollects, is not an unusual 
one. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I only want to say, Mr. Speaker, While I 
sympathize with the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] on the 
merits of the proposition, that it occurs: to me that his point of 
order now comes too late. T agree with him that when the Ccm- 
mittee of the Whole rose, and the S. took the chair, as he 
says; informally, that it would not have been in order for the 
House then to have gone on with legislative business, provided 
the point of order was then made; but a quorum being present, 
the House duly organized, the Speaker in the chair, no one ob- 
jecting, unanimous consent being given, I think it was in order 
for the House to dowhat was done, and that it comes too late for 
the gentleman to raise the point of order at this stage, at this hour. 
IT think it was waived. T think that whenever the House is or- 
ganized, that is, when the Speaker isin the chair and a quorum 
is present, by unanimous consent the action could be taken that 
wastaken. That is my idea of thie matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that there are 
numerous precedents on the subject; but he wishes to give it due 
consideration. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, in view of that fact, will the 
Chair permit me now to enter a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which that reference was made, subject to his decision upon the 
case? I do not want to lose my right to do that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not undertake to entertain 
the motion, but will regard it as notice of a motion to enter a 
reconsideration; because the matter has gone to the Senate. 

Mr. McRAE.. Mr. 5 er, T understand the procedure upon 
the river and harbor bill was taken by unanimous consent, and I 
think it can only be changed in the same way. I do not consent 
to anything that will waive any right as to the status of that bill. 
J insist that the House was in session for the purpose of consider- 
ing that bill, or any other appropriation: bill that was: presented 
for consideration, and I do not agree to the proposition stated. by 
the gentleman from Tennessee thatit was only by unanimous con- 
sent that it could be done. If it was: proper to receive it, then it 
was in order to consider it, by motion or be consent. The order 
was made in the usual way. 

Mr. CANNON. Ifthe Chair will indulge me for just a minute, 
Jam not vain enough to think that I can throw any light upon 
this situation, but it seems to me that upon the merits the river 
and harbor bill has quite sufficient legs to proceed 3 
Now, I think generally members supposed r the er, and 
had a right to suppose, under the ial order to-day, that when 
the House went into Committee of the Whole the only business. 

transacted would be in the Committee of the Whole. 

| Of course it is competent in the committee to informally rise, 
by universal precedent, to receive a message from the Senate; 
‘and I suppose it was quite competent for a motion to rise, an 
for the House to have taken up other: business. While I appre- 
hend that from time to time orders of this kind have been made 
under precisely similar circumstances without any challenge, it 
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seems to me that, without 1 blame to anybody 
the appearance of a suspicion of s 

suggestion no friend of the bill on 
rected; and while [am not clear about the 


the Speaker, under the circumstances, would 


use; and as the Speaker has indicated that to-morrow he might 
make a decision in the matter, I would be glad that it go over. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let me suggest to gentleman. that it 

would be competent to reconsider the action of the House and 

ay ay: a return. of the bill from the Senate. 

. CANNON. Oh, yes.. That, however, would depend upon. 

a majority vote;. and while the majority has the ri to take any 

a it may choose, yet it ought to be taken rightly, openly, and 


y- 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say this: That it 
comes with rather poor grace from the gentleman from: Illinois to 
make the insinuation that the motion which was made this morn- 
ing for the consideration of that bill, that is to say,so far as non- 
concurrence in the Senate amendments was concerned, was made 
in: bad faith, 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman certainly, does: not apply that 
piped a cae to my remarks; and if he will geta copy of them 
as n down. he will find that he has made haste to misinterpret 

Mr. HERMANN. The intimation. was broad enough to in- 
clude just exactly what Ihave said. ` 

Mr. CANNON. With the statement 

Mr. HERMANN. I wish to say this further 

Mr. URON WE the manami that the 3 oe 
interprets my r 55 ing especial pains to ge so that i 
— not be done, if the gentleman proceeds upon that line, I 


can not help it. 

Mr. HER . The gentleman is very well aware of the 
fact, as everyone else who is acquainted with the business of this 
House is, that the public business is being transacted. in such a 
manner as to tend to an early adjournment. He is well aware of 
that; and as one of the leaders of the House he has been advising 
toward that end. Itis, therefore, natural that those interested in 
the waterway improvements of this country should desire to have 
an early consideration of this bill. It may require three, four, or 
five days to consider the bill in committee of conference. Then it 
will have to be reported to the Senate and to the House; and that 
may be the last time it will come before the House before it may 
come: back with a: Presidential veto. Therefore itis the duty of 
every member of this House to do all he possibly can to expedite 
the. consideration of the bill and bring it to its final conclusion. 
When I looked around the House and saw a quorum was present 
and the Speaker in: his proper place, I concluded that I had the 
right, as [have observed other members doing under the same cir- 
cumstaaces, to call up a measure of this character and ask action 
upon it. And when gentlemen rise in their places and solemnly 
make the point of order upon this question, I say that it is not the 
first instance in which it has been done, There are many prece- 
dents for this action, which I have known. not only in this Con- 
gress, but in previous Congresses under similar rules. The meas- 
ure is right in the line of the demands of the country. 

Inasmuch as nothing further can be done until the conference 
report is submitted to the House by the managers, gentlemen will 
have ample . examine as to the propriety of the Sen- 
ate amendments. The House will then have an opportunity again, 
for the last time, to consider the bill; so that if à gentleman has 
any objection to any portion of the bill, and deems it necessary in 
the performance of his duties faithfully to call attention to it, he 
will have an opportunity to rise in his place and make such objec- 
tion as the occasion may call for. 

I will state further to the gentleman from Mlinois that the motion 
which has been made was made in the very best faith, and made 
in the interest of what I believe to be the public business of this 
Congress, and in the interest of the country; and I say to him, 
with reference to this very bill, he is mistaken in the conclusions 
that he has come to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire simply to call attention 
to one important fact bearing upon this question of order. That 
is, that the resolution adopted by the House, on the report of the 
Committee on Rules, setting apart this day for the consideration 
of pension business, contained an express reservation that general 
appropriation bills, of which the river and harbor bill is one, 

t be considered. 
r. HEPBURN. Undoubtedly; but—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has his impression about this mat- 
ter, but it being near the moment of adjournment, he thought it 
might be as to be certain about it, and therefore e the 
suggestion with regard to to-morrow, as no change would take 
place in the rights of anybody, the message: haying been. trans- 
mitted to the Senate. 


, it has 
p practice that on. the bare 
t to hesitate to haye cor- 
oint as to whether 
ve the right to an- 
nul the order that was taken, yet, as a friend of the court, so to 
k, Tam glad that it has been bronght to the attention of the 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, if itis understood that the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] to reconsideris 
now pending, I desire to make a point of order inst it. 

The SPEAKER, That is understood. All rights are reserved. 

GEN. JOSEPH R. WEST. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker; I am directed by the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions to rt back the bill (S. 673) astern pen- 
sion to Joseph R. West, brigadier and brevet major general, United 
States Volunteers, with the recommendation that the House insist 
upon its amendment to the Senate billand to a conference, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bi 

The bill was read in full. 

The House insisted on its amendment and agreed to a confers. 
ence; and the Speaker appointed as conferees on the part of the 
House Mr. PICKLER, Mr: THOMAS, and Mr. ERDMAN. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were: 
soron from the Speaker's. table and referred by the Speaker as: 

‘ollows: 

A bill (S. 488) for the relief of the legal representatives and de- 
visees of James W. Schanmburg—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1265) for the relief of Emmart, Dunbar & Co.—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 2415) for the relief of B. J. Van Vleck, administrator 
of Henry Van Vleck, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2978) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Menemsha—to the Committees on Merchant ine and Fisheries. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint 
resolution: of the following titles; when the Speaker si the. 


same: 

A bill (S. 730) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Helen Mor- 
rell Carroll; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 15) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate to the Mountain View Cemetery Association, at 
Oakland, Cal., certain cannon, etc.; and 

A bill (S. 2642) to provide for the safety of passengers on excur- 
sion steamers. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE; 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WILSON of Idaho, for one week, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. WoopMan, for five days, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. COOPER of Texas, indefinitely, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. DINSMORE, indefinitely, on account of illness. 

To Mr. HULL, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
A a Lormter, for ten days, on account of sickness in his 

‘amily. 
To Mr. THORP, for ten days, on account of important business. 
REPRINT OF A BILL. 

Mr. PICKLER, by unanimous consent, obtained an order for a 

reprint of the bill H. R. 8271. 
he House then, on motion of Mr. PICKLER (at 5 o’clock and 46 
minutes p. m.), adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from: the assistant clerk 
of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings filed: 
by the court in the case of Lucius Hough against The United 
States was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed: 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. bills and resolutions were sever- 
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. LITTLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1741) entitled “An act to 
authorize the Muskogee, Oklahoma and Western Railroad Com- 
pany to construct and operate a line of railway through Okla- 

oma and the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a re (No. 
1811); which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HILBORN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8894) granting to La- 
fayette Post, No. 217, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army 


of the Republic, of Easton, Pa., 2 condemned cannon and 35 can- 


non: balls, reported 


— 


the same without amendment, accompanied 
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by a report (No. 1812); which said bill and report were referred 


to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MORSE, from the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1888) to further 
amend an act entitled “An act regulating the sale of ree Spe en 
liquors in the District of Columbia,” approved the 3d day o 
March, A. D. 1893, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a 8 (No. 1813); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BOWERS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7256) for the relief 
of owners and claimants to lands within the national parks and 
forest reservations in the State of California, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No.1814); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LINTON, from the Committee on Ventilation and Acous- 
tics, to which was referred the House resolution No. 186, reported in 
lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 8967) to provide for an improved system 
of heating and ventilation of the House (south) wing of the Capi- 
tol, accompanied by a report (No. 1825); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on War Claims: 

A resolution 8 Res. No. 331) to refer the bill 5 7 R. =) 
for the relief of the administrator of the estate of Thomas K. 
Ball, deceased, with all accompanying papers, to the Court of 
Claims, reported in lieu of House bill No. 5900. (Report No. 1806.) 

A resolution (House Res. No. 332) to refer the bill (H. R. 3788) 
for the relief of Mrs. E. Taylor, with all 8 papes, to 
the Court of Claims, reported in lieu of House bi o. 8788. 
(Report No. 1807.) 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs: The bill (S. 229) entitled An act for the relief of Robert 
McGee.” (Report No. 1810.) 

By Mr. BRUMM, from the Committee on Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 5589) for the relief of John W. Arnold. (Re- 
port No. 1822.) - 

The bill (H. R. 5062y to reimburse D. D. Brennan for expense 
incurred in travel from Yokohama, Japan, to Haverstraw, N. Y. 
after his summary discharge as paymaster’s clerk in the United 
States Navy. (Report No. 1815.) 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims: 

e bill (S. 2415) entitled An act for the relief of B. J. Van 


Tak, administrator of Henry Van Vleck, deceased.” (Report 
o. 1816. 

The 101 (H. R. 5204) for the relief of Capt. George W. Goethals. 
(Report No. 1824 


By Mr. HANLY, from the Committee on Claims: 
bill (H. R. 7109) for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of those who were killed by the explosion of the gun- 
cotton factory at the United States torpedo station at Newport, 
Rt. (Report No. 1819.) 

The bill (S. 488) entitled An act for the relief of the legal 
representatives and devisees of James W. Schaumburg.“ (Report 
No. 1820. 

By Me COX, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (S. 768) 
entitled An act for the relief of James A. Moore.” (Report No. 
1821.) 

By Mr. HYDE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: The bill 
(S. 1828) entitled “An act to authorize the Auditor for the In- 
terior Department to settle and adjust the accounts of E. C. 
9 Indian Agent at the Tulalip Agency, Wash.“ (Report 

o, 1823.) 


ADVERSE REPORTS, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, from 
the Committee on Claims, reported adversely bills of the follow- 
ing titles; and they were thereupon laid on the table: 

e bill (H. R. 876) for the relief of John Scott. (Report 
No. 1817. 

The Wi (H. R. 5195) for the relief of Charles T. Brant. (Re- 

port No. 1818.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
aon following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 
By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 8960) donating condemned 


cannon and condemned cannon balls to Custer Post, No. 1, De- 
partment of Colorado and Wyoming, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, at Laramie, Wyo.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. HARRISON: A bill (H. R. 8961) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Warrior River by the Mobile and 
Ohio Railroad Company—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R.8962) to authorize the construction of a brid, 
across the Cahaba River, in Bibb County, Ala., by the Mobile 
and Ohio Railroad Company—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8963) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Alabama River by the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Com- 
pany—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOWE (by request): A bill (H. R. 8964) to authorize 
experimental coinage—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 8965) to provide for mountin 
cannon at Fort Thomas, Ky.—to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 8966) to authorize Com- 
mander E, 8. Houston, United States Navy, to accept a portrait 
from His Majesty the Emperor of Germany—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 8967) to provide for an improved 
system of heating and ventilating the House (south) wing of the 
Capitol—to the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics. 

y Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A resolution (House Res. No. 333) 
to compensate Robert A. Stickney for services performed as a 
clerk in the Clerk’s office—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. LESTER: A resolution (House Res. No. 334) to refer 
certain bills to the Court of Claims for a finding of facts under 
the act of March 3, 1887, and generally known as Tucker Act—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A resolution (House Res. No. 835) for a 
special order to the Committee on the Territories for the considera- 
tion of certain measures—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN (by request): A resolution (House Res. No. 
336) to pay James Hall for extra services performed in the Door- 
keeper’s department—to the Committee on Accounts, 


—— 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries was discharged from the consideration of 
the bill (H. R.1272) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
appoint commissioners to estimate damages done to planted oys- 
ters and oyster beds in Raritan Bay and adjoining waters in 
New York and New Jersey and to make compensation therefor; 
and the same was referred to the Committee on Claims, 


— — 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were 3 and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 8968) for the relief of the 
widow of Adolph Rauch- to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8969) for the relief 
of ere Q; Webber—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. gots pensioning Mrs. Kate 
Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND 1 i poe A bill (H. R. 8971) for the 
relief of M. A. Shelton, o. tes County, Mo. to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 8972) to pension William H. Ar- 
buckle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8973) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of N. B. Wesner, 
of Parkers Landing, Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.8974) for the relief of the widow and heirs of 
Thomas H. Reynolds, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 8 or the relief of Capt. Mo- 
Curdy Tate, late captain Company H, Fifty-third Pennsylvania 
Volunteers to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 8976) for the relief of 
Francis Knapp, late a corporal in Company B, Tenth Kansas Vet- 
eran Volunteer Infantry to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8977) for the relief of Harriett Camp, of Kan- 
e City, Wyandotte County, Kans.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R.8978) granting a pension to Nancy Mefford— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8979) for the relief of Allison J. Pliley, late 
a scout in the Eighteenth Kansas Cavalry Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5273 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8980) to increase the pension of William H. 
Banguess—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8981) granting a pension to Sophisa Buford, 
of Garnett, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8982) to increase the pension of Ethan A. 
Drake, Company G, Forty-seventh Dlinois Volunteers -to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. ried o increase the pension of Stephen H. 
Parish, late of Company E, First Ohio Battery, Light Artillery— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8984) granting a pension to Ann M. Relgin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8985) to increase the pension of William 
Baber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8986) granting a pension to Cyrus E. Pruitt, 
late of Company G, One hundred and thirty-third Illinois Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NOONAN: A bill (H. R. 8987) granting a pension to 
Philip Barnhart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 8988) for relief of S. R. Fowle 
& Son, Washington, N. C., importers of molasses and salt, to 
reimburse them for import duties wrongfully collected—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 8 granting a pension to 
Honora Redmond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 8990) increasing 
of William H. Nevitt from $12 to $30 per month—to the 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 8991) for the relief 
of John W. Beatty, late of Company C, Seventh Tennessee Cavalry 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R.8992) removing the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Ashley C. Cameron—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 8998) for the relief of the heirs at 
aw of the late Duncan H. Campbell—to the Committee on 

atents. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R. 8994) for the relief of 
Mary Walker, M. D.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPENCER: A bill (H. R. 8995) for the relief of the es- 
tate of James S. Winters, deceased, late of Hinds County, Miss.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 8996) for the relief of Benja- 
min Richardson, of Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8997) for the relief of William Cunningham, 
of Courtland, Ala.—to the Co: Claims. 


nsion 
mmit- 


mmittee on War 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following 1 and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARRETT: Resolutions of thecitizens of Revere, Mass., 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Pasco amend- 
ment to the Post-Office ft pesca bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Two petitions of citizens of the State 
of Colorado, favoring the adoption of the metric system—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, remonstrances of citizens of the State of Colorado; also of 
Council No. 74, American Protective Association, of Hotchkiss, 
Colo., against the acceptance of the Marquette statue—to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Also, petition of citizens of the State of Colorado, in favor of the 

assage of a service-pension act—to the Committee on Invalid 


ons. 
Also, petition of the Denver Board of Trade, favoring the pas- 


sage of House bill No. 1, relating to the classification and salaries 
raay postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
ost- — 5 


By Mr. BROMWELL: Petition of the United States Maimed 
Soldiers’ League of Philadelphia, for increase of pensions of 
maimed veterans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of M. W. Thompson and 38 others, 
citizens of Danville, Ill., against the continuance of the Père Mar- 
quette statue in the Capitol—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. CLARK of Misso uri: Petition of Lewis County (Mo.) 
Grand Army Post, No. 412, favoring the passage of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DANIELS: Petition of George E. Mann and others, of 
Buffalo, N. Y., in favor of the adoption of the metric system—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of the Boston Chamber of 
Commerce, in favor of the passage of the bill to remove discrimi- 
nations against American vessels in coastwise trade—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 


Also, resolution of the board of directors of the Manufacturers 
and Producers’ Association of California, relating to the importa- 
tion of convict-made goods, and favoring the protection of free 
2 from competition with convict labor to the Committee on 

or. 

By Mr. FOSS: Petitions of Burke & Storms, of Antioch, III., 
People’s Health Journal Company, of Chicago, III. „ and of the 
North American Practitioner of Chicago, Ill., protesting against 
the passage of House bill No. 4566, relating to second-c mail 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of C. M. Henderson & Co. and others, in favor of 
the passage of House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, for 1-cent let- 
ter postage and the amendment of the postal laws—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GROUT: Resolutions adopted by the Paint and Oil 
Club of New England, in favor of Senate bill No. 2447, to establish 
a department of commerce and manufactures—to the Committee 
on Manufactures. 

Also, petition of S. J. Somerville and 51 others, of St. Johns- 
bury, Vt., favoring the immediate removal of the Pére Marquette 
statue from Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of William M. Collins and 
others, of the State of Indiana, for the passage of House bill No. 
6851, appropriating unclaimed pension and bounty money due 
the estates of deceased colored soldiers to military and educational 
purposes for the colored people to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial and petition of the Manufacturers and 
Producers’ Association of California, in favor of the passage of 
House bill No. 6116, to protect free labor from competition with 
convict labor, and restraining the sale of convict-made goods to 
the State in which they are produced—to the Committee on Labor, 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: Petition of citizens of Clarks- 
ville, El Dorado County, Cal., favoring the passage of House bill 
No. 2626, for the protection of agricultural staples by an export 
Lipsey? the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LINTON: Petition of citizens of Wilkes County, N. C., 
against the appropriation of public moneys for sectarian under- 
takings and for a constitutional amendment against making ap- 
propriations for ecclesiastical purposes—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, remonstrances and petitions of citizens of Philadelphia, 
Pa.; also of citizens of Buena Vista, Pa., regarding the Marquette 
statue—to the Committee on the 3 
r to accompany House bill to increase the pension 


Also, a pa 
of Frank A. kwith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. McEWAN: Petition of Irish societies and citizens of 
Hudson Cony A: J., asking Congressional action in urging the 
eneg ws ish prisoners in England—to the Committee om 

orei airs 


By Mr. MEREDITH: Papers relating to the claim of Richard 
Pinn, next friend of Sallie Pinn, of Fauquier County, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims 


Also, papers relating to the claim of Charles R. Carder, of Rap- 
pahannock County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Lucy Kate Petty and Mol- 
lie B. Petty, of Culpeper County, Va.—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 
Also, papers relating to the claim of James S. Dean, of Fauquier 
County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, petition of Margaret A. Proctor (now Tapscott) for her- 
self and minor children of her late husband, Samuel K. Proctor, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Papers to accompany House bill removi 
the charge of desertion from the mi sgt recond of Ashley 6 
Cameron—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TERRY: Petition of W. C. Hull and 34 other citizens 
of Johnson County, Ark., protesting against the of bill 
No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class maib 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Keasby & Mattison Com z 
F. A. Comly, John J. Houghton, and 33 other citizens of Mont- 
gomery County, Pa., for the p: of House bill No. 3618, to 
organize and increase the efficiency of the personnel of the Navy, 
etc.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of W. E. Megargee, Henry F, Stem, and other 
citizens of Wyndmoor, Pa., favoring the of the Stone 
1 bill -to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Papers relating to the claim of James C. 
Newman, executor of Alexander F. Newman, deceased, of War- 
ren County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John A. Ducournan, of 
Natchitoches, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Martha C. Brooks, execu- 
trix of Aaron T. Brooks, deceased, of Marshall County, Miss,— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
On motion of Mr. ALLEN, and by unanimous consent, the read- 


ing of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was with, 
RIGHT OF WAY FOR PIPE LINES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of eng Og resentatives to the bill (S. 2082) to grant right 
of way over the public domain for pipe lines in the States of Col- 
orado and Wyoming; which were, in lines 3 and 4, to strike out 
„and reservations”; in line 12, to strike out “fifty” and insert 
“twenty-five”; and in line 15, to strike out all after “line” down 
to and including line 20. 

Mr. CLARK. I move that the amendments of the House of 

tatives be concurred in. 
motion was agreed to. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 7542) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other pur- 
poses, and requesting a conference with the Senate on the dis- 

votes of the two Houses thereon. 
In the absence of the Senator from Maine 
HALE], who has charge of the bill here, I move that the Senate 
insist upon its amendments and agree to the conference asked by 
the House of Representatives. 

Poss motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
int the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. HALE, 
er Quay, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of Local Assembly, 
No. 3861, Knights of Labor, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the 
of the so-called Phillips bill, authorizing the appointment 

of a nonpartisan commission to collate information and to con- 
sider and recommend legislation to meet the problems presented 


labor, 3 capital; which was referred to the Com- 
— — on Education and 


2 — also presented a memorial of the Lambert Pharmaceutical 
y of St. Louis, Mo., relative to the rebate on alcohol; 
Sick een ordered to lie on the table. 

bes FRYE presented a petition of the Independent Order of 
Good Templars of the District of Columbia, praying for the estab- 
lishment of an asylum and hospital in the District of Columbia 
for the treatment of inebriates; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of the Real Estate Exchange and 
Auction Board of Boston, Mass.; of the Paper Trade Association 
of Boston, Mass.; of the Retail Grocers’ Purchasing Association 
of Rochester, N. Y.; of the Grocers and Importers’ Exchange of 
Philadelphia. Pu., and of the Chamber of Commerce of Nashville, 
Tenn., praying for the establishment of a department of com- 
merce and man which were referred to the Committee 


on Commerce. 

He also presented a 8 of the 3 Order of the Loyal 
ion of the United Sts tes, Commandery of the State of Maine, 
3 Me.. e. praying for the enactment of legislation reviv- 

ieutenant-general re! Me! Army; which was 
— ated 2 on Military 
8 . a seria “of ‘the ee 

Society 0 5 remonstrating against passage 

of Senate bill No. 1552, relating to vivisection; which was referred 


Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Manufacturers and 
Producers’ Association of California, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to protect free labor from competition with convict 
labor and confining the sale of convict-made goods to the States 
in which they are made; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLATT presented a memorial of the board of directors of 
the Connecticut State eA pean remonstrating against the interstate 
ee of arti manufactured in penal institutions; 
pua was referred to 828 Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the petition of D. L. Geer, of Columbia 

8 Fla., praying that all homestead settlers on the Arredondo 

grant in that county be protected in their homes and | same 

— ai since 1882; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


ifornia, 
legislation to 5 free labor from com 
and confining the sale of convict- 


in which they are made; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education ate Labor. 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask to have printed in the RECORD a short 
letter from A. Wolcott, of Wolcott, Ind., on the subject of the 
pee bankruptc: bill. 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed in 
the Rzcorp, as follows: 
IN OPPOSITION TO HOUSE BILL NO. 8110. 
Hon. W. V. ALLEN: 
DEAR SIR: As . bill, House bill No. 8110, may I be 


allowed to offer some . ge 
First, and generally. have been not less than 3 
established 


since the 33 of the United States was 
mature have been 


trial have FF... oa tianer acumen alter 
more harm from them. Se eenen o hap pense ae 
court and the of the estate of bankrupts in the hands of court 
Sore, uder suteuiary laws fe honiag realizing on the estatesof bank- 
pe aa Din the mere = = rforming their — aed re 

r offici u 

the court officers, have ted uniformis in little benefit to cred 
i of the courts of show always little and often 
no dividends. to creditors from the of Industrious and 

men have been destro SE nE no ans nahen ted. w 


laws, if enforced, in the fut will be foll sre p m . 
ws, if en e future 0 
of the usefuln impoverishment 


Spreng meray ess of men and t, sufferings, and degrada- 
3 ears ago, the laws then prevailing in the various 3 ot the 
—— sago, D the ——— for debts. Xo par tg w honest, no 
—.— tengo 3 the debtor, no matter what suffering would be in- 
flicted on his family, under the 8 laws fi 55 for debt 
the exacting creditor gana pon hia dano in jail. Thislaw of barbarism has 
pana y as civilization advanced. g gee cruel features of 
bill No. $110 relate to inselvency, aa if oy web section: 


2, and 8 and 9 of said section a cause of 
ceedings. an 5 required to bring tho debtor 
into a Sourt of b u debtor would alon: 

so discredit him and — — te create 8 


hin affaire as 
otherwise no insolvency would have existed. 
ilar the credit or financial standing of — aN o pate at law 


damages. 
But under this bankru sie Sink roan pAg noes a 
22 by commen: 


the 88 law should provido that it in any case a 
mence in tey court poe ptor may sts the creditor shall pay all 
costs, and =e he damages the debtor 

preceedin: In relation to the 
— its quoted su of 
every virtue, and a useful man, much Ag rg OE yet if in- 
solvent by accident, or unfortunate condition ‘or instance, 
a merchant who has trusted his farmer neigh! on by — seasons 
have lost 3 crops, and are on that account unable 81 4 the merchant, he 
may be proceeded and ruined. For this ruin, as in tho case of theim- 
prisons debtor er former laws, the creditor would have a dividend onl 
of gratified spite. But the question has other facts thatin oquitg ane entinied 
to controlling consideration. 

No man is required to give credit to any person. If a man does give credit 
it is his free and voluntary act, and the laws of all the States and of the 
United States give e 7 5 — remedies for the ion of debts. If frauds 


have been practiced. bran any pao m, aud hs hasobtained property under false 
criminal laws ‘ble to be prosecuted and punished under the 
criminal laws. 


bankrupte ws have no feat right, and should —— no 
highest i 8 of the Hack consist in the mer age tern er and 


character of our people. and indusi krr ong ao pre- 
Sails 5 ghout the country. ir artificial increase by force of 
coercive iptcy laws — be 2 toe — only evil. 
A. WOLCOTT. 


WOLCOTT, IND., April 24, 1896. 
LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. If it is not contrary to the agreement, I should 
be very glad to submit a conference reportthis morning. I think 
it will take no length of time to dispose of it, 

The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to Mes bill (H. R. 6248) 3 — — 


for other purposes, having met, natin 
to recommend and do recommend to 
tive Houses as follows: 
— ot ree — „ 142, 309. — ng foe 314. 
the House recede t to the amendmen 
Senate mumbored Hy 1 13 10 108, 1M: „SFF 
That the House recede ..... dapke kept yea the 
to the same with an amendment as follows: 
FFC three 
Dom ite ts disngreeme t . ne ery ‘of the. 
n amen 
— —— same with an amendment as follows: 
sum p insert $130,784"; and the Senate agree to the 


“That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 22, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
insert 30; and on page 9 of the bill, after 


. pb po hi rar T in line 5, insert T privates, at $960 
5 w occurs ty 

each"; . 

That the House pp ——p—— 
FFC 

lieu of the sum “ $52,120"; . 
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Capitol police, under 
Archi of the Cu fool shell police the On iel 

tect pi pi 
2 erg and the Capitol oromga *; and the Senate 


end of line 8, insert the following: And hereafter the 
the direction of the Se ts-at-Arms of the Senate 
Representatives and o! 0 
agree to the same. 
nat the House re ede from i nt to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered and 37, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out the amended paragraph constituting. lines 12, 13, 14, and 15 of 
18 of the bill; and the Senate agree to the same. 
Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter podha oe by said amendment insert the following: 
of 5 — — $2,500; who shall be selected on or after June 
1, 1898, by the Joint Com: 
Library of the House of 
ouse 
cient bond to the United 


pi 
shall have and exercise all the rights and duties tou 
* Librarian Congress. He shall. 


salari 

of Congress. He shall have an official seal of su rn and design as he 
shall designate, and it shall contain the of 

nited States of America’; and seal all records and papers issued 

e office of the regis ter of copyrights shall He shall be 

Par 0 — e a ator toot Tor the 850 8 

For one cler a und ve 
the execution of the tlaw, to be appointed and employed under 

— t a ae th all, $12,400. 


ter 
for the month of June, 
clerk at the rate of $1,600 
annum, $112.10, or so much ‘ 
“ The assistants in the Library of now employed on work relat- 


ing to the execution of the copyright law shall continue to be so employed, 
in the diseretion and under the direction of the register of copyrights, until 
tho close of the fiscal year 1807." 

the Sen- 
ate num 
lieu of the matter stri 


ruary of e numbered year - i Further. 
other officer of either house of said legislative assembly shall be 

appointed or paid out of any moneys fo hee by the Congr of the 
United States, or by the . assembly of said Territory, such as 
— Se provided for by the laws of the United States, except a translator and 


an interpreter. 

And the Senate agree to the same. i 

That the House recede from itsdisagreement tothe amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 233, and to the same with an ent as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert $5,500; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreementto the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 305, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Re- 
store ae section proposed to bestricken out by said amendment, amended to 
read as ar 


Syd. 19. That the terms of office of all commissioners of the circuit courts 
heretofore appointed shall are on the 3ist. day of December, 1896; and such 
office shall on that day cease to exist. and said commissioners shall then de- 

k; ee records and other official papers A encima leer gee 
office of the clerk of the circuit court by w. they were appointed. All 
or unfinished at said date be- 


States com mers shall hold their offices, respectively, for the term of 
four years, but they shall be at wa Been subject to removal ct 
e be a clerk of a United States court 


court; and no 1 — shall at any 


anda United States commissioner without the approval of the Attorney- 
meral: ed, That all acts and parts of acts applicable to commission- 
ers of the it courts, except as to beapplica- 


be issued 
ay United States commissioners u: the sworn complaint of a p ted States 


strict attorney, assistant Uni 


no such warrant of arrest shall be issued upon the sworn complaint of a 
perata citizen unless first approved in writing by a United States district 
attorney. 

`“ That United States commissioners and all clerks of United States courts 
are hereby authorized to administer oaths.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to theamendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 306, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
8 5 proposed to be stricken out by said amendment, amended 

read as follows: 


ernmen: nor any civil or Government, 
and no clerk or employee of 5 States justice or judge shall have. 
hold, or exercise the duties of United States . And it shall 


not be lawful to appoint any of officers named in on receiver 
or receivers in any case or cases now pending or that may be hereafter 
Drought in tie courts of the United States.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its to theamendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 307, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Restore the section proposed to be stricken out by said amendment amended 


tors Al. Thateach United States shall be entitled to the fol- 
“SEC. commissioner en * 
. other: Drawing a complaint, with oath and — 
F to Wenne; 
issuing warrant of cents a commitment and copy 
of same, $1; entering a return, 15 cents; issuing subpœna or subpœnas any 


are not sent to court, 40 cents; order in duplicate to pay all witnesses 
tional witness 5 cents, and 
endance and travel, 5 cents; for hearing and 


deciding on criminal charges ony to writing when 

required b law or order of court, Sa day for the time necessarily employed: 
not more than one per diem. wed in a case. 

the account shall show that the 


the court: Provided 9 one per dièm shall be 
allowed for any one day: Provided further, That no per diem shall be allowed 
i and passing on the sufficiency of the bond 


for taking a 

— izan 
taken the defendant had been committed to prison under æ final com- 
tment, given bond or beem 

or when the defendant has been on a or bench warrant, or 
was in custod 3000000 the 


amination and certificate 
imprisoned for 


against any 
crime or offense set forth in said article, $2; for 
un the provision of the convention for the surrender 
between the United States and the King of the French, con- 
cluded at Washington November 9, 1843, $2; for and upon 
of any person with a under. 
the provisions of said treaty or of said com 


y employed. 
ioners shall keep a complete record of all proceedings be- 
fare them in criminal cases in a well-bound book, which record book skal be 
8 eath, resignatio val, pirati E tere ce teen —— 
remo or ex on o of the co: 
— for which record the commissioner shall receive no compensation.” 


ent to the amendment of the Sen- 

ate numbered 308, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 

lieu of the matter inserted 8 amendment insert the * 

States eet ——— — Ss — — be 3 
an ion as respec e com: on 

of United States circuit.and district courts; 


paa for fixing such compensa! 


HENRY. H. BINGHAM, 


ALEXANDER M. DOCKERY, 
JOHN E. MCCALL, 
s on the part of the House. 

Mr. HILL. Isuggest to the Senator from Ilinois that the report 
be printed and that its further consideration be postponed until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. CULLOM. I always like to accede to a request made by 
the Senator, but I would alittle rather not do that to-day for the 
reason, if I may be allowed to refer to the fact, that the chairman 
of the House conferees desires to be absent, and he is very anxious 
that the bill shall be disposed of before he has to leave. I venture 
to mention this circumstance as the only reason why I should pre- 
fer to dispose of the report to-day. Ithink there is nothing in the 
bill referring to the commissioners, with two or three little excep- 
tions which can be mentioned, that will not be found in the orig- 
inal bill as: by the House of Representatives, if that is the 
partion of the bill to which the Senator desires to give atten- 
tion. 

Mr. HILL. Les; that is the very matter complained of. For 
i Senate committee 


instance, the struck out all the provisions relat- 
ing to United States commissioners which had been inserted in 
the House. When the bill came intothe Senate the Senate adopted 


that view and concurred with the committee. I called the atten- 
tion of the Senate then to the importance of the provision, and I 
was assured by the distinguished Senator from Iowa that the 
osition of the committee to strike out would not be yielded K 
conference if he could have his way. The Senate had not dis- 
cussed the propriety of the House provision, but our conferees 
have in their wisdom seen fit toyield the point. That is the very 
uestion I want to examine. I do not desire to take up the time of 


e Senate to-day, when we are acting subs ially under a 
special order. 
Mr. CULLOM. I see that the Senator is di to discuss the 


question some time, at any rate, and in view of the common-con- 
sent arrangement for to-day I hardly feel at li insist upon 
the consideration of the report this afternoon. I will therefore 
allow it to go over until to-morrow morning and be printed. 
report will be printed and go 
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STANDARD FOR DRY MEASURES, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the bill (S. 2359) defining the 
standard shape and size for dry measures to be used in the District 
of Columbia, and for other p now on the Calendar, be in- 
definitely postponed, a House bill identical in terms having passed 
the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4598) granting a pension to Mary 
Cray, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2583) for the relief of Leonard I. 
Brownson, late first lieutenant Company K, Fifth Vermont Vol- 
unteers, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S.1488) appropriating $6,332.30 in payment of the 
claim of C. M. Kirkpatrick for paving the street adjacent to the 
United States arsenal at Indianapolis, Ind., reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported an amendment providing for an appropriation for the 
paving of certain streets leading to the Zoological Park, intended 
to be proposed to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee, on Appropriations 
and printed; which was to. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Education and Labor, re- 

rted an amendment providing that skilled mechanics 1 
* Government Printing ce be paid at the rate of 50 cents 

r hour for time actually employed, intended to be pro to 

The District of Columbia appropriation bill, and moved thatit be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 
Mr. GEAR, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1961) to authorize the 
purchase of the property known as the Corcoran Art Gallery, in 
the city of Washington, D. C., reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2402) to authorize the 
sale of a part of the Fort Niobrara Military rvation, in the 
State of Nebraska, to ask to be discha from its further con- 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. But two days ago, while the bill was still pending in the 
Committee on Military Affairs, this land was assigned to the In- 
terior Department ey proclamation as an abandoned military res- 
ervation. The bill should properly go to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on 5 
will be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and 
it will be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. k 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 130) to extend the 
rights and privileges granted by an act entitled “An act author- 
izing the construction of a 3 the Government Reser- 
vation at Fortress Monroe” to the Newport News, Hampton and 
Old Point Railway Company, in the State of Virginia, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a 5 

Mr. T. , from the Committee on ims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1438) for the relief of the estates of Daniel 
Woodson and of Ely Moore, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred a let- 
ter of the Acting Secretary of the Treasury,in response to the 
resolution of April 10, 1896, transmitting a list of cases of Kentucky 
claimants for rents for barracks and quarters allowed by the 
accounting officers of the Treasury and re to Congress Jan- 

, 1895, and not appropriated for, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations; which was to. 

Mr WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 225) to provide for the transfer 
of Fort Omaha Military Reservation to the State of Nebraska, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


DIRECTOR IN CHIEF OF SCIENTIFIC BUREAUS, 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the resolution submitted by Mr. PROCTOR on the 13th 
instant, reported it without amendment; and it was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed 3,000 extra Copaan of the arguments before 

n 


the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry in favor of the proposition for a 
director in chief of scientific bureaus in the Department of Agricultare, to: 


ther with all the appendixes accom the same as published for the 
ts e of which shall bet Hih 


use of said committee; 1,500 of be for the use of the Secretary of 
Agriculture and 1,500 for the use of the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disa- 
greed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7977) 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preserva- 
tion of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
purposes; agreed to the conference asked for by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. HOOKER, Mr. HERMANN, and Mr. CaTCHINGS managers at 
the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendment to the bill (S. 673) granting a pension to Joseph R. 
West, brigadier and brevet major-general, United States Army 
Volunteers; agreed to the conference asked for by the Senate on the 
3 votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. „Nr. THomaAs, and Mr. ERDMAN managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 7771) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate a condemned cannon and condemned cannon 
balls to certain 8 of the Grand Army of the Republic; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 730) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Helen 
Morrell Carroll; 

A bill (S. 2488) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize 
the Denison and Northern Railway Company to construct and 
operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other 


purposes; 7 

A bill (S. 2642) to provide for the safety of passengers on ex- 
cursion steamers; and 
A joint resolution (S. R. 15) authorizing the Secretary of the 
N 3 donate to the Mountain View Cemetery Association, at 
Oa d, Cal., certain cannon, etc. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. ROACH introduced a bill (S. 3152) granting an increase of 
sion to Ransom S. Angell, late gah of Company G, First 
Regiment Wisconsin Cavalry; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 3153) granting a pension to 
Mary R. Henderson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. , 

He also introduced a bill (S, 3154) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Barnabas A. Bonham; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TURPIE (for Mr. VoorHEEs) introduced a bill (S. 3155) 
for the relief of Barzilla C. Hudson; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 3156) to increase the pen- 
sion of Lorenzo Thomas; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 3157) for the relief of 
those suffering from the destruction of the salt works near Man- 
chester, Ky., pursuant to the orders of Maj. Gen. Carlos Buell; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


on Claims. 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S.3158) for the relief of the 
heirs at law of the late Duncan H. Campbell; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MANTLE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
vas ai to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 

printe 

Mr. GRAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
5 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rin 
P HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 

The bill (H. R.7771) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate a condemned cannon and condemned cannon 
balls to certain posts of the Grand Army of the Republic was read 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
TRIAL OF CITIZENS ARRESTED IN CUBA, 
Mr. MORGAN. I desire to submit a resolution, which I ask to 
have read and printed, and that it go over until to-morrow, when 
I shall ask the privilege of submitting some remarks upon it. 


1896. 


The resolution was read, and 
printed, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations is directed to inquire 
and report to the Senate what are the rights of the United States, under our 
treaties with Spain, as to the trial of our citizens arrested in Cuba and now 
under condemnation and sentenced to death by the Spanish mili tribu- 
nals for alleged offenses of a political or other character against the Spanish 
laws or Government, and to report on that subject by bill or otherwise. 

2. That the Secretary of State is directed to send to the Senate literal 
copies of the original text of a protocol of conference and declarations con- 
corning, 1 rocedure, 7. —.— by Caleb Cushing, as minister of the 
Uni States, ant Sefior Don Fernando y Collan minister of the King of 
Spain, on January 12, 1877, as the same was executed and inte: nged, both 
in the English an paeen langu: ; and that he will inform the Senate 
whether the established or agreed original text of said protocol is in the 
English or the Spanish lengoage: 4 

3. That the Secretary of State is further directe it is not incompatible 
with the public service, to communicate to the Seflate copies of any corre- 
spondence that has taken place between the Governments of 8 and the 
United States respecting the said protocol and its bearing or effect upon the 
trial and condemnation of citizens of the United States who were recently 
captured on or near the vessel called the Competitor, that was seized under 
Spanish authority in Cuban waters, or near to that island. 


PROPOSED TARIFF REVISION, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Isubmit a resolution. After itis read I 
shall make a request concerning it. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the ela, Ss business depression and rapid increase of 
the public debt demonstrate that the existing tariff law does not produce 
sufficient revenue, and that a revision of the law is imperatively demanded 
in the interests of the people of the United States. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Lask that the resolution lie upon the table 
subject to my call, as I desire to address myself either to the reso- 
lution or to some bill that may be before the Senate on the tariff 
question before the adjournment of the present session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


IMPORTATIONS OF ORIENTAL PRODUCTS. 


Mr. MILLS. The Senator from Rhode Island . ALDRICH] 
reported a resolution the other day from the Committee on 
Finance and it went over. He dropped a note to me and asked me 
to have it called up. I made some objection, as did the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], to the resolution. I ask that the 
resolution be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution indicated by the Senator from Texas. 

The Secretary read the resolution reported by Mr. ALDRICH 
from the Committee on Finance on the 12th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance, under the provisions of the Sen- 
ate resolution of March 3, 1891, is hereby directed to inquire whether Ameri- 
can labor and industries are suffering from or threatened with injurious 
competition through importations of oriental products, and if so, to Investi- 
gate the causes which have made such competition possible. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to amend the resolution by adding at the 
end the following proviso: 

Provided, That in ascertaining the relative efficiency of oriental and Ameri- 
can labor the committee shall report to Congress the labor cost of products 
per unit of quantity in both countries, 

Mr. MILLS. That amendment, I beg to say, the Senator from 
Rhode Island said he would accept. 

The amendment was to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to, 


JOHN 8. EVANS, 


Mr. ALLISON. As J am obliged to be absent much of the time 
during the sessions of the Senate, I ask unanimous consent at this 
time to call up the bill (H. R. 1601) to amend the military record 
of John S. Evans. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to restore to 
the muster rolls of Com 88 E, Twenty-seventh Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, the name of John S. Evans, and to grant him an hon- 
orable discharge from the service. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, . 


Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, in the Post of this morning I notice 
a reference to the bill passed day before yesterday regulating the 
standard shape and size of dry measures. The Post extract is as 
follows: 

The bill related to a standard shape and size for dry measures. It was on 
the point of being passed when Senator KYLE, a Populist of South Dakota, 
offered an amendment which proposed that 60 pounds should be equivalent 
to a bushel of potatoes when sold at wholesale and 56 pounds when they were 
sold at retail. In other words, the wholesale dealer gained one-fifteenth of 
a bushel of potatoes on every bushel that he sold. In 15 bushels he made 
a clear profit of a bushel under the law. The proposition, too, came froma 
Populist, who would hardly be supposed to side with the large dealer and 
discriminate against the workingman, the boarding-house keeper, and the 
housewife in such fashion, etc, 

I wish merely to state in this connection that the provision, as 
indicated in this communication, was the committee amendment, 


ordered to lie over and to be 
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* 
placed in the bill by the Committee on the District of Columbia 
of this body. It reads as follows: 

Sxc. 2. That the lawful weight of a bushel of ope shall be 60 pounds 
when sold by wholesale and 56 pounds when sold by retail, and that hereafter 
all sales thereof shall be e by weight, under a penalty of $5 for each 
offense, to he recovered in the police court of the District of Columbia, in the 


name of the said District, in same manner as other fines and 


are recovered. 

I merely by my amendment moved to strike out the provision 
that all potatoes should be sold by weight, and the recommenda- 
tion for the discrimination making 60 pounds the wholesale weight 
and 56 pounds the retail weight was from the Commissioner of 
the District of Columbia, John W. Ross. He says in his report: 

I recommend that the wholesale weight of a bushel of potatoes be made 60 
pounds, but the retail weight be made 56 pounds. This difference is fully 
equalized by the amount of dirt shoveled up when putting potatoes in sacks 
oe delivery and the care taken when preparing 1 —— for sale by 


re . 

I will state that the reporter of the Post assured me that it was 
by mistake that he connected my name with the matter. 
responsibility for the amendment rests with the District Commit- 
tee, and the authority for their action is District Commissioner 
John W. Ross, 

REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES, 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, several days since I gave notice 
that to-day I would ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
call up the bill (S. 3101) to prohibit the issuance of bonds or other 
interest-bearing obligations of the Government by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, or other officer of the Government, without the 
authority of Congress, in order that I might submit some re- 
marks uponit. I now make that request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia asks unan- 
imous consent that the bill indicated by him may be taken up for 
the purpose of submitting some remarks. Is there objection? 
The ir hears none, 

Mr. BACON. I desire to state, what I should have stated be- 
fore, that prior to pone ha uest I conferred with the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] and had his approval of the 
course I have taken. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia will pro- 


ceed, 

Mr. BACON. Task that the bill may be read at length. 

The Secretary read the bill (introduced by Mr. Bacon on the 
8th instant), as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the of this act neither the 
777277 DENIOS ODESA of the Gevercment extent 
hereafter expressly thereto jare by Congress. Sw. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the bill which has just been read 
is of a general character and would prohibit, should it be enacted - 
into law, the issuance of any bonas in the future by the Secre- 
anf of the Treasury unless thereto e authorized by act 
of Congress. It is a fact, however, that there is at present but 
one law upon the statute books under which bonds can be issued 
by an executive officer of the Government without the acne 
authority of Congress. That is the act of 1875, commonl own 
as the 5 act. The effect of the bill if it should become 
a law would be to repeal practically one portion of the act of 1875, 
to wit, that portion of it which authorizes the Secretary of the 
Treasury to sell bonds for the p of raising what is known 
as the redemption fund, for the redemption of greenbacks when 
presented for payment. I shall, therefore, discuss this bill as if 
it were ifically an act to repeal that particular portion of the 
act of 1875, and when in the course of my remarks I s of the 
law I am referring to the act of 1875 and that portion of it which 
gives this reread the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The fact that within the past two years the interest- be debt 
of the United States has been increased by $262,000,000 of ds 
issued through orders of the executive department of the Govern- 
ment under a general existing law, is sufficient to challenge the 
attention of the Senate to this bill as one of most serious im 

The urgent importance of taking away from executive officers 
this immeasurable power to create public debt is emphasized by 
the further fact that neither of the several issues of bonds ag 
gating this stupendous amount would have been authorised or 
consented to by Congress at the several times of their issuance. 
On the contrary, it is beyond doubt that if the consent of Con- 
gress had been asked to either of these issues of bonds, such con- 
sent would have been most emphatically refused. 

To this fact, which has only ceased to be startling because from 
its continued repetition we have grown familiar with its enormity, 
must be added the recognized certainty that in the future opera- 
tion of a system of finance which under the present construction 
of existing law is the most vicious and suicidal that ever curseda 
government and a people, there will inevitably be additional issues 
of bonds unless Congress, in the exercise of its power and in the 
performance of what I believe to be its duty, shall say it must 
not be done. Mr, President, itis no light matter to clothe one 
man with the power to burden the people with hundreds of millions 


of dollars of indebtedness. If in the opinion of Congress it isa 

oper thing to invest any one man with such power, or to permit 
hice to remain invested with such power, it is a t responsi- 
bility which Congress assumes when it forms that opinion and acts 


“upon it. = 
If, on the contrary, it is in the opinion of Congress a thing not 
r to be done, it is an abandonment of the highest duty if it 
ils to prohibit the exercise of such power in the future in the 
most commanding and effective manner known to its powers. It 
is a mies er rental which can not be escaped by Con this 
responsibility for the issuance of bonds at the will of one man. 
It is within the power of Congress to prevent the future issuance 
of bonds by the executive department without the direct author- 
ization of the lawmaking power. If it defeats the bill which 
Sen 2 a nonce in 5 by the 5 
epartment, by suc. ion Congress es the responsibility o 

justifying such future issuance. If Congress refuses or fails to 
take any action one way or the other, and by such refusal or fail- 
ure permits to stand 8 the existing law under which the 
power to issue bonds without limit is claimed and exercised by 
~ the executive department, it is practically an approval by Con- 
of the continued exercise of such power. ecan not escape 
fhe responsibility. Wecan not screen ourselyes under the plea 
that it is the act of the executive de ent and that it is not 
done by Con The bonds are issued by the executive de- 
partment under a law which it is within the power of Con to 
repeal. Without that law the executive department will have 
no power in the future to make further issues of bonds. If we 
t the law to stand on the statute book, we sanction the 
ture issues of bonds by the Executive, and the responsibility is 
ours. If we repeal the law, the bonds will not be issued hereafter. 
If we do not repeal the law, they will be issued. Therefore, either 
in our action or nonaction the ion whether these bonds shall 
be issued in the future is to be determined by us, and the respon- 
sibility is the responsibility of Congress. If this session closes and 
this law remains unrepealed, Congress will say to the people we 
approve the law, and we will further say to the people that, as we 
are certain that the executive officer will under this law issue 
more bonds in the future in the same manner as has been done in 
the past, we approve what this officer has done in the issuance of 
bonds under this law, and we justify and warrant his doing the 

same thing time and again in the future, 

If the law under which this two-hundred-and-sixty-two-million- 
dollar bond issue has been made had now expired by limitation of 
time, would Congress now a law giving toan executive officer 
the unlimited power by his mere order to issue bonds, which is 
now claimed and exercised under the present law? How many 
Senators, in the light of the experience of the last two years, 
would vote for a law which conferred upon an executive officer, or 
any other one man, the power, in his single judgment and at his 

ividual discretion, to issue bonds, and in all reasonable prob- 
ability increase the public debt, principal and interest, to the 
enormous amount of one thousand million dollars? 

That there are some Senators in this Chamber who would sup- 

such a measure may be possible, but that a large majority of 
rs would refuse their assent to the enactment of such a law 
I can not doubt. If so, no Senator can shut his eyes to the logical 
conclusion that in refusing to give his aid to the repeal of the 
tlaw, the — per upon him is the same as if he were 

now by his vote to enact a new law to the same effect. 

If the time shall ever come when it shall be recognized as the 
permanent policy of this Government that one man shall be 
clothed with the power at his own unbridled will to determine 
when and in what amounts and upon what terms the bonded debt 
of the people shall be increased, it will be the heaviest and most 
fatal blow ever struck at representative government. The respon- 
sibility for so t and so fateful a revolution in our institutions 
should not be left in doubt, and upon the records of this Senate 
should be spread the names of those who favor it and the names of 
those who oppose it to the uttermost. - : 

Every day that the existing law is allowed to remain in force is 
a recognition of its propriety. uva such day is an advance in 
the direction of the perpetuation of the system by which the peo- 
ple can be loaded down with enormous indebtedness without the 
consent and against the will of their chosen representatives. Every 
time there is an issue of bonds under the existing law, the loyalty 
of the people to republican E gence acts government is weak- 
ened and they become more and more familiar with submission to 
one-man power. : Y 

The requirement for the repeal of the existing law is not the 
demand of sentiment. It is not for the promotion of the interests 


of any one icular political party, except in so far as such in- 
terest may be affected by the support of, or the opposition to, the 
by such political party. It is demanded by the immeasur- 


interest and the conceded right of the people that they should 
not be burdened with debt except by the votes of their chosen rep- 
resentatives in Congress. It is demanded by the experience of the 
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last two years—the great object lesson by which is shown the conse- 
quences of such royal power when placed in the hands of any one 
man. It is, above all, demanded that there may be preserved the 
bounds set by the Constitution upon executive power, and that 
the legitimate duties and powers and responsibilities devolved by 
the Constitution w Congress shall be exercised by Congress, 
and shall not be delegated to any other department of the Gov- 
ernment, or to any one man, whoever he may be, or whatever office 
he may hold. 

If there is one thing in the Constitution clearer than any other 
one thing, it is the intention that Congress alone shall have the 
power to create a debt, or levy and collect taxes for the payment 
of debt, or for any other p There is no line or syllable in 


that instrument in@jcating the intention that the executive de- 
tment shall exercise in any Sopro either of these powers. 
here is not a line in it looking to the idea that the Chief Execu- 


tive should have any connection with, or influence upon, the exer- 
cise of such powers except in the power of the veto as on any 
other proposed legislation, 

Bagel piain; emphatic, indisputable design of the Constitution is 
that the pae keine power alone shall create debt, levy taxes, 
direct or indirect, make appropriations, and control the disburse- 
ment of the public treasure. departure from such direct inten- 
fon is a violation and a defeat of the purpose of the fundamental 

W. 
There is no room for contention or successful dispute of this 
A isa pecs There is nothing either in oe reading or the 

idden meaning of the Constitution which justify any other 
construction. ere has never been the dictum of a respectable 
commentator on this instrument, never a judicial decision, and, 
so far as I am informed, never the utterance of a publicist upon 
which could be rested a contention in conflict with this proposi- 
tion. 

In the history of the English-speaking race there is nothing 
moreimportant than the achievement, through the struggles of cen- 
turies, of the right of the people to control taxation and expendi- 
ture through their representatives. No cost and no sacrifice have 
been deemed too great a price for this inestimable right. And, 
sir, I think it may be safely said that no — of the English- 
speaking ple has ever voluntarily surrendered this right. No 
part of this liberty-loving, self-ruling race has ever intentionally 
conferred upon the executiye head of its Government the power 
to levy and collect taxes, and to expend the revenues derived 
therefrom, regardless of the wishes, and in opposition to the will 
of their representatives, 

The Constitution of the United States most carefully ds 
and limits to Congress the right and the duty to create debt, to 
levy and collect taxes, and to make and control expenditure of the 
public money. After the preamble, the first line in the Constitu- 
tion is as follows: - ~ 

All legislative power herein granted shall be yested in a of the 
United States, which shall consist of a Senate and House of Representatives. 

The creation of debt, the levy of taxes, and the appropriation of 
the public money are among the highest legislative powers. But 
not content with this general authorization, the Constitution, in 
that magnificent enumeration of tlie great powers of Congress, in 
the first clause of such enumeration provides that Congress shall 
have power “to lay and collect taxes” and to pay the debts” 
of the United States.” 

In the second clause of these enumerated powers is that to 
borrow money on the credit of the United States.” 

The final clause of this enumeration confers upon Congress the 
duty to make all laws which shall be necessary and proper to 
5 execution the foregoing powers.“ 

What ers? Why, undoubtedly the powers conferred on Con- 
gress. It is made the duty of Congress to pass all laws which 
may be necessary to enable Congress to exercise the great powers 
therein conferred upon it. There is nothing which can be con- 
strued into authority to Con to pass laws by which these 
great powers, the execution of which is devolved upon Congress, 
may, by delegation thereof, be exercised by the executive branch 
of the Government. They are to be exercised by Congress, and 
by Congress oniy. Any device by which the great powers of 
creating debt, or levying taxes, or ee money, are prac- 
tically taken away from Congress, and practically conferred upon 
the executive branch of the Government, is a violation of the 
letter and of the spirit of the Constitution. 8 

The enumeration of the powers of the Executive contains noth- 
ing looking to the creation of debt, the levying of taxes, or the 
sopro wian of the public money. Outside of the appointment 
of officers and the official intercourse with foreign governments, 
almost all of the duties of the Executive head may be included in 
the one sentence in the Constitution, He shall take care that 
the laws be faithfully executed.” 

Itis tao for any executive 1 — make law, 7 eres for Con- 
gress er upon any executive officer powers harge 
which enables him in his discretion to determine what . —— 
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pe debt shall be incurred and what amount of taxes shall be 
Jevied and collected for the payment of such debt. Such power 
and the duty to exercise it belongs to Congress only. It can not 
be constitutionally delegated to the executive branch of the Goy- 
ernment. 

Despite this careful constitutional limitation of legislative 

ers, and particularly of the debt-creating power, to Congress, 
itis not to be denied that the power is now by law, under its 
present construction, lodged in the executive department, and 
in one officer of that department, at his single will and in his sole 
discretion, to enforce taxation and expenditure practically with- 
out limit, and under this Jaw this autocratic power is exercised 
not only in the absence of the assent of the le but directly 
in opposition to their wishes and to the wishes of their chosen 
representatives. Congress practically has nothing to do in the 
premises but to obediently, and asa matter of formality, levy the 
taxes and appropriate the money which the executive officer has 
himself already practically levied and appropriated in the con- 
traction of a debt which must be paid without hesitation and 
without question. 

But for the credit of the American people I am glad to be able 
to say, as I shall attempt to prove, that in the passage of the act 
of 1875 there was no intention to confer such a power on an execu- 
tive officer, and that there was nothing in the terms of the act 
under the conditions then existing which would justify the con- 
templation of the exercise of such power under it at any time. 

The act of 1875, as modified by the act of 1878, does not, it is 
true, confer in terms upon the Secretary of the Treasury the 
power to levy taxes and to appropriate and disburse the money 
collected from the people through such taxation. But it is in 
effect practically the same thing. Under the law as construed by 
the executive department, the Secretary of the Treasury has the 

wer, in his discretion, tocreate debt and toissue interest-bearing 
Fonds as the evidence thereof. When he issuesin the name of 
the Government one hundred millions of bonds, itis no longer a 
question in the discretion of Congress whether the hundred mil- 
lion dollars, with the amount of the interest thereon, shall be 
collected from the people for their payment. The bonds thus 
issued must be paid, principal and interest. The money must by 
Congress be collected from the people by taxation, and the money 
thus collected must be appropriated by Congress for the payment 
of the debt, however unwillingly it may be done. So that, I re- 
peat, the law empowering the etary of the Treasury to issue 

nds of the Government practically without limit, in effect con- 
fers upon this officer, or upon the President who may direct and 
control him, the power, in thus contracting a public debt, at his 
own will and in his own discretion, to tax the people without 
limit. This law also practically empowers him tothe same extent 
to make appropriations and disbursement of the public treasure 
without their wish or consent. 

Mr. President, if Senators realize the enormity of a statute con- 
ferring such power upon an executive officer, can they possibly 
hesitate in the recognition of the duty of Congress to promptly 
reclaim and retake to itself the high prerogative of determining 
what amount of money shall be collected from the le, and to 
what public uses that money shall be appropriated after it has 
thus been collected? X% 

Sir, it would seem that sufficient reason would be found for the 
repeal of this law in the fact that in its presence upon the statute 
book there is a practical abdication by Congress of the most im- 

tant functions conferred upon the legislative branch by the 
Ponstitution, But this constitutional objection to this law has 
much additional forceif it be true, as I think can be clearly shown, 
that in its enactment Congress never designed to confer upon the 
executive branch the power now exercised under it. While the 
law as construed by the executive department. undoubtedly now 
confers upon the executive officer the power to create debt prac- 
tically without limit, and while it is equally true that this law in 
its presert operation sie wig ers on him the additional 
po to enforce the levying of taxes and the disbursement of 

e public money in accordance with his unrestrained discretion 
and will, it is nevertheless also true that it was not the original 
intent or contemplation of the statute to confer such power, and 
that there was nothing in its terms, under the conditions then 
existing, to justify the anticipation that any such power could be 
exercised under it by an executive officer. 

The ministerial act of signing and issuing the bonds of the Goy- 
ernment has always been delegated to the executive department, 
but the determination of what bonds should be issued, and when 
and in what amount, has always been kept within the control of 
Congress, It may be safely said that from the foundation of the 
Government the issuance of bonds has been either for the pur- 
pose of borrowing money or for the funding or renewal of an 
existing debt. In either case the discretion has been exclusively 
exercised by Congress in the issuance of such bonds. If a certain 
sum of money was to be borrowed, the e eee Was 
directed to negotiate and issue bonds in the necessary to 


procure the same. If a debt was to be funded, or refunded, the 
executive department was directed in the same manner to issue 


the amount of bonds required for the purpose. In each instance 
the executive department, in issuing the bonds, was but the 
agency of the legislative ee e and acting strictly within 
the limits prescribed by the latter department. 

The act of 1875 was when enacted no exception to this general 
rule. The purpose of the act was to provide a fund by which the 
legal-tender notes of the Government should be paid in coin when 
presented for redemption. 

The amount of these legal-tender notes was known, and when 
the law authorized the Secretary of the Treasury to negotiate.and 
issue bonds at not less than par to an extent necessary to redeem 
all legal-tender notes presented for payment, it was in the contem- 
plation of that act an authority to issue bonds in an amount not 
exc: the total amount of legal-tender notes then outstanding. 
In the enactment of that law Congress never intended to clothe 
the Secretary of the Treasury with unlimited power to issue bonds 
in his discretion, and there was nothing in the conditions then 
existing to warrant the contemplation of Congress that the law 
could ever have such effect. If the original act had been carried 
out as designed, there would have been simply the exchange of 
one form of indebtedness for another by the Government, without 
increasing the amount of such indebtedness. For the legal-tender 
notes bonds in equal or less amount would have been substituted. 

Under this act a portion of the legal tenders were redeemed-and 
canceled, Finding that the cancellation of the legal tenders was too 
violently contracting the currency, the act of 1878 was passed requir- 
ing that the legal-tender notes when redeemed sh not be can- 
celed, but should again be reissued by the Treasury Department. 
By this latter act the whole nature of the act of 1875 was 
From anactauthorizing an issue of bonds which could not ex the 
amount of the ubacks, it was converted into an act which put 
intothe hands of the Secretary of the Treasury practionD.y-anihnd ted 
power to issue bonds in his discretion. The effect in this regard 
of this act of 1878 was not foreseen by Congress at the time of its 
enactment, or doubtless at the same time the act of 1875 would 
have been further amended by withdrawing from the Secretary 
of the Treasury the power to issue bonds and reserving to Con- 
gress, to whom it legitimately belonged, to authorize thereafter 
such specific issues of bonds, upon such terms and under such 
conditions, as might be required for the redemption of the green- 
backs. The bilities of bond issues under this act of 1575 as 
modified by the act of 1878 did not become apparent for man 
years thereafter. Such eee never would have been devel- 
oped if the Department had adhered to what was recognized for 
years as the law, and which I conceive still to be the law, that 
the authority to issue bonds was given by the statute only to be 
exercised when there was not in the Treasury, derived from any 
source. legal-tender coin in sufficient amount with which to re- 
deem thegreenbacks presented for payment. Notonly is it plainly 
the correct construction of the resumption act that the Govern- 
ment should exercise the option as to which legal-tender coin it 
would use in the payment of its obligations, but this construction 
was recognized in the tice of the Government for more than 
fifteen years. Not only so, but the right and intention of the 
Government to exercise such option is emphatically announced 
in the act of July 14, 1890, commonly known as the Sherman Act. 
I will aarme Secretary to read the portion of the act of 1890 which 
is marked. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That u 
CC 
may prescribe, redeem such notes in gold or silver coin, at his discretion, 
it being the established policy of the United States to maintain the two 
metals on a parity with each other upon the present legal ratio or such ratio 
as may be provided by law. 

Mr. GRAY. Would it interrupt the Senator if I should call his 
attention to the act repealing the so-called Sherman law, and the 
mwy pst by that repealing law was imposed upon the Govern- 
men 

Mr. BACON. Notin the least. 

Mr. GRAY. The law is in these words: 

And itis bran’ further declared that the effo 
as will mati 5 at a 5 — . be such a safo svatom of binne ‘aiis 

n es the wer of eve 
by the United tatesin the murkewrandin the e u LE 

Tt seems to me, I submit to the Senator, that that imposes a 
duty in a somewhat different light upon the Government and the 
administration of the fisc of this country than that read by the 
Senator from the so-called Sherman law. 

Mr. BACON. I am very glad of the interruption by the dis- 
tinguished Senator. I think so far from that being in any man- 
ner a change, it is directly in the line of that law. res ‘to 
the inguiry of the honorable Senator from Delaware, I desire to 


call attention with a little more pronen y to acti of 1 
© proposition the act 


for the purpose of emphasizing 
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1890 did not simply do what all the political platforms have done 
and what several statutes and resolutions of Congress have done, 
to wit, announce the policy of the Government to maintain the 
parity, but it went further toindicate the particular way in which 

t parity was to be maintained. I confess that I have read this 
law a number of times, and only within the past few days has 
this exact language been called to my attention. 

It is plain that the act of 1890 announced it as the policy of the 
Government, and as the direct law as to Treasury notes issued 
under that law, that the Government should exercise the option 
and that the creditor should not exercise it. There is no other 
proper construction to it. It is true the law does not use the word 
option“; it uses the word ‘‘discretion,” but there is no other con- 
struction which can be put to it. 

Mr. GRAY. Read it again. 

Mr. BACON. At the request of the Senator from Delaware I 
will read the clause again. 

Mr. GRAY. I mean just those words. 

Mr. BACON. It says: 


That u; demand of the holder of any of the Treasury notes herein pro 
vided forthe Secretary of the Treasury— £ 


Not may — 5 
shall, under such regulations as he may prescribe, redeem such notes in gold 
or silver coin, at his discretion. 

Mr. GRAY. Is there anything following that clause? 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

being blished poli f the United States to maintain th 

ae on Lemar with cach — —ĩ the present legal ratio aiui 

Which is 16 to 1. : 

Mr. GRAY. Iask the Senator 

Mr. BACON. Wait a moment— 
or such ratio as may be provided for by law. 


If the Senator will pardon me a moment, I should like to state 
my proposition before he answersit. I say that no court in the 
construction of that language could come to any conclusion but 
that the use of the words at his discretion ” meant that the Goy- 
ernment should exercise the option. 

Now, it may be said that discretion of the Secretary might be 
exercised in permitting the creditor to choose, but there would 
certainly be no correct reasoning in thatcontention. That would 
defeat it, as issuggested to me by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN]. When the law says that the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall redeem in either gold or silver coin at his discretion, it does 
not mean that he shall exercise that discretion by permitting the 
other party to exercise a discretion. It can not do that. 

Mr. GRAY. I think that is right. Now, what I want to sub- 
mit to the fair, legal mind of my friend the Senator from Geor- 
gia is the question whether the subsequent clause of the Sherman 

ct, the one following the clause just read, does not impose upon 
that discretion a limitation in the nature of describing the object 
for which the discretion shall be exercised? 

Mr. BACON. In this law? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, in the Sherman Act. 

Mr. BACON. The one I have just read? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. no means. The Senator’s question simply 
anticipates what I intended myself to discuss. 

Mr. GRAY. I beg pardon. 

Mr. BACON. Ithinkevery Senator here, even the distinguished 
Senator from Delaware himself, admits the correctness of the 

roposition I have just announced as to whatis the true construc- 
Hon of the language so far as Iwent. The Senator from Delaware 
assents to it. à 

Now, what is the meaning of the continuing language? The 

continuing language does not in any manner change the nature 
of the language already used, but simply goes on to state the pur- 

to be effected by that language which it had already used. 
ie says, in other words, practically, in order that the parity be- 
tween gold and silver may be maintained, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, when he pays the demand obligations of the Govern- 
ment, shall exercise the option whether he will pay gold or silver, 
and he shall not leave that option to be exercised by the creditor. 

Mr. ALLEN. It being in the nature of a public trust, he must 
exercise it in the interest of the public. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not want to interfere with the Senator from 


Georgia. 

Mr BACON. It does not interfere with me in the least. Iam 
happy to hear the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr GRAY. What I contend is, it seems tome, what the Sena- 
tor has frankly stated, that the succeeding words do modify the 
use of the discretion by describing the end to be accomplished by 
the exercise of that discretion. 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. There we agree, 
| Mr, BACON. We agree. 


Mr. GRAY. Whatis that end? The end is: 


To maintain the two metals on a parity with each other upon the present 
legal ratio 


Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. To go further— 
or such ratio as may be provided by law. 

Therefore it is not an unlimited discretion, but it is a discretion 
to be exercised in that way which will best accomplish this pur- 


pose. 

If the Secretary of the Treasury should believe, in the honest ex- 
ercise of that discretion, that it was necessary, in order to pre- 
serve the parity of the two metals, to pay an obligation of the 
United States in gold, surely it would not be a departure from the 
command of the law for him to pay in gold. 

Mr, BACON. Most undoubtedly not, if he has both. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well; then we agree. 

Mr. BACON. But the departure is in the Secretary of the 
Treasury entirely surrendering his own judgment as to whether 
gold or silver coin would best promote the parity, and permitting 
the creditor to say in his discretion whether he will have the one 
re the other, regardless of what may be the opinion of the Secre- 


Ty. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] sug- 
gests that that is a complete answer. It seems to me, if I may be 
pardoned for trespassing on the indulgence of the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Bacon] —— 

Mr. BACON. The Senator is not trespassing. 

Mr. GRAY. It seems to me that where the end in view is de- 
scribed by the law, that is, to preserve parity, and discretion given 
to the Secretary of the Treasury to accomplish that end, it is be- 
side the case, and the reason that underlies the case, to say that he 
has surrendered the discretion to a who demands gold, 
where the Secretary chooses to pay gold in order that there may 
be no difference in the action of the Treasury De ent in its 
use of the two metals, in order that whatever is demanded may 
be paid, for the moment one metal is discriminated against, or 
has a discrimination made in its favor, that moment, it seems to 
me, there is a departure from the plain end of thelaw. Now, as 
is admitted everywhere, it seems to me, by persons who are cogni- 
zant of the methods of doi ee a demand note of the aor 
ernment has to- be paid in that metal which the creditor prefers 
at the time, in order that that duty may be properly performed 
by him, for the moment he refuses to do that he compels the ac- 
ceptance of a metal which is not preferred by the creditor, and 
the 5 between the two coins commences and the 
parity us to disappear. 

Me ALEEN, © Dincieinntion osua disparity: 

Mr. BACON. The entire proposition as stated by the honora- 
ble Senator from Delaware, so far as I can analyze it and reduce 
it to a single 1 is that the Secretary of the Treasury 
would be justified in surrendering his own discretion and in per- 
mitting the creditor to exercise the discretion, or the option, to 
use the other term, in case the Secretary of the Treasury thought 
it the best policy to do so. The law gives him no such power. 
The law gives him power to say, ‘‘I will pay in gold, because I 
think that will best produce parity,” if he wishes to do so. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. It gives him power to pay in silver, if that will 
the more rear tend to produce parity. It does not give him 
3 to say, I think it is the policy of this Government, regard- 
ess of what may be my opinion as to the interest of the Govern- 
ment, to let the creditor exercise the option when he comes and 
says ‘I will take gold.““ There would be no such power. The 


Secretary might think it better for the Government that the cred- 
itor should take silver. 

Mr. GRAY. It is the desire of the creditor for gold that oper- 
ates upon and is the reason for the exercise of the etion. 


Mr. BACON. That does not make parity. Gentlemen talk 
upon this floor and on the stump about parity. Because a man 
can with a silver dollar get a gold dollar does not make parity. 
Parity is where either metal will stand of itself without the sup- 
port of the other; where either will accomplish the same result as 
the other without the assistance of the other. That is all there 


is in parity. 
Mr ALLEN. The law of equality. 


Mr. BACON. It is the law of equality, as the distinguished 
Senator from Nebraska says. 

I am glad this interruption has occurred, because it emphasizes 
the fact which escaped my notice up to within the past few days, 
and which I have never heard presented before, although it is 
on the plain surface of the law, t the act of 1890 laid upon the 
Secretary of the Treas the absolute obligation to exercise his 
option in behalf of the Government if he thought the paying of 


one rather than the other coin would tend to produce parity be- 
tween the two coins. 

Mr. President, what can more tend to produce disparity than 
for the Government to admit that a coin, which it itself says is a 
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legal coin, is not an egual coin with the other, and that therefore 
a man has a right to discriminate between the two? I think that 
much we have heard on the coinage Dea would never have 
been heard if it had not been for the fatal mistake made by the 
Secre of the Treasury in allowing that discrimination to be 
made. he had said in the beginning, Under the law these two 
coins are equal; under the law when you present one to me in 
payment for the debt due to the Government I do not ask you to 
give me the other. I accept either one; and under the law when 
you present an obligation to me for payment you must take either 
one, and I will exercise my judgment as to which is the one that 
it is more in the interest of the Government to pay ”—if he had 
said that there would have been parity, parity not because one 
leans against the other or derives its support from the other, 
but parity because one is as strong and as tall as the other and 
will bear as much burden as the other. That it paniy. So long 
as the Government admits the claim of the creditor that one is 
not so good as the other, and permits the creditor to say, “I will 
select what I will take,” so long there will not be parity, certainly 
not under existing law. 

Mr. GRAY. that I meant to say, and I do not believe the 
Senator from Georgia will differ with me in that respect, is that 
where the Secretary of the Treasury has two coins in his possession, 
in maintaining the parity of which he is commanded to exercise a 
discretion he can only use that discretion by saying to a creditor, 
“ Whichever of these coins you want you can have,” for if he 
says, You shall take one and not the other,” then there is not parity 
maintained between them on the part of the Government: He 
says, Tou can take either of these two coins, and therefore we 
show that we regard them precisely alike.” 

Mr. BACON. The mistake which the distinguished Senator 
from Delaware makes and which a great many others who think as 
he thinks also make is this: They confuse the idea of the pari 
which exists between the gold dollar and the paper dollar, whic 
is not parity in the sense that we are talking about when we speak 
of the parity of two legal-tender coins. You say the legal-tender 
paper dollar is on a parity with gold. You use the expression ‘‘is 
on a parity with gold” simply because it is redeemable in gold. 

The distinguished Senator and those of his school in this par- 
ticular branch of politics think that all that is needed with refer- 
ence to the silver dollar is that it shall have the same relation to 
the gold dollar that the paper dollar has to-day.. I say that there 
is a fatal vice in that position, and that the relation which those 
recognize who occupy the position I do is thaf it shall be a parity 
not use one can be exchanged for the other, except so far as 
equality will promote exchange, but because one is as powerful as 
the other and will do as much as the other without reference to 
any support from the other. 

. GRAY. Then we mean different things by the word 
“parity.” 

Arr. BACON. We certainly do. 

Mr. GRAY. I think it comes down to that. 

Mr. BACON. We certainly do; and I am only sorry that the 
country at large and the men who do not have the time to investi- 
gate this matter are misled in that regard by the arguments of 
those who agree with the distinguished Senator from Delaware. 
They are confused upon the question of parity and made to be- 
lieve that the question of parity between gold and silver is the 
same thing as the parity between gold and paper. They are as 
wide spari as the poles. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Georgia permit me for 
a moment? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. If we admit what the Senator from Delaware 
says, that the Secretary of the Treasury has exercised his option, 
then certainly the Senator from Delaware must admit that he has 
used his discretion reo because the result of his option and his 
discretion as he has used them has been to cause a disparity and 
to make the disparity greater with each exercise of that option. 

Mr. GRAY. Onthecontrary, I believe that the use by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury of his discretion has thus far maintained 
the parity, and is the only thing which has maintained it. 

r. BUTLER. He has succeeded in making the bullion value 
of silver come down by discriminating against it, for the Senator 
knows that the only way to increase the bullion value is by treat- 
ing it equally and fairly with gold, and in this connection I quote 
the distinguished Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] in his 
Elmira speech, when he laid down the proposition that nothing 
had ever made the bullion value of silver equal to gold but treat- 
ing it equally and fairly at the mints with gold. 

. BACON. Referring again to the act of 1890—andI say that 
the act of 1893 was practically a repetition of the same declaration 
on the part of the Government—it directly asserts the policy of 
the Government to maintain at the present ratio, 16 to 1 (that 
much-derided phrase in the act of 1890—it does not say 16 to 1, 
but it says present legal ratio, and that is 16 to 1), the parity be- 
tween the legal-tender gold coin and the legal-tender silver coin 
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by the exercise of this option on the part of the Government, and 
by refusing to permit the creditor to exercise his option in the 
premises. It not only asserts the general public policy as to the 

ayment of all its obligations, but it unqualifiedly commands the 
9 of the Treasury to exercise that option in the payment 
of the Treasury notes to be issued under that act. 

The recent contention is that parity between the gold legal - 
tender coin and the silver legal-tender coin is to be only main- 
tained in the same way that parity is maintained between a gold 
dollar and a paper dollar, and that is by giving to the creditor the 
5 5 to choose which of them he will receive in payment of his 
debt. But the recognized construction of the law for more than 
fifteen years and the plain assertion and command of the act of 
1890 was that parity between the gold dollar and the silver dollar 
was to be maintained by treating each as standard money and by 
requiring the creditor to receive either which the Government in 
its discretion might choose to offer him. 

With all respect to those who differ with me, it is to my mind 
an absurdity to call that a parity between two coins which per- 
mits a creditor to refuse to receive the one and gives him the right 
tọ demand the other. But however this may be in theory, the 
law recognized in practice by the executive department, which 
gives to the public creditor the zen to demand and receive gold 
to the exclusion of legal-tender silver, is law made by the execu- 
tive department and not by the constitutional lawmaking de- 
partment. The making of this law by Executive order aaa the 
enforcement of itin practice, is a plain, palpable, undeniable usur- 
pation of legislative functions by the officer of the executive depart- 
ment. It is not only without the sanction of the legislative de- 
partment, but is directly in conflict with the laws which it has 
passed and with the resolutions which it has adopted. 

It is not, however, my fit hp in this connection to discuss at 
length the question whether the Secretary of the Treasury has or 
has not violated the spirit and intent of the law in the issuance of 
bonds to procure gold for the public creditor when there was at 
the time of such issue legal-tender coin in the Treasury with which 
to redeem the greenbacks. For the purposes of this argument 
that is not an essential question for determination at this time. 
Whatever may be the proper construction of this bond law in this 
regard, the reason and the necessity for its repeal are none the less 
imperative. 

f it be conceded for the purposes of this argument that he has 
strictly pursued the law and has in no manner departed from its 
intent, the proposition is none the less beyond successful dispute 
that the exercise by an executive officer of the power in his discre- 
tion to create debt, and compel taxation, and force appropriations 
by Congress, is a violation of the plain intent of the Constitution. 
For Congress to permit such a statute to remain unrepealed is an 
abdication of its high prerogatives and an abandonment of its duty. 
Nay, more; to stand inert and submissive while the executive de- 
paren undisguisedly indifferent to the will of Congress, issues 

mds and ms up debt upon the people to the amount of hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars, must necessarily bring into disrepute 
the legislative branch of the Government, and utterly destroy the 
repect to which its high office and its legitimate authority right- 
tuy entitle it in the public esteem. 

e great distinguishing feature between a despotism and a free 
government is the presence of a representative legislative branch, 
freely chosen by the People, and acting in the discharge of its 
legitimate legislative functions without hindrance, restraints, or 
attempted encroachment by the executive department. In every 
government, however despotic, there is found the executive de- 
partment, and, as a practical necessity, also a judicial depart- 
ment. But a free representative legislature, free in its selection 
and free in the exercise of its powers, is only found in a free gov- 
ernment, and wherever found there exists free government. e 
peene of the one insures the existence of the other. To the 

egree in which the executive department encroaches upon the 
legislative powers, or in which the legislative department volun- 
tarily or carelessly surrenders its powers to the executive depart- 
ment, to the same degree is there a departure from the standard 
of a free representative government. It is a delusion to conclude 
that free government is assured by the mere existence of a rep- 
resentative branch, nominally and formally performing legislative 
functiong. It has been my fortune to look upon a legislative 
assembly in which the members had been 8 designated 
and chosen by the executive, and in which during several sittings 
witnessed by myself the bills which were presented for action, and 
which had been prepared by the executive department, elicited 
from no member present either motion, or suggestion, or comment. 
When these bills were put upon their passage, the roll callin every 
instance failed to show a single negative vote. And more than 
that, during those several sittings there was never, by any mem- 
ber, a motion, a ee get gee or a discussion upon any subject or 
measure. They did not meet to deliberate, or to discuss, or to 
legislate, but sores to obey the executive orders. They simply 
voted unanimously in the affirmative upon the bills which had 
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been prepared for them, and 
representative legislative body, 
ister in the form of law the arbitrary edicts of the executive. 
ow, Mr. President, it is not to be feared that any legislative 
body in the United States will ever be reduced to such slavish 
subserviency to Executive will and dictation. Such acondition is 


journed. Although nominally a 
y were in fact but the agents to 


an impossibility tomenof our race. There is 
indication that they will be reduced to silence. But while it is 
not to be apprehended that we will ever reach such an extreme, 
it is not to be denied that whenever there is.a surrender by the 
legislature to the Executive of any of the power belonging to the 
former, to that extent there is such subserviency. In the domain 
of Federal legislation, rig a a most important subjectsare the 
creation of public debt, the ing and collection of taxes, and 
appropriation to nditure of the money thus collected from 

e people. And when we permit to stand unrepealed the law 
which in a very large measure practically abandons to the execu- 
tive department the legislative functions in regard to these im- 

t subjects, we stand in our subserviency, as repects them, 

no better position than does the legislative body of which I 

have spoken, and which as to all measures of legislation simply 
obeys the command of the Executive. 

At this very session, and Iam glad to see the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations sitting before me when I make the 
assertion, in the appropriation bills are found §10,000,000 in round 
numbers to pay the annual interest on the $262,000,000 of bonds 
which within the past two years have been issued by the execu- 
tive department under this law. Can it be said that in the appro- 
priation of this $10,000,000 of interest Congress has done anything 
more than carry out the edict of the executive department? 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Georgia yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. None of the appropriation bills provides inter- 
eston the public debt. That interest is provided by a law passed 
in 1862, which carries continuons appropriations for interest on 
the public debt without any intervention of Congress. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that. 

Mr. ALLISON. So we have not dealt with that question at all. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that, What I mean is that the 
whole matter of appropriations is within the control of Con 8 
and that act as well as any other act is within the control of Con- 
gress, and whenever the Congress makes no change in the act ap- 
propriating money, of course it recognizes the propriety of pav- 
ment under the act, because if there were an impropriety it would 


certain] ize it and correct it. 
Mr. ISON. It is not within the province of the Committee 
on Appropriations, except by the consent of the Senate, to propose 


certainly no present 


new tion. a 
Mr. BACON. I did not say the Appropriations Committee did 
this. The Senator from Iowa misunderstood me 


Mr. ALLISON. I understood the Senator to say we had put 
these provisions in appropriation bills. 

Mr. BACON. I am simply calling attention to the fact that a 
large amount of money, to wit, $10,000,000, which will mt in 
round numbers the interest accrning upon the $262,000,000 of bonds 
issued * : 8 9 
ognize, and it to e provision for the paymen it. 
can not exercise any discretion, either to interfere with any exist- 

law or to make any new provision which would interfere with 
itin any way. That law is under the control of Congress, as any 
other law is. Ithinkit ought to stand. The Senator from Iowa 
Mr. ALLISON] must not misunderstand meaboutthat. Lamspeak- 
of the fact — thisisa debt which has been — 3 
r; that it did not originate in any specific legislative enact- 
ment. I am simply illustrating the that in the creation of 
the debt by Executive order thereis the ical absorption of the 
legislative functions by the executive department; that when it 
creates the debt, which must be paid, Congress no longer has any 
ripest er a actsdiass wad comer aariaa Tat 
the executive eni power to order its pa: 
is the for which I alluded to it. 


the principal debt of $262,000,000 must also be paid, and the people 
must be taxed to this amount without the exercise of any 
tion or will on the of Cape bat under direct, absolute 


compulsion to levy taxes appropriate the money. 


Mr. President, of course it must be recognized that not only in 
the case of these particular bonds issued . Executive . — 
but also in the case of bonds issued by specific act of Congress, 
the national honor is pledged and the principal and interest must 
be paid, that there can be the exercise of no discretion by Con- 
gress as to such payment, and that the Congress in office at the 
time of their maturity is under an obligation which can not be 
disregarded to provide the necessary money and to appropriate 
the same to such payment. 

But the two cases are radically different. In each case it is the 
obligation of the original contract which takes away from Con- 
gress any future discretion as to the appropriation of money for 
its payment. In the latter case the obligation of the contract is 
the creation of Congress, and this 5 is subsequently dis- 
charged by Congress. The original obligation to pay, contracted 
through the exercise of the discretion and will of Congress, and 
the final payment by Congress, are in their beginning and ending 
the acts of the legislative department, acting throughout within 
its constitutional functions. 

But in the former case, where the executive officer acts in his 
discretion under a power delegated by a general law, the execu- 
tive de mt alone exercises the discs etion and the will by 
which the obligation is created, and under which the compulsion 
of payment is laid upon Congress. 


tis too plain for serious dispute that in the issuance of bonds 
under this existing law, and in the exercise of his discretion and 
will in such issuance, asking neither yea or nay of anyone, the 
executive officer peer pay! performs the legislative functions in 


thecreation of debt, and in the taxation and appropriation required 
for the discharge of that debt. 

In a great matter vitally affecting the interest of the people, the 
protection of which has by the titution been icularly 
and exclusively confided as a duty to the legislative tment, 
the Executive commands, and Congress has but to obey. In 
truth, Mr. President, the office performed by in this re- 


gard hardly rises to the dignity of obedience. This highest legis- 
lative body becomes scarcely more than the pawn moved upon 
the governmental chessboard by the Executive hand. 

e legislative is, under the Constitution, the highest branch 
of this Government. To it the officers of all other branches of 
the Government are answerable as to a tribunal of final power. 
To it have been committed by the Constitution the great govern- 
mental functions and powers, with the particular design and in- 
tent that they shall not be exercised by the Executive; that, 
wrested as they were from the grasp ef kings, these powers should 
never again be within the control of any oneman. Upon those 
clothed with these high prerogatives rests the strongest obligation 
to carefully see to it that the exercise of these great powers, or of 
any one of them, shall not intentionally, or through imadyertence, 
pass from the 1 to the executive department. 

It may seem idle to seriously discuss the encroachment by the 
Executive upon the legislative department; but it is not without 
significance not only that Congress should contentedly acquiesce 
in the practical and continued exercise of the most important legis- 


lative ctions by the executive department through the means 
of this bond law, but that a subaltern in the Treasury Department 


should openly set at naught the commands of regularly enacted 
law, and no movement be made in Congress to return him by the 
shortest route to the avocations of private life. 

It bodes no good to the constitutional limitations of the great 
de ents of our Government that such things can be. The 
cloud on the horizon may not be larger than a man’s hand, but it 
ap paniy discernible, and it may in time overspread the entire 

vens. 

From exercising legislative functions by the executive depart- 
ment it is but one step to the influence and control of elections by 
the same department, and the control of the elections by the execu- 
tiye department means the absolute domination and dictation of 


legislation. 

The tie when encroachment upon right should be resisted is 
in its beginning. The point at which to grapple with an invader 
is where he first sets foot u: the border. 

Mr. President, what has already done under this bond law 
cannot be undone. Theevil which has already been accomplished 
must be endured. The mountain of debt which has been piled 
up on the people must be borne for the period of a generation, and 
every year during that full period the ae of every branch 
of industry must be taxed for its payment. This enormous and 
unnecessary debt has added not one dollar of value tothe products 
of the field, of the mine, of the factory, or of the fruits of any 
other productive 5 And yet it must be paid by the peo- 
ple of this country to the last dollar, principal and interest, 
gating the vast sum of more than „000,000; and among the 
people there is no one who is personally so poor or whose ayoca- 
tion is so humble but what he will each year pay his ion of 
it. Outof the pittance of the poor as well asout of the abundance 
of the rich the Government will each year collect a tax for the 
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iment of the principal and interest of this bonded debt thus 
created by eee ee No one will escape. Each and every 


one in the whole land must pay his portion. 

But however fixed and irretrievable is this calami 
the fact can not be too strongly emphasized that if this bond law 
is permitted to stand unrepealed, Co , in so doing, with the 

knowledge of its practical operation, is deliberately and de- 
signedly surrendering to the executive de ent for future 
the legislative power over the great and vital subjects of contrac- 
tion of debt, the levying of taxes, and the appropriation of money. 
Not only so, but in refusing to repeal this bond law, Congress 
will furthermore be consenting that for the sole purpose of main- 
taining the gold standard, a still further bonded debt of hundreds 
of millions of dollars is hereafter to be added to the five hundred 
millions of principal and interest already contracted through Ex- 
ecutive order to be paid for this p And yet more; in re- 
fusing to repeal this bond law Congress will be also consenting 
that the greenback currency shall be withdrawn from circulation 
to the same amount for which bonds are issued. Congress must 
be assumed to consent to that which it knows will certainly occur 
when it refuses to exercise the power it has to prevent it. 

There is no one so credulous as to believe that with this bond 
law unrepealed the issuance of bonds by the executive depart- 
ment has ended. It is not to be doubted that more bonds are to 
be issued for the same purpose that they have been issued for in the 

We have the word of the Chief Executive that these bonds 
ve been issued to ee the ape teamed ane Aoh for the 
urpose of paying theexpensesof the Government, ave, upon 
£ former occasion in the Senate, quoted this statement of the Pres- 
ident, and I quote it again, because, in my opinion, the fact can not 
be too strongly or too often pressed home to the knowledge and the 
realization of the people that this stupendons debt of $262,000,000, 
which with the interest will amount to more than $500,000,000, 
has been laid upon their weary shoulders, not to pay any debt of 
the Government, not to pay any expenses of the ernment, but 
solely and exclusively to maintain the gold standard. Whatever 
may have been the disposition made of any part of the proceeds 
of these bonds, the assertion of the Prosident is that they were 
issued to maintain gold payments. 

The President in his last annnal m „sent in December, at 
the opening of Congress, said what I will insert in my remarks. 
I shall not take the time of the Senate to read it. I have the pas- 

marked here, and any Senator can see it. I shall incorporate 
it in my speech. 

Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me the Senator from Georgia 
should at this point state that from $136,000,000 to $139,000,000 of 
the money thus borrowed has gone to pay the current expenses 
of the Government. 

Mr. BACON. Inasubsequent part of my speech, which Ihave 
nearly reached, I will discuss that very question; and I think that 
furnishes one of the very strongest arguments which can be used 
in favor of the repeal of the law. 


of the past, 


Mr. ALLISON. The reason why I call the Senator’s attention 
to it is because I understood him to say a moment ago that 
all the money had been used for the maintenance of gold 


standard. 
Mr. BACON. No, sir; the Senator from Iowa misunderstood 
me. I said that whatever di ition had been made of the money, 
the issnance of the bonds been for the purpose solely of main- 
taining the gold standard. Ihave here marked the extract from 
the President's last annual message in which he makes that state- 
ment, and which I did not propose to occupy the time of the Sen- 
ate in reading, because I am satisfied everybody recollects it, and 
I simply proposed to incorporate itin my remarks. I think, how- 
ever, that the suggestion of the distinguished Senator from Iowa 
is one of the most pertinent ones connected with the whole ques- 
tion, and I hope I may have the opportunity before concluding to 
nt some views to him upon that subject. This is what the 
President said in his Jast annual message: 
Alder ties om ~~ pepi — pes yan „„ i 
tinct allegation that the bonds which have been issued ostensibly to en- 
ish our ag reserve were really issued to supply insufficientreyenue. 
can further from the truth. Bonds were issued to obtain gold for the 
main shi the thus ob- 
tained has been drawn from the Treasury upon United States notes 
tion would have been promptly prevented 
ving thus been passed to the 


t no time when bonds have been issued has there been any consideration 
the expenses of Government with their 


issue we had a safe surplus for ordinary operations, exclu- 
Fol ba the first eof 
bonds was made, sach surplus smounted to over $18,000,000; in N. T, 


than $1 
T ET 


te issue bonds to increase revenues or pay 


This relates to the first three bond issues and states the amount 
of surplus in the Treasury at the date of each of them. Sincethe 
date of that message $160,000,000 more of bonds have been issued 
for the same purpose, and at the date of that last issue the Treas- 
urer’s account showed the balance in hand of about 8180, 000, 000. 
So that even if we had the guaranty of a large continuing bal- 
ance in our favor in the Treasury, it would be no defense against 
the future issue of bonds if this law remains in force. One hun- 
dred and eighty millions of dollars in the Treasury in February 
last did not protect the people against the issue of $100,000,000 of 
ponds, and Een 33 oss Treasury in he future will be 

ually im: nt to pro em against an or greater issue 
of bonds within the next few 5 oe 

It can not be too often repeated that the people of the United 
States have been, through an Executive order, loaded with a debt 
of $262,000,000, besides an equal amount in interest, as the mone 
price they have been required to pay for maintaining the gold 
standard for a little more than two years; and there is every indi- 
cation that in the succeeding twelve months there will be added 
to this another payment by the people of certainly $100,000,000 of 
bonds, and probably twice that amount. This tribute which the 
people have 5 epee to pay in time of peace, solely 
to maintain the gold standard, added to the additional payments 
which, in all probability, will be exacted of them in another year, 
will, with the ing interest, equal the amount which Ger- 
many, with the pent-up animosity of a century, exacted as a ran- 
som from France when she lay crushed and helpless at the mercy 
of her hereditary foe. 

While one creditor has as much right as another to demand 
gold, it is nevertheless true that, with one 8 all the credit- 
ors of the Government, excepting only one class, are content to 
be paid in silver, and, with that exception, practically all of them 
are now paid in silver or silver certificates. But whenever this 
favored of public creditors, those who seem to be the chief 
objects of the concern and solicitude of the Government, those 
who toil neither in the field, nor in the mine, nor in the factory, 
nor in the workshop, but who each year gather untold wealth for 
themselves out of the products of the toilers in these and other 
spheres of productive industry, when they demand gold it is 
given them, and then more bonds are issued to gather in more 
gold, to be again paid to this class when they call for it. Under 
this law and its practical operation as administered by the execu- 
tive de ent, our people are to be buried neck deep in debt in 
order we may say to this favored class, and through them to 
all the world. Here is gold; come and get it.” 

Each time the gold is drawn out the load of public debt is 
increased in fabulous amounts; each time the backs and 

notes to pre aes amount are locked up in the Treasury. 
At the same time that the public indebtedness is increased, the cur- 
rency of the country is contracted. When the last bond issue was 
made in February, one hundred millions of the paper currency 
of the country was withdrawn from the circulation of the coun- 
try and locked up in the Treasury, and more than that amount is 
there to-day, practically useless for the business needs of the coun- 
try, while a corresponding amount of interest-bearing debt is de- 
manding and exacting increased tribute from the people. There 
has already the outflow of the gold gathered into the Treas- 
ury but yesterday at such stupendous cost. Thirteen million dol- 
lars of it has gone, and of this $8,000,000 went in the past week. 

Is there a Senator who doubts the fact that this drain of gold 
will continue and that within a few months it will be gone, and 
that under the existing law and the established practice of the 
executive department another hundred millions of bonds is 
again to be soon issued? It is not to be denied that in the with- 
drawal of the gold another hundred millions of backs will 
be locked up in the Treasury. This hundred millions added to 
the amount already there and to the reseryes will make more 
than $250,000,000 which, if this bond law stands unrepealed, will 
a = next — ee, pe 3 oy in the Treas 
v. an 8 y destro to the business purposes an 
necessities of the country. This is one-half of the wile 
currency of the Government. There is a most powerful and 
active element in the country, under the lead of the Chief Execu- 
tive of the Government, openly advocating the retirement and 
cancellation of all the 5 and Treasury notes without 
any provision of law substituting any other currency therefor. 
To lock this currency up in the asury will effect their 

as thoroughly as would be accomplished by their cancellation. 

hen thus withdrawn from circulation and hidden away in the 
Treasury vaults, these bills are as effectually destroyed for all 
business p as if given to the flames and reduced to ashes, 

Those who favor the retirement of our paper currency have the 
pecuniary means with which to accomplish this practical retire- 
ment by two or three successive withdrawals of the gold reserve, 
at each time paying into the Treasury a like amount of green- 
backs and aerated noie to be added to the hidden store in the 
Treasury vaults. bond law remaining unrepealed upon the 
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statute book gives the 8 for this practical destruction 
of the paper currency of the Government. It has already been 
partiall wd accomplished. Unless in the repeal of this bond law we 
arrest the further progress, it can not be doubted that in the near 
future it will be accomplished in a much larger degree, if not in 
its totality. 

In his last annual message the President recommended to Con- 

the retirement and cancellation of the greenbacks and the 
issuance of interest-bearing bonds in lieu thereof. The proposi- 
tion was unqualifiedly condemned by the utterances of Senators 
and Representatives of every political party in Congress, and 
never commanded sufficient support to secure even the introduc- 
tion of a bill to carry it into effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHILTON in the chair), The 
Senator from Georgia will suspend a moment. The hour of 2 
o'clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the un- 
finished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution reported by Mr. MITCHELL of 
Oregon, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, ‘‘ That 
Henry A. Du Pont is entitled to a seat in the Senate from the 
State of Delaware for the full term commencing March 4, 1895.” 

Mr. PLATT. If there is no objection,-I should hope that the 
resolution might be laid aside temporarily to allow the Senator 
from Georgia to conclude. 

The PRESIDIN G OFFICER. Without objection, it will be so 


ordered. 

Mr. BACON. Iam much obliged for the courtesy of the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut. Iwill state that I have occupied very much 
more time than I anticipated because I have been led off into side 
eee, ay to which I no objection except in the interest of 

e. 

What Congress refused to do by legislation, and what ordinarily 
could not have been accomplished without legislation, the execu- 
tive department has, under the existing bond law, accomplished 
to the amount of one hundred millions of dollars by an executive 
order. The tide has already turned; the process of repetition has 
already begun, and in a brief period of time another hundred of 
millions of nbacks will be retired by another Executive order, 
not only without legislative enactment, but in the face of the 
refusal of Congress to make such legislative enactment. And 
here again we haye, in the practical operation of this unrepealed 
bond law, the legislative power practically put into the hands of 
the Executive, and the practical abandonment by Congress of the 
high legislative functions exclusively confided to it by the Consti- 
tution. Under this law not only has the Executive the powers 

roperly belonging exclusively to the legislative branch—to con- 
tract debt, to force the levying of taxes, and the making of appro- 

riations—but also the power to retire and 8 estroy for 

usiness p the greenback currency as effectually as if can- 
celed by an act of Congress. This is the practical exercise by the 
executive department of the highest legislative functions. 

There is still another feature of this bond law in its practical 
operation under which the executive department exercises powers 
properly and exclusively belonging to the legislative department. 

And now Icome tothe particular part to which the distinguished 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] called my attention, and I beg 
his attention to the suggestion which I have to make upon it, be- 
cause it seems to me to be of the most vital character for the con- 
sideration of Congress. 

Under the provisions of this law all money arising from the sale 
of bonds is paid into the general fund in the Treasury and is sub- 
ject to be paid out by the Secretary under any appropriation made 

y Congress. That is recognized by everybody. There is no de- 
nial of the fact that money arising from the sale of bonds is so 
deposited in the general fund and has been paid out for general 


x The Senator from Iowa states that $139,000,000 of it has been so 
paid. Senators on this floor within the past few days in the dis- 
cussion of the appropriation bills have warned the Senate that 
excessive appropriations would result in the issuance of more 
bonds, thus recognizing that the Executive in the issuance of 
bonds under the existing law is, indirectly by this means, through 
a mere Executive order, contracting debt, the money arising from 
which is devoted to the payment of the expenses of the Govern- 
ment. The President in his last annual message emphatically 
states that there is no authority in the Secretary of the Treasury 
to issue bonds for this purpose, and yet under the existing law 
now sought to be repealed, there is the exercise of this authority 
by which, through an Executive order, debt is contracted and the 
money realized from the same is applied to the payment of the 
current expenses of the Government. 

Now, here is the important consideration which I 1 ly in 
this connection: There can be no question that under the Consti- 


tution it is the duty, and exclusive power of Congress, to provide 
the money with which the expenses of the Government are paid, 
and it matters not in this regard whether the money is provided 
by loan, or by revenue from taxation. In either case 


e power and 


the duty and the responsibility in this regard are those of Congress 

alone. Any law, or device, or evasion by which this money is pro- 

vided by the executive department, without direct legislative 

authority for that Perper, is an encroachment upon the legisla- 
0 


tive power, and is y a violation of the Constitution, both 
in its letter and in its spirit. ' 

_Sir, I have said that a free representative branch is the dis- 
tinguishing feature of a free government. I will go further and 
say that a fundamental principle in every such free government 
is that the legislative department shall control the raising of all 
the money needed by the government, and that the executive 
head shall not have the power toraise a dollar by taxation, forced 
loan, or otherwise, except BY the consent of the representative 
branch of the government. It is of the very essence of free gov- 
ernment that this should be so. It is the vital principle that the 
hand which wields the sword shall not control the purse. In the 
maintenance of this great principle those from whom we have 
derived our laws and our free institutions, have counted treasure 
as but dross, and blood as no more than water. 

A denial of this plait ty and its practical overthrow, is an at- 
tack which passes the outer works and assaults the inner defenses 
of free representative government. ; 

From the highest official source in this Government, and upon 
an historic occasion during the present week, we have heard the 
following: 

The 8 of our popular government depends upon our fidelity to 
the pr 


ciples upon which it rests. 
It was the utterance of a great political truth, and there is no 
principle more fundamental to those free institutions than that 
which requires that the executive head shall have no power to 


raise any money for the support of the Government, or for the 


payment of its nses, but thatall such power shall be exercised 
alone by the legislature. 
Mr. PEFFER. Allow me to interrupt the Senator just at this 


point. I wish to call attention to the fact that whatever respon- 
sibility may rest upon the Senate in this matter, two years ago 
and more, immediately after the first issue of bonds, I took occa- 
sion to call attention to the matter in the Senate. I delivered an 
address of some length, pursuing the same line of argument that 
the Senator has to-day. whatever responsibility may rest upon 
the Senate, the Populists are clear. 

Mr. BACON. Iregret that I have not had the o 8 to 
read the speech of the distinguished Senator from aan other- 
wise it might not have been necessary for me to occupy so much 
of the time of the Senate in repeating what probably the Senator 
has raay better said. 

Mr. PEFFER. I did not intend to make such an allusion. I 
am delighted with the Senator’s remarks, I am very much in- 
terested. 

Mr. BACON. I am much ay Ses 

Mr. President, there is a wide difference in the views of various 
Senators relative to the issuance of bonds, and especially with ref- 
erence to the issuance of bonds to maintain the gold standard. 
There are those who think bonds should be issued and sold when- 
ever the gold in the Treasury has, under our suicidal system, with 
recurrent periodicity been drawn out below a certain point, There 
are others of us who think that no bonds should be issued in time 
of peace, except perhaps in making provision for the public de- 
fense, where the emergency may demand it. And especially do 
those of this class think that no debt of hundreds of millions of 
dollars should be heaped up on the people of this and future gen- 
erations through the issuance of bonds to replenish a goa reserve, 
so long as there is in the Treasury a sufficiency of legal-tender 
com Toa the Government itself receives in the payment of all 

ues to it. 

But, Mr. President, it matters not, so far as the question now 
under consideration is concerned, whether Senators are of opinion 
that bonds should or should not be issued. The pointis, that even 
if it be proper that bonds should be issued, their issuance should 
be authorized and controlled by Congress alone, and that the ex- 
ecutiye department should not have the power which is now 
exercised to issue bonds without restraint and without limit, 
Why, sir, when the last issue of one hundred millions was about 
tobe made, it was generally reported thatthe executive department 
contemplated the issuance of either one hundred millions, or two 
hundred millions of bonds. The public and Congress were in doubt 
which amount it would be. The 8 of the United States, 
invested by the Constitution with the duty and the responsibili 
of all legislation of every kind and degree, and especially charg 
with the direct control of all matters affecting the contraction of 
debt and the expenditure of money, sat here while this question 
so gravely affecting the public interest was being decided at the 
other end of the Avenue. Senators and Representatives, clothed 
with the high functions giving the ngat and imposing the duty 
to control this matter in its every detail, had no more connection 
with it, and no more influence overit, than the Lords and Commons 
of the British Parliament. And if to-morrow morning, or the day 
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after we shall have adjourned and hurried away to attend polit- 

ical conventions, it were announced that the executive depart- 

ment had determined to issue one hundred millions, or two, or even 

three hundred millions of bonds, so long as this bond law remains 
ed, where is the power to say it nay? : 

Mr. President, is it to be recognized as the permanent policy of 
this Government that the executive department is to exercise in 
its discretion the power to contract debt and to issue bonds? Is 

for all 5 to surrender to the executive department 


be exerci only by Con ne } 
present for the repeal of this law. If the propositions I have dis- 
cussed are sound, the time can not come too quickly when Con- 
gress shall reassume its constitutional legislative functions, and 
confine the executive department within its legitimate sphere of 
duty and of power. Irepeat, that either in our action or nonaction 
the responsibility for the future issuance or nonissuance of bonds 
is upon us, and can not be escaped by us. 

. President, we spend days and weeks discussing questions of 
appropriation and of expenditure. Shall we be silent, either in 
speech or in vote, when there is presented the great issue—shall 
any one man be inyested for the future with the more than royal 
power, in his discretion and without limit, to burden the people 
with debt to untold millions, and shall the executive department 
be clothed with the most important legislative functions conferred 
by the Constitution upon Congress! Let the record show in their 
votes how Senators and Representatives, and how the political 
parties they represent, stand upon this vital question. ; 

TO PROHIBIT THE FURTHER ISSUE OF BONDS WITHOUT THE ADVICE 
AND CONSENT OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, we have just heard from the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] a very able, timely, 
pan, fe patriotic speech on a very important question. His ent 
showing that the Secretary of the Treasury has no power under 
existing law to issue bonds is conclusive to my mind; but anum- 
ber of Senators, or rather only a few, I trust, including the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Gray], claim that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury has that power. As the Senator from Georgia, however, has 
shown, even the President of the United States himself admits in 
an official document that the authority is not clear, that it is 
doubtful authority, and that he hesitated to issue bonds under 
such questionable legal authority. 

But there are other 5 — in the Senator's s h which are 
beyond controversy. hen he proceeded to show that when 


Congress—— 

Mr. BACON. I will say to the Senator from North Carolina 
that in each instance where I spoke of the power of into bonds 
under the bond law I qualified it by saying ‘‘as construed by the 
executive department. 

Mr. BUTLER. Exactly. I fully concur with the argument 
which the Senator made upon that point, and I have no doubt 
his argument was conclusive; but there is controversy on that 

int, though there is no controversy on the point made by the 

nator, to the effect that Congress is responsible for the issue of 
those bonds so long as we sit still and allow the Executive to use 
the questionable authority to issue bonds. Not only that, but 
the Senator from Georgia made it clear that it was the duty of 
every Senator upon this floor, whether he favored or opposed the 
issue of bonds, to take back this power and responsibility to the 
legislative branch of the Government in Congress, where they be- 
long, and prohibit the Executive from piling up a limitless amount 
of debt upon this country to be paid by future generations. In 
my opinion Congress has no power under the Constitution to 
del te such power to the Executive, and if it has done so we 
should make haste to correct such a grave and dangerous error. 

Another point which the Senator made clear was that if Con- 
gress did not act, if Congress did not by ‘itive enactment tell 
the Executive he should not issue further bonds, before the next 
session of Congress we shall have another issue of bonds of 
$100,000,000; and possibly $200,000,000 of bonds. 

The Senator called attention to how much goia was being 
drawn out of the Treasury by the exercise of this ‘‘ endless 
chain” business that has been started up. He truthfully called 
attention to the fact that over $1,000,000 a day is now being 
drawn out without anything to show forit. Ihave here a state- 
ment from an Associated Press 5 scenic under date of May 13, 
which shows that over $49,000,000 been drawn out through 
this endless-chain process since February 1. I will ask the Sec- 
retary to read that press dispatch. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, in the adsence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

TREASURY GOLD RESERVE $114,000,000—LOSS SINCE FEBRUARY 1, $29,000,000. 
WASHINGTON, May 13. 


The withdrawals of gold from the Soret | Lay) e $1,535,900, which 
reduces the Treasury gold reserve to $114,456,581, e last bond issue of 
$100,000,000 in February raised the reserve to $128,000,000, but since that point 
was touched the reserve has steadily declined. All the gold due from that 
bond issue—$111,000,000—with the exception of $600,000 has been paid into the 


Treasury. Since Fe 1 last the 
The loss this month so ee 64.800 600, and ane the beginning of the 
year, July 1, 1895, 8140, 000,000. 


has lost $49,000,000 in 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, every Senator receives a state- 
ment issued by the Treasury Department every morning. If he 
will notice the first figures to the right, marked with a star, he will 
observe that for the last week or more there has been more than 
a million dollars of this gold reserve withdrawn every day, and 
there is every indication that that will increase. How long will 
it be, with this drain of gold from the Treasury, before the Execu- 
tive will issue more bonds? Will Congress sit still? Shall we 
adjourn this session without putting some check upon the Execu- 
tive in this matter? If we at least do not make some effort, as the 
Senator from Georgia has so ably and timely said, then e 
Senator who does not go on record against this monstrous busi- 
ness stands responsible with the Executive for such action. 

The Senate has passed a resolution, introduced by the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], to investigate the last bond deals. 
This was proper. Now let us prohibit the further issue of bonds 
without the consent of Congress, so that there will be no more 
bond scandals to investigate. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] timely called attention 
to the position of the People’s Party on this question. We stand 
ready at any hour to give six votes to either side that will stop 
this debt-increasing and currency-contraction infamy; and in 
order to test this matter, I ask now, Mr. President, that a day be 
fixed when this body will take up the bill which I have introduced 
and pass it, or at least consider it. I ask the Secretary to read the 
bill, so that Senators will know what it is. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issu- 
ance of interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress, 
as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the issuance of 88 bonds of the United 

Congress is 


States for any purpose whatever without further authority of 
hereby prohibited. cá 


Mr. BUTLER, Iask the Secretary to state when that bill was 
introduced. 

The SECRETARY., Introduced January 8, 1896, by Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. BUTLER. I gave notice that I should call up that bill for 
consideration on the 11th of March. At that time there were sev- 
eral Bi i questions before the Senate, one of those being the 
Du Pont case, which is now before the body and will be decided 
this evening at 5 o’clock. 

Mr. President, out of consideration for the re i ANON bills 
and the questions of privilege before the Senate I have not called 
up this bill heretofore, but I wish now to ask unanimous consent 
to call up the bill to-morrow morning for consideration immedi- 
Atoiy after the finishing of the morning routine business. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL] has given notice that he will call up his joint resolu- 
tion to amend the Constitution, unless prevented by the consider- 
ation of an appropriation bill. I have already given notice that 
at the conclusion of that matter I should bring forward a bill, 
which has been on our files for some time, relating to the punish- 
ment for contempts. Those are notices which have been given 
here, and I therefore shall object to anything else coming in be- 
tween them. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, the notice given by the Senator 
from Oregon places the consideration of his joint resolution after 
House bill 8109, which is the aa a gre bill for fortifications 
and other defenses. Therefore, I ask for this bill to come up to- 
morrow at 2 o'clock. This will not interfere with the notice given 
by the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. HILL. Lhave also given notice that I should move, if there 
is any opportunity between . bills, to take up another 
bill. Lask that the Secretary read my notice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The notice given by the Senator 
from New York will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

May 13, 1896.—By Mr. HILL: That at the firs’ 
for 8 8. 2984, in relation to paid led ego oa TORO ERE Se 

Mr. HILL. Therefore I shall object to the request of the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, Mr. President, I wish to make another 
proposition for unanimous consent. I ask that when the pending 
appropriation bill—— 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon. I wish to say to the Senator that 
I shall be compelled to call for the regular order on which we have 
agreed to vote to-day. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will make one other request, and then I shall 
give way. The last appropriation bill now before the Senate is 
the appropriation bill proving for the expenses of the District of 
Columbia. The others are still in committee, and have not been 
reported. I ask unanimous consent that the bill I have intro- 
duced shall be taken up immediately after the disposition of the 
District appropriation bill. The Senator from New York will 
have 5 between now and then 

Mr. I object to farming out the time of the Senate in 
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advance. The Senator can at some interval move to take up his 


bill, and test the sense of the Senate upon that proponibions ut I 
object to a unanimous-consent agreement, which must give way 
to appropriation bills, and give way to other notices which have 
been given in advance. I not only object to the considera- 
tion of the Senator’s bill, but to the consideration of any other 
bill which rts to put measures so far in advance. 

Mr. BU Then, I wish to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations when he wishes to take up the District 
cn! apie ill, which is the next appropriation bill now before 


us 
Mr. TELLER. I am in charge of the District appropriation 
bill, and I desire to have it taken up very soon, in a few moments, 
if there is no objection to it. 
Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator desire to take it up to-day? 
Mr. TELLER. If I can. 
Mr. BUTLER. Then, I give notice now that I shall move 


Mr. TELLER. I will say to the Senator that I have to 
yield to the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] to call 
up a bill concerning gas and electric Hghting in the District, be- 
cause of the importance of that being disposed of before we pass 
the District appropriation bill. We wish to have that bill passed, 
because we have undertaken to deal with the matter in the Dis- 
trict appropriation bill, and it is better that we should have that 
pac ie upor so as to be Ahia ——.— deal with the subject more in- 

i on the appropriation bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, I give notice that, at the conclusion of 
the District appropriation bill or when that bill goes into confer- 
ence, I shall move to take up for consideration and final action the 
bill which I have just had read. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask for the regular order. 

Mr. ALLEN. I rise for the purpose of asking a question, if the 
Senator from Oregon will permit me. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I yield for a moment. 

Mr. ALLEN. Not particularly to ask a question, but to state 
a little matter of history in conjunction with the bill which has 
just been under discussion. 

This measure is not new in this Chamber. In 1894, before the 
first bond issue, which was in February following, I introduced 
a bill in the Senate and had it referred to the Committee on 

„to repeal the provisions of the resumption act of 1875 
authorizing the issuance of bonds. The Committee on Finance 
at that time was in the hands of the Democratic party. The bill 
was never reported; it was never either reported favorably or 
reported unfavorably; it did not meet the dignity of a report one 
way or the other in that committee. I introduced before that 
time a resolution, and discussed it in January, 1894, with the 
Senator from bg ep 1 — SHERMAN], declaring that the resum: 
tion act of 1875 been fillment, and expressly 


repealed li Ate 
repealed by the act of May 31, 1878. No action was taken. The 
W then was in possession of this Chamber. 

Mr. B I have read the Senator’s very able argument 
on that question, and it seems to me it ought to have convinced 
the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. During this Con 
weeks ago—I do not recall the bill; it was one of the appropria- 
tion bills, however—I offered an amendment to that bill, declaring 
that the President or the Secretary of the Treasury should not 
issue bonds without Congressional action, which, of course, 
amounted to an implied repeal of the act of 1875, and Democrats 
and Republicans alike joined in voting down that amendment, 
Now, it is a singular discovery that the junior Senator from 
Georgia . Bacon] has made over two years after I pointed 
outin this Chamber that this system of redemption which Mr. 
Cleveland now calls—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of n rose. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishall not disturb the Senator from Oregon, as 
I shall be through in a moment. 

As to the system which Mr. Cleveland now calls the endless 
chain,” Ihad pointed out before that time, in 1894, the co uences 
that would follow this system of redemption; and with the per- 
mission of the Senate, I desire to refer briefly to what was said on 
that occasion. I read from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of Janu- 
ary 25, 1894, page 1379, as follows: 

Let me illustrate the monstrous result of such a construction— 

Speaking of the construction of the resumption act of 1875— 


Su the banks of New York, Boston, and Philadelphia should combine 
8 the Treasury of its gold. as they could and are likely to do, and 
each wee 8 an ut at the tment 


k pure 
tion the entire volume o 


In NA n. they would 


the coin thus paid out. This is the 8 to which every Senator who es- 
pouses Mr. Carlisle's construction of the statute is driven. 


, not to exceed five or six | P 


Mr. MITCHELL of I feel obliged to call for the regu- 
lar order. The Senator = 


remember there is to be a vote at 5 
o eloc 


k. 
eae ALLEN. I will speak to the regular order just a moment, 
en. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There are some speeches to be 
made on the Du Pont case. 

Mr. PLATT. I believe I have the floor on the regular order. 

Mr. ALLEN. I had just a word more which I wanted to quote, 
However, let it go. I did not suppose the Senator from Oregon 
would want to chop this important history up into bits. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Of course not; but the Senator 
from Nebraska knows that there is an order, by unanimous con- 
sent, that we shall take an important vote or votes this evening at 
5 O0 clock. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] has the 
floor on that question, the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VI aS] 
desires to address the Senate, and perhaps there may be some other 
remarks, Under the circumstances stated, the Senator certainly 
can not object, 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand. I do not need to be catechised. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am not catechising; but the 
Senaton cames back at me as if I had been guilty of some dis- 
courtesy. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know but that I think so. 


SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported 
by Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, February 18, 1896, as follows: 


Resolved, That He: A. Du Pont is entitled to a seat in the Senate from 
the State of Delaware for the full term commencing March 4, 1895. 


The pending question being on the amendment of Mr. Turpin, 
to insert the word ‘‘not” before the word entitled,“ and to strike 
out the last clause of the resolution; so as to read: 

Resol That A. Du Pont 
— 1 menen 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I had nearly concluded last even- 
ing all that I desfred to say upon the proposition which I was dis- 
cussing when I was asked to yield for the consideration of pension 
bills. Ishall not occupy the time of the Senate to any great length 
this morning. The importance of that proposition seems, in my 
own opinion at least, to justify me in stating a little more fully 
what I conceive to be the power and the right of the Senate of the 
United States to make inquiry with regard to the election of its 
own members. 

I had said that in my opinion there was no limitation upon the 
right and power of the Senate to make any inquiry relating to any 
essential question as to whether a m claiming a seat in the 
Senate been properly or legally elected. The issue which is 
made by the minority of the committee in this case is, stated 
briefly, that the Senate can make no inquiry whatever as to the 
right of a member of the legislature of a State in either branch to 
have voted for a Senator, and by implication would go so far as 
to hold that we can not even inquire as to whether that vote was 
urchased or secured by any corrupt or fraudulent means. 

I had said that, although the doctrine had never been pushed so 
far as claimed here exceptin one case, which is called the ie 
case, there had been in the utterances of ary and minority 
members of the Committee on Privileges and Elections a tendency 
to concede to some extent the doctrine that there was a limitation 
upon the power of the Senate to investigate and inquire and judge 
of the election of its own members. I do not think that any 
election case in the Senate has turned upon that question, how- 
ever, except the Turpie case, to which I have alluded, and shall 
allude somewhat hereafter. 

I had said last 3 or started to say, that I thought this 
tendency to remit to the State legislature or the separate houses 
thereof the exclusive right to determine who might vote and whd 
was entitled to vote for a Senator grew out of a mistaken idea 
which prevailed in the early history of this country with regard 
to what was supposed to be the sovereignty of the States; that 
it was an utterance of the extreme doctrine of State rights; and 
the case from which I read, the case of Potter vs. Robbins, and 
the citations which I made from the majority of the committee 
and also from the views of the minority of the committee show 
that that doctrine was placed upon that idea of the absolute 
sovereignty of the States and the rights of the States. Admitting 
that the House of Representatives might inquire into the primary 
capacity, into the right of suffrage, the majority of the commit- 
tee in the case of Potter vs. Robbins say that— 

The right of the House of Representatives to judge of the elections of its 
own members “opens a much wider field of ing and investigation than a 
like confest for a seat in the Senate, which is a body wholly federative in its 
character and organization, and whose members hold their appointments 
from and represent the States as political sovereignties.”’ 

Mr. President, that is no longer the doctrine of the Republic. 
This Government is no longer afederation. It never was, strictly 
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speaking, a federation. The idea that a Senator! ts noth- 
ing but the 3 ita sad called a State is no lon the 
doctrine of the Senate or of the Nation. A body wholly federa- 
tive in its character.” What does federative“ mean? e word 
“federal” is synonymous with, or at least relates to, a treaty, a 
league, a compact, a confederacy. In the early of our Goy- 
ernment it was sup’ that in its constitution and character it 
was simply a confederacy of States, a league, a compact between 
States, and not a Nation; but little by little that view has been 
combated in the Houses of ess, before the people, and at 
last by the grand arbitrament of war, so that there is no longer 
an opportunity to say that this is a federative body merely. This 
is one branch of a National Government—admitted so now—and 
Senators do not, in the strict sense in which it was formerly 
asserted, represent merely the political sovereignty of the States. 

The idea may have prevailed in earlier days that Senators rep- 
resented what may be called the quasi corporation named a State; 
the political entity as distinguished from the people of the State; 
but Senators reprene to-day, I think it will be admitted, as truly 
the people of a State as the member of the House of Representa- 
tives represents the people of the district from which heis elected. 
When a Senator comes here from a State he becomes something 
more than the mouthpiece of the corporation called a State or that 
thing which is designated as a political sovereignty. He becomes 
a member of a branch, which is a part of the National Legislature, 
and which has to do with every interest and with every man and 
with every question which may arise within the bounds of a great 
and magnificent Nation or affecting any one of its great number 


of le. 

doit was, while it was thought necessary in those early days to 
assert the absolute sovereignty of the States and the limited char- 
acter of representation by Senators of those political sovereign- 
ties, that this doctrine had its start. The circumstances which 
ve rise to it have disappeared; and yet it is sought here, after 
fhe disappearance of the circumstances and the opinions which 
ve rise to it, to insist upon its application to an extent that it 
Es neyer been insisted upon in the history of the Senate. Grad- 
ually thatidea thus contended for and, as Senators say, adopted in 
the case of Potter vs. Robbins, has been broken down in other re- 
ts. For instance, the majority of the committee claimed in 
t case, and the minority sanctioned the claim, that to admit 
that the Senate had power to judge of the legality of the votes 

cast for Senator— 


Would also lead to investigation into the motivesof members in casting their 
of establishing a charge of bribery 


votes for the purpose or corruption in 
particular cases. 
* * + + * * * 
These matters— 


Referring to bribery and corruption— 


your committee think, properly belong to the tribunals of the State, and can 
not constitute the basis on which the Senate could, without an infringement of 
State sovereignty, claim the ht to declare the election of a eee TOA 


who the uisite qu tions and was chosen acco: 
forms of law and the Oonstitution. 


That was insisted upon just as truly and firmly as it was in- 
sisted that the question whether votes were legal or illegal, cast 
by members of the legislature, must be left to the legislature 
itself, and, if anything was decided, just as truly decided, and 

et the Senate has abandoned that doctrine. In many cases we 

ve considered the question whether Senators were elected by 
bribery, notably in a case in Kansas, where we investigated the 
question whether Pomeroy was elected by bribery, and in many 
other cases. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Connecticut whether 
in that case investigation was not as to whether it was by bribery 
of the members of the legislature? 

Mr. PLATT. Bribery of the people who cast their votes for 
him. There is no sanctity attaching to the phrase “member of 
a legislature” any more than there is to the 8 an elector.” 
The members of the legislature are, it is true, the electors who 
take part in the election of a Senator, and now, to-day, this doc- 
trine is sought to be carried to the extent that any person who is 
allowed to vote in a legislature upon the election of a Senator is 
entitled to vote because the legislature or the branch of the legis- 
lature will allow him to do so. Boiled down, as we say, that is 
the position which is stated here. 

e proposition may be stated thus: That when one branch of 
a State legislature allows a person to vote for Senator the United 
States Senate has no power under the Constitution to inquire 
whether that person was legally entitled to vote, and if one branch 
of a State legislature prevents s person from voting the United 
States Senate bas no power under the Constitution to inquire 
whether the vote of that person ought to have been received. 
This makes a single branch of a State legislature the sole judge 
of the election of United States Senators except that the mere 
formalities only of an election may be inquired into by this body. 
All inquiry as to the essentials of an election is thus denied to the 


United States and committed exclusively and conclusively to a 
single house of the State legislature. 

I think I have not overstated the proposition which is contended 
for here, and the mere statement of it ought to be sufficient to 
excuse any further argument of its unsoundness. It is a pr 


sition so at variance with the power committed to the Senate 
the Constitution of the United States that it may be thought that 
I have overstated the doctrine as contended for here, and I shall 
therefore, without detaining the Senate at any length, call atten- 
tion to some phrases to be found in the views of the minority of 
the committee, signed by Senators TuRPIE, PUGH, GRAN, and 
PALMER. 

We think that the senate of the State of Delaware, whereof he was mem- 


ber, is the sole tribunal which could either hear or determine lawfully these 
objections to the qualifications of Senator Watson. 
+ 


$ * s * 
The judgment of the [Delaware] senate is a finality. 
+ s * * $ 


= + 

We haye no authority to originate, hear, or determine any objections to 
the qualifications of those who acted and voted as members of the senate of 
the State, or to revise or review their action or nonaction in the pre: 

Speaking of the case of Clark and McGinnis vs. Sanders and 
Power: 

These decisions and judgment of the Senate are founded upon the 
that the States, by constitutional ordinances, have made each house of 
State legislature the judges of the elections and qualifications of their own 
members; itis ultra vires of our powers to revise, review, consider, or pass 
upon any questions of this character. 

= 


* 


= * = = * s 
Any adjudication by the Senate of the United States he 5 
is beyond our province. Such action upon our part would be an in 


ect 
on, 
an interference, an unwarrantable usurpation of power vested in another 


noy ruinous to the autonomy of the States, an: to the 
of this body, whose members p rt not to be chosen by their own action, 
but by that of the legislatures of States. ' 


And in summing up: 

Second. The senate of the State of Delaware had ount and exclusive 
jurisdiction to adjudge such questions, and, whether they exercised such 
jurisdiction or not, the Senate of the United States has no jurisdiction in the 


premises. 

Now, is it not the first essential of an election that nobody shall 
have cast a vote for the man claiming his seat which affected or 
changed the result who had not the constitutional right, under 
the laws of the State, to cast a vote; and are we to be denied 
jurisdiction of the essential element of an election, not because it 

been actually passed upon by one of the houses of the legis- 
lature, but because one house of a legislature allowed that vote 
to be cast? Illustrations might be addnced here to show how fu- 
tile and unfounded the claim is. The constitution of the State of 
Delaware requires, I think, without turning to it, that members 
of the legislature shall not be aliens, shall be male persons, shall 
be of a certain age. There are three constitutional qualifications 
without which a man can not be a member of either branch of 
the legislature of Delaware, without which he can not legally 
vote as a member of either branch of the legislature of Delaware. 

Now, suppose that in the senate of the State of Delaware there 
was admitted a person who was resi apart buy 18 years of age. 
and the senate, notwithstanding that fact, known and proved and 
admitted, allowed that person to vote; that under the latest devel- 
opment of the doctrine of woman’s rights a woman had been 
elected in one of the senatorial districts or voted for by a majority 
of the electors of that district and had been received and swornin 
the senate of Delaware and allowed to cast a vote for Senator; 
and an alien, notoriously an alien, about whose foreign allegiance 
there was no question, no claim that he had ever been naturalized, 
was allowed, with full knowledge of the senate of Delaware, to 
cast a vote in the election of a United States Senator; and that 
those 3 votes decided the result. The doctrine of the minority of 
the committee and those who oppose Mr. Du Pont’s claim toa seat 
is that the United States Senate, because the senate of Delaware 
allowed those votes to be cast, in open violation of the constitutional 
requirements of the State of Delaware, must accept them as con- 
stituting the election of the Senator who comes here with the cre- 
dentials of the State, and that, to use the language of the report, 
we can not inquire; it is beyond the province of the Senate; the 
Senate has no jurisdiction to make such inquiry. 

It is said, however, that the Senate can not inquire because it is 
aright reserved to the State that each house shall be the judge of 
the qualifications, elections, and returns of its members, But is 
it a reserved right of the State of Delaware that the senate shall 
not only be the judge of the qualifications of the members of the 
State senate of Delaware, but shall be the judge, and the sole 
judge, of the election of two members of this Senate? For to that 
extent does the claim proceed. The Constitution of the United 
States says that the Senate of the United States is the judge of 
the elections of its members. The minority of the committee and 
those who oppose the claim of Mr. Du Pont here insist that the 
senate of the State of Delaware is to determine the question 
whether or not Mr. Du Pont was le y elected, whether the votes 
cast against him and preventing his election were cast in accord- 
ance with the constitution of the State of Delaware, and that no 
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case can exist; that neither fraud nor corruption, nor bribery, nor 
violence, can invest the Senate with jurisdiction to inquire into 
a vote, the legality of it, the honesty of it, the integrity of it, if 


the senate of Delaware permitted that vote to be cast. 

Mr. President, that doctrine will lead us eventually into great 
trouble. That Ido not overstate it I want to read a sentence or 
two from the speech of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 
He says, in one part of his speech: 

The Senator from Oregon thinks that a small error in the State senate is 
binding, but a very gross error is not binding. There is no error, large or 
small, t we can revise. 

If the senate of Delaware allows an alien to vote, a person under 
age to vote, a woman to vote, we can not revise that error. If the 
senate of Delaware allows open bribery in the senate chamber, 
sees a vote purchased and paid for and counts that vote, we can 
not inquire. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Indiana is not so contending. 
He made no such contention. 4 

Mr.PLATT. Let us see what he says. Speaking of the Turpie 
case and upon the claim which was made by the contestants, not 
acknowledged to be true, of course, he says: 

o 

asaytita Aai yer oiea Aene TES e a 
that seat and the lawful incumbent ousted for the express purpose of effect- 
ing the election of a person as a member of boar. Where shall relief be 
given if not in such à case? If relief was refused in that case where shall we 
e ck Eaa anni tap cams Ea TARAA the thie pon LA LIAD] 
Vet the Senats of the United States decided that they would not inquire into 
that judgment. 

The report of the majority of the committee, made by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], did say that 
the Senate could not inquire into it; but if the facts alleged were 
true a monstrous crime was committed in the senate of the State 
of Indiana, but this body was precluded from inquiring. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me? I donot wish to inter- 
rupt him again. I may have misunderstood him. I thought the 
Senator from Connecticut said that the Senator from Indiana con- 
tended that the Senate had no right to inquire into a charge of 
gross corruption of a member of the legislature in the election of 
a Senator. That he did not contend for. 

Mr. PLATT. Upon what ground can an inquiry into a charge 
of bribery be put unless the inquiry can be e where the crime 
has been committed, like that of ousting a member who is entitled 
to his seat for the purpose of controlling the election? What dif- 
ference is there between the two cases? Bribery is investigated 
because it goes to the essentials of an election. 

Mr. TURPIE. The Senate investigate the charge of bribery 
with a view always of affecting the Senator-elect. it is found 
that they can not trace or connect the person claiming a seat here 
with the bribery the investigation must fall. It goes to the dis- 
qualification of the person claiming the seat. 

Mr. GRAY. That was the doctrine in the Pomeroy case. 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, and it was the doctrine in the 8 case. 
It has always been the doctrine. No other ground has ever been 
taken. It is a disqualification of the Senator-elect. It has noth- 
ing to do with the members of the legislature unless their action 
is traceable to the person who is claiming a seat. 

Mr. PLATT. Do I understand it to be claimed that the election 
of a Senator is legal notwithstanding there was bribery; but that 
having come here by a legal election, because the legislature re- 
Salvon. and counted the votes, the Senate can then inquire into it, 
because it will not have a man here who has been ty of brib- 


ing anyone? 

73 TURPIE. That is the ground it has always been put upon, 
and because it can not be traced in the case named the investiga- 
tion was ended. 

Mr. PLATT. So the Senator holds that no matter how great 
may have been the bribery, the election is valid if the bribery was 
winked at,suffered, condoned by a branch of the legislature. He 
is driven to take that ground. 

Mr. TURPIE. No, sir; that is not the manner in which I put 
it. No matter how great the bribery may have been among mem- 
bers of the legislature, unless it can be traced directly orindirectly 
to the person who is benefited by it and claiming a seat, the Senate 
of the United States will not make inquiry into it. That is not 
my holding only, but the holding of the Senate. 

. PLATT. But still, if I understand the claim of the Sen- 
ator, it is that no matter how much bribery there is, no matter 
how much of corruption, no matter how much of fraud or crime 
there is in an election, we can not inquire into it for the purpose 
of determining whether there was an election or not; but if we 
find such a man here we may then take him in hand and deal 
with him and expel him, because he was a very wicked man when 
elected. 

Mr. President, that shows the absurdity—I will not use that 
word—but it shows the desperate straits to which Senators who 
claim this exclusive jurisdiction in one house of a legislature 


to determine all questions as to whether or not votes cast are 
legal, are driven. 

. TURPIE. It shows nothing in regard to Senators. The 
record has taken the form of a decision. It does not show the ab- 
surdity of any Senator nor the untenability of the position of any 
Senator. If it shows anything,it shows the absurdity of the 
decisions of the Senate of the United States in repeated cases on 
record as claimed by the Senator from Connecticut, but I do not 
think an (ey gee of the Senate is an absurdity. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator commented upon a word which 
slipped from my lips unintentionally and which I took back. He 
says again: 

There is no escape from this grans of absolute power to a rena to 
judge of the elections, qualifications, and returns of its own members. That 

weriscontinuous. It continues the member through his whole term; 

t allows no question as to the member's title to be raised in the Senate of the 
United States, nor in any court or tribunal, except in the house of the State 
legislature to which he belonged. There the question may be raised and 
decided. If it be decided, the decision can not be reviewed or revised, and if 


no question be raised, the member holds under the first adjudication when 
he was admitted upon his credentials. 


I have only read these extracts to show to what extent this doc- 

trine is claimed. The difficulty about the doctrine is that for all 
the purposes of the State the conclusions and judgment of either 
house are conclusive, just as for all question of the United States 
the judgment of the Senate or the House of Representatives is 
conclusive upon the question of the election of its members. But 
it is setting up the State above the General Government; it is 
setting up the State above the Nation when the claim is made 
that the State can allow anybody it chooses to vote, whether 
elected or not, whether qualified or not under its constitution, 
whether observing the laws of the State or not, and the Senate 
must accept the conclusion, the conduct, the allowance of the one 
branch of the State as final. 
I said yesterday that it was final, so far as all questions affect- 
ing the State were concerned, but not final so far as questions con- 
cerning the United States are concerned. When the Senator 
claiming to be elected takes his credentials and comes and presents 
them at our desk. he becomes a member of one body of the National 
Legislature. What he does affects every individual in this great 
Nation, and it therefore becomes important for this body to deter- 
mine for itself, under the express power committed to it by the 
Constitution of the United States, whether the alleged election of 
that person is supported by all the essentials requisite to consti- 
tute a valid election to this body. The doctrine that no matter 
what — have been done in either house of the legislature, so it 
is allowed by that house, can not be reviewed by this body will 
lead to trouble. 

Legislatures are not immaculate. They are not exempt from 
the charge of acting se ala eid! and corruptly, and year by year, 
I am sorry to say, under the influence of politi excitement, 
when it runs high, when the passions of men are aroused, party 
pn overrides conscience more and more, and the legislatures of 

e States are doing things with reference to the election of Sen- 
ators which if allowed, which if helđto be exclusive and conclusive 
will bring this body irto discredit and disrepute much more than 
anything that has been done in the past has tended to bring it into 
discredit and disrepute. If you can not inquire whether a person 
was legally qualified under the constitution and laws of a State to 
cast a vote for Senator because he was allowed to do so by one 
branch of the legislature of the State, you can not inquire whether 
men who were entitled under the constitution and laws of a State 
to cast votes were by force prevented from casting those votes if 
that force is overlooked and the votes were not received by the 
House to which the member belon There are no limitations 
or qualifications to the doctrine as it was placed here; the action, 
the nonaction even, of either branch of the legislature is held to 
be conclusive, final, ultimate, and not subject to be reviewed by 
court or Senate. That no matter how faulty the election may 
be we have no right to inquire is not the doctrine of the Constitu- 
tion. 

What does the word ‘‘ election” mean in the Constitution of the 
United States? It means and implies everything that is essential 
to a valid election. It means first, as I said yesterday, that a man 
must have received a majority of votes from the persons legally 
entitled to vote for him as Senator, and no person legally entitled 
to vote for him as Senator must have been prevented from voting 
if that prevention would change the result. That is the first es- 
sential of an election; and it will not do to say that any man, 
whether he was elected or not, whether he was a usurper or not, 
whether he has the constitutional qualifications required in order 
to become a member of one branch of a legislature, was entitled 
to vote simply because that branch of the legislature allowed him 
to vote. that doctrine be pursued to its legitimate end, if it 
does not overthrow this body entirely, it will so detract from its 
high character, its 1 its dignity, its honor, and its fair 
fame that this Senate have little respect among the people of 
the United States. 
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It is for the dignity and the character, the integrity, the honor, 
and the fair fame, of this body that I insist upon it there is no 
limitation whatever upon the power of this body to inquire into 
the election of its own members and into everything which an 
election implies. It is not necessary to this case that I should 
have thus stated my views and entered my dissent to what I con- 
sider a monstrous and dangerous doctrine. The case is clear with- 
out the argument which I have made, but I have felt that it was 
my duty to leave upon record my views, my dissent, my denial, 
that the Senate can be compelled to stultify itself and admit here 
a man to sit in a seat beside ours whom we know was not elected 
by persons who were entitled under the laws and constitution of 
the State to vote for him or who was elected by bribery, fraud, 
corruption, intimidation, or violence. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, the political arrangement of the 
State of Delaware gives alegislature of 30 members. They recog- 
nizein both houses the equality of representation of the three coun- 
ties which compose that State, and thus awarding 3 senators and 7 
representatives to each, the senate consists of 9 members, the 
house of representatives of 21. The legislature of the State of 
Delaware is composed of two bodies; but the Constitution of the 
United States has created a single Federal agency to elect Sena- 
tors to represent that State in this body and has composed that 
Federal agency of 30 persons, the same persons who constitute the 
legislature of Delaware. 

e constitution of that State is singular in the respect that it 
provides for the election of no person to take the place of a gov- 
ernor in case death, resignation, or other accidental occurrence 
shall remove the governor from his office. The theory of the State 
constitution is that there shall be a governor elected by the people 
only, and that in case of an interruption some other officer shall 
temporarily exercise the duties of the office of governor until the 
people at the next general election can supply themselves with a 
constitutional governor. 

It pe that the governor of Delaware died while the elec- 
toral college of that State was in the vain throes of an effort to 
choose a Senator of the United States last year. Thereupon the 
constitution im d eye the speaker of the senate the obligation 
to exercise the duties of the office of governor. Did it remove him 
thereby from the senate? That is the first question to be deter- 
mined, and according to the view which I take of the law applica- 
ble to this case the determination of that question in the negative, 
as I think it necessarily must be determined—and the argument 
apan Poth sides of this Chamber has so established it—settles this 
question. 

I therefore p to address, first, a few remarks to the propo- 
sition that Mr. Watson, a senator and the speaker of the senate of 
Delaware, did not lose his office as senator by reason of the acci- 
dental and temporary superimposition of the duties of the office 
of governor upon him, but remains, and until the expiration of 
his senatorial term will continue, one of the nine senators of the 
State, one of the three from the county of Kent. 

I do not intend to go so deeply into the argument supporting 
that proposition as to repeat at any length what has 3 been 
so abundantly and so satisfactorily demonstrated by the distin- 
8 Senator from Indiana [Mr. Tun], the distinguished 

nator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], and the learned and able 
Senator from Delaware . GRAY], who is peculiarly interested 
as one of the Senators entitled to represent his State. I mean 
rather tosum up theargument to support the primary proposition 
than to expand it and elaborate it. 

The facts are undisputed, and therefore the proposition is de- 
terminable only from the constitution of Delaware, as all ee. 

Now, we start with Mr. Watson as a senator, on every hand 
conceded to have been duly elected, to have been recognized by 
the senate of Delaware in such a way that his right to be there 
was unquestionable. The duty therefore lies upon them who 
would say that he lost his office by entrance on the performance 
of the duties of governor to show it from the . Un- 
less thoy establish that he remains senator and speaker of the 
senate. 

The first argument to answer their claim that he lost his sena- 
torship is a very simple one, that the constitution of Delaware 
does not say so. If the constitution of Delaware, when it said 
that the er of the senate should exercise the office of gov- 
ernor until a governor elected by the people should be duly quali- 
fied, had intended that he should thereby lose his office as senator 
and speaker, is it conceivable that it would have been omitted 
from express declaration? Consider the instrument, the constitu- 
tion of a State, which was providing, as is perfectly obvious upon 
the mere reading of it, simply for the temporary performance of 
the duties of an office from which the officer had been unex- 
pectedly and suddenly removed. Is it conceivable that when it 
was said some other officer shall temporarily perform those duties 
it would not have added, if that had been meant, and another per- 
son shall be chosen to his place, or, in some p , that a vacancy 
should be thereby created? The constitution shows that the very 


point was in the minds of the constitution makers, for they took 
the careful precaution to declare that when the speaker should 
exercise the office of governor the senate should choose a speaker 

ro tempore. Therefore it is to my mind conclusive that they 

id not intend that the senator who thus was called upon for a 
tempo duty should lose his office, because they did not say so. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Is thatomission any more strange 
than the omission of the framers of the Constitution of the United 
States in not declaring when the Vice-President succeeded to the 
office of President that he should no longer hold the former office? 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, if you take up the case of the Vice- 
President of the United States and reason upon it from the Con- 
stitution I think it will be found that the interpretation which 
prevails is the result of a practical construction quite as much as 
of reasoning upon the language. But Ido not wish to be diverted 
into a discussion of that subject, for my time will be very limited— 
suggesting in what I have said the line which I should like to 
take, if time served me, to present something I think might be 
said upon it. 

Now, observe next the practical justice, the convenience of the 
interpretation which I have suggested. Sir, it might easily hap- 
pen that the speaker of the senate of Delaware would be called 
upon under this provision to exercise the office of governor during 
a period of no more than seventy days, and during which the leg- 
islature was notin session. Is it to be supposed that, without 
particular declaration, the constitution makers meant to say that 
if that duty fell i a senator—whose term of office is four 
„ 3 er Le 0 barre w that at a ea Sere 

e was disc ing no legislative duties he temporarily too 
place of a 8 governor for sixty or seventy days, that there - 
fore his office as senator, his office of speaker of the senate, was 
taken from him? Of course the plain inconvenience and injustice 
of such a contingency was enough of itself to show that they in- 
tended no consequence of that character unless they meant to 
express the intention in unmistakable terms. Their omission to 
so declare, therefore, very strongly appeals to my judgment. 

Besides, it would be necessary that an election should be pro- 
vided for; and it seems to me it is quite improbable that the con- 
stitution would not have made some provision or direction for 
that when it was so careful to provide for the election of a speaker 
pro tempore, v : 8 

But, sir, there is another consideration which, to the mind of a 
lawyer, is so overwhelming in support of this interpretation that 
I am sure the force of it has been recognized by the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], who, with such great ability, has main- 
tained the desperate legal argument which was imposed upon 
him by the necessities of the case and the side he espoused, and 
that is the same argument which I a moment ago alluded to with 
reference to the Constitution of the United States, the argument 
of contemporaneous and continuing 1 interpretation, ex- 
tending in Delaware for more than a hundred years. 

Mr. 8 Delaware had this precise constitution in this 
particular adopted in 1792, and it happened that four cases like 
this occurred under that constitution of 1792. Five times the 
speaker of the senate was called upon to exercise the office of 
governor under the constitution of 1792. In every one of those 
cases the senate and all the people of Delaware considered that 
acting governor to be still a senator from the county from which 
he was originally chosen, and the senate caused no election to be 
held to fill the vacancy, but the acting governor himself served 
out the term as senator. It is true, sir, that during the time he 
was acting as governor he was not habitually present in the sen- 
ate, 845 not present at all 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Never. 

Mr. VILAS. Although the negative of the proposition is not 
perfectly established as to all those cases; but grant it for 
the sake of this argument that he was not there. In four of the 
five cases the senatorial term extended beyond the gubernatorial 
service and the seat as senator was actually occupied after per- 
formance of that service. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to ask the Senator at 
that point if the fact that four of these gentlemen who succeeded 
to the office of governor resumed their seats in the senate at the 
expiration of their terms as governor is to be considered a con- 
struction that they still remained senators? Is not the fact that a 
single instance can not be pointed out where any person succeed- 
ing to the office of governor ever undertook to exercise the office 
of senator or speaker of the senate while he exercised the office of 
governor a construction on the other branch of our case, namely, 
that the two offices could not be exercised by the same person at 
the same time? 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator states the proposition a little stronger 
in his concluding sentence than I am willing to admit; but I ad- 
mit that, according to my opinion, the constitution of the State 
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of Delaware did not e t the acting governor to remain in the 
senate, and that was the reason why they caused a er pro 
tempore to be chosen to take his place, and the fact t he did 
not remain is an interpretation that he was not bound to remain 
in the senate, and that perhaps his legislative function ought not 
in propriety to be exercised by him during the time he was acting 
as governor. 

Iam willing to go so far as that. Iam now of the opinion, and 
am arguing only, that he remained both speaker and senator, 
neither office being taken from him. Doubtless a certain sense of 
official propriety besides the exaction of the duties of the office of 
governor would take him from the senate during the time he was 
acting; but the Senator from Oregon will agree that when the 
temporary performance was oyer he did not return to take his 
seat as senator unless he had been all the time a senator. Ithink, 
then, the Senator from Oregon will recognize that the construction 
placed upon that instrument of 1792 was the đetermination in 
every one of those four cases that the acting governor still re- 
mained a senator of the State. If Iam not right that that is the 
true interpretation to be placed upon that part of it, I should like 
to have the Senator challenge me for the error now. 

Sir, the Constitution of the United States has had an inte pre- 
tation, as I remarked, and that interpretation is perfectly certain 
with reference to that Constitution, and the meaning of that Con- 
stitution to-day must be regarded as perfectly unchallengeable be- 
cause four Vice-Presidents have become Presidents. But more 
instances to establish this interpretation under the constitution of 
Delaware of 1792 occurred while it was in force. 

Let me advance one step further. With that interpretation thus 
grafted into every word of that instrument, as much a part of it 
as if it were written in as explicit terms as I have stated it, Dela- 
ware cansed another constitutional convention to assemble in the 
year 1831, and then, in totidem verbis, reenacted the self-same 
provisions which had thus received that fixed and definite inter- 
pretation. It is that reenacted constitution, reenacted with this 
construction a determined and fixed part of it, that we are called 
upon again to construe; not the original one, but that one which 
the people have themselves accepted in that State, with all the 
force of contemporaneous and continuing and universal interpre- 
tation during a period of forty preceding years. Since that time 
this reenacted constitution, reenacted with the interpretation 
which it had derived e construction, has been itself 
six or seven times practically construed by the legislature in simi- 
lar instances, and with precisely the same result. Thus it came 
down to the year 1895, perfectly determined that the constitution 
of Delaware did not mean a senator should lose his office because 
he entered upon the performance of these temporary, accidental, 
and extraordinary duties which were imposed upon him in some 


exigency. 

But, Mr. President, Delaware does not stand alone in the same 
legislative determination of this question. A similar constitution 
existed in the State of Pennsylvania, and though it did not last so 
long there, and that State has since assimilated its constitutional 
2538 more nearly to other States, yet it did happen that 
a question arose in that State, and again it was decided in 
the same way. was a constitution in the State of Maine 
which, though slightly different, yet substantially was like this; 
and under that constitution a question was addressed to the jud, 
of that State, as is there provided for, and the judges held that 
the senator did not lose his office, but only that he could not per- 
form, and that by reason of peculiar words in that constitution, 
distinguishing it from that of Delaware, the legislative function 
of a senator while he also performed the gubernatorial function. 
In other words, there is no instance before this time in more than 
a hundred years of experience when anybody ever asserted that a 
speaker of a senate thus called upon to act as governor for the 
time being lost his office as senator. The novelty of decision 
which this Senate is asked to render is the extreme urgency of 
necessity from partisan demand, nothing less. 

I do not need to discuss, and I shall not spend a moment of time 
in collating authorities as to the value and the obligation of such 
interpretation. Every lawyer recognizes it. So vigorous is the 
rule of the law that it has been held over and over again in 
various States of the Union that if one State adopts and enacts a 
statute which had previously been enacted in some other State, 
and had there received interpretation before it was enacted in the 
other State, that interpretation goes with its words and as a part 
of it; as obligatory as if it were correct, for the correctness of the 
interpretation can not be challenged any more than the plain 
meaning of words can be thwarted by being denied their effect. 

Mr. President, there is nob a particle of difficulty about this 
when you read that constitution in the simple way in which any 
man reading an instrument and seeking only with perfect hon- 
esty to extract its fair purpose should understand it. Read the 
language for a moment: 

U any vacancy happening in the office of governor, b: death. re- 
moval, resignation. OF inability, the speaker of tie. senate pre oes the 


— 


office until a governor elected by the le shall be duly qualified. there 
be no senate rhe * Ties of the 8 
. * * * If the person elected 22 shall 
2 tho person holding Se o shall con- 
tinue to exerci until a governor s be elected and duly qualified. If, 
upon a v happening the office of governor, there be no other person 
who can ex said within the provisions of the constitution, the 
secretary of state shall exercise the same until the next meeting of the gen- 
Steer a OSI U ALOES Sha OOS anew acne oa) at te Ge ee 
a exer ce until a 
BA poon to oxe governor elo by the people 
How simple and plain it all is, most obviously to a common in- 
tent, so that the wayfarer, though he be a fool, need not err 
therein. The arguments that have been urged a EST t the propo- 
sition I am maintaining, themselves, in my mind, add force and 
strength to its clear, lucid interpretation. The only such argu- 
ments derived from the constitution are raised from two sections: 
First, section 12 of article 2, which declares that— 
. 
w 0 any office under or ted 
ee Shali during his con ce in š EE ON ba AA E 
representative. 


The other one is section 5 of article 3, which says: 

No member of Co: nor person hol 
States or this State, exercise the — 54 wd eee e e 

These were two general provisions incorporated with the con- 
stitution, the one in relation to the legislature, the other in rela- 
tion to the governor, both of them preceding in point of time of 
expression this section which makes the particular provision for 
someone to act as governor when there is no governor. 

Mr. President, the explicitness of the effect declared by those 
two sections is undeniable. The question is only whether they 
relate to a speaker of the senate or of the house or the secretary 
of state when called upon thus temporarily to perform the duties 
of the vacant office of governor. t is ail the question for con- 
sideration. 

We heard yesterday the distinguished Senator from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. PLATT] spend an hour or more in refined and minute 
discussion upon words, mere words, for the purpose of endeavor- 
ing to establish an opposition between these two sections, which 
are general in nature, and the later one, whichis particular, His 
argument was ingenious, but was purely a verbal argument. His 
point was that this acting governor was really governor, 

Now, Mr. President, we must begin by observing that one can 
not exercise the office of governor without doing in it the same 
things which the governor himself will do when he is there. The 
governor exercises the office of governor, and the acting governor 
exercises the office of governor, but one is governor and the other 
is acting in the place where a governor constitutionally should be. 
That is the difference between the two cases. 

„But I wish to make another line of remark before noticing this 
nice weighing of words and syllables, and that is that the of 
interpretation, established as the result of much human contro- 
versy and great experience, recognize two things which human 
nature is incapable of obviating: First, the poverty of human 
language, and, next, the infirmity of human foresight. It is im- 
possible, or fairly to be said impossible, to express within the 
com in which a constitution is to be written all the various 
shades of meaning which may be necessary to anticipate all the 
possibilities of future occurrence, and human foresight is unequal 
to the task of that anticipation if it were within the reach of lan- 
guage to compass its possibilities, 

ords themselves manifest this weakness; and thus we are 
obliged to use almost all the principal ones in our language for 
more than one meaning. Some words will be found in the dic- 
tionary with as many as six or eight distinctive meanings defined 
by the lexicographer. Therefore, at times, when a law or consti- 
tation is written, a word must be used in one place in one sense, 
and again the same word elsewhere in another; and it is left to 
the honesty and justice and fairness of interpretation to accept 
the word in either place in the sense in which it was obviously 
and fairly intended tobe used. Therefore, if, as the Senator from 
Connecticut seemed to do yesterday, you firstargue that this word 
s 8 should be applied to this state of things, and then say, 
Therefore this state of things is identical with another in refer- 
ence to which the constitution has used that word,” when it is 
fairly obvious that different . were intended, it is per- 
verting the langunge which perhaps human power could hardly 
have made more 5 25 than it is, in advance of controversy. 

So the first rule of interpretation is, having reference to these 
limitations on the human intellect, that every word used in an in- 
strument of this kind shall be read to serve the purpose obviously 
discernible from the whole context of the instrument. Here it is 


die or become og gener pe s 
se i 


dred years. 
But we find this effort on the part of Senators to establish an 
opposition of meaning between these two first sections that I have 
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mentioned and this other section in relation to the particular case. 
Let us first grant all they ask for ent’s sake. Let us grant 
that those two provisions do stand n to the provision 
relating to the acting governor. Which will prevail? y, sir, 
the rules of interpretation govern that subject as perfectly as the 
necessity should require. Firs t, when a pore is general and 
it comes in contact or into opposition with one which is particu- 
lar, the particular expression always governs. If, therefore, the 
arguments of the Senator from Connecticut and the Senator from 
Oregon were successful in establishing the fact that there was a 
contrariety between these two sections, it would have helped 
their cause no more, for the contrariety being established, this 
8 section prevails, not those upon which their case must 
nd, 
ut, sir, there is another principle of interpretation equally es- 
tablished and equally decisive. It is this: en two contrary 
provisions are found in the same instrument, the later written 
prevails over the earlier, unless there be particular reasons for the 
contrary, such as might happen in the case I have just alluded to, 
if the later provision were a general one, and the former were a 
particular one. But here the later e ge is the icular one, 
and, as the latest expression of the thought in the mind of the con- 
stitution makers, it governs by this particular rule. 3 é 
Now, let me illustrate for a moment the curious way in which 
a verbal argument like that, so ingenious and subtle and so skill- 
fully presented yesterday by the Senator from Connecticut, can 
create seeming opposition that would destroy the life of the spirit. 
It made me think of some of the old discussions reported in the 
time of the school men. The Senator said—and it was the whole 
foundation of his argument—that this acting governor becomes 
and is the governor. and he sought to reach in a roundabout way 
that conclusion which, if it had been the p of the constitu- 
tion makers, they could have expressed by simply saying so, but 
which they obviously avoided by labored phrases. He argued 
that that was the meaning of the instrument from placing in 
juxtaposition different provisions in the constitution. Sir, let me 
put two together to show him the contrary. A speaker of the 
senate need be but 27 yearsold. The constitution requires only 
that asenator shall have attained the age of 27 years, and any 


senator may be elected speaker. But turn over the leaf, and here- 


is section 4 of Article 
tions of a governor: 

He shall be at least 30 years of age. 

Therefore the argument of the Senator that the acti 
is governor is at once overthrown, for he need not be 
age, but only 27 years of age. r y 

This illustrates the rule which I have been drawing attention 
to, that in reading an instrument like a constitution, or indeed 
any other, the effort must be to reconcile with kindly fairness all 
the different provisions, not to create antagonisms, but to remove 
the seeming antagonisms which words might create contrary to 
the clear purpose; thus to read in one place the same word with a 
different meaning from what y give it in another place, it being 
obvious that from erty of language the makers of the instru- 
ment were compelled to select that word for use in one sense here 
and in another sense there. * a 

I think I have shown by familiar principles that if this antag- 
onism existed between these sections the particular one would 
prevail upon which we rest. But it must be borne in mind that 
the interpretation of practical usage for a hundred years just as 
much applies to this possible antagonism as to every other part of 
the instrument or to the particular section. Every t of it is 
controlled and governed by that uniform, undeviating, unques- 
tioned, acknowledged usage. 3 

There is, however, little difficulty in dtothis. These two 
sections, relied on to affect Watson’s right, have no reference to 
an acting governor. Let me illustrate this by the one that relates 
to the office of governor, for that is the only one whichis really im- 
portant here No member of Congress, nor person holding any 
office under the United States or this State, shall exercise the 
office of governor.” Unless a senator of the legislatureis an officer 
holding an office he is not within the meaning of that section. So 

lain has been the common popular understanding that a mem- 

r of the legislature is not an officer that when this question was 
mooted in the Senate, and the Senator from Oregon and others 
were in colloquy over it, the distinguished Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN] answered at once, according to the fact, that a 
senator is not considered an officer. Let me call attention toa 
very singular proof of that idea in this very instrument itself. 
Article IX says: 

Members of the general assembly and all officers, executive and judicial— 

Omitting any view of legislative as possible— 
shall be bound by oath or affirmation, etc. 

It disregards a class of officers that we might call legislative. 
It speaks of officers as judicial and executive, illustrating that at 
the time when the constitution was adopted the condition and 


„Which begins thus upon the qualifica- 


governor 
years of 


character of a senator or member of the house of representatives 
was esteemed to be different from what nowadays we are more 
inclined to regard them. Doubtless that grew out of the English 
system, where a member of Parliament is not a paid officer, but 
is a representative of the commons in one house, summoned to 
aid his sovereign by advice and to give money, and in the other 
one of the peers of the realm. In this country we have made the 
legislative office as distinctive an office, perhaps, as the judicial or 
the executive, but that was not the common idea at the time when 
the Delaware constitution was written; and it is not yet so freely 
accepted as n a lawyer might regard it, as was plainly in- 
dicated by the remark of the distinguished Senator from Ohio. 
So that, undoubtedly, if you read the provision in that spirit of 
fair understanding to which I have referred, it must be recog- 
nized that the ers of the constitution did not intend to pro- 
hibit a senator or a member of the house of representatives from 
exercising the office of governor independently even of this par- 
ticular direction, which ressly requires it in case of vacancy. 

Now, sir, there was another ar ent adyanced by the distin- 
guished Senator from Oregon, and I need not say that it was pre- 
sented with thatabundance of learning, that research into all au- 
thorities which could throw a cast of light upon it from far or near, 
which always distinguishes his arguments of legal propositions in 
this body. It was that by the common law there was an incom- 
patibility between a legislative office and the gubernatorial office; 
and therefore if one acted as governor he could not act as legis- 
lator. How easy it is to answer that. Is the common law supe- 
rior to, we constitution, or is the constitution superior to the com- 
mon law 

The people of Delaware made a constitution, and by it they 
couldaseasily trample upon the common law as they could trample 
upon any of the preexisting systems of institutions for which they 
substituted a 555 form of government. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. ill the Senator allow me? No- 
body denies that, of course; but the Senator will agree with me, 
I presume, that it is a proper thing to do to take into considera- 
tion what the common law is on a given subject in reference to 
which there is statutory law or constitutional provision, especially 
if there is any doubt at allin reference to the proper construction 
of any of those 1 

Mr. AS. Ir ize that it is one of the principles of in- 
terpretation that you are to consider what the law was when you 
are considering what changes made in it were intended to make 
it tobe. Iagreeto that. To that extentit would be well enough 
to look into it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It was with that view that I 
discussed the common law. 

Mr. VILAS. But that is a very feeble light to throw upon an 
instrument which has been construed with undeviating fixity for 
a hundred years, and after so long a period has passed. t 
light of the common law comes from too far back—from the mists 
of antiquity—and is refracted by too much fog. 

So with this theory of the American system which the Senator 
has presented. The whole question is, What have the people of 
Delaware done for themselves? 3 made their constitu- 
tion; and when you attempt to dec what is the American 
system you must borin by looking for what that constitution is, 
to the extent that Delaware is one of the components of the Amer- 
ican Government, out of which the American system may be said 
to have arisen; not construe the constitution to your ideas of an 
American synem But I do not think the Senator laid much 
force upon that argument. It might be addressed to a lodge of a 
certain kind, perhaps to a school of protection, or some company 
of jingoism that was striving to cry, without very definite mean- 
ing, some slogan to arouse the people. It hardly has force among 
a body of lawyers seeking to interpret a constitution. 

Mr. President, I wish to call attention to one argument more 
which I take from the Senator from Oregon. When he gave us 
the pleasure of the discussion with which this matter was opened 
and was dwelling upon this point I put to him this question: 

I should like to ask the Senator from Oregon whether he is . 
now that Mr. Watson was not a senator from the time he took the oath 
be de of governor? Is the Senator contending that he lost his office as sen- 
a ? 

Mr. MITCHELLOf Oregon. The Senator from Wisconsin will see before Icon- 
clude precisely what I am contending for opon that subject. I sball evade 
nothing. I have nothing to kee k in cussing this question. I have 
fixed opinions in regard to it, and I shall present them to the Senate as fully, 
fairly, and y as I am able, and in the course of my remarks I will an- 
swer the question of the Senator from Wisconsin fully. 


I have not a doubt that the Senator from Oregon. expressed just 
what he meant and what was in his mind, and I will turn now to 
page 44 of his as printed, and afterwards to pages 60 and 
61, to show how he answered that question. His sixth proposition 
was: 
That when William T. Watson, as speaker of the Delaware senate, took the 
bernatorial oaths and entered upon the exercise of the office of governor, 


became the governor of the State in the full constitutional sense 


b 
term, and not merely governor ex officio or ad interim as speaker of the 
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pensis. and his acceptance of such office was ipso facto a resignation in law, 
er— 


Either— 
absolutely of his office as senator, or atleast of his right to exercise the office 
of senator so long as he exercised the office of governor. 

That was the carefully written proposition of the Senator. 
Later, and at 60, the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] 
again asked the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] a simi 
question, and the Senator from Oregon again made a similar 
answer to that he made me. Then the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GEORGE] said: 

It is either vacation or suspension. It can not be both. 
Then the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] replied: 


I say it is one or the other. 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, ga all right. 

Mr. MITCHELL of on. And, so far as this case is concerned, it does not 
make one particle of ‘erence. 


And then later in the answer he says: 


I do not care whether you say that the seat becomes absolutely vacant or 
whether the right to exercise the office of senator and speaker of the senate 
is merely suspended. 


Thus the Senator from Oregon did not at any timein his speech, 
and never has in my hearing in the Senate, answered the ques- 
tion which was propounded, or denied what I affirm as my propo- 
sition. He has never affirmed, and I give him due credit for not 
affirming, that Mr. Watson lost his office as senator. 

cok MITCHELL of 88 g ink : stated more than aice, 

ps two or three es, perhaps not in my o speech, 

t during colloquies with other Senators, E EE the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] while he was 
speaking, what I believe to be the true construction of the consti- 
tution of Delaware upon that point. I believe the true construc- 
tion is just us stated in the first of the proposition, that the 
moment Speaker Watson sui ed to the office of governor that 
moment ipso facto there was a resignation of the office of speaker 
of the senate. I believe that is the correct interpretation of the 
constitution. 

But I claim further and with propriety, as I take it, that if I 
am wrong about that Iam not wrong in the other proposition, 
namely, that there was a resignation of the right to exercise the 
function of senator and the function of speaker while exercising 


the functions of governor. 

Mr. VILAS. e legislative function? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The legislative function. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Oregon, under the stress of 
debate, has advanced then to the point of assertion which his 
careful preparatory study and consideration of this case did not 
enable him to make in his first speech on the subject. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Not at all. I know the distin- 
Spey ed Senator ie ae not wish to place me in any 

position i e matter. 

Mr. VILAS. No. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have from the first, perhaps not 
so distinctly in my first speech, but I certainly did on several 
occasions, in interlocutory remarks, state what I believed to be 
the true construction of the constitution of Delaware on that 
point, and that is that there was an absolute resignation of the 
Office of speaker and senator upon his entering on the office of 


vernor. 

SN VILAS. Iwasvery particular, because I had the argument I 
am now makingin my mind, to putthatquestion to the Senator from 
Oregon when he was making his speech, hoping to get a distinct 
declaration. It was again presented to him by the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] at least, and with the result which I 
haye indicated. In his first s h the Senator certainly reserved 
to himself at every point at which he spoke of it the right to have 
it either one or the other. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do yet. 

Mr. VILAS. Without declaring which one or the other he con- 
sidered to be the right one. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It is not necessary and never has 
been necessary since we entered upon this debate, so far as our 
side of the case is concerned, to say which it is, because which- 
ever one it is, if either, our caseis made, If they are both wrong, 
then the Senator has the case. 

Mr. I hope to satisfy the Senator that he has to take 
one or the other horn of the dilemma. Iam content to say that 
Mr. Watson was a senator and his legislative function was sus- 

ded—his function as a legislator. I will give the Senator the 
nefit of that 5 for the ar ent I am about to make. 

Mr. MITCH of Oregon. If t is the fact, the Senator 
gives away his case. 

Mr. VILAS. Oh, no; I do not. Iam not changing any facts. 
Iam making argument; and for myself I have no fear of it. 

I start with the proposition, then, as established, that Mr. Wat- 
son is to-day a senator of the State of Delaware and will remain 
until the end of his senatorial term a senator of the State of Dela- 


ware. I do not care about his legislative function under the con- 
stitution of the State of Delaware, whether suspended, in abey- 
ance, or otherwisedormant. I accept that branch of the dilemma, 
and give the other to the Senator from Oregon. 

Watson, then, is a senator—one of the 30 members of the 
Delaware legislature; one of the 9 members of the senate. Now, 
I call the attention of Senators to this, that the function which 
Mr. Watson exercised in voting for a United States Senator he 
did not derive from the constitution of Delaware, he did not 
posade as a legislative function. He derived it wholly from the 

nstitution of the United States. The Constitution of the United 
States provides that the Senate shall be composed of two Senators 
from each State, chosen by the renee and it also provides 
that the regulation of the time and manner of choosing Senators 
may be made by Congress et The right to choose a Sen- 
ator comes wholly from the Federal Constitution. The re 
tion of it is wholly a matter of Federal law. What is the law? 

The le ture of eac is chosen nex’ 
tion of ee for 8 Por was —— ne 

I should like to call the attention of the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT] to the next words 
to represent such State in Congress shall, on the second Tuesday after the 


meeting and organization thereof, proceed to elect a Senator in Congress. 


Sec. 15. Such election shall be conducted in the following manner: Each 
house shall openly, by a viva voce vote of each member present, name one 
person. 


And soon. If both houses choose the same person the next day 
the choice is recorded. 

But if the same pan has not received a majority of the votes in each 
house, or if either house has failed to take proceedings as required by this 
section, the joint assembly shall then proceed to choose— 

How?— 
by a viva voce vote of each member present, a person for Senator, etc. 


By virtue, therefore, of the law of the United States this Fed- 
eral cy for the choice of Federal Senators is composed of the 
several persons who are members of the senate and lower house, 
whatever it may be called, of the State. In Delaware there were 
80 persons who were members of the lower house and of the 
senate. Those 30 members were invested by the Constitution 
and the laws of the United States with the power to choose a Sen- 
ator. Whocan take it away from them? The constitution of 
Delaware did not confer it. The constitution of Delaware can 
not take it away. All that is allowed tothe State is to choose and 
determine the various members who compose the senate and the 
house of representatives of its legislature, and when they are 
known, when their right properly to sit in that body as repre- 
sentatives of the people is settled by the State, the Constitution of 
the United States vests those persons with this function, which is 
not a State function, which does not come from the State, but 
from the Federal Government—the function of electors. It is not 
a legislative function. As legislators they exercise their power 
only as members of the two separate houses. As legislators they 
may in the house of representatives pass a law which the senate 
independently may veto. As members composing the senatorial 
electoral college, each person elected to either houseis one elector 
entitled to exercise the privilege which is given by the Constitu- 
tion of the United States to him as one of the whole number. 

The only question referable to the constitution of Delaware is, 
was this person who claims be an elector a senator? If he 
was a senator, he was an elector in that electoral college. The 
State of Delaware could im no qualifications. The State of 
Delaware could not suspend his function given to him by the Con- 
stitution of the United States. It could s nd his function as 
a legislator in the State of Delaware, but it could not suspend 
that function of a Senatorial elector which the Constitution of 
the United States alone bestowed upon him. To interrupt his 
right to vote on bills, to interrupt his right to sit and consider 
bills or to make speeches, was no lawful interruption of his right 
to act as an elector when the electoral college convened under the 
authority of the Constitution and laws of the United States to 
perform a 8 enjoined upon it by the Federal Constitution. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator holds, then, if I under- 
stand his argument, that a person may be a member of the State 
senate, have no right whatever to exercise any legislative func- 
tion, no right to make laws, no right to vote, and yet at the same 
time have the right to go into the joint assembly and vote fora 
United States Senator. 

Mr. VILAS. Yes, sir. If he is a senator of the State legisla- 
ture he is one of the electoral college. It doesnot make any differ- 
ence what, for purposes of its own internal State administration, 
the State constitution may have provided or the State laws may 
have provided. All the qualification which by the Constitution 
and the law of Congress is requisite to the exercise of the office 
of elector is that he shall be a senator or a member of the lower 
house. If he possesses that qualification, Delaware can impose 
no other. It can take nothing from his power, it can add no 
further qualification or disqualification, This proposition has 
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been determined over and over again in the Senate in another 
aspect. We had once from my State an illustration of it. We 
had it in the case of the distinguished Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. FAULKNER]. 

Many a State has put into its constitution the provision that no 


judge shall be elected a Senator of the United States during the 
term of his office as judge in the State. Has the Senate ever re- 
garded it? Not the least. The very fact that he was a judge was 
an additional reason, perhaps, why he should be chosen to this 
body. And if this case is not to be decided in accordance with 
the firm principles of law, it might be necessary to choose more 
judges to sit here; for we are now considering not a political ques- 
tion, not a question of administration, but acting in our judicial 
capacity, that same capacity in which under the presidency of the 
Chief Justice we might sit here to try the dearest rights and de- 
termine the honor of the highest citizen of the land. We are sit- 
ting as judges, and we are as much bound by the Constitution and 
by our oaths to determine according to law as the judges of the 
Supreme Court in another part of Capitol. 

Mr. TELLER. That is correct. 

Mr. VILAS. Yes; I am sure Senators will recognize it. The 
Senate has adjudged—beyond all question correctly over and over 
again that a State can add no qualification or disqualification to 
any function which is given by the Constitution of the United 
States. The Constitution of the United States requires but one 
qualification for a senatorial elector, and that is that he shall be a 
member of the legislature. The constitution of Delaware may, if 
you please, declare that a senafor or member of its legislature 
shall not vote in certain cases; that he shall refrain from speaking 
in certain cases; that he shall not act as a legislator in cases where 
he is interested, or in any other cases. The people there may im- 
pose as many such limitations as they choose and of what character 
they choose. They may provide that he ey ao certain things as 
a legislator which we should not re; to be a part of a legisla- 
tor’s duty. That is all for the people of Delaware to decide. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me 
a question? 

r. VILAS. With pleasure, j. 

Mr, CHANDLER. I understand the Senator to be arguing, 
very clearly and distinctly, that although all Governor Watson’s 
other legislative function may have been suspended while he was 

overnor, yet that still he might enter the legislature and vote for 

nited States Senator, because the power and duty of electing a 
United States Senator is imposed upon the legislature of a State. 
Do I understand the Senator correctly? 

Mr. VILAS. Because the several members of the legislature of 
the State constitute an electoral college for the choice of United 
States Senator. 

Mr.CHANDLER. And the Senator holds (he is arguing cer- 
tainly, and therefore is assumed to hold) that although Governor 
Watson might not have been authorized to act as a member of 
the legislature in any other capacity, he might still vote for United 
States Senator? 

Mr. VILAS. Most assuredly so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then the Senator asserts that Governor 
Watson may have possessed a function as legislator which was 
not a legislative function? Is not that the Senator’s proposition? 

Mr. VILAS. That he does not possess it as a legislator, but by 
reason of being a legislator; that he is given a function which is 
not legislative. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Very good. Then he had pare as a leg- 
islator which was not a legislative power? He a function as 
a legislator which was not a legislative function? 

Mr. VILAS. No. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is not that the Senator's statement? 

Mr. VILAS. He had this by reason of being a legislator of the 
State of Delaware. He had a Federal power or agency conferred 
upon him which was not legislative within the State of Delaware. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then he had a function as a member of the 
legislature, solely as a member of the legislature, which was not 
a legislative function. 

Mr. VILAS. Yes; he had a function by reason of his being a 
member of the legislature which was not legislative. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, if the Senator will allow me, that is 
the proposition I wanted to understand, that we may know here- 
after that a member of a legislature may havea power and a func- 
tion solely by virtue of the fact that he is a member of the legis- 
lature, which is not the legislative function. 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. The Constitution of the United States 
chose to select a certain class of officers in Delaware as an electoral 
college for Senators. It has also created another of a single execu- 
tive officer. In case that body can not act, when a vacancy occurs 
while that body is not in session, the Constitution gives that au- 
thority to the governor. But it is not a gubernatorial function 
of the State nae tS 

Mr. CHANDLER. But they say the legislature—— 

Mr. VILAS. He does not derive it as governor from the con- 


stitution of Delaware, but because he Beppe to be governor; he 
takes it from the Constitution of the United States, 

Mr. GRAY. If I may be allowed at this point, in the line of 
what the Senator is saying, and apropos to the question of the 
Senator from New Hampshire, when the amendment to the Con- 
stitution proposed and advocated by the Senator from Oregon 
cg MITCHELL] shall have been adopted, if indeed it shall ever 

„that the Senators of the United States shall no longer be elected 
by the legislatures, but shall be elected by the people at large, 
that function not a legislative function - will be taken away from 
the members of the State legislature, and yet their legislative 
function will remain intact. 

Mr. CHANDLER. By the same reasoning, then, a Senator ma; 
vote for President and exercise the functions of the people, whi 
is not a popular function. There is the same difference. I 
the Senator from Wisconsin whether when Governor Watson 
voted he did not 1 the function of a legislator? 

Mr. VILAS. None whatever. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Did he not perform the act by virtue of his 
eh ig the legislature? 

Mr. VILAS. Les. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then a member of the er pompadal 

Mr. VILAS. os Ae or rather by reason of his membership 
and the investure in him by the Constitution of the United States 
of that . 077 

Mr. C LER. As a member of the legislature? 

Mr. VILAS. Because he was a member of the legislature. 

Mr. TELLER, He had to be a member of the legislature. 

Mr. VILAS. Les; he had to be a member of the legislature in 
order to receive : 

Mr.CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, the law doesnot 
say the members of a State legislature as members, as individuals, 
shallelecta Senator. It says that each State shall appoint through 
its legislature its United States Senators. How Senator can 
make it out that any person when he votes for a United States 
Senator (which he only does because he is a member of the | 
lature) is not in the exercise of the function of a member of the 
legislature I can not understand. 

r. VILAS., I do not know that I can make that plain to the 
Senator, but let me say this: That question was one which I 
touched in discussing the Dubois and Claggett case. It arose 
there incidentally, and I made the same argument substantially 
that I am making now, only the case required a different applica- 
tion of it. There was from the beginning of this Government a 
qoran whether under the Constitution the legislature chose the 

nator as a legislative act or whether the electoral college as a 
distinct official agency was composed and created of the several 
persons who had the right to sit in the legislature; and the latter 
interpretation of the Constitution has prevailed. It has prevailed 
in the Senate whenever it has been discussed, and it prevailed in 
the age of the law of 1866, which is now written in the Re- 
vised Statutes, from which I read a part of section 15. 

Sa, I repeat, the function which Mr. Watson or any other mem- 
ber of the Delaware legislature exerted in the choice of a Senator 
of the United States was not a legislative function of the State of 
Delaware, but it was a function given to him and each of them by 
the Constitution of the United States. We decided similarly in 
the case of Senator CALL since I have been in the Senate. It is 
not the two houses which elect a Senator; it is only a majority of 
those persons who happen to constitute the two houses. In the 
case of Senator CALL the legislature of Florida, in both houses, 
numbered 100 members, and 51 membersconvened. The question 
was whether those 51 members had a right to elect a Senator, and 
we held that they did. 

Mr. TELLER. Why? 

Mr. VILAS. Because they constituted a quorum of the sena- 
torial electoral college, not a quorum of each house or of either 
house. The houses of the aoe Biera are no longer regarded; the 
legislative character has nothing to do with the act. Simply the 
several persons who compose the legislature constitute an elect- 
oral body, of whom a majority is a quorum. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand this whole controversy has gone 
g 7 5 question whether this man was a member of the senatorial 
college. 

Mr. VILAS. Ah, Mr. President, the distinguished Senator from 
Colorado, with his clarity of legal 1 could not take any 
other ground. But he mistakes. It is contended that, although a 
member of the senate, his function was suspended, and he was 
not a member of the electoral college, 

Mr. TELLER. Of course he was. 

Mr. VILAS. But if he were a senator (and he was) that is all 
I have been arguing on this point, and there is no escape from the 
conclusion. ou can not wabble over this question by saying he 
was either a resigned senator or he had resigned his function for 
the time being, or that he was a senator in abeyance. He was 
not in abeyanceas an elector ofa United States Senator. He was 
either an elector in the electoral body or he was not a senator in 
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the legislature at all, or in any sense. You can 
then, as an elector or you can take the other course and deny his 


e him, 


being a senator. Under the stress of that necessity: you can 
trample Delaware, her constitution, her interpretation of her own 
constitution for more than a hundred years unchallenged in the 
mire of partisanship. 
5 775 Banepa I es to atone some more possi- 
on this subjec ey are not necessary to mt the case, 
Ihave stated the points and I think I have sama tts clear, I 
think I have summed up the reasons which show Mr. Watson was 
e and if he was, he was surely entitled to sit in that elec- 
a y. 
There is another aspect of this case, . of the 


one which I have been discussing, that T wish I could have argued. 
The Senator from Indiana . TURPIE], the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. GEORGE], and the Senator from Delaware „GRAY 


have already made so clear that it seems to me there is little nee 
for further argument upon it, the proposition that the question of 
the m ip of the ware senate was one solely for the 
Delaware senate to decide. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr, 
Piatt] argued that it is within the power of the Senate to inquire 
ad libitum into any circumstance that goes to the election or 
qualification of a Senator. So it is. It is in the power of the Su- 

e Court of the United States to decide any case that comes 
Before them for plaintiff or defendant at their merely personal 
will. But it is in the rightful power neither of the Senate nor of 
the Supreme Court to decide any case in ae nt before them 
except as the law requires it to be decide e Supreme Court 
of the United States might just as well refuse to the supreme 
court of the State of Delaware the interpretation fixed by a line 
of decisions of that court to a State statute as the Senate of the 
United States sitting in this tribunal refuse to award to the judg- 
ment of the senate of Delaware the full measure of faith and 
credit to which it is entitled. 

It might be, according to the argument of the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr, PLATT], that the Supreme Court of the United 
States should say that some person who is admitted here as a Sen- 
ator was not a Senator, and might hold that he was not entitled 
to receive his pay: notwithstanding his admission here is a final 
ju ent of hi ht. They have the power when two parties 
are before them to decide contrary to law. But it would be as 
unheard of in that court as anything which it is possible for the 
human mind to conceive. They are invested with power to decide 
according to the law. Sois this Senate, and that law requires the 
recognition by the Senate of every judgment which the courtof a 
3 or either house of its legislature is authorized finally to 
decide. 

But I wish to add another point. By virtue of that principle 
Mr. Watson stands before this senate de jure a senator. He has 
been adju so by the proper tribunal. But there is another 

i ciple which has not been adverted to, and that is that he was 
55 facto a senator. There were rightfully 30 members of that 
electoral college; 9 members of that senate entitled to participate. 
He was one of them, recognized as being such. Nobody contested 
it. No other was excluded. : 

Mr. President, who ever dreamed of challenging the action of a 
de facto member under such circumstances until necessity made 
this? The Senator from Connecticut said yesterday it was one of 
the marvels of the age, drawing his inspiration, as he told us, from 
a patent-medicine advertisement, that such a case was presented. 
Is it not more marvelous that that whole electoral y, with a 
considerable majority of Republicans in it, interested to the last 
degree in this question, struggled through twenty-eight ballots to 
elect a Senator without taeng a single question that that man 
who was sitting there as one of the 80, presiding over their assem- 
blage, was a rightful officer there? Notuntil that legislature was 

journed, or on the very moment of adjournment, when the last 

ot had taken and the failure to elect had become complete, 

was the desperate claim asserted that an election had been made 
by the first ot of the twenty-eight. 

And now why is this question here? The Republicans of the 
State of Delaware did not elect this man. They had the power in 
that legislature. They were not satisfied to elect Colonel Du 
Pont. But 14 had voted for him until that last afternoon, when 
imore did. There was a t 8 p for the rights of prop- 
erty, or something else, which held back certain Republicans 
from this candidate. They could not be made to vote for Mr. Du 
Pont, or for but one candidate. But here, now, because the Re- 
publicans of the State of Delaware failed to exercise the power 
which they sed, because they could not , they come 
here asking the United States Senate to seat a man who had only 
half of the Delaware legislature and not a majority, and therefore 
to absolutely nullify the vote of Mr. Watson, acting in his place 
as one of the 30 lawfully entitled to be there, de facto one of 


a rightful 30, whether he himself was entitled or not, if there 
a contestant. Would an act of the legislature have 
egislation, though hi 


had 
‘been invalid because he had so acted in 1 his 


vote had the bill through the senate? No. Like every 
officer acting de facto he is to be recognized as a valid officer, not 
to be challe but by the only authority which was entitled to 
demand his place if he were wrongfully in it, the State of Dela- 
ware, 
Mr. President, I regret that I have been detained quite so long 
with this discussion. Ihave been greatly hurried in making it, 
and [hoped to have given way fifteen minutes ago. 

The VICE-PR ENT (at 5 o’clock p.m.). The question is 


ment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution reported by Mr. MITCHELL of 
Oregon, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, February 
18, 1896, as follows: 

Resolved, That Hen: 

State of Delaware for VTV N 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Indiana will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Before the word entitled“ insert the word 
ee and strike ont the last clause of the resolution; so as to 
read: $ 

Resolved, That Hen: 

reaver Bele — Bs DR Pont is not entitled toa seat in the Senate 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The quéstion is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from 5 5 

Mr. GORMAN and Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. Aupricn’s name was 2 I 
am authorized to state that the senior Senator from Rhode Island 
8 ALDRICH] is paired on this vote with the Senator from 

orida , CALL]. 

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. Cas name wascalled). My colleague 
Based CALL], as already announced, is paired with the Senator 

om Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. If my colleague were pres- 
ent, he would vote hia 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Ihavea standing pair 
with the senior Senator from . GORDON]. If he were 
present, I presume he would vote “yea.” I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr.! RIS (when his name was called). I have a standing 
pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. If he were 
genre onda would vote “nay” and I should vote ‘‘ yea” upon this 
question. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That it may not be overlooked, I desire to 
state that if the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] 
were present, he would vote “nay.” 

I desire further to state that the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] is paired on this vote with the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Irpy]. If the Senator from Maine were present, he 
would vote “nay.” 

The Senator from North Dakota . HANSBROUGH] is absent 
from the Senate in consequence of sickness, and is paired with 
the Senator from Ilinois [Mr. Parmer]. If the Senator from 
North Dakota were present, he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr, LODGE]. : 

Mr. BURROWS (when Mr. McMILiLan’s name was called), 
My colleague [Mr. McMILLAN] is paired with the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If my colleague were present, he 
would vote!“ sn Bi 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. MORRILU’S name was called), 
The senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], who is neces- 
sarily absent from the Chamber, desired me to announce that he 
= paired on this vote with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 

RRIS]. 

Mr. RIS. The pair hasalreađy been announced. 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. If he were present, he 
would vote “ yea” and I should vote“ nay.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). Iam with the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. If he were 
present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called), Ihave a general 
p with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. Were 

e present, I should vote ** nay.” 
. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
MAN . If he were present, I should vote “nay.” 


Mr. TELLER. 7 . Mr. W. ] is paired. His 
$ . My colleague [Mr. WoLcort 

regular rood es is with the Senator from Ohio pr: BRICE]. Iun- 
ders that his pair has been transferred to the Senator from 
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been done, I understand. colleague were present, he would 
vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. Having of the pairs u this side 
on this vote, I desire simply to state that no . NA come 
to me concerning the transfer of the pair of the Senator from Col- 
orado [Mr. 3 but 1 presume it has been done upon au- 
thority. I have no information on the point. 

Mr. ALLISON. On this vote I am paired with the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. BRIOEI at his special request. If he were present, 
I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam paired with the senior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. Smiru]j. If he were present, he would vote “yea” and 
I should yote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired generally with the senior Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN]. That pair is transferred to 
the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], and I vote yea.“ 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. PRITCH- 
ARD] is absent, and is paired on this question with the Senator 
from Louisiana . BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. CHAND . On this question I am pai with the 
junior Senator from New York . MURPHY]. I suggest tothe 
senior Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] that the pair of his 
coll be transferred to the junior Senator from Massachusetts 
te Toast. so that the Senator from New York and myself can 
vo 


Mr. HILL. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. HILL. I vote “yea.” 

Mr, ALLISON. Ithink I shouldstate further, in view of what 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GaLLINGER] has just said, 
that my par with the junior Senator from Ohio . BRICE] was 
made at his special request, and I think in conversation he stated | 
to me—in fact, I remember he did—that the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. WoLcorT] 5 with some other Senator. 

Mr. PASCO. I state that before the Senator from Ohio 

. BRICE] left he told me of the special arr: ent which had 
made with reference to his pair; that the Senator from 
Nevada Jers JONES] would vote on this proposition against the 
seating of Mr. Du Pont; and that he had accordingly transferred 
his pair with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOoLcorr] to the 
Senator from Nevada . JONES]. 

Mr. MITCHELL of n, I take it for granted that the Sen- 
ator in charge of the pairs on the other side of the Chamber has 
consent directly from the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Joxzs] that | 
he should be paired in favor of the pending amendment. | 

Mr. PASCO. I had it upon the authority of the Senator from | 
Ohio [Mr. Brick]. He notified me of the pair and stated that it 
had been made. | 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusors] I believe | 
announced a pair with some Senator on this side. | 

Mr. DUBO Iam paired with the senior Senator from New | 


Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 
Mr. HARRIS. 1 agreeable to the Senator from Idaho, as I am 


paired with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], we | 
Will transfer our respective pairs and record our votes. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Very well. 

Mr. HARRIS. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. I vote navy.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 30; as follows; 


If my 


YEAS—31. 
All Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Peffer, 
Bacon — d E Tata Stewart, 
Berry, Gibson, Martin : Turpie, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Mills, Vilas, 
Butler, Gray. Mitchell, Wis. Walthall, 
Caffery. Herris, White. 
Chilton, Hill, Pasco, 
NATS- 990. 
Baker, Cullom, antie, Sh 
Brown, Davis, Mitchell, Oreg. Shoup, 
Burrows, Dubois, kins, T = 
Cameron, Pettigrew, W. 
Cannon, e, latt, Wetmore, 
Carter, i 4 tor, Wilson. 
Chandler, Hawley, y. 
Clark, McBride, ewell, 
NOT VOTING—28. 
Aldrich, ‘Gordon, McMillan, Smith, 
Allison, Hale, Morrill, uire, 
Blanchard, Hansbrough, Murphy, re n, 
Brice, oar, Nelson, Tillman, 
Call ek -= Palmer, Ta: 
Daniel, ones, Nev. oorhees, 
Gear, odge, Pugh. Wolcott. 
So the amendment was to. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs upon agreeing 
to the resolution as amended. à 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, Let us have the yeas and nays, 
Mr. President. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. ALDRICH’s name was called), I 
rise, Mr, President, to announce the pair of the senior Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] with the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. CALL]. If the Senator from Rhode Island were present, he 
would vote nay” and I presume the Senator from Florida would 
vote yea.” 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). I desire to repeat 


that on this question I am paired with the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. BRICE], otherwise I should vote ‘‘nay.” 
Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). Iask to re- 


peat the announcement heretofore made, that my pair with the 
senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN] has been trans- 
ferred to the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. I 
vote ven.“ - 

Mr. CAFFERY (when Mr. BLANCHARD’s name was called). M 
colleague . BLANCHARD] is paired with the Senator from No 
Carolina . PRITCHARD]. If present, my colleague would vote 
o ea.” — 
Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). By arran 
with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris], he and I have 
transferred our pairs, so that the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
Surre], with whom Lam paired, will stand paired with the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], who was paired with the Senator 
from Tennessee. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Ihave a general pair 
with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON]. If he were present, 
I should vote“ 8 5 

Mr. GALLING (when Mr. HALE’s name was called). I 
will in announce that on this vote the Senator from Maine 

Mr. J] is paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 


sa 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. HANSBROUGH’S name wascalled). 
I will announce again that the Senator from North Dakota 8 
HANSBROUGH] stands paired on this vote with the Senator from 
Illinois ist ALMER]. 

Mr. RIS (when his name was called). My pair with the 
senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] having been trans- 
ferred to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smiru], I record my 


vote * yea.” 

Mr. HLL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], but that pair has been 
transferred by arrangement with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER] to my colleague [Mr. MuRrPHY], and I 
therefore vote yea.“ 

Mr JONES of Arkansas (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], but that 

ait has been transferred to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
RBY]. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. BURROWS (when Mr. McMinuan’s name was called). 
My coll e : McMILLAN] has a general pair with the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], but that pair has been 
transferred to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. Ifmy 
colleague were present, he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. If he were present, he 
would vote “yea” and I should vote nay.“ 

Mr. BUTLER (when Mr. PRITCHARD’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. PRITCHARD] is absent, 3S active with the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. present, my colleague 
would vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I again announce 

air with the senior Senator from Massachusetts . Hoar]. 
were t, I should vote yea and he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. SQUIRE (when his name was called). 1 again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DaxmLI. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr, THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
maxi. If he were present, I should vote “ nay.” 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 31, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 
Allen, Jones, Ark. Peffer, 
Faulkner, Kyle, 
Bate, George, Lindsay, Stewart, 
4 Gibson, Martin, 
Gorman, Mills, N: 
. Gray, Mitchell, Wis. W. 
ery, Morgan, 
Hill, Pasco, 
NAYS—20. 
Baker, 
Brown, Davi Mi Sh 
22 tehell. Oreg. Teller 
Cunnon, 82 Platt, Wetmore, 
Carter, nger, Proctor, Wilson. 
A Hawley, gay 
Clark, e, well, 
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NOT VOTING—2. 


Aldrich, Gordon, McMillan, Smith, 
Blanchard, 1 h, Murph: Th rston, 
ni i ui 
Brice, Hoar, 2s Nelsons’ Tillman, 
Call, Irby, Palmer, vano 
Dani Jones, Nev. Pri Voorhees, 
Gear, Lodge, Pugh, Wolcott. 


So the resolution as amended was agreed to, 
MERCHANT MARINE ENGINEER SERVICE. 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following conference report; which 
was read: 

The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R.3013) to amend section 4131 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to improve the merchant mal 
rine engineer service, and thereby also to increase the efficiency of the Nava- 
Reserve, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 

In the second and third lines of section 2 strike out the word“ three“ 
where it occurs in each of said lines and insert in lieu thereof the word “ five.” 

After the word “renewal,” at the end of the first paragraph in section 2, 
insert the following: 

And in all cases where the issue is the suspension or revocation of such 
e bs preg) before the local boards of inspectors, as provided for in sec- 
tion of the Revised Statutes, or before the supervising inspector, as pro- 
3 tor 1 section 4452 Sods the yg ots 3 e accused shall be allowed 

appear by counsel an testify own behalf.“ 
WILLIAM P. FR 
WATSON C.8Q 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


8. E. PAYNE, 
A. J. HOPKINS, 
C. M. COOPER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurredin. 
DES MOINES RIVER LAND SETTLERS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the sun civil appropriation act of 
August 18, 1894, the report of Robert L. Berner, special commis- 
sioner to investigate the claims of the so-called Des Moines River 
land settlers; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that 500 extra copies 
of that document may be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, that order will 
be made, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 

one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the follow- 


ing bills: z ‘ i 

A bill (S. 177) granting an increase of pension to Sophia D. 
Clendennin; 

A bill (S. 246) granting a pension to Nancy Carson Blunt; 

A bill (S. 247) granting a pension to Wallace McGrath; 

A bill (S. 466) granting an increase of pension to William 
Brown; 

A bill (S. 705) granting a pension to Emily B. Muncey; 

A bill (S. 746) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. Donohue; 

A bill (S. 1051) granting a pension to Elizabeth New, widow of 
Jethrow New; 

A bill (S. 77 85 granting a pension to James Lloyd Young, late 
of Company A, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers; 

A bill (8. 2857) granting a pension to Elizabeth Watts Kearny, 
daughter of the late Philip Kearny, major-general, United States 


Army; an 

A an (S. 2936) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Niagara River, in the town of Lewiston, in the county of 
Niagara, State of New York. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R.1181) for the relief of Maria E. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 900) to provide for the payment of the claim of Wil- 
liam H. Mahoney; 

A bill (H. R.3428) granting an increase of pension to Eugenia 
R. Sweeney, widow of Brig. Gen. Thomas W. Sweeney, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 5814) granting a pension to Cassie H. Davis, widow 
of James P, Davis, and mother of Mary T. Davis, an invalid 
daughter; 

A bill (H. R. 6298) to correct the military record of Charles K. 
Jenree, etc.; 

A bill (H. R. 7161) for the relief of Benjamin F. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 7671) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate one condemned cannon and cannon balls to 
U. S. Grant Post, No. 72, Grand Army of the Republic, of Wash- 
ington, Ind., Department of Indiana; and 

A bill (H. R. 8012) donating condemned cannon and cannon 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The crag also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 2032) to grant By oe of way over the public domain 
for pipe lines in the States of Colorado and Wyoming; 

A bill (H. R. se ard the relief of Henry H. Schrawder; 

A bill (H. R. ) requiring bills of sale, conditional sales, 
mortgages, or deeds of trust of chattels in the District of Colum- 
bia to be recorded; 

A bill (H. R. 2451) to correct the records of the War Depart- 
ment in the case of Capt. Henry S. Pratt; 

A bill (H. R. 2740) to carry into effect a finding of the Court of 
gama in oe of the estate of George Case, late of Independence 

unty, x 

A bill (H. R. 3596) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
miey record of Michael McKenna; 
FETT 

0 o, as a subpor entry in the ct o 
in the State of Ohio; 
A bill (H. R. 5888) for the relief of F. Alberts & Co., Muskegon, 


Mich.; 

A bill (H. R. 5790) to permit the Pintsch Compressing Com 
to ref ipes in certain streets in the city of W omens Ai 

A bill (H. R. 6172) authorizing the sale of the title of the United 
States in lot 5, square 1113, in the city of Washington; 

A bill (H. R. 6195) amending the statutes relating to the sale of 
printed copies of patents; 

A bill (H. R. 6663) to authorize and regulate thesale of unclaimed 
freight, age, and other property in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 6666) granting to Major C. A. Angel Post, No. 20. 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Lambertville, N. J., condemned 
cannon and 20 cannon - 

A bill (H. R. 6836) to amend section 2981 of the Revised Stat- 
utes as amended by the act of June 10, 1880; 

A bill (H. R.7100) to donate 8 condemned cannon and 100 can- 
non shot to the Grand Army of the Republic Cemetery Associa- 
tion of Colorado; 

A bill (H. R.7140) ene to A. L. Robeson Post, No. 42, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Bridgeton, N. J., 4 condemned cannon 


and 20 cannon balls; 

A bill (H. R. 7143 ting to the Soldiers and Sailors’ Monu- 
ment Association, of the county of Middlesex, in the State of New 
Jersey, 4 condemned cannon and 30 cannon balls; 

A bill (H. R. 7172) donating four condemned cannon and four 
pyramids of condemned cannon balls to the Soldiers’ Monument 
Association, of Allegan, Mich.; 

A bill (H. R. 7216) donating one condemned cannon and can- 
za Ler to Grand Army of the Republic Post, No. 573, of Evans 

y, Pa.; 

A bill (H. R. 7264) to provide for the drainage of lots in the 
District of Columbia; sie 

A bill (H. R. 7973) to establish a railroad bridge across the Illi- 
nois River near Grafton, III.; 

A bill (H. R. 8266) donating two condemned cannon to Custer 
Post, No. 38, Grand Army of the Republic, of Etna, Pa., and two 
condemned cannon to James G. Clark Post, No. 162, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Allegheny, Pa.; 

A bill (H. R. 8532) to establish certain harbor regulations for 
the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 8013) Conaing one condemned cannon and cannon 
balls to Grand Army of the Republic, L. W. Cooper Post, Depart- 
ment of Missouri, No. 81, of Lathrop, Mo.; 

A bill (H. R. 8077) granting to Budlong Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Westerly, R. I., two condemned mounted brass 
cannon; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 122) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to deliver condemned cannon to Chamberlain ‘ost, 
Grand Army of the Republic, to be posted by the soldiers’ monu- 
ment at St. Johnsbury, Vt. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. TELLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 5210) making appropriations to provide for 
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Colorado will yield to me 
for the purpose I have in view, I will move that the Senate do now 


zaun 
r. BLACKBURN and Mr. FAULKNER. Let us have an 
executive session. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

os BLACKBURN. Has the appropriation bill been taken 
up 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill is before the Senate. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. [Irisetoa e, Idesire 
to know whether the motion of the Senator from Colorado pre- 
vailed, and the bill indicated by him to make el bboy for 
the support of the government of the District of Columbia has 
been taken =e and is now before the Senate? 

Mr. TELLER. I understood the bill had been taken up. 

Mr. HARRIS. Unquestionably. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChairsounderstands. TheSen- 
ator from Colorado made the motion, and it was agreed to with- 
out He apt A 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ionly wanted to know whether the bill 
was before the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. The bill is before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate. The 
8 is on the motion of the Senator from Tennessee, that the 

nate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
41 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Satur- 
day, May 16, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


“NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 15, 1896. 
CONSULS. 


John Fowler, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United States 
at Chefoo, China, to take effect July 1, 1896. $ 

Robert Lee Jenkins, of North Carolina, to beconsul of the United 
States at Patras, Greece, vice Edward Hancock. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 

William Lochren, of Minnesota, to be United States district 
judge for the district of Minnesota, vice Rensselaer R, Nelson, 
resigned. 

COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS, 

Dominic I. aig? aul of Philadelphia, Pa., now First Deputy 
Commissioner of Pensions, to be Commissioner of Pensions, vice 
William Lochren, resigned. 

FIRST DEPUTY COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 

Napoleon J. T. Dana, of Portsmouth, N. H. to be First Deputy 
Commissioner of Pensions, vice Dominic I. Murphy, nominated 
for appointment as Commissioner of Pensions, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 15, 1896. 
CONSUL. 


Ernest A. Man, of Florida, to be consul of the United States at 
Bergen, Norway. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 


Samuel A. W. Patterson, of Pennsylvania, to be a third lieu- 


tenant. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Cavalry arm. 
First Lieut. Daniel Hall Boughton, Third Cavalry, to be cap- 


tain. 
Second Lient. Andrew Gregg Curtin Quay, Fifth Cavalry, to be 


first lieutenant. 
To be post chaplain. 
The Rev. Ivory Hovey Bartlett Headley, of Massachusetts. 
To be professor of civil and military engineering. 
Capt. Gustav Joseph Fiebeger, Corps of Engineers, United States 


Army. 
Medical Department. 
Capt. Samuel Quincy Robinson, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon. 
EXAMINER IN CHIEF, PATENT OFFICE, 


John H. Brickenstein, of Lititz, Pa., to be an examiner in chief 
in the Patent Office. 
POSTMASTERS. 


W. F. Symons, to be postmaster at Brunswick, in the county of 
jE illian 85 5 T tmaster at Quin: th f 
m Munroe, pos T a incy, in the county o 
Gadsden and State of Florida. j x 
Amos Kendall Jones, to be postmaster at Union, in the county 
of Union and State of Oregon. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, May 15, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY N. COUDEN. 
rsd ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
prov 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, in justice to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. MCCALL]. I desire to make a brief statement. On 
the 8th day of May I voted for the House resolution to pay clerks 
to members during vacation. I am also announced in the RECORD 
as paired with the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ae 14 
being in favor of the resolution and he against it. I recollect 
now having to pair with him and the announcement was 
properly made, but I am so rarely paired that it did not occur to 
me at the time, and I voted. I e this statement in justice to 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 


QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 3 
privilege. It refers to charges made by members of the press 
gallery about three months ago, and I will read an extract from 
the St. Louis Republic, as it contains perhaps the most dastardly 
and willfully false statement to be found in any of the papers on 
this subject. This is the extract: 

On the 8d of March, 1 Senator Riddleberger, a Virginia Republican, 
being drunk and N ra t the Senate of the Enited greinis Bown: by direc- 
tion of the President pro tempore, Ingalls, forcibly ejected from the Senate 
Chamber. Not for many years before and not since then has such a spec 
tacle presented itself of national * as the taking of HOWARD from the 
House of Representatives to-day. HOWARD, it seems, been on a spree 
for four or five days, and to-day entered the Chamber and went to sleep on a 
lounge back of the seats, in plain sight of the galleries. He had not ch: 
his linen in several days, and his appearance was that of a disreputa 
tramp. A couple of the House porters were instructed to lift him up and take 
him out. This was done 1 colored men, who half lifted and half led him 
oa in the presence of the House and a large concourse of disgusted specta- 

rs. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I have not before attempted to trespass u 
the time of this House, nor would I to-day, sir, but for the 
that I feel it is due to the people whom I represent, due to the 
children who bear my name, to brand this lie and slander here. 
It is well known by members on this floor and has been testified 
to by my physician and by Dr. Stafford, one of the most eminent 
ministers of this city, who was in constant attendance by m. 
bedside, that at the very time these cowardly words were penn 
I was hovering between this shore and that bourn from whence 
no traveler has ever returned. And, sir, I am informed that the 
correspondent of the St. Louis Republic sent a private m to 
a gentleman in my district on the same evening making this same 
charge against me. Sir, he— 

Wh teals SoN A e 
eae ARE LERU wad ten beat Gave TOMO LADAN TTT 
But he that filches from me my name 

Robs me of that which not enriches him 

And makes me poor indeed. 

Sir, no matter what feeling may exist against me, no matter 
what political party I may ong to, I am a member of this 
House, and so long as I am a member I am entitled to its protec- 
tion. The attack made upon me by the press of this country is 
outrageous and should be stamped with condemnation. Gentle- 
men on this floor, members of the press, who made this charge, 
knew that I was lying at death’s door, and for a month I was un- 
able to leave my bed; and only day before yesterday was I able to 
come here and resume my duties. 

Some of the papers have charged, sir, that there is a great feel- 
ing against the members of the Populist party on the part of 
Southern Democrats. I donot know whether this be true or false; 
but, sir, if my party and if the principles and ideas I represeut are 
wrong, abuse and vilification and vituperation will never get the 
deluded people back into the right fold. Why, gentlemen, the 
very name ‘‘ Democrat” was first given to your party as a name 
of reproach, yet that party gave to this country an Andrew Jack- 
son, And the Abolition party, hated and despised and maligned, 
sowed the seed from which sprang the greatest patriot, the best 
friend of the poor man the world ever saw, Abraham Lincoln. 
[Applause.] It may be, sir, that this People’s Party has ‘fa- 
natics” in it; it may be that we are “ wild-eyed lunatics.” But 
the free-silver Democrats and the free-silver soph Senators are also 
classed as wild-eyed lunatics,” except that they are harmless, 
and we are not. ughter.] Sir, I do not feel that in this body 
there should be such a distinction made. And I am here to say, 
further, that no member of the Koopas Party has ever been seen 
on this floor under the influence of whisky, and you can publish 
that to the world. 

With these remarks, sir, I have nothing more to say. I deny 
the charge most specifically. It is absolutely unfounded and false; 
and the men who made it knew that it was untrue, 
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I will add the 5 to me h a friend near me) 
that I came here to vote for the silver bill. I came against the 
wishes of my physician. Friends on the floor saw, when I came 
here, my feeble condition. The gentleman from South Carolina 
Ir. 1 who sat by my side, saw that I was extremely 
and di es and advised me to return to my hotel. Ido 
think, sir, in the name of justice, in the name of all that is fair 
and right, this House ought to protect members when they are 
sick SET such charges as these. [Applause.] 

But I do not fear the consequences. Already the reaction has 
come. The newspapers said, Here comes the end of the career 
of Howarp.” The wish was father to the thought. Sir, that will 
never be, so long as I stand by the common people of this country; 
and I have nothing to fear, because— 

Truth crushed to earth shall rise again— 
The eternal years of God are hers; 
But Error, wounded, writhes with pain, 
: And dies among his worshipers. 
[Applause. ] 

BRIDGE ACROSS NIAGARA RIVER. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 2936) to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across the Niagara River, in the town of Lewiston, in the 
county of Niagara, State of New York. 

The bill was read. 
oan toa in Is there objection to the present consideration 

the bill? 

Mr. TALBERT. I reserve the right to object. There was so 
much confusion during the reading of the bill that I could not 
hear distinctly its provisions. I should like to know whether the 
bill carries any oC hag rey 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No, sir. It is a bill which has been 
passed by the Senate, and reported favorably by the Committee 
on Commerce of this House. 

Mr. TALBERT. And it makes no appropriation? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No, sir. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the 
passage of the bill. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and k 

On motion of Mr. WADSWORTH, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to make a privileged motion. Imove 
0 1 when the House adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet on Mon- 
next. 
motion was agreed to. 
MUSKOGEE, OKLAHOMA AND WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. MCRAE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk 1 to read the bill (S. 1741) to authorize the 
Muskogee, Oklahoma and Western Railroad Company to construct 
and operate a line of railway through Oklahoma and the Indian 


Terri , and for other purposes. 
Mr. MAHON (before the reading was concluded) called for the 


regular 
DELEGATE FROM ALASKA. 


Mr. SCRANTON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I gave 
notice yes.verday that 8 I would call up the motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill (H. R. 3826) to provide for the 
election of a Delegate from Alaska was defeated on its third read- 
ing. It has since 8 to me that, this being private- bill 
day, the consideration of such a motion as I indicated would not 
be in order. I should like to have the opinion of the Chair on 
that point. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would not be in order to- 
day, as it is not private business. ‘ 

Mr. SCRANTON. Then I give notice that I will call up the 
motion to reconsider at the first o 5 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to raise a question 
of order on this matter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PERKINS. On the ist day of May the House had under 
consideration the bill No. 3826, and after discussion rejected it. 


The follo tera Jusi before adjournment, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts . KNOX] entered a motion 
The SPEAKER. e bill is not up now. 


Mr. PERKINS. I know. He entered a motion for reconsider- 
ation. My point is as to whether the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, having acted and voted with the minority, is competent to 
enter a motion for reconsideration or whether in fact—— 

The SPEAKER. The question is not now before the House. 
The Chair will state, however, that the uniform decisions are, 
where there is no record vote, that a gentleman entering such 
motion is assumed to have acted with the 


5 Mr. PERKINS. But the gentleman made a record on the 
oor— 
Mr. KNOX. Evidence can not be introduced on that question, 
The SPEAKER. The matter is not now before the House. 
Mr. PICKLER. I demand the order. 
ADA J. SCHWATKA, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 710) een 
rh ion to Ada J. Schwatka, widow of the late Lieut. eri 

watka, with House amendment, disagreed to by the Senate, 
anda are for a conference thereon. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. This bill, Mr, S. 
by the House at $17 a month. The Senate bill fixed it at thirty. 

The SPEAKER. What motion does the gentleman make? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I move that the House insist on its 
amendment, and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. One moment before action is taken. Did the 
House cut the amount down? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Yes; the Senate passed the bill for 
$30 a month and the House committee recommended seventeen. 

mart 8 So the House cut down the pension to 817 a 
mon 

Mr, LOUDENSLAGER. Yes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is the object of the conference? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. To insist on the House amendment, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Very well; if that is the object, all right. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. That is the object. 

The motion of Mr. LouDENSLAGER was agreed to. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7671) 
authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Navy to donate one 
condemned cannon and cannon balls to U. S. Grant Post, No. 72, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Washington, Ind., Department 
of Indiana, with amendments by the Senate. 

The amendments were read at length and concurred in. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8012) 
donating condemned cannon and cannon balls, 

The bill was read at ngii 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amendments, 

The amendments of the Senate were read at length. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on concurring in the Senate 
amendments. - 

Mr, PICKLER. Pending that, Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
inquire, if there is a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
here this morning, in to what action the committee has 
taken, if any, upon the resolution of the gentleman from Ohio 
th GROSVENOR] in regard to the distribution of these con- 

emned cannon? 

I think ıt must be nearly two or three months ago when, dur- 
ing a discussion of one of these bills here, the gentleman from 
Ohio suggested that this matter had better be referred to that 
committee with instructions, or an indication, at least, of a desire 
on the part of the House that a eral bill should be reported on 
this subject. I have not heard anything from that committee, 
although I have heard a number of the members inquiring about 
what had become of that bill. If there is a member of the com- 
mittee present, I would like to know what action they have taken 


er, was passed 


‘| or contemplate ue Sib reference to it. 


The SPEAKER. e question is on concurring in the Senate ` 
amendments. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I introduced that resolution, 
or motion, referred to by the gentleman from South Dakota, by 
reason of the e ion of ion made in the House, and I my- 
self am somewhat at a loss to know why that general pr ition 
seems not to have been acted upon, or is wholly ignored, while 
all of these little matters of special bills have been very rapidly 
introduced into the House and passed. I think the expression of 
the House is decidedly in favor of having some general distribu- 
tion of these matters. 

I see the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HULICK] is present, a mem- 
ber of the Naval Committee, and I would like to inquire of him 
whether any action has been taken upon the general proposition 
in regard to the disposition of these condemned cannon in some 
systematic manner? 

Mr. HULICK. In answer to the gentleman's inquiry I will 
state that a bill of that kind was before the committee, and re- 
ferred to the subcommittee, but no action was taken by that sub- 
committee. The matter has been discussed generally, but no re- 

rt has been made. I think it is the sentiment of the committee, 

owever, that a general bill should be reported, and when private 
bills have been referred to the committee they have discou 
the introduction and reporting of them for the reason that 


ey 
favor a eral bill. Nevertheless the committee have not as yet 
reported that eral bill. 


. GROS OR. Then, Mr. Speaker, I do not know that 
there is any remedy for it, except that if anybody desires to ob- 
struct and object to the passage of these 1 bills or special bills 


1896. 


he may do so. 1 have no feeling abont it. I want to get two or 
cannon in my district for a special purpose, but 1 withheld 
my local matter simply for the purpose of having this general 


proposition acted upon. 

Mr. HULICK. I will state further to the an that I 
think, in view of the expressions which have been made 
in the committee, that a general bill will be Peers, | and I will 


bring the matter before the committee myself at the next meeting. 
The Senate amendments were concurred in. 
On motion of Mr. SPALDING, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


CHARLES K, JENREE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6298) 
to correct the military record of Charles K. Jenree, etc., with Sen- 
ate amendments thereto. 

The amendments of the Senate were read and concurred in. 


CONDEMNED CANNON, ELMWOOD, ILL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4324 
authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to deliver one condemn 
cannon to the city of Elmwood, Peoria County, III., with Senate 
amendments thereto. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to offer an amendment to that 
bill, ituting a Senate bill of a general character, which has 
already Senate and been favorably ried from the 
Military Committee of the House. Otherwise I not consent 
to pass these single bills, because they are a complete reversal of 
the order of the House upon that question. I have sent for the 
Senate bill, and I-ask that this bill may be laid aside long enough 
for me to the bill that I want to substitute. 

The SP. . The Chair does not think the amendment to 
substitute a 3 bill would be in order. 


Mr. GROS OR. That is the question that has troubled me. 
[Laughter. 

The SP. . The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments of the Senate. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not think I ought to oppose this bill 
under the circumstances, but I hope it will be laid aside and that 
some general arrangement will be made about this matter. 
first thing we know bilis that go through without any con- 
sideration will have absorbed all of these cannon, probably a large 
pen of them in one or two States. I think there ought to bea 

ir and equitable distribution of these cannon. 

Mr. D Y. Iwillask the gentleman if the Senate has not 
already passed some general bill, which will soon be here? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They have such a bill and it is here, 
and Iam trying to see if it isin order to substitute that bill for 


this. 
Mr. DOCKERY., For a private bill? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. This is not a private bill T 
Mr. DOCKERY. That would not be in order. I should like to 
act in harmony with the views of the gentleman, but Ido not see 


how he can 5 his on this bill. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. W [Laughter.] 


do not know myself. 
I hope the bill will not pass. I hope the House will take interest 


enough in this matter to suspend the consideration of these single 


Mr. DOCKERY. Why not ask unanimous consent that the bill 
tie on the S ex's table? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask unanimous consent that the bill lie 
on the Speaker's table without losing its place until the matter can 


be in a 
The SP The gentleman from ae ae GROSVENOR] 
asks unanimons consent that the bill before the House be laid aside 
and retain its place on the Speaker's table until the further order 
of the House. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
BENJAMIN F. JONES. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7161) 
= the relief of Benjamin F. Jones, with Senate amendments 
ereto. 
The Senate amendments were read and concurred in. 
On motion of Mr. SPENCER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
WILLIAM H. MAHONY, 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 900) to 
provide for the payment of the claim of William H. Mahoney, with 
te amendments changing the ling of the name of the 
beneficiary in the body of the bill title. 
The Senate amendments were read and concurred in. 
On motion of Mr, BARHAM, a motion to reconsider the vote 
3 Senate amendments were in was laid on 
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MARIA E. WILSON. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 1181) for 
the relief of Maria E. Wilson, with a Senate amendment. 

The bill and the Senate amendment were read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, let the words to be stricken out 
be reported. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

And that her pension be rated from the date of the soldier's death as the 
widow of a captain instead of first lieutenant, 

The Senate amendment was concurred in. 


EUGENIA R. SWEENY. 


3 laid before eee = bill (H. 80 oer ot ae, 
ing an increase o ion to mia weeney, widow ig. 
Gen. Thomas W. Evans deceased. 

The bill and Senate amendments were read, changing the spell- 
ing of the word “Sweeney in body of bill and title to Sweeny.“ 

. LOUDENSLAGER.. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 

concur in the Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 


BRIDGE OVER MISSOURI RIVER AT Sr. LOUIS. 


Mr. MURPHY of Illinois. Mr. S. er, I desire to ask unani- 
mous consent to call up the bill H. R. 2698, which passed the 
Senate with amendments, and ask the House to nonconcur in the 
Benes amendments; and that a committee of conference be ap- 
point 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the title of the bill be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2698) a izing the construction of a bridge over 
the Mississippi River to the city of St. Louis, in the State of Mis- 
souri, from some suitable point between the north line of St. Clair 
County, III., and the southwest line of said county. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I would like an explanation of the Senate 
amendments before that is acted upon. 

Mr. MURPHY of Illinois. The material amendment of the bill 
5 limit in che bill. 

to river engineers, 
and for that purpose we desire a conference. 

Mr. HENDERSON. ‘That is, three-quarters of a milefrom the 


other Sore ae 

Mr. MURPHY of Ilinois, That is it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from IIlinois? 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. S. er, Ido not know anything about the 
merits of this bill, but I want to say that the unanimons consents 
allowed appear to me to be distributed very unfairly. Theregular 
order is usnally called against the requests from this side. 

Mr. CANNON. This is merely to put the bill in conference. 

Mr. MCRAE. I know; but there are a great y bilis of like 
character not so far advanced as this which are desired to be 
passed by members on the Democratic side. We have been un- 
able from some cause to get anything like a just pro ion of 
consideration for bills of this character or other usually passed 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MURPHY of Minois. Allow me to ti pm to ou 

Mr. MCRAE. Now, let me say to the gentleman that I do not 
iknow anything about his bill, and I have no objection to its con- 
sideration; but there must also be some consideration given to 
those of us on this side of the Chamber who want to secure for our 
constituents legislation to which there can be no reasonable objec- 
tion. ‘The regular order is not often demanded when consents are 
asked for on your side, but the call is quite frequent when we ob- 
tain recognition for such purpose upon this side. Now, almost 
all of the legislation of this Congress has been by unani- 
mous consent and the committees have not been called more than 
once or twice. There has been no unreasonable objection to leg- 
islation which has been favorably reported by a committee—— 

Mr. MAHON. order. 

Mr. McRAE (continuing). Such as bridge bills and rights-of- 
way bills, of which there are many in our sectio% of the country. 
This morning ore bill of that character was passed on the motion 
of a Republican, when immediately following it, at the request of 


my co [Mr. DINSMORE], who is in bed sick, I asked for the 
consideration of a Senate right-of-way bill which has been favor- 


ably an eet to the House, and to which there can not be any 
7 le objection, the regular order was demanded from that 
side. 

Mr. PICKLER. Was not that a very long bill? 

Mr.McRAE. It would be no longer than this bill if this is read 
in full, as it might be. 

Mr. CANNON, This will not require to be read. 


Mr. MCRAE, It will not require to be read if the House 
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consents to dispense with it. I donot knowof any objection to the 
bill and I do not want to assume any unfriendly attitude toward it, 
but I do want to give you notice that from now on unanimous con- 
sent must be fairly distributed between the two sides or the reg- 
ular order will be called and the business transacted under the 


rules. : 

Mr. PICKLER. I think you have had your full share of recog- 
nitions. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Is this a lecture to the gentleman from 
Illinois or to the presiding officer of the House? 

Mr. MURPHY of Illinois (to Mr. MCRAE). After I get this bill 
through I will have leisure to help the gentleman. 

Mr. MCRAE. I say I have no objection to this bill, and shall 
not interpose an objection to its consideration, but I do insist that 
the treatment of this side this morning and for several days within 
the last two weeks has been unfair. Youall know that this morn- 
ing unanimous consent was given for the consideration of a bridge 

for a railroad company, and when I asked unanimous consent 
for the consideration of .a right-of-way bill on behalf of my col- 
league [Mr. pee the regular order was’ promptly de- 
manded. These right-of-way bills are formal, but often are very 
important, equally as much so as bridges. 

Mr. STRELE. I desire to know if there is any record kept, 
so as to know whether the assertions made by the gentleman are 
backed up by facts? 

The SP R. The Chair has caused a record to be made, 
but has no recollection about the number, and he has not ex- 
amined with reference to this class of bills; buthis memory is that 
a full proportion has been allowed. In fact, he has never failed to 
allow a bridge bill to have an opportunity to be brought up before 
the House, and he regards that as business eminently suitable for 
unanimous consent, use it is business to which there can be 
no objection. It is formal in its character and absolutely neces- 
e the improvement of the country. 

. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, the Chair misapprehends the com- 
plaint that I made. It was not that recognition had not been 
accorded by the Chair. There may have been some discrimina- 
tion in that regard, but the criticism I made was that the regular 
order has been demanded against your recognitions given to this 
side or just before they expect to secure them, and that it has not 
been demanded when recognition was given to the other side. I 
insist that common fairness requires that if members of the ma- 
jority, who are responsible for legislation, think it proper to de- 
mand the regular order, they should} do so before any bills have 
been passed for their political friends and not wait until the Speaker 
had given recognition to this side, as was the case this morn- 


. STEELE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to know, further, 
if it is not a fact that the Democratic side has had as many unani- 
mous consents and has had as many bills passed in that way, in 

roportion to the number of members on that side, as we have 
Bad. or more than we have had? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that is so. The 
Chair has endeavored to apportion recognitions in proportion to 
the number of members on each side, which, of course, is accurate 
and proper, because the number of members represents, in a gen- 
eral way, the business of the country. 

Mr. STEELE. I do not think there has been any disposition at 
all to discriminate against that side. 

Mr. MCRAE, I remember two occasions within the last ten 
days when on one day I think there were four recognitions and on 
another six on the Republican side and only one on this side. 

The SPEAKER, e Chair desires tosay, moreover, thatthere 
have not been so many demands for recognition on the Demo- 
cratic side. On some days the Chair has looked over there and 
has found nobody rising; and therefore, of course, could not give 

ition. 

Mr. McRAE. Well, I sit away back in the Hall, Mr. Speaker, 
and perhaps the Chair did not always see me when I rose; but 
we will try to make the demand if that is the reason we have not 
gotten more than we have. EAS 

The SPEAKER. Possibly. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the proposition? 

Mr. MAHON. Re r order, Mr. Speaker. 7 

Mr. CANNON. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
not insist on that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania demands 
the order, which covers this question. f 

Mr. HENDERSON (to Mr. PICKLER). Now, go ahead with 
your pension business, 


HOGE VS. OTE. 


Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Elections No. 3 to call up for action by the House the 
resolutions submitted unanimously by the committee in the con- 
tested-election case of e us, Otey. =o 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolutions, 


The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Resolved, That J. ton Hoge was not elected and is not entitled to a 
pe a the House as the Representative in Congress from the Sixth district 
nia. 
Resolved, That Peter J. Otey was duly elected and is entitled to a seat in tho 
House of Representatives as the Representative in the Fifty-fourth Congress 
from the Sixth district of Virginia. 


The resolutions were atopen 
On motion of Mr. DE ARMOND, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolutions were adopted was laid on the table. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PICKLER. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The order is the unfinished business. The 
Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 986) for the relief of Hiram P. Pauley. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. S er, I rise to a question of order, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understood the Chair to call for the un- 
finished business. I would inquire of the Chair by what order 
this bill comes up as unfinished business? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair intended to call for the bills re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole, of which the Chair 
understands this to be one. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This being Friday, private-bill day, 
would not bills on the Private Calendar be in order if the motion 
were made to go into Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. A motion can be made for that purpose after 
the unfinished business is disposed of. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. When was this bill reported from the 
ee Is it a bill that has been considered at a Friday night 
session 

The SPEAKER. It is the first bill on the unfinished Calendar. 
as 3 The first unfinished business on the Private 

endar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. When did it receive consideration in 
Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. PICKLER. On Friday, May 8. 

The SPEAKER. It appears to have been considered at a Fri- 
ss a ‘ht session. 

r. RICHARDSON. Is it the opinion of the Chair that meas- 
u 5 reported would take precedence over the Private Calendar 
on Friday? 

The SPEAKER. Not at all. This is the Private Calendar. 
But, in the opinion of the Chair, this bill takes precedence of the 
motion to go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is the rule. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I would ask the chairman of the Committee 
eget Pensions whether there are not a good many of these 


The SPEAKER. There is a large number of them—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. I was going to make this suggestion: The 
House, out of kindness and charity toward the old soldier, sets 
apart every Friday night for the consideration of pension bills, 
It has been the custom until recently to dispose of such bills on 
Friday night; but I submit to the chairman of the Invalid Pen- 
sions Committee that if we pursue the course now proposed—I am 
inclined to think the Chair has ruled correctly as to the business 
entitled to take precedence; Iam not making any complaint of 
the ruling in that regard, for, though the question has been ruled 
both ways, the weight of authority is probably with the Chair— 
but if the course now i be pursued, I submit to the gen- 
tleman who has charge of this class of business, the result will be 
that if pension bills are not finished up at the Friday evening session 
by the action of the House upon them, if the whole of the evening 
session is consumed in considering bills in Committee of the 
Whole and reporting them to the House, business of that char- 
acter will be piled up to such an extent as to take the whole of 
each succeeding Friday to dispose of it. I submit to the gentle- 
man whether he thinks it fair that the whole Private Calendar, 
including numbers of different classes of claims, should stand in 
abeyance on account of the kindly order which has been made 
giving Friday nights to these pension claims. 

Mr. PIC R. In the regular course of business the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on Friday nights would rise, and the bills 
acted on in Committee of the Whole would be passed; but we 
have been unable to have bills passed on Friday nights, because 
gentlemen have raised the point of no quorum. The bills passed 
on Friday night would not ordinarily occupy on the succeeding 
Friday more than thirty minutes of the time of the House to pass 
them; and then, of course, the motion to go into Committee of 
the Whole for the regular business on the Private Calendar would 
bein order. But as we have had pension bills under considera- 
tion for two days, the list of bills requiring the action of the 
House is longer to-day than usual and the disposition of those bills 
will necessarily take up a little more time. 
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Mr. MoMILLIN. Why were not these bills of during 
those two days which were given by the House for the considera- 
tion of this class of business? 

The SPEAKER. The two days were given for the considera- 
tion of pension business in Committee of the Whole; and it is 
somewhat questionable whether 

Mr. Mo LIN. I have no complaint to make except to call 
the attention of the House to the fact that by this method of pro- 
ceeding, Friday night being given to the consideration of pension 
cases, the business coming over from that session comes in and 
consumes practically the next Friday, the result of which must 
be that no consideration can be given to any other class of claims. 
This I regard as wholly unjust. I would not do injustice to the 
soldier, but I do not think that the whole of the time appropriated 
to private business ought to be given to this class of legislation. 

Mr. PICKLER. Ithink that both the gentlemen from Tennes- 
see Mr. MCMILLIN and Mr. RICHARDSON | will bear me out in the 
statement that I have never antagonized private-bill day for the 
consideration of ordinary claims. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Not at all. I have no complaint to make 
of the gentleman in that regard. But I understood that bills con- 
sidered on Friday evenings— pension bills considered in Commit- 
tee of the Whole and reported therefrom—were not in order on a 
succeeding day unless the previous question had been ordered 
upon them at the Friday night meeting, in which case they would 
be considered at the next session of the House. But I understand 
in these cases the previous question has not been ordered. 

The SPEAKER. It has not been; but these bills remain on the 
Calendar as unfinished business. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Would they not be unfinished business 
for Friday evening? ; 

The SPEAKER. Unfinished business for ar 

Mr. RICHARDSON. How could that be? They are not in 
order on Friday, as I understand. 

The SPE R. The Chair has ruled on that point once or 
twice this session; and ruled on it in the Fifty-first Congress in 
the same way. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I was not aware of the fact that this par- 
ticular question had been ruled on by the Chair. I would not un- 
dertake to argue against the ruling which the Chair has made; 
but Ido not remember that in the Fifty-first Congress bills of 
this kind were ever brought over where the previous question had 
not been ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The fact that so large a number of these bills 
are brought forward to-day is owing, as the Chair understands, to 
two circumstances. In the first place there has been difficulty at 
the night sessions in ete a quorum—a House quorum—to 
pass the bills. Another difficulty arisen from the fact that 
two days have recently been given under a special resolution of 
the House for the consideration of pension business in Committee 
of the Whole. Thatis what has caused the accumulation of these 
bills at the present time. The result of these various causes is 
that the whole session’s work on bills of this character, or at least 
a large portion of it, has been crowded into to-day. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to ask whether the lan of 
the special rule giving the Committee on Pensions and the - 
mittee on Invalid Pensions two days for the consideration of their 
bills provided only for the consideration of such bills in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole? Did it not mean, at least by implication, 
that such bills, after beng considered in Committee of the Whole, 
should be brought up in the House—not that the entire day should 
be used for the consideration of such bills in the Committee of the 
Whole? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that, perhaps, is the way the 
order ought to have been drawn, but upon examination it seems 
that it was not so drawn. 

The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The bill was read at length, and also the amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question 
on the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered; under ie opera Hon of 
which the amendment recommended by the Co ttee of the 
Whole was agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that the en- 

— bill is not present. Idemand the reading of the engrossed 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be laid aside to be engrossed. 

Mr. TALBERT. I desire to make this statement now to save 


time—— 
The SPEAKER. The previous question having been ordered, 
no statement can be made now. 
The Clerk will report the next bill. 
HATTIE A. BEACH, 
The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. 4903) for the relief of Hattie A. Beach, child 


of Erastus D. Beach, late a private in Company H, One hundred 


and forty-third New York Volunteers. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. TALBERT. Now, Mr. Speaker, I make the same point on 
this bill—that it has not been engrossed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the reading of the 
engrossed bill. 

r. TALBERT. Ido. 

The SPEAKER, The bill will be laid aside to be engrossed, 

Some time 5 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent to recur to House bill No. 4903. I want to state that when 
I objected on the ground of its not being engrossed my impres- 
sion was that it was a bill for the removal of a charge of deser- 
tion. I find on examination that it is a bill for pension to the 
child of Erastus D. Beach, and I ask unanimous consent that the 
question be taken upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The objection of the gentleman from South 
Carolina is withdrawn. Is there further objection. 

There being no further objection, the bill was read the third 
time, and passed. 

LAMBERT L. MULFORD. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4753) reported from the 
Committee of the Whole without amendments. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask the previous question. 

The vious question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the amendments were agreed to and the bill as amended 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH SADLER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3421) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Sadler. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

ARMINDA WHITE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2358) for the relief of 
Arminda White, reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
amendments. 

Mr. PICKLER, I demand the previous question on the billand 
amendments. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the amendments were agreed to,and the bill as amended ordered 
to be shi: gos and read a third time, and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

HELEN M, JACOB. 

The next business was the bill (S. 149) granting a pension to 
Helen M. Jacob, reported with amendments. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the amendments were to,and the bill as amended ordered 
toa third reading; and it was read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZA SANFORD. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1189) granting a 
Eliza Sanford, reported from the Committee of the 
amendments, 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered to 
a third reading; and it was read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. VIRGINIA TURTLE, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 3264) to increase the pen- 
sion of Mrs. Virginia Turtle, of the District of Columbia, reported 
with amendments. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the amendments were to, and the bill as amended ordered 
to bee and read a third time; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH W. SUTHERLAND, 

The next business was the bill (S. 1420) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth W. Sutherland. S 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ord 
under the operation of which the amendment was agreed to, an 
the bill as amended ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. WILLIAM LORING SPENCER. 
rites next * Wal the WEG y- 4020) . an Aung: 
of pension „ William Loring Spencer, repo: om 
Committee of the Whole with amendments, 


msion to 
ole with 
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Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamen inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. soit: 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. S „this bill was recommended at 
$20 a month by the Committee of the Whole on Wednesday a 
week ago. On yesterday a Senate bill for the same beneficiary 
was passed at 850 a month. I am at a loss to know just what to do. 
Can last act of the committee be substituted for the first. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman can amend 
this bill if desired so as to conform to the Senate bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Individually this bill at $30 a month is my 
judgment and was the original judgment of the committee; but 
on yesterday the Senate bill at $50 a month was passed. 

e SPEAKER. When that bill comes up the Chair thinks it 
can be substituted by consent. 

Mr. PICKLER. e gentleman interested in this bill does not 
seem to be here, and I do not want to take any advantage of his 
absence. Could the Senate bill by unanimous consent be substi- 
tuted for this bill now? 

The SPEAKER. It could by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Lask unanimous consent that this bill be laid 


aside. 

5 I think that would be better, until the gentle- 
man nt. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
this bill be laid aside. It will go to the foot of the Calendar, 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will withdraw the request. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then I demand the previous question. 


The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which amendments were agreed to,and the bill as amended 
ordered to be and read a third time; and it was accord- 


ly read the third time, and 
SPEAKER. Without objection the title will be amended 
eat ata to the amendment incorporated in the body of the 


There was no objection. 

JAMES LLOYD YOUNG. 

The next business was the bill (S. 2175) ting a pension to 
James Lloyd Young, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment Ken- 
tucky Volunteers, 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

The bill (H. R. 358) to pension James L. Young was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SILAS S. WHITE. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 4547) to pension Silas S. 


White. 
On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 
The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
were a; to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be en 
third time; and it was accordingly read the thi 
HARRIET C. GREGG, 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 2006) to pension Harriet 


OC. Gregg. 
On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA LINDSAY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 126) for the relief of 
Martha Lindsay. 

On motionof Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
were to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
EMILY B. MUNCEY. 

The next business was the bill (S. 705) granting & pension to 
Emily B. 3 i 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS BREWER. 

The next business was the bill (H. R.3857) granting a pension 

to nas Brewer. 
vious question was 
The asia wana 


and read a 
time, and passed. 


ordered. i 
recommended by the Committee of the Whole 


were to. = 

The Bil as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read æ 

third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CYRUS THOMAS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4910) to pension Cyrus | late 
Thomas, 


On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH E. DONOHOE. 
The next business was the bill (S. 746) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth E. Donohoe. $ à j 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; andit was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
HANNAH NEWELL. BARRETT. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 3229) for the relief of Han- 
nah Newell Barrett. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CELESTIA R. BARRY. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 1891) granting a pension 
to Celestia R. Barry. ; xe z 
The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
LYDIA BOYNTON FERRIS. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 1511) for the relief of 
Lydia. Boynton Ferris. 
e amendment recommended by the committee was to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
KATHERINE ZIEGENHEIM. 
The next business was the bill (H. R.2359) granting a pension 
to Katherine Ziegenheim, of Louisville, Ky., with an 9 
The . recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
Was X 
_ The bill as amended was ordered to bee for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 
NANCY B. PRINCE. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 1827) granting a pension 
to Nancy B. Prince, widow of Albert Prince, 
The bill was ordered to be en for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
HENRY PRINCE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1826) granting a pension 
to Henry Prince. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
GEN. JAMES C. PARROTT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5226) to give increased 
pension to Gen. James C. Parrott, with amendments. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. 8 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


CAROLINE E. PURDUM. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6134) granting an increase 
of pension to Caroline E. Purdum. 
bill was ordered to be en for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
FRANCES E. HELFENSTEIN. f 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 979) granting a pension 
to Frances E. Helfenstein, with an amendment. 
The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 


was 5 to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be for a third read- 
ing: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 

of the following titles: 
A bill (H. R. 4255) to provide for settlement of titles and disposi- 
tion of public lands in the Arredondo grant, in Columbia County, 


A bill (H. R. 3689) increasing the pension of Jefferson Fueston, 
of 5 M. Tenth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry; 
A bill (H. R. 4712) granting a pension to Margaret A. Luthy; 
A bill (H. R.2326) granting a pension to Thomas Holaday; 
A bill (H. R. 4182) granting increase of pension to Georgianna 
C. Hall, dependent mother of Maj. John W. Williams, deceased, 
United States Army; 


A bill (H. R. 3607) to increase the pension of Kate Grant; 
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A bill (H. R. 483) for the relief of Jane Lynn, the daugh- A bill (S. 1164) granting a pension to Aaron B. Page; 
ter of J A e R. L ) , & Revolutionary soldier; s A bill E SADa restoring ahiri to Michael Carron; 
A bill (H. R. 515) granting a pension to William Grose; A bill (S. 3004) granting a pension to Jacob Saladin; 
A bill (H. R. 4526) granting a pension to Jonathan Scott; A bill (S. 2820) granting a pension to Mary F. Hawley; 
A bill (H. R. 3932) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Rich-“ A bill (S. 2535) granting a pension to Elender Herring, of Els- 


ardson; 

E A bill (H. R. 4122) granting an increase of pension to James H, 
ones; 
A bill (H. R. 6037) granting a pension to Mrs. Amanda Wood- 


cock; 

A bill (H. R. 5140) for the relief of Michael H. J. Crouch, late 
of 5 M. Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania ee 

A hill (H. R. 2605) granting a on to Henry V. Andrews, 
of Fulton County, III., a survivor of the Black Hawk war; 

A bill (H. R. 8221) ting a pension to John Dalton; 

A bill (H. R. 8234) granting a pension to Williamson Durley; 

A bill (H. R.5854) granting a pension to John Caster; 

A bill (H. R. 4528) granting a pension to Katherine S. McCart- 
ney, widow of William H. McCartney; 

A bill (H. R. 7983) to pension Frances E. Wickware; 

A bill (H. R. 4383) granting a pension to Gen. William H. Morris; 
aa (H. R. 3216) granting an increase of pension to James P. 

urley; 

A bil (H. R. 75) granting a pension to Mary F. Davenport; 

A bill (H. R. 4475) granting a pension to Katherine Gaff- 


ag § bill ro R. 3001) Paes a pension to Cynthia A. Lapham, 
widow of William B. Lapham; y 

A bill (H. R. 4395) for the relief of Miss Juliette Betts; 

A bill (H. R. 2844) granting a pension to Martha McNeil; and 

A bill (H. R. 1601) toamend e anes of John 8. Evans. 

The message also announced that the te had passed bills of 
the following titles, with amendments in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

A bill 1 25 R. 2604) to increase the pension of Caroline A. Hough, 
widow of Brig. Gen. John Hough; and 

A bill (H. R.5814) granting a pension to Cassie A. Davis, widow 
of James T. Davis and mother of Mary T. Davis, an invalid 
daughter. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 7542) making appropriations for 
the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30,1897, and for 
other poroen, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had 
agreed to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HALE, 
= Quay, and Mr. GORMAN as the conferees on the part of the 

nate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was nested: 

A bill (S. 2119) for the relief of John Breitling; 

A joint resolution (S. R. 141) to carry into effect two resolutions 
of the Continental Congress directing monuments to be erected 
to the memory of Gens. Francis Nash and William Davidson, of 
North Carolina; 

A bill (S. 937) panting a pension to Sarah Comly, widow of 
Maj. Clifton Comly; 

A A bill (S. 2931) granting an increase of pension to Silas M. 
tevens; 

A bill (S. 1091) granting a pension to Christiana C. Queen, widow 
of Walter W. Queen, formerly an admiral in the United States 


avy; 
A bill (S. 2133) granting a pension to E. Ely; 
A bill (S.2954) to increase the pension of Margaret Custer Cal- 


houn; 
A bill (S. 1946) granting a pension to Elijah N. Parkhurst; 
A bill (S. 759) granting a pension to Carrie A. Moody; 
A bill (S. 2556) granting an increase of pension to Lewis D. 


Baker; 
A bill (8. eee s ponsen to Elizabeth Watts Kearny, 
daughter of the late Philip Kearny, major-general, United States 


Army; 
A bill G. 202) to increase the pension of Lucretia C. Waring; 
A bill (S. 2844) granting a pension to Nancy Piper; 
A bill (S. 2983) granting a pension to Ida Emmott, daughter of 
the l omas Emmott; 
ill (S. 2312) granting a pension to William T. Hill; 
ill (S. 2877) granting a pension to Hiram Santas; 
S. 2489) granting a pension to Jackson Lucus; 
z 2880) granting a pension to Charles E. Mann; 
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(8.2434) granting a pension to 


more, Kans.; 
A bill (S. 2758) granting a pension to Hiram H. Palmer; 
A bill (S. 2754) granting a pension to Jerusha Hayward Brown; 
A bill (S. 2883) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Har- 


baugh; an 

A bill (S. 2802) granting a pension to Margaret Rowsell. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2082) 
to grant right of way over the public domain for pipe lines in the 
States of Colorado and Wyoming. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and a 
8 resolution were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 
YA DiN (8. 2287) providing for th f 
i b ) providing for the appointment of a guardian for 
nsioners in certain cases in the District of Columbia—to the 
mmittee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 1833) to amend the act of March 1, 1895, and other 
acts relating to the United States court in the Indian Territory, 
and for other to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 135) providing for the 5 of 
a commission to report upon the practicabili 3 
near Washington, D. C., a ground map of the United States 
the Committee on the Library. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (S. 2488 
to amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the Denison an 
Northern Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes”; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 

ABRAM H. PARKER. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 5946) granting an increase 

of pension to Abram H. Parker, with an amendment. 
r. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Lask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

The amendment to the title was agreed to. 

= 


MARY PRINCE, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1825) granting a pension 
to Mary Prince. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. è 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question upon the en- 
grossment, third reading, and final passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered,and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and Being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, an 
passed. 

MRS. F. E. MARSHALL, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4090) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. F. E. M. „reported from the Committee 
3 N oe with the recommendation that the bill do lie on 

e table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall this bill lie 
on the table? 

The recommendation of the Committee of the Whole was con- 
curred in. 

SARAH WEEDON,- 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1178) to pension Sarah 


on. 

Mr. PICKLER, I demand the previous question. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I rise to a question of order. The point of 
order is that this bill has been improperly reported from the 
Committee of the Whole. It is one of the bills considered in one 
Committee of the Whole, under certain rules, lations, and 
restrictions, and reported by that committee on a different occa- 
sion, I make the point of or , at this time, that the bill has been 
a TE from the Committee of the Whole. 

a e SP pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of 
order. 


The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
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thereof the amendment recommended by the Committee of the 
Whole was agreed to; and the bill as amended was ordered to be 
: ossed for a third reading. 
8 1 Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the en- 
ill, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be laid aside for 
engrossment. s 
. PICKLER. Regular order. 


WILLIAM WALDRUP. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4001) toreinstate William 
Waldrup on the pension roll. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the 2 abit question, 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
3 engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


5 ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman rise? 

Mr. ERDMAN. ‘To demand the reading of the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman rose too late. 

Mr. ERDMAN. The Chair did not put that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair put that motion and 
it was decided, the third reading was ordered, and the House was 
_ dividing on the final passage of the bill when the gentleman rose. 


CASSIE A. DAVIS, 


Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table House bill No. sit grantin a pension to Cassie 
A. Davis. This bill has been amended by the Senate cutting down 
the amount of the pension from $30 to $24 a month, and I ask to 
take it up for the purpose of moving that the House concur in the 
amendment. 

The Senate amendment was concurred in, 


ISAAC H, WHETSEL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar reported from the 
Committee of the Whole was the bill (H. R. 4720) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Isaac H. Whetsel, of Louisville, Ky. 

The bill was read. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was 


agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 
Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the en- 
grossed bill. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia demands the reading of the engrossed copy of the bill. The bill 
will be laid aside to be engrossed. 

SARAH ANN WIBLE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar reported from the 
Committee of the Whole was the bill (H. R. 5311) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah Ann Wible. 

The bill was read. s 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER. the previous question was ordered. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole 


were agreed to. 
The was ordered to be en; and read a third time. 
Mr. PRONEN . Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the 
en, ill. 


The SPEAKER pro See The gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia demands the reading of the engrossed copy of the bill. The bill 
will be laid aside to be engrossed. 

Mr. PICKLER. If the statesman from Pennsylvania is going 
to demand the reading of the engrossed bills in all these cases, we 
might as well quit. It takes a man of te ability to do that. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 


bill. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
please withdraw his objection to this bill? The woman is 84 years 
of age, and is now lying apon what will in all probability prove 
to be her deathbed. Will the gentleman withdraw his objection? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, is this question open to debate? 
If it is, I am willing to debate it or any other question with the 

tleman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CROWTH This is in accordance with the action of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania on other occasions, which is a 
a ce to the State. 


bill. 


e SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next sr 


DR. HARRISON WAGNER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar reported from the 
Committee of the Whole was the bill (H. R. 6789) granting a pen- 
sion and for the relief of Dr. Harrison Wagner. 

The bill was read. 


On motion of Mr, PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the en- 
grossed bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia demands the reading of the engrossed copy of the bill, The bill 
will be laid aside to be engrossed. 

GEORGE HAGER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4888) for the relief of George Hager. 

The bill was read. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the en- 
grossed bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania demands the reading of the engrossed copy of the bill. 0 
bill will be laid aside to be 5 

ELIZABETH WATTS KEARNY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar reported from the 
Committee of the Whole was the bill (H. R. 6283) granting a 

nsion to Elizabeth Watts Kearny, daughter of the late Philip 

ee major-general, United States Army. 

The bill was read. 

The Sorana reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent for the substitu- 
tion of the Senate bill (S. 2857), which is for the same beneficiary 
and for the same amount. 

There was no objection. 

The Senate bill (S. 2357) was ordered to a third reađing; and it 
was 5 the third time, and passed. 

The House bill (H. R. 6283) was laid on the table. 

ELEANOR L. CURTIS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5710) granting a pension to Eleanor L. 

The bill was read. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole 


were 151 to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the en- 
grossed copy of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania demands the reading of the engrossed bill. The bill will be 
laid aside for engrossment. 

THOMAS D. WALKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6488) granting increase of pension to Thomas D, Walker. 

The bill was read. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, { demand the reading of the en- 
grossed copy of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania demands the reading of the engrossed copy of the bill. 
bill will be laid aside for engrossment. 

CARRIE L. YEATON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1924) 
granting a pension to Carrie L. Yeaton. 

The bill was read. 

The amendments recommended, reported from the Committee 


of the Whole, were to. 
to a third reading; and it was accordingly 


The bill was orde 
read the third time, and passed. 

NEIL M’NEIL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1820) granting a pension to Neil McNeil. 

The bill was read. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered, 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

Mr. Spa Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the en- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia demands the reading of the engrossed copy of the bill. The 
bill will be laid aside for engrossment. 


OLIVER DODGE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
8496) for the relief of Oliver Dodge, and to place him on the 
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pension roll, reported from the Committee of the Whole with the 
recommendation that it lie on the table. 
The bill was accordingly laid on the table. * 


JOSEPH J. HUDSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4263) to increase the pension of Joseph J. Hudson. 

The bill was read. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the 
engrossed copy of the bill. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 

vania demands the reading of the engrossed copy of the bill, The 
bill will be laid aside for engrossment. 


SOPHIA D. CLENDENIN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 177) 
granting an increase of pension to Sophia D. Clendenin. 

The bill was read. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and e 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1894) granting a pension to Sophia D. Clendenin, reported from the 
Committee of the Whole with the recommendation that it do lie 
on the table. 

The bill was accordingly laid on the table. 


ELLEN KINGSLEY. 


The next business ya 155 peme Calendar was the bill (S. 1215) 
anting a pension to Ellen Kingsley. 
The bill was read, 
Onmotion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL GOLDWATER. 


The next business was the bill (S.404) granting a pension to 
Samuel Goldwater. 

The bill, with the amendment reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House, was read, the amendment agreed to, and the bill 
as amended ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


WILLIAM BROWN. 


The next business was the bill (S. 466) granting an increase of 
pension to William Brown. 
The bill was read, ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 
MARY NEWMAN. 


The next business was the bill (S. 1044) granting a pension to 


Newman. 

The bill, with the amendment reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House, was read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question being taken on ordering the bill as amended to a 
third reading, 

Mr. ERD. called for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 79, noes none. 

Mr. ERDMAN. . Speaker, there appears to be no quorum, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (after counting the House). There 
are 180 members present. 

So the bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

O. E. PHILBROOK, 


The next business was the bill (S. 739) grantir 

penon to C. E. Philbrook, widow of Alvah Phil 
ty-fourth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers. 

The bill, with the amendment reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House, was read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered toa third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

NANCY CARSON BLUNT. 


The next business was the bill (S. 246) granting a pension to 
Nancy Carson Blunt. 

The bill was read, ordered toa third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


an increase of 
rook, major of 


ELIZABETH A. SARGENT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6111) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth A. Sargent. 

The bill, having been read, was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, A 

Mr. ERDMAN. I demand the reading of the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill, not having been engrossed, will be 
laid aside for that purpose. 


ELIZABETH NEW. 
The next business was the bill (S. 1051) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth New, widow of Jethrow New. 
The bill was read, ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 
WALLACE M’GRATH. 


The next business was the bill (S. 247) ting a ion to 
Wallace McGrath. Ba ene 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I call for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

MRS, ANNIE E. COLWELL. 

The next business was the bill (S. 2514) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Annie E. Colwell. 

The bill was read, ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 1931) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. Annie E. Colwell. 

Mr. PICKLER. This House bill, similar in its effect to the 
Senate bill just passed, has been reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, this bill will be laid on 
the table. 

There was no objection, 


MARY L, ALESHIRE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4724) to increase the pen- 
sion of Mrs. Mary L. Aleshire. 

The bill, with the amendment reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House, was read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I demand the reading of the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill, not having been engrossed, will be 
laid aside for that purpose. 

MRS. SARAH MARTIN. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4994) for the relief of Mrs, 
Sarah Martin. 

The bill was read, and was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I call for the reading of the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has not been engrossed, and it will 
be laid aside for that purpose. 


ELMIRA E. DUSTIN. 


The next business was the bill (H. R.3578) gran a pension 
to Elmira E. Dustin. ; } me eve 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered on the bill to its 5 

Under the operation of the previous question the ill waa ordevedl 
to r and read a third time; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

FREDERICK GRAMM, 


The next business was the bill (S. 61) for the relief of Frederick 


ramm, 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question, 

The previous question ordered, under the operation of 
which the bill was read the third time. 

The question recurred on the passage of the bill; and on a divi- 
sion (demanded by Mr. TALBERT) there were—ayes 82, noes 8, 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER (haying counted the House). One hundred and 
seventy-nine members are present, a quorum. 

So the bill was passed. 


PATSEY E. BROADDUS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4481) granting an increase 
nsion to Patsey E. Broaddus, of Marion, Kans, 
he bill was read. 
Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question to the passage 


of the bill. 
The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 
Mr. ERDMAN. Idemand the reading of the engrossed bill. 
The SPEAKER. The bill, not having been en will be 


grossed, 
laid aside for that purpose, and the Clerk will report the next bill, 
MARY MARTIN. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1890) granting a pension 
to Mary Martin, reported from the Committee of the Whale with 
an amendment, 


of 
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. n I demand the previous question to the passage 
the bill. 
The previous e was ordered, under the operation of 


which the amendment was to, and the bill as amended 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being read the 
third time, it was passed. 

ELVIN BROWN. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 2373) granting a pension 
to Elvin Brown, reported from the Committee of the Whale with 
an amendment, and also with recommendation to amend the title. 

The bill was read. A 
wae I ask the previous question on the passage of 

e 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended 
ordered to be en and read a third time; and it was accord- 

ly read the third time, and passed. 
© title was amended to conform to the recommendation of 
the Committee of the Whole. 


MATILDA GRESHAM, 


The next business was the bill (S. 616) granting a pension to 
Matilda Gresham, widow of the late Walter Q. Gresham. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question on the pas- 


of the bill. . 
athe question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT) there were—ayes 100, noes 1, 

= No quorum. 

The SPEAKER (having counted the House). One hundred 
and eighty-one members are present, a quorum; and the previous 
question is ordered. È 7 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time. ; 

The question recurring on the passage of the bill, on a division 
(demanded by Mr. TALBERT) there were—ayes 120, noes 15. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make the point of order 
that there is no quorum voting? 

Mr. TALBER I do, and no quorum present also. 

The SPEAKER. That is the point that the Chair wanted to get 
at. [After counting the Housel: One hundred and eighty-one 

tlemen are present; a quorum, 

So the bill was passed. 

MRS. MARY A. FREEMAN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R.2189) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Mary A. Freeman. 

The bill was read. ; 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question on the passage 


of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 
, Mr. MILES. Idemand the reading of the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill not being engrossed, the Chair will 
cause it to be laid aside for that purpose, and the Clerk will report 
the next bill. 

RUSSELL N. REYNOLDS. 

The next business was the bill (S. 1100) granting a pension to 
Russell N, Reynolds. 

The bill was read. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the 
third time, was passed. ` 

MARY CLARE KELLY. 

The next business was the bill (S. 1493) granting a pension to 
Mary Clare Kelly. 

The bill was read. f 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the 
third time, was passed. 

GEORGE W. BAGLEY. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 1500) granting a pension 
to George W. Bagley, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
with amendments. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question to the passage 
of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

NATHAN KIMBALL. 

The next business was the bill (S. 1435) granting an increase 

of sion to Nathan Kimball. 
pill was read. 
1 I ask the previous question on the passage of 


8 Kanion was ordered; under the operation of which 
the bill was read three times, and passed. 

. MARGARET A, KIDWELL. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 8113) granting a pension 
to Margaret A. Kidwell, reported from the Committee of the Whole 
with amendments, 
ties betes I ask the previous question to the passage of 

e 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the previous question will 
be ordered. 

The previous question was ordered; under the operation of which 
the amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time, 

Mr. ERDMAN. Lask that the engrossed copy of the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill not having been engrossed, it will be 
laid aside for that purpose, and the Clerk will report the next bill. 

CATHERINE SMITH, 

The next business was the bill (8. 1522) granting a pension to 

Catherine Smith. 


The bill was read. 
2 3 I demand the previous question to the passage 
of the bill. 
The previous question was or under the operation of which 
the bill was ordered to be read a time; and it was accordingly 


read the third time, and passed. 
RANSOM C. HAZELIP. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5050) for the benefit of and 
ting a pension to Ransom C. Hazelip, late a private soldier of 
mpany G, Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Infantry Volunteers, 
and first lieutenant of Company B, Thirty-fifth Regiment Ken- 
tucky Mounted Infantry Volunteers. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered 
on the bill to its passage. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

Mr. MILES. I demand the reading of the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the reading of the 
engrossed bill. The bill will be laid aside for the purpose of en- 
grossment. 

MAUD ARDELLE BLISS. 

The next business was the bill (S. 145) granting a pension to 
Maud Ardelle Bliss. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention to the 
CCC poral 
e i ere simply in the passage o: 
the Senate bills and in keeping back the bills introduced by mem- 
bers of this House, That is just the distinction. I move the 

previous question on this bill. 

The poscas question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

LEVI T. E. JOHNSON. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 2317) to increase the pen- 
sion of Levi T. E. Johnson. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered 
on the bill to its passage, 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the en- 


grossed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be laid aside to be engrossed. 

CHARLOTTE A. WELTON. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 3152) gran a pension 
to Charlotte A. Welton. tog 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered 
on the bill to its passage. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I demand the reading of the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be laid aside for engrossment. 

GEORGE WILLIAM HODGDON. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 3890) granting a pension to 
George William Hodgdon. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The ts recommended by the committee were to. 

The bili was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I demand the reading of the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman demands the reading of the 
engrossed bill. It will be laid aside for engrossment. 


Su uentl 

The 88. said: The Chair understands that the objection 
in regard to the engrossed bill H. R. 3890 not being here is with- 
drawn. Is that correct? 

Mr. ERDMAN. I withdraw the demand, 


c 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman consents. The question is on 
the passage of that bill. 


The bil was read the third time, and passed. 
SARAH A. BOYD. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6808) granting a pension 
to Sarah A. Boyd. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to call the attention of the 
8 from South Dakota [Mr. PickLER] to the fact that 

Senate bill covering the same d has been passed. Does 

the gentleman desire to pass this biil also? 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask tosubstitute the Senate bill for this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate bill has already passed, so the 
Chair is informed. 

Mr. PICKLER. That the bill has passed the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is so informed by the Clerk. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then I ask that this bill lie upon the table. 
3 If there be no objection, the bill will lie on 

e table. 

There was no objection. 


THEODORE v. PURDY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3306) to increase the pen- 
sion of Theodore V. Purdy. 


The bill S. 2822 was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 
The bill H. R. 3306 was ordered to lie on the table. 
GEORGE V. BARNARD. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6466) to increase the pen- 
sion of George V. Barnard. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
HENDERSON MARPLE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3877) granting a pension 
to Henderson Marple. 

The previous question was ordered on the bill to its passage. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

Mr. MILES, Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of the engrossed 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the reading of the 
engrossed bill. The bill will be laid aside for engrossment. 


MES. MARY GOULD CARR. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4354) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Mary Gould Carr, widow of the late Brig. Gen. and Byt. 
Maj. Gen. Joseph B. Carr, United States Volunteers, deceased. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move the previous question on this bill to 


its passage. 
he SPEAKER, has Were from South Dakota demands 

rss previous question. Without objection, it will be considered as 
orde 

Mr. TALBERT. I object, and demand a vote. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
TALBERT) there were—ayes 111, noes 2. A 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. A parliamentary 


inquiry. : 

‘the SPEAKER. The eman will state it. 

Mr. TALBERT. My object in making the point of noquorum 
here is to get an opportunity to offer an amendment. I ask if that 
will be in order? [am willing to withdraw the point of no quo- 
rum if the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions will 
consent, or if it isin order to entertain a motion to amend, Iask 
if it will be in order? 

The SPEAKER. It would not bein order, pending the demand 
for the previous question. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman says he has no objection to 
the offering of an amendment. 

Mr. TALBERT. With that understanding I will withdraw the 
point of no cee 

The SP. ER. The point is withdrawn. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is, that the previous question shall be 
considered as ordered? 

Mr. TALBERT. The previous question may be considered as 
ordered, and I withdraw the point of no quorum with that under- 


Mr. PICKLER. Offer your amendment. 


Mr. TALBERT. I move to amend by striking out 875 and 
inserting 850.“ 
The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 
. TALBERT. Division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 84, noes 38. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that this isan amend- 
ment to the committee amendment, which will, as amended, be 


Si Pay to the House. 
e Clerk read as follows: 


In line 7, strike out the word “seventy-five” and insert “fifty.” 

Mr. POOLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that that bill be laid aside, as 
my sam Te Ee Biack], who has it in charge. is out of town. 

The SP The tleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill be laid aside. Is there objection? 

Mr. TALBERT. I object. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engro 


sie er ; and it was accordingly read the thi 
The SPEAKER. The question is on its passage, 
Debate is not in order. 
DELIA A, MARSH, - 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 4283 ing a i 
a — 0 ) granting a pension 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota demands 
* e question on the bill to its 


for a third 


e previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and, being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

ORLEINA J. CLARK, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4721) panting an increase 
of pension to Orleina J. Clark, of Louisville, Ky. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

PHBE M. WOOLLEY PALMETER. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 1599) granting a pension 
to Phoebe M. Woolley Palmeter. S 

Mr. PICKLER. Iask for the vious question, Mr. Speaker. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


WILLIAM H. NESBITT. 


The next business was the bill (H. H. 4361) to pension William 
H. Nesbitt, with an amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask for the nahin uestion. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
rted from the Committee of the 
biil as amended was ordered to be 


thereof the amendment re 
Whole was agreed to, and t 


engrossed, 
Mr. ERDMAN. I demand the reading of the e d bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DINGLEY). e bill will be 
laid aside for engrossment. 


MRS. LUCY A, ALLEN. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 2969) to grant a pension 
to Mrs. Lucy A. Allen. s 

Mr. PI ER. I demand Ss question. 

Fen eee eG ed; and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the en- 
grossed ree bill. 

The SP pro tempore. The bill will be laid aside for 
engrossment, 

MARIA GIBBONS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2405) granting a pension 
to Maria Gibbons, with an amendment. i ting 

Mr. PICKLER. Iask for the ious question. 

The ious question was ordered, and under the operation 
19 the amendment reported by the Committee of the Whole 
Pali TEE p RS penake g brapa gri paringan li neck 
ora ; an g was 
tex thins AEDA aoe peers ji 

ELLEN EWING. 

The next business was the bill (S. 1 ing a pension to 
Eilen Ewing, widow of Bve Maj. Gen. Thomas Ewing, with an 
amen 


Sy te tS? ee 
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Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question on the bill to 


its 1 2 1 
e SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the 
previous question. 

Mr. T. ERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent to offer an amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The previous question is ordered, 
and an amendment is not in order. [Cries of “ Vote!”] The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. TALBERT, I demand a division upon that. I move to 
amend by striking out ‘‘seventy-five” and inserting “ fifty.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That would not be in order. 

Mr. TALBERT, Lask unanimous consent to offer that amend- 
ment. 

Several MEMBERS. I object. 

Mr. PICKLER. Regular order. 

The question was taken on agreeing to the amendment recom- 
mended by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TALBERT. Division. 

Mr. EVANS. Whatis the committee amendment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore: It has been reported once. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 51, noes 3. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from South Caro- 
8 se pes ne ge of no quorum. j * poai will count. 

3 (during the count). parliamentary inquiry. 
I want to state that my object is not to block legislation. ake 
only object is to offer an amendment. 
Field GROSVENOR. I make the point of order that that is not 
order. 

Mr. TALBERT. I desire to say that if I can accomplish that 
I will withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I object to any debate. 

Mr. TALBERT. My friend can not manage me quite as well 
as he ma the McKinley vote. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman has demanded a quorum; 
now wait until a quorum is here. 

Mr. TALBERT. Now crack your whip! I only desired to 
make a statement, and I got my statement in notwithstanding 
Mr. Santa Claus. s 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (after counting). One hundred 
and seventy-nine gentlemen are present, a quorum; the ayes have 
it, and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. TALBERT. I move to recommit the bill, with instructions 
that the committee bring it in amended, reducing the amount 
from $75 to $50. í 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not in order yet. The 
question is on the third ing of the Senate bill. 

The bill as amended was the third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.. The 8 is on its passage. 

Mr. TALBERT. I demand the reading of the en bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a Senate bi 

Mr. 1 agg ti out 5 . £ 

The A pro tempore. e question is on the passage. 

Mr. TALBERT. Inow move to recommit the bill—— 

The SPEAKER 9 55 tempore. The Chair had put the question 
on the 0 e bill. 

Mr. TALBERT. I rose in time, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman rose some time 

and did not repeat his motion at the proper time. 
. HOPKINS. I submit that the gentleman signified to the 
Chair that he desired to make a motion to recommit, and it is but 
fair that he should have the opportunity. 

Mr. LAYTON. And then he made another motion. 


Mr. TALBERT. I know. A 
The Chair will not be critical 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
about the matter. 

Mr. TALBERT. I now move to recommit the bill with instruc- 
tions to bring it in for $50 instead of $75 a month. 

Mr. LAYTON. I make the point of order that it is too late to 
make that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With the statement that is made 
by the gentleman, that he rose in season for the purpose, the Chair 
will accept it and put the motion. 

The question was taken on recommitting the bill; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBER Division! 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 65. 

Mr. TALBERT. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro gg Eight gentlemen have arisen— 
not a sufficient number, and the yeas and nays are refused. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (after counting). One hundred 


and eighty-six gentlemen are present, a quorum; the noes have it, 
and the motion to recommit is rejected. The question now is on 


te pasa of the bill. 
x TALBERT. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The oe was taken on the pe of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this ee the ayes are 94, 
the noes 16. The ayes have it, and the bill is passed. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. I e the point that the point came too late, 
The Chair had announced that the bill was passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has just counted a 
quorum on this yote. A quorum is present; and the bill is passed. 


WILLIAM H. NESBITT, 


Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, recently, when the 
House had under consideration the bill (H. R. 4361) to pension 
William H. Nesbitt, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ERD- 
MAN] objected to the consideration of it because the bill had not 
been engrossed. The gentleman is now willing to withdraw his 
objection, and I ask that the bill be put upon its passage. 

Mr. ERDMAN. That is correct. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 


of the gentleman from Missouri? 
Mr. TALBERT. I object. [After a pause.] I withdraw the 
objection. 


Mr, PICKLER, I object. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 
will report the next bill. A 


CARRIE L. GREIG, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2962) granting a pension to Carrie L. Greig, widow of Theodore 
W. Greig, brevet major of volunteers, 

The bill was read. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. NESBITT. 


Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Now, Mr. S er, I ask consent 
to return to the bill (H. R. 4361) to pension William H. Nesbitt. 
There was no objection. 
The bill was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
RICHARD P, PILKINGTON. 
The next business ón the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
5711) granting a pension to Richard P. Pilkington. 
The bill was read. 
On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
PATRICK F. REYNOLDS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6603) to pension the minor children of Patrick F. Reynolds, 
The bill was read. 
On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MARY CHAMBERLAIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6221) granting an increase of pension to Mary Chamberlain. 

The bill was read. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

SONER . Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the en- 
gro 8 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania demands the reading of the engrossed bill. The bill will be 
laid aside for engrossment. 

DANIEL D. JENNINGS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2947) increasing the paea of Daniel D. Jennings, late of Com- 
pany C, Sixty-fifth Ohio Volunteers. 

e bill was read. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH A. BULL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2014) 
granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. Bull. 

The bill was read. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered, 

The bill was read the third time, igh tonto 


The Clerk 
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ELVIRA BACHELDER,. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 147) 
granting a pension to Elvira Bachelder. 
The bill was read. 
On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
MARY COLLINS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
158) granting a pension to Mary Collins. 

The bill was read, 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the 
engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania demands the reading of the engrossed bill, The bill will be 
laid aside for engrossment. 

CHARLOTTE A, WELTON, 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
up the bill (H. R. 3152) granting a pension to Charlotte A. Welton, 
which was laid aside a while ago because of its not 511 engrossed. 
I understand that my friend from Pennsylvania will withdraw 
the objection which he made on that ground. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Harpy| that the bill indi- 
cated by him be now taken up? 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, this is taking up a great deal of 
time, and, besides, the gentleman from Pennsylvania has no right 
to dictate that one member’s bill shall while another’s shall 
not pass. I do not want to object in this case, but this method is 
occupying a good deal of time. 

The SP R. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana? i 

There was no objection. 

The bill (H. R.8152) granting a pension to Charlotte A, Welton 
was passed. 

MRS. HELEN FUNKHOUSER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6236) to grant a pension 
to Mrs. Helen Funkhouser. 

Mr. PICKLER called for the previous question on the bill to 
its passage. 
e previous question was ordered. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The amendment to the title as reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House was agreed to. 

CATHARINE DARRAGH. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1892) granting a pension 
to Catharine Darragh. 
Mr. PICKLER called for the previous question on the bill to 


its a 
0 2 question Was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

JANE FISHER. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4604) granting a pension 
to Jane Fisher, colored, of Madisonville, Ky. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House was read. 

Mr. PICKLER called for the previous question on the amend- 
ment and on the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the amendment was agreed to, and the billas amended was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed, 

EMILY E. CASH. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 8248) to increase the pen- 
sion of Mrs. Emily E. Cash. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House was read. 

Mr. PICKLER called for the previous question on the amend- 
ment and on the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

JESSE M'’MILLAN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8184) granting a pension 
to Jesse McMillan. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House was read, 


Mr. PICKLER called for the previous question on the amend- 
ment and on the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the amendment was agreed to, and the bill asamended was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. ; 

EMILY A. MANN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3480) for the relief of 
Emily A. Mann. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House was read. 

Mr. PICKLER called for the previous question on the amend- 
ment and on the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Lask for the reading of the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be laid aside to be engrossed. 

NICHOLAS SWINGLE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1175) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Nicholas Swingle. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House was Be ey to. 

Mr. PIC R called for the previous question on the amend- 
ment and on the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. TALBERT. I make the point that this bill has not been 


enero. 
he SPEAKER. The bill will be laid aside for engrossment, 
WILLIAM F, SOUGER. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4193) to correct the mili- 
tary record of William F. Souger. 

Mr. PICKLER called for the previous question on the bill toits 
passage. 

sani TALBERT. I demand a vote on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question being taken, there were on a division (called for 
by Mr. TALBERT)—ayes 80, noes 1. 

Mr. TALBERT, No quorum, 

Mr. PICKLER. I should like to know what the object of the 
gentleman from South Carolina is? Isit this class of bills that 
he is objecting to? 

Tees Taun T. Yes, sir, of course, or I would not have made 

e point, 

The SPEAKER (having counted the House). There are 179 
members present. 

So the ä question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. TALBERT. I make the point thatthis bill is not engrossed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the reading of the 
engrossed bill, The bill will be laid aside for engrossment. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. EVANS. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Erp- 
MAN] has withdrawn his demand for the reading of the engrossed 
bill in the case of 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the orderly conduct of busi- 
ness requires that no matter should be taken up out of its order 


after objection is made. 

Mr. POOLE. Mr. S. er, I ask that we return to Calendar 
No. 106. It has been objected to, but the objection is now with- 

awn. 0 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the best method of 
conducting business will be to go on regularly. 

HOMER C. M’CUSKEY. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4872) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Homer C. MeCuskey. 

Mr. PICKLER called for the previous question on the bill to its 
passage. 

The previous question was ordered, there being on a division 
(called for by Mr. TALBERT)—ayes 101, noes 3. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. TALBERT. I make the point that the bill has not been 


engrossed. 
The SPEAKER. The 8 demands the reading of the 
engrossed bill. The Clerk will lay it aside for engrossment. 
JOHN J. JOHNSON. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 3514) granting an honora- 
ble discharge to John J. Johnson. : 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered to the passage of the billz 


. li aa 
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noT Sie ee which the bill was ordered to a third read- 
u TALBERT. I askthe reading of the engrossed copy of the 


The SPEAKER. This bill not having been the Chair 


will direct it to be laid aside for that purpose, and the Clerk will | 


read the next bill. 
EZRA ABBOTT. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 3565) grantingan honora- 
ble to Ezra Abbott. * 
Mr. PIC I demand the previous question to the passage 
of the bill. 


The previous question was ordered; under the tion of which 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 
Mr. TALBERT. This bill not been engrossed, Mr. Speaker, 
and I ask for the reading of the engrossed copy. 
The SPEAKER. The bill, not having been engrossed, will be 
laid aside for that purpose, and the Clerk will report the next bill. 
PATRICK RAINEY. Y 


read. 
Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT) there were—ayes 109, noes 9. 


Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has but recently counted the House 
and found a present, and does not think the House has 
diminished since, use. 


Applause. } 

The House will be in order. The gentleman has a right to de- 
mand the presence of a quorum. 

So the previous question was ordered; under the operation of 
which the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
Mr. TALBERT. I ask for the reading of the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill not having engrossed, the Chair 
will direct that it be laid aside for that purpose, and the Clerk 
will report the next bill. 

THOMAS S. DAUGHERTY. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 3333) granting a pension 
to Thomas S. Daugherty. 

M3 5 I demand the previous question to the passage 
e bill. 

The previous question was ordered; under the tion of which 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

„ I ask for the reading of the engrossed copy of 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill not having been engrossed, the Chair 
will direct that it be laid aside for that purpose, and the Clerk 
will read the next bill. 

MINNIE PARKER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6166) ing a pension 
to Minnie Parker, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Ely S. Parker, late of 
the United States Army, with amendments. 

The bill was read. 


Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

The previons question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the amendments were agreed to, and the billas amended ordered 
to be en and read a third time; and it was. accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LOUD. There should be an amendment to the title of this 


bill es TPE . ae 3 

The R. Without objection, the title will be amended 
so as to conform to the amendment recommended by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, 

JERUSHA H. BROWN. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 5279) granting a pension 
to Jerusha H. Brown. 

The previous question was ordered on demand of Mr. PICKLER, 
under the operation of which the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, 


and passed. 
MRS, ELEANOR CARROLL POE. 


The next business was the bill (5. 804) ting a pension to 
Mrs. Eleanor Carroll D R ee of the 
Whole with amendments. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. TALBERT. I ask the gentleman to allow me to offer an 
amendment before he moves the previous question. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask the previous question. 

Mr. TALBERT. I thought the gentleman gave me permission. 
I ask him to withdraw the deman 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not see how I can do that. 

Mr. TALBERT. Well, I see how you can do it, if you will. 
[Laughter.] 


Mr. PICKLER. I must insist on the demand. 
The vious question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the amendments were to, and the bill as amended 


| ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
: ANDREW LADD. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 6468) to increase the 
sion of Andrew Ladd, reported from the Committee of the 
with amendments. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

MARY C. THOMPSON. 

_ The next business was the bill (H. R. 3755) to increase the pen- 
sion of Mary C. Thompson. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; andit 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL HOLLIDAY. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 6546) granting a pension 
to Samuel Holliday, reported from the Gommatittes ofthe Whole 
with amendments. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read a third time, and passed. : 

WILBUR F. COGSWELL. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2042) to increase the pen- 
sion of Wilbur F. Cogswell, reported with amendments, 

The bill was read. i 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the amendments were to, and the bill as amended ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

ALFRED P. BUSS. 

The next business was the bill EEE EE sey ase der eee, 
FF Committee of the 
j e, with amendments, 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask the previous question. 

The previous question was ord under the operation of 
which the amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

ALBERT BUCK. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3389) increasing the pen- 
sion of Albert Buck from 812 to $30 per month. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER, I ask the previous question. 

The previous question was under the operation of 
which the bill was ordered to be and read a thirdtime; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


LEMUEL J. ESSEX. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2985) granting an increase 
of pension to Lemuel J. Essex, reported from the ttee of 
the Whole with amendments. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the amendments were to, and the bill as amended ordered 
to be en; and read a third time; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

: CARRIE H. GREENE. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 3895) granting a pension 
to Carrie H. Greene. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered 


on the bill to its 
Ber and read a third time; and 


ole 


The bill was ordered to be 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH J. COOK. 
The next business was the bill (S. 125) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth J. Cook, of Arkadelphia, Clark County, Ark., widow of 
Robert T. Cook. 


1896. 


On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered 
on the bill to its $ j 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time 1 

On motion of Mr. PI ER, the corresponding House bill 
(H. R. 4755) was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to move to 
reconsider and table on the vote by which the Senate bill passed? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that will be done on all 
these bills together. 


MARY ANN LAFFERTY, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 717) granting a ‘pension 
to Mary Ann Lafferty. 
The previous question was ordered on the bill to its passage. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be en: and read a third 
time; andit was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
HELEN LARNED. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6607) for the relief of 


Helen Larned. 
On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered 
on the bill to its È 
Theamendments recommended by the committee were to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; andit was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JACOB BROWN. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6556) granting a pension 
to Jacob Brown. ; 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered 
on the bill to its ge. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; andit was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

J. CLARKSON INGALLS. 


The next business was the bill (S. 144) granting an increase of 
pension to J. Clarkson Ingalls. 
On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered 
on the bill to its passage. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
MELITA E, WHITE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7212) to increase the pen- 
sion of Melita E. White. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered 
on the bill to its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I demand the reading of the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the reading of the 

bill. The bill will be laid aside for engrossment. 


MARY ARNOLD. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4548) granting a pension 
to Mary Arnold. A 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered 
on the bill to its passage. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time. 
5 I demand t the engrossed copy of the bill 

read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYNE). 
demands the reading of the engrossed bill. The 
aside for engrossment. 


MRS. JULIA A, JAMESON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5792) granting an increase 
of ion to Mrs. Julia A. Jameson. 
motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered 
on the bill to its 5 
The amendment recommended by the committee was 
The bill as amended was ord to be engrossed and read a 
third time; andit was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


LUCINDA RICKARDS. 


The next business was the bill (H.R.5393) for the relief of 
Lucinda Rickards, widow, and the minor children of John D. 
Rickards, deceased. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered 
on the bill to its passage. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I demand the reading of the engrossed bill. 


The gentleman 
bill will be laid 


to. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be laid aside for 
engrossment. 


GEORGE W. TAYLOR. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6608) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of George W. Taylor. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the bill to its passage. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Da- 
kota demands the previous question on the bill to its passage. If 
2 no objection, the previous question will be considered as 
orde 

Mr. TALBERT. I call for a vote upon the previous question. 

The question being taken, Mr. TALBERT demanded a division. 

Mr. PICKLER. If we allow these bills for the removal of the 
charge of desertion to lie over, will the gentleman be willing to 
extend the time 

Mr. TALBERT. I would rather take a vote now. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 94, noes 4. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (after counting the House). One 
hundred and seventy-nine members, a quorum, are present, and 
the previous question is ordered. 

The amendment recommended by the committee, to strike out, 
in line 5, the letter C“ and insert the letter F,” was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. . 

Mr. TALBERT. I demand the engrossed bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Task that the bill be laid over. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Caro- 
lina demands the reading of the engrossed bill. The bill will be 
laid aside for engrossment. 


LUCINDA RICKARDS. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, a few minutes ago when 
the bill (H. R. 5393) was under consideration objection was made 
to its passage. The objection is withdrawn, and I ask that it be 


now passed. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
asks unanimous consent for the passage of the bill H. R.5393. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. I object. 


TALBERT. 
OSCAR A. BULETTE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R.5407) to remove the charge 
of desertion now standing against Oscar A. Bulette, late private 
in Company E, Fifty-second Ilinois Infantry Volunteers, during 
the late war, with an amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iask for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the previous 
question will be considered as ordered. 

Mr. TALBERT. I object. I demand a vote. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the ayes seemed to have it. e 

Mr. TALBERT. Division! 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 80, noes 1. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 


The SPEAKER pro oe The Chair overrules the point. 
The Chair has just counted the House. 
Mr. PICKLER 


. Regular order. 
The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading. 
Mr. TALBERT, I demand the reading of the engrossed bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be laid aside to be 


RHODA AUGUSTA THOMPSON, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 6826) granting a pension 
to Rhoda Augusta Thompson, daughter of the late Thaddeus 
8 a private in the Revolutionary war. 

_ Mr, PI I demand the previous question on the bill to 
its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro 3 Without objection, the previous 
question will be consid as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Under the operation of the previous question the bill was or- 
dered to be engrossed; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

WIDOW OF GEN. JOHN NEWTON. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 1508) granting a pension 

to the widow of Gen. John Newton, with an amendment. 


Mr. TALBERT, I will ask the gentleman if he will withhold 
his ae eee eee te oe 
men 
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Mr. PICKLER. I think we can vote the amendment down, and 
I yield for an amendment. 
. TALBERT. Imove to strike out seventy-five“ and insert 
“fifty.” 
Mr PICKLER. I demand the previous question on the bill 
and amendment. 
Mr. MILES. Mr. Speaker, can that be done without unanimous 
consent? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman demands the pre- 
vious question on the bill and amendment to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from South Carolina, which is an 
amendment to the amendment of the committee. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 41, noes 53. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks a quorum is 
Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman from South Carolina ought 


present. 
not to do that. oe 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 


ment recommended by the committee. 
The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to, 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading. 
Mr. TALBERT. I make the point that the bill has not been 
engrossed, and demand the reading of the engrossed bill. 
e SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be laid aside for 
engrossment. 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


same: 
A bill (H. R. 8013) 8 one condemned cannon and cannon 
balls to Grand Army of the Republic, L. W. Cooper Post, Depart- 
ment of Missouri, No. 81, of Lathrop, Mo.; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 122) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to deliver condemned cannon to Chamberlain Post, Grand 
Army of the ag ra to be posted by the soldiers’ monument at 
St. Johnsbury, Vt.; 

A bill (H. R. 6663) to authorize and regulate the sale of un- 
claimed freight, baggage, and other property in the District of 
Columbia; ; : 
bill (S. 2032) to grant right of way over the public domain 


A 
for pipe lines in the States of Colorado and Wyoming; 

A bill (H. R. 8532) to establish certain harbor regulations for 
the District of Columbia; 


A bill (H. R. 6666) granting to Major C. A. Angel Post, No. 20, 
Grand Army of the 3 of Lambertville, N. J., 4 condemned 
cannon and 20 cannon balls; 

A bill (H. R. 128) for the relief of Henry H. Schrawder; 

A bill (H. R.7100) to donate 8 condemned cannon and 100 can- 
non shot to the Grand Army of the Republic Cemetery Associa- 
tion of Colorado; 

A bill (H. R. 6836) to amend section 2981 of the Revised Statutes 
as amended by the act of June 10, 1880; i i 

A bill (H. R.7973) to establish a railroad bridge across the Illi- 
nois River near Grafton, III.; 

A bill (H. R. 2451) to correct the records of the War Department 
in the case of Capt. Henry S. Pratt: i 

A bill (H. R. 5790) to permit the Pintsch Compressing Company 
to lay pipes in certain streets in the city of Washington; 3 

A bin (H. R. 7264) to provide for the drainage of lots in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 7172) donating four condemned cannon and four 
pyramids of condemned cannon balls to the Soldiers’ Monument 
Association of Allegan, Mich.; ‘ 

A bill (H. R. 4787) to establish the port of Conneaut, in the 
State of Ohio, as a subport of entry in the district of Cuyahoga, 
in said State of Ohio; : 

A bill (H. R. 6195) amending the statutes relating to the sale of 


printed copios A iak 
A bill (H. R. ) for the relief of F. Alberts & Co., Muskegon, 
ch.; 
A bill (H. R. 227) requiring bills of sale, conditional sales, mort- 
gages, or deeds of trust of chattels in the District of Columbia to 
recorded; 


A bill (H. R. 8266) donating two condemned cannon to Custer 
Post, No. 38, Grand Army of the Republic, of Etna, Pa., and two 


condemned cannon to James G. Clark Post, No. 162, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Allegheny, Pa.; 

A bill (H. R. 7148) granting to the Soldiers and Sailors’ Monu- 
ment Association of the county of Middlesex, in the State of New 
Jersey, 4 condemned cannon and 30 cannon balls; 

A bill (H. R. 3596) to remove the charge of desertion from the 


military record of Michael McKenna; 

A bill (H. R. 2740) to carry into effect a finding of the Court of 
88 in favor of the estate of George Case, late of Independence 

unty, — 

A bat (H. R. 7216) donating one condemned cannon and can- 
i reas to Grand Army of the Republic Post, No. 573, of Evans 

ity, Pa.; 

A bill (H. R. 6172) authorizing the sale of the title of the United 
States in lot 5, square 1113, in the city of Washington; 

A bill (H. R. 8077) granting to Budlong Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Westerly, R. I., two condemned mounted brass 


cannon; and 

A bill (H. R. 1 to A. L. Robeson Post, No. 42 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Bridgeton, N. J., 4 condemn 
cannon and 20 cannon balls. 

The SPEAKER (during the reading of the report from the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills). The Chair desires the consent of the 
House to sit until this report be finished, and until one or two 
other matters necessary for the business of the House shall be dis- 
posed of. Is there objection? 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, pending that, I ask consent that 
the remaining bills on the Unfinished Business Calendar—— 

The SP. . Is there objection to the proposition made by 
the Chair? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask consent that the A SA question be 
considered as ordered on the remaining bills on this Calendar, 
with ten minutes’ debate on each side. 

Mr. TALBERT. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the report of 
the Committee on Enrolled Bills as above. 


HOUSE CONFEREES APPOINTED. 


The SPEAKER . as conferees on the part of the House 
on the bill S. 710, . LOUDENSLAGER, Mr. CoLson, and Mr, 
STALLINGS. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
STAHLE, for four days, on account of business, 
Mr. WALSH, by unanimous consent, was excused from attending 
the evening session. 
MITCHELL VS. WALSH. 


Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present the report of the 
Committee on Elections No. 2 in the contested-election case of 
Mitchell vs. Walsh. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the minority of the 
committee, we ask five days in which to present the views of the 
minority. 

Mr. LONG. That is until Wednesday next? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Untilandincluding Wednesday of next week. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SP . Under the rule, the House is now in recess 
until 8 o’clock p. m., and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr, 
DALZELL, will please act as Speaker at the evening session. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess naeng ired, the House reassembled at 8 p. m. 
Mr. DALZELL took the chair as Spoke ro are geeks and directed 
the reading of paragraph 2 of Rule XXVI which was read by the 
Clerk, as follows: 


The House shall on each Friday at 5 88 m. take a recess until 8 o'clock, 
at which evening session private pension bills, bills for the removal of polit- 
ical disabilities, and bills removing charges of desertion only shall be consid- 
ered; said evening session not to extend beyond 10 o'clock and 30 minutes. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills 
on the Private Calendar under the speciul order. 

The question being taken, the Speaker pro tempore declared 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. I ask for a division. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 34, noes none. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. NEILL. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from South 
Carolina will withdraw that point. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is perfectly apparans that at 
this time there is no quorum present, but the ir hopes that 
within a short time there will be a quorum. 


FFF KC 
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Mr. TALBERT. 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a brief state- 
ment, if I may be permitted to do so. 


The SP R pro tempore. The gentleman can make a state- 
ment by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TALBERT. I ask unanimous consent that all bills for the 
removal of charges of desertion and for the correction of military 
records be passed over to-night and take their place at the foot of 
the Calendar, where they belong. With that request granted I 
would be willing to withdraw me ee of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Car- 
olina asks unanimous consent that bills relating to the removal of 
charges of desertion and the correction of military records be 
passed over to-night and put at the foot of the Calendar. ` 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask the gentleman to let them retain their 


iaces. 

p Mr. TALBERT. They ought to be at the foot of the Calendar, 
and then when we have disposed of meritorious pension bills we 
can see whether there is any merit in any of these cases. There 
may be merit in some exceptional instances. I think that isa 
reasonable request. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, as I understand the 
suggestion of the gentleman from South Carolina, it is not to put 
those bills at the foot of the Calendar, but to pass them over, leav- 
ing them in their places. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. That was not the gentleman’s 
suggestion. 

. CURTIS of New York. I think my friend from South 
Carolina would be satisfied to have them passed over, retaining 
their places. 

Mr. TALBERT. No, sir. My request is that they be put at the 
foot of the Calendar, where they belong. 

Mr. LACEY. Of course the gentleman’s request is for this 
evening's session only, and I do not see that there is any serious 
objection to that. Those bills would go to the foot of the Calen- 
dar only for this eveni We are of course making an arrange- 
ment for ay one night’s business. 

Mr. HALTER . Ishall object to that, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I shall object to the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, unless he es that these bills for 
the removal of charges of desertion shall retain their places on 
the Calendar. I do this, not being interested in a single one of 
them, simply to secure justice. 

The SP pro tempore. The Chair will state to the House 
that if the request of the gentleman from South Carolina is 
granted, these bills will go to the foot of the Calendar, not for 
this evening only, but generally. There ought to be no misun- 
derstanding about that. 

Mr. STRONG. Then I must object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. LACEY. Lask the gentleman from South Carolina to con- 
sent to modify his uest, so that these bills shall be simply 
passed over for this night only, retaining their places. 

Mr. TALBERT. I make the request only for to-night. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair wants to understand 
Srey raged what the request of the gentleman from South Caro- 

na is. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I will state again my request 
and my reason for making it. I ask unanimous consent that to- 
night all bills of this character which we may reach—I do not 
mean all such bills on the Calendar, but all which we may reach 
to-night—be passed over and take their places at the foot of the 
Calendar. Let me state my object. I do not make the point of 
no quorum for the purpose of blocking pension legislation; but I 
do submit that these cases are not deserving. ere are other 
cases on the Calendar that ought to be considered, and to put these 
measures continually in the front is wrong. For that reason 1 
make this uest, and I hope it will be granted. Then, and not 
till then, I be willing to withdraw the point of no quorum. 
As a matter of course, you can fet a quorum, but you must do as 
you please; then the responsibility will rest with you. Iam al- 
ways pie by the Eaa without kicking. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. The gentleman is willing, I presume, 
that worthy cases shall be considered. 

Mr. TALBERT. After we have considered the other cases we 
can take up these and sift them, and if any are deserving they can 
be passed. But I do not think these bills ought to be placed in 
front of the claims of true, loyal, brave soldiers. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. ill the gentleman insist on his point 
as inst the worthy cases of this class? 

Mr. TALBERT. We can not tell which are worthy until we 
consider them, 

Mr. BISHOP. T shall certainly object to the making of this 
arrangement. There are just as worthy bills reported from the 
Committee on Military Affairs as from any other committee of 
the Honse. 

Mr. TALBERT. I do not withdraw the point of no quorum 
unless that request be granted. 


XXVIII- 333 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. S er, I am one of the mem- 
bers of the Mili Committee, and I think if the House will - 
hear me for a very short time I can satisfy my friend from South 
Carolina, whose attention I desire, that he ought to modify his 


uest. 
Hg Fs TALBERT. I do not think I am unreasonable. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I trust the gentleman will listen 
to what I have to say. S 

Mr. TALBERT. Certainly I will, with pleasure. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Iam sure no one will complain 
that the Committee on Military Affairs haye not exercised care 
and industry in the consideration of the bills which have been 
referred to them. Each and every bill so referred has been con- 
sidered with great care, first by a subcommittee, and secondly by 
the whole committee. We have reported to the House for its 
favorable consideration bills which we regard as meritorious. 
Upon the passage of those bills depends the pensions of widows 
and orphans. my friend from South Carolina had full knowl- 
edge of the labor which has been bestowed by our committee upon 
these bills, I do not think he would take the position he now occu- 
pies. But if he insists that this discrimination shall be made 
against our committee, let him at least so modify his request as to 
meet the suggestion of the chairman of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, that bills of the character that he objects to be merely 

over, not placed at the foot of the Calendar. That isask- 
ing toomuch. Let them merely be passed over when reached and 
let this night, if the gentleman so insists, be given to the consid- 
eration of reports from the Committee on Invalid Pensions and 
the Committee on Pensions. 

This arrangement, if madę, will be a great concession to the 
power which our friend from South Carolina is able to exercise 
over the House by making the demand he has made for a quorum, 
Iam sure that a moment's reflection, taking into consideration 
the merits of these bills and the desire of the House to have them 
acted on promptly in view of the early adjournment of ses glee) 
will satisfy my friend that he should modify his request and con- 
sent that bills from the Mili Committee be passed over with- 
out prejudice, in order to consider exclusively to-night bills from 
ne Committee on Pensions and the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Mr. TALBERT, Of course I do not wish to be considered un- 
reasonable. I am not unreasonable. My record here in regard to 
pee and other subjects will not Saat anyone in saying that 

have been unreasonable. But, Mr. Speaker, last Friday night I 
made this same request. I thought it would be acceded to in good 
faith. But to-day the very first bills that were taken up were 
bills of this character, laid aside on last Friday night. I did not 
think that was right. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I can not yield 
anything further. My request is a reasonable one. There are 
not many bills of this class that we can possibly reach. I do not 
include in my request all bills on the Calendar—only those that 
we may reach to-night. I make this request. Gentlemen can 
either agree to it or not. I do not entreat gentlemen to accept it. 
I do not I simply assert and demand my just rights and 
privileges. they are not granted, I accept the consequences, 
and go 5 my way the best that I can. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. My happy and genial friend stands 
up here and says that he ‘‘ begs” nothing; yet he knows that the 
simple words which he has pronounced are a veto upon all busi- 
ness to-night; and that is the position he takes in the face of every 
member of the House. 

Mr, TALBERT. Oh, no, my friend; I only wish to object to 
the consideration of those matters which I have been fighting 
since I have been a member of this House. 

Mr.CURTIS of New York. Then why not accept the proposi- 
tion that they be passed over? 

Mr. TALBERT. I have made my request. The gentlemen can 
accept it or not as they see fit. Ihave nothing more to ay 

Mr. HALTERMAN. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, om looking 
over the Calendar, that there is but one bill which will lead to dis- 
cussion, which came from the Committee on Military Affairs, of 
the character to which the gentleman from South Corolina refers, 
and I notice that the man to whom it refers is a man who died on 
the battlefield thirty-three years ago, and his family and his son 
request to have his military record corrected. There is no doubt 
that this bill will be passe 

The gentleman from South Carolina will admit it is a a vir 
bill and advocate it when the reportis read. This is the only bi 
of that character which will be reached to-night. 

Mr. MORSE, Mr. Speaker, I do not share the views expressed 
by the gentleman from South Carolina. The gentleman asserts 
that these bills in regard to the removal of the charges of deser- 
tion and for the correction of military records haye no merit. I 
believe that there are no more meritorious cases on the Calendar 
than some of the cases coming from the Committee on Military 
Affairs to remove charges of desertion, I have several such cases 


5314 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 15, 


in my own mind now, and one in icular, where the man 
undoubtedly was shot dead on the field of battle, and yet is borne 
on the rolls as a deserter. He had written affectionate letters to 
his wife up to the very date and hour of the battle, and I have 
seen the letters myself; but suddenly he disappeared—it was 
impossible to find out what had become of him, although there 
can be no doubt in the world that he was left dead on the battle- 
field, and he is borne on the rolls of the War Department asa 
deserter. I do not believe there can be any doubt from the testi- 
mony that he was killed in battle at the hands of the enemy. 
However, the facts can not be established by proof, but the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, looking over the whole matter, after 
a careful investigation, believe that the charge of desertion ought 
to be removed; and hence, I repeat, I do not share the sentiments 
of the gentleman that these bills are unfair and unjust and that 
they ought not to be passed, and that the charges of desertion 
should not be removed. 

I trust the condition made by the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, that these bills should take their place at the foot of the Cal- 
endar, will not be accepted. I submit that consent ought not to 
be given to such an arrangement, because if it is given he will 
probably raise another objection in some other way and defeat 
the 12215 of bills. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iobject, Mr. Speaker, to further debate. The 
13 from South Carolina makes the point of no quorum. 

t us determine the point one way or the other now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the modi- 
fied request of the gentleman from South Carolina. The gentle- 
man asks unanimous consent that all bills relating to desertion 
that are reached during the consideration of business this evening 
shall be passed over and go to the foot of the Calendar. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MAHANY, Mr. MORSE, Mr. BROMWELL, and others 
objected. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I desire a moment to appeal to 
my friend from South Carolina. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not want to interrupt the gentleman, but 
there is nothing before the House. 

Mr. HERMANN. I ask unanimous consent to be permitted to 
say a few words to the gentleman. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that debate 
is proceeding only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HERMANN. Iso understand, Mr. Speaker. 

I desire the attention of my friend from South Carolina for a 
moment. I thought that perhaps the gentleman did not hear the 
very convincing few words uttered by the 3 from Pennsyl- 
vania Mr. HaALTERMAN], who stated to the House that among the 
80 or 40 bills on the first part of the Calendar, which will proba- 
bly be reached this evening—and 40 bills will be probably more 
than we can consider at the session to-night—there is but one bill, I 
think, for the removal of the charge of desertion, and that bill is 
to remove the charge of desertion from a soldier’s record who died 
on the field of battle thirty-odd years ago. 

Now, the gentleman assures us that the testimony is convincing 

that he died on the field of battle, and his widow and his children 
are asking the American Congress to remove that stain of dis- 
honor from the memory of a beloved husband and father. I ask 
my friend from South Carolina whether he will block legislation 
all this evening by making the objection he does in view of that 
fact? 
. Mr. TALBERT. My friend, I am not blocking the way of leg- 
islation. I have suggested a very easy way to prevent its being 
blocked. It is the gentlemen who make objection to my request. 
If they want to block it, they can take the responsibility. It is 
not upon me, but upon them. 

Mr. HERMANN. Will the gentleman, in the face of the rep- 
resentation I have made, continue to block legislation as to these 
40 pares to-night? I ask the gentleman from South Carolina 
whether, in the face of this statement, he will continue to urge 
the suggestion he has made? 

Mr. TALBERT. I maintain Iam not blocking legislation—it 
is the other fellows. 

Mr. HERMANN. If the gentleman will not consent, in view 
of the statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, to with- 
grew = objection, I do not think that anything can induce him 

oi 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to renew the request of the 
gentleman from South Carolina. I wish to call the attention of 
the House to this one fact: Thereis not a bill to remove the charge 
of desertion that will be reached to-night. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Oh, yes, there is. 

Mr. WOOD. Thereis one to correct a military record, but not 
a bill to remove the charge of desertion. There is nothing in this 
bill to which any objection can be made. I read the title: 

A bill to complete the military record of Caleb L. Jackson. 


Under the rules that could not be taken up to-night. That has 
been held. So I hope, as it will do no harm to consent to it, that 
the request which I now renew—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is the request? 

Mr. WOOD. That all such cases may go to the foot of the 
Calendar may be consented to. We shall not reach any such case 
at all to-night, and hence it does not become a practical question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand there is but one case—— 

Mr. WOOD. There is not one. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But one case involving a charge of desertion. 

Mr. WOOD. It is to complete a military record. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I most heartily concur in the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois. This isa practical question, and it seems 
to me that it would be better to accept the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT]. The gentleman in 
charge of that one bill can reach consideration of it in some other 
way at some other time. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iask the Chair to submit the uest of the 
gentleman from South Carolina again; and if it is objected to, we 
might just as well adjourn. I hope that the request of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina will again be submitted, and I hope 

entlemen will not object. The point is just here: It makes little 
difference where these bills goso far as the Calendar is concerned. 
When we have a quorum here in the House in the daytime, at 
any time, the House can do as it pleases with these bills. 

Mr. BROMWELL. By unanimous consent. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Or by suspension of the rules. 

Mr. COX. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt him for 
one moment, I do not think we shall have any trouble about 


is—— 

Mr. PICKLER. We are having a good deal of trouble. 

Mr. COX. Let us get out of it. 

Mr. PICKLER. We have lost twenty minutes of time now. 

Mr. COX. I make this request for unanimous consent, that 
any bill that is on the Calendar to be reached to-night which em- 
braces the charge of desertion be passed over for to-night and let 
the pension claims be considered. Iam satisfied that my friend 
from South Carolina pe. TALBERT] has no motive in the world 
except to do what he thinks is his duty, and if this is done there 
will be no trouble, because we can take up the pension bills to-night 
and go back to these other bills afterwards. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the re- 
quest of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] again. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have the request 


submitted which I have made, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is substantially the same thing. 
Mr. PICKLER (to Mr. Cox). Will the gentleman from Sou 


Carolina accept your request? 

Mr. TRACEY. He tells me that he will not. 

Mr. COX. Then I withdraw it. 

Mr. LACEY. There is but one bill that can possibly be affected 
by the order asked by the gentleman from South Carolina, If 
that is a meritorious bill, I think there will be no trouble at all 
for the Committee on Rules to take care of that bill. So let us 
accept his proposition. 

The SP R pro tempore. The gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. TALBERT] asks unanimous consent that all bills relating 
to the charge of desertion reached during this evening session 
shall be passed over and go to the foot of the Calendar. The 
Chair inderstands that there is only one such bill within reach 
to-night. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is too late. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I think not. I rose to object, and I have 
objected. 

Now, I want to be heard on this, Mr. Speaker. I have not a 
single case of military record correction upon this Calendar, so 
that I am not personally interested in this question at all. 

Mr. TAYLER. But the rest of us have cases which we want to 
have considered. 

Mr. BROMWELL. But I want to say that I have got tired of 
coming here every Friday night and haying the business of this 
House, with over a hundred men here who ought to have man- 
hood enough to assert their manhood, dictated to by one member. 
[Applause. ] 

I want to say that to my mind these cases of removal of charges 
of desertion and the correction of military records are just as im- 
portant as any pension cases that we pass upon. There is some- 
thing that is higher, something that ap more to us, in the 
case of an unjust charge of desertion against a man, which has 
been hanging over him and blighting his record and his fair name, 
and that has been a disgrace and a shame to his family for thirty 
years, than there is in the mere question of whether we shall vote 
eight or ten or twelve dollars per month to maintain a man who 
has suffered injuries in the Army. $ 

The injury to his fair name and reputation is as much to him a$ 
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the dollars and cents that we so lavishly and profusely bestow on 


msions. I want to say, much as it will disappoint me to stand 
the way of legislation, I propose to assert my manhood and 
my right to stand here and say that I will object, and continue 
my objection, to any such resolution as this gentleman offers. If 
he will agree to allow the bills relating to military desertion cases 
to keep their places on the Calendar, so that they may be con- 
sidered at some other proper time, I would not object; but when 
he undertakes to pick out these particular cases that have been 
carefully examined by the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
favorably reported, I for one will not submit to such dictation. 
You may do so, but I, too, can block such proceedings, and the 
responsibility will rest with him and not with me. Cy ara 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I want tostate to my friend here 
and he is my friend—that while it is asserted by the gentleman 
that he does not intend to do anything unreasonable, and I do not 
think he deliberately does intend to do anything unreasonable, yet 
he is doing what is unreasonable when the facts are taken into 
consideration. I am satisfied he does not deliberately intend to 
do that: but in a case to which he objected to-day,in which I 
happen to know the facts, the charge of desertion is as absolutely 
false as it is possible to assert a falsehood; yet the charge of deser- 
tion secre of record against the soldier, and it ought to be re- 

moved. It appears to me impossible that a gentleman should 
oppose the consideration of a case of this sort and yet say that he 
is not unreasonable. There may be cases—but no such case has 
been reported to the House by the present Committee on Military 
Affairs—in which a man would be reasonable in making objection 
to their present consideration, or to any consideration except at the 
foot of the Calendar. 

The Committee on Military Affairs of the present House has 
taken great pains in the consideration of every case that has come 
before it in which they have made a favorable report. I am able 
to say to the House, and to the gentleman from South Carolina, 
that no case has been reported to this House favorably unless the 
testimony warranted the conclusion that the charge had been im- 
properly made against the soldier. We have made no other sort 
of report to the House. Therefore it is wrong to the soldier, 
whose character is at stake, as it is wrong to the committee, that 
has spent its time investigating these cases. ThereforeI sincerely 
trust that my friend will see how unreasonable he is to pursue this 
course, and I hope he will withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER, I renew my motion that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole House under the special order. 

Mr. WHEELER. I would like to say a word or two. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of no quorum is still 
pending. 

Mr. PICKLER. But a large number of members have come in 
since. 
4 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will consider that 
act, too. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to detain the 
House, but I wish to say 

Mr. HARDY. Irise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HARDY. e gentleman from South Carolina made a 
motion that all bills upon the Calendar for consideration this 
evening that had anything to do with desertion should go to the 
foot of the Calendar. That required unanimous consent. Objec- 
tion has been made, and I believe after objection has been made 
debate is not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro ri It is notin order except by unani- 
mona consent, and debate has been proceeding by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. HARDY. I object to further debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the situa- 
tion. The gentleman from South Carolina makes the point of 
no quorum, but ees to withdraw that point upon a certain 
proposition, which been submitted to the House, and to that 
objection has been made. The Chair will therefore count those 
present. [After a count.] One hundred and twenty-nine gentle- 
men are present; not a quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PICKLER (during the call). Mr. Speaker, I move to dis- 
pense with further proceedings under the call. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, under conditions which have 
been suggested to me by the chai of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and without withdrawing from my view or my position 
in this matter, I understand that the gentleman from South Car- 
olina [Mr. TALBERT] is willing to accept the suggestion that has 
been made if I will withdraw my objection to his request. If my 
understanding of the peeve is correct, I will withdraw my 
objection; otherwise I renew it. 


Mr. TALBERT. The gentleman is mistaken about my with- 
drawing anything. Istated that if the gentleman would withdraw 
his objection to my request, I would then withdraw my point of 
no quorum. 

Mr. BROMWELL. It is as broad as it is long. I will do that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the geutleman from South 
Dakota insist 95 n his motion to dispense with the call? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South 
Dekora moyes to dispense with further proceedings under the 
call. 

8 Mr. TALBERT. I do not withdraw my request at all, Mr. 
er 


The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PICKLER, the 
Speaker Ee tempore announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

a PICKLER. I ask for a division. [Loud cries of “Nol” 
“ce 0 * 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I insist upon my motion to dis- 
penna with further proceedings under the call. I desire to say, 
y unanimous consent, that I suppose gentlemen who voted against 
the motion just now understand that when the roll is called and 
the record is closed with no quorum present we are “out” for 
this night session. Now, I want to avoid that. If you want not to 
do any business this evening, gentlemen, and to have your record 
show no quorum present, then vote down my motion. 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PicKLER, the 
Speaker 7 55 tempore declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 
Mr. BROMWELL. I ask for a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 84, noes 9. 
So the motion of Mr. PICKLER was agreed to, and further pro- 
9 81 under the call were dispensed with. 
Mr. PICKLER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I renew my motion that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of bills on the Private Calendar under the special 


order. i 

Mr. TALBERT. » Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. I sub- 
mit that the House has been found without a quorum. Ihave 
made the point of noquorum. You have not ascertained that there 
is a quorum present; and therefore I submit that the motion of 
the gentleman from South Dakota is out of order. 

Tan SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then I misunderstood what the gentleman 
from South Carolina had said. I move a call of the House, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PowERs, the 
Speaker 2 tempore declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BISHOP. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 2, noes 70. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 
an FIOR UER I move a call of the House. [Loud cries of 
i: 0 14 0 sy 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the Chair again 
state to the House the request for unanimous consent made by 
the gentleman from South Carolina. I think an arrangement 
can be made, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Da- 
kota has moved a call of the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, information was brought to 
me by gentlemen who had been 9 and consulting with the 
gentleman from South Carolina that if I would withdraw my ob- 
jection to his request he on his part would withdraw his request 
that the cases indicated by him be put at the foot of the Calendar. 
That is all I haye been contending against, and with that under- 
B I will and I do withdraw my objection to his request. 
But if the gentleman insists upon his original request, then Tahal 
renew the objection. 

Mr. TALBERT. The 8 still misunderstands what I 
told his friends. What I said was this: They stated to me that 
the man my friend from Oa pen BROMWELL] had spoken of 
had been killed on the battletield and that his case was a merito- 
rious one, and I told them to say to the gentleman that if he 
would withdraw his objection and let me have unanimous con- 
sent, then, when we got to that case, I would make an exception 
of it and would ask that it be considered and passed. That was 
my proposition. That is what I stated; that if the gentleman 
would withdraw his objection I would make that agreement. I 
do not wish to block pension legislation. The gentleman is mis- 
taken when he says that one man has been blocking pension legis- 
lation here, 1 deny that I have been blocking legislation. No 
. can point to a single instance where I have done it 

uring this session of Congress or at any time. 
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Mr. DOLLIVER. Irenew my suggestion, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Caro- 
lina asks unanimous consent that all cases relating to desertion 
and to the correction of military records that are reached at this 
evening's session be passed over and go to the foot of the Calendar. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. BROMWELL. I object. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was not to. ‘ 

Mr. PICKLER. I move a call of the House. 

The motion of Mr. PICKLER was to. 

Mr. PICKLER. Pending that, I hope the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. HALTERMAN] will be allowed to make a state- 
men 


t. 

Mr. HALTERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say in regard to 
the only bill that can be reached 

The SPEAKER po tempore. A call of the House has been 
ordered, and no debate is in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman who is interested in this bill 
pro to withdraw it. 

. CUMMINGS. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Willit bein order to ask unanimous con- 
sent that the roll call be resumed where it was left off 

Mr. PICKLER. No; that will not do. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that 
there being no quorum present, and the point being insisted on, 
nothing is in r but to oo with the call of the House pur- 
suant to the motion just adopted. 

Mr. LACEY. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who is in 
charge of the only bill which will be affected by the proposed 
order, has been trying for some time to get an opportunity to make 
a statement by unanimous consent. 

The SP pro tempore. But the Chair will state to the 
gentleman from Iowa that in the absence of a quorumi no business 
of any kind can be done while the point is insisted upon. 

Mr. LACEY. Can not the gentleman make astatement of the 
situation for the benefit of the House? i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He can, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LACEY. His bill is the only one involved, and I suggest 
that he have an 8 to explain, so that an arrangement 
may be made about that bill. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. There is nothing now in order 
except to proceed with the call of the House. 

Mr. PI ER. I insist on the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will proceed with the 
call of the roll. 

The roll was called; and the following-named members failed 
to answer: 


Acheson, Ellett, Va. Loud, pore no, 
Adams, Elliott, S. C. Low Robertson 
itken, Fairchild Maddox, Robinson, Pa. 
Aldrich, m. Fitzgerald, à 8 
en. Fletcher, on. Russell, Conn. 
roe ae Gillet N. v. Metleary . ering, 

7 et, N. Y. y a nerhe 
Arnold, Pa. Goodwyn, McClure, nton. 
Arnold, R. Grosvenor, McCormick Settle, 

v7. Grout, McCreary, Shaw, 
Baker, Md. Grow, M on, Sherman, 
Barney, Hall McEwan, parkman, 
Barrett. Hanly. Me Lac 4 Spencer, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Harmer, McLaurin, e, 
Bench Harris, teele, 
Bell, Tex. Harrison, Meiklejohn, Stephenson, 

ett, Hart, ercer, Stone, W. A. 
Berry, Heiner, Pa. Meredith, Strait, 
Bingham, enderson, Meyer, Sulzer, 
Black, Ga. Hendrick, Miller, Kans. Swanson, 

N. T. Henry, Ind. Miller, W. Va. Taft, 
Boutelle, ep Milliken. Tawney, 
Bowers, Hitt. T, N. Y. 

us, Hooker, Mondell, Tucker, 
Buck, Hopkins, Money, Turner, Ga. 
Cannon, Howard, Moses, Turner, Va. 
Chick Hor Morphy Under ood, 
cke uff, y. nderw' 
Clarke, . Huling, 4 pd * 
bb, Hull, Odell, Van Horn, 
Cockrell, Hurley, en, Wadsworth, 
Hutcheson, Otey, alker, 
Qooper, Fla. Hyde, Overstreet, Walker, Va. 
per, Tex. Johnson, Ind. Owens, Waish, 
r, Wis, Johnson, N. Dak. Parker, Washington, 
ins, oy. Patterson, White, 
Cowen, Kendall, Payne, Wilber, 
Kleberg, Pearson, Wiliams, 
Crowley, ox. Pendleton, Willis, 

ny Lawson, ‘erkins, Wilson, Idaho 
Denny, Leisenring, Phillips, Wilson, S. C. 
Dingley, Lester, Pitney, ood. 
Dinsm Lewis, Price, 

Doolittle, Linton, uigg, Woomer. 
Downing, Lockhart, 3 

„ 
Draper, rimer, Reyburn, 


The SPEAKER protempore. The roll call has been completed, 
= discloses the lack of a quorum, The doors will now be 


Mr. HARDY. A number of gentlemen are here ready to answer 
to their names. 

The SPEAKER pro 3 Under the rule, gentlemen who 
come in after this call has been completed can report their names 
to the Clerk. The doors will now be closed, and the names of the 
absentees will be called for the presentation of excuses. Gentle- 
ert oirin iring to offer excuses for absent members will please pay 
attention. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll of absentees. 

Mr. TATE (when the name of Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia was 
called). Mr. Speaker, my coll e, Mr. BARTLETT, is unwell 
to-night. I ask that he be excused on account of sickness. 

There being no objection, Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia was excused. 

Mr. POOLE (when the name of Mr. Brosius was called). Mr. 
Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Brostus, was 
taken sick this afternoon, and is unavoidably absent to-night. I 
ask that he be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. Brostus was excused. 

Mr. TATE (when the name of Mr. Crisp was called). Mr. 
Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. Crisp, be excused on ac- 
count of sickness. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. TATE] asks. that his colleague, Mr. Crisp, be excused on 
account of sickness. Is there objection? 

Mr. CROWTHER. L object. Iam tired of this thing of excus- 
ing these gentlemen who avoid these Friday night sessions. 

Mr. TATE. It is well known to this House that my colleague, 
Mr. Crisp, has been unwell for some time, and that is the reason 
I have asked that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro 8 Objection is made. 

Mr. LACEY. I move that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Crisp] be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LITTLE (when the name of Mr. DINSMORE was called). I 
desire to announce that my colleague, Mr. DINSMORE, is.confined 
to his room and unable to attend the sessions of the House, I 
believe he has already been excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas, 
Mr. DINSMORE, has leave of absence. 

Mr. HICKS (raon the name of Mr. Hurr was called). Mr. 
Speaker, my colleague is absent by leave of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. does not require an excuse. 

Mr. KEM. I ask that Mr. Howarp of Alabama be excused on 
account of ill health. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HICKS. The gentleman from Illinois who sits near me 
pe. Hitt] is not yet in we robust health, and it is imprudent 

‘or him to be out at night. I ask that he be excused also. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Mr. Speaker, my colleagues, Mr. BAKER 
of Maryland and Mr. Corrin, have been called out of the city. 
I ask that they be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KIEFER (when the name of Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota 
was called). Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. MCCLEARY, was 
very ill this afternoon with a severe headache. I walked part of 
the way home with him and know he was suffering severely. I 
ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAHANY. I ask that my colleague, Mr. CHICKERING, 
who has been called out of the city, be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KULP. I ask that my colleague, Mr. LEISENRING, be ex- 
cused, as he is out of the city. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PUGH. My colleague, Mr. Lewis, is detained at his home 
in Kentucky attending a session of court on very important legal 
business. He e ted to have been here before now, but was 
detained. I ask that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER 3 The Chair is informed that the 
gentleman already leave of absence. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The gentleman from New York [Mr. FAIR- 
CHILD] has been suddenly called out of town, and I ask that he 
be excused. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Now, here is an illustration of the way this thing works: The 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] Bibs excused in the early 
part of the session to-night, but must haye been cured by elec- 
tricity, for he is here now. [Lau 


hter. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California, 1 think the House ought to give 
thanks for the miraculous restoration to health of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT]. I simply ask that we do so by 
proceeding at once to business. [Applause.] 


1896. 
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Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I do not know what 
the gentleman from California means. I know this, that when I 
left the House this afternoon I requested my colleague [Mr. TATE 
to represent me in a matter that I thought might come up, as 
was not feeling very well. I did not come out to the night ses- 
sion, not being well enough, but having received information that 
there was a call of the House proceeding, and that no quorum was 
here, in order to help to make a quorum as far as I could, and at 
very great inconvenience and discomfort to myself, I came, be- 
lieving it to be my duty to doso. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to state to the 
House that Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia is marked present on the 
first call. The Chair has no recollection of anybody asking that 
he be excused. Soit seems that the gentleman from California 
and the tleman from Missouri are both in error. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. The gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Tare] did ask that his coll e, Mr. BARTLETT, be excused 
on account of illness to-night. I know Mr. BARTLETT to be a 
gentleman who would come here if he could in the performance 
of his duties, and I am satisfied that everything that he has said 
is absolutely correct. He has set a first-class example to the Re- 
publicans of this House about attending these sessions. [Ap- 


plause. ; 

Mr. JIMPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
McCaLL of Massachusetts, who has been called home on account 
of important business, may be excused, 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk resumed the call of the roll. 

Mr. GARDNER. Lask that my colleague, Mr. PITNEY of New 
Jersey, be excused. He is absent from the city, in New Jersey. 
I think he has leave of absence, although I am not sure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the 
gentleman has leave of absence. 

GARDNER. And I ask, also, that Mr. McEwan and Mr. 
HOWELL, my colleagues, who are both out of the city, be excused. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the names of the absentees. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. The gentleman from Idaho [Mr. 
WILSON] has leave of absence, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has leave of ab- 
sence already, and needs no excuse. 

Mr. MAHANY. Lask that my colleague, Mr. McCormick, be 
excused on account of illness, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAHANY,. I also ask that my colleague, Mr. WILBER, be 
excused. He is out of the city. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WANGER. I ask that my colleague, Mr. MAHON, be ex- 
cused. As is well known, he is one of the most constant in attend- 
ance on these Friday night sessions. He was in attendance here 
this afternoon, and left here suffering with a severe headache. I 
have no doubt that is the cause of his absence this evening. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BELKNAP. My colleague, Mr. Lormer, is absent on 
account of serious illness in his family. I ask that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He is already excused, as the 


Chair is advised. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask that the gentleman from Iowa Ar. 
HEPBURN] be excused, on account of important business. i 
is the only night session during the present Congress from which 
he has been absent. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HILL. Iask that my colleague, Mr. RUSSELL of Connect- 
icut, be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOWE. I ask that my colleague, Mr. HURLEY, be ex- 


There was no objection. 

Mr. FARIS. Ido not know whether my colleague, Mr. JOHN- 
son of Indiana, is excused or not. Itis well known that he is 
absent from the city, sick. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands he has 
leave of absence. 

ve POOLE. Task that my colleague, Mr. FAIRCHILD, be ex- 
cused, 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call of the roll and the re- 
sponses of those who came in after the roll call show that there 
are 166 gentlemen present. The Chair is ready to entertain any 
motion. 

Mr. PICKLER. I offer the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms is hereby authorized and directed to 
oo ai bring to the bar of the House all members absent without leave of 


The resolution was agreed to, 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a 
parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. I wish to ask as to how short a 
time is probably the least time in which absent members may be 
found and be brought here, and at what expense per member? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has propounded 
a conundrum which the Chair is utterly unable to answer. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I think in the last session 

Mr. PICKLER. ar order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. There is nothing now in order 
except a motion to dispense with further proceedings under the 
call, or a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Speaker, itis evident that we can not 
get a warrant issued before the time at which we are compelled 
to adjourn. Therefore I move to dispense with further proceed- 
ings under the call. 

Mr. PICKLER. order. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That is the regular order. I move to dis- 
pense with further proceedings under the call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
led moves to dispense with further proceedings under 

e call. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
MILNES) there were—ayes 39, noes 78. 

So the motion to dispense with further proceedings under the 
call was rejected. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, if the House will permit just 
a word, I understand the record shows that these proceedings in 
the last eight years have never resulted in bringing in more than 
nine members. In view of the lateness of the hour and the ex- 
pense of the proceedings under a call, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. PICKLER. I make the point of order that there has been 
no business done since that motion was made before. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest that no 
business can be done in a House that is without a quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. But there has been no other motion made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A motion to dispense with fur- 
ther 5 

Mr. PICKLER. The last business was a motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No; the last motion was to dis- 
pense with further 5 inga under the call. 

A CKERY. The motion to adjourn is in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
DOLLIVER] moves that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken. 

Mr. NORTHWAY demanded a division. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

On the call for the yeas and nays there were—ayes 30, noes 51. 

Accordingly (one-fifth voting in favor thereof) the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House having ordered the 
ME and nayson themotion to adjourn, the gentleman from South 

ota moves to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 
X a MILNES. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay that motion on the 
able. 

Mr. BISHOP. I rise toa point of order. 

The SPEAKER ES tempore, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BISHOP. e motion of the gentleman from South Dakota 
is not in order. It is the privilege of the minority to demand the 
yeas and nays, and it can not be taken away from them. 

Mr. PICKLER. Les; it can. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, under the practice the majority 
can reconsider a vote 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will please be in 
order. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Under the uniform practice, as I recollect it, 
the majority can reconsider the vote by which the yeas and nays 
were ordered; but then on reconsideration one-fifth of those pres- 
ent can again demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PICKLER, I demand the regular order. 

3 MILNES. The regular order is to lay your motion on the 
e. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will suggest to the 
gentleman from Missouri that a motion is pending to lay on the 
table the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Speaker— 

The SPEAKER pro 20 oe The question now is—— 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, I do not think that a motion 


5318 


= rooma the vote by which the yeas and nays were ordered 
in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The Constitution provides that one-fifth of 
those ore can demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 
man from Iowa. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman is out of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 
man from Iowa. 

Mr. PICKLER. He has not risen to a point of order. The gen- 
tleman from Iowa has not stated that he rose to a point of order. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I rise to a question of order; and 170 point 
of order is that the motion of the gentleman from South Dakota, 
to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and nays were ordered, 
is not in order. The taking of the yeas and nays is a mere form 
of counting the vote, and after the yeas and nays have been 
ordered no motion of that sort is inent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of 


er. 

Mr. PICKLER. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Michigan to lay on the table the motion of 
the gentleman from South Dakota toreconsider the vote by which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

. POWERS. On that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 


Laughter and applause. } JÁ ; 

l The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair holds that that de- 
mand is notin order. The Chair will state the parliamentary sit- 
uation. The question is—— 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. TERRY. I just want to suggest a parliamentary inquiry 
along here. A call for the yeas and nays has been made and 
was sustained by thirty-odd members. There were 60 on the 
other side. Now,if you can reconsider a vote of that kind, 60 can 
deny to 30 the constitutional right to demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas that the decisions are clear on the subject 
as they appear at the desk. The Chair will now state the parlia- 
mentary situation. The A and nays having been ordered, the 

tleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] moves to reconsider 

e vote by which the yeas and nays were ordered, and the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. MILNES] moves to lay that motion on 
the table. Those in favor of the latter motion will say ‘‘ aye.” 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK and others, Division! 

The House divided. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas are 48, 
the nays 48; and the motion is lost. 

Mr. PICKLER. Regular order! 

Mr. POWERS. On that question I demand the yeas and nays, 
and I insist that that isin order. If it is competent for this House 
to divide and take a vote with no quorum present, it is entirely 
competent under the circumstances for one-fifth of those present 
to demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair had already decided 
that the motion was lost. The Chair understands that the demand 
of the gentleman from Vermont now is that the yeas and nays be 
taken on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. POWERS. On either question. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is too late. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has already decided 
the other question, and has seen no reason to change that decision. 

Mr. POWERS. Then I will ask for the yeas and nays on the 
original motion. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will suggest to the 
gentleman from Vermont that this is a mere question of the 
method of taking a vote in the House in which there is no quorum, 
and the Chair is of the opinion that the yeas and nays are not 
pro} 3 demanded. 

. PICKLER. Regular order. 

Mr. POWERS. I do not want to embarrass the situation, so I 


the yeas and nays were ordered. 
e question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced 

that the noes seemed to have it. 

A division was demanded by several members. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 43, noes 56, 

So the motion to reconsider was rejected. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand tellers on this motion. 

Mr. MILNES. Mr. Speaker, I move that all the absentees be 
now excused. 
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Mr. PICKLER. I demand tellers. I believe I have the floor, 
Mr. Speaker, or ought to have it. Lai, Saye 

Mr. MILNES. e gentleman from South Dakota thinks he 
ought always to have the floor. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, 39 members voting in favor thereof; and 
Mr. PICKLER and Mr. TALBERT were appointed. 

Mr. MILES (during the count by tellers). Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is dividing, and the 
gentleman is not in order. 

The House haying again divided, the tellers reported—ayes 62, 


noes 48. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House decides to reconsider 
the motion whereby the yeas and nays were ordered, and the 
question now recurs on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MILNES. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. MCRAE. Is not that the pending question, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PUGH. W hile we are laboring here with closed doors in 
this dense atmosphere in the e of this magnificent assem- 
blage of ladies who grace with their presence this kindergarten 
performance in the national schoolhouse, I would like to know 
ORITA call of the House suspends the rule against smoking in 

e Hall? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not. If any gentleman 
smokes in the Hali he infringes the rule. 

Mr. PUGH. Not only one, but quite a number of those present 
have been infringing the rule, and while it may be fun for the 
boys on the floor, it must be very disagreeable to the ladies and 
other visitors in the galleries. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. MILNES], who has just made a motion 
to adjourn, that the question before the House is on the motion to 
adjourn, and the pending question is whether the House will 
order the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The dyaman being taken, the yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. PICKLER. 5 penner, I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair holds that motion to 
be out of order. The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. PICKLER. From that decision of the Chair I appeal. 

The SPEAKER pe tempore. The Chair declines to entertain 
the appeal. [Applause.] 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 27, nays 119, not 
voting 209; as follows: 

YEAS—27. 


r, 
Tagor, Nebr. 
Hicks, 
Hunter, 
Lacey, 
Latimer, 
Long, 


NAYS—119. 


Kirkpatrick, 
Kulp, - 
yto: 


Aldrich, Ala. 
Avery, 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Calderiend, 
der 
Clardy, i 
ding, Griswold, 


McClellan, 
Milnes, 
Northway, 
Shannon, 
Snover, 
Spalding. 


Allen, Utah Southa: 


Soati 5 
rry, 
Stallin 
Stewart. N. J. 
Stewart, Wis. 
Stone, C. W. 
Strode, Nebr. 


Heatwole, 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 


Crowther, 


Cramp, 
Curtis, Kans, 
Danford, 

De Armond, 
De Witt, 


withdraw the demand. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the gentleman from South Dakota to reconsider the vote by which Ellis 


Shuford. 
5 
Smith, III. 
Smith, Mich. 
Sorg. 

NOT VOTING-209. 


Kerr, 
Kiefer, 
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C r, Fla. Hopkins, Mercer, W. 
Cooper, Tex. How: Meredith, Sherman, 
Cooper, Wis. Howell, Meyer, 8 er, 
Cousins, Huff, er, Kans. 8 
Cowen, Huling, Miller, W. Va. Spencer, 
Cox, Hull, Mi 6 8 e, 
Cro Hutehes Monden. Steph 
Wley. utcheson, onde! enson, 
Culberson, Hyde, Money, Stokes. 
Dalzell; Jenkins, Morse, Stone, W. A. 
Dayton, Johnson, Ind. Moses, it, 
Denny, Johnson, N. Dak. Mozley, Sulloway, 
Dingley. oy. M y, 8 T, 
mo Kendall, Neill, Swanson, 
Doolittle, Kleberg, Newlands, Taft, 
Dovener, Knox, Noonan, Tawney, 

g, Kyle, Odell, Thorp, 
Draper, Lawson, Ogden, we 
Ellett, Va. Leisenring, y. Treloar, 
Elliott, S. C. Lester, Overstreet, Tucker, 
Fairchild, Lewis, Owens, Turner, 
Fitzgerald, Linney, Parker, Turner, Va. 
Fletcher, Linton, Patterson, Fuer 
Foote, Livingston, Payne, nderwood, 
Gillet, N. Y. Lockhart, Larson, Upde; 5 
Goodwyn, Lorimer, Pendleton, Van Horn. 
Grosvenor, Loud, Perkins, Wadsworth, 
Grout, Low, Phillips, Walker, Mass. 
Grow, Maddox, Pitney, Walker, Va. 
Hani M ise N. hington, 

$ ahon, Bg, as 

Ariens, McCall, Mass, ey, White, 

Harr McCall, Tenn Ray, Wilber, 
McCleary, Minn. Reyburn, Wiliams, 

Hart, McClure, Richardson, Willis, 

Hartman, McCormick, Robertson, La. Wilson, Idaho 

Heiner, Pa. McCreary, Ky. Robinson, Pa. Wilson, S. C. 

Henderson, Me on, is Woodard, 

Hendrick, McEwan, Russell, Conn. Woodman. 

Henry, Ind. McLachlan, Russell, Ga. Woomer. 

Hepburn, McLaurin, Sauerhering, 

Hitt, McMillin, Scranton, 

Hooker, Meiklejohn, Settle, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas are 27 


and the nays are 119, and the House refuses to adjourn. 

The hour of 10.30 having arrived, the Chair, under the rule, 
announces the House adjourned until Monday next at 12 o’clock. 
[Applause. ] 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. MORSE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7083) 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Capitol build- 
ing, and for other purposes, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1831); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the joint resolution of the Senate 
(S. R. 7) authorizing the issue of duplicate medals where the 
originals have been lost or destroyed, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1834); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4985) to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Interior to convey to the State of Colo- 
rado, etc., reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1847); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 91) providing for 
the adjustment of certain claims of the United States against the 
State of Tennessee, and certain claims of Tennessee against the 
United States, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1848); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House. as follows: 


The bill (S. 65) entitled “An act for the relief of J. E. Gilling- 
waters.” (Report No. 1829.) 
12 Mr. TON, from the Committee on Mili Affairs: 
e bill (H. R. 4093) for the relief of Samuel D. Hubbard. 
(Report No. 1830.) 


The bill (H. R. 6368) for the relief of Thomas J. Sheppard. 
(Report No. 1832.) 
e bill (H. R. 5036) for the relief of James H. Smith, of Man- 
chester, Ohio. (report No 1833.) 


By Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee onthe Public Lands: 
The bill (S. 1320) entitled “An act to confirm the title to certain 
lands in William Morgan and Harrison Moore, and to require the 
issue of patents therefor.” (Report No. 1835.) 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R.8788) granting a pension to Mary A. Widdores. 
(Report No. 1836.) 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R.8451) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
1 fe a id No. 1 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 8162) to increase the pension of William H. Dyer. 
(Report No. 1838.) 

y Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 6535) granting a pension to Lovezila L. Patterson. (Re- 
port No, 1839.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R.7153) increasing the pension of George W. Peters, 
Company I, Twelfth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry. 
(Report No. 1840.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 3691) granting a pension to Catharine Kelley, widow 
of John Kelley. (Report No. 1841.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 4967) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph P. Harmon, late poe in Company K, Fifth Maine Vol- 
8 ps Company B, Seventh Maine Volunteers. (Report 

0. . 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 7582) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha A. Avery. 
(Report No. 1843.) 

By Mr. WILSON of New York, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs: The bill (H. R. 8197) for the relief of John T. Guerin. 
(Report No. 1844.) 

By Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 5409) for the relief of J. T. Taylor. (Report No. 1845.) 

By Mr. ALLEN of Utah, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands: The bill (H. R. 6260) to provide compensation for a bridge 
and for buildings and other improvements constructed by certain 
persons upon public lands afterwards set apart and reserved as 
the Yellowstone National Park. (Report No. 1846.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
ne following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 8998) to establish a dollar- 
pee tay standard of wages for labor—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 8999) to prohibit the further 
issuance of interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Con- 
gress—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H.R.9000) for the 
erection of a monument to Gen. U. S. Grant in the city of 
n D. C. —to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 9001) to regulate the pay- 
ment of import duties—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 9023) to prevent the spread of 
contagious diseases in the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A joint resolution (H. Res. 
185) declaratory of the intent and meaning of a certain uct named 
therein—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A concurrent resolution (House Con. 
Res. No. 48) for the printing of copies of the report of the Joint 
Committee on the Dedication of Chickamauga and Chattanooga 
National Park—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A resolution (House Res. No. 338) requesting 
the Committee on Rules to fix an early date for the consideration of 
a reported by the Committee on Patents—to the Committee 
on Rules, 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A memorial of the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts, relative to the navigation of the Connecti- 
cut River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on War Claims 
was enn perk . from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6648) for 
the relief of Mrs. Celia Ford, late a laundress in Battery F, Second 
Regiment, United States Artillery; and the same was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, ee bills of the following titles 


were presented and referred as follows: 

By r. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 9002) for the relief of the heirs 
of H. E. Muhlenberg, late collector of the Ninth United States 
internal-reyenue district of Pennsylyania—to the Committee on 


By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 9003) to remove the charge 

of desertion standing against the name of John M. R. Scott—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOWNING: A bill (H. R. 9004) to place the name of 

e Committee on 


Charles S. Devine on the pension roll—to 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 3 to pay J. E. Blue for grain 
and stock taken from him by United States troops in July, 1864— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: A bill (H. R. 9006) to pay & James E, Blue 
for grain and stock taken from him by United States troops in July, 
1864—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 9007) granting a pension to Wil- 
liam Ogden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 9008) for the relief of Dieterick 
Glander—to the Committee on Claims. 

RI Mr: LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 9009) granting a pension 
to William Barrett—to the Committee on Pensions. 5 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 9010) for the relief 
of the estate of Dr. J. M. Walker, deceased, late of Madison County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9011) for the relief of the estate of Samuel 
Hayes, deceased, late of Madison County, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9012) for the relief of T. M. D. Coln, of 
McNairy County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 9013) ting an increase 
of pension to J. F. Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. NOONAN: A bill (H. R. 9014) granting a pension to 
Elise Marsteller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill = R. 9015) for the relief of T. P. Sal- 
yer, of Lawrence County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SORG: A bill (H. R. 9016) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the record of Frank Miller, Company K, Fifth Regi- 
ment Ohio Cayalry Volunteers—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9017) to pension Mrs. Mary A. Tupper—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9018) to remove the charge of desertion from 
record of Allen Moore—Company K, Eighty-second Regiment 
Ohio Infantry Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 9019) for the relief of Daniel 
Wingate—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9020) for the relief of A. P. McIntosh—to 
the Committee on Claims. m ? 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 9021) to increase the pension of 

Gaylord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 9022) to correct the military record 

of George Schell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following 1 and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLUE: Petition of Mayor A. L. Selig and 50 other citi- 
zens of Lawrence, Kans., asking for the passage of a bill to pen- 
sion Hiram Hopson, to accompany House bill No. 2808—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BROWN: Petition of citizens of Chattanooga, Tenn., 
for the relief of book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of Annie Campbell to agit pace House 
bill No. 8993, for the relief of the heirs of the late Duncan H. 
Campbell—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of Margaret E. Gates, formerly 

t E. Springfield, widow of J. F. Springfield, late 
of Crawford County, Ark., asking reference of her claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Remonstrances and petitions of A. J. 
Bale and others; also of J. Fred Miller and others; also of citizens 
of Kalama, Tacoma, and other cities in the State of Washington, 
regarding the Marquette statue—to the Committee onthe Library. 

Also, of the faculty of the State University of Washington; also 
memorial of the citizens of Tacoma, Wash., favoring the adoption 
1 the metrie system to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 

ensures. 

Also, petition of citizens of South Tacoma, Wash.; also resolu- 
tions of Stedman Post of Whatcom; also petition of Plummer 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of New Whatcom, Wash., 
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favoring a service pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Tacoma and Vancouver, State of 
Washington, in favor of the passage of House bills Nos. 838 and 
4566, for 1-cent letter pos and the amendment of the postal 
laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Seattle Lumber Exchange, favoring the 
passage of Senate bill No. 1214, to appropriate funds for investi- 
goons and tests of American timber—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. EVANS: Petition of George W. Wheedon and others, 
of railroad department of the Young Men’s Christian Association, 
favoring the passage of House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, amend- 
ae Sn postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the New York Board of 
Trade and Transportation, urging Congress to give a wise and 
careful consideration of our currency and finances to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, resolution of the National Association of Manufacturers 
adopted at a convention in Chicago, Ill., for a uniform classifica- 
tion of freight rates throughout the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Nuttall Ornithological Club of Cam- 
bridge, Mass., favoring the creation of the office of director in 
chief of scientific divisions in the Department of Agriculture—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the National Association of Manufacturers of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, for an immediate and complete consular inspec- 
tion, which shall determine the present condition of the service, 
and also recommend in what manner it can be without delay made 
most effective—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of numerous citizens of the State of 


Missouri, praying for the of the Stone immigration bill— 
to the Committee on tion and Naturalization. 
Mr. HENDERSON: utions of the board of directors of 


the Manufacturers and Producers’ Association of California, ask- 
ing for legislation to prevent competition from the cheap labor of 
other countries—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of Pa =e Council, No. 9, Order 
United American Mechanics, of Dan Conn., unanimousl 
indorsing the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. LINTON: Remonstrances and petitions of citizens of 
New York, N. Y.; also of citizens of Newark, Ohio; also of citi- 
zens of Escondido, Cal., against the continuance of the Pére Mar- 
quette statue in the Capitol—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of citizens of Auburn, Ark., pro- 
testing against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of citizens of Peters Township, 
Franklin County, Pa., protesting against the passage of House 
bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolutions of a mass meet- 
gin St. Paul, Minn., favoring interference by the United States 

half of the Armenians—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
By Mr. ROBINSON of 5 Petition of Kennett Coun- 
cil, No. 182, of Chester County, Pa.; also of John P. Crozer Council, 
No. 187, of Chester, Pa., Order United American Mechanics; also 
of Washington Camp, No. 335, Patriotic Order Sons of America, 
favoring the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Resolution of directors of 
the Connecticut State prison, in opposition to House bill No. 6116, 
forbidding the interstate rtation of articles manufactured 
in penal institutions—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SORG: Paper to accompany House bill removing the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Frank Miller—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, letter of the Stomps-Burkhardt Company, of Dayton, Ohio, 
in favor of the p of House bill No. 6116, to protect free labor 
from competition with convict labor, and restricting the sale of 
convict-made goods to the State in which they are produced—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolution of the Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ Protective 
Association of Dayton, Ohio, relative to the payment of tax on 
distilled spirits in distilleries or other bonded warehouses—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Iron Molders’ Union, No. 283, of Hamilton, 
Ohio, favoring the nationalization of telegraph lines—to the Com- 
mitte on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Remonstrance and petition 
of 31 citizens of Wausau, Wis., urging the immediate removal of 
the Pére Marquette statue from Statuary Hall—to the Committee 
on the Library. 


in; 
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1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5321 


SENATE. 


SATURDAY, May 16, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous consent, 

the radne of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dis- 
nsed with, 


pe 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The signature of the Vice-President was announced to the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolutions, which had previously been 
signed by the 8 er of the House of Representatives: 

A bill (S. 2032) to grant right of way over the public domain 
for pipe lines in the States of Colorado and Wyoming; 

A bill (H. R. 128) for the relief of Henry H. Schrawder; 

A bill (H. R. 227) requiring bills of sale, conditional sales, mort- 

8, a FEN of trust of chattels in the District of Columbia to 
recorded; 

A bill (H. R.2451) to correct the records of the War Depart- 
ment in the case of Capt. Henry S. Pratt; 

A bill (H. R. 2740) to carry into effect a finding of the Court of 
Claims in favor of the estate of George Case, late of Independence 
Conni; Ark.; 

A bill (H. R. 3596) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
mili record of Michael McKenna; 

A bill (H. R. 4787) to establish the port of Conneaut, in the State 
of Ohio, as a subport of entry in the district of Cuyahoga, in the 
State of Ohio; 

A bill (H. R. 5388) for the relief of F. Alberts & Co., Muskegon, 


ich.; 

A bill (H. R. 5790) to permit the Pintsch Compressing Company 
to lay pipes in certain streets in the city of Washington; 

A bil (H. R. 6172) . the sale of the title of the United 
States in lot 5, square 1113, in the city of Washington; 

A bill (H. R. 61953) amending the statutes relating to the sale of 
printed copien of patents; 


A bill R.6663) to authorize andregulate the sale of unclaimed 
freight, aggago, and other property in the District of Columbia; 
A bill (H. 


. 6666) granting to Major C. A. Angel Post, No. 20, 
Grand Army of the cig of Lambertville, N. J., 4 condemned 
cannon and 20 cannon 5; 

A bill Mas R. 6836) to amend section 2981 of the Revised Statutes 
as amended by the act of June 10, 1880; 

A bill (H. R.7100) to donate 8 condemned cannon and 100 can- 
non shot to the Grand Army of the Republic Cemetery Associa- 
tion of Colorado; 

A bill (H. R. 7140) ting to A. L. Robeson Post, No. 42, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Bridgeton, N. J., 4 condemned cannon 


and 20 cannon balls; 

A bill (H. rhage anting to the Soldiers and Sailors’ Monu- 
ment Association of the county of Middlesex, in the State of New 
Jersey, 4 condemned cannon and 30 cannon balls; 

A bill (H. R.7172) donating 4 condemned cannon and 4 pyra- 
mids of condemned cannon balls to the Soldiers’ Monument Asso- 
ciation, of Allegan, Mich.; 

A bill (H. R. 7216) donating 1 condemned cannon and cannon 
balls to Grand Army of the Republic Post, No. 573, of Evans City, 


Pa.; 

A bill (H. R. 7264) to provide for the drainage of lots in the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R.7973) to establish a railroad bridge across the Mli- 
nois River near Grafton, III.; 

A bill (H. R. 8266) Seago Bay condemned cannon to Custer 
Post, No. 38, Grand Army of the Republic, of Etna, Pa., and 2 
condemned cannon to James G. Clark Post, No. 162, Grand Army 
of the Pepio; of Allegheny, Pa.; 

A bill (H. R. 8532) to establish certain harbor regulations for 
the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R.8013) donating 1 condemned cannon and 4 cannon 
balls to Grand Army of the ublic, L. W. Cooper Post, Depart- 
ment of Missouri, No. 81, of Lat op, Mo.; 

A bill (H. R. 8077) granting to Budlong Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Westerly, R. I., 2 condemned mounted brass 
cannon; and 

A jointresolution (H. Res. 122) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to deliver condemned cannon to Chamberlain Post, Grand 
Army of the Rep ably, to be posted by the soldiers’ monument at 
St. Johnsbury, Vt. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, in response to a resolution of the 
9th instant, calling for a carefuland thorough inquiry to be made 
regarding the number of aliens employed in the Department of 
Justice, stating that there are no aliens employed in that 
ment; which was ordered to lie on the table and to be pri 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, anncunced that the President had 
on the 15th instant approved and si the following acts: 

An act (S. 1865) for the relief of the National New Haven Bank 
of the State of Connecticut; and 

An act (S. 2870) to permit Rene C. Baughman to lay pipes in a 
certain street in the city of Washington. 


IMPROVEMENTS IN YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 


Mr. CARTER. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2540) to provide compensation for a bridge 
and for buildings and other improvements constructed by certain . 

persons upon public lands afterwards setapart and reserved as the 
Yellowstone National Park. 3 2 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Territories with an amendment, in line 21, 
before the word thousand,“ to strike out four“ and insert 
**one”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to the several persons in this act named the several sums 
mentioned herein, to be received and accepted in each case as full and final 
compensation for a certain bridge, buildings, and other improvements con- 
structed and made by said persons upon public lands afterwards reserved 
and set apart as the Yellowstone National Park by the act of March 1, 1872, 


namely: 

To C. J. Baronett, of Gardiner, Mont., for the bridge known as Baronett’s 
Bridge,” over the Yellowstone River, and the ag ger thereto, $5,000. 

To James C. McCartney, of ner, Mont., for certain buildings at or 
near Mammoth Hot Springs taken and used by the United States, $3,000. 

To Matthew McGuirk, of Los Angeles, Cal., for certain buildings at or near 
Mammoth Hot Springs taken and used by the United States, $1,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


DENVER, CRIPPLE CREEK AND SOUTHWESTERN RAILROAD. 


Mr. TELLER. Iam directed by the Committee on Forest Res- 
ervations and the Protection of Game, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 8590) granting to the Denver, pee Creek and South- 
western Railroad Company a right of way for a railroad through 
the South Platte and Plum Creek forest reserves, in the State of 
Colorado, to report it favorably without amendment, and as it is 
a local bill, I ask that it may be = upon its passage now. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PATRICK LARKIN. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 1381) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Patrick Larkin. It isa bill of only a few 
lines and will take but a moment. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to remove the 
charge of desertion eee e the name of Patrick Larkin, 
late a private in Company K, Fourth Regiment of Vermont In- 
et eee and to issue an honorable discharge as of date 

e 17, 1864. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HISTORICAL DOCUMENTS IN DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, was ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed: A 
To the Senate: y 

I transmit herewith, in to the resolution of the Senate dated 
9th instant and . of State. a report of that — Foe 
accompanied by copies of printed documents con the information de- 
sired respecting the historical archives deposited in the rtment of State, 

GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, May 15, 1896. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT M’KEESPORT, PA. 


Mr. QUAY. Lask unanimous consent to call up a brief pub- 
lic buil ing bill, the bill (S. 3105) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at McKeesport, Pa. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or other- 
wise, a site and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, 
including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, 
elevators, and approaches, for the use and accommodation of the 


5322 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —SENATE. 


May 16, 


United States post-office and other Government offices at McKees- 
port, State of Pennsylvania, the cost of site and building, includ- 
ing the vaults, heating and ventilating 2 elevators, and 
approaches, complete, not to exceed $200,000. 

Tho bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TRIAL OF CITIZENS ARRESTED IN CUBA. 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask leave to call up the resolution of instruc- 
tion to the Committee on Foreign Relations, relative to the trial 
of citizens arrested in Cuba, which I submitted yesterday morning. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to make a report from a committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will not the Senator 
to be transacted? 

Mr. MORGAN. I merely want to take the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest that the Senator from Alabama be 
allowed to call up the resolution, and then he will yield. 

Mr. TURPIE. I should like to call up a bill. Ido not think 
it will lead to any debate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave submitted a resolution of instruction 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations upon a matter that is of 
vital importance to this country. It will take me but a little 
while to express my views upon it and inform the Senate of the 
grounds upon which I proceed and the necessity for it. I have 
not had even the opportunity of disturbing the Senate or annoy- 
ing it for a long while, and I trust I shall not be deprived of a 
very brief moment in which to express my views on this question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The resolution indicated by the Senator from Alabama will be 
read for information. 

The Secre read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Moraan, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations is directed to inquire 
and report to the Senate what are the rights of the United States, under our 
treaties with Spain, as to the trial of our citizens arrested in Cuba and now 
under condemnation and sentenced to death i Bap Spanish military tribu- 
nals for alleged offenses of a political or other character against the Spanish 
laws or Government, and to report on that snbject by bill or otherwise. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of State is directed to send to the Senate literal 
copies of the original text of a protocol of conference and declarations con- 
cerning judicial procedure, signed by Caleb Cushing, as minister of the 
United. States, and Señor Don Fernando Y. Collantes, minister of the King of 
Spain, on January 12, 1877, as the same was executed and interchanged, both 


in the English and a languages; and that he will inform the Senate 
whether the established or agreed original text of said protocol is in the Eng- 


lish or the Spanish lan; - 
of State is further directed, if itis not incom- 


low morning business 


guage. 
SEC, 3. That the Secretar 
patible with the public service, to communicate to the Senate ies of an 
correspondence that has taken place between the Governments of Spain 221 
the United States respecting the said protocol and its bearing or effect upon 
the trial and condemnation of citizens of the United States who were recently 
captured on or near the vessel called the Competitor. which was seized under 
Spanish authority in Cuban waters, or near to that island. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none, and the 
Senator from Alabama will proceed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the recent action of Congress 
relating to the civil war in the Island of Cuba has not been re- 
ceived by the Government or people of Spain as a rightful declara- 
tion of the attitude of the Government and people of the United 
States upon this subject,in which the rights and welfare of our 
country are vitally concerned. 

In that declaration of our opinions as to the existence of public 
war in Cuba, and that the parties engaged in it should be recog- 
nized as belligerents, there is no just cause of complaint on the 

art of the Government of Spain that Congress has in any act or 
Recitation either overstepped their plain rights or that they have 
exhibited an unfriendly disposition toward that Government. 

And in the further and more decisive step proposed to be taken 
under the resolution referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions that I offered in the Senate, if it is adopted by Congress, there 
can be no just deduction or inference of our unfriendliness to 
Spain as a nation. 

It is the right of the Government of the United States to declare 
the status and define the duties of its citizens as they relate to 
and are affected by the existence of a state of war in any foreign 
country. If the motive is just, no nation can be called in ques- 
tion for such a declaration. This duty becomes imperative when 
the rights of our people demand that such a formal declaration 
shall be made to define their international status, for their own 
re; tion and protection in their intercourse with a country in 
which war is flagrant. We are not fixing the status of Cuba, but 
of our own people. Our proximity to the Island of Cuba, our 
important commercial relations with those people, the ownership 
of valuable property that our people have acquired in Cuba under 
the sanction of treny agreements with Spain, the actual residence 
of many of our people in Cuba, and the resort of a great number 
of Cubans to the United States seeking hospitality, create rela- 


tions of such an intimate nature with that island that we are 
compelled to examine into the condition of their people and to 
determine for ourselves whether they are at peace or engaged in 


war. Our extradition treaties with Spain make such an inquiry 
an unavoidable duty. 

In the performance of this duty we avers that a long series of 
events in Cuba that it would not be profitable to enumerate, but 
are extremely painful to our conceptions of humanity, has so 
excited the sympathies of our 8 that our action as a Govern- 
ment, however impartial, will be attributed by Spain to an inimi- 
cal feeling on the part of the United States. We do not disavow 
our share in that state of feeling that animates the people of the 
United States, but we base our proposed action upon our strict 
right under the laws of nations, and solely upon the duty that the 
Government owes to the people of the United States. 

The laws of nations clearly establish the right of any neutral 

wer to define its neutrality and the duties thereby enjoined un- 

er those laws by declaring that, as to its government and people, 
it will recognize the existence of a state of war in a foreign coun- 
try and will accord equal rights to both belligerents. 

The instances in which this right has been exercised are so 
numerous as to remove the subject of its legitimacy from the 
field of discussion, and its honest exercise is no just cause of 
offense to any nation. If Spain denies us this right, it can only 
be upon the ground that it is not honestly exercised. In the case 
that is quite analogous in principle and in the facts, of the recog- 
nition by Spain of the belligerency of the Confederate States 
government, before any of the great battles of our civil war had 
been fought, the United States did not assume that the action of 
Spain was influenced by any unfriendly spirit or purpose of hos- 
tility, and did not dispute the right of Spain to perform that im- 
portant act. 

It was then conceded to Spain that the proximity of Cuba to the 
Southern States and the existence of negro slavery in both the 
neighboring countries was a just cause for her precaution in 
declaring that public war existed in the United States, that the 
parties enga were lawful belligerents, and that she would 
maintain a strict neutrality between them. If the United States 
had known that Spain was then contemplating the invasion of 
Santo Domingo and had formed a league with other powers to 
execute that purpose on the pretext that the United States had 
designs upon that island, intending to acquire a right to the Bay 
of Samona, her recognition of the belligerency of the Confederate 
States would have been justly regarded as being unfriendly to the 
United States. 

When the designs as to the Bay of Samona, so attributed by 
Spain to the United States, were found to be untrue, and Spain 
still pushed the occupation of Santo Domingo with the purpose of 
conquest, and was moved to this invasion by the ulterior desi 
of establishing in that island a military occupancy that would 
hold the United States in check and endanger her frontiers, the 
unfriendly act of Spain was manifest. 

Allusion is made to these facts, not to justify the future action 
of the United States with reference to Cuba by a spirit of retali- 
ation for the past, but to present a contrast which, at least, is not 
disparaging to the United States in her attitude toward the Cuban 
poo le. The United States, chiefly for the purpose of avoidin 

ifficulties with Governments whose colonies are near us an 
whose subjects are ander monarchic rule, to which our people 
and their institutions are opposed, in the early days of the Re- 
public enacted very stringent laws, added to the laws of nations. 
for preventing our people from interfering in the local affairs of 
neighboring States. 

At great cost and under circumstances of a most trying char- 
acter we have carefully performed this self-imposed task. No 
just charge of indifference or delinquency has been made by any 
of these neighboring powers against the United States respecting 
the faithful execution of our own laws on this subject. 

For reasons that relate exclusively to the dissatisfaction of the 
Cubans with Spanish rule under the Spanish monarchy, which 
we have in no way incited or promoted, insurrection, attended 
with violence, war, and rapine, has, on several occasions, spread 
through the island, and has included in its disastrous progress 
every interest and every human being in Cuba. Not one of these 
commotions has failed to draw into its vortex many citizens of 
the United States, and very important rights of persons and prop- 
erty have been frequently e to serious danger. At the close 
of each of these outbreaks the United States have been compelled 
to present to Spain many large and just claims for compensation 
for very heavy losses sustained by our people. Some of the most 
important of these claims have been the price of the blood of our 
people that was shed, oftentimes under circumstances of det 
that were shocking to humanity, and by the order of the Spanis 
authorities in Cuba. 

It has been and is stilla most trying and difficult task to restrain 
the wrath of our people when they have seen their own Govern- 
ment, restrained by the supposed duty of nonintervention, stand by 
while these unchristian barbarities were being perpetrated. Our 
people have been naturally impatient while their Government has 
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been deliberately waiting for the opportunity to measure the worth 
of these wrongsin dollars, at theend of protracted delays and finess- 
ing by the diplomatic agents of the Spanish Government. The 
American people have been the anxious witnesses of this terrible 
series of wrongs for many years, and have the record of them stored 
is their memory. They are written in the indignant declarations 
of every American President and statesman who has ever made an 
official utterance on the subject, and yet these wrongs have been 
repeated and endured until our right to resent them is scornfully 
disputed by Spain. None of our representatives have expressed 
either an opinion or a doubt to the contrary in the past, and what- 
ever doubts are now expressed, the facts will forever remain un- 
changed. They can not be changed until Spain changes her harsh 
policy. Our just pride in the principles of our Government, which 
embody the essence of human liberty and encourage the aspira- 
tions of all who crave that element and condition of msible 
manhood, and our recollections of the price at which this great 
blessing has been obtained, alike impel us to indulge our active 
sympathy for all men who are engaged in a struggle for the right 
of local self-government. But the people of the United States, 
while they are conscious of the claims of our system of govern- 
ment upon the hearts of all enlightened people, are not propa- 
gandists of their free institutions. They the right of every 
people to settle for themselves all matters that relate to their in- 
ternal affairs. This sacred duty has held them in check in every 
case where wars in foreign states have occurred, unless in the 
conduct of such wars the rights of humanity, as they are recog- 
nized in Christian countries, are flagrantly violated by the bellig- 
erents. 

It is not incumbent on them, nor do they feel or admit that it 
is their duty, to witness at their doors the use of barbarous means 
for the repression of the demand of a people for liberty and for 
stifling the outcries of the victims of arrogant and cruel despot- 
ism, whoever may be the despot or however ancient may be his 
title. If the dealing of the Spanish Government with the people 
of Cuba was such as to challenge the approval of the public opin- 
ion of the world there could be no need for the suppression of 
information as to the conduct of hostilities and the results of con- 
flicts of arms after their occurrence, such as is practiced by that 
Government with such rigid energy. Other nations from which 
the truth is excluded are not the enemies of Spain, nor are they 

ies upon her military operations. The island is guarded along 
the entire coast with numerous and powerful war vessels, so that 
there is little opportunity for access to the interior, and a strict 
censorship of the press and mails and telegraphic communications 
excludes the world from knowledge of the truth in respect of cur- 
rent events in Cuba. American newspaper correspondents who 
write se brig thatis not derogatory to the Cuban army or people 
are expelled from the island. This close censorship is only an 
imputation upon the people of the United States, and is based 
upon the assumption that they are Spain’s secret enemies. Our 
people are incapable of disguising their opinions or sentiments, 
either through fear or for the sake of secret advantage. 

Notwithstanding these difficulties and the A meme of the Span- 
iards, enough has transpired to prove beyond denial that a great 
civil war has been waged in Cuba since the autumn of 1894 that 
has increased in 2 with startling rapidity and strength. 

The remotest and least informed nations of Christendom know 
that public civil war exists in Cuba and that it is conducted by 
armies in the field, regularly organized, eguinped. and commanded 
by commissioned officers, in which are enlisted 150,000 Spanish 
troops, and more than 50 war vessels, and not less than 50,000 
Cuban troops. 

It is utterly preposterous to assert that a state of war does not 
exist in Cuba in the face of such facts and when there is not an 
important town or village where the Spaniards have possession 
that is not held as a military camp or post. Yet it is upon this 
denial by Spain that a state of war exists in Cuba that she is de- 
manding of the United States that we shall assume the false atti- 
tude that we have no right, even for the protection of the rights 
of our own people, to assert the truth and act upon that assertion. 
It is required of us that we shall recognize a state of perfect peace 
as existing in Cuba, when every human life in the island is in 
constant peril and no place there that is not exposed constantly 
to deadly warfare with torch and sword. We are warned by 
Spain that if we formally acknowledge the fact that war exists 
in Cuba, and regulate the conduct of our people accordingly, she 
will consider such a declaration as an unfriendly act and, at her 
option, a just cause of war. 

If we were a Spanish dependency or province our position would 
scarcely be 1 to us with a more exacting assertion of royal 
authority than Spain sets up, as her right, to compel us to deny 
the truth of the situation as it is in Cuba. Our Government is 

uired by Spain to ignore or deny the truth as to the war in 
Cuba. The recognition of the existence of open, public war in a 9 
country or between any two countries can not be made in accord- 


ance with the laws of nations without the necessary predicate that 
there are at least two belligerent parties. 

If the collision and struggle of arms is a riot or insurrection, 
it is not a state of war. But no nation can arrogate to itself the 
exclusiveright, by its mereaffirmation and contrary to the fact, to 
say that a strife that begun in insurrection, and continues with- 
out abatement for more than a year, has not assumed the pro- 

rtions of a public war, when that fact concerns the rights or 
interests of the people of a foreign government. 

It is no breach of the peace of nations for such a foreign goy- 
ernment to know, acknowledge, and declare the truth. 

If the strife originated in onon rebellion, with an organized pro- 
visional government that declares its right to political autonomy 
and independence, and is not a mere insurrection intended to se- 
curea ess of grievances from a government whose authority 
is acknowledged, the state of public war will be attributed to 
such an outbreak when it has assumed the phase of de facto gov- 
ernment, and it should be so recognized when it has attained to 
the power and authority of a government de facto over the region 
that it assumes to govern. In either of these cases, however, any 
foreign government may, when its interests are affected, recog- 
nize such a government as being rightful while its power contin- 
ues, although it is an insurrection, without giving just ground of 
offense to the mother government. Inthe case of Cuba there has 
not been a day since Spain lost her other American possessions 
that a large number of native Cubans have not felt deeply the de- 
sire and the necessity, as they view their condition, of entire inde- 
pendence of the Spanish Crown. $ 

his spirit and motive have alone caused the frequent attempts 
at revolution that have made Cuba a battle ground, consecrated to 
liberty, and the common cemetery of worthy patriots. 

While grievances, political and personal, and the domination of 
greedy despoilers set over them in authority by a power that was 
foreign to them in every interest and sympathy have aroused the 
native Cubans to violent resistance, in the wars that have ensued 
the aspiration for freedom and independence has been the great 
moving impulse in all these numerous attempts at revolutions. 
More distinctly than ever before the present war in Cubaisa war 
for independence and a determined purpose to establish a repub- 
lican form of government. 

The fact of the existence of such a war in Cuba may escape the 
vision of men in authority or elude their recognition of the truth, 
but it shocks the common sense of mankind that we are to be 
compelled, wee diplomatic oversight or deception, to admit 
as a nation that peace prevails in Cuba. This diplomatic fallacy 
has for its support several technical apologies and excuses that 
only make its allowance less agreeable to a truth-loving people. 
Among these diplomatic evasions is the alleged fact that the 
Cubans have no fortified towns or military defenses in their occu- 
pation. This grave suggestion is answered by the military say- 
ing that Forts are strongholds that are made to be taken,” and 
the Cubans do not choose to build them for that purpose; but 
more fully by the fact that the wise strategy of Cuban general- 
ship causes them to avoid such situations and thereby deprive 
the enemy of the advantages of his superiority in artillery. 

It is further alleged as a reason why the Republic of Cuba can 
not be a lawful belligerent that she has no seaports and no fleet. 
The attempt to hold a seaport without heavy artillery and strong 
defenses would only be an invitation to the entire Spanish navy 
to bel er the place. Such folly may be chivalric and charm- 
ing to dilettante warriors and carpet knights, but it can not mis- 
lead a Cuban general. To a diplomat such a situation in Cuba 
would dispense with the loneliness of feeling that afflicts him when 
precedents can not be found to settle his doubts, but to a sensible 
military leader it would be the climax of absurdity. It is not 
the lines of precedent that Cuba is trying to establish, but inde- 
pendence. Another supposed impediment to a recognition of the 

lligerency of Cuba is that she has no ship or flag on the seas. 

If Spain, with the support of the United States and other 
powers, can lawfully hold such armed vessels to be pirates, and 
that Cuban merchantmen are confiscable for sailing under Cuban 
registry or commissions, the assertion that they have no ships is 
equivalent to the declaration that the Republic of Cuba will not 
be permitted to have ships that may navigate the ocean under her 
own flag. If she is not a belligerent power, her war ships are 

irates and her merchantmen are contraband of the seas. This 
is the condition that we are helping Spain to fix, irrevocably, on 
Cuba. If war exists, the rights of war are of the same nature on 
the sea as on the land, and that fact being established, no honor, 
able nation can refuse to Cuba the rights of war on sea or land- 
if the decision of the question becomes material. If, for this 
reason, we deny belligerent rights to Cuba, itis not becanse she 
has no ea ve but because we will not permit her to sail them. If 
war actually exists between Spain and a body of people in Cuba 
the United States is bound by the laws of nations to impartial 
neutrality as to each belligerent. If, under such conditions, a 
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Cuban vessel, duly documented, should enter the port of New 
York on a commercial errand the United States could not refuse 
to protect her without assuming the rôle of an ally of Spain. We 
are not bound in honor or duty to aid Spain in putting down the 
Cuban struggle for liberty, and the people of the United States 
who are so severely censured by the Queen Regent for their al- 
leged difference in sentiment and opinion from our President as 
to Cuba, would refuse to support him if, in any way, he should be- 
come the virtual ally and helper of that cruel monarchy. 

While none of our Presidents have been influenced by such a 
purpose, and all of them who have dealt with this subject have 
only been controlled by a sense of duty, it is still true that, in 
their zeal to do right, they have often been the most potent force 
in aiding Spain in her persistent course of cruelty and bloodshed 
toward the people of Cuba. And in this mistaken zeal they have 
often inflicted severe and unnecessary wrongs upon our own people 
by failing to use their power to prevent them. If Spai un- 
derstood three years ago that, under the exact conditions that now 
exist in Cuba, the United States would recognize the belligerency 
of both parties, the Cubans would have been at least as free to- 
day as the Canadians are. But Spain has regarded the United 
States as being so far committed in the opposite direction that 
now she becomes insolently arrogant in denying to us that right. 

Our zealous efforts to prevent our people from expressing, in 
their conduct, the sympathy for Cuba that is honorable to them 
and responsive to their most cherished principles has met with no 
other vont Sabon from Spain than a demand that we shall continue 
in that réle, as a duty we owe to her, without regard to any cruel- 
ties she may choose to inflict, even upon our citizens, when they 
fall into her hands as prisoners of war and are massacred by her 
relentless and unchristian agents as traitors and pirates. Our 
people have not forgotten the Virginius tr y. 

it were possible to suppose that a condition of affairs could 
exist in Canada similar to that which is uently recurring and 
now exists in Cuba, the United States would hasten to vindicate 
the Anglo-Saxon race from the ber eg sme, and the whole 
world would applaud our intervention. But Canada is a happy 
colony because the Anglo-Saxon rules with justice, and the Crown 
of Great Britain honorsand loves itssubjects. The United States 
have not at any time posed a single step in the direction of 
intervention in Cuban affairs except by a tender of friendly 
offices between Spain and Cuba. These overtures having been re- 
pelled as an insulting interference, we now propose to take care of 
our own people by defining our attitude toward the contending 
forces in Cuba as that of absolute neutrality between belligerent 
wers. We have not heretofore been actually or properly neu- 
tral in these long-continued and frequently occurring wars in 
Cuba. 


the objection that Spain urges against our recognition of Cuban 
i i d open our mar- 

urchase of munitions of 

war. e are e to deny to 

gladly supply to 

markets w 


contraband goods from commerce? 
If, for any just cause, the United States should be compelled to 
e war against Spain, as the situation is now that declaration 
would make of every Cuban our national enemy, although the 
cause of such a declaration might be the cruelty of Spain toward 
the Cuban people, or some interference with the rights of some 
Cuban ship in our ports, or a demand for the extradition of a 


Cuban c with being in a riot, which we know to 
be a poli offense, because it was.a participation in a public 
civil war. 

If our people are captured or are held liable to capture by Spain 


for landing military 781 in the ports or on the coasts of 
Cuba, and are claimed to be liable to the death penalty as pirates 
or insurgents or rebels, either under the municipal laws of Spain 
or under the international law, as has been done during the pres- 
ent war and also in the former ten years’ war in Cuba, it isa 
national shame that such a condition of affairs is permitted by the 
United States out of friendly deference to a power that insists that 
peace prevails in that island, when all the world knows and Con- 
gress has declared that open public war is t there. When 
these dangers that are practically unavoidable and beyond the 
power of the Government are a constantly impending peril to the 
pence of the country, and when they can be removed by our just 

eclaration that the laws of war apply to such conduct and not 
the laws of treason, piracy, insurrection, or rebellion, it is almost 
inconceivable that our Government should be so derelict in its 
duty to our own people as to refuse to them this protection. 

Some of our citizens are now in Spanish prisons, condemned to 
death for an offense that is no more than mere smuggling under 
the laws of nations, if Cuba is now in a state Jes If war 
exists in Cuba, the offense is no more than a futile effort to run 
a blockade. 

Under our treaties with Spain these people, whatever may be the 
grade of their alleged offense, are notamenable to trial bya military 
tribunal. Such a court can have no jurisdiction of them in re- 
spect of the offense with which they are charged. 

No decent government can demand or accept a pardon for its 
citizens as a satisfaction of their wrongs, or for the national in- 
sult, when the tribunal that sentences them to death has no juris- 
diction to arraign and try them. Especially is this true where it 
is agreed between the powers, in express treaty stipulations, that 
such a tribunal shall not exercise jurisdiction over our people in 
. flagrant are inflicted le, the d 

en wrongs so are infli upon our people, the de- 
mand should be peremptory that the parties so convicted should 
first be disc from arrest under such a sentence and then a 
demand for a civil trial if Spain desires their further prosecu- 
tion. Until that sentence is set aside upon the disclaimer on the 
part of Spain of any right to impose it as the judgment of a court- 
martial the United States can not, in duty or honor, enter intoany 
discussion with Spain as to a trial of the accused before any other 
tribunal. Until it is set aside every day that these men suffer 
imprisonment is a day of national humiliation to us as a people. 
this complication would have been avoided if the United States 

had been as prompt in declaring the belligerent rights of Cuba as 
Spain was in d ing the belligerent rights of the Confederate 


States in 1862. 

The comparison of the action of the two Governments on these 
occasions is more to the credit of Spain’s courageous sense of na- 
tional right and duty than it is to our supposed magnanimity. 
Spain’s conduct did not forfeit our friendship toward that nation 
in 1862. Why should our recognition of Cuban belligerency be 
now regarded by Spain as an unfriendly act? It can only be for 
the reason that it disappoints the expectation of Spain that the 
United States will always be,as they have been, Spain’s most effi- 
cient ally in the suppression of Cuba's struggle for independence. 

The rights of citizens of the United States in Cuba are at this time 
dependent, in almost every way, upon the attitude of their Gov- 
ernment on the question Whether that island is in a state of peace 
or war. As the Government of the United States regards this ques- 
tion, so must their conduet be regulated while in Cuba. If insur- 
rection exists in Cuba, our Dope must not take part in it against 
the Government of Spain. ey may assist apes in its repres- 
sion. If their property is destroyed or damaged by insurrectionists 
that Spain has the power to repress, but neglects or fails to do so, 
they may claim damages from that Government and, if they are 
fortunate, the damages may be compensated at a future time. 

If the insurrection is so powerful that Spain is unable to pre- 
vent the damage done to our people resident in Cuba, their losses 
stand credited to the chances that occur in a state of imperfect 
war, and reason demands the sacrifice under the international 
law. So that, in a war of such magnitude as that which now 
prevni, although Spain may declare that it is pone, disturbed 

y insurrection, the claim for dunne suffered by our people is, 
in like manner, relegated to very doubtful prospects of future 
recognition or payment. 

It would be morally intolerable that, after this terrible struggle 
for the dominion of Cuba, the United States should make war 
upon Spain for her inability to pay or her refusal to recognize 
the claims of our people who have suffered in the throes of so 
great a convulsion. o friend] 


state would be likely ever to 
press such demands upon so 


ortunate a country. Our own 


experience in making such reclamations must inform us of the 
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extreme improbability of success in making such demands, even 
when the injuries are inflicted, under such trying circumstances, 
by the direct act of Spanish officials. A cat 

If, however, as is the case in Cuba, the insurrectionists embody 
almost the entire rural population of the island, and occupy it, 
except in towns, cities, and military camps actually held by Span- 
ish troops, and thus ess, hold, and control two-thirds of the 
area of the island, and if the large majority of the native popula- 
tion are engaged in the military control and defense of that area, 
and their country thus held is invaded by armies imported from 
Spain, there arises a presumption—such as arose in the Revolu- 
tionary struggle of 1776 in the United States—which has the sanc- 
tion of the laws of nations and the cordial approval of mankind, 
that the Spaniards have become the invaders and the Cubans are 
the true defenders of their native land. 

Can we so far torget the history of our own struggle for lib- 
erty, justice, honor, duty, life, and humanity in our Revolutionary 
war as to be indifferent to the heroic struggles and sufferings of 
the Cuban people who are fighting with o; i armies and 
marvelous success in a cause so nearly identical with that cause 
which in its triumph has been rewarded with results that now 
comprise the chief glory of the world? 

Massachusetts from 1675 to 1730 was in almost every respect as 
much insulated as Cuba is. With powerful tribes of hostile In- 
dians in the midst of the white settlements and occupying the 
continent to the west, she had little support from her feeble colo- 
nial neighbors. With resources of war that consisted of the pow- 
der horns, shot bags, and hunting knives that belonged to her men 
individually, and with scant stores of provisions even for the fam- 
ilies of the colonists, they protected themselves at once against 
King Philip and the King of England. 

In 1684 the high court of chancery in England declared the 
charter of Massachusetts forfeited, and Joseph Dudley was ap- 

ointed governor. He was quickly succeeded by Sir Edward An- 
1 This governor and his council decreed tax laws against the 
people that were arbitrary and 0 soides just as Spain has done 
in Cuba, only that the burden laid upon the people of Massachu- 
setts bears no comparison with the enormous exactions laid upon 
the people of Cuba. 

Andros was submitted to for two years, while Cuba has been 

und down for nearly a century. April, 1689, the people of 

assachusetts rose in arms, and the men of Boston,” aided b 
the men with the powderhorns and honing iye from the bac 
settlements, seized Andros and imprisoned him, seized the frigate 
Rose, stormed the British fortifications and took them, restored 
theold magistrates to office, and mended the seal of the old charter, 
which Andros had broken, and restored their ancient liberties. 

That was insurrection. It was successful, but it was a battle 
for restoration of just government and not a war for independ- 
ence. Great Britain had the good sense and the self-respect to 
give heed and due consideration to the will of the people, expressed 
even in acts of violent resistance to oppression. That was not a 
case for the recognition of the rights of belligerency in favor of 
the people of Massachusetts, because they were not waging war 
for independence, but for their rights under the British constitu- 
tion. is insurrection gave and harmony to the relations 
between the Crown and the colony for nearly one hundred years. 
A later occupant of the throne, surrounded by an 3 minis- 
try, undertook to repeat these aggressions in a different and milder 
form, and claimed the right to tax the colonies to pay the expenses 
of the war with France for the sovereignty of the Continent. 
These and other forms of asserting absolute power over the colo- 
nies in violation of their chartered rights created the fixed convic- 
tion among the people—not all of them, but the great majority— 
that independence of the British Crown was their only hope for 
justice, liberty, honor, and peace. j 

In this progress also Cuba is only repeating the history of our 
deliverance, with this difference in the surrounding conditions— 
that our wrongs were mere scratches on the surface as compared 
with those which mntilate the vitals of Cuba. 

Our next arousing was with arms in the hands of the people 
who, withouta general government and in scattered detachments, 
opened the war for independence and fought battles, led by colo- 
nels and captains, before independence had been declared by the 
thirteen colonies and before they hada general in the field. Again 
Cuba is found following painfully in the pathway to glorious lib- 
erty that our fathers marked out. Again Massachusetts came to 
the front and drove Hutchinson, the governor of the colony, into 
disgraceful retirement, rebelled against his government, but failed 
to overthrow it. 

General Gage, with the British army and navy to support his 
authority, succeeded him as governor and maintained in theory, 
as Spain is doing in Cuba, the sovereign supremacy of the Crown. 
This time it was open rebellion, not insurrection. was 
closed to all commerce as a seaport, and Marblehead was made 
the seaport of the colony. 

But Gage was driven out, and Massachusetts took control of her 


own affairs and joined the W congress of the colonies. At 


— 5 time her population, exclusive of slaves, did not exceed 250, 000 
souls. 

The nations of the earth were so impressed with the heroism of 
the struggle and the grand purpose of independence for which 
these scattered B peoples were fighting, that several of the leading 
powers hastened to recognize, not their belligerency merely, but 
their independence. Those powers did not stop to compare the 
battles that had been lost or won by the rebels, nor the number 
and equipment of the armies in the field, nor the ships on the sea, 
nor the size of the town that gave temporary shelter to their fugi- 
tive civil authorities, nor did they wait for the rebels to win some 
decisive battle, nor to feel the pulse of European monarchs to 
ascertain their wishes or to consult with them as to diplomatic 
precedent or propriety. 

Men lived and acted in those days with a sense of duty toward 
God and a feeling of 3 for the oppressed. If Cuba could 
find a race or nation in which such honest manhood has a cour- 
ageous recognition, the fetters of Spain, now ready to fall from 
her limbs, would no longer offend against all humanity and the 
sacred cause of liberty and independence. While we dare to re- 
member the history of Massachusetts, Virginia, North Carolina, 
Maryland, and their sister colonies without a feeling of self- 
reproach, we will not be found engaged in the humiliating task of 
searching for technical and frivolous excuses for debarring Cuba, 
by our action, from the power of self-defense against tyrants such 
as Weyler. 

A citizen of the United States residing in a rural district of Cuba 
would deserve the regard and care of his own Government if he 
should refuse to espouse the divine right of the Spanish monarchy 
to conduct such a war as is flagrant there, under the false pretense 
that it is only a legitimate effort to suppress insurrection. If he 
should witness, as he does and is compelled to do, the most inhu- 
man butcheries of innocent noncombatants—old men, women, and 
children—by the Spanish invaders and the death penalty or other 
infamous punishment inflicted upon enlisted men who are cap- 
tured in battle, he would have the right to insist that his Govern- 
ment, for his protection, sliould declare that he was living in the 
presence of war, instead of licensed rapine and murder under the 
8 of suppressing insurrection. And his country would be 

erelict if it refused to listen to his plea under such circum- 
stances. 

If the Cubans, under such conditions, should take his property, 
or compel him to pay tribute or taxes, or should compel him to 
enlist in their army, he would only yield, as every man may law- 
fully do, to the vis major, and his justification would be perfect. 
Even if ra ec in battle, after such an enlistment, the power of 
the Uni States under the laws of nations would, if it were ex- 
erted in time, be rightfully sufficient to save him from a felons’ 
death or imprisonment for life at the hands of the Spaniards. 

Just at this point, and to meet such emergencies, this citizen of 
the United States should find the law of protection that all men 
and all nations are bound to t. It is the right and duty 
that is all pervading, which shelters those from the crime of 
treason, rebellion, 3 insurrection, who yield to the author- 
ity of a government de facto, and are not officially connected with 
its conduct. 

Nations are bound by this law, and must respect it for the sake 
of humanity. 

If there can be any legal test by which to determine when a 
body of people engaged in hostilities in a given area of country are 
entitled to the rights of belligerency, to exempt them from per- 
sonal cap to the penalties of insurrection, it is this test: 
Does the government they are conducting, whether it is civil or 
military or both, in fact exclude the former government from its 
dominion over a region of country that is capable of demarcation 
by boundaries with reasonablecertainty, or an areathat corresponds 
with a known political or geographica division or district?” 

If such a government exists, while it continues in authority, it 
is a lawful belligerent under the laws of nations, and may be so 
si ene without offense to the opposing party. 

When a government is so lawfully entitled to a belligerent char- 
acter, it is because of the rights of the people within its jurisdic- 
tion to protection, and not Paans of any element of legitimacy 
that its rulers may assume or possess. From whatever source its 
power may come, it is only the existence of the power and not the 
method or plan of its administration that entitles it to recognition. 

The people it controls must obey a de facto government, use 
coed can not resist it, or because they are under no obligation to 

0 so. 

It can not be denied that the Cuban organization, now engaged 
in war with Spain, exercises jurisliction, either military or civil 
or both, over much the larger area of the island, and that it exer- 
cises authority over the t body of native Cubans in the rural 
districts of the island. Nor can it be denied that our citizens in 
that area, or enlisted in those armies, are subject to that de facto 
government, 
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It is their right to have their home government ize the 
belligerency of the de facto government in that part of Cuba, be- 
cause they can not otherwise escape the penalties of insurrection 
against Spanish authority if Spain chooses to enforce them. If we 
declare that war exists between Spain and the de facto government 
that commands the obedience of our people in Cuba who are within 
its power, the laws of war, as they are defined in the laws of na- 
tions, become applicable to them, and forbid Spain to treat them 
as insurrectionists. 

As between Cuba and Spain and the United States, considered 
as Governments, the demand for such recognition is a matter of 
mere policy, in which our course is purely discretionary, but 
when the rights of our citizens are involved the question that we 
mutt settle is whether a state of public war exists in that island. 
If such is the fact neither of the belligerents can insist that our 
people there, who fight in either army, and their property may be 
treated as being subject to punishment or forfeiture for the offense 
of insurrection or rebellion against either Government. 

Nothing could be more cruel than that the Government of the 
United States should say to a citizen enlisted in the Cuban army 
that he must wait until Cuba has won her independence before 
we can interpose to save his life or property if he is captured in 
war. If war exists in Cuba the American citizen residing there 
within the military command of the Cuban armies should not be 
required to remain subject to the laws of Spain and liable to its 
heavy penalties until the Cuban government de facto has become 
the government de jure by the success of its arms nor until it has 
a fixed capital, fortified posts, open ports under its authority, and 
ships bearing its flag on the seas. 

open, public war exists in Cuba, the fluctuations of success 
in battles furnish no reason for delaying the declaration of the 
fact and placing our people within the control and protection 
afforded by the laws of war. 

If war exists in Cuba, Spain has no right to compel the United 
States to aid in blockading the ports and coasts of Cuba against 
our own poopie and subjecting them to the penalty of death 
under Spanish law if they are captured in the attempt to smuggle 
arms into Cuba. If Spain is involved in actual war with opposing 
armies in Cuba, she must conform her conduct to thelaws of war 
and guard her coasts against those who would enter with their 
commerce, and such persons when captured must be treated as 
prisoners of war. 

The war in Cuba is political, as contradistinguished from a riot 
or insurrection not having in contemplation the change of the 
sovereign dominion of the island from a government by the mon- 
arch to a republic in which the people are soverign. This dis- 
tinction, with all its consequences, is admitted by both Govern- 
ments in the treaty of extradition concluded between them in 1877, 
which provides that— 


The provisions of this convention shall not import claimof extradition for 
any crime or offense of a political character, nor for acts connected with such 
poe Ba or offenses. 


The Government of the United States, on a demand of Spain 
for the extradition of a soldier enlisted in the Cuban army who is 
charged with the murder of a Spanish soldier slain by him in 
battle, would act without hesitancy and without the proof of 
any specific facts to prove the existence of a public, political war 
in Cuba, and would refuse extradition upon the undeniable facts 
that are known in every country in Christendom. She would not 
wait to count the respective forces, or the ships, or the fortified 
posts, or the size of the capitols to ascertain if war exists in Cuba 
and is conducted by governments. If thecrimecharged is piracy, 
incendiarism, robbery, or the destruction of property, and is 
shown to be “‘connected with any crime or offense of a political 


character,” the demand for extradition would be re under 
the terms of that treaty. After ponang ma sort of hospitality 
for political refugees from Cuba to our shores, only 90 miles dis- 


tant, we can not refuse them the protection to which we invite 
the Cubans when they fly to us for shelter in order to escape 
death, inflicted as a penalty for the breach of Spanish laws against 
treason and insurrection, when they have engaged in open, public, 
political war against Spain. This treaty of extradition was con- 
cluded on the 5th of January, 1877, and the Cushing-Collantes 
protocol . as to the effect of existing treaties in certain matters of 
judicial procedure” was signed on January 12, 1877, both Gov- 
ernments being represented by the same ministersin each instance. 

These ments were made at the close of the ten years of 
civil war in Cuba, in which we had many serious controversies 
with Spain—such as the Virginius affair—the future provision 
for which, by re judicial proceedings in the civil courts, was 
a sine qua non in the preservation of peace between the treaty 
powers whenever in the future there might be war or insurrec- 

on in Cuba. i 

This protocol applied to the same classes of persons found in 
either country who are accused of crime and included them, with 
a single exception, in the enjoyment of the same rights of trial in 
all respects by the civil courts that are applied to the citizens of 
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the locality in which the proceeding is had. The exception is in 
respect of citizens of the 


nited States who are taken with arms 
in hand. 


In section 1 of the Spanish concession in this protocol the 
words used are: No citizen of the United States residing in 
Spain,” etc., shall be subject to trial, etc., while in the fourth ar- 
ticle of the American concession like immunities are granted un- 
der the laws of the United States, to ‘‘ extend to and comprehend 
all Spaniards residing or being in the United States.” 

The intent to shelter the same classes of persons under both con- 
cessions is clear, and itis essential to the mutuality and equality of 
the provision for the security of the citizens or subjects of each 
Government. The discrepancy in the language of these conces- 
sions, if it is real and not merely accidental, must be the result 
of amistranslation or the imperfect expression in the Spanish 
idiom of the words “‘ residing or being.” It is incredible and ab- 
surd to suppose that the United States intended to expose a mere 
visitor to the Island of Cuba to trial by court-martial for an alleged 
offense, while its citizens who are resident in Cuba should have 
a trial by the civil courts with many important rights that are 
denied to one who is arrested while visiting the Island of Cuba. 
Spain, however, sticks in the bark in construing this treaty asa 
stipulation on our part that she may condemn visitors to death by 
the judgment of a court-martial for offenses that are not military 
in character. 

If such is the true construction of this protocol, it can not be 
too soon repealed, nor can we be in too great haste to demand that 
the laws of war shall apply in favor of human life to our peo- 
ple who are captured on suspicion of treason or insurrection while 
visiting Cuba. 

A declaration of belligerency in invitum—as such a declaration 
is not possible to be made otherwise—can not be the subject of 
diplomatic intercourse between the United States and Spain. It 
is not a matter that can be accomplished through a treaty, and 
can not, therefore, be included in that category of powers. 

The Senate can not act upon a mere declaration of belligerency 
that the President might make by an agreement with. Spain, or 
upon his own executive authority. This subjectis not, therefore, 
among the diplomatic powers of the President. He has no other 
powers derived from the Constitution in which the function of 
declaring belligerence is included as a se te or exclusive 
executive poyon If he can touch the subject except as he is 
empowered by Congress to do, it can only be through his con- 
current action with Congress in considering and approving a bill 
or resolution that has the Houses or in returning it with 
his objections, to the House in which it originated. It would be 
a dangerous absurdity, if the fact should ever occur, that the 
President would not be bound by a statute enacted, notwithstand- 
ing his veto, that declared the existence of a state of war in this 
country or in any foreign country, or the existence of a legal 
state of peace, notwithstanding the occurrence of hostilities, as 
was once the case in our experience with France. 

Our Constitution requires that Congress shall present to the 
President every bill which shall have passed the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Senate before it becomes a law.” It also re- 
quires that ‘‘ every order, resolution, or vote to which the concur- 
rence of the Senate and House of Representatives may be neces- 
sary (except on a question of adjournment) shall be presented to 
the President of the United States.” 

In case of his disapproval of any such bill, order, resolution, or 
vote he shall return it to the House in which it shall have origi- 
nated” with his objections, ‘‘ who shall enter the objections at 
large on their Journal and proceed to reconsider it.” No such 
action can have the effect of law in such a case until it has been 
reconsidered; and if approved“ by two-thirds of each House it 
shall become a law.” Such pr ings are merely imperfect leg- 
islation and are still pending for final action, after a veto by the 
President, until the Houses have reconsidered their vote. If upon 
such reconsideration the measure is passed by a two-thirds vote, 
‘tit shall become a law.“ 

In our country the President is oath bound and conscience bound 
to obey the laws and to execute them. It is inconceivable that he 
would refuse to execute a law that is passed over his veto, unless 
it is such an enactment as Congress has no right or power to make. 
In a case of disputed power between the Executive and Congress 
the Supreme Court could settle the question, unless it is merely a 
paces question. In that category the Supreme Court would 

ecide whether the President or Con is the political depart- 
ment of the Government, and has dec that it will follow that 
department, and thus ibly the Government would be saved 
from wreck by such a declaration in the case supposed. 

This difficulty is capable of amg eee, so far as Congress is 
concerned, by tendering to the President the opportunity of 


coinciding with or vetoing the act of Congress. If he exercises the 


power to force a reconsideration by the use of his veto power, he 
ation and thereby concedes the power of 
mstitution, to legislate upon the subject. 


4 


cipates in the le 
gress, under the 
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If he denies such power and refuses to consider the question, he 


removes the question practically from the decision of the Supreme 
Court and assumes to reject their arbitrament. That this course 
would unsettle the foundations of the Goyernment is a proposi- 
tion that is scarcely open to discussion. 

It is, therefore, the proper course for Congress to observe, to 
send a joint resolution to the President declaring that a state of 
public war exists in Cuba and that parties engaged in that war 
are belligerents, to each of whom the laws of nations equally apply, 
if such is the opinion of Congress. 

This is a duty of wise and sincere patriotism, although it may 
not be otherwise imperative, for the reason that such a declara- 
tion is not a legislative act,and is not, therefore, required to be 
sent to the President for his approval. Congress can waive that 
question, and should not raise it in a matter that does not neces- 
sarily involve the status of the constitutional distribution of the 
powers of our own Government, whether it is in a state of war 
or peace, but only concerns a duty we owe to our own people in 
determining for ourselves whether a state of war or a condition 
of peace exists in Cuba. 

t was for these reasons and upon this view of the duty of the 
Senate, as I consider it, that I had the honor to offer the resolution 
to submit to the President of the United States the joint declara- 
tion of the two Houses as to the rights of Cuba, touching the 
question of belligerency and neutrality. If the President, acting 
on the assumption that a declaration of the existence of war in 
Cuba and a recognition of the rights of the parties engaged in 
that war as belligerents falls within his exclusive constitutional 
powers in conducting diplomatic intercourse with foreign govern- 
ments, should choose to ignore the existence of such a war, Con- 
gress, after the almost unanimous expression of opinion on that 
subject, owes it to the honor of the body to devolve the responsi- 
bility upon the President. Under existing circumstances some 
department of the Government must become responsible to our 
own people and to the judgment of mankind for wana, J to 

rmit the falsehood to remain unrebuked that peace prevails in 

ba and that war does not exist there. Whether it is Congress 
or the President that denies the facts and repudiates the appeal to 
the sentiments of our people and the honorable duty of our Goy- 
ernment, there will be a just account to render in the end for the 
blood that patriots are shedding every hour in the cause of human 
liberty that a word from Congress or the President would stop. 

I therefore, Mr. President, ask the adoption of this resolution 
of instruction to the Committee on Foreign Relations, so that we 
may have the judgment of that committee, after an examination 
of the original text of the treaty, both in the English and in the 
Spanish languages, as to what is the meaning of the protocol en- 
tered into between Mr. Cushing and the minister from Spain. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the resolution submitted by the Sena- 
tor from Alabama, 

Mr. CULLOM, Is that merely a resolution of reference? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; it is a resolution of instruction to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations to make thorough inquiry as to 
the text of the treaty and the protocol and what may the 
memeo them. 

Mr. CULLOM. The chairman of the committee is not present, 
and I do not know whether the Senator from Alabama and he 
have an understanding about the resolution or not. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not at all. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suggest to the Senator from Alabama that 
the resolution lie upon the table until the chairman of the com- 
mittee comes in. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection to taking the resolution 
up later, but if this matter goes over the country is going to be in 
trouble about it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suppose the chairman of the committee will 
be in the Chamber in a few moments, and I shall then call his 
attention to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the suggestion of the 
Senator from Illinois regarding the resolution? 

Mr. CULLOM. I suggest that it lie on the table until the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations comes in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it will be so ordered. 

Mr. CULLOM subsequently said: The Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN], the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
is now in the Chamber. 

Mr. MORGAN, The chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations having come in, and the resolution having been changed 
to suit his views, I ask its adoption. Let the modification I have 
made of the resolution be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The modification will be stated. 

The Secretary. The resolution has been modified in section 
8, line 1, after the words That the,” by striking out ‘‘Sec- 
retary of State is further directed” and inserting “ ident is 
requested.” 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the resolution as modified. 


Mr. HILL. Let the text of the section be read as modified. 

Ana Huser id OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 7 


Sec. 3. That the President is requested, if it is not incompatible with the 
public service, to communicate to the Senate copies of any correspondence 
that has taken place between the Governments of Spain and the United 
States ing the said protocol and its bearing or effect upon the trial 
and condemnation of citizens of the United States who were recently cap- 
tured on or near the vessel called the Competitor, which was seized under 
Spanish authority in Cuban waters, or near to that island. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The resolution merely requests the President 
to communicate certain information. 

Mr. HILL. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


JOHN VEELEY,. 


Mr. TURPIE. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate for 
5 prea consideration of the bill (S. 1335) for the relief of John 

eeley. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Claims with an amendment, in line 8, after 
the words ‘‘ to wit,” to strike out: 


United States note No. 85053, Series A, dated March 10, 1863; United States 
per cent note No. 


And insert: 

United States note, March 10, 1862, No. 85053, check letter A; United States 
note, March 10, 1862, No. 91831, check letter C, both of the f bearing 
no interest; compound-interest note, Au 15, 1864, No. 27128, check letter 
A; compound-interest note, August 15, 1864, No. 27229, check letter C, both of 
last named bearing interest at the rate of 7.3 per cent per annum and re- 
deemable three years after date; one year 5 per cent note, act of March 3, 
1863, No. 22310, check letter D, bearing interest at the rate of 5 per cent per 
annum and redeemable one year from date, according to the description of 
said notes set forth in the letter of the assistant treasurerdated March 28, 1 
each of the said five notes being of the denomination of $100: Provided, 
in ascertaining the value of the notes there shall be added to the principal of 
those bearing interest unpaid interest thereon, according to their terms, 
to the date when said notes me redeemable, and such amount shall be 
paid and received in full satisfaction of the claim of the said John Veeley. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre f the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed ers 21 by 
ry 


notes found by said Voeley and forwarded to and now in the hands of the 
rer of the United States, to wit: United States note, March 10, 1862, etc. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why have those notes not been paid? 

Mr. TURPIE. Because the Treasurer of the United States de- 
clined to pay them on the ground that they were mutilated. Since 
then, however, they have found the numbers and check letters 
of the notes and are ready and willing to pay them. The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury reports that it is a just claim. It is not a 

only for flv 


large one, e notes of $100 each, with three years’ inter- 
est on them. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HAWLEY presented a memorial of the National Associa- 
tion of Military Surgeons, remonstrating against the passage of 
Senate bill No. 1552, relating to vivisection; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHOUP presented a petition of aphical union No. 


271, of Boise City, Idaho, praying for the Government ownership 
and control of the telegraph lines; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


He also presented a petition of Typographical Union, No. 271, of 
Boise City, Idaho, praying for the free and unlimited coi of 
silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, without waiting for international 
agreement; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

* Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Honey- 
brook, Pa., praying for the adoption of the proposed religious 
amendment to the Constitution of the United Stabes; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a ition of Local Union, No. 295, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Scranton, Pa., praying for the 

e of the so-called Lodge immigration bill; which was re- 

e to the Committee on Immigration, 

He also presented a petition of the Grocers and Importers’ 
Excha of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the p of the 
so-called Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
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He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the passage of the so-called Stone immigration bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

DISTRIBUTION OF SEEDS. 


Mr. PROCTOR. Ihavea letter from the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, which I ask to have read from the Secretary’s desk andthen 
printed for the information of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be read. 

The letter was read, and ordered to be printed, as follows: 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
ashington, D. C., May 16, 1896. 
Str: The law authorizes the distribution by the Secretary of Agriculture 
of one-third of the seed purchased “to those who apply for the same” di- 
rectly to the Department. Owing to the lateness of the season it is desirable 
that all the seed be distributed immediately in those more northern districts 
where they may still be ctsed, or wherever they may be sought for by the 


le. 
8 invento compiea to-day shows that there will be, of the Sec- 
retary’s quota, about 2,000,000 packets of vegetable seed and 100,000 kets of 
flower seed remaining undistributed on the 20th instant, after 
orders have been fill 
In order that these seeds may be promptly forwarded to such districts as 
Beuate that 1,000 wall packages of vegotablo ecod and 40 mail: packages of 

na’ ,000 mail pac of vegetable an pac’ 0 
TTV 
ani ey are y requ canse sen part- 
ment immediately addressed {ranks to. 

Since the Ist of 55 the limit for the distribution of the Foy fing 5 esos 
and it is important that these seeds be immediately distribu in order to 
be used this season, this present allotment will hold until the 21st instant, on 
which date the entire surplus of 400,000 mail packages will be sent out in ac- 

i isti rsons ““ whose names and addresses 

y presentatives in Con; and who 

haye not before during the same season been supplied by the Department.” 
In case, then, some members do not take their additional 8 there will 
be an opportunity for others to get an additional supply. ese will be for- 
warded | the order in which the franks are received until the entire sur- 
us is exhausted. For these reasons it will be necessary to receive all franks 
a = additional allotments before the close of business on Wednesday, 


J al. 
Very respectfully, yours, CHAS. W. DABNEY, In., 
Secretary 


= 3 geg om Agriculture and Fi 1385 
Chairman Committee on Agriculture 5 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2884) for the relief of David O. 
Barleigh; reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 


ereon, 

He also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, who 
were instructed by a resolution of the Senate adopted February 4, 
1896, to inquire into the propriety of purchasing Analostan Island 
for the erection of a contagious hospital, and for such other pur- 

as the Government may require, etc,, submitted a report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. HILL on the 
9th instant, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency ap- 
propriation bill, the amendment providing for the settlement 
Frith James M. Willbur for excess in weight of material, etc., on 
and around the New York City post-office, reported it without 
amendment, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Igy seme and printed; which was to. 

r. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3656) providing for free home- 
steads on the public lands for actual and bona fide settlers, and 
reserving the public lands for that purpose, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr, PERKINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2753) authorizing and directing the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to donate one condemned cannon to the Lake 
Madison Veteran Association, Grand Army of the Republic, of the 
State of South Dakota, reported it without amendment. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. PERKINS. Iam directed by the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs to ask that the bill (S. 2017) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Navy to donate one condemned cannon to the 
Allen M. Harmon Post, Grand Army of the Republic, at North- 
ville, Mich., be taken from the Calendar and postponed indefinitely, 
as the object the bill desires to obtain has already been reached 
by the passage of a House bill by the Senate. 8 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be postponed in- 
definitely. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S.3159) granting a pension 
to Hannah McDaniel; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.3160) for the relief of the heirs of 
Lemuel J. Bowden, late a Senator from the State of Virginia; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 3161) amending and ex- 


tending the provisions of an act of Congress entitled “An act ap- 
porne with amendments the funding act of Arizona,” approved 
une 25, 1890, and the act amendatory thereof and supplemental 
thereto, approved A: 8, 1894; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 
AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HILL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
8 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be "eh po 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be 55 and, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the joint resolution (S. R. 124) to facilitate 
the reorganization of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company; to 
secure to actual settlers the right to purchase at a price not ex- 
ceeding $2.50 per acre the agricultural lands within its grant, and 
to prohibit said company or any successor company from givin 
by consolidation, sale, or other corporate action control of its rail - 
road to any corporation, company, person, or association of persons 
owning, operating, or controlling a el or competing railroad; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendment to the bill (S. 710) granting a pension to Ada J. 
Schwatka, widow of the late Lieut. Frederick Schwatka; agreed 
to the conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, 
Mr. CoLsox, and Mr. STALLINGS managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 

: The meee also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
owin : 
a bill (S. 144) granting an increase of pension to T. Clarkson 


A bill (S. 145) granting a pension to Mand Ardelle Bliss; 

A bill (S. 147) granting a pension to Elvira Bachelder; 
= a bill OF R.2014) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 

; an 

A bill (H. R.2822) to increase the pension of Theodore V. Purdy. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills, with amendments in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 739) granting an increase of pension to C. E. Phil- 
brook, widow of Alvale Philbrook, major of Twenty-fourth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 1420) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth W. 
Sutherland; and 

A bill (S. 1924) granting a pension to Carrie L. Yeaton. 


HOUSE PENSION BILLS. 


The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 126) for the relief of Martha Lindsay; 

A bill (H. R. 717) granting a pension to Mary Ann Lafferty; 

A bill (H. R. 979) granting a pension to Frances E. Helfenstein; 

A bill (H. R. 1500) granting a pension to George W. Bagley; 

A bill (H. R. 1511) for the relief of Lydia Boynton Ferris; 

A bill (H. R.1599) granting a pension to Phebe M. Woolley 
Palmeter; 
A bill (H. R.1825) granting a pension to Mary Prince, widow of 
Ellis Prince; 

A bill (H. R.1826) granting a pension to Henry Prince; 

A bill (H. R. 1827) granting a pension to Nancy B. Prince, widow 
of Elbert Prince; 

A bill (H. R.1890) granting a pension to Mary Martin; 

A bill (H. R.1891) granting a pension to Celestia R. Barry; 

A bill (H. R. 1892) granting a pension to Catharine Darragh; 

A bill 1425 R. 2006) to increase the pension of Harriet C. Gregg, 
widow of Col. John Irvin Gregg, from $30 to $50 9 717 month; 

A bill (H. R. 2042) to increase the pension of Wilbur F. Cogs- 


well; 

A bill (H. R.2858) for the relief of Arminda White, widow of 
Israel White; z 

A bill (H. R. 2359) granting a pension to Katherine Zeigenheim, 
of Louisville, Ky.; . A 

A bill (H. R. 2379) granting a pension to Elvin J. Brown; 

A bill (H. R.2941) granting increase of pension to Alfred P. 


uss; 

A bill (H. R.2962) granting a pension to Carrie L. Greig, widow 
of Theodore W. Greig, brevet major of volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 2985) granting an increase of pension to Lemuel J. 


1896. 
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A bill (H. R. 92250 granting a pension to Charlotte A. Welton; 
A bill (H. R. 3229) for the relief of Hannah Newell Barrett; 
A bill (H. R, 8264) to increase the pension of Mrs. Virginia E. 
Turtle, of the District of Columbia; 
A bill (H. R. 8389) increasing pension of Albert Buck from $12 
to ar Pict 


H. R. 8755) to increase the pension of Mary C. Thompson; 


$30 ; 
F mi ; 55 3395) granting a pension to Carrie H. Green; 
A bill (H. R. 3421) to grant a pension to Elizabeth Sadler; 
A bill (H. R. 9800 granting a pension to Thomas Brewer; 

A bill (H. R. 8890) granting a pension to George William Hodg- 
on; 

A bill (H. R. gre to reinstate William Waldrup on pension roll; 
A bill (H. R. 4020) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Wil- 
iam Loring Spencer; 
A bill (H. R. 4283) granting a pension to Delia A. Marsh: 

A bill (H. R. 4354) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Gould Carr, 
widow of the late Brig. and Bvt. Maj. Gen. Joseph B. Carr, United 
States Volunteers, deceased; : 
A bill (H. R. 4361) to pension William H. Nesbitt; 

A bill (H. R. 4547) granting a pension to Silas S. White; 
A bill (H. R. 4604) granting a pension to Jane Fisher; 
A bill (H. R. 4753) granting an increase of pension to Lambert 
L. Mulford; 
A bill (H. R. 4721) 
0 


Clark, isville, Ky.; ý 3 
A bill e R. 4903) for the relief of Hattie A. Beach, child of 
Erastus D. 


ting an increase of pension to Orlenia J. 


A. Jameson; 
A bill (H. R. 6184) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
E. Purdum; 

A bill (H. R. 6166) granting a pension to Minnie Parker, widow 
of Col. and Byt. Brig. Gen. Ely S. Parker, late of the United States 


Army; 
T bin (H. R. 6236) to grant a pension to Mrs. Helen A. Funk- 


user; 
A bill (H. R. 6466) to increase the pension of George V. Barnard; 
A bill (H. R. 6468) to increase the pension of Andrew R. Ladd; 
A bill (H. R.6546) granting a pension to Samuel Holliday; 

A bill (H. R. 6556) granting a pension to Jacob Brown; 

A bill (H. R.6603) to pension the minor children of Patrick F. 


Reynolds; 

‘A bill (H. R. 6607) for the relief of Helen Larned; 

A bill (H. R. 6826) granting a pension to Rhoda Augusta Thomp- 
son, daughter of the late Thaddeus Thompson, a privatein the 
betcha re war; 

A bill (H. R. 8184) granting a pension to Jesse McMillan; and 

A bill (H. R. 8248) to increase the pension of Mrs. Emily E. Cash. 

The above-named bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. ] 


SALE OF GAS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I ask unanimous consent for the resent 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 6994) relating to the sale of gas in 
the District of Columbia, 

I will state that this is a bill involving the question of the price 
of gas, which has been fully considered by the committee. and 
passed upon by the Senate almost to the point of taking final 
action upon it. ; 

I desire to state further, before the question is submitted by 
the Chair, that it is really necessary to poes upon this bill, as the 
whole subject-matter involved in the bill is partially involved in 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill, which is really now 
before the Senate; and this matter ought to be decided by the 
Senate before the appropriation bill for the District of Columbia 
is reached. I therefore ask that it be taken up for consideration. 
I will state that the bill has been read, all the amendments pro- 

d by the committee have been adopted, and the bill is still as 
in Committee of the Whole. : 

Mr. GEORGE. I was going to state that the bill is still in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. KYLE. There will certainly be objection to the bill. We 
all understand that there will be precipitated upon this bill the dis- 
cussion upon the price of gas, which otherwise would occur later 
upon the District appropriation bill when that item is reached. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection tothe present 
consideration of the bill indicated by the Senator from West Vir- 


ginia? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6994) relating 
to the sale of gas in the District of Columbia, the pending ques- 


XXVIII—334 


tion being on the amendment of Mr. ALLEN, in section 5, on page 
5, line 13, after the words “ may be,” to strike out or one of 
them”; so as to read: 

Also if either of the said 8 shall desire hereafter to issue bonds 


upon their property, secured by mortgage or otherwise, upon petition there- 
for to said court, setting forth The necessity thereof and the amount of 

issued and outstanding, it may and shall be lawful for said court, or the chief 
m public notice, to pame 


justice and justices thereof, as the case may be, u 
i juance of such bon: 


scribed by the rules of said court, to permit the 
mortgage as desired. 

Mr. FAULKNER. There is no objection to that amendment, 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. GEORGE. There are several amendments of the commit- 
tee which were adopted the other day without any debate, which I 
desire to have amended. I move to reconsider the amendments 
reported by the committee on pages 1 and 2. They are all about 
the same thing. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, I am not a member of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, though I have been interested 
for many years in the subjects committed to and considered by 
that committee, notably the subject of municipal ownership and 
control of some of our public enterprises. 

I have been led to take a deep interest in the gas question in 
the District, and have become thoroughly convinced by my in- 
vestigations that there should be a lowering of the price and an 
improvement of the quality of the gas. mplaints have been 
made to Congress for some twenty years, both as to the price and 

uality of gas, that the price was exorbitant, that very few, only 
the well to-do-classes, could afford to use it, and that the quality 
was such as to be at once injurious to the sight of those who were 
compelled to read by it at night and destructive to furniture and 
house fittings. 

These complaints have crystallized into various forms. Reso- 
lutions have been passed by several organizations and societies 
throughout the District of Columbia. Here is one clipped from 
a newspaper February 28, 1896, representing the Columbia 
Heights Citizens’ Association of the city of Washington: ‘ 
THE CITIZENS’ VOICE—MUNICIPAL OWNERSHIP DEMANDED—THE ONLY WAY 

TO SECURE CHEAP GAS AND TELEPHONE SERVICE. 


called, instead 0 

That this association most cordially indorses the e taken 

Le Bo District Commissioners in their that the ct shall fur- 

its citizens with cheap and good illumination, honestly measured, and 
control the conduits for an efficient and cheap telephone service. 

* Resol That we invite the other citizens’ associations, and 3 
the press of the District, to an active and persistent agitation of subj 
with the end in view of securing municipal ownership of the gas and elec- 
tric light sup; oe municipal control of the telephone service. 

“ Resolved, ta Copy. of these resolutions be ished the chairmen of 
the two District Committees in Congress and sent to the press.” 

A resolution embodying the same idea has been passed by the 
East Washington Citizens’ Association, and by various others. 

These complaints, Mr. President, are well founded. They were 
considered well founded by the Senate fully ten years ago, anda 
special committee was then appointed to investigate the gas ques- 
tion. Upon that committee were the late Senator from Nebr 
Mr. Van Wyck, the Senator from Kentucky, Mr. BLACKBURN, an 
Mr. Spooner, then a Senator from Wisconsin. After summonin, 
expert witnesses from various quarters and giving the subjec' 
very careful consideration, and after a full investigation of the 
methods of the gas company, the committee made a report that 
the people are certainly entitled to have putin operation in this 
city for their benefit the best and most approved appliances and 
methods for making gas cheap and pure, whatever revolution that 
may require in the methods now here in use. Economy and the 
public health alike demand it.” 

Though the report was presented here some ten years ago, nothing 
so far has been done by Congress in the way of relief for the people, 
although we are the rd of aldermen for this District, and itis 
our duty as that board to act when the citizens of the District 
call upon us for an investigation of this kind. Bills have been 
introduced, to be sure, from time to time since 1886 and have been re- 
ferred tothe District Committee—bills that provided fora cheaper 
and a better gas, and bills like the one introduced by the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER], providing for municipal ownership 
of the gas plant. But those measures to-day sleep the sleep of the 
just in the District Committee. 

A year ago a new company was organized for the purpose of 
furnishing gas to the District of Columbia. It was a responsible 
company. e members of the company were willing to place 
themselves under $200,000 bonds to furnish a better quality of gas, 
22 candlepower as against 16 candlepower that we get at the 
present time, and instead of $1.50 the price to be 75 cents to the 
citizens and 60 cents to the city at large. That bill also went to 
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the committee, and after receiving some discussion, I believe, it 

was allowed to sleep. During the present year I reintroduced 

the bill. It was considered in the committee and a short time 

rted adversely. I believe this was done because the 

present bill passed the House, and the committee thought it 

pano to effect a compromise, the provisions of which we now 
ve before us in House bill 6994 as amended. 

Mr. President, I believe that the proper solution of the question 
lies in municipal ownership. This is entirely a business proposi- 
tion, and should be settled by the same principles which men 
adopt in the conduct of their private business. A business man 
would be considered foolish to farm out his business by private 
contract when he could do it better himself. Merchants, farmers, 
bankers, railroad men, mine operators, all adopt business methods 
as being the best economic methods, Europe has taken up the 

estion as an economical proposition. Our own cities are 

ange position by the results of their investigation in Euro- 

I recognize that there are some objections, but the chief omer 
tion in the mind of many people to-day is a pontea one. 0 
5 5 the part of the Senators and Members is largely 
political. e have got it into our heads that the moment we 
2 a jot or tittle to the question of municipal ownership we are 

veling in the direction of paternalism and socialism, and all 

you have to do to scare some legislators is to hold up before them 

the red flag of paternalism or socialism. The Populist party is 

now accused of adopting these ideas because they are in line with 
THE PEOPLE'S PARTY AND SOCIALISM. ` 

I grant, Mr. President, that municipal ownership is in the line 
of socialism; but the Republican party, the Democratic the 
Populist party, and all citizens are in favor of a m ed 

patern: socialism, Populism is not socialism. 
The adoption of a modified system of socialism such as we have 
under consideration does not brand us as socialists. Our insane 
asylums aresocialistic. Our system of publicschoolsin the United 
States is socialistic. Our standing armies, our system of post- 
Geen these — e eee in the modified tee oe 

e W as appli grea erican enterprises, means that the 
American 8 can better do these things than they can be done 
by private corporations. In that sense the Republican and Dem- 
ocratic parties are socialistic in kind, as well as the Populist party. 
We differ only in degree. The Republican party is a little more 
socialistic than the Democratic party, which believes that all 
things should be done by the States or by individuals as far as 


possible. 

The Republican party to-day is responsible for a large number 
of so-called socialistic enterprises which haye been of great benefit 
to the people of the United States, Now, the Populist party 
merely aims to add to the list a few more of these public functions 
or enterprises, in order that the people shall be relieved from the 
burdens of taxation and extortion. The Populist in their 
St. Lonis platform declared for individualism, but asked that the 
Government ownership of public enterprises be extended to the 
railroads and telegraphs, and to municipal ownership of gas, elec- 
tric-light, and water works. 

It is very easy for Senators to charge the Populist party with 
running at a headlong gait toward socialism. The Senator from 
Colorado (Ma. WoLcoTT], whom I do not see in his seat, mounted 
his high horse a few days ago and charged roughshod into the 
Populist camp, declaring to the world that he was willing to 
stand by the record of the Republican party, come what would 
in the next convention at St. Louis. He was not willing to go to 
the Populist party. He would go anywhere rather than to that 
party, — — they were the exponents of socialism. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado and other Senators 
misjudge the Populist party by making certain extremists the 
3 of our doctrine. Governor Waite, of Colorado, and 

men of like views do not represent the solid sentiment of 
the Populist party of the United States. 

The Populist party as a body believes in the fundamental prin- 

es as taught in the Republican as far as the preservation 

individualism is concerned. e believe through and through, 

heart and soul, in individualism, and we number in our ranks the 
honest, hardy yeomanry of the nation. 

Ihave taken the trouble, Mr. President, to make inquiry of some 
of the prominent socialists of the United States as to whatis meant 
by a particular plank in their platform. I have done this in order 
to set the Populist party right before the people in regard to the 
question of socialism, and to show ae LSE that socialism is no 
pene the fundamental planks of the platform. I havea 

from James Seldon Cowdon, a prominent member of the 
Socialistic Labor party of the United States, a resident of the city 
of Washington, in reply to — —— as to what was 5 
«Plank No 10. so called, ofthe icagoSocialistic platform, whi 
declared for the Government ownership of all means of produc- 


since was re; 


tion and distribution.” Ihave had my ideas for some time as to 
what was meant by this plank, but I wished to have it from tho 
pen of their own ers to see whether they held doctrines in 
common with the declarations of the Omaha platform. 

Mr. Cowdon says: 

Room 17, 24 TENTH STREET NORTHWEST, 

DEAR Srn: Your P e ES PEPUN 
plank 10 of the Socialist Pp Mon is at hend: sie aren TEDA 
Sr oo Fe pend ot ia TEH A tr 

. — 

aieiai naine n legitimate private ingastries.” ' 

He winds up by saying: 


In further explanation of my interpretation of the legislation that will be 
needed to interpret our plan 10 you are very respectfully referred to 
plans 5 to 41 of my own book on Public Cooperation, herewith handed your 


private secretary. 
Very respectfully, JAMES SELDON COWDON. 
Hon. James H. KYLE, 
United States Senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
will suspend, The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, the Chair 
sre before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be 


The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 52f0) making appropriations to 
rovide for the mses of the government of tho District of 
Jolumbia for the year ending June 30, 1897, and for other 

purposes, 

93 1 mi — 8 ae business may be laid 

e porarily, an t the Senate may proceed with the bill 
that has been under consideration, < 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Senator from Sonth Dakota will proceed. 

Mr. KYLE. I have here Mr. Cowdon’s book upon Public Co- 
opetation. Mind you, these men do not claim to be advocates of 
puresocialism or communism. They call themselves the “ Social- 
istic Labor party” of the United States. His plans 5 to 41 are 
bills, so to speak, for the reconstruction of the Government upon 
the lines of the Socialistic Labor 9 

The first bill that he proposes to have introduced is a bill to 
establish an executive department of public labor; second, a de- 
partment of public land; third, a department of public Topon 
tation; fourth, a department of public communication; fifth. a 
department of public education; then a de 
surance; next, a department of public printing; then a depart- 
ment of public periodicals—that the Government shall publish all 
the periodicals. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] asks me 
what Fam reading from. It isa book representing the plans of the 
Socialistic Labor party of the United States for public cooperation; 
something that we think does not belong to the Populist party. 
Foes trying at the present time to eliminate this from the Populist 

oetrine. 

Mr. PEFFER. It has never been there. 

Mr. KYLE. No; it has never been there. 

Next a department of public documents, a department of public 
elections, a department of public roads, a department of public 
farms, a bill for a department of public fisheries, a bill to establish 
an executive department of public forests, a department of public 
fluids, a department of public forces, a dej ent of public mines, 
a department of public manufactures—that the Government shall 
25 2 the man turing; next for public products. In this he 
8 ; : 

First, to establish as many classes of public stores, pe onto ena 
chandising as may be necessary to supply the wants of the peop 

It is 8 that the Government shall manage all the stores; 
next a ent of public works, a department of public meth- 
ods, a department of public statistics, a department of public sur- 
veying, a department of public measures, a d tment of public 
inventions, a department of public science, a department of pub- 
lic fairs, a department of public libraries, a department of public 
lectures—that the Government shall furnish all the lectures for 
the people; nexta eee of publicamusements, a department 
of public comfort—the Government shall furnish all the comforts 
possible; next a department of public health, a department of 
public hotels, a department of public baths—that the Government 
shall give everybody a bath; next a department of public laun- 
dries—that the Government shall do the laundry work of the 
people of the United States; next is a department of public rec- 
ords, and the last one is a de ent of public buildings. 

This, Mr. President, represents the views of the practical men 
of the Socialistic Labor party of the United States; but in order 
to be perfectly sure as to the doctrines taught by this organization 
I addressed a letter to the leader of the party in the United States, 
Mr. De Leon. Mr. De Leon is the editor of The People, the 
Socialistic Labor organ published in New York. I asked the 
same is mT namely, what was hisinterpretation of the so-called 
plank No. 10 of the Chicago platform, which declared for the 


ent of public in- . 


i 


„Government ownership of the means of production,” and he 
replied as follows: 


NEW YORK, May 8, 1396. 
d f 8 7 2 oo Vor this the fourth page of 
Orw: ‘ou co 0 er, on 10 
hi t7 oetik Labor party, 


W. vou will find the national platform of the t $ 
“Plank 10°' is no part ot our platform, as such. The Chicago o tion of 
socialists is affiliated with our national executive organization. platform 


is ours and ours is its. 

His interpretation, of course, would be considered good. 

The history of plnnk 10” is this: At the Chicago convention (December, 
1884) of the f doy ican Federation of Labor a delegate presented a platform 
of several planks. The tenthdemanded the national ownership of 
5 and distribution. This, generally speaking, condenses the 

m 

The Socialist Labor party aims at bringing under public ownership, con- 
troll and operation the whole land of the e on which and the whole 
capital (machinery, factories, shops). with which to produce the necessities 
of life, understanding under necessities all that civilized man needs. 

This programme embraces bulk of the industries, agriculture included. 


Very truly, yo 
. L D. DE LEON, Euitor The People. 
Hon. JAMES H. EYLE, 
Washington, D. C. 
Such ET x = ere 5 0 — a home. in the Popas 
arty. The veho use the party as a stepping-stone for 
iA E raies of their plans and schemes, but the fail. It 
is true they have made a call for a convention of eir followers 
at St. Louis at about the time of our national convention. Per- 
haps it may not be known to my eee from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN] that there is a call for a national cooperative congress to 
be held at St. Louis July 24, 1806. They ask all who believe in 
any form of cooperation to join with them, and state: 
i ili federating existing cooperative insti- 
t 2 at i ty Ja iee Aee et ipa rima, and national 
cooperation, and are prepared to engage in such other work as may be neces- 
to the ultimate establishment. o 8 cooperative commonwealth are. 


ly invited to attend. All > and cooperative socie- 
tiesin the United States, wħether State; county, district, or general in their 
nested and invited to send del Cooperative 


nature, are earnestly r 
societies in Canada and 
representatives. 

This is signed by a large number of prominent socialistic labor 
men of the United States, only two or three of whom I know per- 
sonally—Alonzo Wardell, of as, and H. L. Loucks, of South 
Dakota. 


Mr. President, this, let me say, is not Populism. It has noth- 
ing in common with Populism. In my judgment, and in the 
judgment of all who may listen to the reading of these declara- 
tions, it means the destruction of individualism. It means the 
destruction of private enterprises, and the people of the United 
States are not ready for such an innovation. 

MUNICIPAL OWNERSHIP THE BEST BUSINESS METHOD, 

But, Mr. President, essen! tr ownership of gas, electric-light, 
and water works and street railways is notsocialism to the extent of 
destroying individualism. It is merely the application of business 
sense and business methods to these great public functions and 
enterprises for the purpose of serving the people economically and 
well along these lines. 

Tbave before me an editorial from the Twentieth Century, avery 
strong editorial, putting the whole question upon a purely busi- 
ness basis, Theeditor, after commending the me of municipal 
ownership, goes on to state that Berlin, in Germany, has had the 
advantage ot municipal ownership for a number of years. They 
own their eledtric- light and water works and their gas and street 
railways and telephones; im fact, all public improvements. 
city makes a profit of 5,000,000 marks, or $1,250,000, per year above 
all expenses, and that is turned into the city treasury. Paris 
has turned 840, 000, 000 into the treasury in ten years by the same 
means. 

The writer goes on to state that in consequence of municipal 
ownership of the street railways in the city of Berlin a laboring 
man can ride three hundred and sixty-five days in the year back 
and forth as many times as he chooses for the of $4.50; while 
in the city of New York to ride once a day to his work and back 
again upon the street cars will cost him $86ayear. Further, that 
in the city of Glasgow, Scotland, the railroad fare is but 2 cents 

passenger; that the city of Denver does its own street clean- 

at an expense of $8.75. per mile per day, while it costs the city 

of Chicago for the same sort of enterprise $22 per mile per day; 
Hen 1 the aty s Staunton, er pra 2 its oa 1 
ight plant, they burn every ni urin e year for er 
light per annum, while it costs the city of Peoria, III., 8145 T 
private ownership. He states further that in the city of Bloom- 
ington, Ill., which has 240 lights burning all night, without regard 
to the moon, and whexe they own their own plant, the cost is but 
the Sa of Dunkirk, N. V., which 
light night and every night for 
the various cities 
where the munici- 
> Boston pays: 


reign countries are ur to send 


owus its own plant, 


own 


| perit 
stand in his place and say he is opposed to that doctrine, opposed 
to that fun 
founded. then he is antagonistic to our form of government; he is 


a private corporation the enormous sum of 
Chicago, which owns its own plant, pays for the same service $65: 


$180 per lamp, but 


per year, a good deal less than one-half, So he goes on through a 
list of cities, making the comparison, and he closes up his article 
by saying: 

A report of the New York senate shows that the people of New York City, 


i , have been bled in the last ten to the extent 


under 7 7 — o. S 
4,715.27 above what they cught to havo paid. 5 8 
ownership 


in the United States shows a net saving of 40 per cent. 
pubiic utilities is a necessity.—Twentieth C z 

I have here an article of the same kind from the Star, an edi- 
torial of April 20, 1893. They take up the city of Peabody, Mass., 
and discover the same sort of economy from municipal ownership, 
1 85 wonder why we can not have this introduced in the eity of 

ashington. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from South Dakota allow me 
a few moments? 

Mr. KYLE. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to call attention in this connection 
to the fact that the position of the People’s Party with reference to 
monopolies is precisely the position taken by the founders.of our 
Government and the framers of our Constitution, neither more nor 
less. The rs of our Constitution, the patriots whose names 
will be honored and reverenced as long as the Republic endures, 
took exactly the position with reference to monopolies that the 
People’s Party takes, The People’s Buty stands to-day as the đe- 
fender of the people and the supporters of the Constitution on that 

westion. The People’sP. came into existence to protest against 
the action of the old parties in deserting the position of the found- 
ers of our Government and framers of the Constitution. Iteame 
into existence because there was a demand fora party to stand for 
the principles advocated and represented by Jefferson, Jackson, and 
. stands between the people and the rule of monopolies 
an 

Mr. KYLE. That is as I understand it. 

Mr. BUTLER. The only natural monopoly in existence when 
our Government was formed, the only natural monopoly that ap- 
peared to the framers of the Constitution, was what? The Post- 
Office Department. What was the position of the framers of our 
Constitution? They said here is a natural monopoly, here is a 
monopoly per se, a monopoly by nature, here is a monopoly that 
must be used by the agent of the people for the benefit of all the 
people and for the public good at cost, for if allowed to go into 
private hands it would be used by private individuals for private 
gain and to the detriment of the public. What position did 
take? They laid it down in the Constitution as a fundamen 
law that the Post-Office Department, being a natural menopo 
was a publie function, a funetion of Government, and should be 
used by the Government for the public good. Henry Clay took 
the same position in 1844, when the question was raised as to 
whether electricity should be used by the Post-Office Department 
as a function of the Government to facilitate the p service; 
and Hon. Cave Johnson, the Postmaster-General under President 
Polk, a strict construction Administration, took the same position; 
and John C. Calhoun, another strict constructionist, a Democrat 
of Democrats (not the modern kind, thank God, but the old 
original Jefferson kind), took the position that it should be used, 
not by private corporations, but as a part of the Post-Office De- 
partment as a public function, according to the Constitution. 

The Ways and Means Committee of Congress in 1845 took the 
same position in an able argument reported to this body. That 


The: is the position of the People’s Party on this 8 and if the 


other natural monopolies: we have to-day been in existence 
when the Constitution was formed the framers of that instrument: 
would have laid it down as a part of the written fundamental law 
that those natural monopolies should be used for the public good 
as a government function, and every man who is a true i- 
can, who sincerely believes in a republican form of government, 
must take that position with reference to all natural mon 

Mr. KYLE. ill the Senator from North Carolina allow me? 

Mr. BUTLER. Pardon me. Just one word further. I think 
it is important to get this matter straight since the subject is up, 
pce Mealy any ie e 

position eople’s Party is simply the position 

Thomas Jefferson. He feared the danger of natural monopolies, 


those functions which are by nature monopolies, goi into*the: 
hands of private individuals. That is where the eis Party 
stands to-day; and any man who does not stand with the People’s 


Party for that doctrine is a monopolist. He is a monarchist; he 
is oj | to the fundamental principles of free government and 
republican institutions. He is an enemy to the welfare and pros- 
of our propie. If there is a Senator on this floor who will 
ental principle on which our Government is 
out of line with the Constitution and the spirit of the Constitu- 
tion. Thatis where the People’s Party stands. It does not 

one step further nor recede one step from it. That is what 


7.ẽN»l xxx ee he eee ̃ ß Tee et ̃¼è ß ee PE Aa . 
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parom calls for, simply a strict adherence to the Constitution 


letter and spirit. 
Any man who is opposed to the Sb rises of the People’s Party 
on this fundamental question would to-day, if he had his way, 
put our Post-Office Department in the hands of the telegraph 
monopoly, or express company, or railroad combine. Let the 

ple beware of such men. Next toan agent of the British gold 

, the most dangerous enemy to a republican form of govern- 
ment and to the welfare and prosperity of the people is the 
monopolist. And when the gold trust and the monopolies com- 
bine, as they have now, they are the arch enemies of the liberty 
and happiness of the human race. The People’s Party is the 
only organization that can be trusted to defend the rights of the 
people and fight these curses of humanity and civilization. 

. KYLE. Mr. President, the mune ownership of these 
public enterprises is no untried theory. I stated a moment ago 
that it has m adopted in many countries in Europe and in 
many American cities. I have a list before me of some cities in 
England which own their own tear orca ham, Bolton, 
Carlisle, Leicester, Manchester, Nottingham, Oldham, Salford, 
etc. 3 


Two-thirds of all the municipalities in Great Britain own their 

s plants, and the revenue derived from them, according to sta- 
Eistics, is from one hundred to two hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars per annum, and they sell pure coal gas at from 50 to 55 
eents per thousand feet. 

The same is true of Germany. In the United States we have 
cities like Henderson, Ky.; Huntsville, Mo.; Bellefontaine, Ohio; 
Hamilton, Ohio; Philadelphia, Pa.; Alexandria, Va.; Charlottes- 
ville, Va.; Danville, Va.; ericksburg, Va.; Wheeling, W. Va., 
and so on, which have adopted the principle, and it has proved, 
let me say, a great source of revenue to the treasuries of those 

ive cities. I have some facts before me showing this. 

In 1893, of the 44 largest towns in Germany 29 owned their own 

works. Leipsic owns its own gas works and returns annually 

to the treasury the sum of . Breslau turns into the 

$100,000 per annum. rlin turned in in that year $1,- 

793,518, Berlin from the waterworks turned in $380,000. Paris 

from the gas works in 1892 turned into the pew ee a 

Birmingham, eg ey $150,000; Dresden, $187,000; Bolton, Eng- 

land, $140,000; Manchester, $250,000; Salford, $187,000; Leicester, 
$135,000; Nottingham, $125,000. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from South Dakota allow me 
to ask him for information, because I really do not know, whether 
the amounts turned into the treasury purport to be profits in that 
particular business or simply the amounts collected from private 
consumers, irrespective of what it cost the government to run 
those various enterprises? 

Mr. KYLE. They represent the profits. 

Mr. HARRIS, e net profit? 

Mr. KYLE. The net profit. 

Mr. HARRIS. Over and above the cost of uction? 

Mr. KYLE. Yes, sir; and turned into the x 

I have here the report of the mayor of the city of Philadelphia. 
I wish to read a short statement showing the profit in that city 
from the city’s ownership of the gas works, which is right in line 
with the remarks of the Senator from Tennessee ee HARRIS]. 
This is from the report of the mayor of Philadelphia for 1895, 
Edwin S. Stuart. On page 12 of the report, speaking of the bureau 
of gas, he says: 

The total expenditures of the bureau of 
material, maintenance, labor, supplies, , etc., were $10,858,910.58, and for 
extensions and 3 improvements 81,050, 218.81; a total of 511.900. 159.30. 

four years there have been turned into the city treasury as 
receipts from this bureau $14,790,404.25, or very nearly $3,000,000 in excess of 
the entire expenditures, 


“Tn excess of the entire expenditures.” 


This is in the face of the fact that the price of gas in 1894 was reduced from 
$1.50 to $1 per thousand feet, a decrease of 33} per cent in the price. 

Mr. FAULKNER. What city does the Senator refer to? 

Mr. KYLE. Philadelphia. read from the mayor’s report. 
He goes on to state: 

It is but just to the bureau of to state clearly that the money received 
by the city for its operation during the four years not only equaled the 
entire sum appropriated to it during t period, including the cost of per- 
manent improvements, but that it returned a profit over and above these 
expenditures of nearly $3,000,000. 

He gives the number of gas lamps for 1891 as 16,649, and mak- 
ing the computation at $1 per thousand for these lamps, the amount 
saved ek 5 their own city street lamps would be 83, 299, 

g the 


s from 1891 to 1894, inclusive, for 


122, m total as follows: 
Receipts over expenses for furnishing to the city $3, 931, 594 
From gas supplied for public uss 299, 122 


Making a total profit to the city of Philadelphia 
in four years 55 7, 230, 716 


807, 679 


Or an annual profit of ..............----------------- ds 


one ae is true with reference to municipal ownership of elec- 
cng 

From Advance Club Leaflets No. 2, published at Providence, R. I., 
by the Advance Club, I find a list of 139 cities of the United States 
given which are furnished electric lights by private companies for 


street p The price charged is on the average $110.98 for 
2,000-candlepower arcs and $55.49 for 1,000-candlepower arcs, 
Following this is given a list of 24 cities where electricity is fur- 


nished by the municipality, and the price charged for 2, andle- 
per arcs (average) is $52.40, and for 1,000-candlepower arcs 

6.20 Washington pays a private company, I believe, $146 for 
1,000 candlepower. ere is another list of cities furnished elec- 


tricity by private companies and a list furnished by municipal con- 
5555 5 e statements made in the club et just 
referred to: 


OWNED AND OPERATED BY MUNICIPALITIES. 


Cities operat: No. of 
— ora Candle- 
lighting plants. | lights. | POWer. 


Little Rock, Ark 111 | 2,000 | 8 hours , 000 $54.00 
Aurora, III 81 | 2,000 43,000 66. 68 
Blcomington, 240 | 2,000 | All night 80, 000 50.00 
Decatur, III 61 | 2,000 Dark nights 21,000 49.18 
Elgin, Dh. 80 | 2,000 23, 000 43.00 
Moline, II- 80 | 2,000 21,000 53.00 
Paris, III. 60 | 2.000 T hours 9,600 40.00 
Madison, In 85 2,000 25,000 58. 50 
Topeka, Kans....... 184 | 2,000 | All night 50, 000 97.50 
Bowling Green, 60 | 2,000 15,000 50.00 
3 140 | 2,000 | All night 35,000 45.00 
Lewiston, Me 100 | 2,000 15,000 54.75 
Bay on: Mich 143 2,000 90,000 58.00 
i, Mich 80} 2,000 24, 000 23.60 

St. Joseph, Mo 208 | 2,000 | 8 hours 65,000 72,00 
Galion, Ohio 73 | 2,000 23,000 | est. 35.00 
Marietta, Ohio.. 65 | 2,000 13,000 88.00 
C bersb 62 | 2,000 | 6 hours 34,500 45.00 
EPR rs tances 8&2 | 2,000 20, 000 87.00 
Meadville, Ea 74| 2,000 20,000 47.43 
Titusville, fa 60 | 2,000 9,000 | est. 40.00 
Galveston, Tex 175 | 2,000 40, 000 87. 60 
Staunton, Va 50 1,200 17,000 24.00 


g 


Average cost per light per year of arcs operated by 23 cities, $53.04, 


OWNED AND OPERATED BY PRIVATE COMPANIES. 


Aso 


E885 


00 

- 00 

Jacksonville, III - 71 | Moon, all night 00 

Joliet, III re All night 00 

ria, III.. M 145. 00 

137. 00 

96.00 

See 100.00 

boas 100.00 

72.00 

80.00 

8 110.00 

EESE 76.83 

— AA 125.00 

109.50 

— 100.00 

200. 75 

——— 87.00 

136.00 

90.00 

90.00 

70.00 

100. 00 

80.00 

80.00 

Nas, Te: 95.85 
Ba o TAES e 

Houston, Tex 150. 00 

Parkersburg, Va 102.00 


gon e cost per light per year of arcs operated by 29 private companies, 

These facts, Mr. President, seem to me to be conclusive evi- 
dence as to the expediency and wisdom of a municipality owning 
such enterprises. 


MUST BE CONTENT WITH PRIVATE CORPORATION. 


But I realize that at the present time, probably, we must con- 
fine ourselves to the control of the present private corporation in 
this city. I do not know whether the good sense of the American 
Congress can be aroused to such a point that they will enact into 
law what they feel and know to be for the general good of the 

le of this city. Though we might show them res from 
00 European cities, though we might show them such figures as 
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I have read from the report of the mayor of Philadelphia, and 
from many prominent cities eyen larger than Washington, yet 
they will not believe, and we shall go on year after year voting 
our subsidies or our privileges to these private corporations, 

I do not know why itis. I do not know why the gas company 
in the District of Columbia and the street-railway com: es 


should have such a hold upon the United States Congress. me- 
times I feel charitable and say it is because of our neglect. What 
is everybody’s business seems to be nobody’s business, and so the 
corporations get what they please. But at the same time I do 
know that lobbyists are abroad in the land, that lobbyists are 
around the House and around the Senate corridors every day dur- 
ing the consideration of these bills; that stockholders in these 
companies, stockholders in the Washington Gas Company, have 
been lobbying with members of the House and Senate and appeal- 
ing to them in the name of the widows and orphans of this city 
who hold the stock not to deprive them of their bread. One man 
appealed to a member of Congress, so the member told me this 
morning, and said, I own $20,000 worth of gas stock in this city, 
which is paying 20 per cent per annum—$4,000 per year,” and 
when asked if the 20 per cent was not rather exorbitant, he said 
he did not think it was any more than he ought to have. 

The Board of Trade, I understand, has taken up this question. 
I have before me here an editorial from one of the city papers of 
March 10, 1896, which states that the Board of Trade did con- 
sider the matter at that time. They appointed a committee to 
investigate the question of gas and electric-light, etc. The com- 
mittee made the investigation, and reported that both forms of 
illumination were retailed at exorbitant rates, and advised in 
favor of a campaign which should have for its object municipal 
ownership and conduct of the gas and electric Bene piante in the 
District of Columbia. Mind you, Mr. President, that report is 
not by a few disgruntled citizens in the District who feel that 
their gas bills are too high, but by a representative body—the 
Board of Trade of the city: 

Since then the House has enacted legislation chea: the price and im 
EEA at farus taces ins ure occurs contetas nck OAA T 
both to gas and electric lighting. 

has indicated a d tion to furnish a measure of relief to the 

people by directly regulating the existing companies, and the practical com- 
mon-sense present action on the part of community is to 
ously the procedure which has found favor with the House. Municipal 
ownership of illumina plants may well be viewed as the ideal condition; 
but in view of the hea tial expense which it will involve and the extent 
of education on the subject which our 1 would rogun betore there 
possibility of the enactment of radical legislation, the project is 
Sogiecs the c 
88 aid exclusive devotion to we brillian £ but remote project ‘of 


was any 


municipal ownership. The House in favor of cheaper gas and 
electric light, an improved quality of gas, and more thorough inspection. 
The Board of Trade and its s committee can do good work in impress- 


— upon the Senate the wisdom of speedy concurrence in the House propo- 
ons. 

Therefore the editor A Sap on to argue in favor of the dollar-gas 
bill. I feel just about the same way; that it will be impossible at 
the present time to secure municipal ownership. Therefore I ad- 
vocate with all my heart the reduction of gas by the present com- 
pany to the lowest possible figure. At the same time I do not 
wish to cut it down to a point where the company can not make a 
legitimate profit. I am willing that the corporation shall be al- 
lowed a legitimate percentage upon its investment. 

Weare to-day living under corporation rule in the District, and 
for that reason I am afraid we can not accomplish a great deal 
even now in reducing the price of gas. The present gas company 
has got to be an octopus. It reaches out by its officers and by its 
stockholders, and has taken in many influential men hereabouts 
who have become interested in the question of gas. The company 
was 5 FEE in the year 1848, I believe. 

= AULKNER. Will the Senator from South Dakota allow 
me 


Mr. KYLE. Certainly. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I should like to ask the Senator, when he 
speaks about the company taking in a number of prominent men 


in at Sinus 

Mr. KYLE. I did not say in Congress. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ah, well; the Senator did not. I want to 
ask the direct question, then, whether the Senator has information 
that any member of the District Committee is in any way directly 
or indirectly interested in the stock or other securities of the 
Washington Gas Light Company? 

Mr. KYLE. I will state to the Senator from West Virginia 
that I do not think any member of the District Committee is 
interested in the stock of the gas company. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, these are very interesting facts 
which the Senator from South Dakota is now putting before the 
Senate, and this is a very important question. There should be a 
full Senate. I su: t the want of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair), The 


Senator from Mississippi suggests the want of a quorum. The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Chilton, Pettigrew, 
Allison, Clark, Hawley, Platt, 
Bacon, Jones, Ark. Proctor, 
Baker, Cullom, Kyle, Pugh, 
Bate, Davis, Lindsay, Ys 
BAN Dubois, Mar n, 
Blackburn. Elkins, i Sherman, 
wn, Faulkner, Mitchell, Oreg. Squire, 
Butler, inger, Morgan, Teller, 
ery, Gear, Nelson, Turpie, 
T. Geo Peffer, Walthall, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, ite. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-eight Senators have re- 
sponded to their names. A quorum is present. ' 
Mr. KYLE. In regard tothe question put to me by the Senator 
from West Virginia, I will state that I have not made inquiry as 
to whether or not Senators or Members of Congress are holders of ' 

stock in this company, but there are prominent men in the city 
and the cities hereabouts who are stockholders and who are men of 
influence. 
THE WASHINGTON GAS LIGHT COMPANY. i 
The company, as I stated, was organized, I believe, in 1848, with | 
a capital of $50,000, of which $42,500 was paid in for 2,500 shares ' 
of the par value of $20. In 1852 the capital was increased to $300,- | 
000, which was paid in cash. In 1855 the capital was increased i 
$150,000 and the stock taken up by stockholders. In 1866 another , 
$500,000 was added and issued to shareholders, share for share. 
In 1872 the stock was increased to $1,000,000, with the privilege of | 
increasing it another million, which has been done. In 1887 $600,- | 
000 of 6 per cent bonds were issued; and $600,000 of certificates of 
indeb ess have also been issued, which are convertible into | 
stock if the stock shall be increased. On the stock a dividend of 
10 per cent is paid and on the bonds and certificates 6 per cent. It 
is claimed that the $600,000 of certificates were a gift to the stock- ' 
holders. In 1892 they ps an additional dividend of $3 per share, | 
making 25 per cent. By their sworn statement the average per 
cent from 1848 to 1881 is 168. From 1881 to 1886, 20 per cent, and 


for the year 1895, 30 per cent, which is pretty good for hard times. 
SE par stock—$20—has been worth $51 and is now worth $44 and 
a fraction. f 


This is the history of the company. All but $500,000 of the 
present capital stock of $2,000,000 been added from the profits 
of the concern. The authority for this statement as to all above 
$500,000 being profits I get from the Senate committee’s report, 
No. 1460, a report of the investigation, and where Mr. McIlhenny, 
the president, I believe, upon being interrogated by Senator Van 
Wyck, admits that that was the fact. I donotsee any reason why 
the company should be given the privilege, as under the present 
bill, of issuing a million and a more stock. This company, 
let me say, are a power in the District and are a power in Con- 
gress. ey have the highest rates possible. They have 
never ee to a reduction of price except where they have been 
oom ed to do so through fear of some legislation being enacted 

ongress. 
Mr. AULKNER. Iask the Senator whether he has examined 
the report of the Commissioners on that subject, in which they 
enumerate a number of instances of voluntary reduction by the 
ee 

Mr. KYLE. I recognize the fact and have read it that they vol- 
untarily reduced the price; but Isay, in my judgment, it was under 
fear that some bill would be by Congress. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ishould like the Senator to state bis reasons 
for that statement, because I never heard of it before and I have 
been investigating this question for at least seven years. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from West Virginia allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator said he has been investigating this 
matter. Has he discovered that in 1866 the company voluntarily 
burned its books? 

Rice FAULKNER. No, sir; I have not discovered any such 
ng. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is the fact. 

Mr. FAULKNER. No, sir; I differ with the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi entirely in his statement of the fact. I am ready to an- 
swer it on the floor. 

Mr.KYLE. I presume their eno at the present time to 
reduce the price of gas is voluntary. They show a willingness to 
reduce the price of gas at the present time because they fear that 


Congress is going to a law bringing the price down to a dol- 
lar or to 75 cents. at is all there is about it. And so it was in 
the other instances. 


As to whether this company destroyed its books, let me quote 
here from the report made by Senator Spooner, Report No. 1460, 


first session, Forty-ninth Congress. The company deliberately 
destroyed its books. The committee says: 
significant fact that the destruction of these books blotted out from 
transactions of this 


FEW CAN AFFORD TO USE GAS. 

Mr. President, the company haying a monopoly of the gas, as 
they do in this District, have reduced the ee gradually, as they 
have been forced to do so by Congress; but at the present time 
gas is held at $1.25 per thousand feet to those who pay age ad 
and $1.50 per thousand to those who do not pay their bills, I be- 
lieve, within ten days. The result is that fully one-half, I might 
say, of the people of the District of Columbia can not afford to 
use gas; and itis stated upon authority that while there are in 
the * 52,000 houses, only 25,000 or 26,000 of those houses use 

4 other words, the poor people of the city are not able to 
use at the figures charged by the company. Much of our 
55 white as well as colored, are compelled to use coal oil 
or the tallow candle, or to sit in darkness, « 


Mr. President, without attempting to instruct the gas company | Ch 


of the District of Columbia, let me say that they are pursuing a 
icy according to best experts which is detrimental to their own 
terests. The testimony of those who have examined this ques- 
tion in Europe and in the cities of the United States is that the 


lower the price of the more people use it, and the result is in- 
creased income to the companies. 

95 ig this question I haye some very valuable testimony given 
a He M. Whitney before the husetts legislature in 


month of March last. Mr. Whitney is an ere, upon this 

uestion, and was before the committee, I believe, for certain 

tights and privileges with reference to the use of the by-product of 
gas. He makes this statement before the committee: 

You will see, Mr. Chairman, that by far the r number of your peopl 
probably more than 15 to 1, and I should think 1 fair to ony 0 to 33 
now customers of the gas companies 

That is in the State of Massachusetts 
They have never been customers, and under existing circumstances and 


never can be. 
The reason is entirel t. It is because the of gas is so high 
and bas remained so r the last generation as ly to put it out 
VTV x well 
am su as at these si ics, any well. ma com- 
y with these conditions should have this condition of 
like all quasi-public ra- 


masi-public rights, to rest upon laure make no improvement 
a Epa map an r plaig tes ieee toon CCF gus 
and whom they ought to have sup for the last thirty years. Had 1 been 
these corporations I should have considered that a 


in management of one of 
dangerous position to be in. 

> * * * * * * 
Now, very much has been said about the of Manchester, England. The 
city of ‘Manchester eee lation as the city of Boston. 


It contained in 1 according to the statement I have, a popula of 505,- 
000, which is not far from the population of W 7 N ag Boston. The city of 
out more gas than is sent out in the whole State of Massa- 
az es prapora feet of 
į ester sold that gas for 60 cents per thousand feet. 
That is the reason why the consumption was 
in fo) cities like Glasgow, 


sọ 
— oaen 
Manchester, Birmingham, and . re the population is 


large, you will find t the price is about uniform, and that the proportion 
of meters to this population is nearly 1 to 5. That is, substan every 
family uses gas, uses it in considerable quantities. 

One meter to e 5 of the population, 5 representing a family, 


while in the State of Massachusetts they have 1 meter to every 20 
in Pa ‘saponin 

e summarizes the whole situation that asa uence of 
the reduction in the price of gas more people use it and there is a 
greater income to the companies. 

Mr. President, in view of what is charged in other cities of the 
United States and of the world, the charge made for by the 
Washington Gas Light Company is exorbitant. The whole ques- 
tion, it seems to me, for the Senate to consider is whether gas 
under the existing circumstances can be furnished to the people 


of this District for a less figure. That is all there is to it. 
CAN THE PRICE BE REDUCED? 
T have taken a great deal of pains to collect data upon this point 


Ihave communicated with and received letters from the city clerks 
in the prominent cities of the United States, and the general report 
is that the price of gas is far below the price charged in the city of 
Washington. Here are the figures from a number of these cities: 
The city of New York furnishes gas for $1.25 per thousand; Chi- 
cago, $1.13. The price in Chicago is now down to a dollar. I will 
say before I give the figures that many of them are subject to 
change, because cities are frequently c ing the price of gas, 
and generally re | the downward course. 

Mr. GALLINGER, If the Senator will permit me, I should 
like to ask him if he is aware of the fact that there are some thirty 
or forty different gas companies in the city of New York, and that 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I understood the Senator to say $1. 
Mr. KYLE. The price in Chicago is $1. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Even at $1.25 the price is the same as it is 
in Washington; but the fact is that there are a great many com- 
panies in New York which charge $1.50 per thousand feet, and in 


some instances as high as $1.75; and the statistics will show that 


Mr. KYLE. I have here the statistics of the cities of Massachu- 
setts, which I might 
show the price 


lace in the RECORD, but shall not, which 
in 1886 and 1894, and in every case there 
of the price of gas between 1886 and 1894; 


$1.25 $1.40 
1.13 1.0 
1.00 1.75 
125 1.29 
1.59 1.75 
1.08 1.235 
1.2 1.70 
2.00 1.60 

-Bi 1.20 

-30 1.235 
1.00 -% 
1.00 1.25 


1,000 
Peek. 
FFF 14,000 00 
pies 2,000 100 
7.000 80 
000) Eoo 
10.000 1.44 
10.000 100 
11.000 1.25 
5,000 1.50 
ees 80.000 1.2 
40, 000 75 


Mr. FAULKNER. Charlottesville owns its gas works. 
Mr. KYLE. Les; and the price there is $1. 
In many of these cases the price in cities where they manufac- 
ture their own gas is as high or higher than in the city of Wash- 
ington, but the point is that all proceeds above the cost of 
producing and supplying the gas goes to the city TOANT, and 
thereby reduces the amount of taxes to be paid by the people. 
The following is a list of cities where the price of gas is $1 per 
thousand feet or less: 


—. 8 $1.00 i ANIE GAD 

umbus 1.00 Atlanta, Ga . — - 10 
Dayton, Ohio 1.00 | Taylorsville 1.00 
Centerville ... 1.00 | Henderson, Ky-— 1.00 
Elyria, Ohio 1.0 | Sandusky, Ohio. 1.00 
Troy, Ohio 1.00 | X. Š 1.90 
Greenville.... 1.00 | Meadville, Pa 1.00 
Pittsburg, Pa... 1.00 | Grafton, W. Va.. 1.00 

waukee, Wis 1.00 | Hamilton, O 1.00 
SENET, . | Grand Rapi 90 > 
Cleveland. -...... -80 | Whee: 3 . 25 
West Point -60 Kokomo . 75 
Bellefontaine. .80 | Jackson, 50 
St. Josep -50 | Terre Haute. -50 
Chicago, 1 company -50 | Lakewood, N. . 0 


Mr. FAULKNER. Task the Senator what is the price of gas 
in his own State? 

Mr. KYLE. In South Dakota I have not investigated beyond 
my own town, where we have to pay a private company $2.50 per 
thousand feet for gas. 

Mr. MILLS. hat is the population? 

Mr. KYLE. The po tion is about 6,000. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I believe the average cost in the whole State 
is about $2.20, 

Mr. KYLE. We pay $2,50 in my town, which we have always 
considered exorbitant. It is exorbitant, and the company know it 
is exorbitant, in my judgment. The people should take the mat- 
ter into their own bands and operate the plant in the interest of 
FFF I extract from th 

ollowing summary as to gas companies I ex om the 
New York World, without quoting it literally: 

The cost of gas in Cleveland is 80 cents, and the compan ys 
the city 6} per cent on their gross receipts, amounting to $50,000 
perannum. The gas costs the company from 50 to 55 cents per 
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1,000 feet, and after paying the city 64 per cent it leaves to the 
company a profit of 20 to 25 cents per thousand, and pays 8 per cent 
on its $3,000,000 of stock. j 

In Cincinnati tae pare is $1 net, and less for the city lamps, and 
the company pays 10 per cent dividend. A 

Chicago experts say the cost of gas there is from 50 to 55 cents, 
including interest on the investment in plant, etc. The price to 
consumers is from $1 to 50 cents. 

In Brooklyn the price is $1.25, and the officers refuse to state 
the cost. 

Mr. C. E. Staples, a dealer in gas stocks, states that it costs to 
pane rane gas, such as we have here, from 35 to 37} cents per 

„000 feet. x 

In Pittsburg the price is $1 per thousand feet, and the company 

supply the street lamps first to the amount of 12,500,000 feet. For 
over that the city pays 75 cents per thousand feet. The offi- 

cere ak the OPARY TONINO So ALATO wien coals to TOAS AAE: : 

In Bellefontaine, Ohio, as stated by Professor Bemis, city 
has made its own gas since 1873—twenty 83 for man- 
ufacture and distribution of 30 cents. price in 1893 was 80 


cents. 

In Lakewood, N. V., they furnish their own 
thousand feet. In Bellefontaine and Lakew 
gas, the same as most of our gas. 


at 30 cents per 
they make water 


West Point furnishes its own gas at 60 cents per thousand feet, | 


which is all coal gas, and the nominal price is 75 cents. y 

The Louisville (Ky.) company sold gas at $1 per thousand until 
bo out by another company. The price is now $1.30 per thon- 
sand, and they refuse to give any information as to the cost. 

In Albany, N. Y., the president of the gas company refuses to 
state the cost or the profit. z A 3 

These are some facts as to what gas is being furnished for in 
the various cities of the United States. I might goa little further 
and give you a few of the companies abroad: 


AN ANALYSIS OF THE ACCOUNTS OF THE PRINCIPAL GAS UNDERTAKINGS 
IN ENGLAND, SCOTLAND, AND IRELAND FOR 1583. 


Gas statistics of Great Britain, 1893. 


Cubic feet. 


053 008 60} 17.28 
22 1888 e| 17.99 
2565 J. 60% 8 | dees 
81,433 | 8, 638, 680,000 e| 19.11 
38,005 | 1, 502, 510, 000 60| 19 
44,787 | ` 871,177, 000 88 19.30 
28,005 | 1, LLL, 798, 000 58 18.54 
28 mew) 
2.600 | 1,578,956, 000 70 
Tian 2.480 85 
30. 144 | 1, 955.223, 000 41 
10, 722 | 668,558,000 43 
10,400 | 649,911,000 58 
23,283 | 403,739,000 77 
48,958 1, 874, 700, 000 45 

e ee eee eee e eee — 


Average. 

All these range from 14.50 to 21.59 candlepower, and not 
one of them comes to dollarmark, They usecoal tomake gas. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, will he re- 
state what he just said as to the candlepower in those cities? 
Pct KLE. They range along from 14.50 to 18, 19, and 21 can- 

epower. . 

. GALLINGER. The Senator will, of course, observe that 
in the bill now under consideration we propose tomake the Wash- 
5 Fi Gas Light Company furnish gas of 24 candlepower. 

2 pee I eur pensar y that, and I will prove before we get 
through that it is not over 16 candlepower, because you arechang- 
i e test from the Argand burner to the Bray slit burner. 

. GALLINGER. e are adopting the test in use in every 
ag tas this country. 

. KYLE. I understand that. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator says we are changing the test, 
and I assert that the burner used in every city the Senator refers 
to is only 16, 17, 18, and 19 candlepower, and is the improved 
modern Parliamentary Argand burner, which gives a similarlight 
to the burner we have adopted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is no doubt about it. 

Mr. KYLE. That is a question, because different cities have 
different methods of testing their own gas. But there is a differ- 
ence between the new Parliamen burner and the 
Bray slit flat-flame burner, as I shall A 
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Mr. FAULKNER. In England they have but one burner, and 
that is the parliamentary burner, by which they test all lights. 

Mr. E. But not the Bray flat flame burner. I have here 
a statement in reference to the city of Philadelphia. I made the 
statement that the city of Philadelphia furnishes gas to its con- 
sumers for $1 per thousand, and turns into the city treasury mil- 
lions of dollars; that during the last four years it turned in the 
neighborhood of $7,000,000 into the city treasury. The gas monop- 
oly of the city of Philadelphia, if it may be so te is a great 
bonanza to the city, and private companies in that section of the 
country understand this. Ihave before me an article from the 
Pittsburg Times of February 21, 1896, which says: 

A syndicate to-day formally offered the city $20,000,000 cash for the — 
works, The syndicate agrees to charge from 65 cents to gl a thousand feet 
for and after ten years to give the city 5 per cent of the profits of the gas 
works, andin 15 years 10 per cent of the profits. The city now makes all the 
gas used here, and sells if for gl a thousand feet. Last year the city’s profit 
on the plant was about $1,500,000. 

The city can not afford to part with such a franchise. The 

of poor there owning their own homes should congrat- 
ulate themselves on the reduction in taxes and contend for the 
municipal ownership of the street railways, which are an oppres- 
sion and a political power in that city. 

The city of Philadelphia is not able to furnish all its own gas. 
The city being so large, they are compelled to Torona a certain 
amount of gas from private gas companies. I believe they have 
bought abont 3,000,000 or more cubic feet of gas, and they made 
a contract with private companies for this purpose. I have the 
contract before me, and it be a surprise to many to know the 
figure at which gas is furnished by a privatecompany. The con- 
tract states: 

We will furnish three million (3,000,000) cubic feet of gas, and as much more 

1 six months’ notice, by the Hanlon and Leadley “W” 
wer, delivered as required to 
cents per 1,000 cubic feet for the first 


Mr. GALLIN GER. If the Senator bog Sree me again, there 
is no doubt they can afford to do that, for that is simply to furnish 
the gas at their own works. It does not include the cost of the 
mains and of distributing the gas and all that sort of thing. It is 
og ae for the gas itself. 

. KYLE. The cost of distribution is estimated generally at 
40 per cent, which would add about 12 cents more. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is not admitted by any gas man with 
whom I have ever talked. The Senator may know all about the 
enamel e ee ibution. The Committee on the District of 
Columbia, however, have had a great many hearings and have had 
experts before them, and no man there has ever ventured to make 
as ion such as the Senator has made, 

Mr. KYLE. Ihave seen the statement made many times over 
by experts in the United States that the cost of distribution is 40 
per cent of the cost of production; so, taking 37 cents and adding 
40 per cent to it, the aggregate amount would be 13 or 14 cents 


I may not know somuch about the question as the Senator from 
New pshire, but I have been investigating the subject of gas 
somewhat for twenty years. The District Committee do not have 


a 2 7 7 1 of know e. 

Mr. ALLINGER. e only point I would make is, Mr. Presi- 
dent—I do not care to get into a controversy with the Senator, and 
I know I am trenching upon his time that I chance to be a mem- 
ber of the committee which has had very lengthy and very numer- 
ous hearings on this question, and they have heard all sides of it. 
We have had experts from New York and Boston and other cities, 

bly a member of the committee knows something as 
t has been investigated by the committee; and that is all I 


c 5 

Mr. KYLE. I understand what has been presented to the com- 
auton, beta mnie deal has been presented to the committee which 
is no e. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very likely so. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire a question. Have the hearings before the committee been 
printed in extenso? 

Mr. FAULKNER. All of them. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is a document here that is accessi- 
ble ee. the recent hearings before the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, entitled ‘‘ Gas.” 

Mr. GEORGE. When were the hearings had? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Beyond a doubt the Senator can get a copy 
of the document ig pendimi to the document room for it. 

Mr. HARRIS. e heari were held at various times. 

Mr. GEORGE. I applied this morning at the document room 
and could not get a copy of the testimony. 

Mr, FA . 1 will state that the hearings were pub- 
lished for the use of the committee, and any Senator who will 
appl to the clerk of the Committee on the District of Columbia 

able to secure a copy of the hearings as printed. 


56 | more. 


and 
to w 
laim 


5336 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 16, 


Mr.GEORGE. Why wasit not printed for the use of the Senate? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Simply because the committee never ordered 
it, and no one else asked that the hearings be published. Hear- 
ings before committees are not generally printed for public dis- 
tribution except when the committee submits a written report 
embodying the hearings by the committee; but they do not gen- 
erally publish hearings on matters which are purely local. 

Mr. E. Ihave stated here that the prices charged in the 
District of Columbia are exorbitant, and that the prices in many 
cities are below what they are here. The former president of the 
old company stated: 

The public do not know how cheap 
Tao eo untl weare compelled to. 

Almost invariably in page eee of gas they include the 
cost of enlarging the plant, extending mains, etc. At a meeting 
of the American Gas Light Association when a member in read- 
ing a paper attempted to include in cost of gas extension of mains 
and other improvements he was stopped by President Harbison, 
who said: 

The cost of enlarging the plant should be charged to the capital accoun 
and not to the cost 85 72 — gas. ss t 

At a meeting of the association in 1880, Mr. Eugene Vanderpool, 
M. A., C. E., of the Newark Gas Light Company, and whom the 
Washington Gas Light Company asked to have brought here 
during the Spooner investigation in 1886, stated that cost of water 

was 42 cents per 1,000 feet, coal gas 355 cents per 1,000 feet. 
when coal was ee te $4.50 per ton and coke at 6 cents 
per bushel. The highest British 3 according to the Gas 
ght Journal, Mr. G. W. Stevenson, C. E., F. G. S., in his work, 
Precedents in Private Legislation Affecting Gas and Water Com- 
ies, 1879, gives the cost of coal gas, everything included, and 
the gan delivered to the burner of the consumer, at 51 cents per 
1,000 feet. Take Mr. Vanderpool’s estimate of 35% cents in the 
holder and add 14 cents (40 per cent) for distribution, and we have 
498 cents per 1,000 feet, or a little more than a cent less than in 
Great Britain. Since then the residuals have come to be almost 
as valuable as the gas, and the price must have very materially 
fallen. Here are some facts from official sources as regards the 
cost of gas in the United States and Great Britain: 

A to the best authorities in the United States and Great Britain 
8 older, in cost but 35 cents, and since then the cost of pro- 

uction has been redu very materially. 

Hon. Orestes Cleveland— 

Ex-mayor of Jersey City, I believe— 
in a letter to the Senate committee in 1886, stated that to his personal knowl- 
edge it was then put in the holder at 30 cents per 1,000. The cost of distribu- 
tion is ye at pee cent of the cost of production, which would be 12 
cents, thus making the cost of gas at the burner 52 cents per 1,000. 

The cost of gas in Great Britain in 1890 was 30 cents per 1,000, and the engi- 
neer of the Leeds gas works says that “recent improvements in the process 
have greatly cheapened the cost of manufacture, so that now coal gas in the 
holder costs but 22 cents.” 

I hope the Senator will listen to this. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am listening very attentively. 

Mr. KYLE. The letter of Hon. Orestes Cleveland continues: 

In 19 cities in Great Britain the average cost was 37} cents, and the average 
price charged consumers was 52} cents. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We had representatives of the so-called 
Rose-Hastings process before the committee, and they claim to 
make cheaper than by rot other process on the face of the 
earth; but they did not pretend tosay that they could make it for 
less than 35 cents a thousand. 

Mr. KYLE. Ido not presume that any company will tell you 
what they are able to make their gas for. 

Mr. G. INGER. But this company were trying to make it 
appear that they could manufacture gas and furnish it cheaper 

an it could be furnished by the old process, and it was to their 
interest to make the figures as low as possible. 

Mr. KYLE. But they made the figures enough lower to show 
that they could furnish gas to the citizens here for 75 cents, and 
to the city itself at 60 cents. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They did not do so to the satisfaction of 
the committee. 

Mr. KYLE. The Senator’s committee did not act upon the bill, 
Iunderstand, because they did not want the city streets torn up. 

Mr. HARRIS, I do not want the Senator to proceed upon that 
idea. During the Fifty-third Congress, and up toa late day in 
the Fifty-fourth Congress, I was an earnest advocate of the bill 
introduced by the Senator himself, because of its proposition to 
furnish cheaper gas. The investigations before the committee, 
where we had experts from various surrounding cities, at least 
produced a state of doubt upon ae mind as to the possibility of 
8 gas upon their meth at these lower rates and of 

eir ability to do what they proposed, which caused me to pause 
in the advocacy of their proposition. I was as earnestly in favor 
of it as the Senator in the Fifty-third Congress and up toa late 
day in the Fifty-fourth Congress. 

Mr. KYLE. But I understand that the objection of the Com- 
missioners was that they did not like the streets torn up. 


can be made, and we do not pro- 
gas cheaper, but we do not propose 


Mr. HARRIS. That was one of the objections, and I am sure 
that was but one of the objections. It was not the only one. 
But this investigation went very much further than as to the 
tearing up of the streets. I totally disregarded that recommenda- 
tion as against shoud down other mains and other pipes, and 
other facts controlled my action—the utter failure of the new 
company to show its ability to prođuce gas at these lower rates, 
and, perhaps, its ability in financial and other respects. 

Mr. KYLE I do not care to go over the discussion of the 75- 
cent gas bill at this time 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iask the Senator for a moment more of 
his Sine. The Senator, of course, wants to be accurate on this 
point. $ 

Mr. KYLE. I want to get through with my remarks soon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Just one moment. r. Thomas P. Wor- 
rall, Who is president of the Westchester Gas Company, under the 
Rose-Hastings process, which undertook to get into the city of 
W Sov under the bill which the Senator has championed. 
and still champions, and has had put on the Calendar after ithad 
been adversely oy eae by the committee, said 

Mr. KYLE. Ido not know that I can admit that now. 

Mr. GALLINGER. [shall be through in a moment. 

Mr. KYLE. I understand, but there is a great deal of rebuttal 
testimony which I should feel like pateng in, 

Mr. G. GER. Very well; I will read what Mr. Worrall 
said in my own time. 

Mr. K I do not understand the matter as the Senator 
states it. I do not think that the attorney of the Rose-Hastings 
Company, Mr. Sands, had a proper hearing before the District 
Committee. 

Mr.GALLINGER, Mr. President, that is a very serious charge. 

Mr. KYLE. The experts on the line of the Rose-Hastings Com- 
pany were heard, but after that, when the attorney who repre- 
sents that company asked for his final hearing before the com- 
mittee of this branch of Congress he was refused. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That attorney had four or five or six hours 
of the committee’s time. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is so. 

Mr. KYLE. Not for his own argument. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is making a very serious ac- 
cusation, and it is not true. 

Mr. KYLE. I have the correspondence right here. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That may be; but you are accusing the 
Committee on the District of Columbia now. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator mean Mr. Sands? 

Mr. KYLE. Yes; I mean that he has not had a full final hear- 


ing. 

Nir. HARRIS. When he makes such a statement he is wholly 
unjustified, and states a falsehood. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is true. 

Mr. HARRIS. He has been heard over and over 

Mr. GALLINGER. And over again. 

Mr. HARRIS. And heard to a greater extent than the repre- 
sentative of any other gas company in existence. 

Mr. KYLE. His final argument I referred to, which he wished 
to makel before the committee, and he was not given a hearing in 
Te it. 

. FAULKNER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. KYLE. If the Senator from West Virginia wants to ask 
me a 2 ieee I will hear him. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator will permit me, I will state 
that he had a final 8 and at that hearing he put in all the 

pers, he said, that would bear on the subject, and they are found 

ere, as the Senator will see when he gets the printed record. 

Mr. KYLE. I have seen the printed record, and I have the cor- 
respondence with the chairman of the District Committee. Ihave 
here a letter from Mr. Sands to the chairman of the committee, 
which is as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., January 14, 1896. 

SENATOR: The bill No. 1408 to incorporate the National Capital Gas Light, 
Heat, and Power Company has been referred to your co: ttee for consid- 
eration and report. 

The incorporators, for whom I appear as counsel, are anxious to be heard 
before your committee, prepared to show to them their readiness and ability 
to carry out STET dy of that bill, and thus to fire to the people of 
this District the ef for which they have been petitioning Congress so 
man . 

9 experts, whose statements it is of the highest importance for 
each member of the committee to hear, are absent in the West, but can be 
here by Wednesday, January 22, instant. 

There are several new members on your committee. and it is gmt to them, 
as well as to us, that they also hearus upon the merits of our bill, 

Therefore, I request that you name a Bay when we can be heard by the full 
committee— 

“ By the full committee“ 
when they can be here, and that no action be had without our being heard. 

The ores 2 of ao bill to oe poor calls for such action, and 

8 N % F. P. B. SANDS, Counsel, 

C of Columbi 

j United States Senate. 


1896: 
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Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to state to him—— 

Mr. KYLE. Wait until I get through with this correspondence. 

Mr. HARRIS. That as often as twice upon my motion—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Carter in the chair). The 
Senator from South Dakota declines to yield. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course, if the Senator declines to yield I will 


take i seat. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to finish the correspondence. Here 
is a letter from the chairman of the committee [Mr. MCMILLAN] 
to Mr. Sands: 

JANUARY 16, 1896. 


DEAR SIR: Replying to your letter of Jan 14, I would say that the 
bill to incorporate the National Capital Gas Light, Heat, and Power Com- 
pay will be referred in the usual way, and when the subcommittee is ready 

take up the measure you will be notifed of the date arranged for a 
Yours, truly, JAMES McMILLAN. 


F. P. B. SANDS, Esq., 
Adams Building, Washington, D. C. 


Then on February 12 Mr. Sands writes again: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., February 12, 1896. 


Mr. CHA: 
named in the bill (S. 1408) to incorporate the National Capital Gas L; 
S ) . commi 


bi 
May I be permitted to request, in the name of simple 7 — that the hear- 
the full committee asked for be soon given to us, with rh Bap oe 


With respect, I am, yours, truly, 


Hon. JAMES MOMILLAN, 
Chairman District Committee, United States Senate. 


No answer was vouchsafed to this letter. 
Then, February 14, Mr. Sands again writes the chairman as fol- 


lows: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., February 14, 1896. 

DEAR SIR: I was informed yesterday that the committee had set Wednes- 
day, February 2%, at 2 p. m., for a hearing upon Senate bill No. 1408, to incor- 
porate the National Capital Gas ht, Heat, and Power es: 

Will you kindly inform me whether such is the fact and what is to be the 
2 of the h that I may notify our experts, who are in Pennsylvania 
an WWW the date named will be satis- 


f your an earl ly, I ~" 
g of y courtesy y reply. eee 


Of Counsel for Incorporators. 
Hon. JAMES MCMILLAN, 


Chairman Committee on District of Columbia, 
z United States Senate. 


The reply of the chairman, dated February 15, is as follows: 


SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, D. C.. February 15, 1896. 

DEAR SIR: Replying to your letter of yesterday, I would say that at the 
request of Senator HARRIS the committee arranged to hear some experts 
from Boston on the subject of gas. Iwill see that you and your friends have 
an opportunity to be heard before the bill (S. 1 e d of, and of course 

you are entirely at liberty to be present at any hearing on the subject. 


To be present ”— 
Doubtless Senator HARRIS will tell you whom he expects to be present at 


the hearing arranged for the 26th. 
Yours; truly, JAMES McMILLAN. 


F. P. B. SANDS, a 
No. 1333 aa NIF., Washington, D. C. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Now—— 
Mr. KYLE. I am not through yet. I have a letter from Mr. 
Sands dated April 24, which is as follows: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., April 24, 1896. 


correspondence shows what earnest efforts 
Fo to secure a hearing on behalf of the incorporators in Senate bill No. 


To prevent any snap judgment being taken me I notified the 
experts we relied upon to attend on February 26, the date set for the hear- 
ing. They came on at great inconvenience to themselves, and on reaching 
the committee room we were informed by the chairman that the hearing 
was p med until March 5. 

9 nded again on March 5 and on March 17. 

On those dates I, as counsel, introduced the expert evidence to convince 
the committee that we were 1 with processes which enabled us to 
carry out the nese in: e as to gas to be supplied at the low rates 
named in the bill. 

I confined myself to presenting my witnesses and proofs, except when re- 
quired to answer questions put by members of the committee. 


That is what he confined himself to. 


When through with my experts I again asked that a day be fixed when I 
could have thirty minutes to explain the merits of that bill. 
The chairman answered thatif the committee desired to give me a hearing 
I would be notified. 
Isecured subsequently from the clerk of the District Committeea cong of 
the published report of the evidence taken by the committee, and after a 
rusal of it I saw the necessity of explaining afew of the facts touched upon 
y some of the opposing experts. 
I therefore wrote again on March 27 to the honorable chairman of the com- 
ee asking a hearing, and I submit a copy of my request and his answer 
ereto. 
Considering the ve: t importance of that bill to my clients, as well as 
to the whole people oF fiis 5 I have reason toteel that we have 
been trea unfairly and that there has been a determination Bod provata 


F. P. B. SANDS, 
Of Counsel, 


My DEAR SIR: The forego 


ted 
full and free hearing in behalf of the bill. The officers and adv 


Washington Gas Light Company were given free and full hearings to oppose 
our bill, and even after I was told (see page 64 of report) that the expert 
hearing was ended, and had left the committee room, an advocate of the 


Washington Gas Light Com: 
our billein our absence, an 
answer 


y was permitted to make his speech 
we have besa deprived of an 985 


y. F. P. B. SANDS, 
Counsel for Incorporators, Bill 1408. 
Hon. JAMES KYL 
United St Senate. 

On the 27th day of March Mr. Sands wrote the following letter 
to Mr. MCMILLAN: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., March 27, 1896. 

SENATOR: A perusal of the printed report of the gas“ hea: on bill No. 
1408 makes it clear that the committee will welcome a résumé of the e: 
evidence submitted to save the labor to the committee that must follow 
an examination of it. 

There are points in the conflicting statements of the witnesses on both sides 
that should be elucidated and Arkar and in the interest of justice and 
fairness I ask for a brief hearing before the committee in regard to the ex- 
perts’ testimony. A 

I feel confident that you will appreciate the propriety of this and will fix 
an early day and a convenient hour for the hearing. 

Respectfully, yours, F. P. B. SANDS. 

Hon. JAMES MCMILLAN, 

Chairman District Committee, United States Senate, 


The reply is as follows: 
SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, D. C., March 30, 1896. 


DEAR SIR: Replying to your letter of March 27, asking for another hearing 
y = 


on the bill (S. 1408) I would say that the committee has decided to hold no 
more hearings on the subject of gas. 
Yours, truly, JAMES MCMILLAN. 
Mr. F. P. B. SANDS, 
35 Adams Building, City. 


Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from South Dakota will allow 


me—— 

Mr. KYLE. I think the correspondence speaks for itself as far 
as the last final hearing and the argument he wished to make is 
concerned. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to make astatement? 

Mr. KYLE. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. As I have already stated, during the whole of 
the Fifty-third Congress and up toa late date in the Fifty-fourth, 
I was decidedly the advocate of the bill introduced by the Senator 
from South Dakota in favor of this new pro gas company. 
Ihave known nothing of the correspondence the Senator has 
but knowing, as I was informed, that the company desired a hear- 
ing before the full committee, on my motion the full committee 
agreed to meet on a named day for the hearing of all the gas com- 
panies and all the experts from any and everywhere whom they 

roposed to bring before the committee, and we adjourned one 

earing to another, and another, and another, and in those hear- 
lam safe in saying that the new gas company favoring the 
introduced by the Senator from South Dakota consumed two 
or three days, as much time as any other gas company claiming 
to be heard. This statement I deem it proper to make in answer 
to the complaint of that company. 

Mr. K . Mr. President, just a word more until I finish the 
particular point I was on. The cost of gas, as I asserted a while 
ago, I think, in the District of Columbia in the holder is about 85 
cents a thousand. The cost of gasin Great Britain in 1890 was 30 
cents a thousand, and so on. Let me read: 

In 19 cities in Great Britain the average cost was ot pans and the average 
price c consumers was 52%} cents. One reason why gas can be produced 
so much cheaper now is the fact that the residual products are so utilized as 
to command much higher prices. Indeed, so much have the conditions 
changed in this that, as stated in a letter from a prominent gentle- 
man in Great Bri the distillation of coal for the residual products alone 
is very profitable. 

There is a most remarkable statement, that the distillation of 
coal for the residual products alone is very profitable,’ correspond- 
ing to the testimony of Mr. Whitney and others with reference to 
We great value of the by-products to-day. Here is the statement 
made: 

There are three extensive plants operated on the -works plan situated 
at and in the vicinity of Stoke-on-Trent, England. e tar from these works 
is sent to New York; the benzole Rove to 5 I have reliable informa- 

table, and yet the 


tion that the business is very pro: y sell no per 
Since the introduction of asphalt pavements, in which refined coal tar is 


In 
bi 


used, the demand has ly increased, and by chemical methods the other 
residual products are u with still larger profit. 
With such experience at home and ab: there is no room left for doubt. 


There is nota dow of a question but that it would be tly for the ben- 
efit of the public for the District to furnish the light, both electrical and gas, 
not only for the streets, but for private use also. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, at the hour of half past 3 the Sen- 
ate had resolved heretofore to proceed to hear eulogies on the late 
. WILLIAX H. CRAIN, of Texas. That hour has ar- 
rived. 

Mr. KYLE. I yield to the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. GEORGE. With the permission of the Senator from Texas, 
Lask the Senate to have reprinted, for the use of the Senate, Report 
No. 1460 of the Forty-ninth Congress, first session, being the re- 
port by Mr. Spooner, from the Committee on the District of 


eee ee Soe ee S 
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Columbia, upon this very question. I find at the document room 
et eee ee . the report left. It is a very im- 
0 


sag yee: like to have it before the Senate on 
ag do not want the hearing reprinted, but only the report. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CARTER in the chair). In the 
absence of objection, it will be so ordered. 
Mr. I yield to my colleague [Mr. CHILTON]. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE CRAIN. 


Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, I submit the resolutions which 
I send to the desk and ask for their adoption. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theresolutions submitted by the 
Senator from Texas will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions; and they were unanimously 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
the Hon. W. H. CRAIN, late a Representative from the State of Texas. 

Resolwed, That the business of the Senate be now suspended, in order that 
fitting tribute be paid to his een 

Resolved, That the sympathies of the members of the Senate be tendered to 

of Mr. CRAIN in this bereavement, and that the Secretary of the 

Senate transmit to them a copy of these resolutions. 


Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, I did not know Mr. CRAIN as 
intimately as some of those who, like my coll e, served with 
him in the other branch of Congress. e lived in different sec- 
tions of our far-reaching Texas, and I believe he had been both 
PURER akbar. ani SES, Aisit Doone, T SEN, TIN DORDA 

ce. 
remember well, sir, the occasion when I first saw him. It was 
at a Democratic State convention in Texasin 1880. A large crowd 
had assembled, and at some peculiarly stormy moment in the 
proceedings a tall and handsome man arose in the rear of 
the hall, with a tone and manner which attracted instant atten- 
tion, and addressed himself to the work of extricating the con- 
vention from its confusion. Some one who sat near me gave the 
name of the speaker as that of Crain, and the impression which 
the episode made upon my mind has never been effaced. In think- 
ing of him I always like to look back to that day. I never saw a 
ah igs or keener eye; I never saw a presence more impe- 
; I never heard a diction more felicitous and clear. His 
was short, but it was complete. ‘There was no waste of cula- 
tion, no waste of language, no 5 t Was all 
over quickly. Other scenes zapaly as the business of 
the convention was transacted, but none which are recalled with 
the vividness of that which I have described. Iwas then a young 
. tioner of the law, held no office, and was barely beginning a 
imited 1 in politics, but I remember that the conclusion 
was then ed upon my mind that Mr. CRAIx was suited to 
VVV teresting study to analyze th 
is al wa, me, sir, a most in y yze the 
lives of public men and to single out the particular qual- 
ities which have been the sources of their distinction. In Mr. 
Cratn’s case I would sayit came, first, from that ishment 
ee Gel been 5 by 80 Freeh a ee? < be gems 
Eogh expression; n from his voice of music an power; 
and, lastly, from an overflow of animal spirits developed into con- 
stant vivacity and 3 a social charm which, according to 
my observation of mankind, neither ERSOY NOEP nor experi- 
supp. 


ence nor eyen good temper alone can altogether y. 
Possessing this combination of personal and oratorical gifts to 
which I have alluded, it may be supposed that Mr. CRAIN 
was specially strong as a political canvasser. He could interest 
in private conversation, he could electrify in public debate, and 
thus it was that, though his adversaries were many, he was tri- 
umphantly elected to Congress term after term, and continued to 
his death a favorite of the people. 


Mr.CAFFERY. Mr. President, to adequately portray the char- 
acter and fittingly eulogize the virtues of the dead require an 
intimate acquaintance with the individual while alive. Ilack the 
essential element of that uaintance to do full honor to the 
memory of WILLIAM Henry Crain. The only time I was thrown 
in contact with Mr. Crary was on the train from New Orleans 
to Washington several years ago. ing that journey there was 
between us a free interchange of thi t and a candid expression 


of opinion on many of the leading topics of the day. 

The Southern „ee is distinguished for my A of form 
and freedom from restraint. When intelligent gentlemen of high 
social or official position are casually brought together, with 
rapid insight they correctly estimate each other's character; with 
ee Eat confidence they lay the foundation for a friendship 
which in time frequently warms into the closest intimacy. There 
is neither that reserve which repels advance nor that caution 
which seeks seclusion. 

During the journey referred to I observed in Mr. CRAIN a char- 
acter that was chivalric, an intellect that was solid yet brilliant. 


His versatility was remarkable; his power of description graphic; 


his opinions just. In his there was an urbanity of man- 
ner which charmed his companions; in his See meee ce 
3 Which almost glowed into verse. 

t, sir, I was not fortunate enough to enter the sanc 
where mind fully discloses itself to mind, and heart to heart, the 
sacred sanctuary devoted to human friendship. And, therefore, 
tenderer hands than mine have laid their tribute on his grave, 
and more loving hearts than mine have done honor to his memory. 
Though this be so, a Louisianian brings this sincere offering 
his name and fame and lays it on the grave of the noble Texan. 

Mr. President, ‘‘ Noscitur a sociis” is a maxim as true in ethics 
as in law. Judged by this maxim, the young and promising 
statesman was only unfortunate in his untimely death. He had 
“won golden opinions from all sorts of men.” His associates in 
the House of resentatives with one accord honor his memory 
and grieve for his loss. With affectionate zeal they stamp his 
character and his ability with the seal of their love and respect. 

Where he lived and where best known there were tears for the 
death that did sit on his brow like an untimely frost”; there 
was love for the citizen and praise for the Representative, and 
there the memory of his acd will long outlive the generation 
which cherishes it. 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, on the 10th day of February last, 
in the hours of the early morning, WILLIAM HENRY CRAIN, a 
ok epee from the Eleventh Texas district, in the forty- 
eighth year of his age, joined the innumerable caravan that is 
ever journeying toward the unknown land. For twelve years he 
had been honored by the 2 of his district as their resenta- 
tive in the National Legislature. It is useless toinquire how well 
he discharged the duties of the high station he occupied. Hi 
constituents have answered all such questions by their cordial 
indorsement at each recurring election. From the inning to 
the sad ending of his public career he held without one wavering 
moment not only the confidence, but the affection of the people 
among whom he lived, for whom he labored, and beside whose 
departed loved ones he has been laid to sleep until the gray dawn 
of another morning, when those that sleep shall awake, and awake, 
as he believed, to another, a hi , and a better life. When 
one’s life has been rounded out to nt Sep and furrowed cheeks, 
and his head is then bowed upon the of death, there is a con- 
solation that comes to the hearts of loved ones and friends in the 
consciousness of the fact that he has accomplished the work that 
the Master assigned. But when we stand by the open grave of 
a faithful public servant who has fallen in the full vigor of phys- 
ical manhood and great intellectual endowments, there is a touch 
of deeper sadness, a pang of keener grief. It is in the shadow of 
that grief all Texas stands to-day. the Sabine to the Rio 
Grande, and from No Mans Land to the Gulf of Mexico he was 
known to all. 

In the interesting and sometimes contentions in reference 
to the adjustment of public questions he was always a partici- 
pant, and one who was 5 e se give a reason for the faith 
that was in him. In an intellectual encounter he was not an ad- 
versary to be 5 and the foeman who made the mistake of 
underestimating strength always paid the penalty for his rash- 
ness before the encounter ended. At 24 years of he was elected 
district attorney of the district in which he lived. This tion 
presented to him a splendid field for the display of his intellectual 
gifts and attainments. In this arena he was constantly pitted 
against the ablest and best lawyers of his district. It would be 
fulsome flattery to zon Rew he always came off first best in en- 
counters with such a as that district had. But daily battle 
with strong men . nace and whetted his own intellect and ena- 
bled him to mount faster and higher the eminence whose summit 
he was struggling to crown. In the exercise of his official duties 
as an officer of the State he was in constanttouch with the pope 
The circle of his acquaintance was ever expanding and as it 
widened his hold grew stronger. He was endowed with a bright, 
quick mind, and with an ever-present wit and a generous warmth 
of disposition. Hecouldprosecutewithoutpersecuting. Hecould 
differ sharply without offending those from whom differed. 
There was genial sunshine and warmth displayed in his inter- 
course with all that attached his fellow-citizens to him, and he 
died without knowing how strong that attachment was. 

In 1884 he was chosen the Representative in Congress of the dis- 
trict, which then bristled with men of ability, the constant friend- 
ship of all of whom he held to the last moment of his life; and 
when he announced some weeks before his death his determina- 
tion to retire to private life his resolution met their remonstrance 
from every part of his district. They believed, as did all his 
friends, that the theater of his usefulness was widening; that there 


were higher altitudes to which fortune was inviting him and on 
which the pride and affections of his people were anxious he should 
stand. But he felt that twelve years of the very vigor of his life 


he had given to his country, and he should now look to the inter- 
ests of who were dependent on him for support. His 
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goods were limited, and he felt that before he died he should bet- 
ter the iary situation of his loved ones. In a conversation 
with him only a few days before his death he told me of his pur- 
pose to quit public life. In common with other friends I remon- 
strated with him against his decision. But he was immovable. 
In a few days after our conversation he was taken away from his 

le, his ily, and his friends. He fell at his and in the 
— of the duties imposed upon him by his fellow- citizens. 
When his death was announced there were no mourners more sin- 
cere than those among whom he was bornandreared. They were 
not cate prona of him as their representative, but they loved him, 
and loved him with an intensity and depth of feeling that is not 
often the fortune of public servants. While he had every evidence 
of their confidence in his integrity and fidelity in his discharge of 
public trusts, yet he never knew how deep was that tenderness 
of attachment that bound them to him. These are vir- 
tues that only manifest their full strength when the cherished 
object is destroyed and the image passes forever from our sight. 
Then the foundations are torn up and all hearts pour their grief 
into the grave of the loved and lost and speak only with flowers 
and shrouds and tears. 

Mr. CRAIN had the advantages of a h education. To 
these he added the forces acquired by a life of reading and study. 
His mind was strong, active, and bright. When his brain was 
aroused in earnest discussion he commanded the clearest and most 
forceful words in the English tongue, and, like a skilled archer, 
shot every arrow to the mark he meant. When he felt it neces- 
sary by ridicule to puncture a fallacy he made his arrows laugh 
as they flew. When it was necessary he was logical, analytical. 
and serious, and developed an idea with faultless t. He 
had what men call moral courage, that power that enables a man 
to stand by convictions when enveloped in clouds as well as when 
in sunshine. An open, frank, and 8 attracted 
friends, and held them when they came. His hold upon them was 
manifested when his remains were carried to his home for inter- 
ment. His constituents, without regard to party, met in public 
assemblies and expressed their sorrow at his loss. every 
part of his district they came with flowers to cover the grave in 
which was to rest the neighbor, the friend, and fai public 
servant. 

And there we leave him to sleep on till the mortal shall put on 
immortality and the dead shall wake to sleep no more. 

I move, as an additional mark of respect to the memory of the 
deceased, that the Senate do now adjourn. 

unanimous] 


The motion was y agreed to; and (at 3 o'clock and 
50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, May 18, 
1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, May 18, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the ings 
of Saturday last, when, on motion of Mr. MITCHELL of Wiscon- 
sar hi by unanimous consent, the further reading was di 
wi 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting informa- 
tion relative to the imposition of retaliatory duties upon merchan- 
dise imported from foreign countries which discriminate against 
the importation to or sale therein of manufactures or products of 
the United States as provided for in Senate bill No. 3040, to pro- 
tect commerce, and for e e which was ordered to lie 
on the table, and to be prin 

C. E. PHILBROOK. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 739) granting an 
increase of pension to C. E. Philbrook, widow of Alva Philbrook, 
major of Twenty-fourth iment Wisconsin Volunteers. 

The amendment of the House of tatives was, in line 8, 
before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out thirty“ and insert 
“ twenty-five.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I move thatthe Senate concur 
in the amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CARRIE L. YEATON. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1924) granting a 
pension to Carrie L. Yeaton. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were, in line 4, 
to strike out ‘* subject”; in line 5, to strike ont “ to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws”; and in line 8, to strike out 
“eight” and insert twelve.“ 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments made by the House of Representatives. 
The motion was to. 
ELIZABETH W. SUTHERLAND. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1420) granting an 


increase of pension to Elizabeth W. Sutherland. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were, in line 8, 
before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five” and insert 
“fifty”; and in line 9, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
“ seventy-five ” and insert fifty.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives, and ask for a com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the pr of the Senate; and Mr. GAL- 
LINGER, Mr. HANSBROUGH, and Mr. VILAS were appointed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT DEADWOOD, S. DAK. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent for the imme- 
diate consideration of the bill (S.266) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of LA poring building thereon at Dead- 
wood, in the State of South ota. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or other- 
wise, a site and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, 
including fireproof vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, 
elevators, and approaches, for the use and accom: tion of the 
United States courts, post-office, and other Government offices, 
in ae — of 3 8. aki the -E so the site and build- 
ing, uding vaults, heating and ventilating apparatus, eleva- 
tors, and approaches, complete, not to exceed $200 000, ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PAY OF NONCOMMISSIONED OFFICERS. 


Mr. SEWELL. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 2420) to regulate the pay of noncommissioned officers of the 


y. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 6, before the word dollars,” 
to strike out ‘‘ thirty-four” and insert thirty“; in line 8, before 
the word “ dollars,“ to strike out “thirty-four” and insert 
“thirty”; in line 9, before the word “ ars,” to strike out 
“thirty-four” and insert thirty“; in line 10, before the word 
dollars,“ to strike out twenty-five” and insert “twenty-three”; 
and in line 11, before the word “dollars,” tostrike out “eighteen” 
and insert seventeen“; so as to read: 

That on and after the Ist day of July, 1896, the pay per month of the fol- 

noncommissioned officers of the line of the a 


uartermas- 
artillery, 


cavalry, and ; miyy s An eens: ca and infantry, $23; cor- 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to add at the end of the bill the fol- 
lowing proviso: 


Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to prevent the increase 
of pay to ioned officers of the Army by reason of 9 
„„ A 000 
retired list July 1, 1898. * 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to inquire of the Senator from New Jer- 
sey how the rates in the bill compare with the present pay? 

Mr. SEWELL. I will state to the Senator from that 
while the rates in the bill are not as high as I asked for from the 
committee, the pay of a eant-major has been increased $7 a 
month, the pay of regimental quartermaster-sergeant $7 a month, 
the pay of t sergeant $5 a month, the pay of sergeants $5 a 
month, and the pay of corporals $2 a month. 

Mr. PEFFER. It is not proposed to decrease the pay in any 

7 


case? 

Mr. SEWELL. No, sir. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ma bill was ordered to be ding 

e bill was o to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. f 
YOSEMITE NATIONAL PARK. 

Mr. KYLE. Iask for the present consideration of the bill (S. 
3064) anthony the purchase by the United States and the mak- 
ing free of the toll roads passing over the Yosemite National Park, 
and for other purposes. 
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill; which was read. 

Mr. PEFFER. I observe that the language of the bill is such 
that the Government shall purchase certain toll roads in the 
Yosemite Park. Am I correct in that understanding? 

Mr. KYLE. That is correct. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then I ask the Senator whether the language 
ought not to be changed? I think the Government now owns those 
roads, and probably the object of the bill is to pay for the work 
that has been done upon them. I understand t the Yosemite 
Park is a Government reservation and belongs to the Government 
of the United States now, and hence the people own the roads, I 
suppose what the Senator wants to do by the bill, and I think it is 
a proper step to be taken, is to pay the private parties who have 
built the roads for the work they have done on them. If I am 
correct, I think the phraseology of the bill ought to be changed so 
as to incorporate that idea. 

Mr. TE. I will state to the Senator from Kansas that a 
portion of the roads are within the State park. A part of the 

rk belongs to the State, and those roads have already been 
3 and paid for by the State and are pooner The bill only 
refers to the portion of the roads outside of the State park. The 
bill has been examined and approved by the Interior Department. 

Mr. KYLE. I will state that the bill was reported from the 
Committee on Forest Reservations and the Preservation of Game 
after having been examined very carefully. 

Mr. PEFFER. In whom is the title to the ground used asa 
8 of way vested? 

T. . These roads were located by poe individuals 
and are owned as such under the provisions of law existing prior 
to the making of the reservation. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have no objection to the bill. 

Mr. KYLE. It had the approval of Secretary Noble, of the 
Interior Department, some years ago, and also of the present Sec- 
retary of the Interior. I think there can be no objection to the 
bill, as it merely empowers a board of army engineers to investi- 

te and report to Congress the probable expense of the purchase. 

t is not proposed to purchase the roads outright. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask my colleague if it is 
the p of the bill to make these roads free to the public in 
connection with the roads in the State park? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KYLE. Absolutely free. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Is there any estimate as to their cost? 

Mr. KYLE. It is thought by some that the four toll roads com- 
plete would cost in the neighborhood of $200,000. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask further if these are not 
toll roads, or are they pieces of abandoned roads for which some- 


body wants to get paid? ; 
. KYLE. They are toll roads, being used by all the visitors 
who go to Yosemite Park. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Then the roads are free in the State only, 
and when they get to the line of the national park they charge 
toll? 

Mr. WHITE. That is the situation. 

Mr. KYLE. That is it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend the bill, in section 2, line 
18, by inserting after the word “nay ” the words if it approve”; 
80 as to make it clear that the appropriation will only be made by 
Congress if Congress shall approve the report. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 


BRIDGET LANE, 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 8122) for the relief of Bridget Lane. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Post- 
DAE PRERE to give credit to Bridget Lane, postmaster at 
Summit, Union County, N. J., in the sums of $5,342.60 for postage 
stamps stolen from that office, $605.22 for postal funds and key- 
deposit fund, all of which were stolen on the 20th day of Novem- 
ber, 1895, through no fault of Bridget Lane. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of the Produce Exchange 
of Toledo, Ohio, remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing for a change in the penalties for violation of the 

rovisions of the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to 

e Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 


of Minneapolis, Minn., and a petition of sundry citizens of Min- 
neapolis, Minn., praying for the passage of House bill No. 260, 
3 an increase in the pay of letter carriers; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TURPIE S irene? a petition of Encampment No. 142, 
Union Veteran Legion, of Jeifersonville, Ind., praying for the 
pees of a per diem pension law; which was referred to the 

mmittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PASCO presented the petition of C. H. Newell and sundry 
other citizens of Lake County, Fla., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail 
matter, and also to reduce the rate of letter postage to 1 cent per 
half ounce; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER. A few days I presented a 
the Boot and Shoe Workers’ Union of Manchester, N. H., in favor 
of the free and unlimited coinage of silver. I now 88 a pe- 
tition from the same organization, stating that they desire the bill 
for the purpose of nationalizing the alors h lines to be enacted 
into law, and they represent that they wi e Senators from New 
Hampshire to work and vote for that bill to secure Government 
ownership and control of the telegraph lines, which has secured 
the indorsation of the International graphical Union.” 

This petition is signed by Earle Payne, president, and George 
Keller, secretary. ese gentlemen have addressed the petition 
to“ Senators GALLINGER and SMITH of the State of New Ham 
shire.” I presume the mistake in the nameof my colleague [Mr. 
CHANDLER] occurs from the fact that it has not been prominently 
before the American people of late. 6 

I move that the petition be refe: to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was a d to. 

Mr. GALLING presented a memorial of the American 
Medical Association, remonstrating against the passage of Sen- 
ate bill No. 1552, to regulate vivisection in the District of Colum- 
155 3 was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
umbia. 

He also presented the petition of Charles T. Mitchell, M. D., of 
Canandaigua, N. Y., favoring the passage of the bill restricting 
vivisection, now before Congress; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS, 


Mr. GALLINGER presented a communication from Charles 
W. Dabney, jr., Fe Secretary of Agriculture, stating why 
that Department should be excepted from the provisions of the 
bill (S. 1552) providing for the further prevention of cruelty to 
animals in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. PERKINS. Iam directed 1 7 85 Committee on Appropri- 
ations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8109) making appro- 
priations for fortifications and other works of defense, for the 
armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for 
trial and service, and for other purposes, to report it with amend- 
ments, and submit a report thereon. I desire to give notice that 
immediately after the bill now under consideration, making ap- 
pom for the expenses of the District of Columbia, has 

en concluded, I shall ask the Senate to consider the bill 1 haye 
just pore 

p CE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 485) for the relief of Kate Eberle, an 
Indian woman, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1500) for the relief of 
William M. Masi, ex-postmaster, and Benjamin Hellman, Law- 
rence R. Bresnahen, John W. Griffen, George W. Hoyt, and 
Charles W. Riner, as sureties upon his official bond as postmaster 
at Cheyenne, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

e also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the amendment submitted by Mr. COCKRELL May 12, 1896, in- 
tended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, 
the amendment providing for the payment of the several amounts 
found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury Department 
by Treasury settlements Nos. 9672, 9686, etc., reported it without 
amendment, submitted a report thereon, and moved that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 3162) in 
relation to taxes and tax sales in the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, 


tition from 
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He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1517) in relation to taxes and tax sales in the District of 
Columbia, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed 


indefinitely. 

Mr.T TON, from the Committee on 
estry, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2892) to inco: 
National Plant, Flower, and Fruit Guild,” repo: 
amendment, and submitted a 8 thereon. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am directed by the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 8051) defining the rights 
and privileges of mixed-blood Indians under the treaties and 
statutes of the United States, confirming the title of said Indians 
to their lands, aliowing the same to be alienated under certain 
circumstances, and for other purposes, to report it with an amend- 
ment and submit a report thereon. It is proper that I should 
state that the Senator from Connecticut . PLATT] does not 
agree to this report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 


Agriculture and For- 
orate ‘‘ The 
it with an 


INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. MORRILL on the 9th instant, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That for the purpose of m the investigation and report 
ordered by Senate resolution of May 7, the Committee on Finance be, 
and they are hereby, authorized to sit by subcommittee or otherwise, to 
summon witnesses, and to administer oaths during the sessions or recess of 
the Senate, at such times and places as they may deem advisable, to employ 
stenographers and such clerical and other tance as may be necessary, 
the 3 of such investigation to be paid from the contingent fund of the 


EMPLOYEES ON THE MALTBY ROLL, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. HANSBROUGH on the 1st instant, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate a. he hereby is, authorized 


and directed to pay any employees of the Senate now or hereafter borne on 
the Maltby e Any the es now assigned to the places on said roll until 
0 orde: 


INVESTIGATIONS IN ALASKA, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. SHERMAN April 22, 1896, reported it 
favorably, without amendment, as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of five Senators, to be designated by the Presi- 
dent of the Senate, is hereby instructed to proceed to Alaska after the ad- 
journment of Congress, and there inquire into and report to the Senate: 

First. The condition of the fishery industry on the coast and waters of 
ron and such measures as will protect such industry from waste and de- 


on, 

Second. The present condition of the fur-seal fisheries, and such 
tions as may be adopted, consistent with the treaty with Great Britain, to 
preserve the life of female seals on the islands and adjacent waters of a. 

Third. Such measures as may be deemed expedient to promote the prog- 
ress and development of the le of Alaska in population, industry, edu- 
cation, and g order, and ally the mineral resources of Alaska. 

Fourth. And the committee shall ascertain and report the progress made 
in defining the boundaries between Alaska and the British Possessions. 

Resolved further, That the Secretary of the 888 requested to fur - 
nish the committee, when it arrives at Sitka, with a suitable vessel to convey 
its members to such points on the coast of Alaska as they may deem necessary 
for this investigation. And the committee may appoint a clerk now in the 
employ of the Senate toattend said committee; and the necessary expenses 
incurred in complying with these resolutions shall be paid out of the con- 
pots Ton of the Senate upon vouchers approved by the chairman of the 
c fs 

Mr. CHANDLER. Task that the resolution may be placed upon 
the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, It will be so ordered. 


STEAMER KAHULUI. 


Mr. WHITE. Iaskunanimousconsenttocall ig 8 5 bill (S. 206) 
to provide an American register for the steamer Kahului. 
here being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COURTS IN CALIFORNIA, 


Mr. CLARK. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 270) changing the time of 
holding terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States 
in the northern district of California, to report it favorably, with- 
out amendment, and I ask unanimous consent that it may be put 
upon its 3 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


la- 


WILHELM SPIEGELBURG, 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Iam directed by the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2871) 
to amend “An act for the correction of the military record of 
Wilhelm Spiegelburg,” approved July 21, 1892, to report it with- 
out amendment, and I ask for its consideration at this time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordeređ 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3163) to t an increase 
of pension to Alanson Hamilton; which was read twice by itstitle, 
sn , With the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3164) to per- 
mit W. W. Wheeler to prosecute a claim; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GALLIN GER introduced a bill (S. 3165) relating to the pro- 
bate of wills in the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 3166) to increase the 
limit of the appropriation for a public building at ee RI 
which was twice by its title, and refe: to the ittee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. BAKER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 8167) to grant to 
the Hudson Reservoir and Company of Arizona the right 
of way through the Gila River Indian Reservation; which was 
sea toe by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 

airs, 
AMENDMENT TO DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL SOCIETY OF COLONIAL DAMES, 


Mr. WETMORE. I move that the bill (5. 3087) to incorporate 
The National Society of Colonial Dames of America, now on 
Calendar, be recommitted to the Committee on the Library. 

The motion was agreed to. 


NICARAGUAN CANAL HEARINGS, 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the hear: before the Committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, on House bill 85, relating to 
the Nicaraguan Canal, be printed for the use of the Senate. 


JOINT TRAFFIC ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to inform the Senate of 
the condition of the 1 proosan commenced in New York City to re- 
ration of the Joint T. Association of the railroads between 
cago and the seaboard, giving all official correspondence relative to the 
institution of such proceedings: a full copy of the court record of all proceed- 
ings down to this date, inclu however, the answer of only one defendant 
where the answers of different defendants are alike, and omitting the briefs 
of counsel; a statement of the names of the counsel employed or 9 — oa 
each side, and of the judge or judges before whom the proceedings have been 
or are pending, and of the delays and adjournments which haye already 
taken place, and, further, the opinion of the Attorney-General as to the 
length of time which may elapse before a final decision. 


PACIFIC COAST EXPOSITIONS. 


Mr. PERKINS, Isubmit a resolution, and ask that it may be 
considered at this time. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and beroby is, directed 
to transmit to the Senate the report of the officer in charge relating to the 
administration of customs at the California Midwinter Internatio 
sition, San cisco, Cal., and at the Northwest Interstate Exposition, 
coma, Wash.,and that the same be printed when received, 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out the words “and that 
the same be printed when received,” so that we may determine 
the question of printing after we receive the report. 

Mr. PERKINS. Ihave no objection to that amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified, 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


LOTS IN THE CITY OF WASHINGTON, 
Mr. PROCTOR submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Whereas it appears that as the result of the division of lots in the city of 
ae rate between the United States and the original owners of the land 
now embraced in said city the title of certain lots is still in the United States, 
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3 such lots are assessed for taxes as ene to individuals: There- 


INDIAN DEPREDATION CASES. 


Mr. WILSON submitted the ence pains which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United iA be, and he is 

hereby. requested to transmit to the Senate a list of all jud ents rendered 
oe the Court of Claims in favor of claimants since the Gth of April, 1896, 
in Indian depredation cases, including: the names of Aai meen i die ence ant 
and the amount of judgment recovered in 

THE. LEWIS RANGE: AND POSITION. FINDER. 


Mr. DUBOIS submitted the 3 ee which was 
considered ae e consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That Secretary of War be directed to transmit to the Senate 
a 1 — the —— the action of the range finder board and 
d of Ordnance and Fortification in relation to Lewis range and 


MESSENGER. AT MALTBY BUILDING. 


Mr. PEFFER submitted. the followin 3 which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 


Expenses of the Senate: 


aftar i designated That the 3 * employed at the Maltby Buil: ‘shall here- 
patna oy rr on the Maltby roll, the Seore- 

tary ofthe Si tho Senato, from and after the 1 on ede until otherwise 
shall pay said: messenger on said rate of per annum. 


SALE OF GAS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 6994) relating to the sale of gas in the District of Columbia, 
in order that the Senate may proceed with its Let pag ETON; the 
Senator from South Dakota „Krill having the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. there further morning business?’ 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course I will yield, if the bill is taken 
2 — aut: 2 — morning business. 

PR EIDEN. The Chair hears no objection to the 
ADA Piho Senator from West Virginia. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of ag tag A by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of m 1 announced that the House had passed the fol- 
s 

(S. 61) for the relief of Frederick Gramm; 

4 bill (S. 616) granting a pension to Matilda Gresham, widow 

of the late Walter Q. 8 at the rate of $100 


r month; 
A bill (S. 1100) granting a pension to Russell N. olds; 
A bill (S. 1435) granting an increase of pension to Nathan Kim- 


A pill (S. 1408) granting a pension to Mary Clare Kelly; 

A bill (S. 1522) granting a pension to Catherine Smith; 

A bill (S. 1865) to authorize: the Secretary of War and the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to make certain disposition of condemned ord- 
aon) and cannon balls in their respective Departments; 

(8. 2508) to establish customs ports of delivery at Pueblo, 
and Leadville, Colo., and for other purposes: and 
2 e 2514) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Annie 


Be made also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
Towing bills, with amendments: in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 125) for the relief of Elizabeth J. Cook, of Arkadel- 

Clark County, Ark., widow of Robert T. Cook; 

A bill (S. 149) granting a pension to Helen M. Jacob; 

A bill (S. 404) granting a pension to Samnel Goldwater; 

A bill (S. 804) granting a pension to Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe; 

A bill (S. 1044) granting a pension to Mary Newman; 

A bill (S. 1215) granting a pension to Ellen Kin a oe ae 

A bill (S. 1189) granting a pension to Eliza Sandford 

A bill (S. n A Mtoe a pension to Ellen Ewing, eyra of 
Bvt. Maj. Gen 

The message further 0 that the House had agreed to 
the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 10,000 copies 
of the report made by Messsrs. Ludlow, Endicott, and Noble upon 
the Nicaragua Canal. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2405) granting a A panan to Maria Gibbons; 

A bill (H. R. 2947) i ANE Ob e pension of Daniel D. Jennings, 
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Bede and 


oie | Hi Parker, bill (H. R. 5946) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 


The concer further announced that the Honse has passed a 
concurrent resolution to print 15,000 additional copies of the Mee. 
sages and Papers of the Presidents, RIcHARDSON'S compilation; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate, 


REPUBLICAN FORM OF GOVERNMENT IN ALABAMA, 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent to call up Order of 
Business 445, being a resolution for the tment of a select 
committee to make i inquiry whether there is, and for the last two 
yearsanda half has been, a republican form of government in the 
State of Alabama. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska: asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a. resolution 
which will be read. 

The Secret read the resolution as reported from: the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections March 3, 1896, as follows: 


Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators shall be appointed toin- 

vestigate the facts and cirenmstancesof the election in the Sta 

on the first Monday of August, 1894, resulting in the setting u 

. — —— consisting of = governor, sat os a legislature w. 
hited States Senator; and especially mite: whether the. election. of 

said State government. 3 by f: and fictitious returns, or by 

other fraudulent or dishonest methods, or by viclent practices, and if sa, 

what were the nature and extent of the wron: committed und the charac- 

ter and motives of any conspiracy to commit the same; and also whether the 

Constitution and laws of the United States were in any way violated in con- 


nection. said election; and further into all other matters and things in 
any way injuriously affecting the political antonamy of said or now or 
at uny time im Kor destroying the right of said State 4 to 
recognition as Jawftl Feet ope the competency of said legislature 
to eleet a United States Senator. d committee sit as a full commit- 
too or by subcommittees asit may eleet; and in v ion or during the ses- 
sions of Congress, and at such times and said State or elsewhere as 


it may see pro; rox and said vr perry. or ses. 5 shall have 
power to send 


om a stenographer, swear and 
examine witnesses, ke and i repor? tos 8 evidences and said com- 
mittee shall make due report be bill 


Mr. HILL. S up the bill relating to the 
sale of gas in the District of Columbia, and it is now being con- 
sidered. The Senator from West Virginia simply yielded for 
matters to be brought up by unanimous consent. is is an im- 
portant matter, andin the absence of the Senator from Delaware 

[Mr. min who has charge somewhat of the opposition to the 
— do not think it ought to be taken up now. In fact, 
I do not see how it can be taken up unless the gentlemen inter- 
ested in the bill will consent. 

Mr. C uestion. 5 
tion requiring ‘unanimous consent. It concerns the political 
5 of a State, and is a question of the very highest privi- 


8 FAULKNER. I will state to the Senator from Nebraska 
that I should like, of course, to accommodate him in anything I 
possibly could, butthe Committee on Appropriations and the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia are insisting that the measure 
now before the Senate shall be considered, so that the District 

ropriation bill can be proceeded with. I can not agree with 
the Senator from Nebraska that this is a privileged motion in any 
sense Whatever, and I do not think that the Chair can hold that 
it is. Dhope the Senator will let us get through with the gas bill, 
which will not take more than three or four hours anyway, I think 
now, before insisting upon taking up the resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. Tam ectly willing to take the ruling of the 
Chair as to whether this is a * question or not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Before the g is made I should like to 
have the privilege of 5 ggestion. I think I ought to say 
something in justice to the Senator from Nebraska. 

The resolution for which the one reported by the committee is 


a substitute was introduced, think, early in December. The Sen- 
ator from Nebraska made various efforts. to get it up, and at last 
it was referred to the Committee on Privileges and ections. 


Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from New Hampshire will 
mit me, I will state that the resolution was introduced in the st 
Congress and debated over a year ago, and then reintroduced at 
the beginning of the present Congress. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Either the 8 Senator or myself been in- 
troducing resolutions to ee the condition of affairs in 
Alabama for the last two years. but as long as the Senator from 
New York is on the floor there does not seem to be any opportu- 
nity of gettingresolutionsofi a id doo, thisbody. However, 
inte is ular resolution, which ho th the Senator from 

d and the Senator from New York will support when we 

pares it before the Senate, was introduced by the Senator from Ne- 
ka early in December. It was-reported by the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections the 3d day of March, with an understand- 
ing that the views of the minority were to be submitted. After 
much delay and many ingniries, e e ee on the 
Sth day of May, the minority report against the — of the 
resolution was submitted to the to. There has been delay, 


1896. 
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which we have been glad to grant, on account of the sickness and 
absence of the senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morcan], but 


here, now, is the resolution, witha kor it and a report inst 
it, and it is a resolution that I think ought to be consi priv- 
ileged. The reasons for and against its are stated in the 
two reports, and so far as the friends of the resolution are con- 
cerned they are willing to have it voted upon without any debate. 
I will say so for m; , and I think I may speak for the Senator 
from Nebraska. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? I under- 
stood the Senator from New Hampshire to say that the resolution 
ought to be regarded as privileged, but I do not understand the 
Senator tosay, while he thinks that possibly as a matter of policy 
it ought to be regarded as such, that he thinks it is such under 
our rules. I do not understand the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, who I concede is a good parliamentarian, to assert that 
under any interpretation of our rules the resolution can be re- 
garded as iyileg 

Mr.C DLER. If the Senator will excuse me, I intended 
to make a pr ition which would obviate any discussion of the 
question whether it is privileged, by asking unanimous consent 
to vote within a few days upon the resolution without debate. 
Unless the Senator from Nebraska differs with me, I ask that on 
Wednesday, at 5 o'clock in the afternoon, there may be a vote on 
this resolution without debate. I ask unanimous consent for 


such an agreement. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, there are two ways to progress with 
the public business. The usual and ordinary way in the Senate is 
when a matter is in condition to be moved, as this has not been 
until very recently. The majority report has been here for some 
time, but the minority report has been presented only recently, 
and the resolution has only just now been put in a status where it 
can be moved. When a measure gets in that condition the usual 
course is for a Senator to rise in his place and give notice that on 
such a day in the future he will moye to take it up. There has 
been no such notice given, and now, right in the midst of a speech 
almost, when ano measure is pending before the Senate, for 
the Senator to ask for the consideration of an important matter 
like this it does not strike meis, at least, the wisest course to pursue. 

We must take these things up in theirorder. I gave notice the 
other day of a bill inwhich I am very much interested, in the pub- 
lic interest, to have passed. Itis a bill relating to punishment for 
contempt—to remedy some abnses that are claimed to exist. I 
gave notice that at the first opportunity, on the first lull in the 

oceedings, not to antagonize appropriation bills, I would ask to 

ve that bill taken up. I do not see why we should consent to 
have some semipolitical-investigation resolution take the place of 
that which isa public matter, 8 g action from this body 
before we adjourn. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUT- 
= ve notice of another subject which he desires to have con- 


si 

If my friend from Nebraska desires to address the Senate, and 
will give notice that at some future day he proposes to call up his 
resolution, so that we can all have notice of it, that would be in 
order; but I can not, as one Senator, in the light of the notices 
which I have given, consent that the resolution be now taken up, 
and a day fixed for its consideration by unanimous consent. Let 
us proceed regularly and in order. That is my idea about it, not 
2 especially to antagonize the resolution of the Senator 
from Nebraska, whenever the proper time arrives for its consider- 
ation. 

I dissent entirely, I wish to say right here, from the resolution, 
and I wish to be heard upon that question if it is to be pressed, 
upon the theory that it is a privileged matter, to be taken and 
displace any other matter before the Senate. I do not think it 
can be done, and certainly I shall desire to be heard on that ques- 
tion. But T appeal to the Senator from Nebraska simply now to 
pive notice that on such a day, not rests ie gtr ad Sap 

or in the interval of appropriation bills, he ask to take 
this matter up, when we can proceed with it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Did the Senator from New York take note 
of the fact that there have been majority and minority reports in 
this case, and that m nest was that we might vote on Wednes- 
day, at 5 o'clock in t ternoon. without debate? That propo- 
sition does not interfere with the Senator’s contempt bill, nor any 
of the other matters to which he has alluded, and expedites public 


business. 

Mr. HILL. It would be so unprecedented in this Senate to have 
a matter of such importance disposed of without debate that in 
the interests of the traditions of the Senate I should have to object 
to that course. 


privileged questions. 

I do not want to detain the Senate this morning upon this matter 
unnecessarily, or to consume the time of the Senate needlessly. I 
want to say in answer to what I hear around me, however, that 
no one of whom I have any knowledge has any desire to secure the 
seat of the honorable Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], 
whieh seems to be involved in some way in this investigation. 
The purpose of this resolution is not aimed at the honorable Sena- 
tor from Alabama. It is aimed at the broad question whether 
the people of the State of Alabama are deprived of a republican 
form of ernment. Certainly my relations with the honorable 
Senator from Alabama are such that I would not have any pur- 
pose in questioning his right to his seat here. 

Ihave information, Mr. ident, from Alabama, by telegraphic 
dispatches and in the form of letters from representative men, that 
can not be denied or ignored, that the t majority of the people 
of that State are deprived of a republican form of government by 
what isknown as the 9 Democracy. With this statement 
Iam perfectly willing that the Chair shall determine, so that we 
may know and the country may know whether this is a privi 
question or not. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course, Mr. President, the admission of 
the Senator that he did not mean to question or involve the seat 
of the Senator from Alabama of itself negatives at once all idea of 
the resolution being a question of privilege or that it affects the 
„ the Senate. That is all I have to say in reply to the 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I do not want to characterize the 
remarks of the Senator from West Virginia as pettifogging; I 
would not do that. I would not break the courtesy of the Senate 
by doing that; but I do hope the Senator from West Virginia, in 
self-respect, will not undertake to palm off upon as intelligent gen- 
tlemen as those composing the Senate an argument of that kind. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I haye never known a question of 
privilege to extend beyond the body of the House or the individual 
member of the body. It relates to the honor of the assembly or 
the honor of an individual member. It relates to the safety of a 
member, as was decided in the Honse of Representatives when some- 
body got on top of the House and shook down the glass some years 
ago, which fell near some members of the House. I have here 
in the Manual of the House of Representatives a large number of 
decisions about what isa privileged question, and, so far, I have 
not been able to discover a single one of the numerous decisions 
which does not affect either the body asa whole or one of its 
members in some form. 

The question of whether there is a republican government in 
Alabama, or in any State in the Union, certainly can not be a 
8 of privilege in any legislative body in this country. 

hat is a republican form of government is determined by 
constitution of a State and by an i ion of the constitution; 
and this body has no right to outside of that, even if it were 
made a proper court to determine that question. 

Congress by law must guarantee a republican form of govern- 
ment to each State. What is a republican form of government? 
eee understands that. It is a democratic form of govern- 
ment. e are various forms of government. is the 
despotic or the antocratic, where one man governs alone; there is 
the aristocratic, where the wealthy class govern alone; and there 
is the democratic, where all the people govern, and a republican 
government is a democratic government, governing through rep- 
resentatives chosen by the people. 

Where do you go to ascertain whether the form of government 
provided by the constitution of a State is republican? By an in- 
spection of the charter which creates the State government, and 
by nothing else; and you can not go to see whether that has been 
correctly admini because it belongs to the government 
itself to determine that question, and there can be no question 
about the privilege of this body to determine whether the form of 

vernment in Alabama is republican when its constitution upon 
its face, of which this body must take judicial notice if it has any 
lenge at all, shows that it is a republican form of govern- 
men 

Mr. HILL, Do I understand the Senator from Nebraska to 
withdraw his motion? 
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Mr. ALLEN. No, Mr. President; Iam waiting for the rulin 
of 5 5 Ohar upon this question, after which I shall guide myse: 
accordingly. 

Mr. . Isubmit that the question can not be taken up ex- 
cept by unanimous consent, the gas bill being before the Senate. 


I want to dispose of the gas bill, so that we may get on with the 
appropriation bills and e ite the session of the Senate if we can. 

erefore I object to taking up the resolution in place of the gas 
bill, which has the right of way. 

Mr. ALLEN. To obviate all question and to relieve the Chair 
of all embarrassment, I move to take up the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN] asked unanimous consent to take up for present consid- 
eration the resolution indicated by him. Pending the discussion 
upon that the Senator from New Hampshire [M . CHANDLER] 
asked unanimous consent that the resolution be taken up at a cer- 
tain time. 

Mr. HILL. I objected to that, Mr. President, upon the ground 
that I wanted other matters, of which I had given notice, first 
considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state the question. 
The Senator from Nebraska having withdrawn his request and 
moved to take up for present consideration the resolution indicated 
by him, that motion the Chair entertains. 

Mr. FAULKNER, I merely wish to say that, of course, a mo- 
= of that kind means to set aside the appropriation bill at this 


e. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should yield for the consideration of appropri- 
ation bills. 

Mr. HILL. The motion also sets aside the District of Columbia 
ap reg bill and other bills. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is not determining the 
effect of the motion, but the Chair entertains the motion of the 
Senator from Nebraska and submits it to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. MoMILLAN], who is 
absent. Not knowing how he would vote, I withhold my vote. 
If he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. CAFFERY (when Mr. BLANCHARD’S name was called). 
My colleague is paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
PRITCHARD]. If present, my colleague would vote “nay,” 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. mara: 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS], which pair 
I transfer to the Senator from Indiana . VOORHEES], and vote 


“na 8 
Mr. HILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
ed). Iam paired with 


Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE]; otherwise I should 
vote nay.“ 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). Mr. President, I 
ask to be excused from voting on this question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the Senator from Alabama is excused. 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called), Iam paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were 
present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
mint, If he were present, I should vote “ nay.“ 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. He is not pres- 
ent, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. In his absence I with- 
hold my vote. If he were present, I should vote“ nay.” 

Mr. WHITE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHoup]. Not observing him pres- 
ent, I will not vote. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I announced a pair with the senior Sena- 
tor from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN], but that pair has been trans- 
ferred to the junior Senator from New York [Mr. MURPHY], and 
I therefore desire to vote. I vote nay.” 

Mr. CLARK. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
WARREN] is unavoidably detained from the Chamber. 

Mr. MCBRIDE. My colleague [Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon] is ab- 
sent from the Chamber on account of illness in his family, A pair 


Iam paired with 


with him has already been announced by the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. VILAS]. 

Mr. GEAR. I have a general pair with the senior Senator from 
5 0 oe [Mr. Gorpon], and withhold my vote. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote * ng A 

Mr. THURSTON. Tam informed that the junior Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], with whom I am paired, if pres- 
ent, would vote “nay.” I therefore vote nay.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam authorized to announce that if the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. CANNON] were present, he would vote 
“nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 6, nays 41; as follows: 


YEAS—6. 
All Morrill, Peffer. 
Chandler, G T, * 
NAYS—41. 
Allison, Clark, Jones, Ark. Sherman, 
Bacon, Cockrell, Lindsay, uire, 
Baker, Cullom, McBride, er, 
Bate, Daniel, ills, jurston, 
3 Faulkner, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
B burn, George, Walthall, 
Burrows, Gorman, Perkins, Wetmore 
Caffery, aa K Platt, Wilson, 
Cameron, * 
Carter, ae each, 
Chilton, Hawley, Sewell, 
NOT VOTING—42, 
Aldrich, ibson, M x Smith, 
Blan Gordon, Mitchell, Oreg. Stewart, 
Brice, ray, — -s Ti a 
Brown, u 4 Turp 
Butler, Hoar, 7 V 5 
Call, by, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Cannon, Jones, Ney. Pettigrew, Warren, 
Babel piel Pr Wolcott. 
— T, 
Elkins, MeMillan, Pugh, 
Gear, Mantle, Shoup, 
So the motion was not as to. 
Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I desire unanimous consent to say 


a word before this vote passes into history. This vote discloses to 
me what I have long suspected and that of which I have long been 
convinced—that there was no sincerity on the Republican side of 
this Chamber, outside of the chairman of the committee and one 
or two other Senators, ever to make any inquiry into the condi- 
tion of affairs in Alabama. I want to give the honorable Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire, the chairman of that committee [Mr. 
CHANDLER], credit for having done all a man could do to brin 
about an 55 of the condition of affairs in Alabama; bu 
I was quite well convinced, and I am not at all surprised, that 
when it came to a show down a majority of the Republican party 
would join the Democrats in defeating this resolution. I have 
simply urged the matter now that the country might be con- 
vinced that when our 5 friends say they are in favor of 
an honest election and a fair count, that statement does not accord 
with the truth. 

Mr. HILL. I insist upon the regular order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to say a word, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Have I the floor, Mr. President? 

Mr. HILL. I was going to insist upon the regular order. I do 
not know for what purpose the Senator from Ohio rises, and I 
now insist upon the regular order, which is the gas bill: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
request of the Senator from Ohio to address the Senate on the 
matter pending. Is there objection? 

Mr. S MAN, Only for a moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDE The Chair hears no objection, and 
the Senator from Ohio will proceed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska 
entirely ee the motive which guided a number of us, 
perhaps nearly all of us, in voting against taking up his resolu- 
tion. In the first place, the question can not properly come before 
the Senate until after the 4th of March next. The next Senate 
must pass upon the credentials, elections, and qualifications of its 
own members. This Senate expires on the 4th of next March, if 
not in terms, in effect; at least one-third of the body changes at 
that time, and that Senate, when it convenes, is the proper and 
only tribunal to determine any question which affects the election 
of a Senator of the United States whose term begins in that Con- 
gress. As to the election of members of the other House, we have 
not the right to inquire at all. 

As to general elections in the State of Alabama, whether they 
are fraudulent or not, we have no right to interfere or examine 
unless such elections affect the election of members of Congress. 
Our jurisdiction is confined to the question of whether or not this 
fraud or alleged fraud enters into the election of a Senator so as 
to defeat the Senator claiming election, and that only in case of a 
contest. Unless there is a contest as to the election of a Senator 
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now sitting here, and who claims to be elected to the Senate of the 
United States, we have no jurisdiction. If an election is chal- 
lenged, then it is the duty of the Senate, as a matter of course, to 
inquire into and examine it; but the universal custom and the 
universal rule from the foundation of our Government has been, 
if a Senator presents credentials in form showing that he 
has been elected Senator he is sworn in without any question. 
Then if any allegation is made that he was not fairly elected, that 
allegation is examined into in the most careful way, and the ques- 
tion is determined for or ge the sitting Senator. 

I wished to say this much because the Senator from Nebraska 
seems to treat us as being necessarily an addendum of the Popu- 
list party, and I do not want to place myself in that position at 


any time. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, I am satisfied he 
does not want to state to the Senate that which is incorrect. 
Upon that provision of the Constitution which requires Con- 
gress to guarantee to every State a republican form of govern- 
ment the resolution and the evidence submitted to the committee 
shows that the State of Alabama is deprived of a republican form 
of government. 

I say the Senator from Ohio, the leader of his party, and the 
majority of his party in this Chamber have the liberty to refuse 
to carry out that which was recommended in this case, and there- 
fore to abandon theirclaim to champion the cause of a pure ballot. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I now ask for the regular order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Lask the Senator to allow me to say a word. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New 1 

Mr. FAULKNER. I dislike to be discourteous, but I really 
think we ought to proceed with the regular order. 

Mr. CHANDLED . What I wish to say will sound far better 
now than upon the gas bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the Senator from 
New Hampshire 8 ? The ir hears none. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, it is the custom of the Senate 
to discuss votes after they have been taken. Therefore, I make 
no apology for saying a few words. 

I wish to say to the Senator from Nebraska, who has given me 
credit for being heartily in favor of this resolution, but has made 
some imputations upon my Republican associates, that I think the 
vote upon this side of the Chamber was based largely, if not en- 
tirely, with the exception of the honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN], who has peculiar reasons for his vote apparently, upon 
an unwillingness to take up the resolution pending an appropria- 
tion bill. Iwas not aware that the Senator from Nebraska in- 
tended to have a yea-and-nay vote taken upon it this Toning, I 
would have advised against taking a vote at this time if the Sena- 
tor had consulted me as to the wisdom of taking the vote. Never- 
theless I voted for the resolution. I believe it should have been 
adopted, and I think under other circumstances, with no appro- 
priation bill directly before the Senate, a large majority, if not 
all, the Senators upon this side of the Chamber would vote for 
the resolution. 

As I have said, the object for which I rose was to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Nebraska and others to the fact that, in 
my judgment, the vote upon this side of the Chamber was based 
largely, if not entirely, upon the fact that Senators on this side 
are unwilling at this time to displace the appropriation bill. 

4 Mr. n Jam willing that the apology shall go for what 
is worth. 


SALE OF GAS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has closed. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 6994) relating to the sale of gas in the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] 
has the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from South Dakota on the pending bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask the Senator from South Dakota to yield 
to me for a moment. 

Mr. KYLE. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, when the pending bill was under 
consideration on Saturday last, in the course of the remarks of 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] upon it, he introduced 
a correspondence between Mr. Sands and himself, which contained 
copies of a correspondence between Mr. Sands and the chairman 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia [Mr. MCMILLAN]. 
Understanding from the statement made by the Senator from 
South Dakota, and so far as he had read in that correspondence, 
that Mr. Sands charged that the committee had refused to grant 
a 8 to the gas „ by Mr. Sands, I char- 
acterized that statement as absolutely false, haying not seen the 
correspondence between the chairman of the committee and Mr. 
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Sands, and drawing the inference from what was said on the 
floor and the reading of the . so far as it had gone, 


and the line of argument of the Senator from South Dakota. I 
understood that Mr. Sands charged that the committee had refused 
to give the company that he represented a fair hearing. If the 
statement had been as I then understood it to be, I would have 
been fully justified in characterizing the statement as absolutely 
false, because it would have been false, for upon my own motion 
Isecured to that company the fullest and fairest hearing before 
1 respond I have done this 
ut upon examining the co ndence, as ve done 
morning, I find that Mr. Sands did not charge that the company 
he fg Spas had been denied a hearing, but he simply charges 
that he had requested the chairman to give an additional day’s 
hearing, in order that he might sum up and make a coneludin 
speech or argument upon the testimony that the committee 
taken. The correspondence shows that that factistrue. He did 
make the request, and the chairman of the committee, as I think 
Properly, declined to grant it. The correspondence shows that he 

id not charge thata and fair hearing had been refused to the 
company he represented; that his charge was that he had simply 
asked for another hearingin order that he might submit an argu- 
ment upon the facts that the hearings had developed. 

The correspondence shows that he did not make the statement I 
understood him to make, and the statement he made was true. 
Therefore I deem it due to myself, due to common justice, that 
I make this statement, because the statement I made under a 
misapprehension did Mr. Sands an injustice from which I deem it 
og Shy to relieve him, 

r. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Tennessee permit 
me to make a suggestion? 

3 HARRIS. Of course, if the Senator from South Dakota 
yields, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I desire merely to inquire of the honorable 
Senator from Tennessee if it is not likewise a fact that the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia had substantially agreed to re- 
port the bill adversely in which Mr. Sands was interested when 
the declination was made to hear his final argument. 

Mr. HARRIS. My recollection is that it was. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Scars po I had almost closed my remarks 
upon last Saturday when I yielded the floor to the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. Mitts]. The particular question then under consid- 
eration was the probable cost of gas in the District of Columbia. 
As I stated at the beginning of my remarks, I feel that justice 
should be done to this corporation, as justice should be done to all 
individuals who are engaged in business enterprises. Iam willi 
to grant them a reasonable and just dividend upon their invest- 
ment, but I do not think exorbitant charges should be made upon 
the people of the District. 

The whole question, as I stated, the location of the city and the 
cost of materials being taken into consideration, is whether gas 
can be produced at a cheaper rate than $1.15 per thousand feet. 
My argument all the ssid through has been that it can be pro- 
duced at a less figure. uch may turn upon the kind and quality 
of gas produced by the company. I think it is universally con- 
ceded by gas companies that the cost of producing what is called 
water gas is very much less than the cost of producing coal gas. 
The 8 established in Washington is making, I believe, 
two-thirds water gas and one-third coal gas, according to the re- 
port of the House committee in 1894. The term water gas may 
probably not be understood by all. The process in Washington is 
what is called the Wilkinson process. It consists in passing steam 
through a generator containing limestone, fire brick, or similar 
material highly heated, thereby decomposing the steam and form- 
ing hydrogen gas, which gives heat, but very little light. Coal 
oil or naphtha is then added to the hydrogen gas and the compound 
heated to make it a fixed gas. The car added in the form of 
crude oil or naphtha gives color to the flame and therefore light. 

It is a very simple process and can be understood by anyone. 

The other kind of gas, coal gas produced by the District com- 
pany, is the old-fashioned gas, as I understand it, produced from 
the burning of coal. The question is whether by this process 
they can make gas as cheaply as they can in other cities. this 
point I think there can be little question, as Washington is not 

ocated far from the coal fields, and the residuals here are the 
same as the residuals in any other city and command as 

prices in the market. I have before me a report of the Secretary 
of the Interior in which he gives the price per ton of coal for the 
yarious years from 1886 to 1893 paid by the Washington Gas Light 
Company. The average price per ton June 10, 1886, was $4.082; 
August 3, 1886, $4.275 per ton; May 10, 1887, 84. 134 per ton; May 31, 
1888, $3.979; May 31, 1889, 84.094; May 15, 1890, 84.087; May 21, 
1891, 84.124; May 17, 1892, $4.24}; May 15, 1893, $3.97 53 per ton. 

Mr. President, I can not see, comparing the cost of materials in 
Washington, Philadelphia, Pittsburg, 5 and Chicago, 
that there is a very great difference on the whole; certainly not 
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enough to account for the difference in the prices charged for gas. 


The cost of gas, from the figures of experts which I gave on Sat- 
urday, has been brought down to a minimum; and the reports, 
mind you, were made in 1886, when the cost of producing gas was 
a great deal more than it is at the present time. When theSpooner 
investigation was made water gas was a new thing. It was 
argued by many then that it was more expensive to make than 
coal gas. But the price of water gas at that time was very incon- 
siderable as compared with the price charged by the Washington 
Gas Light Company now. 

I introduced in evidence a Mr. Vanderpoel, who, I believe, was 
the engineer in charge of the Newark Gas Company, at Newark, 
N. J., giving the cost at 35.8 cents placed in the holder in that city, 
and he thought it could be placed in the holder in the city of 
Washington just as cheaply as it could there. Adding what the 
Senate committee thought wasa very reasonable price for the cost 
of distribution, 18 cents per thousand, it would make the cost of 
gas about 53 cents per thousand in the city of Washington. But 
the cost of distribution, being about 40 per cent of the cest of pro- 
duction, would make the actual cost of in the District of 
Columbia about 49 cents and a fraction. This is not the statement 
of a theorist not well informed, but a man acknowledged to be a 

ractical expert by the Washington Gas Light 5 and who, 
N were instrumental in bringing him before the Spooner 
committee in 1886. 

I introduced also the report of a prominent expert in Great 
Britain, Mr. G. W. Stevenson, who has written a book touching 
upon the subject, which was reviewed in 1879 approvingly by the 
gas journals of Great Britain. He estimates the cost of produc- 

on and distribution in England to be 51 cents per thousand, a 
difference, you see, of about 3 cents per thousand in favor of Great 
Britain, and both of them come down to a great deal less than one- 
half of the price charged for gas in the District of Columbia. 

But, Mr. President, in summing up this argument I wish to 
embody in my remarks concisely the conclusions of the investi- 

ting committee of 1886, which I believe is the most thorough 

vestigation that has ever been made by Congress. They sum- 
moned experts and went into the subject as carefully as it was 
ossible todo. The report is a very voluminous one, giving the 
poe Se in full, and I believe that if the members of the Senate 
were to read this testimony carefully they would be convinced, 
as were Mr. Spooner and the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN], that the price charged by the Washington Gas Light 
Company is exorbitant and that some steps should be taken to 
secure a reduction in the price of gas in the District. On page 5 
of the report the chairman states: 

From all that the committee has been able to learn of the cost of gas in this 
city, it believes it safe to say that $1 per thousand cubic feet will afford to 
this company a dividend on its capital stock which will at no time fall below 
7 per cent per annum. 

Some well-informed persons think 20 per cent. 

I turn again to page 8 of the same report, and I find very strong 
recommendations to Congress: 

Thus it will be observed— 

Says Mr. Spooner— 

. Vande l, a coal- x $ kin experts in 1879, 
figur a "the ma oe of pure ot 3 W pF Phe 35.8 cents. 
estimated coal at $5.50 a ton— 

And, mark you, the average price, as I read from the report of 
the Secretary of the Interior, is about $4 per ton— 
while the statement before the committee is that in Washington the gas 
coal purchased by this company— ) 

That is, the Washington Gas Light Company— 
last year was $3.35 a ton, and this year will be $t.10 a ton, a great difference 
in favor of this company. The 5 ce of residuals is figured a little lower by 
Mr. Vanderpoel than the proof shows they sell at in Washington. 

Then coming on down a little further: 

It is, im the opinion of the committee, all sunas considered, certainly a 

merous concession to this company to assume that 35.8 cents, the net cost 


1879, as found by Mr. Vanderpoel, would at least cover the net cost for the 
same item in Washington to-day. g 


Then on page 9 1 find this statement: 

We doubt much if the fair cost of distribution here is 28.8 cents per 1,000 
cubic feet— 

This figure was named by a member of the company, I belieye— 

Colonel McCarty testifies that the usual cost is 18 cents per 1,000 cubic 
feet. Take it, however, for the purpose of the argument, as the 5 

ves it, at 28 cents. This added to the 35.8 cents cost in the holder, calculate’ 

1879 on the basis of coal at $5.50, would make the actual cost per 1,000 cubic 
feet of coal gas of requisite candlepower 64.6 cents in Washington. 

The committee isnot now prepared to believe, with due respect to the 


Washington Gas Light Com that the fair cost per 1,000 cubic feet of 
in Washington is 5 — this poor hl <a 


That is, 64 cents per thousand cubic feet as the cost of produc- 
tion and distribution in the city of Washington— 
On the contrary, we think that if we err it is considerably in favor of the 
company. 

This is no random statement. It is the report of ex-Senator 
Spooner, known to all of us, a man who commanded t for 
his fairness in the consideration of such problems. We also have 


the testimony right in the same line of Mr. McIlhenny, who was 
president of the company at that time, that they could sell gas at 
$1 per thousand feet and make 15 cents per thousand. I think 
that is quite a remarkable statement and is worthy of being read 
here. On page 9 of the committee's report, in reply to a question 
ut by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], Mr. Mc- 
enny says: 

Mr. Mctunenny. If we sold the gas fora dollar we should make about 15 
cents a thousand on it. 

His figure was for the year 1886, since which time we all know 
the price has been reduced considerably in the United States. 
Fifteen cents a thousand is about 17 per cent upon the cost of 
production, which is a very fine dividend. 

The matter drifted along for several years and no investigation 
was made. Just why I can not tell. In 1894 a committee was 
appointed in the House of Representatives for the purpose of in- 
vestigating the question. They went very carefully into the mat- 
ter and came to the same conclusion, Mr. Heard says in his re- 
port, page 5: 

But after a careful examination into the financial condition of the Washing- 
ton Gas Light Company,as shown by the statement made by its president 
and secretary before your committee, covering its business operations for 
several years past, an examination of witnesses as to cost of g and 
supplying gas. we conciude that it is practicable for said company to furnish 
gas of the quality now being supplied to the public ree per 1,000 cubic feet, 
net, and pay a reasonable profit on the capital in ves in the business. 

This is the second committee which has advised the Senate in 
behalf of one-dollar gas. 

DIVIDENDS DECLARED. 

As I said, I am willing that this company shall have a fair, just, 
and reasonable dividend; but I think if anybody will take up the 
reports for the past few years he can not help being convinced 
that the dividends have been exorbitant. The press of this city 
have been making a noble effort in behalf of cheaper gas for the 
District. I have introduced extracts from those papers. I might 
read others with reference to the declaration of dividends, but I 
come now directly to the report of Mr. Spooner, because I wish 
all to know that what I read is from an official source. 

On page 3 of Mr. Spooner’s report I find these words: 


paid by the company since its organization: It paid 6 per cent in 1850. 

In 1851 and 1982 no dividenda iy ida pere cent on $350,000 
: in 

r cent; 1859, 10 per cent; 1860, 10 per cent; 1851, 10 per 

ged that ho dividends 


r 
r cent; im 5 0 
r cent; 7 
per cent; in 1579,15 per cent, aot 


10 per cent; in 1871, 15 
r cent; in 1874, 55 pe cent; in 1875, 


5 per cont; in 1877, r cent; in 1 
Sy pe: ; 878, 


880, 15 per cent. 

Here we have thirty-one years of dividends, and the average, 
when it is all put together, is 16.8 per cent on the capital invested. 
I have the testimony covering the period for the years 1881 to 
1836. On page 24 of the hearing there are these words: 

In the meantime the capital stock has been increased from $500,000 to $2,000,- 
000. and on this watered stock for the past five years— 

That is, from 1881 to 1886— 
the dividends have amounted, according to their own sworn statement, to 
almost 100 per cent—to 95 per cent. 

In other words, they have taken from the public and paid out in dividends 
in the last five years $2,000,000, according to that. That is an annual average 
of 15% per cent, at a time, too, when the Government could get all the money 
it needed at 3 per cent. 

In addition to this it has expended for fixtures, including a plant for mak- 
ing water gas, $394,042.58: has paid for land that it does not use $42,136.35, and 
has cash on hand $103,189.17, $25,000 of which is in Government 4per-cent 
bonds, draw: interest, or a total of $540,268.10. That is in the sworn state- 
ment presented in answer to Senator Van Wyck's resolution. 

This gives the gas company during these long years sixteen 
and a fraction per cent for thirty-one years and eighteen and a 
fraction per cent from 1881 to 1886. Since then I have not the 
figures before me, but I understand the dividends have been very 
large. I have seen acommunication in the Star that the company 
declared a dividend in 1895 of 30 per cent, 10 per cent at one time 
and subsequently an additional dividend of 20 per cent. 

In view of this, in view of the fact thatthe stock has gone from 
$20, the par value of the shares, to $50 at one time, though now 
about forty-four dollars and a fraction per share, which indicates 
in a measure the dividends that are declared upon the stock, I 
conclude that the charges made by the Washington Gas Light 
Company are exorbitant and that a reduction to $1 would still 
afford them a just and fair income. 

These earnings, as indicated by the reports, areenormous. They 
are only 1 perhaps by the dividends declared by the Wash- 
ington and Georgetown Railroad Company. I do not know of 
any other corporation in the District of Columbia or anywhere 
else in the United States, unless it be other gas companies, that 
declare such enormous dividends, and I can not understand how 
any Senator upon the floor, who feels it his duty to defend the 
interests of the District over which we preside, can stand here 
and argue against the reduction of gas to $1 a thousand cubic 
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feet. The poopie of the District have investigated the matter 

very carefully and understand that it can be produced for less 

than a dollar a thousand, and though Senators upon the floor 

here might possibly be elected United States Senators by advo- 

cating such a Lad rir if we had home government in the 

dee of Columbia they could not be elected to the board of 
ermen. 

We do not know yet even the dividends that have been declared. 
Some years have been over, and we can only surmise. We 
do understand from the sworn statements of Mr. Bailey and others 
that the books were destroyed which covered the expense account 
of the company from 1848 to 1866. 

Now, Mr. President, just a word in regard to street lamps. 
Washington has 6,138 street lamps, which cost the city $20.50 per 
lamp per year, burning 3,000 hours, according to the report of the 
Commissioners. New York furnishes the same street lamps for 
from $12 to 817 per lamp per year, burning from 2,220 to 4,000 
hours, showing a striking contrast between New York and the 
city of Washington. 

OBJECTIONS TO THE COMPROMISE BILL. 

The question with many is, Why not accept the present com- 
promise bill? I would be glad to accept some compromise. I 
would be glad to accept the compromise that is offered to us by 
the bill as it came from the House, namely, $1. Though I should 
like very much to see gas in the District of Columbia come down 
to 75 cents, and at that figure I think the company would make 
a very reasonable profit, I am opposed to this bill, which makes 
some reduction, because of the continuation of the contract over 
a period of five years. 

. FAUL R. Will the Senator permit me? There is no 
rovision for a contract unless the Commissioners deem it in the 
interest of the city. It is not obligatory at all. 

Mr. KYLE. I understand that the bill provides for gas at $1.15 
per thousand feet, with a sliding scale for five years. : 

Mr. FAULKNER. I thought the Senator spoke of a provision 
for a five-years contract. 

Mr. KYLE. The bill allows them to make a contract. 

Mr. FAULKNER. There is no contract at all. We fix it and 
Congress can repeal it. By the last provision in the bill Congress 
. ay session, if it deems proper, may amend, modify, or repeal 

e law. 

Mr. KYLE. Does not the Senator know how difficult it is to 
get a bill or any portion of it repealed? We want one-dollar gas 
to start with and no contract. 

It is proposed that the Washington Gas Light Company shall 
begin with $1.15 per thousand cubic feet for the first year until 
July 1, 1898, and then $1.10 from that time to 1900, and from 1900 
to 1901 it is not to exceed $1 per thousand cubic feet, and so as to 
the continuation of the contract with the Georgetown Gas Light 
Company. They provide also, I believe, that the company can 
make a contract for lighting the streets for a period of five years. 
They also provide for an increase of the capital stock to a certain 
amount. These provisions, Mr. President, J am not satisfied with, 
and the quality of the gas is not improved in my judgment. A 
question was raised on Saturday as to the burner test, that by the 

resent bill they expect to make the quality better n it was 
Petore, because it raises it from 16 candlepower to 24 can 
It is provided in the bill that— 

The illuminating power of the furnished by any gaslig’ 

z e District of Columbia 0 
F Sone the tay slit ee To equal to 
5 cubic feet of gas per hour. 

In other words, changing from the Argand burner, 
formerly been used, to the Bray flat-flame test. I ha 
very much experience in regard to those things, but 
testimony of Mr. William C. Dodge here in the District of Colum- 
bia, who is one of the best experts in the line of invention, I pre- 
sume, whom we have in the country. He makes the statement 
that there is no practical increase in the quality of the gas at 24 
candlepower as tested by the Bray process. They get no more 
result as far as the light is concerned. 

That calls up the question put by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. Giroan] He maintained that the quality of the 
gas would be improv 58 the provisions of this bill. 

There is no law in the States of the United States, I believe, as 
regards the burner test, but the whole matter is left to the con- 
tract which is made by a private company with the particular 
city. The burner ordinarily used, I believe, isthe Bray flat burner, 
as suggested by the Senator from New Hampshire. It was stated 
by the Senator that English gas was tested by the flat flame, the 
same as in this country. I have investigated the matter since 
last Saturday, and I find that in rj Tee they formerly used the 
same burner used in the District of Columbia, the Argand round- 
flame burner test of 15 holes, but that by act of Parliament they 
have changed that and now use the Argand burner, but with 24 
holes instead of 15. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The only difference, I will state in correc- 


tion of the Senator, is that the Argand burner is used for illumi- 
nating gas which does not go over 20 candlepower, and for all 
gas over 20 candlepower the flat-flame burner is used. 

Mr. KYLE. The candlepower of gas in the list of English 
cities which I read last Saturday was measured by the Argand 


burner of 24 holes. The contention is that there is a very great 
difference between the Argand round-flame burner test and the 
Bray flat test, as indicated in the bill. In other words, we claim 
that the Washington Which, tested by the Argand round 
burner, is about 19 candlepower, if tested by the Bray flat-flame 
burner would be about 8 candlepower more. So that we 575 
nothing. Substantiating this I have the testimony of Mr. Mell- 


henny: i 

In New York the law gives the tor the right to use the burner best 
aed to the quality of the gas and the kind of gas. Hence he uses a plain 
flame burner. 


‘hat makes a very shin. fiat flame, which is poet sidewise 
to the disk of the photometer. burner isan Argand burner, and only a 
certain amount of radius can be presented to the disk, and then the glass over 
it excludes perhaps 16 or 17 per cent of the light. As I say, I got Srorencor 
Love to come down here and asked him to bong the same burners that he 
tested the New York gas with, so that he might test our with the same 
burners. He tested our gas first with the lawful burner here, the Argand 
burner, and madeit about the same as the 8 does, about 17 candles 
and a fraction that day, I think. He afterwards tested it with the New York 
burner, the Empire burner, and he made it 25 candlepower. 
There is a difference, you see, there of 8 candlepower. 

So as com with the New York our gas would be about equal to 

theirs. e Love's certificate to that effect. 
Then over on page 72 I find corroborative testimony: 

For very rich gas they use a very thin plate burner. In the photometer 
there is a disk that slides un the bar that is transparent. When that disk is 
moved to where both lights are equal, or thistransparent substance shows no 
difference, then the light at that point is considered equal. 

The candle test is 16 wax candles, according to the old law. 

With our fem, the Argand burner, we use, of course, a glass with it, and 
that obstructs the 2. 25 about 16 per cent; and then the burner is pale and 
the surface behind it is dead black and a great ‘absorbent of light, as coal 
would be of heat. The round surface of this burner is presented to the disk; 
but with the flat-flame burner you stand right out flat against the disk an 
make it as wide as you can and thin as you can, because the thinner you 
make it the more oxygen you consume and the more perfect combustion you 
get. Consequently you get a great deal better illuminating result in that 
way than you can get from the Argand burner with the same quality of gas, 

Our gas when tested with this flat-flame burner— 


That is, Washington gas— 
showed a difference of 8 candles. + 


Mr. McILHENNY. If we had the privilege of testing by some burners we 
could make it 24 candles. 


Then I have the testimony given before the House committee on 
. 1896. This pamphlet is published by the Washing - 
ton Gas ig} t Company. 

Mr. Leech, the manager, says: 

In the city of New York, where thi 
fat flame burner 5 A been stated hero and repeated. that the candies 

W. 2 . 8 
Rew York, came here, he found that the gas rated. here af 18 candles would 
be rated by his standard at about 26.4 candles. He was the gas inspector for 
the city of New York. When you have here rated at 19 candles, which is 
about the usual standard of it, the usu 1 it, you will find that the 
gas according to the New York rating is about 27 or 28 candles. 

Now, this seems to me abundant testimony upon the question 
as to whether we are to get better gas under the present bill or 
not. The bill as you read it seems to furnish the people of the 
District better gas, and in a measure to compensate for the high 
price. They are mounting at one jump from 19 candlepower to 
24 candlepower, a difference of about 5 or 6 candlepower. But 
from the evidence there is a difference between the Argand round- 
flame burner and the Bray flat- flame burner test of about 8 candle- 
power, and when you subtract you will find we get no better gas, 
pee pearly a little less candlepower, than they had under the 
old system. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to close this discussion. 

It is shown, I think, by the facts set forth, that the charge for 
gas in the District of Columbia is clearly exorbitant, and that a 

arge profit will accrue to the company by one-dollar gas, as pro- 
vided in the House bill. 

The complaints of the 
good reason in the gener: 
this plant. 

Washington is not an out-of-the-way place, but conveniently 
near the great sources of material supply, and there is no valid 
reason why gas should be higher than in Philadelphia and similar 
cities. The president of the Washington Gas Light Company ad- 
mitted in 1886 that by selling gas at $1 they can make 15 cents per 
1,000 feet. The testimony of the best American experts, approved 
by the gas companies, prove that gas can be furnished to the con- 
sumer for a fraction under 50 cents per thousand. 

The testimony of experts in England, approved by the gas jour- 
nals, prove that gas in that country can be delivered to the con- 
sumer for 51 cents per 1,000 feet. 

Based on such testimony,the reports of the investigating com- 
mittee in 1886 and of the House committee in 1894 are very 
conservative in recommending one-dollar gas. We have had this 


ple are well founded, and there is 
demand for municipal ownership of 
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ee before us for years, Mr. President, and still nothing is 


one. Citizens daily and rly make their complaints, and yet 
we do not act. In my judgment the Senate amendment to the 
House bill should not be adopted. The bill as it came from the 
House is extremely liberal to the Washington Gas Light Company. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHILTON in the chair). The 
hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R.5210) making ing shea to 

rovide for the expenses of the government of the District of Co- 
fimbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other 


r. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the unfin- 
ished business be temporarily laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, without 
objection. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it is a matter of t to 
me that in the discussion of the very important bill that is now 
before the Senate the Senator from Michi [Mr. McMILLAN] 
who is chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and who perhaps is better qualified to discuss the matter than any 
other member of the committee, is necessarily absent from the 
Senate Chamber, 

The Committee on the District of Columbia is composed of 13 
honorable Senators representing soverei States of the Amer- 
ican Union. Their names are: Senator MCMILLAN, of Michigan; 
Senator GALLINGER, of New Hampshire; Senator HANSBROUGH, 
of North Dakota; Senator PROCTOR, of Vermont; Senator PRITCH- 
ARD, of North Carolina; Senator BAKER, of Kansas; Senator WET- 
MORE, of Rhode Island; Senator HARRIS, of Tennessee; Senator 
FAULKNER, of West Virginia; Senator GIBSON, of Maryland; Sen- 
ator SMITH, of New Jersey; Senator MARTIN, of Virginia, and 
Senator Bacon, of Georgia. 

Mr. President, with one possible exception, that of the Senator 
from New Hampshire, the committee is certainly com of in- 
telligent, honorable, and high-minded men whose findings are en- 
titled to the fair and unprejudiced consideration of their col- 
leagues in this body. That committee spend at least one-half of 
their time in the consideration of questions that in the other cities 
of the Union are a attended to by boards of aldermen or the 
common council. ey are e ted to regulate the practice of 
medicine, the charges for gas, for electric lighting, for telephone 
service; to recommend legislation concerning street rai . 
steam railroads, markets, bridges, and a great variety of other 
things, including the extension of streets, the building of sewers, 
the opening of alleys, etc. ¢ 

In the present Congress that committee has had under consider- 
ation all these questions, and has given numerous hearings to all 
the parties in interest. Especially has the committee patiently 
listened to all the parties who appeared before them and asked to 
be heard on the bill relating to gas. The citizens’ committee ap- 
poroi in opposition to the existing gaslight company and were 

eard at 8 the Washington Light Company was also 
heard through their attorneys, and the representatives of a new 
company which sought to secure a charter were repeatedly be- 
fore the committee and made lengthy arguments. Everbody was 
treated courteously, and certainly no manor interest has any right 
to complain of the treatment accorded by the committee. 

And yet, notwithstanding all this, on Saturday last the Senator 
from South Dakota arraigned the committee for dereliction of 
duty and plainly intimated that the action of the committee was 
influenced by lobbyists, who, he said, are swarming around the 
Capitol. It was an 3 and uncalled-for accusation, 
which I resented at the time, and concerning which I will add a 
word at the ropar time to-day. 5 

Mr. KYLE. ill the Senator from New Hampshire allow me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. Does the Senator know of any language which I 
used accusing the committee of being affected by lobbyists? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I know the Senator suggested that lobby- 
ists were about the Capitol, and that some undue influence was 
being exerted in reference to this matter. 

Mr. KYLE. I did not refer to the committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Inasmuch as this matter has only d 
beyond the hands of the committee, and has not been acted upon 
by the Senate, I can not for the life of me understand who were 
influenced unless it was the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. No vote has been taken in the Senate on thé question. 
Hence the Senator's accusation could not be applied to the Senate, 
but must be applied to the committee of the Senate. 

Mr. KYLE. I referred in my remarks to other persons outside 
of the District Committee. A member of Congress who was not 
on the District Committee of either House told me about a certain 
3 approaching him, not seeking to bribe him at all in Mite a 

tasking him to use his influence against dollar gas. But Ido 
not know a man who has approached any member of the District 
Commitiee—notone. I have never hari of anything of the kind. 


Mr. GALLINGER. That is not very important. I have no 
aay concerning myself so far as lobbyists are concerned, and 
I simply state the fact that the Senator did make the broad state- 
ment that lobbyists were about the corridors of the Capitol. 

Mr. KYLE. And they are. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And inasmuch as this question, as I said 
before, is on the Calendar of the Senate, I could not for the life of 
me understand who had been influenced had it not been the com- 
mittee that reported the bill. 

Mr. President, in the discussion of the bill the honorable Sena- 
tor from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] entertained us on Saturday 
with a lengthy discussion of Socialism and Populism. I do not 
think that that discussion has vay much to do with the practi- 
cal question that is before this y for consideration and for set- 
tlement to-day. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] 
interrupted the Senator from South Dakota to deliver a panegyric 
on the principles of the Populist party, in which he gave the 
Senate and I presume the country to understand that the Popu- 
list party, when it comes into power in this country,is going to 
remedy all the evils that the body politicis suffering from to-day; 
that it is going to fix the price of Kat I presume, in every munici- 
ee in the United States; and that it is going to lift the bur- 

ens from the shoulders of the people that have been imposed upon 
them by a sie oe a party and the great Democratic 
party o country. 

Mr. President, I do not expect to live to see that time. I do not 
expect to live to see the time when the people will not have bur- 
dens upon them, and when even the Congress of the United States 
may be somewhat at a difficulty in relieving those burdens and 
ving the people every right that prec ey can demand un- 
er the Constitution and the laws of the country, 

I think we are doing in the matter of legislation for the District 
of Columbia the best that can be asked of us. It is a peculiar, an 
anomalous, an extraordinary, an un-American government under 
which the people of the District of Columbia are living to-day. 
This committee of ours, burdened with other duties, coming here 
to represent their own constituencies and their own constituents, 
have this mass of business thrust upon them, and it is demanded 
of them that they shall give the most careful consideration to 
every question that comes before that great committee, and which 
they are trying to the utmost of their abilities to do from week to 
week and day today. The Senator from South Dakota also enter- 
tained us with a discussion of the municipal ownership of corpora- 
tions, including gas-light plants. That question is not before the 
Senate in any form. There is no proposition before Con 
to-day that the Government shall buy the Washington Gas ight 
Company, and hence it is idle for us to waste time in discussing 
the 8 whether it would be best, all things considered, for 
the Government to own this plant or to allow it to remain in the 
hands of private parties, who to-day control the stock and have 
paid their money into that N corporation. I am not quite sure 
that the Senator from South Dakota, if the proposition were pre- 
sented to-day, would vote in favor of the Government purchasing 


the 8 pe n Gas Light Company. 
Mr. KYLE. Indeed 1 would, Mr. President. 


Mr. GALLINGER. He would, Mr. President; and yet upon 
every pr ition that has come before the Senate to put sewers 
in the ict of Columbia to save the health and lives of the 
people t nator has always voted against issuing bonds for the 
purpo: raising money to secure those improvements. 

A Ye z E. For the purpose of helping out real estate men in 

e su 


Mr. GA}LINGER. He and his colleagues of the Populist party 
have beenjconsistent in this matter; now, here is a great corpora- 
tion, owning property that has cost them $4,000,000. If the Gov- 
ernment is to own that property, the Government must raise 
$4,000,000 to pay for that pro: , and it can only be done by the 
issuance of bonds. So, I say, if this proposition to-day were before 
the Senate of the United States, the Senator from South Dakota, 
if he desires to have his record remain consistent, would cast his 
vote against that proposition. 

Now let us turn to the provisions of the bill and see what they 
are. The Committee on the District of Columbia had before it a 
bill that pro to reduce the price of gas to the people of the 
District of Columbia to $1 per 1,000 feet. I thinkI can safely say 
that every member of that committee was as anxious as the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota to give the re of the District of Co- 
lumbia the greatest degree of relief that it could consistently do 
and yet be just to the men who have invested their money in this 
plant and who must look to dividends to pay them for the invest- 
ment they have made. The committee gave very careful atten- 
tion to the bill. They spent many weary hours in its consideration. 
It was up before them day after day and week after week, and 
they neglected their other duties in their t desire to do what 
was right in this matter and to report a bill that could pass the 
Senate of the United States and that, at the same time, would give 
as great a degree of relief to the people as was consistent with the 


1896. 


‘CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5349 


other interests involved. After vef lengthy consideration and 
hearings, they reported a provision, the first section of which, re- 
lating to the Weaabsnaton Gas Light Company, is that gas shall 
be furnished at a rate not exceeding $1.15 per thousand cubic feet 
until July 1, 1898; at a rate not exceeding $1.10 per thousand 
cubic feet from J ay 1, 1898, until July 1, 1900; at a rate not ex- 
ceeding $1.05 per thousand cubic feet from July 1, 1900, until 
July 1, 1901; after which last-named date the rate shall not exceed 
$1 per thousand cubic feet. > 

tt is proposed to decrease the earnings of the Washington Gas 
Light Company for the first two years from July 1, 1896, at the 
rate of about $90,000 per year. Itis proposed to decrease its earn- 
ings for the next two years at the rate of about $135,000; for the 
next year at the rate of $180,000 per year, and after that time the 
decrease over their present earnings will be $200,000 per year under 
the provisions of the pending bill. 2 8 

Mr. President, I think it is desirable in the discussion of this 
question that we should go to the record and find out if we can 
whether the committee have done the best they could under the 
circumstances and have made wise recommendations to the Sen- 
ate of the United States. I turn to page 32 of the recent hearing 
before that committee and I find there quotations from Brown’s 
Directory for 1894, which is a recognized 3 upon the subject 
of gas plants in the United States. From that I discover the fact 
that in Illinois there are 53 gas companies. Out of this number 
4 sell gas at $1, 8 at $1.15, 1 at $1.20, and 42 at from $1.25 upward, 
per 1,000 cubic feet. ` à 

Indiana has 38 companies, 32 of which sell for over and only 5 
below $1.25 per 1,000 cubic feet. 

Maine has 11 companies, all selling from $1.50 upward. 

Massachusetts has 72 companies; only 4 sell below $1.25. 

Michigan has 36 companies; only 3 sell below $1.26}, including 
Detroit, which sells gas for $1. 

Missouri has 26 companies, only 4 selling below $1.50, the re- 
mainder for $1.50 and above. 

New Jersey has 48 companies; only 2 as low as $1.25. 3 

New York has 117 companies, only 7 below $1.25, 4 of which 
are in Buffalo, at $1 per 1,000. 

Ohio has 75 companies; only 9 report less than $1.20. 

Rhode Island has 7 companies; only 1—Providence—as low as 
$1.20. 

Pennsylvania has 106 companies; 12 report at $1, 5 at $1.10, 3 at 
$1.20, and 86 at $1.25 and upward. 

Virginia has 12 companies, 5 of which are owned by the cities. 
Of these 5 Richmond, Charlottesville, and Danville sell at $1 per 
1,000 cubic feet, Alexandria at $1.45, and Fredericksburg at $1.50. 
Only i of the other 7 sell as low as $1.25. 

It is a fact that I might stop and enumerate almost every city 
in the American Union—— : 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
a question at this point? 

. GALLING: Certainly. 

Mr. PEFFER. Has the Senator any returns from gaslight 
plants owned by cities? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
KYLE] very learnedly and leangthily elucidated that question. I 
must confess that I have not taken the pains to get the exact data 
concerning the matter, 

Mr. PEFFER. I only wanted to know what is the rate at which 
gas is furnished M such plants. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam willing that the testimony the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota gave on that question should for the 

resent stand, because, as I before said, we are not now consider- 
laz the question of municipal ownership of gas companies. When 
we come to that, we will endeavor to discuss it intelligently on 
both sides of the question. 

Mr. GEORGE, Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me to interrupt him? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is there any return in the book to which the 
Senator refers as to the dividends declared by these companies? 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is not, I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then allow me another question. The com- 
mittee in coming to a conclusion as to what ought to be the proper 
charges for gas by the company so as to allow them reasonable 
dividends must have had in their minds some particular rate of 
dividends which they regarded as reasonable for the company to 
declare. What dividend was that? 

Mr. GALLINGER, I will say to the Senator that my recollec- 
tion of that matter is that, inasmuch as it is an acknowledged fact 
that the manufacture of gas is an extra hazardous business, and 
they can not get any insurance on their propertyin any city in 
this Union, it is generally conceded that somewhere from 8 to 10 
per cent dividend is a very fair dividend on the capital stock in- 
vested in gas plants. 

Mr. GEORGE. From 8 to 10 per cent? 

Mr. GALLINGER, I think that is conceded. But I will show 


the Senator before I get through that the stockholders of the 
Washington Gas Light Company can not hope for any such divi- 
dend as that under the bill the committee has reported to the 
Senate and which they hope the Senate will pa 

I was about to say, when interrupted, that if I should go through 
every State in the American Union the same condition of facts 
would be found; that the proportion of gaslight companies which 
are furnishing gas to-day at a price less than $1.25 per thousand 
cubic feet is absolutely infinitesimal as compared to the entire 
number. In my own city, where we have agitated the gas ques- 
tion for a considerable length of time, our pooni are felicitating 
themselves to-day, and the newspapers are felicitating the people 
of that city, that the gaslight company has recently made a re- 
duction from $1.80 to $1.50 per thousand cubic feet; and I under- 
stand that at that rate the stockholders in that company are not 
getting enormous dividends, but are getting a fair return upon 
the money they have invested in the extra hazardous business of 
the manufacture of gas. 

There are a greatmany elements entering into the manufacture 
of gas. Itis a question, too, that much rhetoric can be employed 
in discussing. If we simply listen to the clamor of some unthink- 
ing people on the outside, almost any Senator could grow eloquent 
in his defense of the rights of the dear people, andin denunciation 
of the greedy and outrageous imposition of this great corporate 
power, as it is represented by these outside parties; but we ought 
to consider practical things in this discussion. I say there are a 
great many elements entering into the question of the cost of 
gas. Coal is the chief element of cost; and while I at first could 
not understand why the ae of Washington should have to pay 
more for coal than the people of most other cities of the Union, 
was driven to the conclusion, in view of the testimony which was 
presented to the committee and which was not controverted, that 
that was an actual fact, and that this gas company is laboring 
under the burden of paying a larger price for its coal than is pai 
in almost all other American cities. For that reason this com- 
pany should have some degree of consideration in the legislation of 
Congress. It was shown to us that in Pittsburg coal was bought 
for Si a ton; in Detroit for $1.75; in Cleveland, Ohio, for $2; in 
Allegheny, Pa., for 80 cents; in Cincinnati, Ohio, for $1.25; in 
Providence, R. I., for $3.25; while in the city of Washington this 
vals arg pays $3.90 for every ton of coal it uses in the manufac- 
ture of gas. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I should like to have the Senator state if 
that is not the cheapest price they have ever paid, as reported by 
the company to the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I understand it to be the very cheapest 


price they have ever been able to secure coal for, and that ought ` 


to be taken into consideration by Senators in discussing this 
question and in casting their votes upon this important matter. 

Mr. President, there is one other thing in that same connection, 
a matter which I could not understand until the testimony was 
given before us; and if Senators will take the trouble to go 
through the testimony they will find that I very closely interro- 
gated the gentlemen before the committee on all these points. It 
was made to appear to the committee that in this city the residuals 
sell for very much less than they do in any other city of the coun- 
try. This is not a manufacturing city, and in cities where they 
have large manufacturing establishments everything in the nature 
of residuals of a gas 1 is sold readily at a very good ꝓrice, 
while in the city of Washington the coke and other residuals 
from the manufacture of gas are practically piven away. 

I have not a particle of undue sympathy for the Washington 
Gas Light Company; I do not know a man connected with it, ex- 
cept one tleman from my own State, who happens to have a 
little stock in that company, a resident of the city of Washing- 
ton, but it is well enough for us to remember that the Washing- 
ton Gas Light e bg has recently made a contract for two years 
for the single article of naphtha, and that they are to pay $13,000 
a year more than they have heretofore paid for that one single 
article consumed in the manufacture of gas. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Thirty-seven thousand dollars. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam glad to be corrected. It was merely 
a matter of recollection on my part, and I thought I would state 
it low enough. 

Very much more might be said along this same line, but as I do 
not care to weary the Senate and I am very anxious to get a vote 
on this bill, I will merely call attention for a moment to the matter 
of burners, concerning which the Senator from South Dakota, who 
possesses a great deal of information and possibly an equal amount 
of misinformation upon the gas question, entertained the Senate 
a moment ago. The Senator read from Mr. Love, a New York 
expert, in reference to the change of burner from the old-fashioned 
English Argand burner to the Bray slit burner, which it is pro- 
posed to adopt if this bill becomes a law. Mr. Love was before 
the committee only a few weeks ago and was interrogated, Sena- 
tor McMILLAN asked him: 


You do not approve of this English Parliamentary burner? 
Mr. LOVE. 25 that burner is an antique. 


) 
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Mr. Love went on to say that the burner which was provided 
for in the bill which came over from the House of Representatives 
Was not used in any city in the United States; that it was an old- 
fashioned English burner that had practically gone out of use in 
the British Empire itself. 

Senator McMILLAN, Then you would strike out this provision 


? 
Mr. Love. Yes. In the first place, no consumer can get the English Parlia- 


mentary standard d burner; and you should place in the hands of the 


consumer just such a burner as the inspector uses. 
'AULKNER. So that the test in his house would be the same as the 
test made by the inspector? 

Mr. Love. So that he can get just as much candlepower as the inspector, 
and if he does not it is his own fault. 

Senator BAKER. Do you say that with the higher candlepower there is more 
liability of smoke? 

Mr. Love. Yes, sir. 

Senator BAKER. If you get above 27 candlepower there is liability of smok- 


lr. LOVE. Yes, sir. 


Mr. Love went on to say that in New York they had 26 candle- 
wer, and he thought 24 candlepower or 25 candlepower was a 
tter candlepower than 26 candlepower, because there was no 
er of smoking, and, as he said, destroying the ceilings and 

Wi of the homes of Washington. 


Senator GALLINGER. How would it do to raise it to 26, the point at which 
you have it in New York? 

Mr. Love. The difficulty about that would be that the average of 26 is 
made up by taking an average of a great number of water gases and of very 
little coal gas. In Washington you bave a gas which is composed of onè- 
third coal gas. I think you would find that, on the whole, 24 or 25 candle gas, 
with a flat-Hame burner, would be more satisfactory than 26-candle gas. 

And yet we 1 this bill 26 5 because we wanted 
to compel the Washington Gas Light Company to give the people 
of this city as good gas as is made anywhere in the country. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator allow me right there? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. I was not come in my remarks of the test 
of 26 candlepower by the Bray flat burner. I think if they use 
the Bray fiat burner they will not give any better gas than 19 
candlepower measured by the old-fashioned Argand burner. It 
means about the same sort of gas, but the pretension on the part 
of the company and of the committee of giving us better gas be- 
cause it is 25 or 26 burner I think is without foundation. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ihave not heard of any such pretension; 
certainly I have not made it. But let us continue with Mr. Love, 
whom the Senator from South Dakota quotes so approvingly: 

Senator BAKER. What do you say about what the candlepower should be? 

Mr. Love. I have tested it for two weeks, and I think the average would 
be about 24) by that burner. 

Senator FAULKNER. Throwing out of consideration the interests of this 


company, what, in your judgment, would be the best candlepower, give the 
best 8 ive the best satisfaction with a gas manufac’ of 
one-third coal and two-thirds water? 


Mr. Love. I should say 24 5 by a Bray burner. 

Senator GALLINGER, at would be just what we have now? 

Mr. Love. Just about what you have now. You must bear in mind that 
7 Seen ey must carry the power a margin above that. It will have to run 

u 5. 

Senator GALLINGER. You think that would give the best results? 

Mr. Love. It would not give as much light asa 30-candle gas, but witha 
50-candle p ne consumer would be very much annoyed with smoke, I 
think the practical results would be obtained by 24 or 25 candle gas, 

= * = + * * + 

Senator FAULKNER. I would like to know why they could not make as 
good gas in Washington as they do in New York. The proposition here is to 
give us 24 candlepower by that burner. 

Mr. Love. As I have 3 the average in New York for the first 
two months of this year was 26 candles. You would get perhaps 25 candles, 


ewe 3 no man on earth can tell the difference between the two in the illumi- 
nation. 


Senator FAULKNER. That would give a good, practical light? 

Mr. Love. It would givea good light. In addition to that, you havea very 
rigid test here. Outside of New York, I do not know of any q where they 
have so rigid a test. In Boston they do not make more than 52 tests a year, 
a once-a-week test; but in Washington you have a daily test, the same as we 
have in New York. 

And again, it is worth while to remind the Senate that the 
committee put in the bill 26 candlepower—a higher test than the 
Senator’s expert advised. 

Mr. President, the Senator from South Dakota dwelt with a 

at deal of emphasis on the relative price for street lamps paid 
in the city of Washington and other cities of the country. I have 
before me a report made in the Fifty-third Congress, giving the 
price for street lamps in the several cities of the country, or in 
the leading cities of the country, those containing a population of 
over 200,000. I wish I might have had time to have looked up a 
late report on this subject, if one exists, as we want the best and 
latest obtainable information. The record shows that in Milwau- 
kee they charge $22 for each street gas lamp; in San Francisco 
they charge $36; in Boston it is sold by the thousand; in Balti- 
more, 823.25; in St. Louis, $37; in Chicago, $20; in Brooklyn, 
$29.93; in New York, $18.41; and in Washington, $21.50. 

So that even on that point the city of Washington is furnished 
its strect light for a considerable less average than is paid in the 
other large cities of the country. 


The question of competition has been discussed a great deal in 
connection with companies in this and other cities of the 
United States. Theoretically I amin favor of competition always; 
and two years ago it was my opinion that it might be well for us 
to have another gas company in the city of Washington. I joined 
in that view with my distinguished friend the senior Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. Harris] and one or two other members of the 
committee; but evidence has been furnished to us which has en- 
tirely changed my mind on that question. I have gone over this 
matter of competition in furnishing gas in all the different cities, 
and I find that competition does not last very long. In the city 
of Baltimore, I think, they have had six gas companies, and possi- 
bly more, but the plants are all controlled to-day, as lam informed, 
by a single company. That has been the fate of rival gas com- 
panies all over our country. When this matter was before the 
committee I called attention to the fact that in the city of Boston 
there were two large and powerful gas companies doing business 
in that city and that they had actual competition. One of those 
companies was the Bay State Gas Company. I shall not under- 
take to say what the capital of that company was, because it is 
notorious that more than one-half of it was water, and nothing 
else, but I think it was in the neighborhood of $20,000,000. 

It is a company that has been manipulated by a gentleman well 
known to Delaware politics. The other company was the Brook- 
line Gas Company, with a capital of $4,000,000. As before said, I 
think the Bay State Gas Company had a capital of something like 
$20,000,000; and those companies were competing in the manu- 
facture and sale of gas. I quoted that before the committee as one 
illustration where actual competition existed in this country in 
the manufacture and sale of gas; but, lo and behold, a few days 
ago the newspapers brought us the intelligence that the Brookline 
Gas Company, with a capital of $4,000,000, had absorbed the Bay 
State Gas Company, with a capital of $20,000,000, or thereabouts, 
and there is only one gas company in the city of Boston to-day, 
and the people will have to pay tribute to that enormous and ficti- 
tious capitalization. 

Mr. President, I had intended to say a word in this connection 
in answer to the suggestion of the Senator from South Dakota 
that there were undue influences about the Capitol in this matter 
of legislation as to gas. I have been here longer than the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota, and for some reason or other, very likel 
because I have not been of sufficient consequence to be . 
I have not been troubled by lobbyists upon any question that has 
been before either House of Congress. The Senator from South 
Dakota was, according to his own testimony, once troubled by a 
lobbyist, and the Senator proved himself to be an honorable and 
a virtuous man, and I am sure he will accord to every other Sen- 
ator, whether he be Democrat, Republican, or Populist, equal 
virtue with himself. 

Beyond a doubt the . Gas Light Company made very 
large profits years ago; beyond a doubt the Washington Gas Light 
Company made enormous profits some years ago. It ought then 
and there to have been regulated by the Congress of the United 
States, but the fact is that this company; under the absolute con- 
trol of Congress, has gone along year by year regulated as Con- 
gress chose to regulate it so far as its charges were concerned, 
until to-day the stock of the company is almost entirely owned 
by men, women, and children who had no connection whatever 
with it in the years when it made these enormous profits, 

Now, does the Congress of the United States propose, Mr. Presi- 
dent, to take by the throat these innocent holders of stock, who 
have paid a very high price for every share that they hold, and by 
arbitrary legislation confiscate or destroy the investment they 
have made, simply because those who owned that stock twenty- 
five, thirty, or forty years ago made enormous profits on the 
investments they had made in this gas plant? I do not believe 
that Congress will do anything of the kind. I believe that Con- 
gress will deal justly with the people who hold the stock to-day, 
and that they will not be swayed by prejudice or other considera- 
tions which are not fair and just to the people who have invested 
their money in good faith in this corporation, believing, as they 
had a right to believe, that they would receive fair play at the 
hands of the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. President, the Senator from South Dakota complained that 
Mr. Sands, who was the attorney of a new gaslight company that 
was seeking to become incorporated in the District of Columbia, 
had not been fairly heard before the committee. I know Mr. 
Sands well; I have listened to him for a great many hours, and 
he always talks intelligently. I listened to Mr. Sands in the last 
Congress; I listened to Mr. Sands for many hours in the present 
Congress. Mr. Sands is ps for his services. He represents out- 
side capital that, very likely, properly sought an opportunity to 
come into the District of Columbia and establish a gaslight com- 
pany in competition with and in opposition to the existing plant. 

I noticed that the letters the Senator from South Dakota had 
read on Saturday, the correspondence between Mr. Sands and the 
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chairman of the District Committee, the Senator from Michigan 
pe McMILLAN], were dated some time in February last. I 

ink I do not mistake the date when I say that those letters were 
written in February last. 

Mr. KYLE. In February and March. 

Mr. GALLINGER. February and March. I am sure, Mr. 
President, that if the Senator from Michigan were here to-day he 
could give an explanation that would be even more satisfactory 
than the one I shall attempt to give in his behalf concerning this 
matier. 

It struck me on Saturday last when that correspondence was 
read that it was a very remarkable thing for an attorney who 
by courtesy is permitted to appear before a committee of the 
Congress to place in the hands of any Senator the correspondence 
between himself and the chairman of the committee to be read to 
the Senate in the absence of the chairman. It may be that there 
is nothing in that that is either discourteous or improper, but it 
need me that it was both discourteous and improper. But, 
however that may be, that correspondence took place goly, if 
not wholly,in February last. Now, I turn to this book, and I find 
that on h 5, 1896, Mr. Sands was heard before the committee. 
The chairman had taken the trouble to summon the full commit- 
tee during the hours when the Senate was in session, which is al- 
ways a great inconvenience to Senators; it certainly is always a 
great inconvenience to me to attend a committee meeting when 
the Senate is in session. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator allow me a moment just there? 

Mr. GALLINGER. With pleasure. 

Mr. KYLE. I do not think there will be any point of difference 
between us on that when we have an understanding in regard 
to it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will endeavor to make the explanation, 
and 5 5 do not make it satisfactorily, the Senator can supple- 
ment it. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Sands had placed witnesses upon the stand 
and had examined them before the committee; he had answered 
a great many questions put to him by members of the committee, 
as well as by the chairman, and, asa lawyer always does before a 
jury, he wished the privilege of a half hour at another time to sum 
up the evidence, to show the fallacies of his opponents, and to set 
forth his own argument. That is what he wished, and he was 
denied a final summing up of the hearings. He does not contend 
that he was denied a hearing. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very likely there will not be any difference 
between us when I get through. If there is, I will let the Senator 
supplement it in his own words. 

On the 5th day of March, Senator McMILLAN summoned the 
committee to the committee room of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and there were present Senators MCMILLAN, 
GALLINGER, HANSBROUGH, PRITCHARD, BAKER, HARRIS, FAULK- 
NER, Gipson, and Martin. Mr. Sands was heard. The first 33 

of this book containing the hearings show what Mr. Sands 
and the witnesses he brought with him had to say to the commit- 
tee. We gave him a very full hearing. We then heard very 
briefly a representative of the Washington Gas Light Company,a 
representative of the bares acide company, and two experts, Mr. 
Love and Mr. White, of New York. hen that hearing closed 
Mr. Sands made the request that he should be permitted to appear 
before the committee and make a final argument, as he said,in 
favor of hiscompany. He was not promised such a hearing, and 
very shortly after that the committee by consent, without a dis- 
senting voice, came to the conclusion that they would not charter 
this company, and for that reason it was unnecessary and it would 
have been foolish under these circumstances to have had Mr. Sands 
waste his valuable time and the money of the men for whom he 
was working in making an argument before the committee, and 
it was declined. That is the story of that. 

Mr. President, we are hearing a great deal at the present time 
about making more cheaply. y judgment is if there is and 
process that will improve the manufacture of gas known to the 

uman mind, that the men who are now engaged in the business, 
having tens and hundreds of millions of dollars invested in gas 
plants over this country, will be the first ones to get possession of 
it. Ido not think it will be floating around the country in the 
brains or the minds or the imaginations of a few men who want 
to tear up the streets of Washington to establish a new gaslight 
company that would not exist, in my judgment, as an independent 
organization for twelve months; that very likely would never be 
installed at all, because the old company would purchase it before 
the new company commenced operations. But we have some tes- 
timony on that point. Mr. Sands was here in advocacy of a com- 
pany that proposed to manufacture gas by the Rose-Hastings 

rocess, which he claimed was a much cheaper process than was 
own to any other body of men, and he called attention to the 
fact that the chief existing plant working under the Rose-Hastings 
process was the Westchester Gas Company, of New York; and he 
claimed that they were making gas very much more cheaply than 


it was being made here in Washington or in any other ci 
well-known and well-recognized processes that are use 


by the 
in the 
manufacture of this article. The committee called Mr. Worrall, 
the president of the Westchester Gas Company, and had some tes- 
timony from him. [asked Mr. Worrall this question: 

Senator GALLINGER. What do you get for your gas? 

Mr. WORRALL, We get $1.50 for gas for lighting, and $1 for gas for fuel, 
averaging $1.25. 

When the question of furnishing gas in holders came ap, Mr. 
Worrall testified that it cost them to put the gas in the holder 41 
cents for a thousand cubic feet; and yet the Senator from South 
Dakota insists that it can be done for 30 cents or less per thousand 
cubic feet. The result of that inquiry was that Mr. Worrall gave 
it as his deliberate conviction that it cost more to manufacture 

by the Rose-Hastings process than it cost to manufacture gas 
y the process that is in use by the Washington Gas Light Com- 
pany; and upon the testimony of Mr. Worrall, the president of 


the Westchester Gas Light Company, the committee took adverse 
action upon that proposition, and did so upon his testimony alone. 
The Washington Light Company may be a very bad cor- 


poration; I am not quite sure as to whether it is as good as it 
ought to be; my it i is that it is not half so bad as it is 
painted to be. But however this may be, the records show that 
the Washington Gas Light Company has made a great many re- 
ductions in the price of gas. I turn to the record and I find that 
on January 1, 1867, gas was being furnished to the citizens of 
Washington at $4 per thousand, less 7} per cent; net, $3.70. Th 
made a reduction in July of that same year to $4 per thousan 
less 123 per cent; net, $3.50. July 1, 1868, they reduced the 1 
to $4 per thousand, less 15 per cent, or $3.40 net. August 1, 1872, 
they reduced the price to $3.75, less 20 per cent; net, $3. May 1, 
1876, they reduced the price to $2.50, less 25 cents; net, $2.25; and 
they reduced the cost for street lamps to $36.70. January 1, 1880, 
they reduced the price to $2.25, less 25 cents; net, $2; and the 
price for street lamps was reduced to 828.70. On July 1, 1881, the 
price for street lamps was reduced to $25. 8 1, 1882, they 
reduced the price to $2, less 25 cents; net, $1.75. July 1, 1883, they 
reduced the price to $1.75, less 25 cents; net, $1.50; and the price 
for street lamps was reduced to 822. October 1, 1886, the price was 
reduced to $1.50, less 25 cents; net, $1.25; and November 1, 1893, 
the price was reduced to $1.25. 

It is a matter of record, Mr. President, that almost every one of 
those reductions were voluntary reductions, only two of them 
having been made by virtue of legislation by the Congress. 

Concerning the cost of gas I am not so well informed, possibly, 
as some other men; but, as I have said before, Washington is 
being furnished its gas at a very much cheaper average than it is 
being furnished to the people of the great cities of the country. 

I turn to a table here of the Dominion of Canada, and I find 
that in the Dominion of Canada the highest price per thousand 
for gas is $3, and the lowest pa in any city of that Dominion 
is $1.20. There is not a single city in the Dominion of Canada 
that furnishes gas to-day for less price than $1.20 per thousand 
feet; and we pro to give it to the people of Washington for 
$1.15, with a gradual uction in five years to a dollar, and we 
are found fault with because, as it is charged, we are legislati 
in the interests of a monopoly and against the best tutenenty of 
the people of the District of Columbia! : 

Mr, President, there are very many other things to which, if I 
had time, I would call the attention of the Senate in connection 
with this subject. It is an important matter. The people of the 
District of Columbia have a right to get their gas as cheaply as it 
can be furnished. I suppose it is the duty of Senators coming 
from their sovereign States to give all the time they can to 
the consideration of these questions which affect not their own 
constituents but the citizens of this great District. I am willing 
to give my time very graciously and very freely; but after I have 
given my time, after I have listened to all the testimony that can 
be offered before our committee, and have reached a conclusion in 
which every member of the committee joins, I have a right to ask 
that those findings shall have some weight in the determination of 
the question that is now under consideration. 

As regards dividends, I am not gats sure what the average rate 
of dividends would be if we should go back to the formation of the 
company and figure them to the present time. I apprehend it 
would be large. Iknow,as I before stated, that in the early years 
of the existence of this corporation they did make enormous prof- 
its; but I know also, as I have already said, that that stock has 
almost entirely changed hands, It is to-day largely in the hands 
of small owners. It is in the hands of people of moderate means. 
They paid the market price for the stock when they bought it, 
which was largely above par, and they have a right to ask of Con- 
gress that their property shall not be confiscated or their invest- 
ments destroyed, but that in the regulation of this matter their 
interests, as well as the interests of the people of the District, shall 
be taken into careful consideration. 

It is estimated, and it has been stated to the committee over and 
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over in, that under the pending bill the Washington Gas 
Light Company will be fortunate if next year it can pay a divi- 
dend of 10 per cent upon its capital stock. But I wish to call the 
attention especially of the Senator from Mississippi 3 GEORGE] 


who is honoring me with his attention, because 
will make a reply, to the fact 

Mr. GEORGE. And because I want to learn. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I thank the Senator, and I wish to call the 
attention of the distinguished and always 4 Senator from Mis- 
Sissippi to the fact that 10 per cent upon the capital stock of the 
Washin sto Gas Light Company is 10 per cent upon $2,000,000, 
while it is before the committee in testimony that has never been 
refuted or undertaken to be refuted that the company has $4,000,- 
000 invested in the plant to-day. So if it makes 10 per cent divi- 
dend next year under the proyision of this bill on the capital 
stock, it will bemaking but 5 per centon the actual investment that 
has been made in the property of that great corporation. 

Mr. President, I am always willing to stand for the rights and 
the interests of the people of the United States, and especially of 
those of this great capital of the nation, of which we are all so 
proud, but Iam not willing to-day, nor will I be willing at any 
time, to cast my vote simply because there is clamor outside, 
whether it be newspaper clamor or the clamor of unthinking men 
in favor of a measure that will to any extent rob the men who 
have invested in good faith their hard-earned savings in the stock 
of any corporation. Iwill not do that simply because we are told 
that if we do not we will be regarded as the friends of monopoly 
and ted capital rather than of the interests of the pain 
5 5 of the United States. 

r. President, I have given very careful attention to this mat- 
ter. Lam nota gas expert, and do not pretend to know much be- 
ond what Ihave learned in the committee room on the subject, but 
have come to the deliberate, the honest, the conscientious convic- 
tion that the bill which the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia has reported and which it asks the Senate to pass to-day is a 
bill that will do equal and exact justice to every interest involved 
in this controversy, to the people of the District, and at the same 
time to the men, women, and children who have invested their 
money in the stock of this corporation. Believing this, I urge the 
passage of the amended bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I am impressed that nothing 
can be said at this time which will change the result of the vote 
of the Senate upon this proposition. The Senate have shown by 
their unmistakable conduct during the debate so far, when very 
interesting and able speeches have been made on both sides of the 
question, that they are di to leave this matter of local de- 
tail to the committee which hasit in charge. The committee 
has been very well described by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] as being an able and conscientious com- 
mittee and entitled to the respect of the Senate. In all he said 
about the committee, with one exception, I fully agree, and that 
is when he excepted himself from the very just praise which he 
gayo to the other members of the committee. I think he is enti- 

ed to it as much as any of the rest. 

My attention was called to this matter of very serious public 
interest to the people of the District several days ago by one of 
the citizens who has an interest and feels an interest in the proper 


presume he 


settlement of the question. Since that time I have given some- | i 


what of careful consideration to the matter now before the Senate, 
and while I agreo, as I have just stated, with what the Senator from 
New Hampshire said is the weight entitled to be giyen to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, I must also call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the fact that the present committee, able 
and distinguished as it is, is not the only committee of Congress, 
a this body, which has given careful consideration to the 
subject. 

As early as 1886 a committee of this body, the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, which so far as I know was equally as 
able, equally as distinguished as the present committee, gave this 
matter very full consideration. Mr. Spooner of Wisconsin was 
chairman of the committee; and that committee made a report 
reaching the conclusion that the House committee and the House 
itself reached in the bill now before the Senate, that $1 thou- 
sand cubic feet was a fair and a just price to be char, by this 
company to the citizens who use gas, That committee was unan- 
imous. There was no dissent, But, as usually happens when we 
undertake to destroy an abuse, especially an abuse which is fos- 
tered by a rich corporation, the report of the committee came to 
naught. Afterwards a committee of the House of Representatives, 
of which Mr. Heard of Missouri was chairman, also gave the 
matter very careful consideration and unanimously came to the 
conclusion that $1 per thousand cubic feet was a fair price to be 
charged. Then afterwards the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia of this body gaye it further consideration, and very full 
consideration. Mr. Hunton, then a Senator from Virginia, made 
the report. That committee was not unanimous, A majority of 


* 


the committee, for very singular reasons, and reasons which ought 
not to have weight in this body, reached the conclusion thar, $i 
per thousand cubic feet was an insufficient charge. If I can turn 
my eyé to the report of that committee and to the place I have 
marked, I will read to the Senate the reasoning upon which the 
committee proceeded, and which I think the Senate will perceive 
at once ought not to control the deliberation of this body. Says 
the report: 

Looking to the future development of this Federal city 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from Mississippi read from 
the Hunton report? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir; from the Hunton report, page 7: 

Looking to the future devel: i 
demands of the public, is ih not the tres policy Wo allow S price for pas which 

& 


will meet opera nses, a reasonable dividend, not on the value of 
plant, but on the $2,000 000 of capital stock, and a fund— ue 


That is what I desire to call the attention of the Senate to— 
equal to the average charge of $96,500 for expenses attending— 


Not for expenses for operating the plant—I want to call the 
attention of the Senate to that—but— 

atten the extension of its wor! 

stock or the bonded indebtedness « ra Bieta R 

The basis upon which the majority of the committee decided 
that there should not be a reduction in the price of gas was that 
the company should have the reasonable opportunity of increas- 
ing the value of their plant over and above fair and reasonable 
dividends to the amount of $96,000 a year. So when I call the 
attention of the Senate to that, they will see that the committee 
acted upon an improper basis, because as the value of the plant 
is extended so is the increase in the proceeds of the plant, 
and that is manifestly capital to be furnished by the stockholders 
and not to be char to the people of the District. 

That committee, as I said, was not unanimous, I find attached 
to it a dissenting report with the names of John Martin, of Kansas, 
not now a member of this body; Mr. HansprouGH, now a mem- 
ber of this body, and Mr. GALLINGER, who just addressed the Sen- 
ate upon the subject. It is a very elaborate report. They re- 
sisted the conclusion to which a majority of the committee came 
and insisted that $1 per 1,000 feet was the proper price to be 
N for gas. I will read a short extract from the minority 
repor 

. KYLE. Will the Senator from Mississippi pardon me? 
Ma I ask what the report is? 
r. GEORGE. It is the Hunton report. 

Mr. KYLE. A minority report? 

Mr. GEORGE. A minority report. 

Mr. KYLE. Did the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GAL- 
rmat] ming for dollar gas there? 

Mr. GEORGE. That is the way I understand it. 


The enormous profits— 
Says the minority of the committee— 


which it is reaping from day to day as a result of this monopoly lead to the 


inevitable conclusion that it is the duty of Congress to give its affairs care- 


ful scrutiny. It is contended that it would be useless for the committee 
to extend its investigation to a period in the history of this corporation when 

ts management was the subject of general remark and bordered on the scan- 
dalous, and when its earnings were so great as to suggest the existence of 
oppressive charges. 

When we come now to authorities, I want the Senate to under- 
stand that we had a unanimous committee of this body in favor 
of dollar gas in 1886. We had a committee, the Hunton commit- 
tee, in 1895, a majority opposed to dollar gas upon the grounds 
that [have just read to the Senate, and we have the report of three 
eminent members of that committee dissenting entirely from the 
views of the majority. We have two unanimous reports from 
the committee of the House of Representatives, who, after careful 
investigation, as they say, reached the same conclusion that the 
Spooner committee reached in 1886. Therefore, upon the question 
of authority, if we do not weigh the members, if we merely count 
them—which I reckon is the proper way to do in a legislative 
body—we have about three to one in favor of the proposition that 
the price of gas in this city should be fixed at $1 per thousand feet. 

Mr. President, a very short retrospect of the operations of this 
company, which were somewhat alluded to in the report of the 
minority of the District of Columbia Committee, will not be out 
of place, The company was chartered in 1848 with a capital of 
$50,000. It has been increased from time to time until now it is 
$2,000,000. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that of the $2,000,000, which is the only money ever paid by the 
stockholders of the company, or is said to be, it is admitted by the 
majority in the Hunton report that only about $1,490,000 was ever 
paid by the stockholders, Call it a million and a half, as it is very 
near that. The Spooner committee say: We are unable to ascer- 
tain how much money has been paid by the stockholders,” for a 
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very sufficient reason, as detailed by that committee. I will read 
it to the Senate, so that the Senate may understand exactly what 
we are dealing with here. The committee of which Mr. Spooner 
was chairman undertook to find out all about the operations of 
this company from the very beginning. 

It has been stated— 

Say the committee— 


heretofore in reports to Congress that the first $500,000 of capital was paid in 
in cash, and this was stated by the present officers of the company at the out- 
set of the investigation to be true, and it may be true, but upon examination 
of them it was developed that their information is upon inference and 
hearsay. 

A very singular statement to be made by officers of a 8 
which, 5 private in its ownership, is public in its use. ey 
could not tell how much money had ever been put into the treas- 
ury of the company by the stockholders, and here is the reason 
for it: 

The professed inability of the company to furnish this information finds 
explanation in a fact most extraordinary— 


As everybody will see— 


and almost unprecedented in the history of corporate management. On 
the —— day of ——, 1883, the board of Girectexs of company passed the fol- 
lowing resolution or order— 

A very extraordinary order— } 


“ Ordered, That the secretary be directed to destroy or dispose of such books 
and papers as are no longer of use to the company.“ 


“As are no longer of use to the company.” So the president, 
Mr. Bartol, under that authority sold to a paper maker in the 5885 
of Philadelphia all the books of the company up to 1866, at whic 
date an addition of five or six hundred thousand dollars was made 
to the capital stock of the company. Therefore there is not now the 
slightest record in that company among the papers or its books of 
the transactions of the Company from 1848 up to 1866. 

I said the other day in a short colloquy I had herethat the mani- 
fest purpose of that was to destroy the evidence of the transactions 
ofthe company. Here is what the committee say: 

The only explanation which is offered of the sale of these books is that some 
of them were moldy and damp, and some of them had been somewhat irregu- 
larly kept. 

It is a very remarkable fact that a great corporation, a corpora- 
tion whose use is public, responsible to the public for the way in 
which it transacts its business, should allow its books to get into 
the condition where they can be moldy or 885 I must suggest 
as my opinion upon the subject that they could not have got in 
that condition except with the same intent that was afterwards 
manifested when they sold them—they wanted to get rid of them. 


It is a significant fact 
Says the committee— 


that the destruction of these books blotted out from the public and from in- 
vestigation the detailed transactions of this corporation up to the time in 1866 
when the company distributed among its then stockholders, as representin 
corporate earnings theretofore put into an extension of the plant, $500,000 o: 
stock, making all together $1,000,000 of capitalization. 

The committee say—and I will read it, und that is all I will 
read on the subject: 

Just what purpose was to be subserved it is probably unprofitable even to 
conjecture. The maxim of the law,“ In odium spoliatoris omnia presumun- 
tur,” is perhaps fairly applicable to the case. One thing is certain; the 
$500,000 of capital distribu in 1866 was not paid for by the stockholders who 
received it, except, perhaps, by the investment of money received by the 
company in the preceding years. 


Thus, when we come to investigate this company, which is but 
the servant of Congress, an agency employed by Congress for the 
purpose of furnishing to the people of the District illuminating 

, we are met at the very first step with the startling, extraor- 
inary, and scandalous fact that the company joet preceding the 
issuance of $500,000 worth of stock in 1866 destroyed its books, so 
that everything prior to 1866 which can now be brought out by 
an investigating committee rests on inference and on inference 
alone. That is the institution with which we are dealing to-day. 
It has paid, according to the majority of the Hunton committee, 
not the dissenting members, a little less than one million and a 
half for its stock of two million dollars, and the remainder of this 
immense plant now held up before us as a matter to be protected 
comes from what the reports say and what the Senators when this 
case was under discussion in this body a few days ago said were 

the enormous profits of this corporation. 
ž . The Senator states thatitis worth about $4,000,000. 

Mr. GEORGE. They claim that. So we find, according to the 
statements of these committees on both sides, that not only have 
the dividends been enormous, such as to suggest scandalous man- 
agement, but also in addition to that this great plant has been 
secured, That is the situation before us. 


Iam not going to discuss how muchit costs to manufacture gas 
or how much it costs to distribute the gas. I have before mea 
document, and I wish every member of the Senate whois going 
to vote upon this question would read the document, which set- 


tles beyond controv , beyond doubt, that the passage of the bill 
as it came from the House is not only just and right, but thatit 
is absolutely demanded of the Senate. 

The committee of the House, of which Mr. BABCOCK was chair- 
man, which investigated this matter, made a report March 7, 1896, 
and as a result of that report a bill was passed which fixed the 
price of gas in the future in the District, to commence at once, at 
$1 per thousand feet. The committee of the Senate, and I want 
the Senate to bear this in mind, dissent from that conclusion only 
to this extent: They do not say that $1 a thousand feet is too little, 
but they say and affirm that it is sufficient, only that it shall not 
go into effect for five years. So the committee of the Senate, upon 
whose work we are now deliberating, have asserted to the Senate 
in the most solemn manner that $1 per thousand cubic feet for 
gas is a proper and reasonable charge if only we allow the company 
to charge a little more than that up to the year 1901. The com- 
mittee, and I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the fact, 
give us no reason, they give us no fact, upon which we can act 
which shows that $1 per thousand feet will be a reasonable char 
five years from now and not a reasonable charge now. Theyought 
to have 1 to us why a reduction of 10 cents a thousand 
immediately is right and not too high and then 15 cents andso on 
up for the five years until you get down to a dollar, if the company 
can not, as the company claims it can not, make gas at a price 
which will enable them to sell it at $1 a thousand feet. 

What is to happen in the next five years—the committee have 
not told us—which will make the manufacture of gas in this city 
cheaper than it is to-day? Nota word is said upon that subject. 
We hear a great deal about the extra cost of coal in the city of 
Washington to-day above that of other cities, and no suggestion 
is made that in five years coal will be cheaper than it is now. 

By the way, I think I am authorized to state what was said 
here in public debate a few days ago, that, although this report on 
its face is the unanimous report of the committee, there were dis- 
senters in the committee who acceded to it as a mere matter of 
compromise, Now I go to this paperand I call the especial atten- 
tion of Senators who take any interest in the matter to it. It is 
headed as follows: Statement of the Washington Gas Light Com- 
pany in response to inquiry of the Hon. J. W. BABCOCK, chair- 
man of the Committee on the District of Columbia, February 3, 
1895,” and it shows the disbursements and recepi for the year 
1895. That is the last year of its operations. I have made an 
analysis of the report and it shows the figures of the ge yond it- 
self, the statement made by the company through its officers to 
the chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia in the 
other House. If Senators will take this paper and analyze it for 
themselves they will see not only that the reduction to $1 is just 
and proper but that it ought to be reduced more, 

This account shows that at the commencement of the year 1895 
there was $58,166 of cash on hand in the company’s treasury. 
They started operations on the ist day of J 1 1895, with 
858,166 in the treasury. The balance on hand at the end of the 

ear was 889,922.38, showing a cash gain during the year of 
331.755, or over 14 per cent on the capital stock of the company 
reserved as a cash fund at the end of the year, not only resery: 
as a cash fund, but surplus or excess reserved over that which they 
had in the beginning of the year. The company sold bonds dur- 
ing the year to the amount of $368,663. They made permanent 
extensions, and excluding the two items of $36,059 for repair of 
plants and $26,130 for street lamps, items which are not brought 
out at all in the calculation which I make hereafter for exten- 
sion—that is, for making more plant, extending their works, ex- 
tending their business, extending the capital upon which they 

ropose to do business for the future, they spent $198,305.86. 
This expenditure of $198,305.86 was less than the bondsales. They 
sold, remember, $368,000. It was less than the bond sales by 
$170,357.89. So let the Senate understand that when they pai 
for these extensions and when they put the sales of the bonds in 
the treasury they had in the treasury from the sales of bonds 
$170,357.89, which went to their general fund. 

The next thing they did, as shown by this report, was the pay- 
ment of $600,000 of dividends for the year 1895, or 30 per cent upon 
the capital stock of the company. That is not way back in the 
past, when the books were destroyed; it is not way back in the 
past, when it is sup that the management of this company 
was scandalous and when they made enormous profits; but right 
here in our last fiscal year, the last ya of the operations of t 
company. The $600,000 was not all profit, because I have just 
stated to the Senate (and I want to be exactly fair with this com- 
pany) that $170,357.89 remained in the treasury of the compan 
out of the proceeds of the sales of the bonds after they had Sos 
for the permanent extensions. So I deduct that amount. ey 
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p dividends to the amount of $600,000, all profit, except the 
70,357.89, leaving for full profit $429,642.91. That is, just on 
that transaction. 

Then, Mr. President, I go back. The cash was increased $31,- 
755.85 during the year; that is, they started out with $58,000 and 
concluded with $89,000. So Iadd that to the profit of $429,000, 
making the total profits, after paying all repairs, and so forth—$62,- 
189,45—to which I called the attention of the Senate some time 
ago, $461,398.76. Now, that is not gross profit; that is net profit 
which this company made in the year 1895. This was the actual 
profits made by the company, as extensions—enlargements of the 
plant—were profits in everysense. The profit, counting the ex- 
tension as a part of the profits, was a little over 22 85 cent; a 
long way from the 10 per cent which the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire said was a reasonable profit. 

Now I want to make this so plain that nobody can misunder- 
stand me. I will go now upon the basis suggested by the Hunton 
committee, that we ought to leave the extensions as a part of the 
fund of the company and not treat them as profits. e will see 
how it stands then. If we take out the permanent extensions— 
$198,135—we have $263,000 as profits, 18 per cent in money, and 
gg not divided, which was expended in the extension of the 
plant. 

But here, Mr. President, I think I ought to call the attention of 
the Senate to one item of this $198,000, which I have in this last 
calculation given them. One hundred thousand dollars of the 
$198,000 was for a mole and a wharf bought of the canal company 
and was no part of the gas-extension plant. Taking out that 
$100,000 we have $363,093.90 as profit, or about 18 per cent on the 
capital, after allowing them for all they had paid out in extend- 
ing the plant. That is an analysis of their report for the year 
1895, with gas at a dollar anda quarter. It shows a profit of 18 

cent after allowing them $98,000 for extending their gas mains 
the suburbs of the city and other places, 

Mr. KYLE. For the year 1895? 

Mr. GEORGE. For 1895, the last A 

Mr. KYLE. Ithink itis recorded that they declared that year 
10 per cent first and then 20 per cent after that, making 30 per 


cent, 

Mr. GEORGE. Ihave stated that they declared 30 per cent, 
but I also showed that a part of that was from the sale of bonds. 
I want to bring that out so as to be fair and right and just. Now, 
these are the fact: A profit of 18 per cent on the capital stock made 
during the year 1895, after allowing them for every dollar paid out 
in repairs, buying new street lamps, and allowing them $98,000 for 
an extension of that plant. I do not want to comment upon these 
facts. 1 have pe them in the RECORD, so that the public may 
know upon what basis we are acting when we vote upon this 
measure, 

Now, one more remark rather in application of what I have before 
said on one point, and then I willhavesaid all I desire to say. The 
House committee and the House of Representatives came to the 
conclusion that $1 was a fair 5 855 Any man who will pay at- 
tention to the figures which I have put before the Senate will 
agree that it was not only fair, but that it was a very liberal 
price. Now the Senate committee come in and do what? Irepeat 
now what I said before. They bring the price down to a dollar 
and take five Pp to do it in, by gradual descent. No man has 
explained, and no man can explain, I suppose, on business prin- 
ciples, or else he would have done so, why they make that reduc- 
tion. How can they predict that if the company can not make 
money ata dollar a thousand cubic feet of gas in 1896 they can 
make money at that price in 1901? I donot know whether the 
Senator from New Hampshire said that the committee had fixed 
any sum or not, but he at least stated as his own figures that 8 
or 10 per cent upon the capital was fair remuneration for the com- 
pany. I have shown that they made last year 22 per cent, not 
counting as profits, which ought to be counted, the $98,000 which 
they spent in extending their plant. I have shown that they 

e and handed over to their stockholders 18 per cent after tak- 
ing out of the earnings of the company every cent that they had 
paid for betterments of every kind whatever and for exten- 
sions. 

With that statement, Mr. President, I submit the case, so far as 
Iam concerned, to the Senate, being absolutely certain that the 


figures which I have presented to the Senate are correct and can 
not be overturned ess you overturn the statement made by the 
company itself. 


Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I crave the indulgence of the 
Senate for a short time to reply to some of the suggestions made 
by the distinguished Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. I 
will state that I act in this capacity more for the reason that the 
pill having been in charge of the chairman of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. who was necessarily called away to his 
State, he insisted that if there was an opportunity of getting it up 
I should take charge of it and urge its passage, as he feels great 


pride in the pass of the bill and the settlement of this gas 
question which has been before Congress for the last eight or nine 
years; in fact, for a longer period. 

I wish to be very brief, and therefore I will reply to the sugges- 
tions made by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] and 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] in a practical way, I 
hope, so that the Senate will see exactly the question before it, 
The Committee on the District of Columbia have no interest what- 
ever in this matter, except to reach a fair and equitable conclu- 
sion. 

Mr. GEORGE. Nobody claims that they have. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course not. They stand as impartial 
judges between two great interests. On the one side stand the 
consumers, who are anxious to reduce the price of gas, of course, 
as low as possible. It is the natural inclination of the human 
mind and the human heart to get the best bargain possible in any 
dealings. On the other side stand the gas company, who are as 
anxious to get as good a price for their gas as the conditions 
will permit and the authority of Congress will allow. 

We have, therefore, to examine the interest of both of these par- 
ties impartially, sift their evidence, and examine into the earnings 
of the company to ascertain what would be equitable and just on 
the part of Congress in regulating this pad ie There is no ques- 
tion that Congress has an absolute and exclusive right to regulate 
the price of gas in the District of Columbia. We entered into 
this investigation with a spirit and determination to do what we 
believe to be just between the two contending interests. 

It may be proper and right, in order that the Senate shall have 
all the views the committee had before them, to allude to the new 
company that sought legislation from Congress by presenting a 
bill and asking the incorporation of that company to furnish gas 
both for fuel and lighting purposes in the District of Columbia, 
guaranteeing to do it at the sum of 75 cents per thousand cubic 
feet. That question was investigated most thoroughly and ex- 
haustively. Opportunity was given to everyone to present all the 
facts bearing upon the subject, and when the examination was 
concluded, although the committee started out with a division of 
6 to 7 or 7 to 6 in favor of the proposition, when it came to a test 
vote I do not think there was a single member of the committee 
who, under his responsibility as a Senator, acting as a common 
alderman of this city, was willing to cast his vote for the charter- 
ing of that company. Why, sir? Not because the committee did 
not want 75-cent gas for the citizens of the District, but simply 
because the evidence demonstrated beyond all question that the 
proposition made was impossible of execution. stated by a dis- 
tinguished expert who was before the committee, ‘‘Gentlemen 
show me any man who has an invention that will reduce the cost of 
gas 5 cents on the thousand and I will pledge you my word within 
twenty-four hours to assemble all the capital that is necessary to 
purchase the patent right of the process.“ He said further: “There 
is not a single gas company now in operation in this country that 
would not be crowding at the doors of such a company to secure 
the right and the privilege of its patent in the manufacture of 
gas.” 

There are engaged in the gas business some of the ablest and 
most distinguished scientists in this country. They are working 
every day trying for some improvement in order to reduce the 
price of gas. They realize that there is a new and great light com- 
ing in as a competitor to gas, and which forces them to a realiza- 
tion that they must furnish gas at the very lowest figure possible. 
I allude to electricity, which is the greot competitor to-day of gas. 
Its processes are being improved and its cost of production is being 
rapidly reduced, and gas has to meet that competition in every 
city and town in the country. Consequently they are experiment- 
ing at all times in all these works for improvements that will re- 
duce the cost of gas. But up to this time they have been able to 
discover nothing better than the processes used by the Washing- 
ton Gas Light Company. 

We made a full examination of that subject. As the Senator 
from South Dakota said, Washington, being the capital city of the 
nation, has aright to the most perfect plant that can be established. 
It should be devised and planned upon the most scientific prin- 
ciples that will pn the greatest result from the amount of 
money involved for the cost of material used. It was the unan- 
imous sentiment of every expert before us, uncontradicted by any- 
one, that the Washington Gas Light Company, in its new plant, 
was unsurpassed by any plant in the United States. The gentle- 
man at the head of this company, who is known to almost every 
Senator, Hon. John R. McLean, given them carte blanche to 
adopt every improvement and the latest scientific results secured 
at any other place, that he may improve the quality of the gas and 
produce the best results at the lowest cost. The experts gave it 
as their unanimous opinion that this plant was equal to any plant 
in the United States. 

As to the qoam of candlepower, Senators who have not been 
engaged in the examination of these questions can not understand 
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all the details involved in this question as we who are members 


of the committee have necessarily 
the position in which we have been 
fered—yes, I say, has suffered—in the estimation not only of its 
own citizens but in that of the people of the country from the 
existence of a law which provides that gas of 16 candlepower 
shall be furnished by the gas company. Sixteen candlepower 
tested by what? py the argand burner of 15 holes. What is that 
burner? Where did it originate? It originated in England in 1823; 
it was called the English Parliamen burner and has been dis- 
carded by England and it is discarded by every city in the world 
at this date; and yet here is the capital of this great Republic 
using as a test that which the whole civilized world has come to 
regard, as one expert said, a mere antique.“ They have adopted 
the new Parliamentary Argand burner in England of 20 holes for 
low-candlepower gas. What is English gas? Itis of 16, 17, 
18, and 19 candlepower as arule, but it is provided in England 
that wherever the candlepower exceeds 20 it shall be tested by 
the flat burner, the use of which is proposed by this bill. The 
burner described in this bill to test the candlepower of gas in 
Washington is the burner e by all commercial cities and 
towns where such tests are made. 

I want to say further, Mr. President, that it has been conclu- 
sively demonstrated before the committee that the test of the qual- 
pi aoe candlepower of gas in this city is superior to that of any 
other city in the Union, except the city of New York. Under the 
law here a Federal official is appointed by the President and con- 
firmed by the Senate, who tests the gas supplied to this city every 
twenty-four hours, with heavy penalties upon the company for a 
failure to comply with the law. He tests it, of course, by the 
15-hole Argand burner, and for the last five or six years it has 
fallen below the 16 candlepower only on three tests. The ordi- 
nary range or test in this city by the old English 8 
burner has been from 16 to 18 and 19, but generally about 17 candle- 
power, which would give by the flat-flame burner about 22 candle- 

wer. 

8 a committee we determined that we must discard this old 
antique pee of brass and select a burner by which the light can 
be tested not only in the office of the inspector but in every man’s 
house; we must adopt the same burner by which to test gas as the 
one which the people themselves use in their private consumption. 
Then, if any consumer complains of the candlepower of the gas 
furnished you can say to him: Have your light tested through 
the same burner as that used by the inspector in his official tests.” 
We therefore adopted the Bray slit Union burner, No. 7, the fiat- 
flame burner, for the reason that those burners can be purchased 
for 50 cents a dozen, a price at which every man can procure that 
burner for his own house and test the question of whether the 
candlepower of the gas furnished him is equal to that which the 
law Te Meader 

We then determined what should be the_highest candlepower 
that the people of this District should have, in order to give them 
a candlepower which would equal the candlepowerin any other 
ċity in this Union for the purposes of light. 

hat do all the expertsconcurin? They unanimously concurin 
the proponon that 24 candlepower is the best practical candle- 
power that can be used in this city. They say if you put it at 24 
the company will be bound to make the gas equal to about 25 
candlepower in order to maintain the 24. They declare that the 
consumer, in fact, gets 25 candlepower, because there are heavy 
penalties when the test shows that the company has failed to 
reach what the law requires; and so 25 candlepower will be se- 
cured. The light from that will not smoke, but if you make it 
higher than that you have to put more of the oils into its manu- 
facture, and the result will be a smoking gas instead of a clear 
. Consequently the ia oe all concur in the opinion that this 
candlepower is the best. e therefore changed the House bill 
from 22 to 24 candlepower. 

Mr. MILLS. Is there any certain test about the quantity of 
gas that is used? 

Mr. FAULKNER. We provide that the company shall not 
pat any meter in any consumer’s house until it has been tested 

y the Government inspector and he has sealed it, which insures 
to the consumer that it is a true and accurate meter. That was 
for the protection of the people. We have looked in every way 
that was possible to the interests of the consumer. 

Let me observe here, Mr. President, that there are many causes 
for bad gas of which we kear complaint in this city which do not 
obtain in a great many other cities. You must remember that in 
this city, and nowhere else in the United States, has the gas com- 

any the slightest control over the American citizen when build- 
ing a house as to its proper piping. The result is that we find in 
many houses in this city extremely bad gas, for the reason that 
the pipes are too small for the amount of gas necessary to properly 
light the house. There are old pipes, which I myself have seen, 
as a member of the District Committee, taken out so filled with 


uired them by reason of 


laced. Washington has suf- 


to replace it. 


rust that the aperture through which the gas must pass was not 


much larger than a darning needle. 

Then we find the tips that are used here are inferior in man 
instances. Asan illustration, one of the experts, when he arriv: 
here, called upon a lady, and she said to him: I am very glad you 
have come, as we have miserable gas in the District, and I want 
yon to remedy it as far as you can.” He said he examined the 

urners and found them very defective. When he went down 
town that evening he bought a set of burners and sent a man up 
to the house of this lady, and had them put on just to see what 
would be the effect. He said on the next visit he made to the 
house she said, You have improved our gas very much; it is now 
simply perfect”; and it was merely because proper burners had 
been put on her gas fixtures. It was for no other reason, as noth- 
ie had been done in the case, 
e chairman of the committee, Senator McMILnan, called 
attention in the examination, which the Senator from Mississippi 
and the Senator from South Dakota I dare say have read, to the 
fact that in the rear portion of his house he could not get good 
illumination. The experts said, It must be the fault of your 
pipes.” The chairman then said, ‘‘Send aman there to correct 
it. A man was sent and he corrected the piping, and then the 
gas was again turned on. It was just as fine then in the rear part 
of the house asin thefront part. It was found that the pipes 
filled up with rust and the aperture had become too aaa for the 
gas to pass through. The pipes were too small for a house of that 
size in the first instance. These complaints will come. It is 
really absurd that we should be required to argue and bring in 
all these details here in order to convince the Senate that this 
question has been honestly and elaborately examined in detail by 
the committee who have now for the first time in eight years 
reached a unanimous conclusion in support of a measure. 

Mr. KYLE. I ask for information; is there any provision to 
prevent an insufficient flow of gas by cleaning ont the pipes? 

Mr. FAULKNER. There is no provision made for that. That 
is a matter that the gascompany does at the request of parties, at 
least, I so understand; but there is no obligation by law upon the 
company to do it, and it is not done in any other city of the Union 
by such companies. Very frequently, however, in order to sat- 
isfy the consumer, if word be sent to the company that there is a 
defective flow of gas, they put their pumps on the pipes and blow 
them out. This Iam told by consumers do not know it from 
the gas company or from any of the hearings we have had. 

The Senator from Mississippi says: “ You have proposed to give 
us dollar gas in five years, which 1s an admission of the fact that 
you ought to furnish gas at a dollar now, and your committee 
does not give us 5 Why dollar gas is not given at the 
present time.“ Iwill give the Senator the reason which influenced 
me as a member of the committee, and, I believe, influenced other 
members, in favor of this sliding scale. 

Weare trying an experiment with the object and pur of 
accomplishing what the citizens of Washington desire. e are 
trying an experiment, and, under the figures presented to us, 
we doubt whether it will be absolutely just or right to the com- 
pany; but we know, in the growth of this magnificent city and in 
its development, that if we lower the price of gas, necessarily there 
will be additional consumption, and that the consumption will 
increase, without perhaps largely increased cost for any additions 
tothe plant. If that proves correct the larger the consumption the 
cheaper the price at which the gas can be sold, and we hope by 
gradually coming down to a dollar that increased consumption 
will follow and that an increased development of the city in popu- 
lation will also assist in making a larger consumption of the out- 
put of this company and thereby enable them to meet the demands 
of this bill. 

There is no city in the Union that compares with this, Mr. Pres- 
ident, as to the cost of the gas plant. In other cities the compa- 
nies place their mains in the center of the streets, but the Com- 
missioners do not allowit here. They do not propose to allow the 
gas company, every time they have to make a connection with a 
house, or when they have to examine for a leak, to cut up these great 
and magnificent avenues, and tear up the asphalt from the curb- 
ing to the center of the street. They therefore require the com- 
pany to incur a double expense in piping the city. The company 
is required to lay their mains on both sides of the streets, near the 
curbing, so that when they make connections, or when they are 
seeking for a leak, they do not interfere with travel or destroy the 
asphalt on the streets to the extent which would be required if 
laid in the center. The company is, of course, always required 
These are the reasons, I will state to the Senator 
from Mapp why we hope that in five years this company 
can meet the demands imposed upon them by this bill. 

There is another question upon which the Senator from Missis- 
sippi and the Senator from South Dakota have laid great stress; 
that is, as to what they call the enormous profits of this company. 
This statement has confronted every Committee on the District 


inge 
Th 
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of Columbia since I have been in the Senate. It was presen’ 
to us and has prejudiced and biased my mind and the minds of 


ted 


other Senators until through an investigation of it we were ena- 
bled to distinguish between the past the present. Any per- 
son who will look over the records of these investigations will 
find from 1862 up to 1881, when large profits were accruing to the 
gas company, the price of gas was running from $4 a thousand 
or private consumption and $40 for street lamps, down to $2.75 
to consumers and $32 for street lamps. There was then only a 
small capital invested; for up to 1867 the capital of the company 
was only $350,000, which enabled the payment of these large profits. 
These prices, even at that time, were too high, and, in my judg- 
ment, the profits were inequitable and unjust. It was done, how- 
ever, as you earn your salaries, by virtue of law, under regula- 
tions by Congress. They charged not one dollar more than the 
law authorized them to charge, Human nature is the same in a 
mpany as it is in a Senator. My distinguished friend from 
fTiscissi issippi may say that $5,000 a year is too high for the salary of 
a Senator; that it is too much to be paid; but I do not think he 
will be criticised for accepting what the law authorizes him to 
receive. If so, then ie haye no right to criticise this company. 
If high prices were charged, it was the fault of Congress that the 
subject was not better regulated in the interests of the people re- 
siding here, which had then, as it has now, jurisdiction of the 


subject. 

It is said that $500,000 in stock in 1867 was distributed by this 
company. The testimony before the present Committee on the 
District of Columbia and before all the committees as to that 
question was that the cost of the plant to the stockholders at the 
time of the giving of that $500,000 of stock was $937,000, money 
which they had expended in cores the plant, and this repre- 
sented money advanced by the stockholders or to which they 
would otherwise have been entitled. It was simply squaring the 
account; and I say that there is no evidence here or in any report 
of any similar distribution. 

That is the only amount of stock that has been distributed by 
this company that was not earned; and its capital stock now 
reaches to $2,000,000 on an actual plant which, in any State in 
this Union, would be capitalized at $4,000,000, which plant has 
been created by money advanced by its stockholders or borrowed 
through the issuing of bonds which are nowa lien upon it, aggre- 
gating in value $1,200,000. The stock of this company is at 41 on 
the market, because the people know that back of that stock there 
is a valuable plant, and every man who is a stockholder in that 
a and who has bought within the last seven or eight years 
has to pay $41 on every $20 par value of the stock of the com- 
pany. When, therefore, a dividend is declared of 10 per cent 
8 7 5 the capital stock, it means 5 per cent upon the actual value 
of the money put into the stock by the men who bought it. Who 
owned this stock from 1867 to 1880 I do not know, nor do I care; 
but I am convinced that those who manage and control the com- 
pany now are to a large extent recent stockholders, and that they 

ve paid $41 for every $20 of stock, and are only receiving a 5 
per cent dividend on the actual money which has been paid in. 

Mr. THURSTON. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. THURSTON. I inquire for information what is the bonded 
indebtedness of this company? 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is $1,200,000. 

Mr. THURSTON. Are there any other fixed charges on which 
the company is 1 0 8 to pay interest? 

Mr. FAULKNER. None that I know of. Those are the fixed 


ges. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Nebraska to the report. 

Mr. FAUL I am going to refer to that, if the Senator 
will permit me. He need not think that I am going to avoid it. 

Mr. GEORGE. I hope the Senator will refer to it, but I do not 
care whether he does or not. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ishall certainly do so. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well; do so. 

Mr. FAULKNER. There is another question which the Senate 
ought to understand, and which the committee took into consid- 
eration. Are you aware, Senators, that under the law of the Dis- 
trict whenever a street is laid out within the District of Colum- 
bia the Commissioners have the right to require this company to 
lay their mains, thus requiring it at times to make an expenditure 
of thousands and thousands of dollars in laying pipes on such 
streets years before there will be a dollar of income to the gas 
company from Das hey nee along the line of those streets? Thi 
is a wise provision, Mr. President, and I heartily indorse it. Why? 
When those streets are laid out and graded, before they are paved 
or asphalted, it is the right and duty of this Government to see 
that the gas pipes are put down, so that the streets shall not be 
torn up after they have been paved. But it puts a burden on this 
company which is put on no other company in the United States. 


Even, to accommodate the demand from Takoma, last year the 
Pe oompany pri one of the large mains to Takoma, within the 

ct of umbia, 6 miles, to accommodate the people there; 
and yet there is but little return for the cost of that main, as it 


asses through mere woods, you may say, from the fire limits to 
angen itself, there being no consumption of gas whatever along 
e line, 


These are obligations resting upon this ach, ot that the com- 
mittee have had to take into consideration. I hold that the report 
heretofore made in 1895, which has been commented upon, was, 
in my judgment, correct. I regret that I was overruled by the 
committee. I maintain that it should be the policy of the Gov- 
ernment in the District of Columbia to keep the capital stock and 
bonded indebtedness of every corporation at the lowest ible 
amount, and to allow them to have an income annually from 
receipts to make the extensions which are essential in the develop- 
ment of this city. I hold that it is a true business proposition 
that if you keep the capital stock down dividends will be kept 
down. But the committee overruled me in that, and it was only 
for that reason that I would consent to the reduction made here, 
because if the privilege were not given to the courts of this Dis- 
trict to allow that extension by the increase of the capital stock it 
would be an absolute impossibility for the company to carry out 
the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. President, what enters into the cost of gas? How are you 
going to ascertain its cost? These gentlemen have gone into fine- 
spun theories about the matter; they have presented some very 
scientific authorities, but that is not the practical way to arrive 
at a conclusion as to what is a proper onarga by this company for 
the gas it manufactures. Itake the simple receipts of the com- 
pany, and I take its disbursements, and ascertain the amount of 
gas they sell, and then I can tell myself byasimple calculation the 
cost of gas to that company during a given year; and I assert here 
that during the last six years the average cost of gas to the fas 
company, taking its receipts and its disbursements into consider- 
ation, as sworn to by the officers of the company, has been $1.17, 
and this very first reduction that we make brings it down to $1.15, 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KYLE. How is it, then, that Mr. McIlhenny made a state- 
ae age by selling gas at $1 he could make 15 cents per thousand 

eet on it? 

Mr. FAULKNER. If he ever made that statement I have never 
seen it. I do not care what Mr. Mollhenny or what any other gas 
man or expert says. I know when I have taken the receipts of 
that company and its disbursements and ascertained the amount 
of the output of gas, I can tell myself what is the cost to that 
company of its gas, and you will find that in 1889 it was $1.39. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator permit me a question? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. Has the company referred to in this bill indicated 
its willingness to acquiesce in these changes of rates? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course they say 3 not do this, 
but they will try to do it, as the committee determined to 
make an effort to test their ability to do so. 

Mr. WHITE. The object of my interrogatory was this: From 
the statement of the Senator from West Virginia the conclusion 
inevitably follows that the manufacture of gas hereafter will be 
at a loss if the Senator’s estimate of the cost of making gas is 
correct. That is the reason I asked the question. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think they will have to curtail expenses 
somewhere in order to accomplish it. 

In 1889 the cost of gas was $1.39; in 1890 it was $1.21; in 1891 it 
was $1.06; in 1892 it was $1.08; in 1893 it was 81.18; I have not 
the figures for 1894; and in 1895 it was $1.10. That makes an 
average in the six years in the cost of the manufacture of gas, 
taking the output of the company and its disbursements, of $1.17; 
and I think that is accurate, because I have never seen it contro- 
verted, though it has been before the public since the Hunton 


report. 

Mr. President, as to the cost of the manufacture of gas, the 
Senator from South Dakota read numerous statistics from various 
cities. There are not over seven citiesin this Union to which the 
Senator can point where gas is sold at a dollar, and he unfairly 
presented the comparison between those cities and Washington to 
the Senate when he stated that this company was able to furnish 
dollar gas. He failed to state the difference in the cost of material 
at the points he named and this city. He referred to Allegheny, 
where the cost of coal is 80 cents, while the cost here is $3.94; he 
named Cleveland, where the cost of is $1 and coal costs $2. Is 
that a fair comparison? Is that giving any light to the Senate as 
to whether we ought to reduce the cost of gas here? 

Mr. KYLE. How about Chicago and Detroit? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think I can give the price at Detroit, but 
I do not think I can at Chicago. In Detroit it is $2.35 a ton. 

Mr. KYLE. How much? 
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Mr. FAULKNER. It is $2.85 a ton in Detroit, and at Detroit, 
in order to come down to dollar , they entered into a contract 
with the gas company to give it the exclusive privilege of the city 


for thirty years. 
Mr. KYLE. Tt starts at a dollar and goes down to 90 cents. 
Mr. FAULKNER. The city had to give the company a thirty- 
year exclusive contract in order to secure a reduction in the price 
of gas in Detroit to $1. None of the cities named are as far away 
from the coal fields as is Washington. The Senator from South 
Dakota can not name a city where the cost of coal and material 
is as high as here where they have dollar gas. 
Mr. KYLE I have named two or three of them. 
Mr. FAULKNER. Name one. I challenge him to doit. He 
ass all the information before him that I have, and he can not 
oit. 
Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from West Virginia 
where the coal does come from from which gas is made in this 
city? Can the coal that comes down the canal be used for that 


urpose? 
z Mr. FAULKNER. No; itis not coal. It is from the far- 
ther western mines. That comes from Georges Creek and the 
other mines around Cumberland. The coal the company uses is 
= gas coalof West Virginia and the Youghiogheny coal of Penn- 
Sylvania. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Those coals have to be brought a long dis- 
tance by rail? 

Mr. FAULKNER. They have to be brought by rail. They are 
not in direct water connection. The Baltimore and Ohio controls 
the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal, and as the road goes up to the 
gas-coal fields of West Virginia, they do not make any special ar- 
rangements to let a transfer be made at Cumberland, where the 
canal stops, in order to transfer coal. 

A most remarkable fact was developed in the investigation of 
this question, and I think the Senate ought to take notice of it 
through its poe committee. To bring a ton of gas coal from 
the coal fields to this city the railroađs charge $2.50, whereas in 
reference to other coal I think it is $1.60 or $1.90 freight. They 
make a discrimination as to gas coal. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator from West Virginia allow me? 
I notice that Mr. Vanderpoel. in his testimony, res out the cost 
of producing a thousand feet of gas in the holder at 35.8 cents, 
2 he figures his coal at $5.20 a ton, whereas the price of coal in 
Washington is from $3.25 to $4 a ton. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I can not follow my scientific friend, the 
Senator from South Dakota. I am a very plain man. 

Mr. KYLE. It is not science. Let me say that this man was 
brought here at the instance of the Washington Gas Light Com- 


pany. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will put the expert against the statement 
of the president of the new company which the Senator was seek- 
ing to dave come into the city, in which he said that the gas from 
his improved process cost 62 cents to put it into the holder, with- 
out cost of distribution. I can not discriminate between these 
scientists who differ so widely. It is utterly impossible. 

Mr. KYLE. Here is another man, Mr. Patton, now in the sery- 
ice of the Government in the Patent Office, who testifies that he 
was the engineer of the water-gas company at Harrisburg, and 
that he made water gas by the Lowe process, the same as here, 
and distributed it at a cost of 40 cents a thousand. 

Mr. FAULKNER. See, to an unsophisticated man like myself, 
if I had not been on the committee, how misleading would haye 
been the statement of the gentleman. 

Mr. KYLE. Make allowance— 

Mr. FAULKNER. Let me show the Senate how absolutely 
misleading he would be. Does he not know that there is no gas 
from coal consumed for gas purposes in making water gas? 

Mr. KYLE. Two-thirds of the gas here is water gas. 

Mr. FAULKNER. In making water gas the only use of coal 
is to heat the retorts. 

Mr. KYLE. According to the report, two-thirds of the gas 
made here is water gas. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course itis, but when they make water 
gas the only purpose of the coal is to heat up the furnace. 

Mr. KY LE understand that. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It makes no gas. No gas comes from the 
coal whatever, and when that portion of the which is made 
here is made by the water process it is a combination of water 
and oil that makes the illuminating gas. 

Mr. KYLE. So it is there. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course itis; but there they use the an- 
thracite coal. They do not use at all the coal Iam talking about. 
When they make water gas they use anthracite coal, which isa 
more heating coal than that which I speak of, which is bituminous 
or gas coal. The anthracite is used for water gas, and it is simply 
to heat the retorts. 


Mr. KYLE. How does the Senator explain the difference be- 
tween 46 cents a en and $1.15? 


Mr. FAULKNER. I will explain it, I suspect, like the Senator’s 
friend did. He said that by the process he wished to introduce in 
the District they were selling in Louisvilleat35 cents. Well,” 
it was said, how is that? at is mighty cheap.“ Oh, well,” 
he said, of it is natural gas, and that we mix with what we 
make; and we do not distribute it at all. We sell it at 35 cents a 
thousand to a company that already has mainsin Louisville for 


the p of distribution.” 

Mr. RYLE. How does the Senator explain about Philadelphia? 
There they have no natural gas. A private company there fur- 
nishes gas to the city in the holder at 37 cents. 

Mr. FAULKNER That is pure water gas. 

Mr. KYLE. Of course. 

Mr. FAULKNER. They furnish it for a certain price; I donot 
know exactly what. 

Mr. KYLE. Thirty-seven cents. 

Mr. FAULKNER. They furnish it for 37 cents in the holder, 
and then all the cost of distribution comes on the city. 

Mr. KYLE. Twelve to fourteen cents. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Whatever that is we do not know. No- 
body, even the distinguished Senator from Pennsylvania, has been 
able to get behind the records of the common council of Philadel- 
phia and to find out what the fact is in reference to that and other 
matters. 

Mr. KYLE. The best experts put it as high as 28 cents. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It is easy to guess. . 

Mr. KYLE. The Spooner committee granted 28 cents, and then 
it only made od of gas 64 cents. 

Mr. FAUL R. An a sda opinion is the expression of the 
opinion of a man who is familiar with the process or science as to 
which heistestifying. In other words, he is making a with- 
out any practical test whether his guess is right or whether it is 
wrong. It is like the friend of my distinguished friend the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota, who came here two winters ago asking us 
to grant similar privileges to this same corporation. He testified 
before us that it had the finest process that had ever been devised 
for reduction in the price of gas. Thesame gentleman came before 
us this year with the same bill, but he says he found that the proc- 
ess of two years ago is of no account. ‘‘ But we have now adopted 
another process which we know is all right.” In other words, it 
was a guess by our friends, the experts, and when they try to put 
their process of two years ago into operation, which the Senator 
was seeking to have introduced here, and 400 miles of street torn 
up to experiment with it, they demonstrate the fact that they 
made a mistake. 

There is another question here to which I wish to allude. I 
should like to get on to this branch of the question and settle it. 
The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] takes up the report 
made by the House committee in this matter, and it shows an enor- 
mous amount of profit realized by this company. He says they 
distributed $600,000 of dividends of the earnings of last year. 

Mr. GEORGE. I did not say that. 

Mr. FAULKNER. What did the Senator say? 

Mr. GEORGE. I said they distributed $600,000 last year. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think if the Senator will notice his re- 
marks in the RECORD to-morrow he will find that it was of the 
earnings of last year. 

Mr. GEORGE. I said they distributed $600,000 last year, and 
then I went on to show it was not all from earnings and to show 
exactly what it was. 

Mr. FAULKNER. We investigated that, and we found that a 
part of it was from the sale of bonds which had been in the hands 
of the company for years, and that the remainder of it had been 
little accumulations running over twelve years, and they there- 
fore distributed last year more than we think is a fair amount to 
allow them by $400,000, but it was throngh the sale of these bonds 
which were their own. I do not mean that they issued bonds and 
sold them. But in years past they had bought some bonds, and 
they sold those bonds last year, and then from little dribs of accu- 
mulations for the last twelve years this amount was received. 

I say you can take that report, and I venture the assertion that 
Iam correct, because the committee examined it thoroughly before 
they passed upon the bill, andif you reduce the price of gas to $1.15, 
taking as the basis of the calculation the returns of last year, and 
allow a dividend of 10 per cent simply upon the $2,000,000 of cap- 
114 bre it leaves the surplus for that year for all contingencies 
Gentlemen who are not engaged in these large undertakings 
involving science and also involving purchases from monopolies 
can not conceive what threatens these companies at all times. 
The contract for naphtha and oil expires on the ist day of Jul 
or the 1st day of June, I do not remember which, and the Stand- 
ard Oil Company, the exclusive owners and sellers of these oils, 
raised the price upon this company aggregating $38,500 a year on 
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the single item alone. They raised the price; and within thirty 
days another contract has been signed for two years increasing 
the cost in the manufacture of gas in the District just exactly by 
that amount for the next year. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the statement made by the Senator 
from West AA ees 

Mr. FAULKNER. I said that the contract being about to 
expire for naphtha and the Standard Oil Company controlling 
the entire output in this country it raised the price upon the 
company in Washington, so that the contract they entered into 
within the last thirty days increased the cost of the production of 
gas actually $38,500, based on the output of last year. 

5 Is that stated in the report of the committee 
an ere 

. FAULKNER. No, sir; it is not. 

Mr. GEORGE. How did the Senator get the fact? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I got the fact by a letter addressed to the 
committee. which was not put into the hearing. 

Mr. GEORGE. From whom? 

Mr. FA NER. From Mr. McLean, president of the com- 
pany, who stated that he has signed a contract to that effect. I 
want to say to Senators here that no one who has come in con- 
tact with John R. McLean in the investigation of this question 
will hesitate for one moment to say for him that he has done 
everything to give the committee information, to throw his books 
wide open to their investigation, so that they could reach a fair, 

r, just, and equitable conclusion on the subject. A more 
onorable, straightforward, thorough business man it has never 
been my pleasure to come in contact with than Mr. McLean, and 
he has attempted to conceal nothing from the investigation of the 
committee. 

I want to state frankly how I arrive at the conclusion which I 
announce here, as it differs with that arrived at by my friend the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. One vital error in all 
his calculations is that he takes a balance of last year’s proceed- 
ings into this year’s. When yon want to find out how a company 
is doing you do not ascertain how much they have on hand. You 
ascertain what were the receipts for last year; what were its dis- 
bursements properly chargeable to that year. That is the way to 
ascertain what the profits were on the year’s work, and it is the 
only way you can ascertain it. 

r. GEORGE. Let me show the Senator that he is wrong. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator can not show me. 

Mr. GEORGE. How does the Senator know I can not? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Simply because I am acting upon a good 
common-sense business principle which any man, it seems to me, 
ought to recognize. 

r. GEORGE. The Senator will allow me to make a statement 
to show how absolutely wrong he is? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. GEORGE. The cash on hand, after all disbursements, at 
the end of the year was $89,000. In order to be fair with the com- 
pany, I Ba from the company the cash they started with. I think 

t is fair. . 

Mr. FAULKNER. The receipts, as shown by the House re- 
port, were $1,583,808.18. To show here yearly receipts, deduct 
the following items: Balance January 1, 1893, $58,166.53; interest 
on sinking fund, $19,758.89; sale of bonds, $368,666.75. It aggre- 
gates $446,589.17, leaving 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the second item? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Interestonsinking fund. The Senator did 
not deduct that amount. 

Mr. GEORGE. Interest on what? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Sinking fund. 

Mr. GEORGE. Nineteen thousand dollars? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes; $19,758.89. 

Mr. GEORGE. They charged $72,000 for interest, and I sup- 
pans when they charged $72,000 interest paid out, they ought to 

credited with $19,000 they received. 

Mr, FAULKNER. The Senator is mistaken in his accounting. 
He is a distinguished jurist. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam not such an accountant as is the Senator 
from West Virginia. N 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course not. 

Mr. GEORGE. Because the Senator counts it all in favor of 
the company. ; 

Mr. FAULKNER. We will see if Ido. Ihave taken out items 
in disbursements that the Senator did not deduct, as he will see 
when he comes to it. Gentlemen do not understand that when 
you receive interest from a sinking fund that interest and that 
fund are sacred. The interest is applied to reinvestment for the 
sinking fund, and therefore does not enter into the actual receipts 
or disbursements of the company as showing the business of the 


ear. 
7 Mr. GEORGE, It does not say interest on sinking fund. 
Mr. FAULKNER. That is what it is. 
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Mr. GEORGE. How does the Senator know? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Because I have investigated it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Here, Mr. President, is the account made ont 
by the company. The company show they received as interest 
$19,758; and they show that they paa for interest $72,000. If one 
is charged, the other ought to be, I should think. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Oh, no. That fund is a special fund. Itis 
the sinking fund to discharge a liability and is looked to by the 
holders of these obligations. They have $250,000in the fun 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not think it is very material whether it is 
a sinking fund or anything else; but there is no evidence before 
the Senate that it is a sinking fund. 

Mr. FAULKNER. There is my evidence, Mr. President. 

Mr. GEORGE. How does the Senator know it? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I assert it is a fact that it is the interest on 
the sinking fund. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator is a witness in the case I should 
like to cross-examine him. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I am a witness. I am a witness for the 
District of Columbia Committee; what I have heard there and 
what I have ascertained from my investigation is subject to the 
demand of the Senate or its members at any time. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let me ask the Senator a question. Has the 
9 a bonded debt? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course it has; and naturally it has a 
sinking fund. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does it pay interest on it? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course it does. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is the $19,000 interest on bonded debt? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Of course not. It is the interest on what 
foey uate invested for its discharge. 

. GEORGE. In making out their statement they do not take 
any nones of the interest on the sinking fund. . 

. FAULKNER. The Senator himself just stated to the Sen- 
ate that they took account of $72,000. 

Mr. GEORGE. I mean as receipts, 

Mr. FAULKNER. They take account of it as interest paid on 
bonded indebtedness. In the receipts they put it in because the 
committee called upon them for every item of receipts and dis- 
bursements of every character and description, whether they were 
receipts for the year’s work or any other sort, and they madea 
complete exhibit of every dollar of receipts—from whatever source 
it was derived—or disbursements as paid by the company, that 
Congress might investigate and ascertain the facts as paniy as 
any ae of that corporation could in the examination of its 
books. 

Take the disbursements. In the House report the disburse- 
ments are put at $1,583,808.18. Deducting extraordinary expenses 
and balance, included in the i! 65 the balance is $89,992.38. 
Purchase of property, $100,000. The Senator from Mississippi has 
not deducted that in his statement, and yet that is an extraordi- 
nary expense that ought not to be charged at all to the disburse- 
ments during the year. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is that? 

Mr. FAULKNER. One hundred thousand dollars for the pur- 


h f < 
Pr. GEORGE, I took that out: 


Mr. FAULKNER. I did not hear the item. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator did not pay attention to what I 
was saying. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes, I did. It may have been because 
some one diverted a attention at the time. 

Mr. GEORGE. at is for what property? 

Mr.FAULKNER. That is what they bought from the Chesa- 
peake and Ohio Canal Company. 

Mr.GEORGE. Is that the item you are speaking of? 

Mr.FAULKNER. I think that is the only piece of property 
they bought—the Chesa; e and Ohio wharf. 

Mr. GEORGE. I took that out. 

Mr. FAULKNER. All right. Dividends in excess of 10 per 
cent, $400,000. Those items aggregate $589,992.38, leaving a dis- 
AET for expenses during the year by the company of 

„815.80. 


Receipts from year’s earnings $1, 137, 219. 01 

Disbursements from year's earnings 993, 815. 80 

Receipts over expendituresss renee 143, 403. 21 

With a reduction to one-dollar gas 225, 000. 00 

Surplus last year C ere 148, 403, 21 
If, therefore, 8 775 reduce to one-dollar gas the 
deficit in the company's receipts for last 

your would he =< 222 ooo EA 81, 596. 79 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5359 


Now, the surplus last year wass 8143, 403. 21 
FRAO tO: SU 10) ᷣ ee away $90, 
Increased cost of naphtha.........-.-..--- 38, 500 


———— 128,500.00 


Which shows a surplus, at $1.15 per 1,000 
feet, of 14, 903.21 


Now, that is what the report shows if you bring it down to $1.15 
per thousand for the first year. So the committee, after an in- 
vestigation of all these questions in all their ramifications, said, 
„This matter must be settled. We must agree on something.” 
And although there were some opposing a reduction at all, and 
some in favor of dollar gas, they said, We will do the best we 
can; we will report a bill that will ultimately reduce the cost to 
$1 if it is possible to do so in the light of future events. We will 
make the law so that if the company desires to change before it 
is reduced to dollar gas they will have to come to Congress and 
show by the most conclusive proof that can be produced that they 
can not furnish gas at that rate and make a fair profit for an en- 
terprise of that hazard.” 

So we agreed on this proposition. We raised all the other re- 
quirements. What will be the additional cost to the company in 
making 2 or 8 candlepower extra I do not know and never heard 
it stated. The committee came to the conclusion that to accom- 
plish this purpose and relieve Congress of the controversy we 
would bring in this report and test the correctness of our conclu- 
sions by actual experiment. 

There is one other point to which I wish to call the attention of 
my friend the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE], espe- 
cially as he has discussed that question, and I think it is well for 
the whole Senate, especially those Senators who are looking for- 
ward to voting on the appropriation bill, to remember it. This bill 
does not apply to or aftect the question to which I shall refer, as 
that is controlled by the annual appropriations. The proposition 
is in reference to street lighting in this city. The cost of gas for 
street lamps is $20.50 a lamp. ow, I want to say to the Senator 
from Sonth Dakota that that is the lowest priva for street lighting 
in the United States with the exception of two cities—Allegheny 
and Cleveland. The cost of lighting lamps is lower in the city 
of Washington than it is in any other city in the United States, 
except the cities named, where the coal is far cheaper 

In order to contrast the price of street lamps in this city and in 
other cities, we must know what amount of gas the street lamps 
are contracted to burn. If they burn only 8 feet of gas an hour, 
then you can not contrast the lamps with a city where under the 
contract,the lamps are required to burn 6 feet an hour. In other 
words. when you want to contrast the cost of lighting in this city 
with that of any other city, you must find out whether the other 
city requires the company to furnish 18,000 feet of gas per lamp 
per year for the same price the company does here. 

I assert that the lowest price for street lamps in any city in the 
United States, except those two, is in the city of Washington, and 
that is calculated on furnishing gas at $20.50 per amp Do you 
know, sir, that that is not what is paid for gas here? The actual 
pay for gas in this city is only $15.94 for 18,000 feet of gas a year. 

The Commissioners of the District report to the District Com- 
mittee that under the appropriations here the gas pany have 
to clean and keep in repair and in perfect condition all the lamp 
posts, and that after a most thorough investigation they have 
ascertained the cost of keeping them in repair is £4.56 a post. 
Consequently the actual cost of gas to the city of Washington for 
its street lamps is only $15.94 for 18,000 feet of gas per year. It 
is really below Allegheny and Cleveland, the only two cities that 
are lower, based on the other calculation. 

We have examined every question involved in the controversy 
very thoroughly, and I do not think there is any point which we 
have not investigated in the interest of both the consumers and 
the gas company, and this bill is the final conclusion of the Dis- 
trict committee as a settlement of the matter, with the hopes of 
taking it out of legislation, where we are annoyed by it every year 
here. I sincerely hope, therefore, that it will be the pleasure of 
the Senate to adopt this bill; but before I take my seat I will state 
that I found in reading the bill this morning that there is an error 
on page 3. I call the attention of Senators to it. They will see 
that it is clearly an error. It is desired to reenact a law of June 
23, 1874, and amend it, and instead of doing so they have used 
language of that law, only that it is amended so as to read as 

ollows: 


n ge aro e hes the 75 es of June, 1874, the Hiominen powera 
e gas turn an ashi, company, rson, or rsons © Distric! 
of Columbia shall be pl F = 


It ought to be changed, and in line 10, page g, the word ‘‘seventy- 
four” should be stricken out and ‘‘ninety-six” put in; so that the 
illuminating power of the gas after the 30th day of June, 1896, not 
1874, shall be so and so, 


Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from West Virginia will permit 


me, I should like to ask him a question. I notice that on e 23 
of the District appropriation bill there is an amendment striking 
out the following provision of the bill as passed by the House: 
Provided, That all of said lamps shall burn every night, on the average, 
from forty-five minutes after sunset to forty-five minutes beforé sunrise. 
And in lieu thereof is substituted the following by the Senate 
committee: 


And said lamps shall burn not less than three thousand hours per annum. 


Is that a reduction, I will ask the Senator? 
Mr. FAULKNER. It is exactly the same. 
Mr. WHITE. It is the same? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Itisthesame. The provision is in the Dis- 
trict appropriation bill, and it was for that reason that the Com- 
mittee on 3 wanted the pending bill passed upon 
before we take up that bill. I ask that the amendment which I 
suggested be stated and acted upon. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 10, section 8, strike out 1874,“ and 
insert 1896.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I wish to offer one more amendment from 
the committee, on page 4, section 4, and will then explain it. The 
question was suggested by the Senator from Texas. Section 4 
provides— 

That an company or lacing 
trict_of Columbia t Naw riot | bean . — e eee eee 
vided for by the act of March 3, 1873, entitled “An at ma appro . ea 
for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for The fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1 and for other purposes,” for each and every such 
violation of said act shail eggs to a penalty of $100, to be recovered be- 
fore the proper tribunal of the District of Columbia. 

That is the way the House sent the bill to the Senate. Since it 
has been reported we notice the fact that there was no discretion 
there, and, upon calling on the Washington Gas Light Company 
for an explanation of the subject, they stated to the committee 
that they have a call sometimes for as high as 150 meters a day, 
or within a day or two, and that, with the force now in the con- 
trol of the office of the inspector of gas, they can not possibly test 
more than from 20 to 30 meters a day, so that if this provision is 
adopted without any modification of course they can not put 
meters in houses when demanded by people until they were sealed, 
and perhaps for a night or two the people in those houses would 
have to go without a meter. We have therefore drawn up the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

Provided, That if the United States inspector of gas meters is unable, through 
press of business or any accidental cause, to test and inspect and seal meters 
proposed to be set, then the company shall be at liberty to place an unsealed 
gas meter on any premises, the same to be replaced by a sealed meter as soon 
as practicable. 

I think the latter part of the amendment had better be modified 
so as to read as soon as a sealed meter can be procured from the 
inspector.” 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. ALLEN. Why not fix a certain time? 

Mr. FAULKNER. Suppose, for example, that to-day 50 meters 
are demanded. They could put 30 in, and to-morrow they would 
be able to put the other 20in. There would be no excuse for not 
doing it; but if there were 150 to be put in they would have two 
or three days to do it in. Ido not want to put in any limitation 
that would not work practically. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not want to participate in this particularly 
interesting discussion, although I suggest that the language of the 
amendment is very indefinite. Why notsay within twenty-four, 
thirty, or forty-eight hours, fixing a time within which the meter 
shall be placed in the house? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I thought the modification which I sug- 
gested limited the company more than the original amendment 
would, because I think they ought to be required to putthe sealed 
meter there just as soon as the inspector of gas meters, who is a 
Federal official, shall be able to deliver them unsealed, if it isonly 
for twelve hours. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest that the amendment be supplemented 
with a provision “ not later than“ such and such a time. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have no objection to the modification, 
Say, forty-eight hours. 

r. ALLEN. Forty-eight hours, or some particular time. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Or, not to exceed thirty-six hours. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the latter part of the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SkcRETARY. On page 4 add to section 4 the following pro- 
viso: 

Provi 
EN e gae Aia ieee ae TT ands at 
meters proposed to be set, then the company shall be at liberty to place an 


unsealed gas meter on any premises, the same to be replaced by a sealed 
meter as soon as sealed meters can be procured from the thepector 
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Mr. ALLEN. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Let the amendment be so modified. Ithink 
that makes it more practical. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was to. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, a little from me will clear u 
the mist which the Senator from West Virginia throws aroun 
this account. I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the ac- 
count, and I will have to read some of the items so that the Sen- 
ate may understand how it is made out. It is the account of the 
transactions of the company for a year. Coal is the first item of 
disbursement. That is expense. en oil; then coal again; wages; 
then taxes; then United States inspectors; new laboratories; water 
rent; expense of law, and insurance. By the way, I desire to call 
the attention of the Senate to that item of insurance, $2,290, es- 

y as the Senator from New Hampshire said that they could 
not get insurance on gas plants. Lime and purifying materials; 
rent; repair of street lamps; distribution; dividends; interest on 
bonds; employees’ relief association; then the extension of work. 

Now, with the disbursements, there is a credit to the company 
for the disbursement of $72,000 extra. 

On the other side, the receipts, the interestis$19,000. In making 
an accurate account of the transactions of thecompany on gas, both 
items, the $72,000 and the $19,000, ought to have been excluded, but 
in order to be fair to the company I will let them both stand, which 
makes in favor of the company $52,241.11. Then they have credit 
for a disbursement of $72,000 when they were only charged with 
$19,000, so that so far as the difference is concerned the way I have 
worked it out is in favor of the 3 I saw it at the time, 
but in order to be fair to the company I let them both stand, the 
$72,000 as paid out and the $19,000 as received. Every man can 
see that I am right about that. 

I do not believe that the Senator from West Virginia took any ex- 
ception to soyan point Imade except the one that I have before 
explained. Hesaid the balance fromthe last year ought not to have 
been brought into this account. Possibly it ought not, but then 
there was brought into it the balance remaining at the end of the 
year. They started out with a balance of cash of $52,000. They 
ended with a balance of cash of $89,000. If we strike out both, as 
the Senator said, it would be against the company. I let them 
both stand. 

Rast KYLE. Mr, President, I shall say only a few words in 
closing. 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] has re- 
plied to the remarks I made on Saturday and on to-day, but I do 
not see anything in his speech that is really in the line of argu- 
ment. Ido not know that he made clearly one point. In fact, I 
do not see how a Senator who has made a magnificent report upon 
the other side could make a good speech upon the side of the gas 
company. I was gad to hear the Senator from Mississippi read 
from this report of the Senator. He then argued very logically 
and strongly that the people of the city should have dollar gas, 
but now he turns around and informs the Senate that the only 
complainants on the outside are ‘‘ unthinking ” people of this city. 

I want to ask him whether the citizens of the city who appeared 
before the committee during the past year are unthinking men? 
I want to ask the Senator from New Hampshire whether men like 
William C. Dodge, of the city of Washington, one of the finest 
Tawo la in the United States, is an unthinking man? And 

should like to ask him why it was that William C. Dodge did 
not appear before the District of Columbia Committee this year 
and give his testimony? I understand that Mr. Dodge a 
before the committee ten years ago and showed himself one of 
the best-posted men in the world upon the subject of gas. He is 
a patent lawyer of thirty or forty years’ experience, and knows 
the ins and outs of every piece of machinery that has been intro- 
duced during that time in the line of gas. This I know, and yet 
I believe when he applied this winter as a citizen of the District 
of Columbia to give his testimony before that committee he was 
refused. He is one of the “unthinking men” of the city of Wash- 
ington, who, as the Senator from New pshire says, are making 
complaints about $1.25 gas. 

Mr. GALLINGER. . President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. KYLE. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator restate the statement he 
just made as to who was refused a hearing before the committee? 

Mr. KYLE. William C. Dodge. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, yes. Well, I will call the attention 
of the Senate, when the Senator gets through, to the fact that 
William C. Dodge has given us a great many hours of information. 

Mr. KYLE. I presume he has at times; but I do not know that 
he did during the recent hearings. Ev ing that Mr. Dodge 
has given, let me say to the Senate, embodied in the report of ten 
years ago, of which Senator Spooner, of Wisconsin, was chair- 


Not later than forty-eight hours.” 


man, is the most valuable testimony on the subject ever presented 
to this body. Now, there are other unthi g' men. I have 
a pocketful of letters from intelligent men of the city. Here is 
one from a most distinguished physician. I presume physicians 
are “ unthinking men.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. Some of them are. 

Mr. KYLE. The Senator tag ae knows who are the ‘‘un- 
. men in the city when he makes such remarks as he 
made a little while ago. 

Mr. President, I listened very carefully to the argument made 
by the Senator from New Hampshire. About all he was able to 
give in the way of argument was a list of cities in the United 

tates that charged more for gas than does the city of Washing- 
ton. Why, a small boy can see there is not a particle of argument 
in that. Of course there may be hundreds of cities that charge 
more than is charged in the city of Washington, but it proves 
nothing whatever, except that they have been more exorbitant in 
their than they are here. But when we show you num- 
bers of cities in the United States and scores of them abroad that 
charge a t deal less than they do in the city of Washington, 
then it is incumbent upon you to prove that our statements are 
wrong and that gas can_not be furnished at a less price than it is 
furnished in the city of Washington. When we put before the 
Senate, as we have done to-day, the testimony of the best experts 
in the United States that can be produced for as low as 35 
cents a thonsand in the holder, as low as 46 cents to the consumer, 
then it becomes incumbent upon you to prove that it can not be 
8 a Hie city of Washington at that price, or at certainly less 

n $1.25. 

I listened very 5 to the evidence given by the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER]. I waited for his explana- 
tion of the fact that these experts before the Spooner investigation 
proved that gas could be nished for 35.8 cents per thousand, 
and how it was that Harrisburg is furnished for 46 cents a 
thousand, and how he could explain away the statement of the 
e of the Washington Gas Company, who said that gas could 

ished for 85 cents a thousand and still make 15 cents a thou- 
sand upon it, I believe. These statements were within reach of 
the Senator from West Virginia. He turns them off in a very 
smooth sort of a way and 1 that these experts are merely theo- 
rists as to the price of gas. I should like to know how the 1 — 
of the United States is to be informed as to the probable cost of a 
thousand cubic feet of gas unless it be by experts. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will tell the Senator from South Dakota, 
if he will it me. 

Mr. KYLE. Very well. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Let him take the amount of disbursements 
and receipts by the company. Let him see whether he can elim- 
inate any item of disbursement. If he can not, then he must ad- 
mit they are correct and proper charges against the assets of the 
company. Then let him take the disbursements and divide into 
two the amount of the 2 of the gas made by the company 
and sold, and he will find exactly, without any expert testimony, 
what is the actual cost of the gas to the icularcompany. That 
is the only practical way that I know how to get at it. t will 
give it to a cent. 

Mr. KYLE. As to the price at which gas may be furnished in 
particular places we have the testimony of experts. They are not 
theoretical men, as the Senator would seem to indicate by his re- 
marks a little while ago, but Mr. Vanderpoel, I presume, is known 
to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] before me now. Mr. 
Vande „the engineer, is in charge of the gas works at New- 
ark, Del. He is one of the most distinguished experts, acknowl- 
3 to be so by the Washington Gas Light Company. 8 
had him summoned here to the investigation ten years ago. He 
stated to the committee that he put into the holder gas at a cost 
of 35.8 cents a thousand. He is not a theoretical man, but a man 
who is doing the work. He knew what it was to put the gas in 
the holder. So with the man who testifies that he ran the gas 
works up here at Harrisburg, Pa. He was doing the work, and 
paning it into the retorts and furnishing it to the consumer at 46 
cents. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator from South Dakota allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. K . Certainly,if I can hear on this side what the Sen- 
ator says. 

Mr. SEWELL. Does the Senator refer to Newark, Del., or 
Newark, N. J.? . 

Mr. KYLE. Ithink it is in Delaware. Did I say New Jersey? 

Mr.SEWELL. Thereisa distinguished gentleman of that name 
connected with the Newark gas works in my State. If you would 
ask him what the charge would be for gas under those circum- 
stances he would tell you $1.50 per thousand. 

Mr. KYLE. I did not catch what the Senator from New Jersey 
said, but I presume 

Mr.SEWELL. I say if you ask that gentleman, Mr. Vander- 
poel, what he would charge for gas he would, no doubt, say $1.50, 
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Mr. KYLE. It must be Newark, N. J., then, I presume. This 
testimony he gives in the article written for the American Gas 
Light Journal, where the whole question is discussed as to the cost 
of producing a thousand cubic feet of gas, All Senators have a 


copy of the report of the Spooner investigation on their desks, 
aun I think it would be well for them to read it. This gentle- 
man, Mr. Vande 1, in the American Gas Light Journal of Jan- 
uary 2, 1880, 8 complete statement, givi the items of ma- 
terial used in the production of gas. He gives the cost of the coal, 
and in order to be on the safe side he puts the coal at $5.50 a ton 

when it is selling, I believe, at only about $4 a ton in the city of 


8250 5 2 x 
Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator read the article? F 

Mr. KYLE. It isa long statement. Here is the closing zp: 
The cost per thousand is 85.8 cents placed in the holder. e 
must add to that, of course, in order to get the correct cost of a 
thousand feet of gas, the cost of distribution. The best experts in 
the United States testify that the cost of distribution is 40 per 
cent of the cost of production. That is 12 or 14 cents. When 
this matter was before the investigating committee in 1886 there 
were many experts who testified as to the cost of distribution. 
One man stated that the cost was 28 cents and a fraction, but the 
committee go on to say that Colonel McCartney testifies that the 
usual cost is 18 cents, and Colonel McCartney is an expert. But 
in order to give them the benefit of all the doubt they add the 28 
cents to the original cost, which makes it 64.6 cents per thousand 
as the actual cost in the city of Washington. 

Mr. President, after finding that 64.6 cents is the cost delivered 
in the burner of the consumer, we must add a small amount in 
order to insure just dividends to those who own the stock. That 
is all there is of it. Now, the question comes as to whether we 
are unjust to the widows and Ge) esa the Senator from New 
Hampshire is talking so much about; whether we are taking 
b from the mouths of the widows and orphans who are the 
innocent holders of this stock in the District of Columbia. If the 
statements are true as set forth in the newspaper editorials dur- 
ing the past year and as indicated in the report read by the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi a short time ago, that during the year 1895 
this company declared in dividends 80 per cent, we are not taking 
bread out of the mouths of anyone if we cut the price of gas 
down to $1 per thousand. As the Senator from Mississippi 
well remarked, the several committees that have investigated 
this subject thoroughly, the investigating committee of ten years 
ago, of which Mr. Spooner was chairman; the one of two years 
ago, of which Mr. Hurd of Missouri was the chairman; the com- 
mittee of last year in the Senate, of which the Senator from New 
Hampshire was one, all declared that there should be dollar gas 
in the District of Columbia. 

Now, I do not know, as I said a while ago, how we are going to 
arrive at this conclusion unless it be by the testimony of experts, 
those men who have been instrumental in producing in the 
other great cities of the United States and throughout the world; 
andI when you have read through the testimony carefully 
as given in this report, you will come to the conclusion, as I have 
done, that the price of gas can very easily be reduced to $1 per 
thousand and still leave them fully 18 or 20 per cent in the way 
of dividends. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, I have been called upon for 
many years last past to examine the balance sheets of some of 
the largest corporations in this country, and in that way I have 
become accustomed to and can perhaps more readily scan the bal- 
ance sheet of a great corporation than most men who have not 
had the same experience. 

I knew nothing about this issue of the price 2 5 7 in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia until my attention was arrested by the debate 
ol to-day and pA reference to the items in this balance sheet 
for the year 1 as referred to first by the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. GEORGE] and again by the Senator from West Vir- 

a . FAULKNER]. But as an attorney who has had much 
do with the affairs of great corporations and who has made an 
examination of a great number of balance sheets of great corpo- 
rate transactions, I confess that I was startled this afternoon 
when I came to scan the balance sheet of the business opera- 
tions of this gas oompany tor the 1 1895. I feel it my duty to 
call the attention of the Senate and of the country to some of the 
figures on either side of this balance sheet. 
he cash receipts of that company for the year 1895 were 
$1,583,808.18. That was all for their charges for gas and for other 
items of proper receipts, except cash on hand at the inni FoF 
the year, $58,166.53; secondly, the sale of bonds, $368,663.75. e 
Senator from ee Ur (Mr. GEORGE] is right in insisting that 
the interest receipts of nineteen thousand and some odd dollars 
that the company received from interest on bonds held in its sink- 
ing fund should remain upon the credit side of that ledger, be- 
cause the interest account of that company on its bonded indebt- 
edness proper, stated as it would be by any other corporation, is 
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to take its entire bonds outstanding, $1,200,000 in amount, the 
interest on which is paid at 6 per cent, $72,000, and deducting 
from that the amount of interest it received from bonds in its 
3 the credit of that outstanding total indebtedness. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator will permit me, nobody 
doubts where that fund ought to be in the receipts and disburse- 
ments; but that does not go to show anything at all as to the 
receipts of the company and the work of the company in the man- 
ufacture of during that year. 

Mr. T TON. It only goes to show that the total derived 
from the comparisons of the two sides of this ledger will be accu- 
rate by leaving both of those items Sane 

Mr. FA ER. Of course that would be so if you were 
5 9 5 getting at receipts and disbursements during the year; 
but I say it is not correct to put that in any more than to put in 
the charge of $100,000 for the purchase of Fook eed at George- 
town from the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Company. But that 
would not enable us to ascertain what the cost to the company 
was in the manufacture of gas, taking the receipts and the dis- 
bursements of the company, during that year. 

Mr. THURSTON. The interest payment of that company last 
year was not $72,000; it was $72,000 less $19,000. That was its real 
interest payment, and there is no question about it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Lask the Senator, who seems to have charge 
of great corporations and understands these things 3 
when a great corporation, such as he has been connected with, 
sets aside a certain amount for a sinking fund, and that amount 
is bearing interest, whether the amount derived from that sinking 
fund is not reinvested the subsequent year so as to increase the 
aggregate of the interest-bearing fund and increase the surplus 
fund to meet the obligations of the company? 

Mr. THURSTON. Unquestionably; but it onght to be taken 
into account asa part of the earnings of the company, and the 
real interest payment of the company is the total interest pay- 
ment, less the amount of earned interest on the bonds in the sinki 
fund standing against the total outstanding bonded indebtedness, 

Mr. FAUL. . I understand the Senator agrees with me 
that that is the way in which that is done; that the eee. 
reinvest that interest, which does not reduce the amount of $72,000 
of the bonded indebtedness at all. It is paid out of the receipts 
of the company regardless of what they receive on the bonds 
which are in the sinkin ing fund. i 

Mr. THURSTON. e sinking fund of this company is pro- 
vided for, I presume, out of the surplus earnings, after paying 
whatever dividends the company may decide to pay, and there- 
fore, if this company, i of applying upon its $72,000 annual 
interest the $19,000 of interest it receives from the sinking fund, 
reinvests it, and adds it to its sinking fund, it is not thereby enti- 
tled to charge as against these earnings the 872,000 unless it also 
nodos as a part of its earnings the $19,000 on the other side of 

e ledger. 

Taking that report, Mr. President, we find the annual statement 
for 1895, as I think, the most remarkable corporate earnings state- 
ment which was ever presented for the examination of the Amer- 
ican public. Fifty-eight thousand and some odd dollars was the 
cash on hand at the beginning of 1895; eighty-nine thousand and 
some odd dollars was the cash on hand at the end of the year. 
Therefore the cash on hand has increased thirty-one thousand and 
some odd dollars in the year. That company paid out 8600, 000 in 
dividends on a capital stock of $2,000,000. t is 30 per cent 
dividend on its entire capital stock for that year. That dividend 
was paid out of the earnings of 1895, with the exception of one 
item on the credit side of that ledger. The company received from 
the sale of bonds three hundred and sixty-eight thousand and some 
odd dollars, and the Senator says, and probably with 5 pew that 
that amount should be dedu from the $600,000 paid out as diy- 
idend in order to ascertain the real amount that was paid out as 
dividends on $2,000,000 of stock. I challenge the Senator to find 
in this entire side of the ledger another item which can fairly be 
offset to reduce the amount of that dividend payment for 1895, and 
deducting that from the $600,000 paid in dividends, there was paid 
as dividends out of the earnings of that year two hundred and 
thirty-one thousand and some odd dollars; and there was left a 
balance on hand at the end of the year, as I have shown, of $31,000 
more than there was at the beginning of the year; and the surplus 
earnings, without changing any item on the debtor side of that 
ledger, were two hundred and sixty-two thousand and odd dollars 
for the year 1895, a profit at least of 13 and a fraction per cent out 
of the transactions of that year. 

But that is not all, Mr. President. I know something about 
what can fairly be charged as against the earnings of the com- 
poy in the way of operating expenses. The debtor side of this 

edger not only charges all operating expenses, but out of the 
earnings of last year there has been invested in a permanent pur- 
chase—not an operating expense—$100,000 for the purchase of a 
wharf and other property herein the city. There has also gone to 
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the extension of the plant in the way of street mains and new 
cau Ba PTS almost another $100,000—about $90,000—and that 
er account stands this way—and no man can it 


in my judgment—that that y earned $262,000 profit, and in 
$190,000. invested in permanent betterments and improvements 


Mr. GALLIN GER. Will the Senator permit me? 
VV 
7 N en „000 on 
the extension of mains, or 850,000, 28 the E — be, is it not the 
fact zan the deterioration in existing improvements equals that 
amoun 
Mr. THURSTON. Ah, Mr. President, all the expenses of keep- 


ing up that plant, the same as in a railroad company, are found 
in the items on the other side of the ledger year year. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; but there must be a constant de- 


terioration. 

Mr. THURSTON. There undoubtedly is; but that constant 
deterioration is provided for in the operating expenses of every 
year. These items of investment I have pointed out are exten- 
sions; they are not in the way of repairs; they are ments 
of the t; they areincreasing it for future increase of business. 
Not only did that company earn, ing to their own ledger, a 
clear profit of $452,000 in addition to paying their interest on 
$2,000,000 capital, but what else? Where did they gt the $368,- 
000 of bonds that they sold and that I have excluded from this 
comparative statement of mine? I do not know, but Ican hazard 
a guess. Whatever bonds that company had to sell are the pur- 
chases from the ts of vious years over and above the an- 
nual allotment of dividends to their shareholders, and I venture 
to state that the representatives of this gas company will not con- 
tend that there has been any year for the past ten or fifteen or 
twenty years when they failed to pay a good, liberal, profitable 
investment upon their capital stock. ore, if in addition to 
the payment of liberal dividends upon their capital stock they had 
additional surpluses to invest in interest-bearing bonds, which 
they in the year 1895 sell and distribute to their stockholders, it 
follows as a matter of course that the annual average dividend 
that the stockholders of this company have received on their stock 
is actually increased by this distribution to them of $368,000 addi- 
tional in the year 1895. 

From an examination of that account it seems to me that it is 
capable of mathematical demonstration that no loss can come to 
this company by putting the price of gas in the District of Colum- 
bia at $1 per thousand feet. Not only that, but I insist need, — 
never can fairly determine by the method that this company 
used what will be the result upon earnings by a reduction of the 
amount that it is permitted to charge. in this coun- 
try, ever since the question of 1 tion has been presented 

ing their right to charge tolls, have always met every 
attempt at legislative reduction of their tariffs by elaborately 
statements, showing that if you apply the percen of 
reduction proposed to the tariffs of next year on the basis of the 
last, great net loss would follow; but I stand here to insist that 
never once has that character of demonstration been proven true 


when the lower tariffs have been fixed and the business of the. 


next year has gone upon the balance sheet; and I insist here to- 
day that no Senator on this floor can tell—human foresight can 
not tell from a comparison of the receipts of last year and the ap- 
— of the percentage reduction proposed to the business of 

next year in advance of the statement of that business—what 
the actual result will be. 

Mr. President, there is no way to test this question except by 
reducing oe pan of gas in the District of Columbia now and 
taking account of the balance sheet at the end of the next year. 
Demonstrated facts will satisfy the e; theories never can. 

I insist that there is eno ofa us remaining in the treas- 
ury of this company or in pockets of its stockholders out of 
their extravagant and unreasonable profits for the last few years 
so that they can well afford, if such be the result, to receive a little 
lower dividends on the transactions of the coming year, and when 
this price of $1 per thousand feet has been applied and has been 
tested by a year’s experience, will not the Congress of the United 
States then be better prepared to legislate upon this question and 
do justice to this interest if it has been wronged than it is now to 
foreclose the rights of the people of this District, to take this un- 
8 charge out of their pockets and put it where the reme- 

islation of Congress can never restore it to the people? 

Mr. President, as a straight business proposition based on that 

balance sheet, which, I say, is one of the most extraordinary bal- 
ance sheets that has ever made public in the United States, 
I insist that this company ought to accept at once and now the 
one-dollar rate for gas, and let it be demonstrated by the balance 
sheets at the end of the next year if they have not received a fair 
return u their capka } 
Mr. P. R. FC this 
question, which has already developed more illuminating power 


than any gas standard with which Iam familiar, I merely want 
to state in two or three minutes how the question presented itself 
to the committee. 

At the last session there were one or more applications for the 
charter of new gas pir eine: the promoters promising 75-cent 
gas. The committee not believe in the chartering of these 
compas, They questioned somewhat the possibility of socheapa 
production, and they considered that an old company, with a good 
plant and mains, could certainly * cheaper than a new 
„ e, and t the result 
would be that the gas consumers finally, instead of paying a fair 
interest on the plant that was already in existence, would have to 
support two plants, for the history of these competing companies 

ll over the country has been that they do not compete for a long 
time, but that they combine, and the consumer has to pay an in- 
creased price in consequence. 

At that session I favored a reduction in the price of gas by the 
old company and proposed a reduction to one and one-eighth. At 
the mt session I earnestly favored dollar gas; but after very 
full hearings—and I wish to state that I think all parties as 
they always have, a fair hearing in that committee—and consid- 
ering the rights of stockholders, that many of them had invested 
recently and at a high price, the committee unanimously agreed 
upon this sliding scale, which will bring the price of gas to the 
consumer to a dollar within five years. I believe it was a fair 
compromise of conflicting interests. 

Iam not inclined to question the fignres of the Senator from 
Nebraska . THURSTON]. He is experienced in sinking funds, 
as he has dealt 5 1 — stockholders know, to their 
sorrow hter]; but there have been great changes in the stock 
of the ae 5 gton Gas Light Company, and there are many 
stockholders who invested recently at a high price. So the com- 
mittee were finally unanimous in thei PAR that this was a fair 
arrangement; and I certainly hope the te will ratify it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. dent, a single word before this 
discussion closes, which I trust may be very soon. I was occu- 


3 ing a portion of the time that the Senator from South 
ota . KYLE] was addressing himself to me. I therefore 
did not hear all he said. Idid catch the statement that I at some 


time during my service here had advocated dollar gas in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. L] 

Mr. KYLE. Last year in ther . 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not dispute that. I would simply 
SAF PA eee LE mba ergs there is only one ani in the 
world who never changes his mind, and I do not belong to that 
class. I have changed my mind on the subject of gas in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. I changed it, as I stated a moment ago, after 
listening to arguments from men who knew a great deal more 
about this matter than I do and after being persuaded that my 
Position last year was not a correct one. 

Mr, President, we have had 3 that I have enjoyed, both 
from the Senator from South ota [Mr, KYLE] and the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska ir: THURSTON], on the gas sees n, but it is 
a remarkable fact t, according to Brown’s Directory for the 
year 1892, the people of South Dakota are paying an average of 
82.20 per thousand feet for gas in that State. the State of 
Nebraska they are paying $1.90 per thousand feet. It may be that 
those Senators . in which a much higher price 
is charged for gas than is being charged to-day in the District of 
Columbia, not taking into acconnt the reduction we propose, are 
better qualified to judge of this matter than the committee which 
gave those patient hearings and which have conscientiously tried 
to reach a wise conclusion. 

The committee did not confine itself to unthinking people. I do 
not mean to say, and I trust I did not say (the RECORD will speak 
for itself), that all the people of the District who were clamoring 
for dollar are unthinking poopie: My judgment is that there 
is a great of misinformation on this subject in the District. 
If there is Aes 2 the face of Goan greon osrin which — 
tains a population with so large a pro on ‘onic grumblers 
and kickers as the District of Columbia I have never come across 
it. We were beset in the District of Columbia, I think, three 

ears ago to appropriate for a contagious-diseases hospital in the 
— —— — bavo 

m trying t day e presen oca ospi 

and they haye been unable to do so because of the grumblers and 
kickers in the District of Columbia. That it is true of everythin 
else we have undertaken to do for the people of the District o 
Columbia. It is impossible to satisfy them in regard to these 
matters, and so in the matter.of gas I say there have been a great 
many unthinking men who have without accurate knowledge said 
that the gas company can i at $1 a thousand, and who 
have insisted that it was true without knowing the real facts in 


the case. 
We called before our committee some of the wisest and most 


gania ed experts this country affords, Ami those experts was 
„William Henry Whites gas N New York City, a 


1896. 
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man who has a national and international re 218 7 58 as & gas en- 
eer, who has established gas plants, who has been educated in 

he business, and who has the most accurate ible information 
on this question. Mr. White had no interest in this matter. He 
has studied the Washington gas plant as he has studied every other 
gas plant in the United States, and here is what he says about it: 


Now, tlemen, I hold that it is impossible for the piai E Gas Light 
Gompany to make gas and sell it in the Bai of Washington and 
sonable profit upon it at $1 per thousand. 
Washington is a or ail ies mater! is peculiarly situated. It pays more than ane 
t is paying very liberal wages. It is a 
m, after all, may be looked te 


the stores are doin, . ee 33 They 
e ee in that ok of the 9 a t Sapa of their business. 
‘ashington Gas Light © 


ne There ier 
ear. no 
letting down A n 5 d quality at the £ gas e Tema tho slack ct ye 
This expert goes on to say: 


Thave studied this plant of mata worn Rar Gie Gas Light Company for a num- 
ber of years. I have seen it from very romeni oi I know that 
it has always been the ambition of the Le company to be in 
the forefront, not only as regards the charac’ but also as 

= the acter of light furnished and the 5 — ent of the general 


pypie, George McIlhenny, who was for many years chief — and after- 
wards the president an ‘engineer of this company, 82 one of the most dis- 
nee Se oE profession, and a gen of rare ability. This 
was the pride ena ambition of that man's useful life. There was 
own in our 3 that was not had in this company N Ra — 
ad elsewhere tha’ did not have when we were othing bu 
coal gas E acon 3 the oil process Mr. Boome fats 


are as much ahead of our fore friends ts as we are 
roads. oes 
frank to say in second te none. — 


This 
uminating 


u make, and does make, as fine gas as any 
world. “The fa fact “that there is a tri 


difference between the 


wer of the in New York City the gas in W. m is so trifling 

aa 2 y not worth talking about. In other words, if you fix the illu- 

ting power at 24, a8 su by Professor Love, this company would 
pe it equal to 25 or 25}, as a matter of safety. 


We fix it at 1251 in the bill now under consideration. Mr. White 


goes on to say: 

Of course they can sell gas at a dollar, if this Congress says they must; but 
it means the immediate cutting down of the wages of emp oy the cutting 
out of every man they can possibly do without; it all along 
the line. e wages of the clerks Sonat be n They must mate- 
rials ata lower grade. en extensions are made will be made ina 


more penurious way. It means the absolute crippling of this enterprise all 
fion and bet 7 — ä I, 7 a e skilled in d work both in construc- 


‘ks, having 
cient my terre feel t that here in W: 


822 1 ht ee ee ee at a dollar and maintain a 
bso — of 9 with its busin business, although I dellere in 
dollar gas and in 5 power. 


That is the Kind of testimony that ed me. That is the 
kind of testimony that caused me to my mind and to con- 
clude that if we could not have dollar gas for the next two years 
we ought to have $1.15 gasin the city of Washington. I am not 
qualified, as is the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON], to go 
into the debit and credit statement made by the company and to 
technically and scientifically point out the various items. but it does 
seem to me that some items to which the Senator has called atten- 
tion are not in the nature of permanent improvements. I take it 
that a gas company must 5 construct new buildings, as 
this company have constructed new buildings, but they are to pos 
the place of old ones, Itakeit they 5 lay new pipes, 


but they take the sagt of old pipes. I am not quite sure that this 
wharf has not the place of an old w . Ihave no accu- 
rate information on 5 point. But even if it be not true I have 


no information that the wharf will bring a dollar of added reye- 
nue to the company during the next two years, and so it seems to 
that the Senator has been very technical in his elucidation of 
this very interesting debit and credit statement of the W: 

Gas Lict ht Company. I believe, and all the.testimony that ert 
1 the 1 led the committee to believe, that under 
ordinary circumstances the best that could be done and the fairest 
thing that could be done was to agree upon the bill that the com- 
mittee has reported to the Senate. 

The Senator from Nebraska says, Let us give one-dollar gas and 
then find out whether the 5 can afford to furnish it or not, 
and if toy can not afford to furnish it at that price we will give 
them further legislation next year.” Ihave had very little to do 
with tion concerning corporations, but I think it would be 
a novel principle to incorporate into a law. I think it would be a 
novel principle to compel a corporation to furnish its product at 
a price less than it can afford to furnish it, and when that is 
demonstrated and dividends are taken from innocent stockholders 
say they may come to Congress and ask that we shall legislate 


further to protect them from our own folly. I do not think that 


is wise 1 I think it is wisdom to give the people $1.15 
gas, which everybody concedes will enable company to 3 
ividends, buy good material, lay down first-class lines, as 
have always one, and pay as high wages as are paid where 
in the United States, as they are paying to-day. If in another 
year we find that their credit sheet is too large, we can further 
reduce the price by legislation of the National gress. I think 
that is the wise kind of legislation, and I trust that that is what 
Congress will do in reference to this matter. 

Mr. KYLE. I offer an amendment before the vote is taken 
upon the other proposition. At the end of line 24, page 5, I move 
to add what I send to the desk. I have submitted it to the Sena- 
12 from West Virginia and I think he will accept it without de- 

0. 

Mr. FAULKNER, It is satisfactory to me. I do not see any 

objection to it. 


tion. 


Mr. KYLE. It is merely r a ae a report to Con 
The PRESIDING OFF The amendment be stated. 
s The SECRETARY, At tho end of line 24, page 5, it is proposed 
o insert: 


Provided, That the Be deer in lator ht Com „through its presiden 
a full to Congress ae ey y x — 


shall make 9 
ing in detail — expenditures. the esto mate: used 
in making gas, the amount used and consumed, the dividends declared, the 
extensions and improvements made in the plant, the surplus and 
hand, and how the surplus funds of the company are invested. 
1 HARRIS. Are those reports made by the calendar year or 
MI. 1 ENR 
Mr. FAUL. The reports are made by the railroad com- 
panies on the Ist of January. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ispeak of the gas company. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The last report was to the ist of January, 
and I suppose that is their fiscal year. I will state that we have 
a law now which requires a report of the coal only to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior; and as we do that in reference to other cor- 
porations in this city I see no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on a to 
681 8 submitted by the Senator from South Dakote 

r. KYLE 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

Mr. KYLE. I hope we may get a vote on the bill this evening. 

ore I simply desire to say one word before the vote 
is n 

Mr. President, as a member of the District Committee I was 
very earnestly in favor of fixing the rate at $1 for gas, and I think 
5 propriety that I Was the last mem r of the com- 
mittee to yield on that question, I did so, not because my opinion 
had been changed, but because I thought ‘it was to the interest of 
the consumers that there should be an agreement on the part of 
the committee, and that something practical should come out 
of the matter. As Iam in part responsible for that report, I feel 
it my duty to contribute what I can to sustain it. In viewof my 
opistoa and contemplated vote I feel it my duty to make this state- 


m PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] that the votes by 
which the amendments on pages 1 and 2 of the bill were agreed 
to be reconsidered. 

Mr. PASCO. I should like to have the amendments reported. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The amendments are very long. I will 
state to the Senator that one of them strikes out one-dollar gas 
and makes a sliding scale from $1.15 down to §1 in five years, 
applying to the Washington Gas Light Company, and the other 

es a sliding scale as to the Georgetown Company 
running from $1.50 down to $1.25. 

Mr. K I wish we might divide the question and have the 
vote taken first on the motion to reconsider the first amendment. 
I do not care particularly about the other one. ‘ 

Mr. HARR. It is divisible. 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion to reconsider the vote by which the first amendment 


was 
aL Let us haye the yeas and nays. 
ae eas and nays were ordered. 
r. NELSON. I should like to understand liamentary 
deo 1 Is the amendment 8 it is 5 reconsider 
e one ti the price of gas $1.15 
KYLE. Themotion is to e the committee amend- 
Belg ag been adopted for a sliding scale, adopted a few 


days 
iis. NELSON. What is the amendment? 
Mr. FAULKNER. The amendment is to reduce the price first 
. 15, 5 then to $1.05, and finally to $1. 
Mr. KYLE. It has been ado pted by the Senate. 
„AE NELSON. FF the vote recon- 
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Mr. KYLE. We want to vote to reconsider it. 
Mr. NELSON. That is be re 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Secretary will call the roll. 


The 55 proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MCBRIDE]. I do not see him pres- 
ent. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a standing 
pair with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. He 
and I agree upon these questions, however, and I will vote. I 
vote 1 

Mr. K (when his name was called). I was requested to 
pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS]. he were 
present, I understand he would vote ‘‘nay” and I should vote 


“ yea” upon this proposition. 

Nr. MARTIN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE]. he were present, I 
should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (whenhisnamewascalled). Ihavea general 
pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. On this 
vote I transfer my pair to the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
MOoMILLAN? and vote nay.“ 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. Ifhe were present, I should 
vote “nay.” 
„Ar. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired generaly 

with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Moraan]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” Ido not know how he would vote, 
and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with theSenator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], with 
a distinct understanding with him that the pair is not to apply in 
any case which can in no wise be considered political, I will 
therefore vote. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called), Iam pai 
with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am erally pai with the senior 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN], but I am informed that 
my pair has been transferred to the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
BLANCHARD]. I therefore vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the negative). Ihave 
a general pair with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLS], 
who has not voted. I transfer my pair to the senior Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam paired with the senior Senator from New 
Jersey . SMITH]. 

Mr. GEAR. I have a ge 


Illinois . PALMER]. I transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. Cannon] and allow my vote to stand. 
The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 81; as follows: 
YEAS—14. 
Allen, Carter, Pugh, Vest, 
Bate, Chilton, Teller, hite. 
Berry, elson, m: 
Butler, Peffer, Turpie, 
NAYS—31. 

Cockre! Gray, Pritchard, 
Bacon, Saldern Hale, Roac! 
Baker, Davis, Hansbrough, Sewe! 
Blackburn, Faulkner, rris, Shoup, 
Caff 5 Mitchell, Wis. . 
Chandler, Gibson, Per! Wetmore. 
Clark, Gorman, ti 

NOT VOTING—44. 
Aldrich, George. McMillan, Proctor, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Mantle, 7. 
Brice, Hawley, rtin, erman, 
Burrows, ls, Smith, 
Call, Hoar, Mitchell, Oreg. 
Cameron, Irby, Morgan, Vilas, 
Cannon, Jones, Ney. Morrill, Voorhees, 
Daniel, re: Murphy, Walthall, 
Dubo: dsay, er, Warren, 
` Pasco, Wilson. 
McBride, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 


Frye, 
So the Senate refused to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 


ment was agreed to. 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] to recon- 
sider the vote by which the amendment on page 2 was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. KYLE. I think it is very evident that the Senate does not 


wish to give the city dollar gas, and I withdraw all opposition to 
the amendments. 

Mr. GRAY. That is right. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is generous. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Imove that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. MoMite 
LAN, Mr. FAULKNER, and Mr. GALLINGER were appointed. 


ELLEN KINGSLEY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1215) deat 
a pension to Ellen Kingsley, which was, in line 4, after the wor 
“roll,” to insert ‘‘at $8 per month.” 

Mr. SHOUP. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ELIZA SANFORD. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1189) grantin 
a pension to Eliza Sanford, which was, in line 11, to strike ou 
“twenty-five” and insert twelve.“ 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives and request a confer- 
2 with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 

ereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Prircu- 
ARD, Mr, GALLINGER, and Mr. Roach were appointed. 


ELIZABETH J, COOK, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of resentatives to the bill (S. 125) for the 
relief of Elizabeth J. Cook, of Arkadelphia, Clark County, Ark, 
widow of Robert T. Cook, which was, in line 10, to strike out 
„twelve“ and insert eight.“ . 

Mr. BERRY. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives, 

The motion was agreed to. 

MARY NEWMAN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1044) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Newman, which was, in line 10, to strike 
out ‘‘twenty-four ” and insert twelve.“ 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives, 

The motion was agreed to. 

SAMUEL GOLDWATER. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 404) granting 
a pension to Samuel Goldwater, which was, in line 5, to strike out 
“fifteen” and insert“ twelve.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MRS. ELEANOR CARROLL POE, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 804) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe; which was, in line 5, to 
strike out one hundred” and insert fifty.“ 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives and request a confer- 
m with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 

ereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the t of the Senate; and Mr. GAL- 
LINGER, Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, and Mr, BAKER were ap- 
pointed, 

HELEN M. JACOB. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 149) rep 
a pension to Helen M. Jacobs, which was, in line 9, to strike o 
“ sixteen ” and insert twelve.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment made by the House of Representatives, 

The motion was agreed to. . 
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HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 


A bill (H. R. 2405) granting a pension to Maria Gibbons; 
A bill (H. R. 2947) increasing the pension of Daniel D. Jennings, 
late of Company C, -fifth Ohio Volunteers; 


A bill (H. R. 3578) grantinga pension to Elmira E. Dustin; and 
A bill (H. R. 5946) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
H. Parker. 
MESSAGES AND PAPERS OF THE PRESIDENTS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution of the Houseof Representatives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate ORENT RO) 3 
be printed 15.000 additional 8 of the Messages and Papers of the Presi- 


dents, Richardson’s com; 8 which there shall be 5,000 ‘copies tor the the 


Senate and 10,000 cee} ‘or i ouse of Representatives, to be 


and disposed of, the fraction in each case, as provided in the —.— 
joint resolution . — 170, approved on the 30th day of April, 1896. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TELLER. I ask that the District appropriation bill be 
laid beforé the Senate. 

Mr. GEAR. I ask leave to call up a bill. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the 56 bill be first taken up. 

Mr. GEAR. Ve SN well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the District appropriation bill, which will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 5210) making appropriations to 
| hdres for the expenses of the government of the District of Co- 

‘cumbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other pur- 

Mr. GEAR. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill pro- 
posing to ion General Parrott. 

Mr. T . Let the appropriation bill be laid aside inform- 


all 
Mr. GEAR. 3 well. I ask that the appropriation bill be 
laid aside tempor: 
ING ‘OFFICER. It will be so ordered, without 


The PR 
GEN, JAMES C. PARROTT. 


objection. 

Mr. ee I ask unanimous consent to call up from the table 
33 bill (H. R. 5226) to give increased pension to Gen. James C. 

arrott. 

The bill (H. R. 5226) to give increased pension to Gen. James 
C. Parrott was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GEAR. Iwish to state that General Parrott is nearly 81 


of age. He is confined to his bed and, in my judgment, not 
live ninety days. 2 is proposed to 8 him at the rate the 
medical per mon The bill passed the other 


House unanimously, — am certain that it will pass the Senate. 
Therefore, I ask that the bill be put upon its 


Passage. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | Presid 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of James C. Parrott, late 8 of the 
Seventh Iowa Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
Wanne n and passed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. DAVIS. Imove that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 
10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
May 19, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 18, 1896. 
COMMISSIONER FOR ALASKA. 

Kenneth M. Jackson, of Juneau, Alaska, to be a commissioner 
in and for the District of Alaska, to reside at Wrangell, vice Wil- 
liam A, Kelly, term expired. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Henry C. Fink, of Montrose, Colo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Montrose, Colo., vice Edward H. Smith, whose term 
of office will expire June 30, 1896. 

POSTMASTERS, 

Adrian P. Jordan, to be postmaster at Leesburg, in the county 
of Lake and State of Florida, in the place of Asa L. Hardman, 
whose commission expired April 4, 1896. 

Bernard Monnich, to be tmaster at Hooper, in the county of 
Dodge and State of Nebraska, in the placeof Edward W. z 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 18, 1896. 
CONSUL. 

Robert Lee Jenkins, of Tona Carolina, to be consul of the 

United States at Patras, G 
3 or LEGATION. 

Robert Ransom,of North Carolina, to be second secretary of 

the legation of the United States to Mexico, 
DISTRICT JUDGE. 

William Lochren, of Minnesota, to be United States district 

judge for the district of Minnesota. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Benjamin amin Steward, to be postmaster at Birdsboro, in the county 

of Berks and State o 5 

James L. Lincoln, to be postmaster at East Weymouth, in the 
county of Norfolk and State o of Massachusetts. 

Charles E. Brady, to be ter at Sandwich, in the county 
“ti bio and Stato of cece ner Whitin; th ty 

ysses ra in the coun 

of Lake and State of 5 8 


nry 
of Cuyahoga and State c of 700 
John Q. gp and bs stmaster at TAR in the county 
tc and Site of 05 


illiam Rodearmel eae at Harrisburg, in the 
county of Dauphin and State of Pennsylvania. 


REJECTION. 
Executive nomination rejected by the Senate May 18, 1896. 
POSTMASTER. 


R. A. Freeman, to be postmaster at Burlington, in the coun 
of Alamance and State dt North Carolina. a 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, May 18, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY N. COUDEN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday was read and approved. 


MESSAGES AND PAPERS OF THE PRESIDENTS, 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged 
2 25 rt from the Committee on Printing. 
e report was read, as follows: 
Your committee, having had under consideration House concurrent resolu- 
tion No. 47, to print 15,000 additional copies of the Messages and Papers of the 
ents, recommend that it be agreed to. 

This compilation is by Hon. JAMES D. RICHARDSON, of Tennessee, and all 

mesh yore una os the House are familiar with the work so far asit has been 
u 
5 The Public Printer estimates the cost of these additional copies at 75 cents 
per volume. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, this 3 as members 
know, is exceedingly 1 and I desire to congratulate the 
committee on having reported 5 resolution so promptly. The 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] is enti edt to high 
commendation for the ability manifested in the preparation of 
this publication. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

REPORT ON THE NICARAGUA CANAL, 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present another privi- 
legod report. 

e report was read, as follows: 

— the Senate (the Hi Representa’ 

824 11008 ies g the 8 by so perl 3 
Noble ard of date Octoter 81, 1895, upon the Nicaragua Canal, toge 
sopen pendixes, ma 1 le lans, and rofiles accompa: panying the 8 
; 6,000 of W shall be for the use of the House of Representatives ani 
4,000 for the use of the Se Senate. 

Your co. had under consideration Senate concurrent resolu- 
tion No. 245, to 1 5 10, EI der pies of the report made by Messrs. 7 — tne = 
VF 
Ww 
as submitted by th em, recommend that the same be pes a A gl n 
Printer estimates the cost at $15,325. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr, PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the sev- 
eral votes by which the two concurrent resolutions were agreed 
to was laid on the table. 

NATIONAL SOCIETY OF COLONIAL DAMES. 

Mr. QUIGG. Lask unanimous consent to report from the Com- 
mittee on the 8 for immediate consideration, the bill which 
I send to the desk House bill 8673, to incorporate the National 
Society of Colonial Dames of America. 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 


Mr. QUIGG. Before the reading I wish to say that 
the names of the incorporators about a and a half of 
print. I suggest that time may be saved by omitting the reading 
of the names. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the names will be 
omitted in the reading. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill, as follows: 


of % 

; Britannia Wel Kennon (Mrs. Beverly Kennon), of Washing- 
ton, D. G.; Elizabeth an Seir ann Henry G. Banning), of Delaware; Emily 
K. keed (Mrs. William Reed), of Baltimore, Md.; Esther Jackson (Mra: J. d. 
Jackson), of Baltimore, Md.: Elizabeth Byrd Nicholas, of Washington, B. G.; 
Letitia venson (Mrs. ) of Ilinois; en Sever 
Adams Quincey (Mrs. 


Massachusetts; 7 Char: 

Warner, of Connecticut; Bettie Andrews Atkinson (Mirs, John Wilder Atkin- 
son), of ‘North Carolina; Lucy Wright Giles Gers. layton Giles), of North 
Carolina; Belle De Saussure, of South Carolina; Eleanore Van * 
Fairfax (Mrs. Hamilton B. Fairfax), of New York; Parker Beek- 
man 1 William Bedloe Beekman), of New York; Katherine Euphemia 
Turnbull, of New York; Susan de Peyster Li n (Mrs. Robert E. Liv- 
, of New 1—.— Maria Duane Bi 


son Se: 
rs. William Stevens nie of Iowa; Evel Cal Robinson (Mrs. 
illiam Russe inson), of V ‘ Klizabeth Henry L ‘ons (Mrs, James 
Wiliam E V: z ong mh enS (Mrs. Peterfiel Trent), 05 3 
Isal Dixon Mays (Mrs. Peter H. Mays), of Virginia; Edith Bucklin 
horn (Mrs. Li Mason), of Rhode ; Florence Madeline 
ham — of Rhode Island: Jeannie 8 Weeden, 
of Rhode d Jesup — James P. Blair), of 


D. G.; Henrietta G (Mrs. Adol 
Stockton Da: Ars. William Cl 


ene Florence Hill Kidder ( s Wilson Kier 
ew Jersey; nee er er), 
of North Carolina, and their associates and successors, are hereb: a 


co! te and politic in the United of America b. e name of 

The National of fı ic, rical, 
educat 04. br thele (hy mig spirit of ue men 
and wom pêri rectitude, cor „an - 
oot for success in t struggle which ned for the 


t: Pits ea aa Te ottano b; uisition and protection of histor. 
coun’ a 4 
ical 00 and 3 mon 8 t ot 


encourage in all whocome under their influence true patriot- 
on a knowledge of -sacrifice and heroism of those men of 
the colonies who laid the foundation of this t nation. 
t said society is authorized to real and estate in 
the United States, so 5 bo to its lawful ends, to an 
amount not exceeding $500. and may adopt a constitution and 


„ a 
Jaws not inconsistent with law, and ma adopt a seal. Said society shall 
—.— its headquarters or principal office at Washington, in the District of 


. 8. t said society shall annually to the of the Smith- 
= redere — — report 8 ie porsa shall com- 


ized to national society to . 
books, pamphlets, and other material 3 in the Smi Insti- 
tution or in the National Museum, at their discretion, upon such conditions 
and under such rules as they shall p: 


The amendment proposed by the Committee on the Li was 
to strike out, in lines 13 and 14, page 3, the words United States 
of America” and insert in lieu thereof the words District of Co- 
lumbia”; so as to read “a body corporate and politic in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia.” 
ae oe Is there objection to the present consideration 

Mr. McMILLIN. I was not able to hear the whole of the bill 
asread. I wish to inquire whether it does not appropriate space 
in Government buildings to private uses. 

Mr. QUIGG. Not at all. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It struck me that it did so. 

Mr. QUIGG. It permits the trustees of the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution to accept such manuscripts and other collections of the 
society as may be offered to them. 

Mr. McMILLIN. As donations? 

Mr. QUIGG. As donations. 

There aa no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill. s 

The amendment of the Committee on the Library was to. 

{caged a eee er eee eD ; — a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the and passed. 

On motion of Mr. QUIGG, a motion to N last vote 
was laid on the table. 

DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 


Mr. PRINCE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7171) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Navy to 
donate four condemned cannon and four pane of condemned pet — 
rand Army of the Republic, of 

County, DL, and for purposes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to donate four condemned cannon and f 
mids of condemned cannon balls to James T. Shields Post, No. 45, 4 
b III., for the soldiers’ 
um said city: ‘Provided, Tha Ìn the judgment of tho 
Secre of the Navy such articles can be spared without de t to the 

ublicinterest: And provided further, That the United States shall not be sub- 

ected to any expense on account of such donation. 


There 8 objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 


tion of the bill. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to gy 5 and only a 
word, about this bill; I will not delay the House. should be 


glad if the House would giveunanimous consent to devote somuch 
of an hour as may be necessary to the disposition of these bills 
making donations of condemned cannon. I will frankly state that 
I have one such bill myself. [Laughter.] Let me say—and I 
want the Speaker’s ear as well as that of House—that it is 
probably an important matter y to many members here 
that bills of this kind from their districts should pass; that their 
Grand Army posts asking for these condemned cannon should 
receive them. Measures of this kind are the one thing, thank 
God, that can be passed without costing the Government a cent. 
We have large quantities of condemned cannon—not more val- 
uable to the Government than scrap iron—indeed, not so valuable. 
Under the operation of these bills these condemned cannon are 
228 away from the custody of the Government at the expense 
of the respective posts. The passage of these bills gives us an 
opportunity to tify a great many people and to meet a senti- 
ment exi oughout the country. It seems to me a little 
thing that by unanimous consent we should devote an hour to 
business of this kind, 5 when we can authorize upon a 
single bill, and without debate except during thirty minutes—I 
am not criticising the action of the House—an expenditure of 
$80,000,000. I am not saying that such an expenditure is not wise. 
But I wish to say, if the Speaker will recognize me, I will ask 
unanimous consent that for an hour,or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, bills of this character now on the Calendar may be 
called up and considered. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the gentleman allow me 
a question? 

. CANNON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to ask the dis- 


for the Committee on Rules, 
been brought to their atten- 
tion. But it is not necessary that the p tion should come 
here in that way. If it is in the mind of the Speaker to submit 
a request for unanimous consent, and if it is in the mind of the 
House to do this thing, which involves no expense to the Govern- 
ment, I should be Miya’ A a 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. One other question. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. - 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I wish to ask the gentleman 
whether he knows of any instance of these bills being objected 
to; and whether by taking them up in this way, singly, under 
unanimous consent, we may not do a good thing by preyonting 
the consideration of other bills which might be injurious to the 
public interest. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwas not looking at the question from that 
standpoint. This is a little matter, as gentlemen will see, which 
looks to meeting a patriotic sentiment in the country, while at 
the semo time imposing no pecuniary disadvantage on the Gov- 
ernment, 

And I avail myself of the Se under the rules, to sub- 
mit this matter to the House, and if the Speaker will recognize me 
when this bill is passed I will ask the House to give unanimous 
consent for 1 of these bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. HULIC Will the gentleman from Illinois allow me a 
question? 

Mr. CANNON, Certainly. 

Mr. HULICK. I wish to ask a question in regard to the cost 
of transportation of these guns, 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I will object 

Mr. HULICK (continuing). In regard to the cost of trans- 
porting these cannon to different — 

paid by the different posts 


Mr. CANNON. That expense is 
themselves. 

Mr. HULICK. It has been stated that in some instances the 
cost of transportation is worth a great deal more than many of 
these posts can afford to pay. The evidence before the Naval 
Committee when this matter was under consideration, before 
reporting a general bill on the subject, showed that the expense 
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h of transporting the guns would cost som» of these posts ten timen, 

perhaps fifty times, more than any would be able to » pay In 
one instance it was reported, I recollect, that the cost of trans- 
portation, as given by the Secretary in response to an inquiry, 
would amount to some $500 for this one post. 

Mr.CANNON. That is from the Mare d Navy-Tard. But 
there are a great many guns outside of the Mare Island Navy- 
Yard, in more accessible positions. 

. FAIRCHILD. I would like to suggest to the gentleman 
from Ilinois that a bill has already been from the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs which authorizes the Secretary of War 
and the Secre of the Navy, on request, to donate these very 
cannon to Grand Army posts and to municipal corporations for 
soldiers’ monuments. 

Mr. CANNON. Is that bill on the Calendar? : 
3 FAIRCHILD. It is; and I have a copy in my hand, with 

e report. 

Mr. CANNON, Then I will ask the Speaker to recognize me 
at the time for consent to consider that bill. 

Mr. F. CHILD. And I will state also that the Senate has 
already passed the bill, and it is before the House now as a Senate 
bill. 


Mr. CANNON. Then I will ask that we take up the Senate bill 
for consideration. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. In addition to that, the Senate refuses, I am 
informed, to pass any more local bills. 

Mr. CANNON. ell, when this bill is disposed of, if I can get 
recognition, I will ask unanimous consent to consider the Senate 
pill to which the gentleman from New York refers. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to move an amendment 
to this bill, I propose to add, after the last word in the bill, the 
words “Provided, That said cannon be well spiked before 8 | x 
This morning I understand the Pension Committee has a 
veteran on the roll at $30 a month because of an explosion of one 
of these very , and I think it is well to provide in time for 
any other such contingencies. [Laughter. 

a ore 8. Ss {hs aes a t in the interest of the 

e of my co e ughter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman not having sent the amend- 
ment to the Chair, the question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Ar. PRINCE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


MORTGAGES IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
t consideration of the bill (H. R. 8298) relating to mortgages 
the Indian Territory. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Patt act ns sn at ate Rely ea 


said section the following: 
~ That = the mo: 


the shall 

is situated at the time the m 
roperty in the Indian Territory heretofore executed 

10 ial district thereof in w the property was situated at the time they 

were executed are hereby validated.“ 


ee SEROR Is there objection to the present consideration 
e 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I would like to have some ex- 
planation of this bill before consent is given. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, when first established a 
court for the Indian Territory, it put in force certain sections of 
Manfield’s Digest of the Laws of the State of Arkansas. Among 
these was a provision for the recordation of mortgages, which 
provided that mortgages on real estate should be recorded in the 
county where the real estate was situated, and mortgages on per- 
sonal property should be recorded in the county where the mort- 
gagor resided. It being obviously impossible, under that ision, 

record a mortgage on personal p: where the mo or 
resided outside of the State, the State of Arkansas amen that 
section of its code; and provided in substance for the provision 
incorporated in this bill. 

I will state to the House frankly that I have some question 
about attempting to validate mortgages which have heretofore 
been given. 

I have no interest in the matter myself, but introduced the bill 
at the request of a judge of one of the courts, to whose attention 
Thad called the defect in the law. IL introduced the bill by request, 
and call it up by request, but I think the bill ought to pass. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BAILEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 
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DISPOSITION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 

Mr, CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole from the further considera- 
tion of the Senate bill which I send to the Clerk's desk, to take the 
bill from the Calendar, to put the same upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 1865) to authorize the Secretary of War and tho Secretary of the 
Navy to make certain disposition of condemned ordnance, guns, and can- 
non in their respective Departments. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of Warand the Secretary of the Na’ 

are each hereby authorized, in their discretion, to loan or es soldiers’ 

monument associations, posts of the Grand Army of the Republic, and munic- 
ipal corporations condemned ordnance, gone, and cannon balls which may 
not be needed in the service of either of said Departments. Such loan or 

3 subject to rules and regulations covering the same in each 

t, and the Government shall be at no expense in connection with 
any such loan or gift. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

There was no objection. ? 

The bill was ordered to a third reading. J 

Mr. HENDERSON. Ishould like the gentleman from Illinois 
to explain the bill to us before it is passed. I did not hear it 


Mr. CANNON. Itis a Senate bill authorizing the Secretary 
of War and the Secretary of the Navy to loan or donate con- 
demned ordnance to Grand Army posts or municipalities with- 
ont ig oan the Government. 

Mr. ERSON. That does away with the necessity for 
these private bills? 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. 

Mr, HENDERSON. That is what I wished to know. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Is it entirely in the discretion of these 


two officers? 
Oh, entirely. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. There is no limit on their discretion? 


a little further than we 
have heretofore gone. The bill authorizes the donation of cannon 
to municipal corporations. 

Mr.C. ON. Very well—— 

Mr. BLUE. That word “municipal” should be stricken out. 

Mr. PICKLER. The donating of cannon to municipalities 
ought not to be allowed, unless it is for the use of soldiers’ organ- 


izations. 
Mr. CANNON. The provision that we put upon private bills, 
and which is upon this bill, that the transportation charges shall 
be paid by the corporation or organization receiving the cannon, 
is quite enough of a guard. I hope the gentlemen will allow the 
bill to pass. It is within the discretion of these officers to donate 
or loan the condemned ordnance. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, that word municipal“ ought to be 
stricken out, so as to leave simply the word “c ration.” A 
cemetery corporation is not a municipal co tion, but most 
cemetery organizations are corporations. I think the word mu- 
nicipal” is an unfortunate word. 

. CANNON. The Grand Army posts will take care of the 
cemeteries. There is no trouble about it. 

Mr. 8 a tI foar about this or ag 9 let 
every little municipality in the country apply for cannon. 
whether there is any Grand Army post or cemetery connected 
with the municipality or not. It seems to me there will be a 
scramble for these cannon, and there will be none left for the 
Grand Arm ts and cemeteries, 

Mr. BAR of New York. Is this discussion or debate in 
order after the bill is on its passage? : 

The SPEAKER. The debate is in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Are amendments in order now? 

The SPEAKER. Amendments are notin order now, unless the 
yore by which the bill was ordered to be read a third time is recon- 
sidered. 

Mr. CANNON, I will ask for a vote on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to put 
in an amendment including State or Territorial departments of 
the Grand Army of the Republic. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. The provisions of the bill are ample 
now. 

Mr. CANNON. There is no trouble about it. 

Mr. PICKLER. There will not be enough of these cannon to 
go around to nearly all of these posts, and some States will not 
get anything under this law. 

Mr. C. ON. It costs from $300 to $500 to pay the freight on 
these cannon. There are plenty of them to supply the 

i Task 


— we get rid of all the private bills if we pass this one, 
or a vote. 

Mr.WILLIS. I ask unanimous consent to offer an amendment, 
Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent to offer an amendment. 
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Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I object. 
Mr. PICKLER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 


pill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 
Mr, CANNON. I move to lay that motion on the table. 
The motion of Mr. CANNON was agreed to. 
The bill was 
On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT ST, LOUIS. 


Mr. MURPHY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the 
bill (H. R.2698) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Mississippi River to the city of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, 
from some suitable point between the north line of St. Clair 
County, III., and the southwest line of said county, which has 
passed the Senate with amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say to the gentleman 
from Illinois that his bill will come up in the regular order very 
soon, 

PUEBLO, DURANGO, AND LEADVILLE, COLO., PORTS OF DELIVERY. 


Mr. BELL of Colorado. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (S. 2508) to establish cus- 


toms ports of delivery at Pueblo, Duranso, a: Leadville, Colo., 
and for other purposes 
The bill was read, as ‘follows: 
Beit enacted, etc., That Pueblo, 8 and Leadville, all in the State of 
Oolorado; do, be, and are 8 5 of delivery, and attached 
Denver, in d ‘State, with the rights an . now 
83 by law to said port Denver, surveyor o! of which 
port shall supervise the ess at said Pueblo, ý - 
ville in the same manner and to the same extent as at Denver. 
5 2 a late feces tines $6 to he tes orts o = delive 
with all the privi now accorded by law to the of aT 


of customs — Which port supervise — baal 
— At teach places in the same manner and to the same extent as at Denver. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 
. DOCKERY. Has this bill been ae by a committee? 
Mr. BELL of Colorado. It has been report 
The SPEAKER. The Chairs hears no 8 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and 
On 1 * Mr. BELL of Colorado, a motion to reconsider 
tae Ping which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
BELL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, there was a House bill 
fone ding the name of one of the places, I move that 
that bill (H. R.7257) be laid on the table. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 


JOHN M. DAVIS. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (S.56) for the relief 
of John M. Davis. 

The SPEAKER. The engrossed bill is not here. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It has passed the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. But the engrossed bill is not here. 

MRS. CLIFFORD NEFF FYFFE. 

Mr. DRAPER. Iask unanimous consent for the 2 
sideration of the bill (S. 2600) granting a pension to 
Neff i be 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit ene etc., That apn Po 8 
authorized and directed to 
K. 4 widow of J 25 e 


the rate of $75 per mon 
whe . Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the 
Mr. TALBERT. I would like to ask the gentleman if that bill 
has been considered at a Friday night session? 
Mr. DRAPER. It has not. 
Mr. TALBERT. Then I reserve the right to object, pending 


the 1 the report. 

Mr. D ER. I Think the gentleman will not object when he 
hears the report. This agrees to the amount that the gentleman 
is willing to grant to the widow of a most distinguished officer. 

The uth (by Mr, SuLLOWAy) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was Belge needa the Poor set Prasad 
granting a pension to Mrs. Clifford Neff niin: 2 carefull de: 

ed 
Moody, was a soldier in the late war, and died as the 
contracted in the Army. 
the basis for a 


ese facts are mentioned, not as material or constitutin, 
as liminary to the consideration of pee more distin- 
— us band, the late Rear-Admiral 
rte Be the war yik — — and sin the late Bera 


century, the 7th of September, * on = th ee f 
commen: on the a4 when, at the o 
he was Seinen x k riim en the 2 


— Lending wi —— ssl 
R = His death resul „and en: death, on 2 
Urs Feito . ˙· ese UA Ta DEMAR 


resent con- 
Clifford 


of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
e pension roll the name of Cliffo: 
ö United States Navy, 


May 18, 
ed husband ha’ 


guish ving been encumbered for more than its value. She is 
wholly dependent and without means of support. 
e circumstances of the petitioner appear, 2 papers submitted herewith, 


tobe 18 3 f being quite 3 d is disabled disease ot 
e is abou 0 % an a 
the veins which fas as prevented 1 Ee — 


rom workin: g or even standing for five 
monas durin; cne past the 


Ea Rago She is entirely 3 upon Een ‘the 

is now ving no income whatever. be tel that when the 
Amira was retir having = sure list of the Navy 6 felt that, being an 
exceptionally Sere — kay o might reasonably count upon ten or 
proiv ears in w. to carry out 3 plan for opening, improv- 
braska, 160 acres granted him for serv- 


aired the mortgaging of of of the ia land itself. Much was 


as he e: 8 880 as well as a business for his son anda 
provision for his f. 
his sudden death The 5 ofa 


the ae yn hn Brag month, and the foregoing is the sub- 
nate Report No. tains a length 5 t as to the 
services, and to 5 s 


Your Abad te tee recommend the passage of the bill, with the following 
5 


line 6 strike out the word “seventy-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 


woe “fifty.” 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, the only chance we have to dis- 
cuss these bills is during a Friday night session. They will not 
allow eyen an amendment; and upon these grounds I object. 


The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
J. O. RUDD. 


Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R.1502) for the benefit of J. C. Rudd. 
FE bide and directed to Pay non 85 Rudd the a pe ia her of any 
e Treasury n appr riated, 
udd pae the rent of 2 Shree ce Omics aT in th the city of Owensbord, Ky. 
ae 5 Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the 
Mr, „ of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the 
readin of the 
P. The gentleman from New York asks that the 
a be read. 
e report (by 5 5 Puan) was read, as follows: 
mmittee on War Claims, ‘erred 
tort the reliot of J. C. Yaad. submit tthe following report e 
The proof in this case shows that J. C. Rudd. ee wensboro, Ky., was the 
owner of a building at said town which was used an 5 fates 
master at Owensboro from 1861 to 1875 for the distribution of United States 
mail. At the time of the Pao gape of said prope: the postmaster a 
and said Moore, the 


Owensboro there was nod ite agreement between 
postmaster, as to the amount of rent to be paid by the Government for the 
use of said property. 

Your committee attach hereto letters from the Post-Office De ent in 
relation to this claim and ask that sor be printed as a part of 

1 committee is of the opinion that the claimant is entitled to tor 


three years’ rental for his property, and recommend the passage of the bill 
with . following amendments: 

In after the word “Rudd, insert the words “of Owensboro, Ky.,” 
and in lines 4and 5 strike out the Words three thousand five hundred” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words six hundred.“ 

POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., March 20, 1898. 

SIR: I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your favor of the 10th instant rela- 
tive to a claim for rent of premises occupied by the post-office at Owensboro, 
Ky., from 1861 to 1875, whi hich has bee o Apri Deeg ae Mr. J. 5 sani rottan 

5 in here gh Bese 1 that prior 2 e said belonged to 

until l Juiy i, 11872, 
lo; 


8 tothe third 
key apt that — we the eee Treg? it to the second c 
mgress for 8 of rent 
post-offices of 


for rent of pre: pied v 
1, 5 y 24,1 


rative. 
n the advancement of this post-office 


the second class (July 1, casi 
an allowance of $200 per annum was made byt the 8 for reponse 
of rent for premises rae ee 11 d postom ce was then located. 
lowance was un 
Very y 
WM. L. WILSON, Postmaster-General, 
Hon. T. M. MAHON, 


rman Committee on Claims, House of Representatives. 
POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GEN nr 
Washington, D. C., April 8, 1896. 
our information a copy of a letter which I 


Vi tfully, 5 H. JONES, 
ni Mona First Assistant 89 
Mon a M. MAHON, . 


irman Committee on Claims, House of Representatives. 


SIR: I send you herewith for 8 
have this day addressed to the 


a APRIL 8, 1898. 
In reply to your letter of the 3ist ultimo, I to inform you that I 
an oxaaninasion m of the records of the Audiver'soffies that the late 
at Owensboro, Ky., was not charged with any 


TR: 
find by 


1896. 
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the allowance made by the Department for rent of premises occupied by the 
said post-office prior a July 1, 1875. * * 
Very respectfully, 


First Assistant Postmaster-General. 
Hon. J. D. CLARDY, 
House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to ask the ee a question. 
As I understand, there was an allowance of $200 a year for rent 
after this became a second-class post- office? 

—.— CLARDY. Yes, sir; after it became a second-class post- 
office. 

Mr. CANNON. When did it become a second-class post-office? 

Mr. CLARDY. In 1872; and this covers up to 1875. Previous 
to that time he had furnished the office for years, but of course 
that is all shut out, because there was no allowance. 

Mr. CANNON. This is after the office became a second-class 
office in 1872? 

Mr. CLARDY. Yes; from 1872. 

Mr. CANNON. How long did he 1 Aa rent? 

Mr. CLARDY. For three years, ce 1875, the money has 
been paid, but from 1872 to 1875 the rent was allowed by the 
Post Office Department, as I show by these letters here, but was 
not A 

. CANNON. Wasit actually paid out? 
Mr. CLARDY. After 1872 there was an allowance of $200 a 


year. 

Mr. CANNON. Was the $200 per annum actually paid out 
from 1872 to 1875 for rent? 

Mr. CLARDY. It was not paid, but it was allowed. 

Mr. CANNON. Nothing was paid? 

Mr. CLARDY. Nothing was paid 5 At the end 
of that time the postmaster died and could not make any request 
for its arom This bill passed last year. 

Mr. &A NON. Then, this covers from 1872 to 1875, after the 
office was made a second-class t-office; and you say nothing 
has ever been received, and it is a year for rent paid by the 
postmaster. 

Mr. CLARDY. It was allowed, but has never been paid. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this claim 
should not be allowed. There is nothing here to show what the 
agreements were between this postmaster and the party who 
owned the building. He had occupied this building from 1861 to 
1875. There is no evidence as to any contract or any agreement, 
Possibly there was a consideration—very probably there was a 
consideration—if you can get at the facts in this case, and the 
probability is that this rent should never have been paid. 

Now, this gentleman comes to Congress not for $600, but find- 
ing that an allowance of $200 a year has been made, he comes and 
seeks to secure $200 a year from 1861 to 1875; and while the amount 
of money is not very great, permit me to say that from the evi- 
dence before the House this claim has not a particle of merit. 
There is no evidence here to show that this man should receive 


an A 
O n e commi inves matter, an 

Mr. CLARDY. Th ittee i tigated this matter, and 
the proofs show that this gentleman did furnish the banting; 
that it was rented from him, and that the money never was pai 

Mr. LOUD. I do not doubt that, but there is evidently a con- 
sideration somewhere. That building was not occupied in that 
way from 1861 to 1875 unless there was some consideration that 
does not a here. i 

Mr. C DY. But he never got anything. 

Mr. LOUD. I understand that; but I repeat, there was some 
consideration that does not appear here—perhaps the benefit of 
having Beane ihe Rg in his building. 

Mr. DY. But it does appear that the Department allowed 
$200 a year for those three years, and also that the money never 
has been paid; and the evidence before the committee distinctly 
showed that the gentleman furnishing the house never received 
any rent. It seems to me that if there ever was a just claim 
against the Government, this is one. 

Mr. HULICK. Let me ask the gentleman from Kentucky a 
question. I do not recall the amount of the original claim pre- 


sented 

Mr. CLARDT. Of course he made a claim at first for all the 
time, not knowing but that the Department had made the allow- 
ance for the whole time; but when we came to investigate the 
matter we found that no allowance had been made previous to 
1872, the time when the office was made a second-class office. 

Mr. HULICK. I rose to ask why it was that when this gentle- 
man presented so large a claim the committee allowed only about 
$600 instead of $2,000, as claimed? 

Mr. CLARDY. Ihave just explained that. He was not aware 
that no allowance had been made for rent until1872. That being 
the fact, of course the committee rejected all of the claim for the 
pee apart Sap the time when the Department first made 

o allowance. 1872 the office became a second-class office, and 
it was only then that the allowance was made. Now, we propose 


to pay only for the three years for which the letter of the Depart- 
ment shows that allowance was made, it mei prion distinctly 
85 the evidence that the money, although allowed, was never 
paid over. 

Mr. HULICK. And I understand that but for the death of the 
postmaster the money would have been paid? 

Mr. CLARDY. Certainly. 

Mr. LOUD. That is merely an assumption. 

Mr. HULICK. And the committee recommend now that that 
amount be pai 

Mr. C DY. Yes, sir. 


my view. 
Mr. CLARDY. 1 the gentleman to acquiesce. . 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, no; I never told the gentleman so. 

Mr. CLARDY. Do I understand the gentleman to say that he 
objects to the consideration of the bill? 

e SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
GEORGE JOHNSON. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4281) granting a pen- 
sion to George Johnson, of Lenox, Iowa. 

The bill was read. - 

TheSPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. TALBERT. I would like to ask the gentleman if this bill 
has been considered at a Friday night session? 

Mr. HEPBURN. It has not, because it has not yet been reached; 
but it is a case that ought to receive attention. : 

Mr. TALBERT. If it has not been considered at a Friday 
night session I object. ; 

e SPEAKER, Objection is made. 
WITNESSES IN LAND CASES, 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. S. er, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R.3268) to facilitate the pro- 
curement of evidence and to compel the attendance of witnesses 
in matters before the registers and receivers of the local land offices 
of the United States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That when, in Jeri hearing ordered to be had before the 

ter and receiver of any local office of the United Sta 


stated to the register in sing by either party to such hearing 
aon of my person is mate 


deposition or as Apea td a witness in the matter of said hearing. 


tice may be served by 

which the witness resides, or by any deputy by him thereunto authorized, or 
by any papon d ted and a) in writing by the register by whom 
said notice shall have been issued. Any person who, being served with notice 


time and place designated in notice. 
testify, he not being privil from 17 of a 
misdemeanor, and upon con nited 
States, or the Territory, holden in the district in which such person so served 
with notice to a and pect Rasp guard SI Do de pr a by a fine not to 
exceed the sum of or be imp ed not to exceed six mon or both, at 
the discretion of the court. The fees and mileage for witnesses notified to 
appear as herein provided shall be the same as those provided by law for wit- 
nesses in the courts of the United States; and no person notified to appear 
as a witness under this section shall be compelled to obey any such notice 
unless his fees for one day and to and from the place where his 
dence is to be taken shall have been tendered or shall have been waived by 


fuses to 


deemed guilty o rjury, and shall, upa 8 
Nerf y the laws 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Reserving the right to object, I call for the 
3 the report. 

Mr. LACEY. I think I can explain the bill in less time than it 
will take to read the report. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Very well. 

Mr. LACEY. Repeatedly for a number of years the Secretary 
of the Interior and the Commissioner of the Land Office have re- 
3 the passage of a bill of this character. This bill provides 

or securing the attendance of witnesses in contests before regi 

ters and receivers of the local land offices. This bill was 

in the Interior Department and was introduced by me, and has 
been unanimously reported by the Committee on Public Lands, 
At present there is no way by which the attendance of witnesses 
can be compelled in land contests, and frequently the result is the 
miscarriage of justice, and in some cases the bribery of witnesses, 
who are hired to stay away. That is all there is in the bill, 
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I have no obj 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, 
— abin onsha 28 but L think the gen 


that this bill is pretty drastic. It 

the imprisonment nt of a witness if he fails to attend. 
provision o to be stricken out. I think the fine is sufficient, 

y as in many instances the amount involved is not likely 
to be so much as the fine. I hope the gentleman will have no ob- 
jection to striking out the provision for imprisonment. We are 
a little handy ” with 5 by the Federal courts at any 
rate. 

Mr. LACE. The bill has simply been adapted to the method of 
compelling the attendance of witnesses before committees of Con- 

and other bodies which have no power to issue su mas. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think the provision for imprisonment 
ought to be stricken out, and I will offer an amendment to that 
effect. I think the fine is eons, and that there ought not to be 

any imprisonment unless th agg iki in contempt of court, in 
which case he can be reached by a rent process. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman indicate his amendment? 

Mr. LACEY. The amendment of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see would be to strike out, on page 2, commencing with the mat- 
ter after the word “dollars, on line 28, down to and including 
the word“ both,” on line 29. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Speaker, I hope the amend- 
ment will not be adopted. The only way of enforcing the attend- 
ance of witnesses in these cases is by giving the officials power to 

imprison recalcitrant witnesses. A fine, or the threat of a fine, 
receive very little attention; and the power to attach a per- 
son’s property for a fine will also amount to little, because a very 
large number of these persons have no phen fess The threat of a 
fine to be enforced by attachment would be in most cases a mere 
Pon fulmen. I think the provision for imprisonment is a 
core ya and ought s be retained, I hope the amendment be 


Mr. McMILLIN. I understood the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
og sg ATES accept my amendment, 
; Perr have no te point ma ee = — 
amendment. I apprecia’ course, opone made wg as m 
from California; and as the bill was originall. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. If I had not oupi the 
able the gentleman 8 been obliged to get op his billi bill i 1 


a erent way. I co the consideration of the bill on 
the condition this amendment would be made. 
Mr. LACEY. Then I friend from California will not 


hope my 
insist on his objection to the amendment. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I do not believe that the process of these 
local Tand officers should carry with i a ivehundred-dollar fin 
and im; t, at the discretion of the court. 
Mr. OHNSON of California At the of my friend 
3 [Mr. Lacey], I withdraw my objection to the amend- 


county 
Mr. LACEY. Not at all. It provides only for the compulsory 
attendance of witnesses. At present there is no way by which a 
witness can be com to appear and testify. 


Mr. PICKLER. I understood that the bill went only so far as 
to make it co that the witnesses attend at the land offices. 

Mr. LACE e land offices or before officers authorized 
to take ee * The receiver or register issues the subpcena, 
which, under this the witness must obey or subject himself, as 
the is now amen to fine. 


was laid on the table. 
CHARITY HOSPITAL, BILOXI, MISS, 

Mr. DENNY. ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7919) providing for the ago and 
maintenance of a chari ee 1 — the city of Biloxi, Miss. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Pie apes i 3 by gi vas. — 9 


certain lo „ of land 1 „ oat 
State af described as follows, to wit: Fractional section 19, in 
Faouta, 85 zeae pean. northwest of section 30, in to ip 


e with full and complete righ sod cation? 4 
c control said lands tor tho purpose of erecting 


the buildings and pee eia hooia] whioh tack sisl gece roy 
the mayor and board of aldermen of said city of Biloxi; and the proceeds 
— — eae or sales shall be applied exclusively to the maintenance of 


The amendments reported by the Committee on the Public Lands 
were read, as follows: 

In line 5, after the word tobe dene insert the words a tract not ex- 

tet acres in extent, to be sel 8 city from. 
line 16, after the word Provided.“ insert the word however. ie 

Strike out all of line 16 after the word * * Biloxi,” and Re 

21. and 22, and insert in lieu thereof the following words: 
“Shall, within five years from and after the passage of 2 org 

grant, and that whenever said lands shall cease to said ci 
purposes herein mentioned, the same shall revert = the the United Stai 


ele pan Is there objection to the present consideration 

Mr. CANNON. I listened to the reading of the bill and amend- 
ments; but on one point I wish to ask a question. this 
measure propose merely to tasite now owned by the Govern- 
eee zoon which to 885 & hospital? 


. DENNY. Les 

Mr, CANNON, What is the extent of the site? 

Mr. DENNY. One hundred and sixty acres. 

Mr. CANNON. Where is it? 

Mr. DENNY. On the Back Bay of Biloxi, about 2 miles from 
the city of Biloxi. 

Mr. CANNON. What is its value? 

Mr. DENNY. Its value, as I am informed, is merely nominal. 
It is valueless for agricultural and other purposes. It is suitable 


br the 


for this hospital, but I believe valueless for any other purpose. 
Mr. C TON. Does the bill as amended give authority to sell 
me portion of the site? 


DENNY. No,sir. The grant is made for the express 
esa uke and when the ground ceases to be used for that 
p the whole tract will revert to the Government. 

Mr. CANNON. The Government has no use for this site? 

Mr. DENNY. No, sir. Itisa part of what was known as the 
‘naval reservation,” the whole of which I believe was by the 
last Congress transferred to the Interior Department for home- 


sry? 
NON. ceda not. know that I have any objection to 


Mr. e BENNY. 15 That is all that this bill grants. 

Mr, CANNON. One hundred and sixty acres make a pretty 
ar t. A bill looking to a grant of lands to endow a hos- 

should object to, we went into that business gener- 
pital I have a hospital in my own town which I should be glad 
to have the Government endow. 

Mr. DENN L. This would be a rather large tract, if it were all 
to be occupied; but a great deal of the land is covered with marsh 
and water. It is, as I have stated, on the borders of the Back Bay 
of Biloxi. The land is really valueless for any other purpose; and 
I am informed that little of it is high land. 

= CANNON, Is this a House bill or a Senate bill? 

Mr. DENNY. A House bill. 

Mr. CANNON. If this bill, after going to the Senate, should 
return here in the closing hours of the session 5 a conference 
report, I indulge the hope that full attention be called to any 
provision which may look toward a grant of land in aid of the 
establishment of a hospital. 

Mr. LACEY, Iwill state that the original proposition was to 
LAr Pee more or less, 

Mr. DENNY. Yes, sir. 
pit, LACEY. But the . os Te amount to what 
oug e actual necessi purposes. 

Mr. DENN ENNY. That is correct. Ex 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider - 


ation of the bill. 

The amendments by the 1 were agreed to. 

The bill as amen was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; andit was A E read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CANNON. The bill having been amended, it seems to me 
the title should also be amended so as to read “A bill granting a 
site for the erection of a charity hospital,” etc., instead of A bill 
| sce for the erection and maintenance of a charity hos- 
pi ” ete. 

The oe Without objection, the title will be amended 

ro 

* There was no objection. 

On motion of Mr. DENNY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

SOPHIA AND JULIA C. SPARKS. 


Mr, COFFIN. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 


of the bill 9 R. 956) for the relief of Sophia Sparks and Julia 
C. Sparks, of Anna; , Md. 
The bill was , as follows: 


ae N That the Secretary of the 1 shade tenets. 


1 d, to pay l to Bopha Spar ks and Julia O. Spa Sparka of Annapo- 
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inte of She sates Diese, Da of $670.58, in DES e ag — —ͤ— 
Pius, and July, . 8 to the Edward Sparks at n x . ere 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
Mr. BARTLETT of New Lor ve alke teher tho muori 
tig a sopari (by Mr. 8 was read, as follows: 


on Claims, to was referred the bill (H. bah thar 
relief of Sophia a in and Julia G. Sparks have duly considered and sub- 
mit the fo! 
8 arises are in substance as follows 


this bill 

hia Sparks and Julia C. Sparks, the e claimants named in this bill, are the 
sole children of Edward Sparks, who died at Anna 
Må., in 1868, and who his 5 FF 


scientific, text, blank, and ; histories, . — Atte te 
towels, brooms, — pails, — d fixtures f apt 
soa es an ; ‘or gas 
— . — — articles fo — the 8 ofsaid Academy, 


= tonal =a of $870.58, all d in triplicate vouchers 
2 rating therefor, thename zad value of of each article and the date when’ 
same was so said te reciting that said “su so fur- 
nished were suited to the ends in 1 for at reasonable 2 
and m July 10, 1808, the same were duly y. the secre’ 5 d 
Academy, and on the same date were all duly approved by thes tendent 
in charge of said Naval Academy, and in 

Thereafter, two copies of each of said vouchers, so certified and ved, 


2322. ͤ b 
or the of the sums of money 
111 
ne W. 

Alte the dea ath th of said Edward Spar his Se duly brought these 
claims tothe point of Con then Representative, and 
who, on February 18, 1874, filed the peti ee Se ee S 

ever 


A; ent, but from then till „ 
e} eren in the les of files of et 
R. 5472) was, on enn g 30, 1804, duly. referred 
to tho i Keike meer’ FFF cry fore 1 was, in 
dulx referred to the „V said Naval Acad - 
C for similar p 
e corresponden ce had in ese premises is now in the record of this case, 
andi shows that anid articles were po duly furnished at the dates as recited in 
*. ; that the same were paid for, Aa prake aoe of a 


hed aoa d now be 


And we recommend that said bill do pass. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 


Mr. LOUD. Permit me say, Mr. Speaker, that I remember this 
case before the Committee on Claims, when I had the honor to 
be a member of that committee, and recollect opposing it very 
strenuously at that time. What the reasons were have areas es- 
caped my memory. But the facts in the case do not oppa of 
record here. I know I must . for oppo- 


sition I 
And I wish to say 3 et to the committee mak- 
ter, and referring to 


reports favoring claims 
i — said or written 5 a ent, without publi 
the letter or the communication. are as a rule short, 
we ought to have the information hetara 3 action on these 
1 would like = have the 1 e ca me 5 si, 
Na report says he reported favorably February 

inthis matter) wo would like to have that letter presented to the 


Mr. COFFIN. It is in the file room, and was in my possession. 
Ihave seen it. In addition to that, I wrote 8 of the 
Navy myself, asking him in regard to the matter, and he 
on May 14, in which he says: 

The same were considered by the Department to be just claims against 
the Government. 

Mr. LOUD. What else does he say? 

It is not desirable, Mr. Speaker, for meto objec to-alt of these 
cases. I dislike to do so, use gen’ are very apt to re- 

d it as a personal matter. But when you investigate the ma- 
of them, permit me to say, when you have the evidence 
re you, find but little to recommend them. 

Now, in this case, I know this party has furnished supplies to 
the Naval Academy at Annapolis; but I recollect very well that 
it was a disputed claim. There was some question about it which 
raised doubt in my mind as to its validity, and for that reason I 
pppoe it when I was a member of that committee. Certainly 

e ought to be good reason shown for passing the claim at this 
day, so long after these supplies were furnished. My recollection 
is that on an investigation the supplies pero 7 not ordered 

the Department or were not accepted by the Department. 
ere was some good reason, I am sure. 

Mr. COFFIN. T have the letter here from the Secretary of the 
Navy, in which he 3 it is a just claim the Department. 

Mr. LOUD. 1 VM it not paid, then 

Mr. COFFIN. ThatI do not understand. I do not know why 
many just claims are not paid. In fact,a just claim against the 

ent is by no means a sure 
t I send the letter up to the desk and ask to have it read. 


The letter was read, as follows: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, May 1%, 1896. 


— — Refe: + n instant, Was AC- 
>, relative to ts 2 the 16th of 
February last, to a request est from the E gr eae rte — 


mation and expression of 
Eha bill (H R- B472) "for the relie of Sophia and J Q: Spars of ioe 
Md.,“ in which 2 — te that “the Speaker will not let it (s aie 


8 acknowledges Chat tt owen the the bill = = it 
owes the an ou; 
Aag noon ae anp oera het peer . 


the claims of par sto 
States Naval 5 as set forth in the bills therein referred to, for books 
and other furnished to the Naval Academy by Mr. Sparks, a 

to be Pg tee to 8 the secretary 8 the said Academy, the same were con- 
sidered by the 1 to be just claims against the 5 

With the claim in the Acne United of ae —— ag Bee 


erred 
HILARY A. HERBERT 
Secretary of the hes, 


Mr. — 8 Well, that is a very politic letter, Mr. Speaker; it 
does not sa; 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Iwould like to ask the gentle- 
man if the second item referred toin the letter of eee 
of the Navy is included in this bill? 

Mr. COF. Noz; it isnot. It was included in the first 
but the committee left it off of the bill, and it was not incl 
in the bill of the last session. This bill does not include if. 

Mr. LOUD. The Speaker knows, and the House knows, that 
it is regarded as a personal matter when objection is made to 
these thin. 

The SP The Chair 
sidered. The question is submi with entire freedom for every 
individual man to object or not. Ifamember has reason to ob- 
9 a should exercise his right without question. 

LOUD. I opposed this matter in the committee. That 
was a ties or four years ago, and I do not now recollect the reason; 
but there must have been some lack of merit in it, for it did not 
commend itself to me at that time. But, as I have said, I dislike 
“the S oe to 55 an objection for the reasons stated. 

The gentleman, or any other gentleman, is 
ont berty to object without it being a matter of reproach 
ra im; and it ought to be so understood in the House. 

Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, Mr. „since consent has been 
given, I wish to make a sin lestatement. Here were certain sup- 
plies furnished to the Naval Academy at Annapolis between 1861 
and 1865, and, as it by the report of tise committee, there 
were vouchers filed, but no satisfactory reason is given as to why 

payment was not made, Now, the Secretary of the Navy sends a 
8 here saying that this claim is just and proper, but 
without any 8 whatever as to why it was not paid at 


the Thats — 
for non 8 is that the appropriation for 
eee What was the duty of the Depart- 
ment then under the circumstances? Simply to send to Congress, 
when in session, an estimate of the necessary deficiency to meet 
the claim; not to oblige the claimant to come here and press a 
claim, but a legitimate, appropriate thing to be paid by the De- 
Congres for ad oper way, and if there was no money, to ask 
gress for a deficiency. lot a single excuse is given for defer- 
the payment for a series of years. 
re it seems tome that the Secretary of the Navy ought to 
have said something more than he did say in this communication. 
He ought not to simply turn it off Hiations. He ought fo that Con- 
gress has not made any a e ought to have added 
0 wo at 9 an estimate to Congress 
for a That is what should have been done by the Sec- 
rotary or mod the avy. If the case is as he has stated, and there are 
no o facts, I see no reason why the claim should not be 1 
and no reason "why it should not have been paid years ago, by the 
action of the Navy Department in sending to Congress an esti- 
mate for a deficienc: 5 
It seems to me t any Department which allows claims, if 
they are just claims, as stated in this letter, torun along from 
year to year and does not communicate to Congress the fact that 
there are certain deficiencies unpaid, and which does not ask an 
appropriation for their payment, is derelict in its duty, and it 
puts — in a bad position to send communications in this 
pind and 5 — ut the responsibility upon Congress, as though Con- 


derelict, and not the Navy e ser 
r. RAR TI T of New York. Does the — gentle- 
man ON ee eee tee emer eres a Navy or all 


his predecessors? 


it ought not to be socon- - 
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Mr. DINGLEY. I arraign no one. 
was a claim that ought to have been paid, as stated in that com- 
munication, and if it was not paid simply through lack of appro- 

riations, that the Navy Department—no matter who was at the 


Isimply say that if this 


ead of it, for it makes no difference in that respect—ought to 
have sent an estimate to Congress for a deficiency appropriation, 
and then it would have been ap conata for and paid long ago. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New Yor. ask the gentleman if the per- 
son to blame was not the one who filled the office of Secretary of 


the Navy in 1864 or 1865? 
Mr. DINGLEY. I should think so, from the information which 
we have. I think the fault was away back in 1865, if this informa- 


tion is correct. 

Mr. CANNON. If the claim is as the gentleman says, the claim- 
ant himself might have presented this account to the accounting 
officers of the jury, and they, finding it correct, might have 
certified it to Congress for consideration and appropriation, it be- 
ing an audited account for a public service authorized by law, 
where there was no . pete 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is true. It occurs to me that there are 
probably some facts connected with this matter which have not 
yet been made public. 

Mr. LOUD. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Facts that do not appear in this communica- 


tion. 

Mr. LOUD. And they are easy to be had, too. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was 5 the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COFFIN, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION, MARYLAND. 


Mr. MILES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk's desk. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 7255) providing for the establishment of a life-saving station 
on the coast of Maryland. 

3 e be A 
322000 hep neg gee 
the Fenwick Island and the Ocean City life-saving stations, at such point as 
the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service may recommend. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is this eos an authorization? 

Mr. MILES. That is all. It been favorably reported. I 
should like to have the report read. 

Mr. LOUD. Has it been recommended by the Department? 

Mr. MILES. It has been recommended by the Department, and 
the recommendation is a very strong one. 

Mr. DOCKERY. As I understand, this bill only authorizes it. 

Mr. MILES. That is all. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It only authorizes the Secretary of the Navy, 
in his discretion. 

Mr. MILES. That is all. 

The report (by Mr. WANGER) is as follows: 


eral Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service 
saving station is necessary near the ‘Pisce 
report: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., April 6, 1896. 

Srr: [ have the honor to 8 receipt by your reference of bill 
H. R. 7255, “providing for the estab ent of a life-saving station on the 
coast tor Maryland,” or suggestions touching the merits of the bill and the 

ety of its e. 

p reply I would state that the matter was referred to the General Super- 
intendent of the Life-Saving Service for report, which has been received and 
is herewith transmitted with my concurrence. 


full ours, 
pid 8. WIKE, Acting Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN CoMMITTEE ON 
INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE, 
House of Representatives. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT LIFE-SAVING SERVICE, 
Washington, D. C., April 6, 1896. 
SIR: I have the honor to acknowledge ro reference for report of the let 
ter of the Committee on Interstate and Fo: erce of the House of 


the Ocean City life- 
referred to in the bill, is one of the most —— on the 


saving stations. 
outside of 
extends 


entire line of the Atlantic coast. It co 
which, at a distance varying from 200 to 400 or 500 yards, a sand 
the whole length, upon which vessels frequently strand. 


and the establishment of the lat- 
to cover the distance, a su: from 
each station being required to travel to 9 midway and return in four 
h e through soft, yielding sand, in 


go and retarn A beat and es it often cooure that the beach ie patrolled ni ht 


e present task practi- 
and unfitting the men, in case oi wreck, for 8888 

Accordingly the beats were shortened to 3 miles from each station, leaving 
a strip of coast midway between the stations (and therefore most remote 


from them) unguarded, whereby vessels stranding in this dangerous locali 
A — ht or in thick — —— deprived of the — often vi 
of early 


very. 
In view of these considerations, tablishme: posed 
FI prover TOT AIETE aE ee ee 
Respectfully, yours, 8. I. r ngs TO 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. s 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, the title was amended so as to 
read: ‘A bill ee the establishment of a life-saving station 
on the coast of Maryland.” 

On motion of Mr. MILES, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


AMERICAN REGISTRY FOR BARK VILA. 


Mr. BENNETT. Mr.S er, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6776) to provide Amer- 
ican registry for the bark Vila. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit t tc., That th 
duns gad Atrnober ta cannes LAGTE GIET Untie yensél owned DY faces Mca iets 
a citizen of the United States, to be registered as a vessel of the United States 
under the name Vila. * 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. McCormick) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to which was re- 
ferred House bill 6776, to provide an American register for the bark Vila, has 
considered the same and makes the following report: 

The evidence filed with the committee shows that the Vila was presumably 
wrecked and found within American waters; that she was taken in tow by 
an American steamer—the Breidabli. d towed to the port of New York, 
where she was sold, by due course of law, for the sumof $150. A contract for 
repairs and alterations, at a cost of $3,365, was entered into, and said repairs 
and alterations have been made and paid for. The commit be 
the 9 of the law have been complied with in 
mends the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 
On the face of the facts stated, this vessel might have been i 
tered by the Treasury Department. Why was it not done? 

Mr. BENNETT. She could not receive 3 in that way 
because they could not tell whether she was wrecked in American 
waters ornot. She was found, after having drifted into Ameri- 
can waters, by this vessel, the Breidablik. If she had been wrecked 
in American waters the Treasury Department, as I understand it, 
would have been privileged to 


ister her. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Are these facts sustained by affidavit? 

Mr. BENNETT. By affidavits in the hands of the committee, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do you know the tonnage of this vessel? 

Mr. BENNETT. The tonnage is very small. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The circumstances must be very peculiar 
where a vessel which sells for $400 requires but $3,000 to put it in 
condition. 

Mr. BENNETT. The evidence was all in the hands of the com- 
mittee, and the report is unanimous. 

Mr. McCORMICK. It is a unanimous report from our com- 
mittee. I made the report. 

Mr. LOUD. Permit me to say, Mr. Speaker, that the evidence 
must be misleading. It ought to be easy to ascertain where the 
vessel was wrecked. As a rule, it is easy to ascertain. 

Mr. BENNETT. The vessel had drifted into American waters, 
and was found by an American vessel and brought to the port of 
New York. For that reason she had drifted to the place where 
she was found, and they were unable to say that she was wrecked 
in American waters. 

Mr. LOUD. The assumption is that she was wrecked out of 
American waters, but that is made a part of the report to mislead, 
because if she was wrecked in American waters the parties owning 
her could go to the Secretary of the Treasury and get a register. 


case, recom- 


1896. 
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resent considera- 
After a prase] The Chair hears none. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
tion of the bill? 2 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read thethird time, and ed. 
On motion of Mr. BENNETT, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table, 
BENJAMIN MARCH. 


Mr. APSLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill H. R. 6198, a bill authorizing the 
etary of the Treasury to issue a duplicate bond to Benjamin 
March, dian of Ruth March, 
The bill was read. 
The report (by Mr. GRAFF) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Claims, Kaving under consideration the bill (H. R. yee 


resided there for may hog) that she is 84 years of age and has become 
insane. She owned a ted States 3 bond, issued under the acts 
of July 14, 1870, and January 1871, for the sum of $1,000, and collected the 
interest on the said bond from e to time down to and including the inter- 


est due July 1, 1895. 
Ben II. March, of Ashley, am, her nephew, was duly a) ted 
of said Ruth March on July 17, 1895. thorough search through 
all her papers and effects has been made for said bond and it has not been 


found. It was shown that she shortly before burned some of her papers. It 
is not known whether or not said bond was then burned. 

The affidavits by her neighbors and those with whom she came in contact 
rebut the presumption that the bond has been assigned, but tend to prove 
and proves, in the opinion of the committee, that said bond is lost or de- 
stroyed, 8 the evidence is circumstantial on tiak point: The woman 
is 25 — So ition mentally as not to be able to fu: any information 

m the subject. 
8 The committee recommend that the bill be amended es striking out the 
words “equal to,” in the thirteenth line of said bill, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the words in double,” and as thus amended the bill do 

The Comptroller of the Treasury, upon a hearing before that De: ment, 
recommended that no duplicate issue, for the reason that no one except Ruth 
March is known to have knowledge as to whether she assigned the bond when 
she was mentally competent to do so. 

7 eo Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr, BARTLETT of New York. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man if this bill has been favorably reported yy a committee? 

Mr. APSLEY. It has been repo favorably by a committee. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What committee? 

Mr. APSLEY. The Committee on Claims. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en for a third read- 


ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
an 


On motion of Mr. APSLEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Some time subsequently, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts called up 
the bill H. R. 6198, but the report which was read was the report 
on the bill H.R.5740. The bill 5740 as p to be amended 
by the committee is identical in terms with the bill H. R. 6198. 

there be no objection, the Chair will cause to be substituted the 
bill H. R. 5740, which is precisely the same, so as to have a uni- 
formity in the records. e Chair hears no objection. 

The bill H. R. 5740 as amended is as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5740) authorizing the Secretary of the - 
‘ cate bond to Benjemin March, 8 of Ruch arch. e 

tary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
amin March 


States 4 per 
720, 


yable, with two goon and sufficient 
to be beg y the Secretary of 

save harmless the U; 
because of the lost or destroyed bond. 


ROBERT M’GEE. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
ees consideration of the bill (S. 229) for the relief of Robert 
c 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereb 
authorized and directed to investigate the claim of Robert McGee, to be paid 
out of interest money due to the Sioux Nation of Indians from the Govern- 
ment of the United States, the sum of $10,000 in compensation for 
sustained by him by reason of having been scalped and otherwise injured by 
the Brule Sioux In while serving as a teamster with a train conveying 
Government supplies to Fort Union, N. Mex., July 18, 1864; and if said Sec- 
retary, after ga hearing or an popor tanity to be heard to said Sioux 
Nation of In s, shall find said claim to be equitable and just, he shall pay 
or cause to be paid said sum of $10,000 or such part thereof as he shall decide 
to be justly and equitably due to the aforesaid Robert McGee. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 
Mr. LOUD. Mr. 


Speaker, I would like to have the report read. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Task Spe 


that the report be read, Mr. Speaker. 


The report (by Mr. Curtis of Kansas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred Senate bill 229, 
have carefully considered the same, and report it back with the recommen- 
dation that it do pass. 

e Senate report is made a part of this report. 
[Senate Report No. 572, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Indian Depredations, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 229) for the relief of Robert McGee, report the same favorably to the Sen- 
ate, with recommendation for its passage, and adopt as their report the 
statements and report made by the committee during the Fifty-second Con- 


gress. 

Considering the large number of affidavits presented, there seems to be no 
question as to the helpless condition of the claimant, Mr. McGee, or as tothe 
statements made that he received his injuries at the hands of 5 
of the Sioux tribe of Indians. In the judgment of your committee the Sec- 


he arguments pro and con, can safel 
be trusted under the Phar er of from such funds 


his man sul 
of the moneys of the Sioux Nation as may be available. 


[Senate Report No. 1230, Fifty-Second Congress, second session.] 


Station, Kans., the y 
under the leade: of the chief, Little Turtle. The massacre which 
lowed was one of the most bloody. nearly all being killed or wounded. Of 
those wounded was one Robert McGee, now of Excelsior Springs, Mo., a boy, 
being then about 15 years of age, who was pierced by ten arrows, pate ort 
and wked in a most brutal manner. He was taken to Fort Larned, 
where, by the skill of physicians and careful nursing, he was partially re- 
stored to health, though suffering greatly from contusions of the skull, which 
have made his life a struggle against to the present time. 
The statements here eas to 3 and present condition are sup- 
tizens who knew him then and 
Among these are Hulbert_H. Clark, M. D., of Santa 
Cruz, Cal., attending surgeon of hospital at Fort Larned, Kans., in 1864, and 
who cared for Mr. McGee. He says: 3 
“In the matter of Robert McGee, I, Hulbert H. Clark, M. D., a resident of 
States servi 


ce as 
t surgeon, be stationed at Fort Larned, Kans., as post sur- 
geon, did, on or about the 16th day of July, 1864, receive into the United States 
po hospital Robert McGee, a boy about 16 years old, who had been wounded 
numerous places, including the almost complete — 5 removal of the 
aly. his wounds and injuries being inflicted by the e Sioux Indians, 
by ef Little Turtle, in their attack upon a 
en route westw: 


Ro 
remained in myc! about three months, during which time he was visited 
ed in my charge a 


his comfort. 

“When he left the hospital he was very weak and fully two-thirds of the 
surface of the skull was not healed, being covered by a very delicate coat of 
1 and which bled upon the slightest friction; also a wound of the 
eft elbow and in left groin was still open. How he survived is unaccount- 
able. When he the hospital he was unconscious from shock, loss of 
blood, and want of food. It was several ore before he could whisper so as to 
be unde He was handled by raising him in the sheet; his many 
wounds—some 14 in number—about chest, arms, and abdomen prevented us 

apia the ordinary manner. I have not seen him since he left Fort 


“I made a report of all the cases that came to my charge at that time, mak- 


ing McGee's special because of his youth and its severity. I have no interest 
in any a he may make upon any ent of the United States Goy- 
ernmen 


n i “H. H. CLARK, M. D., 
Ex: Acting Assistant Surgeon, United States Army, 
“Subscribed and sworn to before me this 20th a eae Aot 
“By D. J. MILLER, Deputy.” 
Other affidavits of a like character are furnished by Nathan Swan, of 
Klova, Colo. i ames L. Riggs and Martin Brown, of Pike County, Mo.; D. B. 


Gresham, of Meriden, Kans.; Miss Martha Sapp, of Wyandotte, 7 Jasper 
A. Hanna, of Brunswi vate soldier at Fort Sy bar ond 
3 J. 0 we! 


8 ick, Mo., who was a pi 
acted as nurse to Mr. McGee d 


April 8, 1868, and agreements of February g, 1877, and 
2, 1889, the Brule Sioux Indians, of Rosebud Agency, z Dak. were 
oux Na 


Mr. McGee for $10,000 compensation for his injuries, and to Nat. the same, if 
ation. 


Mr. LOUD (during the reading of the report). Mr. Speaker, 
I do not care to hear any more. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? > 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I should like 
to hear some explanation of this bill. I have no doubt as to the 
truth of the historical facts recited, but my inquiry is as to the 
principle, the legal principle, involved of the right to take money 
that belongs to the Sioux Indians and pay for injuries that were 
inflicted in war really by a former generation of Indians; and I 
would like to know er whether the beneficiary of this fund 

roposes to afford them an opportunity to see whether their rights 
have been defended, 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will simply state, Mr. Speaker, there seems 
to be no doubt of the fact that the beneficiary was scalped by this 
band of Sioux Indians. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. When did it take place? 

Mr. DOCKERY. In 1864. The claim has been pending before 
Congress for some years. I will further say that the bill makes 
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no appropriation, but 
terior to investigate the and to award to this man, after 
such investigation, $10,000 or so much thereof as he in his judg- 
ment thinks the claimant justly and equitably entitled to. The 
claimant has resided in my district for about five years, and prior 
to that time was a resident, I believe, of the State of Kansas. I 
know him mally. His condition is absolutely pitiable. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. I have no doubt as to the 
accuracy of the historical facts; but this seems to me a new prin- 
ciple—at least it is new to me in this House—that of taking the 
3 ory of a trust fund of the Indians and paying it to an indi- 

vidual for injuries he received in war. It is simply on that point 
of the law 7 5 . that I would like to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. DOCKER . I quote from the report: 

A letter from Mr. Belt, Acting 
of November 7, 1 
ments of February 

A , Were made 


simply authorizes the Secretary of the In- 


Commissioner of Indian Affairs, under date 
states that under treaties of A 8, 1868, and 
„and March 2,1889, the Brule Sioux Indians of 
bud Agency, S. Dak. of the beneficiary appropriations 
made to the Sioux Nation. 


Mr. Speaker, I am not familiar with the precedents. I know 
the matter has been thoroughly investigated at the other end of 
the Capitol, and that it was y considered there. It the 
Senate unanimously after some consideration, formal informal. 

Mr. CURTIS of I would suggest tothe 3 that 
ee e until after an investigation have been 


Mr. DOCKERY. That is true; nothing is to be paid until after 
an investigation. This bill, as heretofore stated, not make 
any appropriation. The amount to be paid, if any, is to be deter- 
mad — the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. GAMBLE. As I understand, this bill simply authorizes 
payment to be made if it be found the is legally entitled to it. 

. DOCKERY. If he is e ontitiea to it he is to be paid 
$10,000, or so much thereof as may be found just and equitable. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Iam a member of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, but I did not happen to be present when that bill was 
considered, and I do not care to object to the consideration of a 
bill which has been reported by the committee—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. It has been reported by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GAMBLE. At the same time, the question occurs to me, 
as stated by the gentleman from North Dakota. Here is an occur- 
rence thirty years ago. Trust funds have come to the Sioux 
Indians since that time; and to pay for a private injury, taking 
that amount ont of the general funds of the tribe, is a matter 
which impresses me that the criticisms made by the gentleman 
from North Dakota are just; but if the question is to be deter- 
mined upon a proper hearing, and upon evidence, I do not care to 


object. 

Ar. DOCKERY. It is. One of the Senators from South Da- 
kota, as I am informed, objected to this bill, basing his objection 
somewhat upon the grounds by the gentleman from 
North Dakota [Mr. Jounson]; but I think the bill as prepared 
meets the objection he made, because it refers the whole matter 
to the Secre of the Interior for investigation and allowance. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. These Indians were not entitled to any part 
of this fund at the time the injury was inflicted, as I understand? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I can not say whether or not that is true. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Ther states that they were made par- 
ticipants in the fund of the Sioux Indians in 1887. 

. GAMBLE. I do not like to object to the gentleman's bill, 
but I will ask him to let it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I trust the gentleman will not object to the 
bill. Itis from his committee, and while it is true that 
the Indians live in the gentleman’s State, the people of the United 
States have a general interest in the question. 

The SP . Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. PICKLER and Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota objected. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KEM. Mr. S er, under what order are we now acting? 
Are we aed y unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER, By unanimous consent. 

Mr. KEM. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. Theregular 
order is the pension bills npon which the previous question has 
been ordi to their passage. 

PENSION BILLS. 

Bills of the following titles, upon which, on Friday last, the pe 
vious question was 0: to their passage, and which were laid 
aside ae engrossment, were severally taken up, read the third 


„an $ 

A bill (H. R. 1178) granting a pension to Sarah Weedon; 

A bill (H. R. 4720) granting an increase of pension to Isaac H. 
Whetsel, of Louisville, Ky.; 

A bill G. R. 5311) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Wible; 

A bill (H. R. 5710) granting a pension to Eleanor L. Curtis; 


ers 


A bill (H. R. 1820) granting a ion to Neil McNeil; 
2 Sy EE 35113 for the relief of Hiram P. Pauley; 
i R. ) a pension to Margaret A. Kidwell; 
A bill (H. R. 5050) for the den of and granting a pension to 
Ransom A. re 
A bill (H. R.2317) to increase the pension of Levi T. E. Johnson; 
A bill (H. R. 3877) granting a pension to Henderson Marple; 
a bill (H. R. 6221) granting an increase of pension to Mas E. 
m. ; 
A bill (H. R. 158) granting a pension to Mary Collins; 
A bill (H. R. 3480) for the relef of Emily A. Mann; 
8 A bill (H. R. 4193) to correct the military record of William F. 
ouger; 
A bill (H. R. 4548) granting a pension to Mary Arnold (amend- 
ment to title agreed to); 
A bill (H. R. 5393) for the relief of Lucinda Rickards, widow, 
and the minor children of John D. Rickards, deceased; 
A bill (H. R. 6608) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
mili record of W. Taylor; 
A (H. R. gil, remove the of desertion now 
ainst Oscar A. tte, late private in Company E, Fifty-secon 
Illinois Infantry Volunteers, during the late war (amen t to 


. R. 7212) to increase the 


H ion of Melita E. White; 
H. R. 1175) to remove the 


of desertion from the 


2 record of Nicholas Swingle; 
aa ill (H. R. 4872) to correct the military record of Homer C. 
A bill (H. R. 8333) granting a pension to Thomas S. Daugherty; 
A bill (E. R. 2328) for the relief of Patrick Rainey; 
8 (H. R. 8565) to grant an honorable discharge to Ezra 
7 5 bili (H. R. 3514) granting an honorable discharge to John J. 
ohnson; 
A bill (H. R. 6111) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Sargent; 
A bill Ee R. 789) granting a pension and for the relief of Dr. 
ner; 
A bill (H. R.4888) for the relief of Hager; 
8 (H. R. 6483) granting an increase of pension to Thomas G. 
er; 
ill (H. R. 4363) to increase the pension of Joseph J. Hudson; 


A bill ( 
A bill (H. R. 4481) granting an increase of pension to Patsey E. 
Broaddus, of ‘Marion E $ z 

A bill (H. R.2189) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Freeman; 


and 

A bill EE 2969) 3 nsion to Mrs. Lucy A. Allen. 

The following bills, on which the previous question had not been 
ordered to their passage, were taken = and the previous question 
by unanimousconsent ordered; and under the operation tho 
bills were severally read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 4994) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Martin; and 

A bill (H. R. 4724) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary L. Ale- 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.3013) to amend 
section 4131 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to im- 
prove the merchant marine engineer service, and thereby also to 
increase the efficiency of the Naval Reserve. 

The message also announced that the Senate had bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 


tested: 
2 bill (S. 8105) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at McKeesport, Pa.; 
A bill (S. 2540) to provide compensation for a bridge and for 
buildings and other improyements constructed by certain ns 
upon public lands afterwards set apart and reserved as the Yel- 
lowstone National Park; 

A bill (S. 1881) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Patrick Larkin; and 

A bill (S. 1835) for the relief of John Wit ole 

The message also announced that the Senate passed without 
amendment the bill (H. e eee to the Denver, Cripple 
Creek and Southwestern e nes ight of way for a 
railroad through the South Platte and Plum Creek forest reserves, 
NE had disagreed to 

message also ann 

the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
1420) granting an increase of aes to Elizabeth W. Sutherland, 
asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had 9 Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. 
HANSBROUGH, and Mr. VILAS as conferees on the part of the 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 270) changing the time of holding 
terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States in 


essage also announced that the Senate had to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to bills of the fol- 
7 5 titles: 

(S. 1924) granting a pension to Carrie L. Yeaton; and 

4 vill (S. 789) granting an increase of 8 E. Philbrook, 
widow of ‘Alva } Philbrook, major of enty-fourth Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteers. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Senate po heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
the Hon. W. H. CRAIN, late a resentative from the State of Texas. 

Resolved, That the business 105 the Senate be now suspended, in order that 
fitting tribute be his memory. 

Resolved, Thee the ayes thies of ul the members of the Senate be tendered to 
the family of Mr. G in this be bereavement, and that the Secretary of the 
Senate transmit to them a copy of these resolutions. 

esol That as an additional mark of respect to the memory of the de- 
Ceased the Senate do now adjourn. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of ifs 
clerks, announced that the Senate had the bill (S. 2420) to 
re; te the pay of noncommissioned officers of the Army; in 

which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was re- 
3 
MERCHANT MARINE ENGINEER SERVICE. 


Mr. PAYNE submitted the following conference report: 


The committee of conference on the d votes of the two Houses on 
“An act to amend soon 


Jn the second pot 
where it occurs in each of said lines and insert the word ‘‘five.” 
After the word “renewal,” at the end of the first paragraph in section 2, 
insert the following: 
‘And in all cases where the issue is the 8 or revocation of such 
whether before the local boards of inspectors as provided for in sec- 
of the Revised Statutes, or eye the supervising 


* on m Tiek of the House. 


Warsi ON t o 8 UIRE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The following statement of the House conferees was read: 


The of the conference on the part of the House on the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill amen 4131 of the Revised Statutes, 
to improve the merchant-marine engineer service, etc., H. R. 3013, submit 
the a owing a aeni in Er lanation of the effect of the soin 

upon, and recommen e accompanying conference repor 
agree to the Senate amendment with — a amendments thereto. 

1 kithon meh tl the Senate a isa — — for the 9 House bill, 


1 e House bill req t all en- 
aes and assistant ers on American vessels shall be American citi- 
zens. The Senate substitute requires only that chief engineers and cach 
ee sor in charge of @ watch Shah be American citissns. 

e prin reason for applying this rule to all assistant e Was 
3 of a fonr a of American Line, w are a to the 


e 

Navy. Tt was th tall the assistant engineers on these 
from 5 of ya 10 and national pas. be pee mp of the United States. 
a 8 7 gn 5 he assistant engineers are y citi- 
e balan: 1 soon become so, the conferees on the part of 

the } House concluded to 8 in the Senate amendment. 

The other amendments to the Senate mp ray ee consist in extending the 
17 of an engineer's license from three to erie and to allow him the 


po ego of counsel and of testifying in Miden be in cases when theissue 
the suspension or revocation of licenses. 
S. E. PA’ 
A. J. HOP: 8, 


O. M. COOPER. 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 
— resolution were = from the Speaker’s table and referred 
the Speaker as follo 
A bill (S. 2119) for the 2 relief of John Breitling—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 
A joint resolution (S. R. 141) to carry into effect two 5 
of the Continental Congress directing monuments to be erected 
to the memory of Gens. Francis Nash and William Davidson, of 
North Carolina—to the Committee on the Library. 
A bill (S. 2931) granting an increase of pension to Silas M. 
Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 1091) granting a pension to Christiana C. Queen, widow 
of Walter W. Queen, 2 y an admiral in the United States 
“gh perpen Scan Mary E.Ely—to the Co 

nting a on to — e Com- 
mittee on Invalid granting = ai 

A bill (S. 1946) gran ting a pension to Elijah N. Parkhurst—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 759) granting a pension to Carrie A. Moody—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill 8 2556) granting an increase of pension to Lewis D. 


Baker. —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
A bill (S. 202) to increase the pension of Lucretia C. Waring—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (S. 2844) granting a pension to Nancy Piper—to the Com- 
DEEE ting to Ida E tt, daughter of 
n a pension mmo ug 0 
the late . e the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S. oo granting a pension to William T. Hill—to the 
0 Dill @ 2877) granting u pension to Hiram. Santas—to the 
nting a on 
Committee on Invalid. d Pensions. 
A bill (S. 2439) granting a pension to Jackson Lucus—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S. 2880) granting a pension to Charles E. Mann—to the 
Com es. $870) ad n 1 to Charles A. Hutchings—to 
gran a pension es ute 
the Committee on Tove Pe Pensions. 
A bill (S. 2433) granting a pension to William F. Gowdy—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (S. 1800) for the relief of Hannah Newell Barrett—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (S. 152) granting a pension to Abel S. Chase—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 
A bill (S. 752) to increase the pension of Capt. James B. Logan 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S. 9020) granting a pension to W. L. Faxon—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S. 2484) granting a pension to Simon D. Kohl—to the 
A Lill (8. A180 eee Parapen to Aaron B. P; 
a on on a to the 
on nala Pee SPT 
A bill (S. 2494) restoring pension to Michael Carron—to the 
ht 8 on Invalid Pensions. 5 
3004 a pension acob Saladin to the Com- 
mites gn ald Pen e „ any F 
gran a pension to wley—to the 
Committee on Invalid 8 a = 
A bill (S. 2535) Nr a pension to Elender Herring, of Els- 


g (8.2755 the Committee on pee: 33 
) granting a pension to Hiram H. Palmer —to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (S. 2754) granting a pension to Jerusha Hayward Brown 
to bee 11 (8.28850 on Pensions. : 
2883) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Har- 
baugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S. 2802) granting a pension to Margaret Rowsell—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (S. 2711) ting a pension to Ira Harris—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 
A bill (S. 2787) grantinga pension to Simpson Everett Stilwell— 
A bill (5. 2019) granting an pensi 
i granting an increase of ion to Nettie A, 
Cheeks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S. 937) 15 8 Spon increase of pension to Sarah E. Comly, 
widow of Maj. Clifton Comly—to the Committee on Pensions, 
CORRECTIONS OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the following correc- 
Gere bill . 974 fro the Committee F 
e 1 m the on Affairs to th 
Committee on Claims. res . 
The bill S. 1465 from the Committee on Invalid Pensions to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
LIFE-SAVING STATION, PORT HURON, MICH. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the amendments of theSen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 8260) to authorize the establishment of a life- 
saving station at Port Huron, on the coast of Lake Huron, State 
of Mic! 1 
The bill and the Senate amendments were read at length. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE TALLAHATCHIE RIVER, MISSISSIPPI, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 137) declaring a certain 
bridge across the Tallahatchie River, in Tallahatchie County, State 
of Mississippi, a lawful structure. 

The Senate amendments were read at length, one amendment 
changing the joint resolution to a bill (H. R. 9080) 

The Senate amendments were read and 8 in. 

FORT SULLY MILITARY RESERVATION, S. DAK. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the Honse the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 7324) to authorize and empower the State 
of South Dakota to select the Fort Sully Military rvation, in 
said State, as a part of the lands granted to the State under the 


provisions of an act to provide for the admission of South Dakota 
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into the Union, approved February 22, 1889, and for indemnity 
school lands, and for other purposes, 

The Senate amendments were read at length. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I move that the Senate amendments be con- 


curred in. A 

The motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT ST. LOUIS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 2009) authorizing the construction of a 
bridge over the Mississippi River to the city of St. Louis,in the 
State of Missouri, from some suitable point between the north 
point 1555 St. Clair County, I., and the northwest line of said 
county. 

The amendments of the Senate were read at length. 

Mr. MURPHY of Ilinois. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
nonconcur in the Senate amendments, and agree to a conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on this bill, 

The motion was agreed to. 

DIVORCES, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 5217) making one year’s residence ina 
Territory a prerequisite to obtaining a divorce there. 

The Senate amendments were read at length, and on motion of 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts they were concurred in. 

DRY MEASURES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 6833) defining the standard shape and 
size for dry measures for use in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes. 

The amendments of the Senate were read at length. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I move to nonconcur in the Senate amend- 
er tae and agree to a conference on the disagreeing votes on this 


The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Curtis of 
Iowa, Mr. MILNES, and Mr. Coss as conferees on the part of the 
House, 

WATER-MAIN TAXES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H.R.8279) to authorize the reassessment of 
water-main taxes, District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The amendments of the Senate were read at length. 

Mr. BABCOCK, Iask unanimous consent that the reading of 
the House bill be dispensed with. It has been considered in the 
House, and I move to nonconcur in the Senate amendments, 

Mr. KEM. _I object. 

The House bill was read at length. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move to nonconcur in the 
Senate amendments and agree to a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. HULICK, 
Mr. BABCOCK, and Mr. RICHARDSON as conferees on the part of 
the House. 

CAROLINA A. HOUGH, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 2604) to increase the pension of Carolina 
A. Hough, widow of Brig. Gen. John Hough. 

The amendment of the Senate was read. It proposes to strike 
out “thirty” and insert ‘‘ fifty”; so as to read ‘‘$50 a month.” 

The SP $ 
amendment. 

The Senate amendment was nonconcurred in. 


SAFETY OF RAILWAY TRAVEL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 5879) making it unlawful to shoot at or 
into any railway locomotive or car or at any person thereon or to 
throw any rock or other missile at or into any locomotive or car, 
and for other purposes. 

The Senate amendments were read at length, and concurred in. 


SECTION 416, REVISED STATUTES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4452) 
to amend section 416 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
Saco to the District of Columbia, with a Senate amendment 

ereto. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, this is a mere formal amend- 
ment changing the wording. It does not change the character of 
the bill, and I ask that the reading be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
the reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. KEM. I omot. 

The bill was read. 

The Senate amendment was read, and concurred in, 


The question is on concurring in the Senate 


BILLIARD AND POOL TABLES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5490 
to license billiard and pool tables in the District of Columbia, an 
for other purposes, with a Senate amendment thereto. 

The bill was read. 

The section amended by the Senate originally read as follows: 

Src, 4. That it shall not be lawful f billia: 
pork tak es wey tables. jenn lind tabled, of other 3 28 Nad 
mentioned in the first section of this act, shuffleboards, an ling alleys, 
kept for public hire and gain in the District of Columb: 


bow! 
to sell or to allo 
to be sold in the same room or a room connected with an — 


opening out of or 
acent to such room spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors; and all laces 
shalt be closed duri z 7 oh 95 


urin e entire twenty-four hours of each and 
day, and also during fhe hours that oat . are required tobe ok voy i 
The amendment of the Senate struck out the following: 


To sell or to allow to be sold in the same room or a room connected with 
8 opening out of or adjacent to such room, spirituous, vinous, or malt 
iquors. 


And inserted in lieu thereof the following: 

To allow an under £21 - 
e oriei ae ee cay eerte pay le amet on eee tabled og 
2. or MILNA owe alone or toning wise ebiee 
spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors are soll. y ar 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, this is a very important amend- 
ment to the last section of this bill, entirely changing the charac- 
ter of it. The House, after a Sorong discussion, passed a bill 
containing a section forbidding the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
any billiard or pool room that might be licensed in this city. The 
Senate has stricken that provision out entirely and inserted an 
amendment simply forbidding persons under 21 years of age from 
entering a billiard or pool room where intoxicating liquors are 
sold. at is an entire change of the character of the bill. I 
think, after the House took the position which it did take, that 
intoxicating liquors ought not to be sold in a billiard room or a 
room opening out of it, that it ought to insist upon its action and 
not concur in the action of the Senate, striking that out entirely 
and leaving billiard rooms to sell intoxicating liquors. I think it 
is a correct principle that where there is an amusement room like 
a billiard room there ought not to be arum shop connected with it, 
If that is to be tolerated by law let it be a separate establishment, 

Mr. Speaker, I do not know but it may be desirable to have a 
conference upon this matter. The House has expressed itself very 
thoroughly, and I am unwilling to have the House recede from 
its action. I think it is not in the interest of good morals that it 
should do it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I ask that the Senate amendment be again 
read. I think it is very full and clear. 

The Senate amendment was in read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think the House should nonconcur and in- 
sist upon its action, or, if the gentleman desires a conference, I 
have no objection to that. 

Mr. BABCOCK. This amendment of the Senate provides that 
no minor shall be allowed in any room where there is a billiard 
table and where liquors of any kind are sold. 

Mr. MILNES. The House bill provided that no liquor should 
be sold in any billiard or l room. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The House voted that a billiard room should 
not also be a rum shop, and I think, having taken that position, it 
should insist uponit. A billiard room should be simply a place 
of amusement, and a rum shop should not be joined with it. 
each stand on its own footing. 

Mr. BABCOCK. [ask for a vote on the motion that the House 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do you desire to concur? 

Mr. BABCOCK. To concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Which, of course, would allow a billiard room 
to be also a rum 3 

Mr. BABCOCK. Les, it would allow the sale of liquors in a 
billiard room; but it would not allow the presence of minors. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The House expressed itself fully on that, and 
I hope it will insist on its former action. : 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I certainly hopa that the House 
will not concur in the Senate amendment. e recently had an 
exhaustive hearing before the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic, and many citizens of this District were heard upon that 
occasion. They made loud, long, and bitter complaints inst 
the combination of a billiard saloon and a liquor saloon, and the 
said that great numbers of young men were inveigled and enti 
into these places by the attraction of the billiardroom. These 
people were very earnest in demanding that the House bill as 
agreed upon here should be insisted upon. In the interest of 
good morals and in the interest of the young men of this city, I 
certainly hope that the Senate amendment will not be concurred 
in, but that the House will insist upon the bill as it left the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin . BABCOCK] to concur in the Senate 
amendment, - 


1896. 
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The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

On sia ay (demanded by Mr. BABCOCK) there were—ayes 9, 
noes 72. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House nonconcur and insist 


on its d eement to the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The vote of the House not to concur is equiv- 
alent to a vote of nonconcurrence. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I ask for a conference. 

A conference was ordered. 8 

Mr. DIN GLE. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the follow- 
ing resolution of instructions to the committee of conference. 

e Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House conferees on House bill 5490 are hereby instructed 
to insist on so much of the House bill as forbids the sale of intoxicat: liquors 
in billiard or pool rooms, or in rooms opening out of any such or pool 
rooms. 


The resolution of instructions was agreed to. 
SECTION 8719 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4179) to 
amend section 8719 of the Revised Statutes, with Senate amend- 


ments to bill and title. 
The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 


DELIVERY OF IMPORTED PARCELS AND PACKAGES, 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

7285 DALZELL. I rise to move to suspend the rules and pass 
a bill. 

The SPEAKER. By direction of a committee? 

Mr. DALZELL. By direction of the Committee on Ways and 


Means, I move to suspend the rules and pass the following bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
1 (H. R. 6259) to ite the deli of im Is and 
18 (H. eis. e very ported parcelsand packages 
The bill was read, as follows: 
recious stones, 3 


explosives, and articles whose importation is proh: mag ag law, not excee: 


shall be 3 
SEC. 2. That such express companies 
sponsible to the United States under 


hat or other inland carriers shall be re- 


for in section 3 of act intact, the coll 

and — of it as unclaimed merchandise, and the express — 1 or 

other inland carrier shall be relieved of any liability therefor under its bond; 

shall be permitted 

to receive and t become bound to the 
United States in su 


tions not inconsistent with law and such security as the Secretary of the 


under the provisions of this act shall be 
prescribed 


of the express com; 
the time o en 


ress com: 
delayed because of the nonarrival of the 


The SPEAKER. The motion is to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill. Is a second demanded? 
A second was not demanded. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that in the 
opinion of the Chair (two-thirds voting in the affirmative) the rules 
were suspended and the bill was passed. 

BOTTLING DISTILLED SPIRITS IN BOND. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Ways and Means to move to suspend the rules and pass the fol- 
lowing bill with the amendments recommended by the committee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8582) to allow the bottling of distilled spirits in bond. 


Be it enacted, etc., That whenever any distilled spirits deposited in the 
of a di ery having a surveyed daily capacity of not less than 
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20 bushels of which capacity, or not less than 20 bushels thereof, is com- 
monly used the distiller, have been duly entered for withdra u 
payment of tax, or for export in bond, have been gauged and the requ 


How oo as re 2 8 tte terial or t plication of 
on or ie su on Of any ma ror ma or 0 CR ot any 
3 condition or 


irits 
irits entered for 
tations ås the 


apply tothe ing 

avery bottle when filled shall have affixed thereto and passing over the 

mouth of the same such suitable adhesive 9 strip stamp as may be 
ibed, as hereinafter provided, and shall be packed into cases to con’ 


distillery 8 


to the case before its removal from the 
have a cash value of 10 cents each, and shall be charged 
rong Sky to whom issued, and shall be paid for at that rate by the distiller 
using the same. 

And there shall be plainly burned on the side of each to be known as 
the Government side, the proof of the spirits, the registered distillery num- 
ber, the State and district in which the illery is located, the real name of 
the actual bona fide distiller, the year and aistiling season (whether spri 
or fall) of o; inspection or entry into bond, and the date of an 
the same word placed upon the adhesive engraved strip stamp 


over the mouth of the bottle. 

And no trade-marks shall be put upon any bottle unless the real name of 
the actual bona fide distiller shall also be placed conspicuously on said bottle. 

Sec. 2. That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, may, by regulations, prescribe the mode of 
separating and securing the zAditional warehouse or portion of the ware- 
house hereinbefore required to be set apart, the manner in which the busi- 
ness of bottling spirits in bond shall be carried on, the notices, bonds, and 
returns to be given and accounts and records to be kept by the persons con- 
ducting such the mode and time of tion of such spirits, the 
accounts and records to be kept and returns made by the Government offi- 
cers, and all such other matters and things as in his tion he may deem 
requisite for a secure and orderly su ion of said business; and he may 
=n 5 5 the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, prescribe and issue 

e stamps req 

The distiller may, in the presence of the United States gauger, remove 
5 3 — h cloth, felt, or other like material reoal, 
or other like su 


re; 
with the approval of the 3 of ary; 
withdrawn for bottling under this act until after the period shall have ex- 
pired within which a distiller may request a regauge of distilled spirits as 
provided in section 50 of the act of August 28. 
Sec, 3. That all distilled spirits intended for export under the provisions 
be ins |, bottled, „ weighed, mar A 
manner and at such time as the Commissioner 
Internal Revenue may prescribe; and the said Commission 
8 of the Secretary of the 
he beg eee entry, reinspection, and 


from ; an 
law relating to the exportation of distilled spirits in bond, so far as appli- 
cable, and all J are hereby extended and made a 
plicable to ed spirits bottled for export under the provisions of 
act, . shall be allowed or paid upon any spirits bottled under 
SEOC. 4. That where, upon inspection at the bonded warehouse in which the 
spirits are bottled as aforesaid. the quantity so bottled and cased for export 
uantity actually contained in the distiller's original casks or 
Ltr ec the of withdrawal for that purpose the tax on the loss or 
eficiency so ascertained shall be paid before the removal of the spirits from 
such warehouse, and the tax so paid shall be receipted and accounted for by 
the collector in such manner as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may 


ions for 


with, or where any mark, 


„Or 1 defaced, or where upon such reinspection an, es oe 
entered ‘or 


provided under this act 
eas 


or bottled under the provisions of this act, oe who 


the exportation of any such spirits, open or cause to be opened any case or 


100 nor more than $1,000, and be imprisoned not more than two years, in the 
iscretion of the court, and such spirits shall be forfeited to the United States. 
SEO. 7. That every person who, with intent to defraud, falsely makes, fo: 
alters, or counterfeits any stamp made or used under any provision of this 
act, or who uses, sells, or in his pos ion any such forged, altered, or 
counterfeited stamp, or any plate or die used or which may be used in the 
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Ble Peas shall on conviction be punished by a fine not ex 

a 000 and by imp: ve 

Beo. 8. That nothing in this act shall be construed to exempt spirits bottled 
this act from the operations 86 p 728 of the 


Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second on that bill. 

The SPEAKER. A second is demanded. The Chair will ap- 
point the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MoRsE] and the 
gentleman from 8 * Evans] to act as tellers. 

The House divided; an e tellers reported—ayes 109, noes 10. 

So a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. There are forty minutes for debate, twenty 
minutes on either side, one-half under the control of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. Evans], and the other half under the 
control of the gentleman from husetts [Mr. MORSE]. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to debate the bill. 
I want an explanation from the other side. 

Mr. EV. . Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that when the House 
hears even a slight explanation of this bill there will be any- 
body who wiil oppose it any more than there was in the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. The bill has been very carefully con- 
sidered, not only from the standpoint of those who desired its 

assage, but it was also very carefully considered from the stand- 
point of the Government. Its provisions meet the approval of 
the Secre of the Treasury and the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, with whom, under the directions of the committee, the 
subcommittee on internal revenue consulted upon every point in 
the measure. The p of the bill is to pomt the bottling of 
spirits when they have reached the age of four years in such a 
manner as that anybody who is so unfortunate, or fortunate, 
as the case may be, to want a bottle of whisky or other spirits 
can knowto a certainty that heis getting a pure article. That 
is all. 

The existing law requires that spirits when distilled shall be 
put into a bonded warehouse, and the proposed bill requires that 
after they shall have been in bond four years, after they have 
matured, after the tax has been fully paid to the Government, 
they may be bottled under such circumstances and under such 
supervision as will insure that there is no foreign substance what- 
ever put into those spirits, so thatif there are any pure spirits they 
can be found in bottles filled as required by this bill. 

Understand, Mr. Speaker, that this does not interfere, nor is it 
intended to interfere, with anybody bottling spirits as he pleases 
outside of the distillery premises or outside of the distillery ware- 
house. Anybody may bottle there if he chooses. Anybody can 
bottle elsewhere, and put his goods on the market as he chooses; 
but there is a certain trade that desires some assurance, some 
guaranty of official supervision, that the sort of spirits they buy 
are pure spirits; that, in fact, there is no admixture with them of 
poisonous or other foreign substance. À 

The purpose of this bill is to permit those who make whisky to 

ut it in bottles under Government supervision, instead of wait- 
ing until it goes out from under Government supervision, where 
arties can put whatever stuff they please into it. Not only is 
is so, but upon another ground there is a necessity for this bill, 
which arises largely from the fact that nearly all so-called gee 
spirits come from Canada. The only spirits bottled under Gov- 
ernment supervision that are in the market are marked as Canada 
Club” whi It comes in from Canada andis sold in large quan- 
tities. Gentlemen who travel on the cars, as perhaps all of you 
know, and who buy that whisky, buy it because it is supposed to 
be pure on account of being under a government bottling stamp. 
Now, by virtue of that fact,Canada has sent into this country 
quantities of very inferior spirits, and they are selling them 
to our people and keeping the American producer out of his home 
market, although American producers are allowed no such priv- 
ileges in Canada, they not being permitted to carry our spirits 
over there in quantities less than 120 of our gallons. ‘ 

If you will take the trouble to read the report, you will find 
that one of the chief reasons | oh by the committee for the pas- 
sage of this bill is that it tends to give to the home producer the 
home market instead of allowing it to the Canadians with an ex- 
tremely inferior variety of spirits. These are the objects of this 
bill. Ido not desire to take up all of my time in discussing it 
now, but if the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE] or 
anybody who is associated with him in objecting to the bill has 
anything to say, I shall be glad to hearit, reserving the remainder 
of my time. 

red HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I remember that a year or two 
ago, when an argument was being made in favor of extending the 
bonded period for whisky, we were told that it ought to be eight 
years, in order that the ripening process might go on—what was 
claimed to be a processof manufacture—namely, theelimination of 
fusel oil by evaporation while the liquor was in wood. Now I 
understand the gentleman to propose by this bill to arrest this 
ripening process, this elimination of fusel oil, by putting the liquor 


into bottles, whereit will be n for the oil to escape. Will 
he please explain that? [Laughter]. 


. EVANS. My genial friend Eom Iowa need not have an 
apprehension on that point. Iam not a maker of whisky and 
know but little about the practical operation of making it. From 
slight casual connection with the business, however, I do know 
that three years is the period required for ripening. The Wilson 
bill, among other incongruities, extended the bonded period to 
eight years, but in three or four years whisky is about as pure as 
it ever tee to be. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iknow, of course, how insolent it must appear 
for me to undertake to give instruction with regard to whisky to 
a gentleman from Kentucky [laughter], but I do remember very 
distinctly that when gentlemen were insisting on extending the 
bonded period, not only in the last Congress, but earlier, when the 
attempt was made to make the period five years, we were told first 
that five years and later that 1 70 years was absolutely essential 
to the ripening of whisky, and that it would continue to undergo 
the 8 process of manufacture, as they said until 
the end of that period. Now, this bill seems to be intended to 
undo the work of that bill. 

Mr. EVANS. Noz the gentleman is mistaken. I think Iknow 
what I am talking about. At the time to which he refers they 
were very anxious to get some indulgence on account of the ex- 
tremely depressed condition of the trade, and inasmuch as the tax 
was to be increased to $1.10 per gallon, they wanted some conces- 
sion in the way of alengthened bonded period, but that period was 
not necessary for the maturing of the whisky. Everybody knows 
that. Four years would do for that. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Everybody but the gentleman from Iowa, 
3 

Mr. EVANS. Everybody but the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It was intended to“ mature“ the pockets of 
the distillers. [Laughter.] 

Mr. EVANS. Yes. Inasmuch as you were going to increase 
the tax they wanted an increase of the bonded period. 

Mr. CO I will ask my colleague if it is not a fact that 
the greatest improvement in whisky occurs in the first four years? 

Mr. EVANS. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. TATE. Why do you put the limit at 20 bushels of grain? 

Mr. EVANS. Because it was supposed that where a less 
amount than that was used they would not be likely to have such 
warehouse facilities as to enable them to bottle the spirits under 
such supervision and safeguards against frauds as was necessary 
and as contemplated by the bill. 

Mr. TATE. Is not this the same old story of giving the large 
manufacturers the monopoly of the business? 

Mr. EVANS. That limitation was fixed by the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue upon the idea that the public interest could 
15 be preserved if you gave this privilege to the very small dis- 

eries. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MORSE, Mr. S er, I did not ask for a second for this 
bill for the purpose of debating it, but for the RB e of getting 
an explanation from the committee reporting the bill. I submit 
to my friend from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] that he ought not to be 
too hard upon the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Evans] in ask- 
ing an explanation from him as to the effect of whisky, use 
everybody knows that poppis drink Kentucky whisky in summer 
to orp Piem cool and drink it in the winter to keep them warm. 

Laughter.] There is no explanation of this stuff in bottles or 
rrels. It is the devil's own drink. It is the fruitful source of 
taxation, pauperism, crime, insanity, disease,and death. In this 
country 60,000 men annually go down to a s grave; 
100,000 men crowd our almshouses and swell our taxes in conse- 
quence of strong drink; 500 murders and 500 ghastly suicides look 
up to heaven as the result of this blasting, withering traffic. Of 
the engines the devil ever invented to destroy the bodies and 
souls of men and the peace of families, strong drink beats them all, 
It is the enemy of heaven and the ally of hell. I do not think it 
makes much difference whether you bottle whi or whether 
ou barrel it, the bill is unimportant. To my mind it makes very 
little difference which way you ship or sell the poison. I do sub- 
mit again that the gentleman from Kentucky ought not to be 
1 too closely in regard to its composition or its effects. 
aughter. 

Mr. LEWIS. The gentleman has undertaken to tell us how 
297 people die annually from the effects of Kentucky whisky; 
will he now tell us how many die annually from other causes? 

Mr. MORSE. In answer 7 the gentleman from Kentucky, I 
Want to say that the indirect effects of Kentucky whisky are prob- 
ably far in excess of any statistics I have given. The indi 
effects of Kentucky whisky God alone knows. It would take a 
large vessel to contain the tears of the orphans and widows, the 
men and the women that have been reduced to poverty and mis- 
ery by Kentu whisky. If I could have my say about it,I 
would see the whole accursed stuff in the Atlantic Ocean and 
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never have another drop of it made, barreled, or bottled. ` [Laugh- 
ter and applause.| I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. EVANS. . Speaker, I yield three minutes to my col- 

e, Mr. COLSON. 
r. HENDERSON. I would not attempt to shift the respon- 
sibility, Colonel EVANS. E 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that there is no ex- 
port trade of any sort of whisky from Kentucky to the devil; so 
that if he gets it he gets it from Canada. [Laughter.] Further- 
more, I am not here asking any favor for Kentucky whisky. I 
am here speaking seriously in behalf of a large industry in many 
States that certainly furnish a large amount of revenue to help 
pay our pensions. I am asking nothing for or against whisky. 
ye I want is to give the distillers the privilege of bottling their 
whisky under the protection of the law. The existing law gives 
the right to produce. This bill neither enlarges nor takes awa 
that right. It only allows their bottling after being produced. 
That is all. 

I now yield three minutes to my colleague [Mr. CoLson]. 

Mr. COLSON. Mr. Speaker, the criticisms of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Morse] on this bill do not go to its 
merits. The question of temperance is not directly involved in 
this measure. This bill simply seeks to give such protection to 
the public that they may know, when noche drink, whether they 
are drinking pure 8 or something which may be a com- 
pound from the use of which the injurious effects follow of which 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MoRsE] complains. 

Mr. MILES. Does the gentleman om experience? 
[Laughter. 


Mr. COLSON. Only in part, but not from any experience that 
has occurred within the last few years. 5 

Mr. Speaker, men will drink whisky; and I submit it is better 
for them when they do so to know that they are drinking straight 
Kentucky whisky. [Laughter.] If this bill should become a law, 
a man when he takes a drink can know whether he is drinking 
pure Kentucky whisky. You can not now go into a saloon in this 
or any city or town in this country and purchase a bottle of 
whisky and drink it feeling assured thatit is straight whisky. It 
may be a very injurious compound. The rectifying houses all 
over the country are putting upon the market goods labeled as 
straight whisky, but not such in fact, but an article far more in- 
jurious than straight Kentucky whisky, and a person intoxicated 

y itis ready to kill anybody, not excepting even his mother-in- 

law. [Kwvaghter.] i 3 

I need say nothing as to the merit of Kentucky whisky; that 
stands without any comment. I am opposed to the use of whisky; 
but if we have it, make it possible for the consumer to know he is 
getting the pure article. And, sir, those who are opposed to the 
use of whisky ought to favor such legislation as will insure the 
consumption of the pure article, which is the least injurious of all 
the whiskies consumed. That is all there is of this question. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 


The SPEAKER. or ete minutes. 
Mr. MORSE. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia 


. TATE]. 

Mr. TATE. I offer the amendment indicated in the bill which 
I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. An amendment is not in order. 

Mr. TATE. Iask that it may be read for information. 

The SPEAKER, It will be read as part of the gentleman’s re- 
marks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “distillery,” in line 4, strike out the words “having a sur- 

not jess than 2) bushels of in, which caj ty, or 
20 oe than 10 e is commonly used ity the deuce i 

Mr. TATE. I hope the gentleman in charge of the bill will ac- 
cept this amendment. 

r. EVANS. Personally I should have no objection to it; but 
the bill as offered is in the shape which the officers of the 
Department insist is necessary as a safeguard for the interests of 
the Government. ; 

Mr. TATE. Would it be in order to strike out 20 bushels of 
grain” and insert “5”? 

: 8 EVANS. I make the point that the amendment is not in 
order. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order. 

Mr. TATE. Mr. Speaker, I hope thatif this bill be not amended 
in such a way as indicated in the proposition just read it will be 
voted down. I see no reason why this House should continue to 
jaane for the interest of the large distilleries, as has been done 
in the past. 

No man unless he distills 20 bushels of grain daily is allowed 
the benefit of this measure. I see no reason for any such discrim- 
ination between the different distillers of the country. If a man 
who is legitimately engaged in distilling uses oniy 5 bushels of 

in daily, why should he not be allowed to bottle his product in 
same way as a man in Kentucky who uses 20 bushels? That 
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is my objection to this bill, and itis one which my friend from 
Kentucky should readily appreciate. I do not see why he should 
not assent to the amendment I have proposed. It is perfectly fair. 
It gives the small distiller the same rig ts that this bill gives the 
large distiller. This bill is so palpab y unfair that it should not 
pass unless the amendment suggested by me is agreed to. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, my friend from Kentucky [Mr. 
Evans] has urged as an argument in favor of drinking that large 
revenue is raised by the Government from this source and that 
this helps to pay the taxes. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I believe 
there would be as much jones mocap and sense, and philosophy 
in inoculating men with smallpox and then laying a tax on coffins 
to raise revenue as in raising revenue by licensing men to 
on this business of making paupers, and beg , and suicides, 
and murderers. Applad y, Mr. Speaker, did you 
the confession of that poor, miserable wretch—Irving Ford— 
whose trial was entered upon to-day? Did you read his confession 
that on the morning of the sar Sie which he committed the terri- 
ble deed and murdered Elsie glo he says he bought a bottle of 
whisky and drank it? Perhaps it was Kentucky whisky. It cer- 
tainly was bottled, as proposed by the pending bill. 

Mr. COLSON. The trouble is that he got hold of the wrong 
kind. If he had got pure Kentucky Í 

Mr. MORSE. Now, I do not know anything about that. I 
do not know what State it came from. I only know the fact that 
before he did that awful deed he drank a bottle of this vile, damn- 
ing, blasting poison that has destroyed and is destroying the 
bodies and souisof men. I verily believe he would not have com- 
mitted the crime had his brain not been fired with this poison; 
and so I charge, Mr. Speaker, that that poor, miserable colored 
man, whois now awaiting his execution in the prison here for that 
crime, committed the crime in consequence of drink; and Icharge 
that the man who sold him that bottle of whisky—I charge here 
and now, in the presence of God, men, and angels, that that saloon 
korpar wasa party to that crime, and isin part responsible for that 
ay 15 murder of an innocent girl and the grief and sorrow to that 

amily. 

Do you know that when John Wilkes Booth, when he was dying. 
kept looking at his hands and crying there was blood upon his 
hands. The attendant said to him, “No; Mr. Booth. e have 
washed your hand carefully; there isno blood on your hands.” 
But he insisted there was blood on his hands. The blood of the 
martyred Lincoln was crying to heaven and the dying murderer 
thought he saw blood on his hands. And I charge the man who 
sold that bottle of whisky to this colored man that the blood of 
this poor girl is on his hands, and that he is in part responsible for 
that crime. 

I notice down here on Pennsylvania avenue, in walking back 
and forth to the Capitol—I notice a large sign which bearsin letters 
of fire the words“ Hunter’s Pure Rye.” I do not know whether 
that means pore Kentucky whisky, or what kind of whisky it 
is; but, Mr. Speaker, it is a fitting emblem—those letters of fire. 
They stand for the fire that is never quenched, for the second 
death, for ‘‘ eternal burnings,” for the loss and the ruin and the 
destruction of souls caused by this blasting, withering, damnin; 
poison. The sign over every rum shop ought to be in fire, an 
there ought to be a skull and crossbones over the door for a trade- 
mark. 1 

The gentleman from Kentucky says that strong drink is a large 
source of reyenue to the Government. I hope the argument will 
never be advanced in this Congress that it is good policy and sound, 
wise statesmanship to raise revenues for the support of the Goy- 
ernment by licensing men to make beggars, suicides, paupers, and 
murderers of their fellow-men. ad aba God pity the com- 
munity, town, city, State, or nation that raises revenue that way. 
[Renewed applause] 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that it is necessary 
to pursue the ar; ent further 

e SP. . The gentleman has eight minutes of his time 
3 

. EVANS. Isee no necessity for further debate, and will ask 
a vote. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Before the gentleman yields the floor I would 
like to ask him a question. 

Mr. EVANS. Certainly. 

I only want to add this, Mr. Speaker. I have not said anything 
about Kentucky whi I speak for all the States, and all the 
manufacturers in the States, who are interested as well as the 
people of the country generally in this legislation, some from the 
standpoint of trade, others from the standpoint of the revenue. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish to ask the gentleman where, or in 
what section of the bill, is to be found that provision to which he 
has alluded that secures to the purchaser a knowledge that the 
article he purchases from the distiller under the circumstances 
mentioned in this bill is pure? I do not find anything in the bill 
of that character. 
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There is no provision so far as I have been able to find either as 
to what Son per boule adhesiva stamp is to be, or what its func- 
ow itis 


tions are, or ing to guarantee to a all that 
the gentleman from 3 claims for the 

Mr. EVANS. I wish to say that it is not my idea that the Gov- 
ernment has anything to do with guaran g an 

urchaser in any contract sense. But, in answer to the gentleman 
Towa, the bill poran that all spirits in the distillery or 
bonded warehouse when the tax is paid may be bottled under the 
su ision of a United States officer. e adhesive stamp is 
ed to the bottle over the mouth of it, which shows that the 
distiller has complied with the law, that it is his product, the 
2 strength of it, its age, and the act expressly provides that 
bottle can not be opened without destroying the stamp, so that 
it can not be used over again for a fraudulent article. A provision 
is also made for punishing any person who attempts to alter or 
counterfeit such stamp. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman’s answer does not meet the 
inquiry. I understood him to say that this would secure some 
kind of a guaranty for the purchaser that the article he purchases 
is a genuine article. Now, on thecontrary, there is a provision in 
this bill which authorizes the mixture of different grades of 


soa 
8 ANS. Oh, no; I think the gentleman is mistaken in 


Mr. HEPBURN. The provision is that they shall be of the 
same vintage or of the same year. But you may mix them of 
different proofs and there is 3 there is no surety, no 
requirement that the stamp shall indicate anything except what 
the gentleman suggested, that it was the product of a certain 
establi ent; but there is no assurance of purity, no assurance 
of inspection, no assuranceof anykind. This onlyauthorizes the 
mixing and bottling of whiskies which have been in bond for four 
years. 

Mr. EVANS. Why, it is absolutely certain, to anybody who 
understands anything of the business, that what I said at the 
outset is perfectly correct. The object of the bill is to have the 
bottling done under Government supervision. It is to bein the dis- 
tillery warehouse; it is to be done before the spirits are taken 
from the distiller’s premises; it is to be done under Government 
supervision, and the most stringent provisions for the protection 
of the purchaser are inserted in the bill. 

But it is true it does say that the distiller may mix the same 
goods, That is to say, where there are two barrels of the same 
product produced in the fall, say of 1892, he maymix them, You 
can not expect that the bottling will just exactly exhaust the bar- 
rel, and in order to complete the filling of bottles it may be neces- 
sary to begin on a new barrel of precisely the same product. It 
does allow the mingling of two barrels of exactly the same sort of 
spirits, made by the same maker, of the same age, and all to be 
done under Government supervision. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does it allow the mixture of two barrels of 
different fs? 

Mr. ANS. Ofcourse; there are no two barrels of the same 
proof, except by accident. But it all may be reduced, by the ad- 
mixture of pure water only, to a £ of 80 cent. There is 
not a particle of difficulty on that subject. en that is done 
under the su ision of the officers, and that stamp is put over 
the mouth of the bottle, stating all the facts that this bill requires 
to be stated, itis as a guaranty as any human mind can con- 
ceive of, unless the Government makes a contract 

Mr. HEPBURN. Your bill does not even require the proof to 
be stated, does it? 

Mr. EVANS. Undoubtedly it does. You have got to state all 


that on the stam: 
Mr. HEPBURN. Will you turn to it? 
Mr. EVANS. Itis easy enough to do that— 


And there shall be plainly burned on the side of each case, to be known as 
the Government side 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is on the box, not on the barrel. 

Mr. EVANS (reading)— 

h ber, the State and 
2; R 
fide distiller, of the year and distilling season thereof, whether 
fall, of original inspection or entry into bond, and the date of 
the same wording shall be placed upon the adhesive 
over the mouth of the bottle. 

It is always intended that the evidence of proof ponies shall 
be there. It is positively, plainly, unquestionably so. ow, the 
Ways and Means Committee, let me say, had no thought about 
this as a Kentu: bill, a ee er bill, a Maryland or 
a Missouri bill. It is oy something that it seemed to us the 
tillers were fairly entitled to, to enable them to bottle their goods 
in a pure state, under Government inspection, to give them a 

market as against the Canadian article. That is the whole of it. 
I believe that there is not a member here who, when he under- 


ing to the | all 


stands it, will disa of this. The temperance question has 
nothing to do with it. I am as good a temperance man, I sup- 
pe aa my friend from Massachusetts pir; Morse]. T have 

m as seldom drunk as any man in this House. I have nothing 
to say upon that; but this is only a question of business, that is 


The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
TATE) there were—ayes 113, noes 20. 

Mr. TATE. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point of no quorum 


present. 

Mr. St aa aa What. gentleman makes the point of no 
quorum 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Georgia makes the point. 

Mr. TATE. 1 make the point of no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER (after counting the House). One hundred and 
ninety-nine gentlemen are present; aquorum. Two-thirds having 
voted in the affirmative, the bill is passed. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, my motion was to pass the bill 
with the amendments suggested by the Committee on Ways and 
Means, which were formal. 

The SPEAKER. The ir so understood it. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message from the President of the United Sta by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his clerks, announced that the t had 
ap roved and signed bills and joint resolutions of the following 

ea: 


On May 6, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 7200) for the relief of A. T. Hensley. 

On May 8, 1896: 

An act (H. R.3544) empowering and directing the Secretary of 
the ae to furnish not more than four pieces of condemned can- 
e village of New Rochelle, N. Y. 

On May 9, 1896: 

An act (H. R.5353) granting a pension to Arminda Stucker, of 
Gallatin, Mo. 

On May 11, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 145) for the relief of J. J. Lints; 

An act (H. R. 1191) to provide for the disposal of public reserva- 
tions in vacated town sites or additions to town sites in the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma; 

An act (H. R. 4456) to authorize and direct the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate one con: cannon and four pyramids of con- 
demned cannon balls to the cemetery association in the ay of 
St. Paul, Minn., to be used at or near the foot of the sol g 
monument in said cemetery; 

An act (H. R. 572) for the relief of James Duke; and 

An act (H. R. 1889) granting an honorable discharge to F. L. 


OTE.—The following bill was presented to the President April 
29, 1896, and, not having been returned by him to the House of 
Congress in which it originated within the ten days prescribed by 
the Constitution, has become a law without his approval: 
An act (H. R. 3852) to amend the record of William H. De Freest. 
On May 13, 1896: 
for the d tion of 


An act (H. R. 8820) making 8 
refugee Canadian Cree Indians from the State of Montana and 
their delivery to the Canadian authorities; 


granting the right of way upon the public lands for reservoir 
canal p ; and 


An act (H. R. 4887) granting a pension to Sarah G. Ives; 
An act (H. R. 4968) ine a pension to Helen A. Jackman, 


dependent 8 or Tleut. 


Walsh, of Stockham, : 

An act (H. R. 6104) for the relief of Anton Gloetzner; 

An act (H. R. 3046) for the relief of Frederick Van Guilder; 

An act (H. R. 1743) for the relief of Thomas L. Young; 

An act (H. R. 175) authorizing the Secretary of War to make 
certain uses of national military parks; and 

An act (H. R. 6431) to pay Peter P. Ferguson 81, 765. 

REGISTRATION OF TRADE-MARKS. 

Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the Committee 

on Interstate and Foreign Commerce to move to suspend the rules 
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and ask for the present consideration of the bill which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


E barrels, belt barrels, Oht, nit COAN, quarter 
t. en. er 
coaks, . — tins, and other receptacles and vessels used in commerce 
with foreign nations, or among the several States, or with the Indian tri 
ox among or in the Territories of the United States, or with or in the Distric 
of Columbia, and to prevent the fraudulent use of thesame in such com- 
merce. 


Any such person, firm, or tion may file in the Patert Office of the 
United States, to be recorded, a written statement name. 
domicile, citizenship, place or places of business and ce address of 
such person, firm, or corporation, and giving a description and a facsimile of 
the name or names, or other marks or devices so used by him, her, it, or 
them, pen creed and the usual name of the article or articles manufac- 
tured, bottled, packed or sold by such owner in such bottles, siphons, butts, 
hogsheads, barrels, half barrels, casks, half casks, quarter casks, boxes, kegs, 


son, firm, or corporation has the right to such use, either in the identical 
form or in any such near resemblance thereto as might be calculated to de- 
ceive; and said statement shall be sworn to py —— person, or by a member 
of such or an officer of such corporation before a notary oa or other 
officer competent to administer oaths, who shall attach his official seal to the 
same: Provided, however, That for each such statement so filed, and at the 
time the same is filed, the person, firm, or corporation filing the same shall 
pay into the Treasury of the United States the sum of 825 as a fee for such 
registration, and shall comply with such tions as may be prescribed by 
the Commissioner of Patents: Provided fw: That no registration shall be 
allowed under this act except by persons, firms, or rations domiciled in 
the United States or located in any foreign country, or tribes which. E 
eee convention, or law, afford similar privileges to citizens of the Uni 


e registered name or names, or other marks or devices, so used on such 

bottles, siphons, butts, hogsheads, barrels, half barrels, casks, half casks, 

uarter kegs, boxes, tins, or other receptacles or vessels fully as set 
forth in said statement filed under section 1 of this act, and such certificate 
shall state that such name or names, or other marks or de have been 
registered by such owner in accordance with this act, ying e title and 
date hereof. Such certificate of the Commissioner of Paten „inan 
prosecution under this act, be prima facie evidence of tion in accord- 
ance with this and also prima facie evidence that the person, firm, or 
corporation so re; red as owner is the true owner of the bottles, siphons, 
butts, hogsheads, barrels, half barrels, casks, half casks, quarter casks, kegs, 
boxes, tins, or other receptacles or vessels, the name or names, or other mar 
or devi on which have been so registered. 

SEC. 3. That after the name or names, or other marks or devices, which ap- 

r on any bottles, es butts, hogsheads, barrels, half barrels, 

Bait casks, quarter casks, kegs, boxes, or other receptacles or vessels 
have been registered as provided in section 1 of this act, any person, firm, or 
corporation who shall use in traffic any such bottles, siphons, butts, hogs- 

„ barrels, half barrels, casks, half casks, quarter 8 boxes, tins, 
or other receptacles or vessels, or make the same the 1 8 of commerce 
with foreign nations, or among the several States, or with Indian tribes, 
or among or in the Territories of the United States, or with or in the District 
of Colum shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof 
shall pay a fine of not more than $300, or be imprisoned not more than four 
months, or both, at the discretion of the court. 

SEc. this act contained shall prevent, lessen, im or 
avoid . remedy at law or in equity which — 2 party aggrieved by ar 
wron. use or sale of such bottles, siphons, butts, hogsh: barrels, 
barrels, casks, half 5 quarter casks, kegs, peen passed, > other receptacles 


regulations and prescribe forms for the transfer of the said certificates of 
registration, and for recording the said transfers in his office. 
The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
There was no demand for a second. 
Two-thirds voting in favor thereof, the rules were suspended 
and the bill passed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following priv- 
gogod report from the Committee on Rules, and moye its adop- 


on. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred House Resolution No. 329, 
have had the same under consideration, and beg leave to report the follow- 
ing substitute therefor: 

esolved, That immediately after the adoption of this rule, and until 4 
o'clock, Tuesday, May 19, the time of the House shall be given to the consid- 


eration of such bills on the House Calendar as have been by_the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, and that at 4 o'clock, Mer 
in 


this — on shall be constru: 
bills and conference reports. 


Mr. HENDERSON, Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Before the previous question is ordered I 
should like to suggest that at the time this resolution was agreed 
upon by the Committee on Rules it was intended to give us to- 
day and to-morrow for the consideration of immigration bills. 
The day having been consumed by other business, I suggest that 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization be given an- 
other day (to-morrow and the day after) for the purpose of con- 
sidering these bills. There are so many gentlemen who have 
signified to me their desire to occupy the floor that it will be im- 
possible to get aronga Dy to-morrow at 4 o'clock. I would offer 
as amendment, Mr. Speaker, that to-morrow and Wednesday be 
devoted to the consideration of immigration bills. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I have no authority to ac- 
cept that amendment. The request of the gentleman was for one 
day, and we give one day plus what is used this day. If to-mor- 
row the House feels like an extension should be given, that could 
be done by unanimous consent, if it is the uniform judgment of 
the House; but we have other matters 12 from the Com- 
mittee on Labor and the Committees on Elections; and inasmuch 
as this piyes the day asked for and what isleft of to-day, I think 
we ought to go ahead with the order. : 

The SPEAKER 
question. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT and others. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 36. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I now ask unanimous con- 
eni mat the vote be taken on Wednesday at 4 o’clock instead of 

esday. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I want to say a word right here. We 
may as well be square with each other. The gentleman from 
Missouri is opposed to the consideration of the bill at all, and 
does not represent the views of his committee. He asked for one 
day before he went away. We have piren him one day, and he 
can have an hour during this day, and he has been spending to- 
Bag Ag ry A ay us from bringing = this bill at all. 

* OL. DT. I will say to the House, in answer to the 
gentleman from Iowa, that he is entirely mistaken in his state- 
ment. I stand here F favoring, and advocating the 
passage of the educational test bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Does the gentleman deny that he has been 
laboring with me not to bring up this rule? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I deny that. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is all I claim. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I deny it. I only stated that there were 
quite a number of members of this House who had come to me 
and told me that it might not be policy to bring up this matter, 
and I simply reported to the gentleman from Iowa what those 
aa oc told me, reserving my own individual view upon that 
question. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I certainly understood the gentleman to 
be opposed this — i to bringing up the rule to-day, and sev- 
eral other members told me he had spoken to them. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, if we are going to treat this question at all, let us treat 
it, and have the manhood and the courage to do so. The gentle- 
man knows we are planning to give two days to the Committee on 
Labor, and then there are several election cases to be considered, 
and no one knows at what hour the gavel of adjournment may fall, 

Mr. PICKLER. I have had a resolution before the Committee 
on Rules for some time for the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
[Laughter.] Last Frida: mem we were cut out of the time, 

Mr. CORLISS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa 
if it is not true that this is one of the most important questions 
now pending in this country, and one in which a great mass of 

rsonsare interested? And as the representative of the committee 

think he ought to yield the time, and yield it gracefully. 

Mr. HEN. DERSO J. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman, 
I am simply attempting to represent the action taken by the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Speaker, is there any wa 
in which we can get a vote extending the time of this debate? 

it in order to move an amendment? 

Mr. HENDERSON. No, I do not see that that can be done, 
But I want to say this: The question is on the request for unani- 
mous consent and I have not objected to it. I only wanted the 
House to understand the position of the chairman of the Com- 
sical on Immigration, because he seems to be fighting for mere 

e. 


. The question is on ordering the previous 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
ee one that debate be extended until Wednesday at 4 
o'clock. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I object. [Cries of Oh, don’t!”] 
I want a day for pensions. 

Mr. ES. That is not the way to o gol it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Isa motion in order? 

The SPEAKER. A motion will not be in order. 


Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parlia- | 


mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman will state it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Would it be in order to move to 
recommit this resolution to the Committee on Rules with instruc- 
tions to strike out 19th” and insert 20th”? 

The SPEAKER. It would. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Then I move to recommit the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. But not at this time. 

Mr. HENDERSON. There are twenty minutes for debate on 
each side. I reserve my time. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota with- 
draws his objection. Is there further objection? 

Mr. KEM and Mr. BROWN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to recommit. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope that some agreement may be reached 
by which we can have more time to debate this important bill. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a brief state- 
ment by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is entitled to 
twenty minutes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I wish the House to under- 
stand that there is not merely one bill to be discussed, but there 
are four or five different bills, three of which have been reported 
by the Committee on Immigration to the House. I understand 
that the authors of those several bills desire to be heard. Itis also 
customary that each member of a committee having a measure 
before the House for consideration shall haye time in which to 
discuss it, and if that custom is to be complied with it will, of 
course, be impossible to properly debate this important measure 
to-morrow between the 5 of the morning hour and 4 
o'clock in the afternoon. This is a very important question, the 
only one, by the way, upon which a caucus has been called during 
this session of Congress. 

Now, if we are going to have this question up for discussion, 
my friend from lowa, let us have it out, and let us have time 
enough in which to make the discussion thorough. For these 
reasons I hope the motion to recommit to the Committee on Rules 
with instructions to insert Wednesday” instead of Tuesday“ 
will be adopted by the House. I yield now to my colleague [Mr. 
Dockery}. 

Mr. KERY. Mr. Speaker, having just come into the Hall, 
I learn that a rule has been reported from the Committee on Rules 

roviding for the consideration of the immigration bill and allow- 
ing only four hours for debate. This is a very important ques- 
tion, and, aside from the members of the Committee on omer ea 
tion, I suppose that the members of the House generally will be 

i to discuss it thoroughly. Therefore, inasmuch as we 
have a good deal of time on hand, it seems to me that the gentle- 
man from Iowa in charge of this report should consent to allow 
another day for this debate, and 1 hope he will do so. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, without expressing any opinion 
at all as to whether or not the time proposed in the rule should be 
extended, it seems to me that the chairman of the Committee on 
Immigration is putting the Committee on Rules in a false position. 
For the last three or four weeks I have been approached by a num- 
ber of gentlemen, pom oe and — tan maune, 1 re- 
spect to getting a day for immigration,” but until the gentleman 
from Misgi rose a while ago I never heard an intimation that 
he or anybody wanted more than one day. When the chairman 
of that committee was with the Committee on Rules this morning 
he did not intimate that he wanted more than one day. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If the gentleman will permit a brief inter- 
ruption at that point, I want to suggest to him that he, as an old 
member of the House, knows very well that when a question is 
likely to come up for discussion is the time when members seek 
for an opportunity of debating it, and I myself had no idea that 
there were so many gentlemen desirous of discussing this matter 
until now, when there is an immediate prospect of its coming be- 
fore the House. 5 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, this matter has been discussed 
in this House, pro and con, day in and day out, for the last two 
weeks, and, as I have already said, I have been approached by a 
great many tlemen with reference to the subject, but until a 
moment ago I never heard an intimation that more time than one 
day was desired, 


Mr. HENDERSON. If my colleague on the committee will 
allow me, I hold in my hand the original resolution introduced 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Danrorp], for which we have 
brought in a substitute. That original resolution reads: 

Resolved, That Monday, the 18th day of May, 1896, be set a 
mittee on Rules for the consideration of reports from the 
migration of this House. 

There is the official record. Now, by this rule we give them 
one day, and, in addition to that, all that can be saved out of this 


day. 

Vr. DALZELL. In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, a petition in 
relation to this matter has been in circulation in this House for 
two weeks, and no suggestion has been made by anybody that 
more than one day was desired. The chairman of the committee ` 
says there are four bills to be considered, but all those four bills 
can be considered at the same time. One of them may be pre- 
sented by the chairman of the committee and each of the others 
may be offered as an amendment; and even if we consider that 
the whole four of them are to be before the House for discussion 
at one time, they contain propositions which require no lengthy 
discussion. Each bill em es a ane, solitary principle. For 
instance, the bill known as the McCall bill provides for an educa- 
tional test. It embodies that single principle. The bill presented 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. DANFORD], known as the Stone 
bill, provides for consular certification. The other bills, the one 
introduced by the gentleman-from Michigan [Mr. Coruiss] and 
the one proposed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. MaHANx], 
provide for the Koping ont of alien labor, of aliens who come here 
to work and then go k to their own country, carrying their 
money with them. 

Now, those three simple principles cover the whole ground, and 
there is no necėssity for any very lengthy discussion unless, pos- 
sibly, to get into the RECORD and send out matter for the benefit 
of our constituents, all of which can be done by obtaining leave 
to print, which I have no doubt will be given. Now, I end as I 
began. I am not expressing any opinion as to whether the time 
ought to be extended, and if the House is disposed to give more 
time I am not STOR Dat I will not yield; but I want it to be 
understood that the Committee on Rules have reported in favor 
of giving the gentleman from Missouri all the time that he or 
anybody speaking on behalf of his committee has asked. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. S er, I wish to say that I am cer- 
tainly under obligations to the Committee on Rules because of 
their courtesy in not calling this matter up during my absence. 
I desire to go on record as saying that much. The chairman of 
each committee of the House, as I understand, is entitled to one 
hour. I have been informed by about six members of our com- 
mittee that each of them desires from thirty to forty minutes. 
The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cor.iss], the author of one 
of these bills, desires from thi 7 to forty minutes, and a number 
of other gentlemen desire to be heard; and I submit that it would 
be impossible for all of these gentlemen to be accommodated be- 
tween the pac, “pape of the morning hour and 4o0’clock to-morrow. 
One hour will be consumed by the morning hour, so that it will 
probably be 1 o’clock before we reach this important matter, leay- 
ing for it only three hours, one of which I shall certainly have to 
occupy, no matter how the rest of the House may fare. I shall 
insist apon it. D soghter:] 

I yield to the gentleman from California [Mr. JOHNSON]. 

r. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Speaker, I look on this as 
one of the most important matters that can come before Congress. 
Ido not think ye are very much rushed for time. Why, sir, it is 
only a week since we adjourned over Saturday so as to allow 
members to go to a planked shad dinner down the Potomac some- 
where, and nobody objected. Only last Friday we adjourned 
over because there was not any business to attend to. et the 
gentleman on the other side says we are so rushed with business 
that we must curtail this discussion. Here are two Saturdays 
that we have wasted in P peed Now, why not devote one or two 
days to the discussion of a matter of this importance? Why, sir, 
I remember that we devoted four or five or six days to discussing 
the pension question. I remember, too, that liberal time was 
given to the consideration of other matters, such for instance, as 
the bankruptcy bill, on which, as is suggested to me, five days 
were occupied. 

It is suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania . DAL- 
ZELL] that members can print their speeches on this subject and 
in that way send them to their constituents. That may be; yet, 
sir, members naturally want to discuss this question before the 
House, for it is an important question, and its discussion ought 
not to be limited to three hours. 

Are you afraid to discuss it? Is there anything in this ques- 
tion that scares anybody on this floor? Is the Republican party 
afraid to discuss it? Is the Democratic party afraid to discuss it? 
Is the Populist party afraid to discuss it? Is thereany individual 
member afraid to discuss it? If not, why not give plenty of 


rt by the Com- 
mmittee on Im- 
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time for its discussion? I repeat, it is an im 
The conventions of nearly all the States in the Union have passed 
resolutions in regard to it. It is a question we have got to meet. 
We can not rie ig it; we can not put it under our feet. When 
a caucus was called upon this matter some of you gentlemen suc- 


rtant question. 


ceeded in suppressing it by staying away, so that there was not a 
arame ow, why not meet this matter boldly? Why not 
iscuss it 


Three hours to discuss the immigration measure, which affects 
the whole United States, when we had five days to discuss the 
bankruptcy bill and when we haye been able to adjourn over two 
successive Saturdays in order to have a good time! I do not ob- 
ject to such adjournments; I am simply urging that we have 

lenty of time. Weare not going to adjourn within a week, or 
o weeks, or three weeks. Gentlemen need not worry about 
adjournment. We are bound to stay here for at least two weeks 
more, and they might as well understand it first as last. In m 
judgment, speaking from what Ihave heard to-day, we are boun 
to be here at least four weeks longer. We will be here three 
weeks at any rate; and we can not put in three or four daya an 
better than in discussing thisimmigration question. [App aae 
It is a question that affects every city, every county, every State 
in the Union; it affects the whole country. The evils of immi- 
gration are striking a blow at the heart of the nation; they are 
affecting us most deeply when we attempt to deal with the differ- 
ent problems of citizenship and statesmanship in this land. We 
ought to discuss this question, and we ought to discuss it amon. 
ourselves—not merely print our speeches in the RECORD to sen 
them to our constituents. 

Tam informed by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. TRACEWELL] 
that more petitions have been filed in this House in favor of ac- 
tion on the immigration question than upon all other matters put 
together. That shows that the American people are waking u 
in reference to this subject, that they are beginning to understan 
that this immigration question is the question of theday. There- 
fore we ought to take hold of it and act upon it. If in order, there- 
fore, I will move, unless the motion shall be made by the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. BaRTHOLDT]—and I desire to give notice 
of the motion now—that this resolution be recommitted to the 
Committee on Rules with instruction to strike out “19th” and 
insert ‘‘20th.” 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I am getting a little scared 
at finding myself in the same boat with a gentleman who is en- 
tirely opposed to immigration. Therefore I submit as a compro- 
mise proposition the request that the House permit these various 
immigration bills to be discussed to-morrow until 5 o’clock, and 
that the vote be taken on Wednesday immediately after the read- 
ing of the Journal. 

r. HENDERSON. That will be agreeable to me, and I am 
satisfied that my colleagues on the committee will agree to it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I object to it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California and others objected. 

Mr. PARKER rose, 

Mr. HENDERSON. We will give the gentleman a chance to 
be heard after a while. 

Mr. PARKER. Ido not want to talk after a while; I want to 
talk now. I want to talk on this question of time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, That is all right. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, when there are three proposi- 
tions, three several bills before the House 

A MEMBER. Four. 

Mr. PARKER. Four different bills, involvingas many different 

lans of settling one of the mostimportant subjects that can come 
fore this House for disposition, I submit that we should trust the 
House to discuss each measure successively and to come toa conclu- 
sion on deliberation. [Applause.] If weareto go into thisquestion 
at all, I deprecate going into it in any such way as we have disposed 
of other measures. If we are going into the question at all, let 
us understand it and probe it to the bottom, and let us see and know 
what we are dealing with. The great throngs of honest, straight- 
forward, earnest men and women, families striving to better their 
condition, whom we may keep out by any plan that is not exactly 
right, is a matter of serious moment. Let us take time and con- 
sider it in all of its details. [Applause. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, if the 5 from Mis- 
souri will yield to me for a moment, I would like to say a word. 

The Committee on Rules, with reference to the measures that 
come from one committee, haye provided for ten days of debate. 
Neither one of the propositions was of that importance to receive 
the attention of any of the national conventions; yet this question 
that now presents itself, that has received the attention of every 
national convention assembled in 1892, and was declared by them 
to be one of the burning questions that ought to be considered, this 
8 is to be disposed of with but three or four hours: debate. I 

o not believe that such a question ought to be disposed of in that 


time. [Applause.] It is one of the utmost consequence; and, as 
has been said here, there are four radically different pr: tions. 
They are reported here by four different gentleman; and if each one 
is given an hour to discuss his proposition, that consumes all the 
time the Committee on Rules propose to give for the consideration 
of this entire matter. 

I hope the gentleman from Missouri will withdraw his compro- 
mise proposition, and that the House will insist on the matter 
being recommitted, with instructions to the Committee on Rules 
to give proper time for the consideration of a measure of such 
vital importance as this. [appina] 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HENDERSON] yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. HEND; ON. Iwould ask how much time is remaining, 
Mr. Speaker, on each side? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri has nine min- 
utes and the gentleman from Iowa fourteen. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania for a few minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I have been, perhaps, 
as much engaged in endeavoring to get the consideration of immi- 
gration bills as any other member of the House, and while I am 
perfectly willing, and would, in fact, desire more time than the 
rule gives, yet I feel it to be my duty to the House to say that the 
Committee on Rules has treated the petitioners on this subject 
with absolute fairness and has not intended to report any insuffi- 
cient time. It has taken the requests submitted to it and accorded 
the time in pursuance of them. 

Now, I am not opposed to extending the time, butI do not think 
there is the slightest room for criticism of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. We do not mean to make any such criti- 


cism. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I yield to my colleague from Iowa a few 
moments. 

Mr. LACEY. I only wish to make a suggestion. The House 
has already practically agreed to extend the debate until 5 o’clock, 
There seems to be no objection to that. Iwould suggest, there- 
fore, that unanimous consent be had that at 5 o'clock to-morrow 
evening a recess be taken until 8 o’clock, and the evening session 
be devoted to debate only. [Cries of “No!” “No!” 

A MEMBER., The weather is entirely too hot for that. 

Mr. LACEY. That would give about three hours’ additional 
time for debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the proposition of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BarTHOLDT] that the time be ex- 
tended under the resolution until 5 o’clock, and that a vote be 
taken on Wednesday immediately after the reading of the Journal, 
Is there objection? 

Mr, BLUE and others objected. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. S er, if we can get unanimous 
consent to that, I would be willing to scopi the proposition of 
the gentleman from TARI REN Lackx] to have an evening ses- 
sion. [Cries of “No!” „No!“ 

Mr. DERSON. Mr. Speaker, now let us understand each 
other if we can. I have read the resolution sent to the Commit- 
tee on Rules asking for one day. We had before us the chair- 
main of the committee this morning before acting, and Colonel 
STONE, the author of the Stone bill, and anybody else that we 
could find that was interested in the matter who was near, and 
concluded to give them to-morrow and what we could save of to- 
day. We gave all that was asked and more. A good hour could 
bava been saved to-day if we had gone promptly to work on this 

ill. 

I can not agree with my friend from California Mr. JOHNSON] as 
tothelength of the session, although I do not pretend to be anythin; 
of a prophet in that direction or any other But, from the bes 
evidence we have. we ought to be away from the 7th to the 10th 
of June beyond question. In the meantime we have four election 
cases ready for consideration. We feel that the Committee on 
Labor should have two days, and we have other matters pressing 
upon the committee. We are trying to divide the time. Now, 
when we have given this committee all that it asked and more, I 
simply want the House to understand that your Committee on 
Rules, with whom it is very easy to find fault, are doing the best 
that we can to keep matters moving in the House, in the most 
prudent way that we can, after taking counsel from the member- 
ship of the House; and when we have done all that, we do not 
want to be put in a false light by the committee for which we 
have been acting, ially in this instance. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, one or two requests have been made for 
unanimous consent—— 

Mr. CROWTHER. I should like to suggest to my friend 

Mr, HENDERSON. Just let me finish my remarks and see if 
we can not get to work. I will take the responsibility, after con- 
sultation with two other members of the Committee on Rules, the 
deep one from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] and my colleague 

m Pennsylvania [Mr. DALzELLI—I have not had the time to 
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consult with the Speaker—of making the proposition ‘that the 
committee haye to-morrow and until 3 o’clock on the following day 
and take a vote at that time, under the operation of this rule, 


Several MEMBERS. That is all right. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from lowa? 

Mr. KEM. I object, 

Mr. HEND N. Itis perfectly evident that objection will 
be made to any proposition of this sort. If the Speaker will 
recognize me, I will amend the resolution and endeavor to get it 
passed under suspension of the rules. 

Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and to pass the reso- 
lution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That immediately after the adoption of this rule, and until 4 
o'clock, Wednesday, May 20, the time of the House shall be given to the con- 
sideration of such bills on the House Calendar as haye been reported by the 

ittee on Immigration and Naturalization—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Iwanttoknow what that means. 
Does it mean that debate will cease to-morrow at 4 o’clock—— 

A MEMBER. The day after to-morrow. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. And then that the debate shall 
begin again the next day and run until 3 o'clock? As I under- 
stand, it was to be all day to-morrow. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman will see that the proposition 
is not to limit to-morrow’s session. 

Mr. PICKLER. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PICKLER. What becomes of the resolution from the Com- 
mittee on Rules on which the previous question was ordered? 

The SPEAKER. The action of the House upon this, if there 
were no objection, would suspend it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Ido not want to object to the Committee on 
Immigration having the time, but I am very much in earnest in 
behalf of the Committee on Invalid Pensions that they may have 
some time for the consideration of pension bills, and 


ask this in 
behalf of 300 tlemen here on this floor. 

The SPE . Doesthe gentleman sheer to this proceeding? 
Mr. PICKLER. No; I do not object to this. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. {ask that the rule be read. 
Mr. PITNEY. I should like to have the rule again reported. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That 5 after the gun of this rule, and until 4 
couo hls Spt May 20, the time of the House shall be given to the con- 
sideration of such bills House Calendar as have been reported by 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization; and that at 4 o’clock, May 20, 
the previous question shall be considered as ordered on the ing bill 


pe amendments to ee Provided, however, That nothing in this 
resolution shall be construed as interfering with general appropriation bills 
and conference reports. 


Mr. JOHNSON of California. That is all right. 

Mr. PICKLER. That gives them two days. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I ask unanimous consent that a second be 
considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Unless a second is demanded, the Chair will 
put the gona to a vote. The question is on suspending the 
rules and passing the resolution, 

Two-thirds voting in favor thereof, the rules were suspended 
and the resolution was passed. 

REPRINT OF IMMIGRATION BILLS. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask a reprint of all the re- 
ports on the immigration bills reported by the committee. and 
now upon the House Calendar, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri? 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Iask unanimous consent for the 

rint of the bill H. R. 58, and the report, which are exhausted. 

eSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania . WIL- 

LIAM A. STONE] asks unanimous consent for the reprint of House 
bill 58, and the report thereon. Is there objection? 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 

taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker as 


follows: 

A bill (S. gg Bo provide for the erection of a public buildin: 
5 . a. to the Committee on Public Buildings an 

rounds. 

A bill (S. 2420) to regulate the pay of noncommissioned officers 
in the Army—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1335) for the relier of John Veeley—to the Committee 


on Cl E 
A bill (S. 1381) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
„record of Patrick Larkin—to the Committee on Military 


A bill (S. 2540) to provide compensation fora bridge and for 
buildings and other improvements constructed by certain 8 
upon public lands afterwards set apart and reserved as the Yel- 
lowstone National Park—to the Committee on Claims. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 247) granting a pension to Wallace McGrath; 

A bill © 466) granting an increase of pone to William Brown; 

A bill (S. 705) granting a pension to rae Muncey; 

A bill (S. 746) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. Donahoe; 

A bill (S. 1051) granting a pension to Elizabeth New, widow of 
52 bill (S. 2175) J: Loyd ¥ late 

i 0 gran a pension to James Loyd Young, 
of pr are A, Sixth . Kentucky Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 2936) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Niagara River, in the town of Lewiston, in the county of 
Niagara, State of New York; 

A bill (S. 147) granting a pension to Elvira Bachelder; 

A bill (S. 2822) to increase the pension of Theodore V. Purdy; 

A bill (S. 145) granting a pension to Niana Ardelle Bliss; 

A bill (S. 144) granting an increase of pension to T. Clarkson 


A bill (S. 2357) granting a pension to Elizabeth Watts Kearny, 
daughter of the late Philip Kearny, major-general of the United 
States Army; 

A bill (S. 2014) granting an increase of pension to Sarah H. Bull; 
on pu (S. 177) granting an increase of pension to Sophia D. 

endenin; 

A bill (8. 246) granting a pension to Nancy Carson Blunt; 

A bill (H. R. 5854) granting a pension to John Caster; 

A bill (H. R. 3607) to increase the pension of Kate Grant; 

A bill (H. R. 515) granting a pension to William Grose; 

A bill (H. R. 2326) granting a peonon to Thomas Holaday; 

A bill (H, R. 4255) to provide for settlement of titles and di 
sition of public lands in the Arredondo grant, in Columbia County, 


A bill (H. R. 5140) for the relief of Michael H. J. Crouch, late 
of Company M, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 8012) donating condemned cannon and cannon balls; 
8 A bill Sis R. 6298) to correct the military record of Charles K. 

enree, etc.; 

A bill (H. R. 3426) gran an increase of pension to Eugenia 
R. eee widow of seme bes Thomas W. Sweeny, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 483) for the relief of Mary Jane Lynn, the daughter 
of John R. agen a Revolutionary soldier; ; 

A bill (H. R. 2844) granting a pension to Martha McNeil; 

A bill (E R. 7671) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Na donate one condemned cannon and condemned cannon 
balls to U. S. Grant Post, No. 72, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Washington, Ind., and for other Ses; 

A bill (H. R. 5814) granting a pension to Cassie A. Davis, widow 
= J 1 P. Davis and mother of Mary T. Davis, an invalid 

ug ; 

A bill (H. R. 4182) granting increase of ion to singel acted 
C. Hall, 5 mother of John W. Williams, dec , late 
surgeon, United States Army; 

A bill (H. R. 6037) ing a pension to Amanda Woodcock; 

A bill (H. R. 7161) for the relief of Benjamin F. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 4712) granting a pension to Margaret A. Luthy; 

A bill (H. R. 4528) granting a pension to Katherine S. McCart- 
ney, widow of William H. McCartney; 

A bill (H. R. 1181) for the relief of Maria E. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 4526) ting a pension to Jonathan Scott; and 

A bill E R. 900) to provide for the payment of the claim of 
Wiliam H. Mahony. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted: 

To Mr. LATIMER, for six days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BRUMM, for three days, on account of important business, 

To Mr. MEYER, for one week, on account of important business, 

To Mr. OGDEN, for one week, on account of important business, 

To Mr. SNovER, for two weeks, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. Cox, for ten days, on account of important business. 

And then,on motion of Mr. DINGLEY (at 5 o’clock and 9 min- 
utes p.m.), the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona, from the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8676) to 
enable the town of Flagstaff, in the Territory of Arizona, to issue 
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bonds to construct a water system, 2 cr the same without 
amendment, accompanied by ar ¢ o. 1866); which said bill 
and re were referred to the House ndar. 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1424) 
entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to amend sec- 
tion 4178, Revised Statutes, in relation to the marking of vessels’ 
names at bow and stern, and also to provide for marking the 
draft,’ approved . 21, 1891,” i eT the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1867); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6399) to amend the laws relating to Amer- 
ican seamen, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a rt (No. 1868); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Bones Calendar. 

Mr. ELLIS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R.1683) granting to the 
State of Kansas the entire remaining portion of the abandoned 
Fort Dodge Military Reservation in said State as an addition to 
and for the use of the State Soldiers’ Home, rted the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1869); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. QUIGG, from the Committee on the Library, to which was 
ref the bill of the Senate (S. 1188) entitled An act to pro- 
vide for the erection of a monument to Gen. Nathanael Greene 
on the battlefield of Guilford Court-House,” reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1870); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R.6889) for the removal of the remains of 
Joel Barlow to the United States, reported the same with amend- 
ment, ee by a report (No. 1871); which said bill andre- 
port were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
By Mr. SNOVER, from the Committee on Claims: 
e bill (H. R.3754) for the relief of the estate of Richard Law- 
son. 9 77 No. 1852.) 
The bill (S. 532) entitled “An act for the relief of H. W. Ship- 
bg 
he 


Report No. 1855. 
y , (Report No. 
1856.) 


(H. R. 4617) to pay W. C. Gilbert $150. 

By Mr. WATSON of Indiana, from the Committee on Claims: 
The bill (H. R.3535) to reimburse the city of New Albany, Ind. 
(Report No. 1857.) 

By Mr. DENNY, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(S. 1860) entitled “An act for the relief of John M. Guyton, late 
postmaster at Blacksburg, S. C.” (Report No. 1853.) 

By Mr. BRUMM, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 2040) authorizing additional compensation to the assistant 
commissioners to the industrial exhibition at Melbourne, Australia. 


Report No. 1854. 
N BARER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: 

The bill (S. 2542) entitled “An act granting a pension to Ste- 
phen Maines.” rt No. 1858.) 

The bill (H. R. 7128) granting a pension to Anna P. Johnson. 
(Report No. oe 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
we 4 — 555 R. 7424) granting a pension to John Deming. (Report 

0. 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 3581) ting an increase of pension to James Blake- 
man. (Report No. 1861.) 

By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 2290) entitled An act ting a pension to Hester 
A. Robinson.“ (Report No. 1862.) 

By Mr. THO , from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

e bill (H. R. 5782) ting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Anna Wedel. (Report No. 1863.) 

The bill (H. R. 3844) to restore to the pension roll the name of 
Cyrenius Dennis. (Report No, 1864.) 

The bill (S. 1883) entitled An act to t a pension to Char- 
lotte O. Van Cleve, widow of Gen. Horatio P. Van Cleve.” 
(Report No. 725 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
ei 2 5 my granting a pension to Elizabeth Peaslee. (Re- 
port No. 5 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 6391) to restore to the pension roll Levi Goens. (Re- 
port No. 1873.) 


poet COFFIN, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill (H. 
55 128. increase the pension of Caroline S. Baker. (Report 

0. 

By Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
1 yA 555 (H. R. 1301) for relief of Julius A. Morrill. (Report 

0. . 

The bill (H. R. 1296) to correct the military record of Henry L. 
Franklin. (Report No. 1876.) ; 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 

85 consideration of the following bills; Which were referred, as 
OLLOWS: 

The bill (H. R. 8904) to increase the pension of Sarah Mont- 
gomery—Comunittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 8933) for the relief of Peter C. Lawyer—Com- 
mittes on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
x 5 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 9024) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to promote the administration of justice in 
the Army,” approved October 1, 1890, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HART: A bill (H. R. 9025) granting to Colonel John 
Nyce Post. No. 459, Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of 
the Republic, at Milford, Pike County, Pa., 2 condemned cannon 
ann 2 pyramids of cannon balls—to the Committee on Naval Af- 

airs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 9026) to establish a re- 
treat for homeless mothers, wives, and widows of ex-Union sol- 
diers and sailors—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 9028) to prevent the importation 
25 impure and unwholesome tea to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 9029) to grant to 
the Hudson Reservoirand Canal Company the right of way through 
re Gila River Indian Reservation—to the Committee on Indian 

‘airs. g 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 7 Soy y the Seneca band of 
Indians at the Quapaw Agency, Ind. T., the trust funds belongi 
to them and remaining in the United States Treasury—to the 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BROSIUS (by zogut): A joint resolution (H. Res. 186) 
empowering the Secr of War to purchase the bronze bust of 
Secretary of War Edwin M. Stanton for the War Department—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A resolution (House Res. No. 340) 
requesting the Secretary of War to transmit to the House of 
Representatives a list of publications relative to the battles, 
campaigns, and military movements at or near Chattanooga, 
Chi auga, etc., for the use of the Military Committee—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: A resolution (House Res. No. 341) relating 
to private pension bills—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. LITTLE: A resolution (House Res. No. 342) asking con- 
sideration of House bill No. 7083, to prohibit the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors in the Capitol building, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Rules, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause I of Rule XXII, private billsof the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 9027) for the relief of Lucinda 
Hitchcock—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 9032) for the relief of Win- 
ifr ager the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCK: A bill (H. R. 9033) for the relief of J. M. Char- 
pea of St. Mary’s Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 

ims. 


Also, a bill (H. R.9034) for the relief of William Rose, of Iberia 
Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 9035) for the relief of Mrs. 
Margaret J. 5 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 9036) for the relief 
of . Elizabeth Dabney—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9037) for the relief of Lieut. I. L. Crow—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H. R. 9038) granting an increase of 
Sopris to Bennett E. Huffman—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 9039) for the relief of George R. Lankford— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9040) granting an increase of pension to Ida 
B. Harmon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill E 9041) granting a pension to Jessie C. Lay of 


Meadersville, 
Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 9042) for the 
relief of Frank Lincoln to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 9043) for the relief of the 
heirs of Edwin D. Breed—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ELLETT of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 9044) for the relief 
of Mrs. Ellen H. Smith, of King William County, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9045) for the relief of John Bowers, of Hen- 
rico County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9046) for the relief of R. W. Elsom—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 9047) granting an 
increase of pension to Aurelius Roberts—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 9048) granting an increase of 
pension to Sawyer Sugs—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9049) nting a pension to Hiram Runyan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9050) granting a pension to Elias W. 
Gresham, late second lieutenant, Indiana militia—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9051) for the relief of Alfred Bridwell—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9052) granting an honorable discharge to Rich- 
ard Christian—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. oe) penne a pension to Rachael McCart— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 9054) for the relief of Frank 
Edwards, Philadelphia, Pa.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOWE: A bill (H. R. 9055) granting a pension to Eliza 
J. Britton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 9056) to place 
the name of Mrs. Rosa G. Thompson, formerly Mrs, Rosa G. Ed- 
wards, upon the pension rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
si 


ons. 
` Also, a bill (H. R. 9057) to restore James W. Murray, jr., to the 

pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
* Also, a bill (H. R. 9058) to place the name of Samuel J. Dunlap 
upon the pension roll—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9059) to increase the pension of Frederick 
Kleiber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 9060) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Kibele—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: <A bill gs R. 9061) for the relief 
of the estate of Charles Dumanet, late of Perry County, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POOLE: A bill (H. R. 9062) granting a pension to M; 
M. Walrath, widow of Ezra L. Walrath, late lieutenant-colonel, 
One hundred and fifteenth Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
seg Pe: he Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. 


itley County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid 


OYSE: A bill (H. R. 9063) to relieve James M. Wil- 
son, late private 2 O, First Mississippi Marine Brigade, 
from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN HORN: A bill (H. R. 9064) granting a pension to 
Albert G. Stark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 9065) granting a pension 
to Cornelius L. Leport—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 9066) granting a pension 
to John Haynes, of Salina, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: A bill (H. R.9067) for the relief of 
De 5 Shepard to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 9068) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles F. Coles—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9069) nting an increase of pension to 
Charles Robinson, alias Robbins—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 9070) granting a pension to 
Florence N. Waldron, helpless daughter of Capt. Samuel F. 
Waldron, Company I, Thirty-third Regiment New Jersey Infan- 

Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 9071) for the relief of Wil- 
liam M. Underwood, of Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following 8 and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ALLEN of Utah: Petitions of citizens of Kaysville, 


Kanab, and Salt Lake City, all of the State of Utah, for favora- 
ble action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, to amend the postal 
laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: Sundry petitions of citizens of Nebraska, 
praying for the passage of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, relating 
Z posta laws—to the Committee on the Post-Ofñce and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. APSLEY: Petition of Thomas McCutchins and 16 other 
citizens of Natick, Mass., protesting against the passage of House 
bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Petitions of citizens of 
Whitfield and Nashua, N. H., in favor of the passage of House 
bills Nos. 838 and 4566, for 1-cent letter postage and the amend- 
ment of the laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-R ` 

By Mr. BARHAM: Petition of citizens of Petaluma, Cal., for 
the passage of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, to amend the postal 
laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BARRETT: Resolutions of Boot and Shoe Cutters’ 
Union, No. 3662, of Lynn, Mass., favoring the passage of House 
bill No. 6119, for a nonpartisan labor commission—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. BLACK of New York: Petition of citizens of Troy 
N. Y., asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 
4566, to amend the laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-R 5 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petitions of citizens of Portland, Belfast, 
Dexter, Hallowell, Eastport, and Norridgewock, Me., praying for 
favorable action on House bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage, 
and bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOWERS: Petitions of citizens of-Riverside, Hollister, 
San Diego, Redlands, and Tustin, for favorable action on House 
bills No. 4566 and 838, to amend the postal laws—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petitions of citizens of Danville, Ridge Farm, 
and Armstrong, in Vermilion Ce aiso Juliet and Lockport, 
in Will County; also Buckley and Clifton, in Iroquois County; also 
of citizens of the counties of Kane, Grundy, Kendall, Dupage, 
and Dekalb, all in the State of Illinois, favoring the passage of 
House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, to amend the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CLARKE of Alabama: Petition of citizens of Mobile, 
Ala., asking for the passage of House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to 
amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COLSON: Petition of the Con tional church of 
Williamsburg, Ky., favoring the enactment of a Sunday-rest law 
for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petitions of citizens of South 
Wayne, Clinton, Delavan, Blanchardville, Argyle, and Racine, 
Wis., praying for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 
4566, to amend the tal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-R 4 

By Mr. CRUMP: Petition of William D. Gordon and 58 other 
citizens of Midland City, Mich., asking favorable consideration of 
House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
relief of the son of Edwin D. Breed—to the Committee on 


Claims, 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Petition of citizens of Uniontown, Wash., 
asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to 
amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ELLETT of Virginia: Petition of heirs of Sarah E. 
Chadwick, deceased, late of New Kent County, Va., praying ref- 
erence of her war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT of South Carolina: Petition of Thomas F. 
W and other citizens of Beaufort, S. C., asking for favorable 
action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, amending the postal 
laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

_By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of citizens of Portland, Oreg., asking 
for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, amending 
ap pont laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oa 


By Mr. FOSS: Petition of the Legal Adviser Publishing Com- 
pany, favoring the passage of House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, 
amending the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Farmers’ Review, of Chicago, III., for favor- 
able action on House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the board of directors of the Chicago Board 
of Trade, opposing the passage of House bill No. 8536 and Senate 
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pill No. 2967, to amend the interstate-commerce law—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


ce. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of Burton V. Robertson and 25 
others, of Custer County, S. Dak., protesting against the passage 
of House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of citizens of Peoria and Pekin, III., 
asking for favorable action on House bill No. 838, to reduce letter 
postage, and House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relat- 
ing to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of 72 business men of the District of 
Columbia, against the enactment into law of the amendment to 
the District approprianon bill (page 19, Senate copy of bill) for the 
repeal of the legislation providing a way for patrons of suburban 
lines of street railways to reach the business centers of the city 
without change of cars—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Trades League of Philadelphia, 
Pa., against the passage of House bill No. 8536 and Senate bill No. 
2967, to amend the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Bethel, Hyde Park, and St. Johns- 
bury, all in the State of Vermont, for favorable action on House 
bills Nos. 4566 and 838, to amend the postal laws—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HADLEY: Petitions of citizens of Litchfield, Alton, 
Cowden, and Windsor, III., asking for favorable action on House 
bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage to 1 cent per half ounce, and 
House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second- 
class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Sundry petitions of citizens of 
Nebraska, relating to House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, to amend the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of citizens of Belt, Mont., ask- 
ing for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to 
amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. j é 

By Mr. HILBORN: Petition of citizens of Vallejo, Cal., asking 
favorable action on House bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage to 
1 cent per half ounce, and on House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HILL (by request): Petitions of citizens of egy el 
and Littlefield, Conn., for favorable action on House bills Nos. 
4566 and 838, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HITT: Preamble and resolutions unanimously adopted 
by the directors of the Board of Trade of Chicago, protesting against 
the passage of House bill No. 8536 and Senate bill No. 2967, pro- 
posing amendments to the interstate-commerce law—te the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. i 

By Mr. HOWE: Petition of the Trades 7 of Philadelphia, 

rotesting against the passage of House bill No. 8536 and Senate 

bin No. 2967, to amend the interstate-commerce act—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
By Mr. HUNTER: Petitions of citizens of Allensville, Coving- 
ton, Glasgow, and Carrollton, Ky., asking for favorable action on 
House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Petitions of citizens of Maiden Rock, Pres- 
cott, Spring Valley, St. Croix Falls, West Superior, Washburn, 


Rice Lake, and Superior, State of Wisconsin, favoring the passage’ 


of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the postal laws—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: Six petitions of residents of 
Stockton, Cal., for additional appropriation for the post-office 
building at Stockton, Cal.—to the Committee on 1 

Also, petition of residents of Haywards, Alameda County, State 
of California, recommending the passage of House bill No. 2626, 
for the protection of agricultural staples by an export bounty to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Sacramento and Butte, Cal., favor- 
ing the passage of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KEM: Petitions of citizens of Nebraska residing in the 
towns of Gothenburg, Gerwig, St. Paul, Wallace, Chappell, Mil- 
ler, Long Pine, Johnstown, Ansley, Broken Bow, and Butte, favor- 
ing the p of House bills Nos, 838 and 4566, amending the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Buy Mr. LATIMER (by request): Petitions of citizens of Pen- 

dleton, Newberry, Greenwood, and Westminster, S. C., asking 
favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolutions of the Trades League of Phila- 
delphia; also of the Board of Trade of Chicago, protesting against 
the passage of House bill No. 8536 and Senate bill No. 2967, amend- 


ing the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Interstate 


and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. LEWIS: Petition of citizens of Bradenb and Leb- 
anon, Ky., asking favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 


4566, to amend the poem laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of citizens of Palo Alto, Redwood City, 
and San Francisco, asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 
4566 and 838, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Petition of Peter Harriar 
and other citizens of New Uim, Minn., protesting against the 
passage of House bill No. 6668, to raise the license fee for the sale 
of intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia from $400 to 
$800—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: Petition of citizens of Nich- 
olasville, Ky., asking favorable action on House bills Nos. 888 and 
4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCULLOCH: Petitions of citizens of Augusta and 
Pocahontas, Ark., paking Sor favorable action on House bills Nos, 
838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of Lucinda Hitchcock, widow of 
Lorenzo Hitchcock, late of the New York militia in the war of 
1812, asking for an increase of pension, to accompany House bill 
No. 9027—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Center Point and Hampton, State 
of Arkansas, for favorable action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 
838, amending the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin: Petitions of citizens of Horton- 
ville, Ahnopee, Amherst, and Waupaca, Wis., asking for favorable 
action on House bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage to 1 cent per 
half ounce, and House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws re- 
lating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of citizens of Milwaukee, asking for 
favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, amending the 
ponei laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

ads, 

By Mr. PENDLETON: Remonstrance of citizens of Temple, 
Tex., against the acceptance of the Marquette statue—to the Com- 
mittee on the 557 7 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of Farmers’ 
Council, No. 953, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
Marshallton, Pa., asking that a bill to restrict immigration be 

—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition of citizens of Gris- 
wold, Conn., for favorable action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, 
amending the postal laws—to the Committee on the. Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SAUERHERING: Petition of 78 farmers of Cl : 
also of 24 citizens of Williamstown; also of 46 citizens of 
County; also of 138 voters of the Second Congressional district, all 
in the State of Wisconsin, favoring the passage of House bill No. 
8315, for the manufacture of pure beer—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 7 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Resolution of the Trades League of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa.; protesting against the passage of House bill No. 
8536 and Senate bill No. 2967, amending the interstate-commerce 
act—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of John McLain and others, of 
Grand Rapids, Ohio, praying for the passage of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Produce Exchange of Toledo, Ohio, op- 
posing House bill No. 8536 and Senate bill No. 2967, proposing 
amendments to the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, protest of the Toledo Brewing and Malting Company and 
others, against the passage of House bill No. 8315, relating to the 
use of rye and corn in the making of beer—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

so, petition of citizens of Bowling Green, Ohio, in favor of 
House bills Nos. 4566 and 888, amending the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of citizens of East Haddam, Conn. 
asking for favorable consideration of House bills Nos. 838 and 
4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STOKES (by request): Petition of citizens of Sumter 
S. C., praying for favorable action on House bills No. 838 and 
4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Resolution of union meeting of 
the Daughters of Liberty, held in Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the 
passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 
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By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska (by request): Petitions of citi- 
zens of South Auburn, Lincoln, Table Rock, University Place, and 
Dawson, Nebr., asking for favorable action on House bill No. 838, 
to reduce letter postage to 1 cent per half ounce, and House bill 
No. 4566, to amend the postal laws rela to second-class matter— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also (by request), petition of members of the faculty of the Ne- 
braska State University, of Lincoln, Nebr., infavor of the adoption 
= the metric system—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 


ensures. 
By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petitions of citizens of Rochester and 
N. H., asking favorable action on House bill No. 838, to re- 
duce letter postage, and House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TERRY: Petitions of citizens of Atkins, Little Rock, 
Russellville, Greenwood, and Hot Springs, State of Arkansas, for 
favorable action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the 

laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: Petition of the Union Veteran Legion, 
No. 142, of Jeffersonville, Ind., praying for the e of the per 
diem pension bill (No. 3727) to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, 

Also, protest of the Board of Trade of Chicago, against the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 8536 and Senate bill No. 2967, amending the 
interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 


ign Commerce. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: Petition of citizens of the cities of 
Marion and Birmingham, Ala., for favorable action on House bills 
Nos. 4566 and 838, be secre amendments to the postal laws—to 
the Committee on the Pos ce and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WALKER of Virginia: Petition of citizens of Floyd, 
Va., asking favorable action on House bills Nos. 888 and 4566, to 
amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: Papers to accompany House bill 

5 — pension to Cornelius L. Leport—to the Committee on 
favalid ensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Mrs. Virginia Clay Clopton, 
president of Alabama League for Female Suffrage; also of ci s 
of Madison County, Ala., in favor of a sixteenth amendment to 
the Constitution conferring the right of suffrage on women 
equally with men—to the Committee on the J ee 

Also, petition of citizens of Sheffield, Ala., asking for favorable 
action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of citizens of Adams, Mass., asking 
for the passage of House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the 
postal laws to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, May 19, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of TANE pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

ELLEN C. EWING. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of resentatives to the bill (S. 1837) granting a 
pension to Ellen Ewing, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Thomas Ewing. 

The amendments of the House of hil mice port were, in line 
6, after the word “ Ellen,” to insert the letter C.“; in line 7, 
before the word dollars,“ to strike out one hundred“ and in- 
sert seventy-five“; and to amend the title so as to read: A bill 

ting a pension to Ellen C. Ewing, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. 
omas Ewing.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments made by the House of Representatives, 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Am from the House of 1 by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
3013) to amend section 4131 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, to improve the merchant marine engineer service, and 
thereby also to increase the efficiency of the Naval Reserve. 

The message also announced that the House had di to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3279) to author- 
ize the reassessment of water-main taxes in the District of Colum- 
bia, and for other purposes; agreed to the conference asked for by 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon,and 
had appointed Mr. Huticx, Mr. BABCOCK, and Mr. RICHARDSON 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 


to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6838) defining 
the standard shape and size for dry measures in use in the Dis- 
thict of Columbia, and for other purposes; asked a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two House thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Curtis of Iowa, Mr. MILNES, and Mr. 
Conn managers at the conference on the of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had ed to the 
5 of the Senate to the following bills and joint resolu- 

jon: 

A bill (H. R. 4179) to amend section 3719 of the Revised Statutes; 

A bill (H. R. 4452) to amend section 416 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States relating to the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 5217) mang o year’s residence in a Territory & 
prerequisite to obtaining a divorce there; 

A bill (H. R. 5379) making it unlawful to shoot at or into any 
railway locomotive or car, or at any person thereon, or to throw 
any rock or other missile at or into any locomotive or car, and for 


other - 

A bill (H. R. 7324) to authorize and empower the State of South 
Dakota to select the Fort Sully Military ation in said State 
under the provisions of an act to provide for the admission of 
South Dakota into the Union, approved February 22, 1889, and 
for indemnity school lands, and for other 8 

A bill (H. R. 8260) to authorize the establishment of 3 
station at Port Huron, on the coast of Lake Huron, Michigan; an 

A joint resolution ges Res. 187) declaring a certain bridge 
across the Tallahatchie River, in Tallahatchie County, State of 
Mississippi, a lawful structure. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The Lec gs further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 144) granting an increase of pension to T. Clarkson 


galls; 

A bill (S. 145) granting a pension to Maud Ardelle Bliss; 

A bill (S. 147) granting a pension to Elvira Bachelder; 

A bill (S. 177) granting an increase of pension to Sophia D. 
Clendenin; 

A bill (S. 246) granting a pension to Nancy Carson Blunt; 

A bill (S. 247) granting a pension to Wallace McGrath; 
a bill (S. 466) granting an increase of pension to William 

rown; 

A bill (S. 205) granting a pension to Emily B. Muncey; 

A bill (S. 746) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. Donahoe; 

A bill (S. 1051) granting a pension to Elizabeth New, widow of 
Jethrow New; 

A bill (S. 2014) granting an increase of on to Sarah A. Bull; 

A bill 8 granting a pension to James Lloyd Young, late 
of Company A, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 8 a pension to Elizabeth Watts Kearny, 
daughter of the late Philip Kearny, major-general, United States 


A bin (S. 2822) to increase the pension of Theodore V. Purdy; 

A bill (S. 2936) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Niagara River, in the town of Lewiston, in the county of Ni- 
agara, State of New York; 

A bill (H. R. 483) for the relief of Mary Jane Lynn, the daugh- 
ter of John R. Lynn, a Revolutionary soldier; 

A bill (H. R. 515) granting a pnmon to William Grose; 

A bill SE R. 900) to provide for the payment of the claim of 
Willi . Mahony; 
H. R. ey for the relief of Maria E. Wilson; 
H. R. 2326 
H. 
H. 


Sween 


bill Gl. R. 4182) grantin 
C. Hall, dependent mother of John W. 
surgeon, United States Army; 

A bill (H. R. 4255) to ionas for settlement of titles and di 
sition of public lands in the Arredondo grant, in Columbia County, 


A bill (H. R. 4526) granting a pension to Jonathan Scott; 

A bill (H. R. 4528) granting a pension to Katherine 8. McCart- 
ney, widow of William H. McCartney; 

A bill (H. R. 4712) granting a pension to Margaret A, mirage 

A bill (H. R. 5140) for the relief of Michael H. J. Crouch, late 
of Company M, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R.5814) granting a pension to Cassie A. Davis, widow 
75 a P. Davis and mother of Mary T. Davis, an invalid 

ns T5 
A bill (H. R.5854) granting a pension to John Caster; 


A bill (H. R. 6037 ting a pension to Amanda Woodcock; 
3a bill (H.R. 6208) to correct the military record of Charles K. 
enree, etc. 


A bill (H. R.7161) for the relief of Benjamin F. Jones; 
A bill (H. R. 7671) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
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the Navy to donate one condemned cannon and condemned cannon 
balis to U. S. Grant Post, No. 72, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Washington, Ind., and for other p and 

A bill (H. R. 8012) donating aa ES cannon and cannon balls, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT praean apetition of Local Assembly, 
No. 1239, Order of the Knights of Labor, of Circleville, Tex., pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called Phillips bill, authorizing the 
appointment of a nonpartisan commission to collate information, 


and to consider and recommend legislation to meet the problems 
presented by labor, iculture, and capital; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


He also presented a petition of Local Assembly, No. 2672, Order 
of the Knights of Labor, of Washington, D. C., praying for the pas- 
sage of Senate bill No. 3008, authorizing the employment of day 
laborers in the construction of public buildings and works in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

77 pain CA BAA E ain genes! ata 

„ remonstrati i e adoption o in pro amend- 
ments to the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a petition of Cream 
City Typographical Union, No, 23, of Milwaukee, Wis., praying 
for the Government ownership and control of telegraph lines; 
a was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Mr. PRITCHARD presented a memorial of the Philosophical 
Society of Washington, D. C., remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation restricting animal rimentation in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 


District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented petitions of the Board of Trade, of 
the Farmers’ Bank, of the J.H.McLain Company, of B. Danne- 
miller & Sons, of the Steel Roofing Com , of the Dueber 
Watch Case Manufacturing Company, of the Gilliam Manufac- 
turing Company, of the Wrought Iron Bridge Company, of the 
Novelty Iron Company, of the Aultman Company, of the Bucher 
& Gibbs Plow Company, of the City National Bank, and of Elbel 
& Co., all of Canton, in the State of Ohio, praying for the enactment 
of legislation reducing letter postage to 1 cent per half ounce; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the panion of W. U. Waddell and 
sundry other citizens of Richland City, Wis., praying for the pas- 
pago Ad 1 so-called filled- cheese bill; which was ordered to lie on 

e e. 


He also presented a petition of the Grand Army of the Repub- | 1 


lic, artment of Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to establish a military park to commemorate the campaign, siege, 
and defense of Vicksburg; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also eg petitions of David McEwan and sundry other 
citizens of Traer, Iowa; of A. L. Davidson and sundry other citi- 
zens of Washington, Iowa; of Mrs. M. J. Huidman and sundry 
other citizens of Marion, Iowa; of John Dows and sundry other 
citizens of Armstrong, Iowa; and of Rev. T. G. Aten and sundry 
other citizens of Hillsdale, Iowa, praying for the adoption of the 

TO religious amendment to the Constitution of the United 
tates; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


CALIFORNIA STATE CLAIMS, 


Mr. WHITE. I a a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, relative to the payment of certain claims of the 
State of California, and transmitting the report of the Auditor for 
the War Department on the subject. I move that the communi- 
cation be printed as a document, and referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on 
referred the bill (S. 19) for the relief of John L. Rhea, executor 
of Samuel Rhea, deceased, and John Anderson, administrator of 
Joseph R. Anderson, deceased, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1261) for the relief of 
John Kehl and to restore him to his former rating, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 685) granting a pension to Mrs. Alice Martin, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. G. GER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submi reports thereon: 
fol (S. 3133) granting an increase of pension to Betsey B. 


7 


to whom was 


A bill (H. R. 6293) to increase the pension of Peter Rafferty; 

A bill (H. R.5792) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Julia 
A. Jameson; 

A bill G. R. 1891) granting a pension to Celestia R. Barry: 


A bill (H. R. 7834) granting an increase of pension to William 


T; Appi te; 
A R. 3033) to increase the pension of Elizabeth T. 
widow of Benjamin L. Beall, late colonel First United States Cay- 


U 
bill (H. R. 3007) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
S. Pettit; and 

A bill (H. R. 8184) grantin; ee to Jesse McMillan. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2006) to increase the pension of Har- 
riet C. Gregg, widow of Col. John Irving Gregg, from to $50 
par month, reported it with amendments, and submi a report 
thereon, 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 2042) to increase the pension of Wilbur 
F. Cogswell, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. CAMERON. from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re- 
ported an amendment providing for the compensation for the ap- 
pointment clerk in the Navy Department, intended to be proposed 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2401) granting a pension to Mrs. Hattie E. 
Redfield, of Omaha, Nebr., reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3001) ting a pension to Alfred Bigelow, of Norfolk, in 
the State of Nebraska, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a rt thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8. 2999) granting a pension to William L. Grigsby, of Belvi- 
dere, in the county of Thayer, Nebr., reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2507) granting a pension to John N. Corgan, of McPhe 
8 reported it with an amendment, and submitted a r 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1689) granting a pension to John F. Hathaway, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 188) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Haz- 

ip, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
Pinge R. 4753) ting an increase of pension to Lambert L. 
n ord, rep it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5711) granting a pension to 
Richard P. Pilkington, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 886) to provide a home 
for aged and infirm colored people, repo: it with an amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor; which was to. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill E R.2602) for the relief of Solomon Hyams; 

A bill (H. R.5225) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth M. Williams, 
of Monroe County, Tenn.; 

A bill (H. R.5175) granting a pension to Nancy Gentry; and 

1 (S. 2477) granting an increase of pension to Robert P. 


Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: > 
Ser ee R. 6132) granting an increase of pension to Thomas M, 

ott; an 

A bill (H. R. 6134) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
E. Purdum. 


Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2988) for the relief of W. J. Tapp & Co., re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 315) for the relief of Thomas Antisell, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. ALLEN on 
the 14th instant, providing for the A ew trend to Henry T. Clark for 
the use of Belleyue rifle range, in State of Nebraska, intended 
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to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, re- 
ported favorably thereon, and moved that Tt be referred to the 
mmittee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 5675) authorizing the construction of a 
wagon and motor bridge over the Missouri River at St. Charles, 
Mo., reported it with amendments. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1434) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of John W. Branham, late an assistant surgeon in the United 
States Marine-Hospital Service, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 7816) for the relief of John S. Burwell, administrator 
of the estate of A. L. Burwell, deceased, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. : 

GEORGE M’FARLAND, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7285) for the relief of George 
McFarland, to report it favorably without amendment. It isa 
House bill of but a few lines and a clear case. I ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It pro to issue dupli- 
cates to George McFarland, of McArthur, Ohio, in lieu of United 
States 4 per cent coupon bonds issued under acts of Congress ap- 
proved July 14, 1870, and January 20, 1871, No, 54972, for $50, 
and No. 105451, for $100, with interest coupons attached, dated 
January 1, 1893, and rg ean the bonds and interest coupons 
haying destroyed by fire. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

KENNEBEC RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. FRYE. A recent freshet in the Kennebec River has so 
injured the channel of the river that the Boston boats can not go 
up to the city of Augusta, the capital of the State. The local offi- 
cer in charge rules that he has no right to use the money which 
has been hitherto appropriated because it was appropriated to 
carry out certain projects. The Committee on Commerce author- 
ize me to report a joint resolution and to ask that it may receive 
consideration now. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 147) concerning the improvement of 
the Kennebec River, ine, was read the first time by its title, 
and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to use so 
nebee River, in the State of Malme. ab may be necessary for the repair of the 
— the restoration of the channel 3 by the recent freshet. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
3 ordered to be engr for a third reading, read the third 

me, ani 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. ALLISON. Isubmit a conference report on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R.7664) making ap 9 for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, 
and for other purposes. Lask that the report may be printed in 
the RECORD and printed as a document as well, and I give notice 


that to-morrow morning or as early thereafter as possible I shall 


ask for the consideration of the report. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 
The report is as follows: 
CONFERENCE REPORT. 
The committee of conference on the d votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7664) making app: tions 


for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year en June 
2 * for other p having met, after full and free conference 
have 


to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 


That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 20, 26, 34, 36, 40, 41, 
45, 46, 47, 49, 50, 51, 52, 58, 60, 75, 80, 81, 85, 86, 104, 107, 118, 121, 130, 148, 149, 151, 152, 153, 
154, 158, 150, 184, 185, 186, 188, and 180. 

H recede from its di ment to the amendments of the 
0, 10,71. e Th 77 78, 70, 8 83 BY, 8 80; 00" 8 GO! 100 AOL, 102, J 100.103, 110 113, 

[A ‘ * * , * + * 9 * * * 
. 110, Bi 188.186, 137, 150, 155, 156, 157, 162, 163, 169, 176, 179, 180, 181, 182, an 

an 

3 numbered 33: That the House recede from its disagreement 


the same. 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the aorte: 
“Fire Island light vessel, New York: For constructing, equipping, and ont 
fitting, syn! aed for service, a first-class steam — 72 v R steam fog 
$40,000; and the total cost of said steam light vessel, with a steam f 
000 under a contract which is hereby authorized therefor, shall not ex 


And the Senate agree to the same. 
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Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 87, and agree 
by said amendment 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted 
insert the following: 

“San Francisco Harbor light vessel: For constructing, equipping, and out- 
fitting, onpas for service, a first-class steam light 3 With steam fog 
si $40,000; and the total cost of said steam light vessel, with a steam f. 

— 7 5 under acontract which is hereby authorized therefor, shall not ex 


8 {36 That tho H recede from its disagreem 

endment num 8 the House o from its ent to 

the amendment of the Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with an 

5 as 1 In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment in- 
rt the following: 

Tender for the Second light-house district: For constructing, equipping, 
and outfitting, complete for service, a new steam tender for buoyage, «su 
ply, and inspection in the Second light-house district, Massachusetts, $000; 
and the total cost of said steam tender, under a contract which is hereby 
authorized therefor, shall not exceed 875 000.“ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inse. by said amendment in- 
sert the following: 

Tender for the Seventh and Eighth light-house districts: For construct- 
ing, equipping, and outfitting, complete for service, a new steam tender for 
buo; — y, and inspection in the Seventh and Eighth light-house dis- 
tricts, $37,500; and the total cost of said steam tender, under a contract which 
is hereby authorized therefor, shall not exceed $75,000.” 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment au bered 44: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 


rt: 

“For constructing two revenue steamers of the first class, under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, for service on the Great Lakes, $200,000; 
and the total cost of said revenue steamers, under a contract which is hereby 
authorized therefor, shall not exceed $200,000 each.” 

And the Senate — — to the same. 

Amendment numbered 57: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 57, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: On 27 of the bill, in line 3,strike out the follow- 
ing: for extra engraving and drawing"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

endment numbered 62: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 62, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum 1 857,000; and the 
Senate agren to the same. 7 

Amendment numbered 78: That the house recede from its disagreement 
tothe amendment of the Senate numbered 76, and to the same with 
anamendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt ‘* $110,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 81: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 84, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*$131,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 98: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 98, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment in- 
sert the following: 

“That the city of Bismarck, in the State of North Dakota, by and through 

regular city council, shall have authority to use, upon lease from the Gov- 
of the Interior, Sibley nd, an island in the 
mri River near said city of „for a public park: Provided, That 
nothing herein con ed shall be construed to authorizes the felling of timber 
on said island for sale or consumption, nor shall any timber be cut save for 
tna purpose of improving or beautifying the grounds.” 
e 


Senate agro to the same. 
Amendment numbered 103: That the House recede from its disagreement 


the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 134: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 134, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $40,000”; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 135: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 135, soc arae to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum prop insert $40,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 144: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 144, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In line 1 of the matter inserted by said amendment 
strike out the word For” and insert in lieu thereof the words In full for,” 
and in lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert ‘'$1,500"; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 160: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 160, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert &, 470, 478.75; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 164 and 165: That the House recede from its disa- 
3 to the amendments of the Senate numbered 164 and 165, and agree 

the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out all of the amended 
r constituting lines 22 to 25, inclusive, on 93 of the bill, and lines 
to 4, inclusive, on page % of the bill, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“For poyoni fees, and expenses of Uni States 
and their opati, gi 000, to include payments for services rendered in 
behalf of the United States or otherwise.“ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 166, 167, and 168: That the House recede from i 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 166, 167, and 1 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out the amend 

ph n lines 5, 6, and 7, on page 94 of the bill, and insert in 
ieu thereof the follow: ing: 

“ For salaries of United States district attorneys and ea tend of United 
States district attorneys and their regular assistants, $275,000." 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 170: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 170, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $85,000"; and the 


Senate * to the same. 
Ame ent numbered 171: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 171, and agree to the same with 
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an amendment as follows: In lieujof the sum proposed insert $220,000"; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 172: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 172, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $225,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. f 

Amendment numbered 173: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 173, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $533,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 1 

Amendment numbered 174: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 174, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $1,066,000"; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 175: That the House recede from its disagreement 
tothe amendment of the Senate numbered 175, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $460,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 177: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 177, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: , and such payments shall be allowed the marshal in 
the settlement of accounts with the United States“; and the Senate 
agree to the same. £ 

Amendment numbered 178: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 178, and to the same with 
= 5 soono: In lieu of the sum proposed rt “$150,000”; and 

e Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 187: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 187, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the aning: 

Provided. That hereafter the reports of the Geological Survey in relation 
to the gauging of streams and to the methods of utilizing the water resources 
may be prin in octavo form, not to ex 100 pages in length and 5,000 
copies in number; 1,000 copies of which shall be for the official use of the Ge- 
ological Survey, 1,500 copies shall be delivered to the Senate. and 2,500 copies 
shall be delivered to the House of Representatives for distribution.“ 

And the Senate agree to the same. i 

Amendment numbered 191: That the House receđe from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 191, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In line 3 of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment insert, after the word com: y,” the following: To reimburse said 
com y for expenses incurred and.paid in connection with the Government 
building and exhibit; and the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference have been unable to on the amendments 
of the Senate numbered 2, 3, 4, 6. T, 8. 9,10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 22, 23, 24, 25, 

sgh ft us fal ut mn Be 
* „an le 
i W. B. ALLISON, 

EUGENE HALE 
A. P. GORMAN, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. G. CANNON, 
E. J. HAINER, 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 2573) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Navy to donate one condemned cannon to the 
Lake Madison Veteran Association, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of the State of South Dakota. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be en for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of Senate bill 2384. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that we get through with the morning business. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection isinterposed to the request 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3168) to pension Frances 
A. Jones; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

“Mr. HILL introduced a bill (S. 3169) to amend sections 4488 and 
4489 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to life- 
boats, etc., on ocean, lake, and sound steamers, and the penalty 
for refusing to provide such; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JUAT introduced a bill (S. 3170) to authorize the Butler 
and Pittsburg Railroad Company to construct and maintain a 
bridge across the pre ae iver; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3171) for the relief of Dr. John 
Benjamin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

x ELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 8172) to 
authorize and empower the Secre of the Interior to adjust 
and settle the accounts of the Kaskaskia, Peoria, Piankeshaw, and 
Wea Indians; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3173) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to provide for allotment of land in severalty to 
United Peorias and Miamis in Indian Territory, and for other 

urposes,” approved March 2, 1889; which was read twice by its 
fite and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 3174) for the relief of 
Charles L. Wood, of North Platte, Nebr.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3175) donating condemned cannon 
and condemned cannon balls to S. A. Douglas Post, No. 69, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Nebraska; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3176) granting an increase of - 
sion to Lewis Keiser; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 3177) granting a pension to 
Oscar A. Palmer, Tabor, Iowa; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 2 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3178) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Catharine Emory; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. LINDSAY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
va r to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 

printed. 

Mr. HILL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered tobe printed. 


BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD. 


Mr. PRITCHARD submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S.1702) to provide for doing away with 
certain grade crossings on the lines of the Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad in the city of Washington, D. C., and for other purposes; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia’ 
and ordered to be printed. 


PROPOSED SUNDAY-REST LAW. 


On motion of Mr. KYLE, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be d 
from the consideration of haere! § titions praying for the enactment of a 
Sunday-rest law in the District of Columbia, and that they be referred tothe 
Committee on Education and Labor. 
` Ordered, That the petitions on the files of the Senate praying for the 
enactment of a Sunday-rest law in the District of Columbia be taken there- 
from and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

SOUTHERN STATES EXPOSITION AT CHICAGO, 

Mr. BACON submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Select Committee on International Ex- 
positions, and ordered to be printed: 

Whereas an exposition of the economic and industrial resources of the 
Southern States is to be held in the city of Chicago d the months of 
August, September, October, and November of the current year, whose 
purpose is to assist the development of the South by displaying the variety, 
3 distribution of its useful raw materials and their possible util- 

an 


tives concurring), t the Secretaries of the various Executive penne 
= aod to parait 


t ens, 
ain renga or materials whose temporary absence would impair public 
service. 

2. That all expenses of every sort and nature, connected with the removal 
and replacement of the 8 loaned by the Government, shall be paid by 
the agent of the Southern States Exposition at Chicago; and that due 
anty shall be given for the safe-keeping and return in its original condition 
of said property. 

UNIVERSITY OF THE UNITED STATES. 

_Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be e tor the use of the Committee to Establish 
the University of the United States, 5,000 copies of Senate Report 429, first 
session Fifty-fourth Congress, including the report of the minority. 

ALLOWANCE OF CLAIMS, Ero. 

Mr. HALE. I ask for the adoption of the resolution which I 
send to the desk. Itis connected with the business of the Com- 
mittee on 5 in the consideration of the deficiency 
appropriation bill. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to transmit to the Senate a poh Be Bas of all bc en allowed by Ge Z aoa 
officers of the y under appropriations the balances of which have 
been exhausted or carried to the surplus fund under the provisions of section 
5 of the act approved June 20, 1874. since the allowance of those embraced in 
House Document No. 322, of the present session, up to and including the 21st 
instant; also a list of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims and by 
United States courts not heretofore reported to Congress at its present session. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HALE. I submit from the Committee on Appropriations 
the conference rt on the bill (H. R. 7542) making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, 
and for other purposes. I ask that it may be printed in the 
RECORD and also as a document. After the disposition of the 


i 
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conference reports on the legislative bill and the sundry civil bill 
I shall ask the Senate to consider this report. ) 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be printed as indi- 
cated by the Senator from Maine, 
The report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. he) a) Tiations 
for the naval service for the fiscal 7 — ending June 30, 1897, and for other 
— having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 23, 30, and 55. 

That the House recede from its t to the amen mts of the 
Senate numbered 1, 3, 4,5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16,17, 19, 20, 21, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 

50, and 54, and agree to the same. 

t the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add 
at the end of the matter inserted by said amendment the follo And the 
Secretary of the Navy shall detail a clerk of class 1 to perform clerical sery- 
ices in the Navy ent necessary to carry on the work incident to this 
ap ropriation; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Tha the House recede from i ment to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1B end agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the comma (,) after the word “laboratory,” in line 3, page 22 of the bill, 
and restore the matter stricken out by said Senate amendment; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 22, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out, in lines 4and 5 of said amendment, the words `“ made for the same” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word completed“; and the Senate agree to 


the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 24, and saree to the same with amendments as follows: 
Strike out the words inserted by said amendment and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: “At 82.5% each; one of English studies, history, and law (after 
ie Th service), $2,500"; and strike out, in lines and 23, page 36 of the 
bill, the words “at $2,500 each“; and the Senate agree to the same. 

On amendments numbered 2, 32, 33, 34, 85, 36, 87, 33, 30, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 
47, 48, 49, 51, 52, and 53 the committee of conference has been unable to agree. 

EUGENE HALE, 
M. 8. quae 
A. P. GORMAN. 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


C. A. BOUTELLE, 
JOHN B. ROBINSON, 
AMOS J. CUMMINGS, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 18th instant approved and signed the following act and joint 
resolution: 

An act (S. 137) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
French; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 15) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate to the Mountain View Cemetery Association, at 
Oakland, Cal., certain cannon, etc. 

DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has closed. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senate to take up the bill (H. R. 5210) 
making 1 to gone for the expenses of the govern- 
ment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1897, and for other Batt Se 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
bill called up by the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. GAL GER. I ask the Senator from Colorado if he will 
allow me to have passed the bill which I asked to have considered 
a little while agor It will take but a moment. 

Mr. TELLER. Iyield to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

DAVID O. BURLEIGH. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 2384) for the relief of David O. Burleigh. 
5 will be no discussion upon it, I will say to the Senator from 
Colorado. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. it provides that Dayid O. 
Burleigh shall be held and considered to have been honorably dis- 
charged from the e service of the United States as a captain 
of Company I, Fourth New rye seni Infantry Volunteers, on 
the 4th day of June, 1864, and ects the 5 sa Po War to 
revoke the order cashiering Burleigh, and to issue to a certifi- 

- cate of honorable discharge as of that date. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
LEONARD I. BROWNSON, 

Mr, PROCTOR. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 2583) for the relief of Leonard I. Brownson, late first lieuten- 
re eee K, Fifth Vermont Volunteers. Itis a bill of only 
a few lines. 

. TELLER, I will yield to the Senator from Vermont if 
there is no discussion upon it. If there is, I must object. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iask for its consideration with that under- 
standing. A similar bill passed the Senate in the Fifty-second 
Congress, and it was favorably reported in the other House. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Presi- 
dent of the United States to revoke and set aside so much of Gen- 


eral Orders, No. 21, Headquarters Middle Military Division, dated 
September 18, 1864, as dismissed First Lieut. Leonard I. Brown- 
son, Company K, Fifth Vermont Volunteers, for absence without 
leave and for conduct prejudicial to order and military dis- 
cipline, and to grant and cause to be issued to him a certificate of 
1 muster out of the service as of the date of September 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House ed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4324) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Navy to deliver one condemned cannon to the 
city of Elmwood, Peoria County, III. 

e message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5490) to license 
billiard and 1 tables in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; ed a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BABCOCK, 
Mr. Huruxd, and Mr. MILNES managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2604) to increase 
the pension of Caroline A. Hough, widow of Brig. Gen. John 
Hough; asked a conference with the Senate on the one 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Woop, 
Mr. SuLLOWAy, and Mr. BAKER of Kansas, managers at the con- 
ference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2698) authorizing 
the construction of a bridge over the Mississippi River to the city 
of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, from some suitable point 
between the north line of St. Clair County, II., and the southwest 
line of said county; a to the conference asked for by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. STEWART of New Jersey, Mr. Joy, and Mr. 
PATTERSON managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 158) granting a pension to Mary Collins; 

A bill (H. R. 956) for the relief of Sophia Sparks and Julia C. 
Sparks, of Annapolis, Md.; 

A bill (H. R. 986) for the relief of Hiram P. Pauley; 

A bill (H. R. 1175) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Nicholas Swingle; 

A bill (H. R. r a pension to Sarah Weedon Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 1 gran a pension to Anna M. Newton, 
widow of Gen. John Newton; 

A bill (H. R. 1820) granting a pension to Neil McNeil; 

A bill (H. R.2189) granting a pension to Mrs. A. Freeman; 

A bill (H. R. 2317) to increase the pension of Levi T. E. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 2328) for the relief of Patrick Rainey; 

A bill (H. R.2969) granting a pension to Mrs. Lucy A. Allen; 

A bill (H. R.8113) granting a pension to Margaret A. Kidwell; 

A bill (H. R.3268) to facilitate the procurement of evidence and 
to compel the attendance of witnesses in matters before the regis- 
ters and receivers of the local land offices of the United States. 

A bill (H. R. 3333) gene a pension to Thomas S. Daugherty; 

A bill E R. 8480) for the relief of oes A. Mann; 
> A H. R. 3514) granting an honorable discharge to John J. 

ohnson; 
4 oe (H. R. 3565) to grant an honorable discharge to Ezra 

A bill (H. R. 3877) granting a on to Henderson Marple; 

A bill (H. R. 4193) to correct the military record of William F, 


80 orth H. R. 4481 ti i £ pension to Patsey 
R. granting an increase o on a 
E. Broaddus, of Marlon, Kans.; 
A bill (H. R.4548) granting a pension to Mary L. Arnold; 
ree 1 (H. R. 4724) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary L. 
eshire; 
A bill (H. R. 4872) to correct the military record of Homer O. 
McCuskey; 
A bill (H. R. 4895 for the relief of Geo T; 
bill (H. R. 4994) for the relief of Mrs. h Martin; 
bill (H. R. 5000) granting a pension to Ransom C. Hazelip; 
bill 5 R. 5311 ting a pension to Sarah Ann Wible; 
bill (H. R. 5393) for the relief of Lucinda Rickards, widow, 
the minor children of John D. Rickards, deceased; 
A bill (H. R. 5407) to remove the charge of desertion now stand- 
ing against Oscar A. Bulette, known in his ines! Fo as Austin 
Bulette, late private in Company E, Fifty-second Illinois Infantry 
Volunteers, during late war; 
A bill (H. R. 5710) ting a pension to Eleanor L. Curtiss; 


A 
A 
A 
A 
and 


gran 

A bill 8 5740) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue a 

March; 


uplicate bond to Benjamin March, guardian of Ruth 


1896. 
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A bill (H. R. 6111) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Sergent; 
A bill (HE R.6221 granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 


berlin; 

A bill (H. R.6259) to expedite the delivery of imported parcels 
and packages not exceeding $500 in value; 

A bill (H. R. 6608) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
mili record of George W. Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 6776) to provide an American register for bark Vila; 

A bill (H. R.6789) granting a pension and for the relief of Dr. 
Harrison Wagner; 

A bill (H. R. 717) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate four condemned cannon and four p ids of con- 
demned cannon balls to James T. Shields Post, No. 45, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Galesburg, Knox County, III., and for 
other Porpora; y ’ 

A bill (H. R. 7212) to increase the pension of Melita E. White; 

A bill (H. R.7255) authorizing the establishment of a life-saving 
station on the coast of Maryland; 

A bill (H. R. 7477) to provide for the registration of trade-marks 
on bottles, siphons, butts, hogsheads, barrels, half barrels, casks, 
half casks, quarter casks, kegs, boxes, tins, and other receptacles 
and vessels used in commerce with foreign nations, or among the 
several States, or with the Indian tribes, or among or in the Ter- 
ritories of the United States, or with or in the District of Colum- 
bia, and to prevent the fraudulent use of the same in such com- 
merce; ie 

A bill (H. R.7919) granting a site for the erection and main- 
tenance of a charity hospital by the city of Biloxi, Miss.; : 

A bill (H. R.8298) relating to mortgages in the Indian Terri- 


tory; 
ore teil to allow the bottling of distilled spirits in 

md; an 

A bill (H. R. 8673) to incorporate the National Society of Colo- 
nial Dames of America. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 61) for the relief of Frederick Gramm; 

A bill (S.125) for the relief of Elizabeth J. Cook, of Arkadel- 
phia, Clark County, Ark., widow of Robert T. Cook; 

A bill (S. 149) granting a pension to Helen M, Jacob; 

A bill (S. 404) granting a pension to Samuel Goldwater; _ 

A bill (S. oe granting a pension to Matilda Gresham, widow 
of the late Walter Q. Gresham, at the rate of $100 per month; 

A bill (S. 789 nting an increase of sion to C. E. Phil- 
brook, widow of Alvah Philbrook, major of Twenty-fourth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 1044) granting a pension to Mary Newman; 

A bill (S. 1100) granting a pension to Russel N. Reynolds; 

A bill (S. 1215) granting a pension to Ellen Kingsley; 

E Ban (S. 1435) granting an increase of pension to Mason 
m ; 

A bill (S. 1493) granting a pension to Mary Clare Kelly; 

A bill (S. 1522) granting a pension to Catherine Smith; 

A bill (S. 1865) to authorize the Secretary of War and the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to make certain disposition of condemned 
oränance, guns, and cannon in their respective Departments; 

A bill (S. 1924) granting a pension to Carrie L. Yeaton; 

A bill (S. 2508) to establish customs ports of delivery at Pueblo, 
Durango, and Leadville, Colo., and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 2514) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Annie 


E. Colwell. 
DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 5210) making appro riations to provide for 
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, 
which had been reported from the Committee on Appropriations 
with amendments. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask that the bill may be read for the purpose 
of acting upon the amendments of the committee, and that the 
amendments be acted upon as they are reached in the reading. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection it is so ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded toread the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 2, line13, before 
the words assistant inspectors,” to strike out ‘‘ three” and insert 
„four“; in line 19, after the word “thousand,” to insert two 
hundred”; on page 3, line 1, before the word “ assistant,” to strike 
out ‘‘four” and insert five“; in line 4, before the word “and,” 
to strike out ‘‘forty-nine thousand eight hundred” and insert 
‘fifty-two thousand”; and in line 5, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to 


Provided, That the accounting officers of the Treasury are authorized to 
credit the accounts of the ex-Boards of Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lambia with all disbursements and expenditures which have heretofore been 
suspended or disallowed in the settlement of their accounts wherein it shall 
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satisfactorily a that the money was paid in faith for goods sold and 
delivered, Be and labor done, noy was pai . or services actually ren- 


dered for the benefit of the District: Provided further, That in crediting and 
allowing said disbursements and expenditures no money on account thereof 
shall be paid out of the Treasury of the United States. 


So as to make the clause read: 


missioner, to make . ; secretary. $2,160; two assistant secreta- 
ries to 5 at $1, pe clerk, $1, : 


„sten. er an $720; 
din in assista 15 — tor of buildings, $1,200; four assistant inspect- 
uildin 400 nt inspector o four 
Bui at $1,000 each; clerk, 0057 clerk, $900; erat om Sa $480; 
eer, $900; one fireman, 8180; property clerk, $1,600; 
200; clerk, $720; messenger, $600: two elevator opera- 
1 gio, e 
rs of plum , at $1,000 each; 


eputy Pav ened: ark: 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 16, to insert: 


to the e e Cathedral Foundation of the District of Colum- 
bia the sum of $1,223.08 paid by that peed po dete to the District of Columbia 
as a water- tax ssed against land of the said first-named corporation 


asse: 
unsubdivided and not used for business purposes, th 
5 illegal under a decision of the court of appeals of the District of 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 4, after the word 
“each,” to strike out “special assessment clerk, $1,700”; and in 
line 16, before the word“ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ thirty-five thou- 
sand” and insert ‘‘ thirty-three thousand three hundred”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

For assessor's office: For assessor, $3,500; three assistant assessors, at $3,000 
each; two assistant assessors, at $ 600 each; two clerks, at $1,400 each; 
clerks, at $1,200 each; draftsman, $1,200; three clerks, at $1,000 $ t 
Shao sendy clerk er Gort 4:80; ipector of Beeman HA 
assesso: 7 * 7 3 ; 
eee and driver for board of assistant assessors, $600; in all, S, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 18, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert “deputy collector, $2,000”; in line 22, after 
the word “each,” to strike out ‘‘ one clerk, $1,000”; and in line 24 
before the word“ thousand,” to strike out “fifteen” and insert 
“ sixteen”; so as to make the clause read: 

... ß 

w 7 eeper, SI. Wo cler a 8 each; two r. 3 
Clerk and messenger, $1,000; messenger, 7500 inal ü 0 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 5, line 4, before the word 
hundred,“ to strike out ‘‘five” and insert “six”; and in line 7, 
before the word “hundred,” to strike out „seven“ and insert 
“eight”; so as to make the clause read: 

Forauditor's office: For auditor, $3,000; chief clerk, $1,800; bookkeeper, $1,800; 
clerk, $1,600; disbursing clerk, $1,600; two clerks, at $1,400 each; three ‘ks, 
at $1,200 each; clerk, $1,000; messenger, $600; in all, $17,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 5, line 20, before the word 
dollars,“ to insert two hundred”; in line 28, before the word 
tt dollars,” to strike out three hundred and twenty” and insert 
four hundred”; in line 24, before the word“ dollars,” to strike 
out nine hundred and sixty” and insert one thousand two hun- 
dred”; in line 25, before the word “dollars,” to strike out three 
thousand eight hundred and sixty” and insert ‘four thousand 
five hundred”; so as to make the clause read: 

For market masters: For two market masters, at $1,200 each; one market 
master, $900; for hire of laborers for cleaning markets, at rate not ex 

r market, $1,200; in all, $4,500: Provided, That hereafter all rents, fi 
and income derived from the markets herein xppro riated for shall be 
to the collector of taxes, and no person employed by the District of Columbia 
in or about the said markets ll receive any fees or compensation of any 
kind in addition to the salary provided by law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on e 6, line 16, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out “six hundred ” and insert seven hundred 
and twenty”; so as to make the clause read: 

For engineer's office: Record division: For chief clerk, $1,900; clerk, $1,600; 
two clerks, at $1,400 each; three clerks, at $1,200 each; messenger clerk, $720; 
two messengers, at $480 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 2, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out three hundred and thirty-two” and insert 
four hundred and fifty-two”; so as to make the clause read: 

Subsurface division: For i tor of asphalt and cemen 400; * 
of gas and meters, $2,000; 2 8 of and ere $1 000; mmes: 


senger, ; superintendent of Soca — $1,000; three inspectors of gas and 
electric lighting, at $900 each; inspector of sewers, $1,200; superintendent of 
sewers, $2,400; general inspector of sewers, $1,300; two assistant engineers, 
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speret 25 one assistan RA S — sowar ia l. sora 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment — on page 8, after line 2, to insert: 


assessment clerk, $1,700; seven 
each; in all, $11,900. 


lark, $1900! two — at $ ran each; two cack two in 


assessment office: 
cler . 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Ser eweoning ofc: For mperintentent after line 7, to insert: 


office: 25 CO — — assistant superintend- 

8 — ge ot Beh chet Inspector of en ee. paos 

orara ga e each; 88 a public dumps, $900; . 
eee amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on p 9, line 17, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out ‘‘two hun and insert “eight hun- 
dred and fifty”; and in line 18, before the word “ dollars,” to insert 
six hundred and fifty”; so as to make the clause read: 

For surveyor's office: For surveyor, $3,000; assistant surveyor, $1,800: 
such 3 aired, in the visions of the 
act of Congress akin tho surveyor of the District of ne a salaried 
officer, $5, in all, § 

The amendment aes to. 

„Tho next amendment was, on page 10, line a before the word 

to strike out “office of the” and insert “offices of 
the inspector of gas and meters and the”; in line 9, after the word 
office,” to insert sealer of weights and measures’ office“; in line 
1i, before the word dollars,” to strike out “ twenty-two thousand 
five hundred” and insert“ twenty- -four thousand”; and in line 
14, after the word purposes, to strike out: 


Se pirrer ee 1 keeping in 
good order the laboratory and a atus in the office of the inspector of gas 
and meters shall hereafter be Gas t Company. 
ana e 


ed further, That the recorder of deeds shall make no charge for 
to the assessor of the District of Columbia for entry upon the tax 


3 of real estate as required by law. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For contingent expenses of the vernment of the District of Columbia, 
chi boo. PAE ain ai of frauds on the 

— —.— „For ioe pa, —.— N rege pe 


„and akaari 
er the laborato 


plement, drawing materials; 1 binding, rebin 


6 8 0 
and l ee cure = ores not e 1 for, 
fuel, ice, gas, repairs, and vehicles, 
and other general of District offices, inch inking- 


necessary expenses o! 
fund office, office of the superintendent of chariti 
partment, surveyor's office, sealer of 
court, 000; and the Commissioners soapporilon this sum as to prevent 
ad therein: Provided, That ho vehicles a 
F Wee eee And pr „That 


th 3 25 of deeds make no for g to t he assessor of the 
5 lumbia for entry 1 transfers of real estate as 
—— by law. 


Mr. SHERMAN, I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Colorado to the last eee. It is very proper indeed, but 


it ought to go a little further and make it the duty of the recorder 
of deeds to the transfer of property to the proper officer of 
the District of Columbia. This provision does not seem to make 


it the duty of the recorder of deeds to make such a report, and I 
Stew PO see Oe Cie any tae sonra by the failure to give 


Mr. COCKRELL. We can not hear upon this side one word 
the Senator from Ohio is saying. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Iam referring to the amendment on 10, 


beginning in line 18, which provides “that the recorder of deeds 
shall make no e for reporting to the assessor of the District 
of rae for entry upon the tax books transfers of real estate 

by law.” I Wish toinquire whether there is any law 


which requ the recorder of deeds to give notice of the trans- 

ch requires ti because I know a good deal of difficulty has 
aching th by a ra — to give 3 notice. I therefore suggest 
to add: „And it shall be the ty of said recorder to make such 


Arr. 1. TELLER. I can not state whether there is any such law. 
The Commissioners suggested this amendment, and I supposed 
there was a law which required the recorder to make the e report. 
oe can be no objection to the amendment suggested by the 

Mr. SHERMAN. The recorder of deeds is mentioned. Let it 


And it shall be his duty to report to the Commissioners of the District all 
transfers of real estate when mad 


Mr. TELLER. AP ii Se naamoy en 1% van bo fiend ta con 
‘erence. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 


Will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. At the end of line 21 add: 
And it shall be the duty of the recorder of deeds to report to the Commis- 
The amendment to the amendment was bernie ge 


The amendment as amended was 


to. 
The reading of the bill was resum; The next amendment of 


the Committee on Appro si ess was, on e 11, line 6, to in- 
25 the appropria or rent of District o from $7,000 to 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 20, to insert: 
For purchase of site and erection of morgue, $12,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, line 25, before the word 
hundred,“ to strike out one thousand nine” and insert “two 
thonsand five” so as to make the clause read: 

For general adve’ 

e 8 hare — SEOTI 2 — — — — ar, and for tax and 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, Iine 4, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out seven and insert eight”; so as to 
make the clause read: 


bo mont tr 1, 1800 $30, tobe Fel gy Be te to ba 
ven 0 reim a charge of $1.20 
— each lot or piece of pro; advertised. ** 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on Page 12, line 11, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out “two” and insert “four”; and in line 
12, after the word “available,” to insert: 


Provided, That the employees in the office of the assessor ma: assigned 
to duty in the preparation of said numerical books in addition Yo their regu; 
lar duties, and may be allowed a reasonable compensation for said additional 
services from said appropriation. 

So as to make the clause read: 

To enable the assessor to transcribe the general assessment and prepare the 
numerical book, $4,000, me same to be aega ETEY W prope That 


tho employees in the' office of the 


assessor y be assigned to duty in the 
preparation of said numerical books in addition t to their 5 de gon duties, and 


—1 be allowed a reasonable compensation for said additional services 
said appropriation. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on 12, line 21, after the word 
dollars,“ to insert to be immediately available”; so as to make 
the clause read: 

To enable the Commissioners to have plats of subdivisions of the squares 
in that portion of Risen formerly known as Georgetown photolitho- 
graphed, $346, to be imm ly available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 13, line 6, to increase the 
appro ve — riation for plats of 5 outside of Washington 
rgetown from $1,500 to 3 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 13, shai line 7, to insert: 


Extension of Sige rere To pay the e completin lan for the 
rmanent — 2 — of 9 E in conformi 5 


ress of a pe: the “Act 

to prore a permanent system of highw: ways in the in iar the District of 

bia I outside of cities,” aj 3, 1555 $12,500, to be Dea 
wholly out of the 9 of —— strict of 8 Provided, Tha 


this — 5 i nig soa nded by the ho Uomnmis 

sioners of the Dis' — or om “A —.— on o part, an 

for reports by teed: OF other eminen „ 

tect, on the said 8 nee a permanent system of highways. Aud ate 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia are authorized, 


obama 


reparing such 
lan, to lay out parkways leading toward or connecti al ks, —.— to 
— so modify the recorded plan of S fst section that the Bie ySranch and 


Spring Road parkway may be of width not exceeding 250 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the words of ‘the amendment 
after the word ‘‘highways,” in line 20, may be reserved. 

Mr. TELLER. pa et the amendment be passed over, 
Mr. CHANDLER. The first part may be ad 

Mr. TELLER. Then I will ask to have the part adopted 
down to the word “highways,” in line 20, and the rest will be left 


open. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the ooume vA the word highways,” in line 20. 


The amendment was 
Ts earn last clause of the amendment 


The VICE-PRESID. 
will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


.... plaa of th ret section har fhs Pee? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. This amendment will be aie 
at the request of the Senator from New Hampshire . CHAN- 


DLER]. 
Th next amendment was to ee at the top of page 14: 


For ad and court = the execution of the * 
entitled An act to provide a San of highways in that arch pars of 
the District of Columbia lying outside of cities,” approved March 2, 1893, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on a pago 14, after line 5, to insert: 


8 otomac River Flats: For T 
lots referred 75 — the the decrees passed 4 
umbia, in the case of the United fates vs, Morris Souk 


P 
1 d 148, in the ci 
„ an 
uded within the 


District, which lots and parts of lots have been 
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the respective owners of sui an SF hatte tall ria iane 

atom and elon ty ach owners the United Bates of al trels pigat 
as sui 

and parts of lots, as of all claim owners on account of im: or 


pairment 
injury to any 3 whatsoever therein claimed or suffered by such owners 
from mi the Sining of such lots and within thi 
ts of said improvement; and w. 


the iota; such ord by the se — — 

pee court therefor. se =- 

sons so determined, or . may be hereafter determined to be such owners; 
vailable for the purposes 


— m herein made to be immediately a 


Mr. TELLER. By direction of the committee I offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment, to come in directly after the word speci- 
fied,” in line 10. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “specified,” in line 10, page 
15, it is proposed to insert: 

That the entire area 3 as the Potomac Flats and now nae re- 
claim: with the reserv: 


ed, togsther be, and the same 
made and declared — —.— Legs under the name of the Riverside side Park, and ond 
to be forever h used as a park for the recreation and pleasure 


people. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on e 15, line 13, to in- 
crease the appropriation for assessment an | permit work from 
$125,000 to $165, 

The amendment was agreed to. Š 

The next amendment was, on page 15, under the head of Im- 

vements and repairs,” in line 17, to increase the a P B00 riation 
5 work on streets and avenues named in Appendix k of 
tes, 1897, from $100,000 to 8284, 000. 

The yes was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 22, to increase — 

priation for the Georgetown schedule from 89,000 to $22,720. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Pi next amendment was, on page 16, line 1, to increase the 
sT : 3 for the northwest section schedule from $80,000 to 

7,92 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 4, to increase the 
smi tion for the southwest section schedule from $15,000 to 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was, on 16, line 6, to increase the 
eae for the southeast section schedule from $23,000 to 


$53, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 8, to increase the 
n for the northeast section schedule from $23,000 to 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 11, to insert: 
Foo paving 5 On avenue, south side, from Connecticut avenue to Eight- 


The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment Was, on page 16, after line 13, to insert: 
For paving P street northeast, from North Capitol street to Florida avenue, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 16, line 19, before the word 
“ cents,” to strike ont “seventy-five ” and insert “ninety,” and on 
page 17, line 2, after the word “dollars,” to insert “and fifteen 

cents”; so as to make the clause read: 

That under ap VCC 
for making or re) concrete or asp! . than 
5 per Bain et Aree a in the ict of 

W rior to July 1 depth of base: Provided, That 

those conditions as to price and depth of T 


on which, in the judgment of by reason of traffic, 
3 other causes. vement of more than Af 4 
E required, in which caso the immis of price may be increased to $2.15 per 
The amendment was agreed to. 


5 or cleaning and Fepairing sewers and basins 
app: m for sewers basins 
from $45,600 to $50,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on p 17, line 22, to increase the 
appropriation for suburban sewers from $18 „520 to $121, 000. 
© amendment was to. 
Se ee on page 17, after line 22, to insert: 
r constructing 
sak Fashy a poring, — — — — street portion of the F street 
The amendment was agreed to, 


e E OENAR VA RTD Op OE mines to insert: 


i to r m e ia hi by given „ 
Sa a — go ere 18 
District to lay a water main in said street .. aN E a 
necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on 18, Iine 9, to increase the ap- 


propriation for the continuation o the Rook Creek and B scent 
intercepting sewer from passe ty to $190,000, 
The amendment was agreed 


The next amendment was se age 18, lino 11, after the word 
“dollars,” to-insert ‘‘ to be i tely available * so as to make 
the clause read: 

For a of the Eckington Valley sewer, $17,000, to be immediately 


a 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 14, to T the 
appropriation for the completion of the Kenesaw avenue sewer 
from $4,000 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next . was, on pag ge 18, line 17, to increase the 
appropriation for condemnation o rights. of way for een 
maintenance, and repairs Syne sewers from $1,000 to $2,000, 

The amendment was agr 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 5, after the word 
* collected,” to insert: 


Ar. HARRIS. I Tank the Senator from Colorado to allow this 
amendment to be passed over for the present. The District Com- 
mittee may wish to express a desire to put the amendment into 
somewhat different form. 

Mr. TELLER. We will let the amendment be over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appro; penons was, on page 19, line 15, to in- 
5 the appropriation for repairs to county roads from $40,000 
to $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 24, under the head 
of “Construction of county roads,” to increase the appropriation 
for grading and regulating Sherman avenue and Roanoke and 

streets from $10,000 to $12,000. 

The amendment was a to. 

Sie eens of the bill was continued to the end of line 8, on 
page 

Mr. TELLER. After the word “that,” in line 5, page 20, I move 
to insert what I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5, page 20, after the word “that,” it 
is proposed to insert: 

No part of the amount hereby appropriated shall be expended on Sherman 
avenue until. 

So as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That no part of the amount hereby a) 
FFFFCCCCCC ES be content N 
the adopted and recorded plans of highway extensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There ought to besome provision, if this clause 
is adopted, ing the United States—because it owns a large 
portion of the land along Sherman avenue—to surrender a por- 
os 5 its land in order to widen the street. 

TELLE The attention of the committee was not called 
yi eme 5 anything of that kind. 
Mr. SHER ere is a necessity —— 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Ohio can move an amendment 
to cover it. I have no knowledge on the subject myself, 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator from Ohio allude to the par- 
ticular tract which is set aside for the hospital? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. That belongs to the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It belongs to the District of Columbia or the 
United States of America. 

Mr. ALLISON, It belongs to the District of Columbia. 

Mr. TELLER. The amendment I have just offered was 3 
smd by the Commissioners. They suggested no further 
ment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to the amendment. I 
merely mention this difficulty. There ought to be authority in 
some one, the District Commissioners or the President—— 

Mr. TELLER. If the District owns the land, itis allright. If 
ee United States owns it, there ought to be some such provision. 

SHERMAN. My ‘impression is that it is owned by the 
Garfield institution, which is a corporation. 

Mr. TELLER. If it is the property of the Garfield Hospital, it 
will come under the provision we putin. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio 
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described in the last line of the clause do not e in the District 
land which he thinks should be included? I have an impression 
that the adopted and recorded plats of highway extensions cover 
the land which the Senator from Ohio desires to see made a part 
of the avenue, but that this clause is necessary to compel the land- 
owners within the recorded limits to convey their title in order 
that the avenue may be opened to the full width. Ifthe recorded 

lats cover the District land, they take it. If they cover United 
States land, they take it. It is only the private owners who are 
og ies! to convey. 

. TELLER. It appears from an examination of the last act 
that the hospital own this land, and it was provided that they 
should dedicate it. They did so, and we have gone through a 
building, and there is an item of $7,500 in the bill for the damage 
done to the building, 

Mr. SHERMAN. That has been done under existing law? 

Mr. TELLER. Under the law of last year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Probably that covers it. 

Mr. TELLER. There does not seem to be any necessity for 
further action. É 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
5 5 on Appropriations was, on page 20, after line 8, to 


Fo taking down brick building on the northeast corner of Garfield Memo- 
rial i ital grounds, the removal of which has been made ni 
reason of the widening and 5 of Sherman avenue at that 
constructing another building on said premises to take its place, $7,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 14, to insert: 


For pees and regulating Columbia r Sixteenth street northwest 
extended, Prospect street, Crescent street, Su or street, Erie street, Cen- 
tral street, Meridian and Ontario avenues, Meridian Hill: Continuing im- 
provement, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 19, to insert: 
Vor paying Connecticut avenue and Columbia road between Florida ayenue 
and Wyoming street, $8,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 22, to insert: 

For grading Massachusetts avenue extended, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 24, to insert: 

n Je urchase 
a DE DO Grant Sind: COREENE improvement RON 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 2, to insert: 

For grading Illinois avenue, $2,500. 

Mr. TELLER. I am directed by the committee to move to 
amend the amendment by striking out 82,500“ and inserting 
«$5,000 ”; so as to read: 

For grading Illinois avenue, $5,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
555 3 on Appropriations was, on page 21, after line 4, to 

ert: 

For grading Michigan avenue, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 5, to insert: 

For paving Harewood avenue from Maple to Spruce street, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 7, to insert: 

For grading Twenty-second and Twenty-fourth streets, Langdon, $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 9, to insert: 

For grading and regulating Twelfth street extended from Florida avenue 
to Mount Olivet road, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 12, to insert: 


For int oa and pinay Bab gS and High streets, Anacostia, from Jeffer- 
— 9 Abe provided the land necessary to unite these streets be first dedi- 
ca + 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 15, to insert: 


For grading and graveling Pennsylvania avenue extended and Branch 
avenue, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 17, to insert: 

For grading and regulating Emporia and Frankfort streets, $4,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. After line 19, page 21, I am directed by the 
committee to offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. THURSTON in the chair). 
The amendment will be stated. 


t, an 
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The SECRETARY. On page 21, after line 19, it is proposed to 
insert: 

For 1 and veling Kenesaw avenue and Park road, $5,000: Pro- 
vided, That k Cane or Park highway, between Kenesaw . and 
Klingle road be dedicated to the District of Columbia for conformity with 
the adopted and recorded plans of highway extensions. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 21, after line 19, to insert: 

For paying court expenses and fees of commissioners and f 
taken and amages to property to open and extend Thi 9 
between Back street and Tennallytown road, at or near Schneider lane, as 

lat and proceedings already had in the supreme court of the District of 80. 

umbia and award of court commissioners made therein, $9,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately available. z 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 6, after the word 
Tall,“ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five thousand ” and insert “one hun- 
dred and fifteen thousand five hundred”; so as to make the clause 


read: 
For grading and zopie Yale, Bismark, Princeton, Harvard, and Colum» 
bia streets, between Seven and ee streets, $15,000; in all, $115,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The aa ae was, on page 22, 18 10, to increase the 
appropriation for sprinkling, swi and cleaning streets, etc, 
from $146,000 to 5185,40. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment Was, on page 22, line 18, to increase the 
appropriation for contingent expenses of the parking commission 
from $17,000 to $22,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 1, before the word 
thousand,“ to strike out “twenty-two” and insert ‘‘seventy- 
five”; in line 3, before the words “per annum,” to strike out 
“$16” ana insert 820.50“; in line 5, after the word act,“ to 
strike out: 


Provided, That all of said lamps shall burn eve hi the average, 
from forty-five minutes after . — to forty-five —— 8 aunties’ 

And insert “and said lamps shall burn not less than 3,600 hours 
per annum”; in line 9, after the word ided,” to strike out 
further“; and in line 15, after the word hour,” to strike out: 

Provided further, That the entire service of hting authorized und 
this ap. ropriation shall be let, after due Salt anche a i the lowest . — 
sible bidder therefor: Provided further, That no contract shall be made for 
gas lighting at a price exceeding the rates hereinbefore specified. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Ligh’ For. illuminating material, lighting, e 
and s g public lamps on gence — a roads, 


Lage Ar ibe ee eg wpe hey T 
re; , and clea: „under any e ure pro 
in this act, and said lamps shall burn not less than three thousand hours per 
annum: Provided, That before any expenditures are made from the appro- 
priations herein provided for the contracting companies shall equip each 
street lamp with a self-regulating burner and tip, so combined and adjusted 
as to secure, under all ordinary variations of pressure and density, a con- 
sumption of 6 cubic feet of gas per hour. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 20, to strike out: 

That the Washington Gas Light Com y and all other 

in the District of Columbia are authorized to 
f this act, for illuminating 
of the United States and other consumers in the 
priet of 88 at the oe o e ee 75 cents per 8885 Mien cubic 
‘eet, excep gas consum mblic lamps for lighting streets, Wa 

and public grounds in the District of Columbia alk be for at such ra 
as Con; may from time to time prescribe: Provi That if consumers 
other t the Government shall not pay monthly any gas bill within 
oars after the same shall have been ted, said pompany may olargs 
collect from said consumer so f; 6777 ah AEO $1 per thou- 
sand cubic feet for the gas furnished to said consumer during said month. 


Mr. KYLE. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorađo 
. TELLER] if an amendment is to be offered at this point by 

e committee. I understood that the result of yesterday’s vote 
was to be incorporated in the pending bill. 

Mr. TELLER. No; I do not Pappor that, being a House bill, 
anythin pi to be done as to this bill by the committee. I do not 
know what individual Senators may choose to do. 

Mr. KYLE. I understood the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. FAULKNER] to say so. That is all. 

Mr. FAUL R. I stated that it was necessary, before the 
consideration of this bill was begun, to pass on the question as 
embodied in the House bill, which was then before the Senate. 
That bill is now in conference, and we hope to have it become a 


law in a vey, short time. But that bill does not affect the ques- 
tion of street lighting. That is always controlled annually by the 
appropriations made by Co i 

. KYLE. I understand that. I refer to the latter part of 
the amendment on page 23. 

. FAULKNER. Ofcourse we e t that the subject willbe 
controlled by the bill which has both Houses as to private 
consumers, 


EE WAM ett Ae We crane Deri urease 


1896. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 24, line 17, before 
the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘forty-three thousand six hun- 
dred” and insert fifty-nine thousand one hundred and seventy”; 
in line 18, before the word cents,“ to strike out “28” and insert 
8 »; in line 19, after the word “ burning,” insert on an ayer- 
age”; and on page 25, line 2, after the word Washington,” to 
strike out: 

Provided further, That the entire service of electric lighting authorized 
under this appropriation shall be let, after due advertisemen the lowest 

onsible Mader therefor: Provided Further, That no contract shall be 
mado, z electric arc lighting at a price exceeding the rate hereinbefore 
spec 


So as to make the clause read: 

F lectrii lighting, includi 6 in th streets 
now. lighted 5 ii — En city of i pei 23 8 
essary extensions of such service, $59,170: Provided, That not more than 38 
cents pee ht shall be paid for any electric arc light burning on an average 
from forty-five minutes after sunset toforty-five minutes before sunrise, and 

rated wholly by means of underground wires; and each are light shall be 
oF not less that 1,000 actual 8 and no t ot this appropriation 
shall be used for electric lighting a of wires that may exist on or 
over any of the streets or avenues of the city of Washington. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like that to be left as the House put it, 
28 cents per night for each arc light. At 28 cents per night it fig- 
ures out $102.20 a year for an arc light of 1,000 candlepower. At 
88 cents, the price fixed by the Senate committee, the price would 
be $138.70 per arc light of 1,000 candlepower. I have a list of 131 
cities in the United States where private companies operate, the 
same as they do here, and the average price is one hundred and 
twenty-one dollars and a fraction for lights of 2,000 candlepower. 

Mr. TELLER. The representatives of the company appeared 
before the committee, and the committee did not think it was wise 
to put it down to 28 cents. They did not believe it could be done. 

. KYLE. If it is done in other cities it ought to be done 


here. 

Mr. TELLER. I think it can be done at 38 cents. I should 
doubt whether it could be done with any profit at 28 cents. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The matter will be in conference. 

Mr. KYLE. What is the present figure, may I ask? 

Mr. TELLER. Forty cents. 

Mr. KYLE. Forty cents would be nearly $145 per year fora 
thousand candlepower. If the average price in 131 cities, by 

rivate companies remember, is but $121 for 2,000 candlepower, 
Fao not understand why it can not be done here with a thousand 
candlepower for $102. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from South Dakota will allow 
me, I would suggest to him that the gas bill which the 
Senate yesterday passed with various amendments which have 
gone to conference. 

Mr. KYLE. This amendment refers to electric lighting. 

Mr. HARRIS. I though it was in reference to the gas tora 
and I was going to suggest to the Senator that, that bill havin, 
gone to conference, this bill will . to conference, an 
it is to be hoped that the other matter wi disposed of before 
this bill is disposed of, and then this bill be made to conform, I 
take it for granted, to what may be the result of the legislation on 
the gas question. I thought we were dealing with the gas question, 
and not with the question of electric lighting. 

Mr. TELLER. I would say that it was supposed by the com- 
mittee that both the question of and electric lighting in the 
District would be disposed of by the action of the two Houses of 
Congress outside of the District appropriation bill. That, of 
course, will govern us, and we shall try to conform the 5 1 825 
priation bill, as far as ible, to the action taken on that bill. 

Mr. FAULKNER. me state to the Senator from Colorado 
that there has never been any bill beforethe District Committee on 
the subject of electric lighting, I mean as to the price of electric 
lighting, or anything of that kind. In fact, I think it never heard 
any complaint in reference to the costof electric lights in the city 
of n and for that reason, I suppose, there has never 
been any bill before the District Committee on that subject. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator from South Dakota will permit 
me, I will state that during the last Congress this very question 
came up when I had charge of the District of Columbia appropri- 
ation bill, and I went through the matter very thoroughly as to 
the cost of electric lighting here compared with the other cities 
in the immediate Panty, and I am perfectly satisfied that at 38 
cents per thousand a night it will be impossible for this company, 
on a fair capital, with the actual capital invested, and with the 
cost they are obliged to incur for laying conduits, to make a profit 
of over 7 or 8 per cent. Judging from the price paid here com- 
pared with that paid in the adjoining city of timore, this is 
about the same rate, taking into consideration the fact that the 
company here are required in all cases to put their wires under 
ground, which will cost $10,000 a mile in this city, which we 
require them to expend, as we do in the case of the gas company, 


not as a matter of business policy for themselves, but as directed 
by the Commissioners, so as to have the conduits laid in advance 
of the improvement of the streets. 

I think this is a very low rate, and I will say to the Senator there 
is no human beingin the District of Columbia who uses electricity 
who has complained of the price. 

Mr. KYLE. I presume not. I merely referred to the street arc 
electric lighting, for which all the people of the United States are 
taxed; it is a matter which concerns all the taxpayers; and it oc- 
curred to me as a question of economy, if other cities were fur- 
nished this light for $121 for 2,000 candlepower, it ought to be 
furnished here at a similar rate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is desirable that we should have accu- 
rate information on this subject. 

Mr. KYLE. I have accurate information from 131 cities. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I want to call the attention of the Senator 
from South Dakota to some later information than he has. The 
National Electric Convention was held in New York City from 
the 3d to the 6th day of May, 1896—only a few days ago. that 
convention there were 10,000 electric light companies represented. 
If the Senator will go to the record he will find that it was shown 
that the average price for arc lights with overhead wires of those 
10,000 companies is 41.7 cents per night. That is precisely what 
was developed in that meeting in New York City a few days ago. 

Mr. KYLE. If the Senator will allow me just there, the aver- 
age price, he says, given in that journal is 41 cents and a frac- 

on. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Forty-one and seven-tenths. 

Mr. KYLE. That is the same sort of argument the Senator 
indulged in yesterday, arguing that as other cities had charged 
more, therefore more should be charged here. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will take care of my own argument. I 
do not require any supervision on the part of the Senator from 
South Dakota. 

Mr. KYLE. Let me say has thatargumentamounts to nothing. 

Mr. GALLINGER. e Senator said that yesterday, but it 
did not affect the vote. 

Mr. KYLE. If we prove that in other cities the charge is less, 
then certainly we have a right to ask you to prove that a lower 
charge than 18 sed shall be made here. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to restate my statement, and the 
Senator in his own time can make his own speech. I do not care 
to have him inject it into mine. 

I want to repeat that in the electric light convention in New 
York City, held from the 3d to the 6th day of May, 1896, there 
were 10,000 electric light companies represented, and it was shown 
there that the average for every arc light per night for those 
10,000 companies is 41.7 cents, while in Washington we have been 
paying 40 cents, and it is proposed by the Senate committee to 
reduce it to 38 cents. 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] has well said that 
in the city of Washington our electric-light wires are in conduits 
under ground, and that it has cost the company here some $10,000 
a mile to place them there, while in the other 10,000 cities thereis 
scarcely an instance of a single mile of electric-light wire under 

ound, and it seems to me extraordinary—this company doing 

usiness here, and having placed their wires under ground use 
Congress commanded them to do so, and having very courteously 
and . obeyed the mandate of Congress in this re- 
spect—that we should undertake to make them furnish electric 
lights for 13 cents for every arc light per night less than the aver- 
age in the 10,000 cities of the country represented in that conven- 
tion, where their wires are strung overhead at $10,000 a mile less 
than it cost to put them under ground. 

Mr. KYLE. I do not intend to argue this . at length 
to Aay; as I argued the gas question, use 1 know everything 

oes here as the compan an want them to go; but here are some 

acts: Ido not care whether 10,000 electric light com gather 
together and hold a national convention or not; I do not care 
whether they for a combination of prices all over the 
United States or not. I presna the greater the convention the 
more liability there is to be a combination to fix higher prices in 
the citiesof the United States. I doknow, though, from investiga- 
tion and from authoritative sources, thatin 131 citiesin the Uni 
States there is an average charge of $121 per year for 2,000 candle- 
pover oe is twice the candlepower required of this company 

N. 


I know also by investigation that in 24 cities in the United 
States Which own their electric-light plants— municipal owner- 
Se the prices there, not for 1,000 candlepower, but for 
2,000 candlepower, is $26 per year, as against $138 required in this 
pill. ing due allowance, if need be, for putting all the wires 
under ground in conduits at $10,000 a mile, I think the difference 
between $26 per year for each light and $188 per light is sufficient 
to cover it. at is all I care to say. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
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the Committee on Appropriations was, on 25, after line 7, 
to strike out: ž F 


That hereafter the United States Electric Light Company or shail other elec- 
tric —— company doing business in the District of Columbia not charge 
or collect from the U. 1 are or 


ty for power prices T cent of 
hts end power tai the iat AAS of anuary, 1908, in 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 20, to strike out: 

For new sponsons, new deck, and raising house on harbor boat, $900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, after line 22, to insert: 

For new fire, ice, and wrecking boat, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The — 5 on 26, eee 5 
appropriation ‘‘for purchase, rep ent, and repair ublic 
pumps“ from 37,000 t to 810,000. 5 

5 amendment was agreed to. 

next amendment was, on page 26, after line 21, under the 
hate of ‘‘ Washington Aqueduct,” to insert: 

For protecting the inlet to the aqueduct at Great Falls, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to 

ae een 5 to insert: 

W 
and di 


3 15, 1882, en “An act to increase the water suppl 
of the Washington, and for other pu “and to prosecute an 
complete oe same; the work on and to be 
on in ce with of the board of No. tos, Pitty forth in its 
report dated 88 House — ied No. 166, Fifty-fourth se 
find the Secretary of plans have been approved by the of 
and the Secre of War. And to carry out the e 5 

ph the balance expended tre the 3 


remaining un 
— o said act of Jal 15, 1882, and b EA war 
aaee. A 3 $ to be advanced out of the 


—— mop ys the Potted Beaten, ari and not subject to tothe conditions of the somt 
account created e Aot ate y 15, 1882, and the sum of $266,746.88 is 


hereby out of general revenues of the Det 
Columbia, to be ap; to such parts of pran lare in such i pe 
time, as the Secre romote as soon as 


of War may deem egarga foi 9 
the sum herein the completion of 6 said wor Provided, That 
5 ie supervision mot the Chief of Engineers; 
aoe aae chai ts carried on by contract or otherwise, as the Secre i 
War may deem best for the public interests. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to amend the amendment of the com- 
mittee in line 20, on page 27, by striking out the word“ seven,” 
before the word hundred, rs pn eee “ five,” that being the 
amount of the surplus, and there being an error in the amend- 
ment. Then, in line 25 of the amendment, on the same page, be- 
fore the word hundred,“ I move to strike out seven and 
insert “five”; on page 28, line 8, after the word Columbia, to 
insert “said sums”; and in line 6, to change the word sum to 
** sums. * 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to amend the amendment on 
page 27, line 20, before the word “hundred,” by striking out 
“seven” and inserting five '; in line 25, before the word hun- 
` dred,” by striking out “seven” and inserting “five”; in line 3, on 
28, after the word Columbia,“ by inse “ said sums”; 
at the end of line 6, after the words “that the,” by striking 
out “sum” and inserting “sums”; so as to read: 
maining wexpopdd from t visions of said act and this 

m the ap 
cot ng acts for $ 
leee out of tof the revenues of the Uni 


out of the po hod pansinan reyenues ota 
be applied to such parts of the works, and 


e sums herein 


the 83 on A ions was, under the head of Public 
schools,” on 28, line 17, N the word “ hundred,” to strike 
out “two” and insert “four”; ; and in line 22, after the word 


“thousand, to insert “two hundred”; so as to make the clause 


For officers: F. tendent first six divisions, $3,300; rintendent 
seventh and eighth e lg $2250; clerk to Mines nc pid first six di- 
visions and . 400; 3 to t of 


— 00; ess aiy to ei ara 
su; 
$200; in „88 e 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on 
For,“ to strike out “twenty” 
make the clause read: 
For twenty-four, at $1,200 each. 
The amendment was agreed to 


3 and eighth 


29, line 6, after the word 
insert “twenty-four”; so as to 


The next amendment was, on page 29, line 9, after the word 


“For,” to strike ont ‘‘ sixty-one” and insert “‘ fifty-eight”; soas to 
make the clause read: ae 

For fifty-eight, at $1,000 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on pa 
“ For,” to strike out “nineteen” 
make the clause read: 

For eighteen, at $900 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 11, to increase the 
total appropriation for maintenance of public schools from $734,- 
875 to $735,775 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of “For janitors and 
care of buildings and grounds,” on page 30, after line 21, to insert: 


For janitor, who shall be an eer and of 
N — — es at engin machinist, manual training 


F 
The next amendment was, on 
“hundred,” to strike out “fiye” 


29, line 11, after the word 
insert “eighteen”; so as to 


82, line 4, before the word 
insert “six”; so as to make 


the clause read: 

Of the A: Addison, Am Amidon, Anthony, Bowen, Arthur, Ban- 
neker, Bell, Blair, Blake, Bradley, B Bochanan, Gar , Cor- 
coran, Be Garrison, Gidi 8 Jo „ 
Pa 2 eres Phil 8 Smallwood Taylor. ie 

0 T, wood, s 
Twining, Tyler, Van Buren, 9 Wormiley, and W. o buil lings, 


„„ room buildings, 53 in all, at 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 82, line 17, to increase the 
total appropriation for care of smaller buildings and rented rooms 
from $57,781 to $64,231. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 
appropriation for rent of school 
$12,500 to $18,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, line 21, to increase the 
appropriation for repairs and improvements to school buildings 
and grounds from $31,000 to $33,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 82, line 24, to increase the 
appropriation for the purchase of tools, machinery, material, and 
apparatus to be used in connection with instruction in manual 
training from $8,000 to $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, Iine 1, to increase the 
appropriation for fuel from $35,000 to $36, 500. 

e amendment was agreed to. 
33, line 22, to increase the 


The next amendment was, on page | 
ps {HA arg for text-books and school supplies for use of pupils 
me first eight grades from $35,000 to $40,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 2, to insert: 


yaar ground and reconstructing Anthony Bowen School build- 


e 32, line 19, to increase the 
mildings and repair shop from 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 4, to insert 
For one four-room school building, Langdon, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 6, to 3 
For one four room addition to Benning School (white), $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 8, to insert: 


Rag ry AO EOE NOO DEI Hillsdale, to be erected on the Binney 
site, $10, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 84, after line 10, to insert: 


For additional amount for construction of school building, sixth division 
B, Giesboro, so as to make same an eight-room building, $14,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 13, to insert: 

For one new two-room building and site on or near the line of Connecticut 
avenue extended, $5,000. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to move an amendment to the amendment on line 15, 
34, before the word “thousand,” by striking out ‘‘five” and in- 
setting “ten”; so as to make the amount $10,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was 

The reading of the bill was resum The. next amendment of 
3 was, on page 34, after line 15, 


The wppropriation of #0 fo on new four-room building, sixth Tsion iy 


SOU ELAT UETAN tp be mead EIES DAOA ota one 8 
tion of said building. 
The amendment was 


Mr. HAWLEY. I "Tox the Senator in charge of the bill whether 


1896. 
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1 italics on page 84 are the only provisions in the 


r new school buildings? 
ate. GO KRELL. Oh, no. 
The House of resentatives inserted provi- 
Pos ‘for some new buildings in the as it was sent to us. 
Nr. HAWLEY. Idonot Prefer tothe Western High School build- 
ing just below, where the appropriation is increased from $50,000 
to $100,000; but I do not see any other ions for new build- 
ings except those which have been the Senate committee. 
. TELLER. If the Senator will loo at the bottom of page 
88 he will find a provision for reconstructing and adding to the 
Wallach School building, $22,000. 
Mr. 3 Yes; I see that provision as to the Wallach 
Schoo 
Mr. TELLER. The Senator will find a provision for a 5 bending 
in eighth division B of $1,400 a little higher up on pase 33 
Mr. COCKRELL. There is also a provision at top of page 
ve for one eight-room building, northeast, $39,000. 
r. HAWLEY. I see, beginning at the top of page 33, these 
provisions: 
ee and additions to buildings, as follows: 


Ee ion B eight rooms SLAN as Heights, four rooms, at $700 


I think these are all the additions—only some three or four. I 
ish to ask the Senator about FV 


provide for? 
Mr. TELLER. I can not say how many they will provide for; 
but I am sorry to say they will not provide for as many children 


as ought to be provided for. The superintendent of publicinstruc- 
on Fae cy that there are now 10,000 children in the District who 
attend school part of the time because of the lack of edu- 


. facilities. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Only half time. 
Mr. TELLER. Les; only half time. 


I would say that they are 
the smaller and younger children. We haye heard considerable 
complaint about this matter, but whether this a; N Will 
be sufficient to provide the additional accomm necessary 
I am not quite able to say, but this seems to beabout all we canget. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think it is lamentable that this goes on from 
year to year, and we are continually met with the complaint that 
there is not room in the school buildi for the chil of the 
city. The growth of the city is great in one sense, — it is ae 
beyond our means to provide for it. If there be an vi es el 
ought to do, everybody will acknowledge it, is to provide 
accommodations for all of the children of the District. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 34, line 23, before 
the word “construction,” to strike out toward the”: *; in line 24, 
before the word thousand,” to strike out ‘‘fifty ” and insert “one 
hundred”; and on page 35, line 1, after the ee site,“ to strika 
out under a contract which is hereby authorized therefor”; 
as to make the clause read: 


For site for and construction of a new building for the Western High 
School, $100,000, and the total cont of 000 * igh School building, in- 
cluding cost of site, shall not exceed $100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ For Metropolitan 


police,” on page 35, line 24, before the word“ lieutenants,” tostrike 
out “three” and insert “four”; * on pase 36, line 10, before the 
word privates,“ to strike out two dred and sixty-one and 
insert three hundred and six”; in line 12, before the word pri- 
vates,” to strike out one hundred and ninety-four ” and insert 
“two hundred and twenty-four”; in line 21, before the word 
„drivers,“ to strike out “twenty-one” and insert twenty-three”; 
and in line 23, after the word “ all,“ to strike out $553,480” and 
insert 8628, 840“; so as to make the clause read: 
and rintenden $1,800; four lieu 
spoctora at $i — — Who shall aso De 3 clerk, $2.00; 
Kk, $1,500: rk, $900; four surgeons 5 lice and fire departments, 


$540 each; for s additional . for * vo privates detailed for pa 
nerto in the detection and prevention of Sra ee orso much thereof as 


y be 

1140 each; three and six privates, class 1. 4 at $200 each two hun 
and 3 ee class 2, at $1,080 — . —— station keep- 
ers, at $720 each; ei rers, at each; laborer in charge of the morgue, 
; messenger, $700; 7. — z or and superintendent, mounted, 
5 mounted, $40; forty-three lieutenants, sergeants, and privates, 
at each: enty-three ers, at each; three police 

matrons, at 4 ; in x . 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 36, line 25, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That for a deficie: in the police or firemen’s relief fund, the 
Commissioners of the District Columbia are = and directed to 
with the nited of th 


add 
— a sum not to ox- 
s relief fund. 


3 GORMAN. 1 e 


Provided, That hereafter the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby authorized and directed to deposit with the Treasurer of the United 


onc EOE ON cag e eee court, a sufficient amount 
to meet any deficiency in the police fund or the firemen’s relief fund. 

It will be observed by the Senate that the provision from the 
committee is for a specific amount, not to exceed $6,000 for the 

police fund and $2,000 for the firemen’s relief fund, to be paid 
Sui of the fines of the police court; and on page 39 a provision 
has been inserted for the firemen’s relief fund by assessing the 
firemen $1.a month each. 

Mr. PLATT. There is no Fine 

Mr. GORMAN. No; but thereisa rule by w 5 
them. For the firemen’s relief fund there is an assessment of $1 
from each of these men, who get a very small compensation, much 
less than in any of the other cities on the Aflantic Seaboard, and 
much less than in cities of less population, and where the respon- 
sibility is less than in Washington. Last year the Senate inserted 
a ion giving them a ient amount from the fines in the 
police court to have made a fund to have ided for these brave 
and gallant men; but we werenot permi by a coordinate branch 
to continue it longer than one year. 

The sad and terrible catastrophe that occurred last night in view 
of us all makes it absolutely necessary that the provision which I 
have offered should be made permanent here, as it has been made 


ovision for 5 


permanent in all other cities that are well governed. 1 Sait that 
the amendment will not only be adopted unanimous! the Sen- 
ate, but that at the risk of . the pending e Senate 


will stand by the provision and give this Nellie to the families of 
the gallant men who recently lost their lives and those who were 
injured, and of those who may be killed or maimed hereafter. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ee proposed by the Senator from Maryland to the amendment, 


committee. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 37, line 20, to in- 


crease theappropriationfor eous and contingent expenses, 
including stationery, etc., from $18,500 to 820, 750. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment Was, on page 37, after line 21, to insert: 
5 the patrol system and changing the location of certain boxes, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, Hne 1, to increase the 
total appropriation for Metr litan police from $23,250 to 829,000. 

The amendment was agr 

The next amendment was, ine the head of For the fire 
department,” on page 38, line 12, before the word ‘‘ watchmen,” 
to strike out “six” and insert“ ten”: in line 14, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out ‘‘forty thousand nine” and insert 
“forty-three thousand three”; so as to make the clause read: 

FOR THE wea DEPARTMENT. 


For chief engineer, $2,000: fire marshal, $1,000; clerk, Om two assistant 
chief engineers, at $1,200 each; fifteen foremen, at $1,000 ten prt Gye a 
at $1,000 each; ten firemen, at go each; four tillermen, at at $80 each ; Sixteen 
hostlers, at Sid each; 9 81 hund red and one privates, at $500 each; ten watch- 
men, at ; in 

The amendment —— apani 
The next amendment was, on page 38, line 14, after the word 
dollars,“ to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That hereafter the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 


States or 8 bonds. and — in em ee 3 N iar in 
respect to — 
juries aes or disease 8 in the line of actual fire duty, Cg Be 


ce e 


who may by reason ot porn see indiscre 

which may incapacitate him from 

ber of the ire Sige tegen or who 
ther, That such relief 


Provided fu or 
his family, the sum of get — month; — — not exceeding $75 may be 
allowed from such fund to . expenses of any fireman dying 
in the service of the District. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items for the fire department, 
on 39, line 14, to increase 5 appropriation for repairs to 
engine-houses from $3,000 to $4,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, line 16, to increase the 
appropriation for repairs to apparatus, and new appliances, from 


agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on p: line 5 to increase the 
ition for purchase of hose 8 38,000 87,000. 
Ahe amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 39, line 18, to increase the 
5 pristion for fuel from $3,000 to $4,000. 
e amendment was agreed to, 


iY 
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The next amendment was, on page 89, line 24, to increase the 
8870 pa ae for maintenance of the fire department from 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 8, to insert: 
For one aerial truck, $3,500. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 10, to insert: 
To exchange old-style straight-frame engine for modern upright, $4,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. i 

The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 12, to insert: 
For one new engine to be i in house now occupied by chemical engine 

No. 2 at Mount Pleasant, $4,500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 15, to insert: 


For ho lot, and furniture to be located in the vicinity of Brightwood to 
accommoda: emi 


cal engine com: No. 2, now in service at Mount 
1 G15 200. gin pany 2, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Lask whether the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict estimated for or requested any additional fire engines? 
Mr. TELLER. They did. All these appropriations are made 


on estimates. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I want to know whether they asked for more 
than are granted in the bill? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not remember about that. 

Mr.GORMAN. Yes; they estimated for two more, the Sena- 
tor willremember, but we did not give them. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is rather late to get them for the fire that 
occurred yesterday, but we may have another one. I have heard 
complaints for years that they were not sufficient in number when 
you consider the extent to which the mpd has spread, 

Mr. GORMAN. I think the Senator from Connecticut is quite 
right. In this city, with all the territory covered, we have only 
nine engines that are available. I am told that at the fire last 
night every engine in the city, except one or two chemical en- 
gines out at Mount Pleasant, was in use, and they were not suffi- 
cient. The Senate committee have said from time to time that 
the number was not sufficient, and we made provision last year 
for two and secured one. This year the committee have pro- 
vided for one new engine to be placed in the house now occupied 
by the chemical engine at Mount Pleasant, and for some trucks. 

myself we ought to have at least two more. Our fire de- 
partment is one of the most efficient in the country, but the Com- 
missioners insist that two more engines are required that the 
service age propery distributed in this city. 

oe LEY. I beg leave to move to insert after line 15, on 
page 40: 

For two new Spn; to be placed at the discretion of the Commissioners 
of the District, $9,000. , 

Mr. TELLER. Isuggest to the Senator from Connecticut, if 
that is done we shall have to provide for an increase of the force 
somewhat. 

Mr. GORMAN. Of course. 

Mr. TELLER. Perhaps the Senator had better take a little time 
and offer the amendment later, so that the force can be increased 
in proportion. I do not know, myself, just what additional force 
would be required. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Very well. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 41, line 10, under 
the head of Telegraph and telephone service,” to increase the 
Ton for general supplies, repairs, etc., from $11,000 to 

13. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 41, line 16, after the word 


‘ton, and the permits for this purpose heretofore granted 
y ratified: Provided, however, That all such poles so erected shall be 
enn to use by the said District for the stringing of wires thereon to be 
for fire-alarm ana pones purposes without any charge therefor to the 
said District, such pri 
the will of Congress without compensation: Provided further, That all poles 
so erected shall be located and constructed in such manner as the Commis- 
sioners of the District shall prescribe, but in any ran, the Commissioners shall 


eges as may be nted hereunder to be revocable at 


require all electric-light wires or power wires to be carried in underground 
conduits when the same shall cross any street, avenue, or roadway. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I make a point of order against the 
amendment just read. Itis clearly general legislation, and gives 
extraordinary powan to an executive department. 

Mr. HILL. It was put on by the committee, was it not? The 
point of order can not lie, then. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not hear what the Senator from New 
York said. 

Mr. HILL. Isaid that against an amendment which was put on 
by the Committee on Appropriations the point of order does not lie. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. Oh, yes; it does. 


Mr. TELLER. I do not know about that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course it does. 

Mr. TELLER. The committee can not put everything on. I 
suppose the committee can not put on general legislation nor a 
claim. Iam myself inclined to thin k that the amendment is gen- 
eral legislation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is not any doubt about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the Chair 
holds that the amendment is objectionable under the rule. The 
proviso will be stricken out. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 42, after 
line 8, to strike out: 

That from and after the passage of this act it shall be unlawful for any 

m or any telephone company doing business in the District of Columbia 
charge or receive more than 


per annum for the use of a telephone on 
a separate wire; 


810 for each telephone, there being not more than two on a 
wire; $30 for each telephone, there being not more than three on a wire, and 
$5 for each telephone, there being four or more on the same wire. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, after line 17, to insert: 

For incinerating all combustible waste collected in the District of Columbia 
and delivered at the ieee $15,000: Provided, That said Commissioners 
may, on and after the passage of this act, enter into contract, after due adver- 
tisement as uired by law, under such regulations and ifications as 
they may establish, for incinerating such combustible waste for a period not 
exceeding four years, to terminate June 30, 1900: Provided further, That said 
Commissioners are hereby authorized to make necessary regulations for the 
collection, transportation, and delivery of such refuse in the District of 
Columbia, and to annex to said re tions such penalties as will enable them 
to secure the enforcement thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, line 10, under the head 
of „Health office,” to increase the appropriation for the preven- 
tion of the spread of scarlet fever and diphtheria in the District of 
Columbia from $5,000 to $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, line 2, after the word 
dollars,“ to insert: 

Provided, That the United States marshal shall hereafter be entitled to re- 
ceive the same fees for the service of process in all matters of condemnation 
of land as he is allowed by law in other cases. 


So as to make the clause read: 
Miscellaneous: For United States marshal's fees, $1,400: Provided, That the 
United States marshal shall hereafter be entitled A, receive the same fees for 


the service of process in all matters of condemnation of land as he is allowed 
by law in other cases. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I make the point of order against this 
amendment also. I think Congress has passed a bill providing 
salaries for United States marshals. This is clearly out of order. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest to the Senator that the bill to which 
he refers does not include the marshal of this District. The mar- 
shal here still gets fees. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Does it not include all United States 
marshals? 

Mr. TELLER. No; the exception is here in this District. We 
made an exception because the marshal of this District performs 
not only the duties of United States marshal, but the duties of 
sheriff as well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota insist upon his point of order? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iwas not aware of that fact. I with- 
draw the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is withdrawn. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the committee, 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 45, line 6, under 
the head of Courts,“ to increase the appropriation for witness fees 
from $6,000 to $7,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, line 8, after the word 
„furniture,“ to insert and replacing the same”; so as to make 
the clause read: 

For repairs to police-court furniture and replacing same, $200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 23 on page 45. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to go back to the amendment near the 
top of page 45. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] calls 
my attention to the fact that finally we did not leave the marshal 
for this District out of the bill, but put himin. We left out the 
district attorney of this District and we gave the marshal a salary. 
My recollection is that there was some controversy about it. I 
want to correct the statement I made. The marshal is now a sal- 
aried officer of this District. 

Mr. CULLOM. The salary was fixed at $5,500. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Then I renew the point of order. 

Mr. TELLER. The proviso first Sero to was put in the bill 
pending the question as to what would be done with the marshal, 

Mr. PLATT. It was not in the bill as it passed the Senate, I 


think. 
Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 


1896. 


Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Illinois has the bill as it was 
finally agreed upon. 

Mr. CULLO There was a good deal of controversy in the 
conference committee of the two Houses on that bill in reference 
to the district attorney and marshal for the District of Columbia. 
It was finally agreed that the district attorney should be taken 
out of the operation of the bill, but as to the marshal the amount 
of his salary was fixed at $5,500 instead of a statutory limitation 
as heretofore. 
ea GORMAN. Then the proviso at the top of page 45 ought 

o out. 

Mr. CULLOM, Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. I move to reconsider the vote by which 
amendment was adopted, so that the amendment may be dis 


agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado 
moves to reconsider the vote by which the proviso at the top of 
page 45 was agreed to. The amendment be read. 

he Secretary read as follows: 

Provided, That the United States marshal shall hereafter be entitled to 
receive the same fees for the service of process in all matters of condemna- 
tion of land as he is allowed by law in other cases. 

The motion to reconsider was to. 

Mr. TELLER. Now, I ask that the amendment may be dis- 


agreed to. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. It goes out on tho point of order, lunderstand. 
It is new 15 area 

Mr. CULLOM. If it goes out on a point of order, there is no 
question before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota insist on his point of order? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Ido. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair holds that the point 
of graa is well taken, and the proviso is stricken out. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 47, line 1, after 
the word“ dollars,” to insert to be expended under the direction 
of the Attorney-General ”; ; so as to make the clause read: 

Court-house, District of Columbia: For the following force necessary for 
the care and protection of the court-house in the District of Columbi 
the direction of the United States marshal of the District of Colum 
engineer, $1,200: three watchmen, at $720 each; firemen. at $720 each; five 
laborers, at $480 each; and seven assistant messengers, at each; in 
$12,960, to be expended under the direction of the Attorney eral. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 47, after line 2, to insert: 

Jail grounds, District of Columbia: For the erection, under the direction 
of the ego Pager of ar pner or stone wall to inclose t —.— unds upon 
which oe nee in the Distri Columbia now Cae gerne mol the pur- 
chase of 8 and the pote ted ment of such skilled other labor as — 
be necessary for the purpose, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 47, line 11, after the words 
53 Columbia,“ to strike out 81. 800” and insert +599) 205 
nded under the | direction of the Attorney-General”; 
e the clause read 

OS of the jail: For antes of the yr of the District of Columbia, 

$2,000, to be expended under the direction of the Attorney-General. 


Mr. PLATT. What does this amendment mean? As it read in 


the bill originally it was ‘‘ For warden of the jail of the District | J 


of Columbia, $1,800.” The amendment is to strike out ‘‘ $1,800” 
and to insert $2,000, to be expended under the direction of the 
Attorney-General.” 15 Sows like to know just what that means. 

Mr. T 8 ail and its expenditures have been under 
the 5 ae tion of the Department of Justice, and 
this is arg what the he present law is, except that the salary of 
the warden has been raised 

Mr. re the 1 as if oF warden 35 the jail of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia ) expen is salary for something. 

Mr. TELLER. That is exactly what the present law is. 

Mr. PLATT. It is not what is intended to be paid under 

Mr. TELLER. It is simply intended that he shall be paid 
through the artmentof Justice. That isall thereis to it. P e 
has to be paid through some Department. Somebody has to get 
the money outof the Treasury. 

Mr. PLATT. It seems to me the wo 
peculiar word to use in that connection. 

Mr. TELLER. That is the present law, and under the con- 
servatism that governs the committee we haye not changed it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations, 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, pee e 48, line 2, before the 
word ‘‘overseers,” to strike out five“ insert “six”; ; in line 
4, after the word “ dollars,” to insert: nicht 1 8548; car- 
penter, $600”; and in line 15, before the word “dollars, to strike 
out! fourteen thousand four hundred and fifteen” and insert “six- 


“expended ” is a very 
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* so as to make the 


matron, a visiting phy- 


teen thousand one hundred and sixty-three 
clause read: 


For Washington Asylum: For intendant, 20 
sician, $1,080; resident 9 clerk, ; clerk, $000; ba! 
seer, $000; six overseers, at each; engineer, ! 
second assistant t engineer, ; night watchman, $543; ca: 
watchmen, at $365 each; blacksmith, 
female keeper at workhouse, $300; emale keeper at 3 8180; 
cooks, at each; two cooks, at $60 each; trained n 


urse, $420; five nurses, at 
$60 each; in all, $16,163 

Mr. SHERMAN. Icall the attention of the Senator from Colo- 
rado to the provision fixing the salaries of five nurses at $60 each. 
Is it $60 monthly? Certainly it is inadequate if those are annual 
salaries. The others are annual salaries. It does not say that 
these are monthly salaries. Sixty dollars per nurse a year would 
8 in ap haa 

LLER. These are people who are receiving training for 
the parposo of of becomin nurses. 
MAN. wo cooks at $60 each.” Is that an annual 
salary or monthly A 

Mr. TELLER. An annual salary. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me it is totally inadequate. 

Mr. TELLER, These are the people who are living in the 
asylum and who are allowed something for the service they ren- 
der besides their board and home. The nurses are people who 
are being trained for some form of service. The provision comes 
o na ma the House in that form. That is the way we under- 
stand i 

Mr. ALLISON. They can be taken from the inmates as well. 

Mr. TELLER. They ma 5 5 inmates. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next 3 of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 48, after line 21, 
to insert: 

For painting and repairs of almshouse and workhouse, $1,500. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment Was, on page 49, line 8, before the word 
dollars,“ to strike out four thousand seven hundred and in- 
sert ‘‘ five thousand and forty ”; so as to read: 

For Reform School: For su 
ae . e $1,500; assistant superintendent, 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, 9 7 the head of Reform School,” 
0 the total appropriation for salaries from $15,902 to 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, after line 10, to insert: 

For new bake oven, including brick building for same, $2,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of For charities,” 
on page 51, after line 3, to strike out: 


For the relief and care of the a pee aa aut destitute, — for such charitable 
and reformatory work, and su medical and ical treatment of 
80 | poor and destitute patients in the District of Columbia as have been hereto- 
ore usually provided for by direct appropriations to i me rivate 1 tte * — 
as the District Commissioners 7 eem necessary to be 
nded under the direction of 
"i h responsible and competent per 
e purpose 


= pote 74005 over- 
engineer, $ 
rpenter, $600; five 
; hostler and e driver, ane 


said Commissioners, either — — contract 
sons or institutions or b; ger bye Sad for 
the public institutions € edhe panei of said where 

Provided, Tha shall extend beyond the 30th day of of 


ticable: t no such i 

une, 1007 2 and . no payment shall be made under any such contract ex- 
cept for service actually 5 for which co . shall be provided 
in said contract; and that said Commissioners Congress on or 


before the first Monday of December in each 
their expenditures theretofore made under 
contracts made by them hereunder, the names of the persons and in- 
stitutions contracted with, and stat what further expenditures will be 
required item EP And provided further, That no of the money 
herein appr shall be paid for the purpose a ntaining or aiding, 
by payment for 5 or expenses, or othe; 
denomination, or any institution or society whi 
ecclesiastical control. 
And insert: 
For Temporary Home for ex-Union Soldiers and Sailors, Grand Army of 
‘or Tem ‘ome for ex- rs an ors, 
the Republic, $2,500. 
F e 0 Christian Association, 8 000. 
8 and Emergenc 
‘s 


ital, 8 $15,000. 
ital, maintenance, 0 
For the National 1 Hospital Association of Washington, D. O., 
for maintenance, $8, 


For the Washington e for Foundlings, maintenance, $6,000. 
For the Church asin Hospit Association of St. John's Parish, main’ 


800. 
For the German han ‘lum, maintenance, eer . 
For the pater Orphan Pree for the Relief of itute Colored Women 


ear a Yetailed statement of 
is appropriation, and of pu 


tenance, 


and maintenance, inclu repairs, $9,900. 
For St. Ann’s Infant Asylum, maintenance, $5,400. 
For tion for Works of Mercy, maintenance, $1,800. 
For House of the Good Shepherd, maintenance, $2,700. 
For the St. er Industrial School, maintenance, $4,500. 
For St. Joseph’s Asylum, maintenance, 800. 


For Young Women’s Christian Home, $1, 
For Hope and Help Mission, maintenance, $1,000. 
—— Newsboys’ and 1 Aid id Society m maintenance, $1,000. 


‘or Eastern nsary. main $1, 
For Washington Home for ATIN maintenance, $2,000. - 
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Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to have from the committee some 
peewee of this amendment and of the subsequent amendment 
to be found on page 57, for the appointment of a joint select com- 

Before the 


mittee. Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] replies, 
I should like to say with regard to it that I think it would be 
very much better to leave this matter as the House fixed it. I do 
not want to go into a discussion of the subject, but I think I am 
permitted under the rules to say that this provision was not 
adopted in the other House without discussion, and that the House 
came to this conclusion, and it seems to have been, as the bill 
comes to us from the House of Representatives, a settlement of a 
much-discussed, not to say vexed, question. It seems to me that 
the amendment proposed by the committee leaves the whole ques- 
tion for future discussion, and that it would have been bet- 
ter for the Senate committee to accept the bill as it came from 
the other House, which, I am itted under the rules to say, 
was the deliberate conclusion of the House and made a settlement 
of this matter, and not to leave it open to disturb future Con- 


gresses. 

The exact 3 I wish to call attention as showing that 
the whole su 

the amendment as by the committee of the Senate, is this: 
The House provided for the appropriation of a round sum of 
$94,700 to be expended under the direction of the Commissioners 
under contract with the respective com t or institu- 
tions or by employing for the purpose the public institutions or 
agencies of the District where practicable. Then it was provided 

That no of the m. herein shall be d for the - 
JJ 

or or an or 
i Ay ae pe sectarian or ecclesiastical — da id z 

The Senate committee in its proviso on page 54 adopts a part of 
the House proviso, but it declines to adopt what may be said to 
be the essential of the proviso and the one upon which all 
the controversy been raised. It provides— 
> 5 no part 2 tho ——— 3 — * 9 ae be paid 
or otherwine, any church or — 1 ann 

It does not provide that the money shall not be expended for 
aiding, by payment for services or expenses or otherwise, any 
institution or society which is under sectarian or ecclesiastical 
control. It leaves the whole question open and just where it was 
before the discussion in the House and the adoption of the House 
provision. The amendment for a joint select committee amounts 
to nothing as affecting the question with respect to what is to be 
the se of Congress in this res i 

I do not wish to go into any lengthy discussion of the question 
of the appropriation of money in ai sectarian or denomina- 
tional charitable institutions. The matter has been very thor- 
oughly and fully discussed not only in the other branch of Con- 
gress, but throughout the country, and I believe that the better 
sentiment of this country is that governments, State or national, 
ought not to appropriate money to be paid out of State or national 
treasury inaid of private charitable institutions, whether sectarian 
or denominational or otherwise. But the practice of aiding them 
3 up in the District of Columbia and has been increasing 
all while, so much so that when charitably inclined persons 
think there is room for another charitable institution here they 
immediately proceed to organize it upon the expectation that they 
are 3 come to Congress for an appropriation to aid them in carry- 

it on. 
think that is all wrong. These views of mine are not recently 
formed views. I introduced a petition, I think three C 
, for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of the 
nited States prohibiting the appropriation of money for any 
sectarian or denominational or aiding any sectarian or 
denominational institution. I believe such a clause is to be found 
in the constitutions of nearly half of the States in the Union. I 
believe that at the present day, without any reference to religious 
ideas or religious tests or anything of that sort, it is the well- 
yey opinion of a great majority of the people of the United 

The reason why I think the amendment of the Senate commit- 
tee had better not have been proposed is that, so far as the District 
of Columbia is concerned, the poren of the bill as itcame from 
the House would settle it that hereafter it was to be the aga Sed 
Congress not to make rn BY deren for such purposes. 
amendment opens the whole question again to discussion, and I 
regret that it should have been proposed by the committee. I 
wish it to be understood that my vote is to be in opposition to the 
committee amendment, 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the committee found some diff- 
culty in dealing with this question as it came to the Senate from 
the other House. The House ision was exceedingly sweeping; 
and it was pretty certain that, without amendment, it could not 
be carried out without injustice to some of the institutions which 
we have relied upon here for charitable work. A majority of the 
committee concluded that it was best to return to the system of 
last year, and also to provide for the commission which the Sen- 


ject is left open, that nothing is settled about it by | to 


ator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] thinks will not amount to 
an 


far as Jam concerned, I agree with the Senator that these 
matters should be conducted by the Government and not by pri- 
vate establishments. I shall myself be pleased whenever, without 
8 to the infirm and dependent, we can adopt a system 
which will allow the Government to have absolute control over 
all the moneys that we d for charitable purposes. I believe 
we might do it now, but that was not the opinion of the majority 
the committee, and I think it was not the opinion of very many 
good people who are engaged in charitable work. They seem to 
think that the plan as provided for by the House would work 
great hardship and great injustice, and therefore the majority of 
the committee, as I say, resolyed to take the course which has 
been taken. 
Mr. PLATT. But sometime this matter will have to be settled, 
and if it is settled in the way the House 8 to settle it, it 


P. 
Government and get an annual appropriation. i 
District of Columbia feel. 


ter leave it as the other House put it. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not think the interest exhibited by the 
charitable people who came before the committee was so much in 
reference to the institutions or the organizations as it was to the 
beneficiaries. I think there was a very general feeling among the 
people who have been engaged in charitable work t without 
those agencies at this time there would be much want of efficienc 
in the cer fe of this money. It would not, perha 8 
the beneficiaries as it is intended by Congress that fe shall” 

Iadmit that there was a great deal of embarrassment about the 
matter. Ithink it was much more embarrassing than the ques- 
tion of schools which we had up here some time ago. It seems to 
me that it rests on precisely the same principle, that the Govern- 
ment agencies should be conducted by Government agents, and 
that as soon as possible the Government should disconnect itself 
from the assistance of that class of people unless we should adopt 
a system such as is in vogne in some countries, particularly in 
Germany. There citizens volunteer to carry out the Government 
wish and to supervise the expenditure of the money. Under that 
8 the very best people of Germany come to the assistance of 

e authorities in determining who are entitled toreceive the bene- 
fits, looking up the proper cases for governmental charity, and 
assisting in a general way. That would not be objectionable. It 
is a beneficial system. If we should adopt snch a system I think 
the Government might then avail itself of such agencies, but un- 
less it does that, it seems to me we shall have eventually to say to 
the charitable institutions in the District: ‘‘ The National Govern- 
ment must have control of all the money that it puts out, and the 
whole proceedings. The payment and direction and all must be 
under the control of the Government.” But we were not full 
agreed in the committee upon any method of doing that at this 
session, and hence we reported as the provision is found in the bill. 

Mr.PEFFER. Mr. ident, I think the amendment pro 
by the committee ought not to be agreed to. The point made by 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] that injustice is or may 
be done to certain private institutions is an objection that is con- 
tinually being raised in like cases. It has been raised from the 
beginning, and it will be raised until we have entirely doneaway 
with the whole business of pering privateinstitutions by pub- 
lic 88 We have found the same trouble in my own State, 
and within the range of my limited observation the experience 
has been the same in other States. Persons of charitable disposi- 
tion, but not of unlimited pecuniary resources, will organize a 
private charitable institution with the expectation of its ulti- 
mately being maintained out of the public ; and from 
year to year those institutions multiply, until fin they have 
become a weight, an incubus upon public treasuries, 

We find that all over the country, in every State of the Union, 
the subject is bei i and perhaps more in the year 1896 
than in any year of our history; but that only goes to 
show the intensity and the extent of the feeling upon the subject 
which prevails among the people. I think it is time that the sub- 
ject was dealt with heroically and that all appropriations for 2 
vate institutions were cut off. To say that these people have had 
no notice that such a thing might be done is to state a purely im- 
Sifony Dame. We had the same thing to deal with in Kansas. 
The people have had the same thing to deal with in the State of 
Maine, in Vermont, indeed, I believe, in all of the New ‘land 
States. They are now dealing with it in the State of New York. 
Persons who invested money in the manufacture and sale of in- 
toxicating liquors believed their property was endangered by 


1896. 
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reason of the-enactment of prohibitory laws and the adoption of 
prohibitory amendments to constitutions, and hence 9 to 
the courts for remedy. But the courts very wisely hold that there 
is no remedy in such cases; that the people have all the time had 
notice from the beginning that the reserved rights of the people 
might some day be asserted to the injury of these parti in- 
dividuals. So it is in this case. These private institutions which 
are now conducting charitable establishments have had notice 
from the beginning that the public rights might some day, at any 
time, be asserted; so that there is a constant, standing, mal 
notice. As I said in the beginning, I think it is time the subject 
was dealt with heroically; and I hope the amendment will not be 


agreed to. 

. 5 GALLINGER. Mr. President, a single observation before 
the vote is taken. My attitude on this question is a matter of 
record. I believe the committee of the Senate have made a mis- 
take in changing the provision that was incorporated in the bill 
by the House of Representatives. I understand that a Senator is 
naturally, perhaps properly, criticised if he objects to almost any- 
thing that relates to charitable work here or elsewhere, and yet 
back of all this, at the bottom of all this, is the principle which 
we have to meet in the Congress of the United States, as it is be- 
ing met elsewhere. y 

do not know how it may bein other States, but I know that if 

in the little State of New Hampshire a Son should be made 
to the legislature of the State or should be presented to the com- 
mon council or board of aldermen of any city of the State to ap- 
propriate money for a sectarian institution, whether its work was 
charitable or otherwise, it would get no support whatever, be- 
cause such a proposition would be abhorrent to the sense of our 
le, and I think that is the wing sentiment in the country. 

t is the old doctrine which, as I have said before, was fought out 
in other countries a long time ago, which for some reason or other 
we have allowed to creep into our system, and which we have in 
some way or other to get rid of. 

Now, Mr. President, I am not going to make a h on this 
subject, nor am I going to give utterance to a single su, tion 
that is not kindly and that is not well intended, but I do hope 
that in some way, whether it be this year or next year or some 
other year, the Congress of the United States will get rid of this 
proposition to appropriate money for institutions, whether they 
are educational or charitable, that are directly under the control 
of any religious society, I care not whether it is the society that I 
chance to be connected with or otherwise. Itisa Orp A EDAN I 
have in some way imbibed, that I have such an intense ief in, 
that I would be doing myself an injustice if I did not on every 
occasion utter my protest against it; and that, Mr. President, is 
all I care to ~~ y. 

The 4 0 5 50 9 The aean is on the amendment 

copaon the Commi’ on Appropriations. 
z r. GEORGE. Let the amen t be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. PLATT. May I inquire whether the striking out and in- 
serting are all one amendment, that is, whether it is all one amend- 
ment from line 4, on page 51, to the end of line 22, on page 58? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that it is all 
one amendment. The Secretary will read the amendment pro- 


The SECRETARY. The Committee on Appropriations report to 
strike out, beginning in line 4, on page 51, as follows: 
For the relief and care of the poor and destitute, and for such charitable 
and reformatory work and such care and medical and icai treatment of 
rand 5 tients in the District of Columbia as have been hereto- 
ore usua. 


for the purpose the public institutions or —— of said Distri 
icable: i t no such contract 

of June, 1897, and that no payment shall be made under any such contrac 

except for service act ronde: 

vided in said contract; and that said Commissioners pos to 

on or before the first Monday of December in each year a detailed statement 

of their expenditures theretofore made under this appropriation, and of all 

contracts made by them hereunder, giving the names of the persons and 

institutions contracted with, and 2 t ox will be 

required thereunder: And provided / „That no part of the money herein 

riated shall be paid for the of 
men —— 


approp maintaining or aiding, by pay- 
t for services or expenses, or o. any church or religious denomi- 
institution or society which is under sectarian or ecclesiastical 


nation, or any 
contro! 


Mr. ALLISON. That is one amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I have taken a t deal of 
interest in many of the associations for charitable p 
named in the bill. Many of these institutions have been founded 
now for many years. I know that when I was a member of the 
other House, some forty years ago, I took a great deal of interest 
in the subject of the distribution of money for charitable i 55 
= There were in existence here then some admirable - 
table institutions, all of them, I think, more or less under sec- 
tarian influence. Many of them were Catholic institutions, 
because a large proportion of the population of this District 
belonged to t church, We thoroughly i the very 


question that is now before us and concluded, on the whole, that 
it was better to Samper, the organization of these societies and 


to help them as we coul 

e synem has now 
twenty or 

8 5 


with appropriations from time to time. 
wn so that Government aid is rendered 

institutions, and one or two of them 
amount of good. One Catholic institution 
I know of m has not only expended the money 8 
for charitable purposes y and judiciously, but has ex- 
poea a vast amount of money contributed by charitable people 
in the city. 

I believe in the principle which has been stated by the Senators 
who have already spoken, that it would be better to have this 
charity disbursed directly by the Government of the United States; 
but the Government, in order to do that, must have sites, must have 
buildings, and must have proper facilities for taking care of the 
sick and the disabled. Many persons who come to this city come 
in such a condition that they must be sent immediately to some 
charitable hospital, some place where they can be for, gen- 
erally by women who are employed at very small to take 
care of them. These institutions, asa rule, are conducted with 
great economy. ° 

It seems to me, before we break down this system, we ought to 
provide another to take its place. Neither this District nor the 
Government of the United States has any buildings to which per- 
sons can be sent, and the District or the General Government 
ong to be in possession of such buildings before we undertake 
to distribute these small charities, and to take care of persons who 
are sick or diseased or poor or needy. Weare in no condition to 
do it. Therefore it seems to me that the 8 made by the 
committee of the Senate isa wise one. I think that we had better 
postpone the matter of o izing these charities, and not turn 
them over to the Commissioners of the District, who are men ac- 
tively employed, with plenty to do to manage the affairs which 
properly come under their control. They are generally prominent 
citizens, and they have not the time, they have not the opportunity, 
nor haye they the means to find shelter and support so as to care 
for and aid and supply with medicine and surgical assistance the 
poor and the feeble in this District. So itseems to me we ought 
not to strike down the system which has been built up for thirty 
or forty years until we have provided another. 

I should be willing to appropriate large sums of money for build- 
ings for the use of charitable institutions here, and we ought to 
have them here in this city, as nearly all cities have them, and 
have them under the control of the Government, but until we 
provide the buildings and the other n means of organiza- 
tion to distribute the money that we are ing to appropriate, 
we N not to change the present system. 

So far as I am concerned, I make no distinction between one 
branch of religion and another. Any religion is better than no 
religion, and I have confidence in any form of religious worshi 
which requires of its adherents obedience to Almighty God, an 
any form of religious worship which recognizes the general theo- 
ries of the Bible I believe to be good. When organizations of this 
kind have been built up by charitable and religious people, and 
they have contributed their funds to erect buildings and have been 
encouraged by the annual appropriations of Congress now for more 
than forty years, this aid should not be suddenly cut off from them. 
It should only be done after the Government has prepared itself 
to deal charitably and kindly and well with the poor, the sick, the 
feeble, and the needy. 

I therefore am of opinion that the conclusion arrived at by the 
Committee on Appropriations on this bill is a wise one. ey 


simply me this matter and direct an inquiry. It seems to 
ea is the best thing to be done. The provision made here is 
as follows: 


That a 2 select committee is hereby authorized, to consist of three 
Senators to be appointed by the p: officer of the Senate and three 
Members of the House of Representatives to be appointed by the Speaker of 
the House, which select shall make investigation of the charities 
and reformatory institutions of the District of Columbia, and yof 
those for which appropriations are made by this act, as respects 
tions to the 3 of the District of Columbia and to the United Sta‘ 
whether by special charter or otherwise, their efficiency, their managemen 
and resources, etc, 

Is it not better that representatives from the two Houses of 
Congress should take this matter up carefully and see whether 
or not any of these institutions can be purchased or new buildin 
can be erected for the of taking care of the feeble and the 
sick who happen to be here inthe city of Washington? In a pop- 
ulation now of over 300,000 there will always bea certain propor- 
tion in trouble who ought to be cared for, and it seems to me we 
ought not to dispense with the provisions already made for their 
care until we find some better plan than is proposed in the House 
proposto to turn all the sick and feeble and indigent and care- 

ess, and haps reckless, people over to the District Commis- 
sioners— men who have plenty of business to attend to 
without this. They are not in a condition to deal with, and they 
are not able to deal with, this question. I would rather take 
three, four, five, or six women to manage this matter of looking 
after the poor and the suffering than all the men who are likely to 
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be Commissioners of the District of Columbia. A matter of this 


kind ought to be turned over to the kindly charity of good people, 
and the committee here provided for might, no doubt, examine 
into the condition of the various institutions which are now used 
and aided by us by the appropriation of money, and make proper 
arrangements. Some of the institutions, probably, are not well 

repared for this work, and they might be drop from the list, 
but until the Government does provide some means of taking 
care Pi the poor people we ought not to disturb the present arrange- 
ment. 

I remember, among others, that Thaddeus Stevens, who was 
supposed to be a stern, unyielding man, bitter in his hatreds and 
warm in his friendships, took the greatest possible interest in the 
charitable institutions here, and went around among them one 
after another in order to find out how they were conducted. 
During his lifetime he did all he could to maintain them, although 
he was regarded as a cynical old bachelor, and everybody, except 
those who knew him intimately, thought he had no heart. That 
is the lah I would deal with this question. Let a committee be 
8 ; let them go and examine these institutions and see how 
the poor and the sick are cared for, and if they can find a better 
way let them report to the next session of Congress. But to stop 
suddenly all the appropriations made for this purpose and to turn 
the entire matter over to the Commissioners of the District, who 
are overworked, does not seem to me wise, and therefore I shall 


yote to support the proposition made by the Committee on Appro- 
riations. 
> Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I think, under the provision of 


the bill as it came from the House of Representatives, that which 
the Senate committee proposes to strike out provides for all that 
the Senator from Ohio has in contemplation. j 
Mr. SHERMAN. It turns the matter over to the District Com- 
missioners. 7 Á 5 
Mr. PEFFER. The provision reads in this way: 
For the relief and care of the poor and destitute, and for such charitable 
and reformatory work, and such care and medical and surgical treatment of 
r and destitute patients in the District of Columbia as have been hereto- 
‘ore mcg pron ed for by direct appropriations to private institutions, 
and as the ict Commissioners may deem necessary, the sum of, y 
to be expended under the direction of said Commissioners, either under con- 
tract with responsible and competent persons or institutions or 5 employ- 
ingfor tho purpose the publie institutions or agencies of said District, where 
practicable. 


I have been reading the first part of the paragraph, beginning 
at line 4, on page 51, which proposes to leave the entire subject 
under the control and subject to the discrimination and manage- 
ment of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, that they 
may, in their discretion, provide for by contract with private in- 
stitutions or with public institutions, whichever in their judg- 
ment may be necessary. 

In connection with that I do not see why the commission the 
Senator speaks of may not be appointed, and why it is not a at 

ion; but, at the same time, I think all that is required for 
2 situation is provided for in the language which I have 
read; and I think it is an excellent way of taking the preliminary 
siepi to get rid of this troublesome question. 

i SHERMAN. What the Senator has read only shows that 
what I said was correct, that it is proposed by the bill as it came 
from the House for a car! ied year to confer this power upon the 
District Commissioners. They having no care now of this matter, 
are to be suddenly called upon to take this duty for one year, and 
it provides that only for one year shall they have this charge. 

t is to be done after that? It seems to me the District Com- 
missioners are not the proper persons to do it. I would rather for 
this purpose take any one or any dozen or ng feat d of the chari- 
table institutions which are referred to in this bill as the benefi- 
ciaries of the bounty of the ic ed of the United States. The 
money has been fairly distributed among these various organiza- 
tions which now exist, including almost every denomination, from 
the largest to the smallest. I had rather leave the expenditure of 
the money to the 8 and kindness and good feeling of the 
people who manage these institutions than to turn it over to the 
overworked Commissioners of the District of Columbia as an ex- 

ent for one year, disturbing all the appropriations which 

ve been made, all the arrangements, and all the precautions 

which have heretofore been adopted in the management of the 
various associations mentioned in the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. Let = een be first put on striking out 
what the Secretary has read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit the motion 
to strike out the portion of the bill which has been read by the 


Secretary. 
Mr. GORMAN. Does that embrace all the charities? 
1 8 5 The question is on agreeing to the amendment, 
it not? 
Mr. SHERMAN. The question is to be taken on agreeing to 
the entire amendment. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit first, as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], the motion 
to strike out what has been read by the Secretary. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator that it is practically 
all one amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. It is not. If we strike out what has been read 
I suppose there will beno objection to the words in italics; and if 
ue 0 to strike out, of course the words in italics must go out 
of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The question ought to be on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee, striking out and inserting, 
and it ought to be taken as one question. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust by unanimous consent that that may 
be done, because the whole scheme of charities is involved. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit the entire mo- 
tion to strike out and insert. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand the Chair to state that the ques- 
tion is to strike out what has been read and insert what is pro- 
posed on es 52 and 53, down to line 22. 

Mr. PLATT. That is it. 

Mr. GORMAN. That will embrace the whole subject. 

I desire to say, Mr. President, only a word in addition to what 
has been so well said by the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN]. The system of charities in the District of Columbia 
has grown up from time to time, and approprisnons have been 
made, until four years ago we authorized the appointment of a 
superintendent of charities. The work of that officer has very 
much simplified the system and has corrected many abuses, until 
the result was reached last year of making provisions somewhat 
similar to those contained in these amendments, making an abso- 
lutely fair distribution of the amounts appropriated by Congress, 
from which excellent results have been obtained, There may be, 
and there possibly are, improvements yet to be made, all of Which 
can be ascertained and reported upon by the jointselect committee 
which is proposed inthis bill. Itrust that the amendment recom- 
mended by the committee will be adopted. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I do not desire to argue this 

proposition, but for fear that the yeas and nays may not be called, 
so that I may not go on record as I stand, I simply desire to say 
that Iam op to the amendment, and opposed to any pro- 
vision of law by which panno money is appropriated for sectarian 
ie ay of any character whatever. 
- Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I want to say that I indorse 
the last sentiment which the distinguished Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. GEORGE] has uttered, yet that drives me irresistibly to 
support this amendment. I do not believe in appropriations for 
sectarian purposes. We have further in this amendment a clause 
which distinctly announces that doctrine: 

Provided, That no part of the money herein appropriated for charities shall 
be paid for the pu of maintainin aiding, 
poe or rer ity any church piy Bs Tere 1 N 

Not a dollar under that provision can go to any church or reli- 
gious denomination for its support. We simply put in the hands 
of certain charitable organizations under religious and denomina- 
tional control a certain sum of money, which they may expend in 
relieving humanity, and not in promoting and building up their 
denominational principles. That is all there is about it, Mr. 
President. You can not make anything else out of it. It is for 
the relief of human suffering, of humanity, through the instru- 
mentality of these religious organizations, and not for the pur- 
pose of building them up nor for the purpose of promoting their 
denominational or ecclesiastical or religious views. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There being no other way to do it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why do we do this? Because the bill as it 
came from the House is simply im ible of execution. We have 
no alternative, in my jud ent, left us. Let us see where Sen- 
ators who insist upon this House provision would leave the chari- 
ties of the national capital. What does the bill say? 

The sum of $94,700— 

For what?— 


for the relief and care of the poor and destitute, and for such charitable and 
reformatory work, and such care and medical and surgical treatment of poor 
and destitute patients in the District of Columbia as have been heretofore 


usually provided for by direct N sieeve to private institutions, and as 


the District Co. joners may deem necessary, to be expended under the 
direction of said joners— 
How?— 


either under contract with responsible and competent persons or institu- 
tions or by employing for the purpose the public institutions or agencies of 
said ict, where practicable. 

Every Senator knows as well as he knows his existence that 
there are not in this District public institutions or agencies which 
can provide for the unfortunate. No Senator dare say upon this 
floor that there are public institutions or agencies here, created 
either by the District of Columbia or by the Government of the 
United States, sufficient to care for the suffering, the poor, the 
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destitute, the sick, the wounded, the disabled. No one can pre- 
tend to make that proposition. Then, how mustit be done? By 
contract! Now, think of the ridiculous absurdity of making con- 
tracts for the distribution of charity. Contract with a hospital 
for the treatment of patients! How could you make such a thing 
as a contract with the Emergency Hospital here, where people are 
taken—some with a finger cut off, some with a little bruise, some 
with a terrible wound that will require medical and surgical aid for 
hours and hours at a time—how are you going to make a contract 
for those cases? Think of it! An absolute contract having to be 
made for every act of charity and mercy performed in the Dis- 
aed 5 Columbia. Yet Senators want that provision retained in 
the bill. 
Mr. GRAY. And advertise for the lowest bidder. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; and advertise for the lowest bidder for 
the dispensation of charities and mercies and blessings! 
And no such contract— 
Mark you— 
shall extend beyond the 30th day of June, 1897 
Here is a further restriction— 
and that no payment shall be made under any such contract except for sery- 
ice 5 rendered, for which compensation shall be provided in said 
contrac 
I should like some Senator to draw a contract which would en- 
able the 5 Hospital to secure compensation for every 
little aid that it renders. Human ingenuity could not possibly 
provide a contract for this kind of a surgical operation, and for 
this kind of a dose of medicine to a sick child who may be brought 
there by its poverty-stricken mother. And yet not a dollar is to 
be paid unless it was specifically stated in the contract in advance, 
and. then the contract price charged. No,no, Mr. President, this 
House provision is utterly impracticable of execution. You had 
better withhold your $94,700; better keep it and not give a dollar 
of it, because it can not be used if this provision is to be carried out. 
What have we done, Mr. President? We have done the only 
thing which was left us todo. What is that? We have simply 
restored the charities as they have been for years, and we have 
ut in the provision that not a dollar of this money shall be used 
or the purpose of buildin m or maintaining any church or re- 
ligious denomination; and, therefore, it shall only be used for 
charitable and beneficent purposes. Then, we have provided a 
joint committee of Senators and Representatives, three of whom 
are to be appointed by the 5 officer of the Senate and 
three by the Bocaksr of the House of Representatives. They are 
to investigate the whole field of charities in the District, and re- 
port at the next session of Congress the system and the means 
which Congress ought to adopt in order to afford the relief which 
our laws, our institutions, and our holy religion require at our 
han 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I think the Senator from 
Missouri, in his honest zeal in this matter, has somewhat over- 
stated, to say the least, the situation. I do not suppose there is a 
Senator in this Chamber who desires that in dealing with the hos- 
pitals of the city of Washington the principle which the Senator 
says we adyocate should be applied. the Senate committee had 
eliminated or had individualized the hospitals and provided in 
the amendment that they should have a direct appropriation, and 
then should have allowed the House provision to stand so far as 
the sectarian institutions are concerned, it would have received 
my most cordial approbation and support. 

Of course we can not make a contract with the Emergency Hos- 
pital; but I will call the attention of the Senator from uri to 
the fact that when, on a former occasion, I made the suggestion 
concerning Providence Hospital, in the city of Washington, I was 
met with the statement that we did make a contract with that 
hospital for the performance of a certain duty, for which they 
received a specified sum. I think the District Commissioners can 
properly make contracts, if there is no better way, for the care of 
the indigent poor of the city of Washington. At the same time, 
I should deal differently with the established hospitals of the city; 
and I have never yet found anybody to object to the appropria- 
tion of public funds to aid in the charitable work which is car- 
ried on in great public hospitals. It is done all over the 1 
and nobody objects. The hospitals are not connected with reli- 
gious institutions; they are not sectarian; they are managed for 
the alleviation of human suffering and the good of the general 
public. The cities make appropriations, and I think in some in- 
stances the States, for great public hospitals, and that policy 
receives the support and the approvalof everybody. The States 
make contracts with hospitals, as the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. PLATT] says, and correctly says. 

Mr. President, I have not called attention to any one of these 
institutions. In whatever I have said in the Senate during the 

resent Congress I have never mentioned the name of a church. 
ose who have, as I think, sometimes unfairly attempted to put 
us in what I believe would be a false position have named certain 
religious bodies and said that we were endeavoring to discrimi- 


nate against a particular religious organization. I have no such 
feeling myself. Whatever my faults may be, I am not so narrow 
as to desire to do an injustice, to cast a vote, or to put in the way 
of any religious association or organization one single particle of 
an obstacle to operate against their carrying out their benevolent 
and charitable purposes, I have no such feeling as that, and I 
hope I may never become so warped as to cast a vote or utter a 
word in that direction. 

But there are in this list certain institutions that are manifestly 
sectarian, I will not name them. Senators can read them for 
themselyes. The Senator from Ohio says that these institutions 
are managed by all the religious denominations of the country. 
That is not true. The Senator was mistaken about that, but lam 
not going to discuss that feature of the case. 

Mr. President, I have said more than I intended to say on this 
subject. I would be very glad, indeed, to have, even though it be 
an experiment, the proposition that the House of Representatives 
put in the bill tested for one year, and see if we can not dispense 
the funds that we vote here for charitable purposes to better advan- 
tage than we have been doing in the past. it should fail, then 
we could devise some better plan than is incorporated in the pro- 
vision that comes to us from the House of Representatives. 

It occurs to me that the very fact that the Senate committee pro- 

an 5 of the subject is a concession that we have 

en going possibly in the wrong direction in appropriating public 
funds for purposes of this kind. If the amendment suggested b 
the Senate committee shall go in the bill, as I 3 it will, 
then I shall certainly hope that the other amendment providi 
for an investigation of matter will likewise go in the 
because I think it will be well for us to see what a joint sel 
committee will say to the Congress of the United States on this 
great question, for it is a great question. 

I would be one of the last men in this body to do any harm to 
any poor waif or any suffering child or man or woman in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia who needed the beneficence of individuals or 
of the Government to relieve human suffering. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I have been brought up in an atmosphere where the churches 
take care of their poor; where they do not go either to the cities 
or to the treasury of the States; and they ought not to come to 
the Treasury of the National Government to ask for public funds 
to help them c: on their charitable work. I know of no reason 
why the State of New Hampshire or any other State of the Ameri- 
can Union should be taxed for the purpose of helping religious 
organizations and ecclesiastical concerns to carry on work of any 
kind, whether it is charitable or otherwise. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question ison the amendment 
of the committee. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis propre to strike out all of the bill after 
the word ‘‘charities,” in line 3, page 51, down to and including 
line 5, on page 52, and insert from line 6, on page 52, to line 22, 


on 1 page 53. 
. PLATT. I ask that the vote may be taken by yeas and 


nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, before the vote is taken, as the 
yeas and nays have been ordered, I think I should say one word in 
addition to what has already been said respecting these charities, 

It was the disposition, so far as I know, of the Committee on 
Appropriations to meet as far as practicable the views of the 
House of Representatives as presented by the paragraph in the bill 
as it came to us, but it seemed to the committee impracticable to 
execute the provisions in such a way as not to cripple many of the 
most worthy and necessary charities in this District. For exam- 
ple, the first paragraph in the amendment proposed to be inserted 
is For relief of the poor, $13,000.” It will be remembered that the 
provision as it came to us from the other House came in a lum 
sum of $94,700, which absolutely embraces every item contai 
in the details of the Senate committee’s amendment. It was said 
to us in explanation of the provision as it came to us from the 
other House that it was intended to provide for these charities as 
they now exist. Itwas contended by some of those who advocated 
the appropriation of a tump sum that in fact there was embraced 
in the detailed statement but one single charity that was under 
religious or ecclesiastical control. Soit was claimed forthe House 
provision that there would be under it no material change in the 
management of these charities. 

The first question that confronted the Committee on 1 
tions was, if that be true, how could the money be expended under 
the House provisions? The first item to be provided for is For 
relief of the poor, $13,000.” This is and has n for many years 
a pressing charity, or what is called an emergency oe 
distributed usually in the late winter or spring months, in the dis- 
cretion of the Commissioners, for the relief of those people of the 
District who are found by press of necessity at the close of winter or 
during the extreme cold weather to be inneed of immediate relief, 

The next item is For Shy Saar? Home for ex-Union Soldiers 
and Sailors, Grand Army of the Republic, $2,500.” That is an 


ey and Emergency 
Hospital, maintenance, $15,000.” That hospital is well known to 
the ee 2 san Sane to 55 one at tae moes im ing tand 
necessary i the city. is under on of many 
of our best 2 It was erected at a cost of several thousand 
dollars by contributions from 3 of this city who 
had the means to contribute to it; and year from their pri- 
vate resources, as I remember now, speaking without having the 
figures before me, they contribute from fifteen to twenty thousand 
dollars for the maintenance of this dispensary and Emergency 
Hospital. The demands upon the hospital are so great that some 

ago we were appeal toby those then in control to provide 
From the 3 the United States a small app tion for 
the p of aiding them. The first appropriation, I think, was 
$10,000. Later on it was increased to $15,000. 

I do not need to enumerate these several items in detail further 
than I have gone to show the character of some of the institutions 
which are the recipients of these appropriations. When you turn, 
in the light of these facts, to the provision of the bill as it passed 
the House, you will find that this sum is ‘‘to be expended under 
the ead evon z said Commissioners, cie thaer N * 
respo: and competent ms or institutions, or by employ- 
ing for the purpose the ublle institutions or agencies of bat Dis- 
trict, where e.” That led me and the committee to 
inquire what are the public agencies or institutions in this Dis- 

trict that the Commissioners could resort to in case they found it 
impossible toexecute these provisions under a contract. efound 
that there are but two. One of them is the almshouse, lying in 
the eastern portion of the city, and which is provided for in the 
resent bill. Iwas not rised that the Senator from Ohio rose 
his place and said he noticed that one of the employees of that 
institution, one of its nurses, was receiving $60 annum. He 
thought that must be a mistake, that it must be $60 a month. Yet 
the almshouse takes care of from two to three hundred of the 
destitute people of this District at all times. The average attend- 
ance there is from two to three hundred. I should like to have 
some Senator who has a carriage and rides over the fine pavements 
of this city visit for an hour that almshouse as I have visited 
it and see the character of the destitute men and women who are 
held there and cared for by the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia under appropriations that we make. The inmates are 
in poverty and destitution; they are as illy prepared for all the 
affairs of human life as you will find the destitute in any city in 
the United States. Now, for one I would not desire that an 
ter number of destitute persons in this city who could be be 
: cared for elsewhere, at least, should be consigned to the alms- 
house of the District of Columbia. 

The other agency of the District of Columbia is the Freedmen’s 
Hospital, which is familiar to Senators, and which is filled to its 
capacity every day and every week and every hour of the year 
with the destitute colored and white men and women of this city. 
So I find it would be ai ome to execute these provisions of the 
Honse in public institu’ „and therefore it would be necessary, 
in order the destitute here might be cared for by somebody, 
ae should make some provision other than that provided by 

e House." 

I ask the Senator from Connecticut 2 Parr] to tell me how 
it is possible to make a contract for a destitute child or a destitute 
man or woman who is disabled either by the cable cars or by some 
accident on Pennsylvania avenue and is carried to the Emergency 
Hospital? A may be broken, an arm may be broken, or there 
may be some greater injury to that person. 

.GRAY. Half a dozen firemen were carried there last night 
who were injured at the fire. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; firemen, I am told, were carried there 
last oe How is it possible to make a contract for such emer- 


es 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALLISON. 5 

Mr. PLATT. I am not familiar with this subject, but I will 
reply eae Senator another question. 

A ISON. That may furnish a good answer. 

Mr. PLATT. If the $94,000 which the other House proposed 
3 been appropriated in that way, does the Sen- 
ator believe that there would have been any fail ure to take care 
of the persons and to expend the amounts which are provided in 
the item in won care of them by contract? 

Mr. ALLISON. Under the provisions of the paragraph as it 
came to us? 

Mr. PLATT. Yes; would they not have been able to make 
some arrangement for the expenditure of $2,500 for the Tempo- 


rary Home for ex-Union Soldiers and Sailors, for instance? In 
other words, does the Senator understand that the word con- 
tract” means a contract for bathing the person who ha to 
be sick, or anything of that sort? The idea advanced by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri was that every little service must be con- 
tracted for. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not go into that. 

Mr. PLATT. Is there not any other way to make a contract 
for the care of people who go to these hospitals? Could there not 
be some terms or some general arrangement by which they would 
all be taken care of? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have been trying to show that it is impos- 
sible to make a contract with the ena at Hospital, for which 
there is an appropriation of $15,000 in amendment of the com- 


Mr. HAWLEY. I think I can suggest a way to do it, and to 


model ever: aph upon the idea. 

Mr. ALLISON. How? 

Mr. HAWLEY. To make a contract with the Central Dispen- 
sary and Emergency Hospital to go on just as they have been 
going on at $15,000 a year. t is a contract. 

Mr. ALLISON, That would be making a contract, but it would 
not be making a contract such as is required by the House pro- 
vision, which is ‘‘ that no payment shall be made under any such 
contract except for service actually rendered, for which compen- 
sation shall be provided in said contract.” 

Mr. PLATT, Iwill suggest, then, if that is the only difficulty, 
it might very easily have arranged by striking out so much 
of the House 5 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly; and if the paragraph is to re- 
main in the bill I hope the Senator from Connecticut will move 
to so amend it as to make it effectual. I am not in controversy as 
respects what the Senators from Connecticut and other Senators 
want to accomplish, but as to what the committee has done, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not object. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand, but other Senators object to 
what the committee has done, and it is for them to show some 
other way whereby the thousands of people who are aided some- 
what by these appropriations shall be provided for. We found 
much difficulty as respects all these questions, and as respects the 
sectarian or religious control. Now, I want to ask the Senator 
from Connecticut another question. The committee propose to 
insert on page 54: 
elt 3 part of os money — Si ted for 2 

or the purpose maintaining or a * — 
ices or expenses or otherwise, any church or religious Ba ener has marr 

We propose to retain that provision, which is a part of the 
House 8 to be stricken out. 

ALLINGER. I do not think that was eyer done. Was 
an appropriation ever made for a church or a religious denomi- 


nation? 
In aid of it. That was the claim made before 
our committee 


Mr. GALLINGER. I think not. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May Task the Senator from Iowa a question? 
What is thesense of leaving in the provision that none of this money 
shall be used as an appropriation for a church when there is no 
pretense in the committee amendment that itis to go for that 
purpose? It seems as if it was likely to befog somebody. The 
amendment, in fact, provides a ee appropriation for certain 
definite hospitals and other institutions. Then the committee has 
put at the end of those items a proviso that none of the a - 
ations shall go to support a church. I should like the 
of the committee to explain the purpose of putting in that pro- 
vision. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will answer the Senator. It was said before 
our committee by a person who is quite reputable, I have no 
doubt, that it was the habit of certain of these hospitals to con- 
tribute of their own funds to the erection and maintenance of 
churches; that although we were giving them funds for charitable 
purposes they were using the aggregate of their funds by i 
subscriptions in aid of church government, and that the em- 

loyees, the people about the institution, were aiding the church 
by means of their employment. So we covered that ground, or 
we thought we did, in order that these appropriations might be 


applied to the proper of chatity, as we pro in the bill. 
5 i WOLCOTT. Will it interrupt the Senator E T call his at- 


tention to the provision for a moment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Not at all. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I still fail to understand it. These appro- 
priations are exactly as they have been made in former years 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Sonoadditional safeguard is thrown around 
the e gre sales from the safeguard that must have been thrown 
aro them in other years? 

Mr. ALLISON. Exceptas I have stated. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If amendment is to have that effect, I 
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should like to ask the Senator how it does it. There is certainly 
nothing here to prevent St. Joseph’s a Ee which gets $1,800 
for maintenance, appropriating a it to constructing a St. 
Joseph's Church, if there is one. there such a church? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know that there is. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iam only seeking to ascertain the purpose of 
8 this clause. I do not aut see where it comes in. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam stating purpose. Whether it will be 
effectual for the purpose I do not know. Of course, I have m 
own belief that no such thing has ever been done orethat no suc 
thing is likely to be done, but in order to meet the objection which 
genet elsewhere and before our committee we wished to make 

e provision perfectly certain or as nearly certain as we could. 

Mr. President, having an imperfect knowledge as respects the 
organization, method, resources, and receipts of these institutions 
or most of them, sympathizing with the expression 0 
opinion here upon the subject of dealing with charities in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, we thought before we undertake to make an 
appropriation as the Senator from Connecticut and the Senator 
from New Hampshi 8 and ourselves providing for the care 
of these destitute people, we should ascertain, in the first instance, 
the situation and condition of these institutions now; and there- 
fore it was that the committee proposed the appointment of a 
joint select committee of six, three members of the House and 
three members of the Senate, to deal with the question and ascer- 
tain all the facts. Iwas glad to hear the Senator from Kansas say 
that that provision ought to be retained whether we amend the 
text of the bill ordo not amend it. I think it should be retained. 
I think we should investigate the question not only of the chari- 
ties which are embraced here, but the numerous c ties in the 
District which never have received, so far as I know, or, if at all, 
only at widely separated intervals, any portion of the public money 
of the United States. 

Mr. TELLER. Several of them have received nothing. 

Mr. ALLISON. Several of them have receivednothing. There 
are large charitable institutions in the District, now care 
of great numbers of people, which have never been the benefi- 
—— at the Government of the United States unless it has been 

rarily. ; 

Committee on Appropriations have done the best they could 
with the question, with a view of eliciting the fullest information 
respecting it, and in the meantime doing the best possible. If the 
Senate can do better no one will be more contented than I. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, on which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. CHILTON. Let the amendment be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
“charities,” in line 3, page 51, down to and including the word 
“t control,” in line 5, page 52, and to insert what is printed in ital- 
ics after line 5,on page 52,down to and including line 22, on 


e 53. 
Pho VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll, 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Tun]. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I have a 
with the senior Senator from Georgia GoRD NJ. Ido not 
see him present; therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was Lena Iam paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE]. he were present, I 
should vote “yea.” I do not know how he would vote, and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. MIT of Wisconsin enon his name was called), I 
am paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. If 
he were Laren I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

. MORGAN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 


eral pair 


Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

Mr. PUGH (ram his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 


Mr. SHERMAN (when his name was called). I am paired on 
this vote with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. He 
would vote ‘‘ nay,” if present, and I should vote yea.” 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina z 
TILLMAN]. If he were present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICE]. If he were present, I 
should vote nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 8 

Mr. McBRIDE. My colleague [Mr. Mrronklàu.] is absent on 
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account of illness. He is paired with the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. ae If my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘nay.” 
Mr. SBROUGH. I am paired with the Senator from 
Illinois fet PALMER]. If he were present, I should vote “yea.” 
Mr. H. Ihave a general pair with the Senator from Idaho 
28 Duerors]. I do not know how he would vote. If he were 
ere, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 
Mr. BLACKB I am advised the Senator who has 
on this side of the Chamber that the senior 


3 yea.” 
Mr. HILL. I am pai 


with the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts 


[Mr. Lopex], but I transfer my pair to the Senator from 
9 paired, and vote 


The result was announced —yeas 35, nays 18; as follows: 
YEAS—25. 


Aldrich, Carter, Hawle: Shoup, 
Allen, Chandler, a Stewart, 
Allison, Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Teller, 
Bacon, Cullom, 8 Vest, 
Berry. —— t! et Wot, 
Blackb Gray, Perkins, 
a Halo. Pe 4 Wiest. z 
Cameron, Harris, 
NAYS—13. 
Brown, Sar Nelson, W 
a 
Burrows, 3 Peffer, 
Cannon, George, Platt, 
NOT VOTING—4L. 
Blanchard, on, Mitchell, Wis. Smith, 
Brice, Hansbrough, Morgan, 
Butler, Hoar, Morrill, 
Call, Irby, Murphy, Tillman, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Py Turpie, 
Davis, Lindsay, Pritchard, Vi 
Dubois, Lodge, Proctor, Voor’ 
Elkins, Mc Pugh, W. 
Frye, Mantle, guay, 
Gear, — we) 
Gibson, Mitchell, Oreg. Sherman, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
ee Ce of vag bill was 3 The seg gong of 

e Commi on Appropriations was, on page 53, line after 
the word ‘‘yard,” to insert “including rent”; so as to make the 
clause read: 

For municipal lodging house and wood and stone yard, including rent, $4,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, line 1, after the word 
„dollars,“ to insert: 


For repairs to building, $5,000; in all, $25,000: Provided, That no part of the 
money herein appropriated for charities shall be paid for the pw of main- 
taining or aiding, by payment for services or expenses or o any 
church or religious denomination. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For the Columbia Hospital for Women and Lying-in Asylum, maintenance, 
$20,000; for repairs to ding, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


ae ole ca I offer an amendment to come in on page 54, 
ter line 6. 

The SECRETARY. After line 6, page 54, it is proposed to insert: 
of 


in traffic wi % 

gain; and any member or members of such 
board of trustees or directors w O shail eo en in such traffic shall be 
geome now and hereafter legally disqualified for service on said board or 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HAWLEY. [I have the consent of the Senator in charge of 
the bill to return to in the amendment 


6 40, and to 1 

I presented concerning fire engines. I withdrew it at the time 
that I might get it phrased correctly and find out precisely what 
the Commissioners of the District recommended in their annual 
estimates.. I haye submitted the amendment to the Senator in 
charge of the bill. I move to add, after line 19, on page 40, the 
amendment I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY, After line 19, page 40, itis proposed to insert: 


For two additional engines, and the lots, houses, and furniture therefor, 
the location thereof to selected by the Commissioners of the District, 


Mr.HAWLEY. Perhaps I had better explain why I give that 
figure. The engines will cost $4,500 each, making $9,000. In the 
estimates of the Commissioners, careful estimates, the sum for 
lot, house, and furniture for an enging is fixed at $23,000. I 
double that, making it $46,000, and I double the cost of an anne; 
making $9,000, the total being $55,000, all of which is a matter 
estimates governed by experience. . 


I havea - | $55,000. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 55, line 11, after 
the word “Provided,” to strike out: 


That before this appropriation shall become available the board of mana- 
gers of said Industrial Home School shall transfer the control and ma) 


charter and corporate franchises of said institution, and the filing 
of an irrevocable release and surrender of all control of the same with the 
District Commissioners. 


And insert: 

Thatthe board of rs of the Industrial Home School, on or before the 
80th day of June, 1895, transfer said school to the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, and said Commissioners shall thereupon appoint a board 


of trustees of said school, of nine members, whose terms of office 
shall be, for the first ö members for one year, three mem- 
bers for two years, an members for three years, and thereafter all ap- 
pointments shall be for a term of three years, except appointments to fill out 
unexpired terms. The board of trustees so appointed by the Commissioners 
shall the school under such regulations as now exist or may hereafter 
be made by said board, subject to the approval of the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia. All designations for employment in said school made 
by said board of shall be subject to the 1 pried of the Commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia, and, in the event of disapproval by said Com- 
missioners of any selection by said board of the said issioners 
shall make the appointment. All supplies for said school shall be obtained b; 
said Commissioners, and all moneys received at said schoo! 
as roducts and from payments for board and 
para, re oe or otherwise, id over to said Commissioners to be ex- 
ded 1 * em for the support of the school as herein provided: Provided 
further, t wards of the of chil 's guardians co tted to the 
P School shall be supported by said school without charge to 


So as to make the clause read: 

Industrial Home School: For maintenance, including repairs, $9,900: Pro- 
vided, That the board of managers of the Industrial Home School, etc. 

Mr. TELLER. I move to amend the amendment in line 8 by 
striking out ‘‘ninety-five” and inserting “ ninety-six”; so as to 


The 80th day of June, 1896. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

. TELLER. Inline 25, beginning with the word “Provided,” 
I move to amend the amendment by striking out the remainder 
of the amendment down tothe word board,“ in line 3, on page 57. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed, after the word ‘‘Provided,” 
where it first appears in line 25, to strike out the remainder of the 
amendment down to and including the word“ board,” in line 3, 
page 57, as follows: 

Provided further, That wards of the board of children's guardians com- 
mitted to the Industrial Home School shall be supported by said school with- 
out charge to said board. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 57, after line 17, 
to insert: 

That a joint select committee is hereby authorized, to consist of three Sen- 
ators, to be appointed by the presiding officer of the Senate, and three members 
of the House of Representatives, to be appointed by the 8 
tee shall make investigation of the c. 

institutions of the District of Columbia, and 
appropriations are made y this act, as ts their relations to the 
vernment of the District of Columbia and to the United States, whether 
charter or otherwise, their efficiency, their management. and re- 
sources, whether by appropriations, investments, or otherwise, and also what 
eden ee ty Paent tor Ber YIEE ee 
ie ma uses, 
Gri otherwieo any church or religious denomination; whether such charitable 
or reformatory institutions are effective and economical in their organization, 
methods, and expenditure to provide for the poor and destitute in the District 


er of the House, 
arities and reform- 
ly of those for 

W. 


of Columbia; whether it is practicable for the Commissioners or other author- 


in the District to make contracts for such care of the poor and destitute 
th any of said institutions, and if so, which of them and to what extent. 

Said committee shall make report as soon as practicable after the begin- 
ning of the next session of the pesant Congress, including in such report 
any chan, by them deemed advisable as respects the methods of 5 — —— 
with the Charities and the reformatory institutions of said District. 

Said committee is authorized to sit during the recess, to employ a clerk 
and stenographer, and payment for such se: and the ery eta 
of the committee shall be paid out of the contingent funds of the Senate and 
House of Representatives jointly on the certificate of the chairman of the 
committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to ask the Senator in charge of 
the bill whether he has any objection to the insertion, in line 13, 
after the word “ contracts,” of the words gor otherwise to pro- 
vide.” Of course they can be dropped out in conference if it is 
found desirable. Se. 

Mr. TELLER. No; I have no objection to the insertion of 
those words. i 

Mr. GALLINGER. Lask that the amendment be amended in 
that way. 


it: 


Mr. TELLER. I think that is a good suggestion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word contracts,“ in line 13, it is 
proposed to insert “ or otherwise to provide”; so as to read: 

Whether it is practicable for the Commissioners or other authority in the 
5 to make contracts or otherwise to provide for such care of the poor, 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 59, line 20, under 
the head of ‘ Militia for the District of Columbia,” to increase 
the appropriation for expenses of rifle practice and matches, etc., 
from $2,500 to $3,500. ~ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 59, line 25, after the word 
dollars,“ to insert: 

Provided, That hereafter all leases and contracts involving expenditures 


on account of the militia shall be made by the Commissioners of the District 


of Columbia; and appropriations for the militia shall be disbursed only upon 


vouchers duly authorized by the Commissioners, for which they 
held strictly accountable; 

So as to make the clause read: 

F. neral incid x : Provided, 
FFF Se 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 60, line 17, under the head 
of Water department,” before the word“ inspectors,” to strike 
out six and insert ‘‘ seven”; so as to make the clause read: 

For revenue and inspection branch: For chief clerk, $1,800; two clerks, at 
$1,400 each; two clerks, at $1,000 each; chief inspector, $936; seven inspectors, 
at $000 ; messenger, $600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 60, line 21, before the word 
“hundred,” where it occurs the second time, to strike out two“ 
and insert four“; and on 61, line 10, after the word “all,” 
to strike out ‘thirty-seven thousand” and insert ‘‘ thirty-eight 
thousand one hundred ”; so as to make the clause read: 


mekeeper, $300; 
8 50 each; eee 
machinists, at $864 each; pro} 
flushers, at $540 each; driver, 
er, $730; in all, $38,134. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 62, line 9, after the word 
“ ninety-seven,” to strike out: 

Provided, That not exceeding $300,000 of the surplus general revenues of 
the District of Columbia remaining on the Ist day of July, 1896, be 
transferred to the water fund, to be applied in payment in full of the bal- 
ance of the principal of the debt incurred for the 48-inch and Fourteenth 
street water mains, and in part of the pioa of the debt incurred for in- 
creasing the water supply as provided in the act of July 15, 1882. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment which I intended to 
propona on page 15, at the end of line 10, which was passed over, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to go back to pages 
18 and 19, where we have passed over two committee amendments? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAN- 
DLER] has asked to have an amendment on page 13 reserved. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have no objection to the language in the 
pan from line 20 to line 25, inclusive, with the addition of what 

send to the desk and move as an amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 25, on page 13, it is pro- 
posed to insert: i 

Provided, That said Spring road parkway shall conform to the present 
recorded map thereof, prepared by said Commissioners. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I want to say that, as I understand the 
case, I have no objection to the widening of Spring road parkway 
to 250 feet, provided it is done according to the present map pre- 
pared by the Commissioners of the District, which is in their 
office. I have heard that there is a purpose, if the authority is 
granted, to change that laying out and to widen it wholly on the 
south side of the present roadway. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator can sirike out the whole of that 
provision if he desires, so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not desire to strike it out. The com- 
mittee may strike it outif they desire. Ionly suggest the amend- 
ment, and I have given the reasons why I want it made. I do not 
wish the Commissioners to have the authority to change the 


present map. s 
Mr. TELLER. I shall not object to the amendment. Letit go. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. TELLER. On 19 there is a ision in relation to 
street railways to which 


Senator from essee [Mr. Harris] 
called my a tion 


Mr. GORMAN. Before the Senator proceeds to that, will he 
permit me to offer an amendment, to come in after the word 


5 ted ”? 

Ar. TELLER. Certainly. 

ae oe I move to insert the amendment which I send 
e desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maryland will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert after the word 
granted,“ in line 11, on page 19, the following proviso: 

Provided, That this provision shall not be construed to affect rights here- 
tofore acquired either by contract or under any order of court made under 
authority of law. 

Mr. TELLER. I see no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agr 8 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I shall not ask the Senator from 
Colorado to delay, though I had asked him to allow the amend- 
ment to which he has just referred to be passed over this morn- 
ing. I had hoped to be able to have some conference with mem- 
bers of the District Committee, because the present form of the 
amendment is not satisfactory to me; but as the whole amend- 
ment will be open to consideration in conference, I shall not ask 
for any further delay at present. If hereafter the District Com- 
mittee shall come to a conclusion, we can present it to the com- 
mittee of conference, and it may then be considered according to 
whatever merit it may have. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the committee amendment be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word collected,“ in line 5, on page 
19, 5 Committee on Appropriations reported an amendment, to 
insert: 


Provided, That no street railrosd company in the District of Columbia 
shall be permitted to run cars over any of the route of any underground 
V 3 
rel 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Bae A Now let the amendment I have proposed 
read. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 15, after line 10, it is proposed to 


insert: 

For ent for the lotsand parts of lots condemned in the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia, in case No. 419, district court, for the extension 
of Sixteenth street, $202,380.56. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
to come in after line 15, on page 16. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After line 15, on page 16, it is proposed to 
insert: 

For paving with sheet asphaltum Eighteenth street extended and Cincin- 
nati street from the intersection of Eighteenth street with Columbia road to 
VVV Zoological 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. STEWART. I offer three amendments, all of which are 
to come in after line 2, on 22. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. amendments will be stated. 

TEP SRE ATES: On page 22, after line 2, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 


For and regulating Twentieth street extended to the southeast- 


erly entrance to the Zoological Park, $2,500: Provided, That the owners of 
the Cliffburn tract shall dedicate the ground covered by such extension 
through such tract. 


Mr. COCKRELL. There should be inserted in the amend- 
ment the words ' for public use.” 

Mr. HARRIS. Insert the words to the public use” after 
“ dedicate.” 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The modification will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘dedicate” it is proposed 
to insert to the public use”; so as to read shall dedicate to the 
public use the ground covered by such extension,” etc. 

The amendment as modified was to. 

Mr. STEWART. Let the next amendment, which I have sent 
to the desk, be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the amendment just adopted, it is 
proposed to insert: 

For improving and protecting Connecticut avenue extended, beyond Rock 
Creek, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. STEWART. I move to add after the amendment just 
5 what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nevada will be stated. 
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The SECRETARY. After the amendment just adopted it is pro- 
posed to insert: 


rumen road bo vy Chase Circle, $5,000; and authority is given one Dia 
trict Commissioners to reconvey to the original owners any portion of said 
road upon receiving a conveyance of an equivalent, in conformity with the 
new plan of highways. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. ALLISON. On 20, at the end of line 22, I move toin- 
sert the proviso which I send to the desk. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “ dollars,” in line 22, on page 
20, it is proposed to insert: 

Pro That Connecticut shall be extend 
place to the District lin 2 the line of „„ — 


— city of W. and that a suitable grade on said avenue 
Mr. ALLISON. The object of that is to establish a line between 
those two points. 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 22, line 5, before the word “ dollars,” I 
move to strike out! fifteen ” and insert ‘‘ twenty-five.” My belief 
is that that sum will be required for grading and regulating those 
streets. We can examine the subject further in conference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5, on page 22, it is proposed to strike 
out the word “fifteen” and insert “twenty-five”; so as to read: 

For grading and la Yale, Bismar Harvard. 
c SOHO S a a 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not know whether the Senator from Colo- 
rado has called attention to the fact that the various amendments 
which have been made necessitate a change of the totals in the 
bill. The clerks should be authorized to make the change in the 
various ‘eae 

Mr. TELLER. Task that the clerks may be authorized to make 
the necessary changes in the totals throughout the bill to corre- 
spond with the amendments which haye been made. 

7 T. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 
page 36 I ask the attention of the Senator 
After the word “at,” in that line, I 
move to strike out the words four hundred and eighty” and in- 
sert six hundred”; so that it will make the annual of the 
drivers $600 instead of $480. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In lines 21 and 22, on page 36, it is proposed 
to strike out the words four hundred and eighty ” and insert the 
words six hundred”; so as to read: 

Twenty-three drivers, at $600 each. 


Mr. PEFFER. I desire to state tothe Senator and to the Senate 
that on the gth day of April I offered an amendment to be pro- 
porod to the District appropriation bill, which was referred to the 

mmittee on the District of Columbia and favorably 
by that committee on the 25th day of April; but it seems that the 
Committee on Appropriations have not taken any action upon it, 
certainly notanyaffirmativeaction. If the Senator who has 
of the bill is willing to accept the amendment without any dis- 
cussion, I shall of course be gratified. 

Mr. TELLER. I will say that I do not think the Senator's 
amendment was presented to the committee. If it was, I have 
no recollection of seeing it. 


The VICE-PRESID. . The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Kansas. 
The amendment was to. F 


agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Isubmit an amendment to the bill, which 

X Ahe VICE PRESIDENT Th näm 

e À e ame ent proposed the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. by 
} ~ SECRETARY. On page 26, after line 18, it is proposed to 
insert: 
TTT River, $112,500, or so 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will not detain the Senate to discuss this 
amendment, Mr. President, if there is a disposition to allow it to 
poe cae 

0 The question is upon ing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator New — 

Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire where this island is, and what necessity there is for its pur- 
chase by the Government? 

Mr.GALLINGER. Iwill read from the report. Iwill say that 
this mat ter was referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and, under date of May 16, 1896, the Senator from Vermont 
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5 Proctor] made a written report in favor of the proposition, 
which he says: 

Analostan Island lies in the Potomac River, directly opposite the mouth 
of Rock Creek and N also the reclaimed flats Which will become a part 
of the park system of the District of Columbia. Situated above the main 
portion of the city, Analostan Island might easily become the 888 of 

rsons who would use it for business purposes of an offensive nature. 

oreover, it is provable that at some day in the near future a memorial 
bridge will be constructed at the foot of New York avenue. Such bridge 
will — 55 directly over the marshes which form the lower part of Analostan 


The ccmmittee understand that the island can now be purchased for a mod- 
erate sum, probably for $112,500. It contains about 54 acres of solid und 
above the ordinary level of the tides, and about 24 acres of swamps at about 
the level of low tide. Besides this, there are a number of acres partially sub- 
merged, which could easily be reclaimed. Also, the Government owns the 
land on the Virginia side of the river between the Arlington Cemetery and 
the water, so that the island really lies between two portions of Government 
777. Th the OOA af the committer EGNA DA TOIA 
wiser and more economical to hasten rather than postpone that day. 

Mr. President, as a question has arisen on this amendment, I 
will occupy just a moment in its discussion. Analostan Island 
lies in the Potomac River almost immediately opposite George- 
town. There are to-day 75 acres of land in sight, 54 acres that 
rise to a considerable height above the tide, and 24 acres that are 
to-day about on a level with the tide, and it is estimated by those 
who examined it—I have made a personal examination of the 
property, but on this point I am not qualified to speak—it is esti- 
mated that when the Government reclaims those flats, as the 
Government will have to do some day, there will be there 150 acres 
of good land. 

y attention was called to this matter in connection with the 
location of the proposed hospital for contagious diseases, and I 
visited the island with the view of examining it as to its avail- 
ability for that A oe 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let me ask just one question there. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As a matter of course, there is no means of 
conveyance to the island now except by water? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And it is contemplated in the future to 
build a bridge there? 

Mr. GAL GER. I think not. I think that the contempla- 
tion that would be more proper would be to do what is done in 
Boston and in New York Harbor, where their public institutions 
are on islands, to have ferryboats. I think that would be the 
better and cheaper way. It is a very short distance from the 


shore. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If a bridge should be constructed, resting 
upon that island and then extending to Arlington, could it be so 
constructed that access could be had to the island by vehicles, and 
everything of that kind? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think there is no question about that; 
and it is suggested that if we are to build a bridge to Arlington, 
one of the piers will undoubtedly rest upon Analostan Island. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If a pier were resting there vehicles would 
not be enabled to get down on the island. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That, of course, could be 8 readily ob- 
viated. I think there would be no engineering difficulty in the 
way of getting down to the island from that bridge. I should 
judge not. I think that will be conceded by everybody. 

I visited this island with a view of determining whether it would 
be a desirable place for the purpose of locating the contemplated 
contagious diseases hospital; and I am free to say that in its pres- 
ent condition, in my Judgment, it would not be desirable to put 
a hospital of that kind there on that island; but in the future, 
after the Government has reclaimed that land, and after the Gov- 
ernment has added to the 74 acres now there almost as much more 
land as is purchased by the reclamation, which must at some time 
be made by the Government—and there is a clamor for it already 
in my judgment it would then be an ideal place for all the public 
institutions of the District of Columbia, and not only could be put 
there the contagious diseases hospital, about which there is such 
a controversy to-day, but we could put there our workhouses and 
our penal institutions of all kinds, and eliminate from the Dis- 
trict of Columbia all the institutions of that character which to- 
dy are located in the District. 

will say in this connection that Dr. Busey, who stands at the 
head of his profession in the District of Columbia, being at the 
head of the Medical Association, argues that the island ought to 
be purchased for that purpose. He thinks the hospital for conta- 
gious diseases might now be erected there, although he is not 
clear as to its sanitary condition, not recently having visited it. 

Dr. William W. Johnston, a very distinguished 8 of 
Washington, says that no doubt this island ought to ought by 
the Government for the purpose of putting these institutions there. 

There is a very interesting article in the Washington Post of 
March 25, 1896, discussing this matter, in which it is said: 

It is advanced that all such institutions will necessarily have to be isolated 
in the future, and that it would be wise, both on the part of the District and 
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the United States governments, to buy the island before it becomes more val- 
uable. If the property were purchased now and the swamps filled, it is said 


army officers that the sanitary condition of Fort Myer would be improved 
per cent. It is considered one of the most unhealthy army 75 in the 
e island 


East, and if the plan 2 by the committee which examin: 
were carried out the trict would have about 150 acres of valuable land, 
which could be used to isolate any institution objectionable in the city, and 
the health of Fort Myer and all the surrounding country would beimproved. 

I notice that Mr. John McElroy, a well-known citizen of the 
District, and Mr. A. S. Solomons have also given their testimony; 
and recently Governor Shepherd, who is very highly regarded by 
the people of the District at the present time, whatever may have 
occurred in the past, and whose judgment upon this question I 
think would be taken by almost any Senator, when he was asked 
a question about the desirability of the Government purchasing 
Analostan Island, said: 

I say, “Yes,” ie pe yp They should own it for its connection with 
and partial control of the river improvements, which can not be properly 
brought to a conclusion save through the ownership of this island. 

rthermore, it is most desirable that the Government should own it in 
—— Al of the proposed memorial bridge, of which it will form an important 


eature. 

It is also needed for the improvement of the sanitary condition of the 
8 on 765 Fort Myer is situated, as well as the surrounding section of 

In every way it isa wise thing for the National Government to do, and it 
can never be done so cheaply and well as now. 

Mr. President, in my judgment, if an island such as Analostan 
Island was in close 1 to any other large aiy in the Ameri- 
can Union, it would be immediately purchased for public pur- 
poses. When you go into the harbor of Boston or New York 
you see what they have done there in the purchase of islands for 
the purpose of establishing upon them the public institutions. 

Analostan Island, I will say, is to-day mortgaged in the vicinity 
of $70,000. I do not state the exact amount, but it is not far from 
$70,000. It is estimated by some people to be worth $150,000, and 
even more. The District Commissioners have given their opinion 
that $112,500 isa very reasonable price for the island, but it will 
certainly never be worth any less than it is to-day; and, as I before 
said, in the near future the Government will have to expend money 
to make the very improvements which, when made, will almost 
double the acreage of thatisland, anditis desirable that the Govern- 
ment in that view should own it so that it will come in posses- 
sion of that added territory. 

Iam not an expert in real estate matters, and I would not want 
to put my opinion against that of Senators who know more about 
these things than I do, but, in my opinion, this is a matter that 
ought to engage the serious attention of Con x 

sincerely trust that this amendment will be itted to go 
in the bill to-day, and not only that, but I trust the conferees on 
the part of the Senate will insist upon it remaining in the bill, 
because it is in the line of good public policy and the econòmical 
use of the public money. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
New Hampshire what is the price of this pyar? 

Mr. GALLINGER. One hundred and twelve thousand five 
hundred dollars, 

Mr. TELLER. It has been asserted that the property could be 
bought for $75,000. 

r. GALLINGER. That was an entire mistake. The Senator 
who made that suggestion has written a letter to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia saying that he was laboring under a 

i rehension when he made that suggestion to the committee. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state to the Senator from Colorado 
that the island has a mortgage on it now of $70,000. 

Mr. TELLER. Ionly wanted to know whether we were paying 
an exorbitant price for the property. I agree with the Senator 
from New 5 that the Government ought to buy it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The amendment provides that only so 
much shall be expended as may be necessary; so if the amount 
named would seem to be too large, when we come to negotiate, if 
we can get it for less, the whole amount will not be necessary. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move to strike out $112,500” and insert 
„875,000“ as the price for this property. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If that should be seriously contemplated 
by the Senate the amendment had better be withdrawn, because 
the property can not be purchased for that money and ought not 
to be purchased for that money. I hope the amendment to the 
amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I had occasion to look at 
this island but a few days ago. It is a low island, unoccupied, 
yielding no revenue, and $500 an acre, it seems to me, would bean 
enormous price for it if a person were going to buy it as an invest- 
ment. The amendment I onar proposes paying $1,000 an acre for 
this island. Ihave heard that within thirty days the property could 
have been purchased for $75,000, and now $37,500 has been added 
since the idea arose of selling it to the Government. I do not 
doubt but what this island can be purchased readily for $75,000, 
and I believe the owners will be glad to take that price, and take 
it very quickly. I think there is not a particle of doubt abont it, 
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They certainly will take that sum if they are not very foolish 


le. 

SE GALLINGER. I am informed, and I think We Soy utable 
ies, that $100,000 has been offered for the island. e Senator 
rom South Dakota says it is a low island Fifty-four acres stand, 
I think, on an average of about 20 feet above high tide. It is not 
a low island, except that there are 34 acres that are now some- 
what swampy, and there are 60 or 70 acres thas can be reclaimed. 

Mr. PEF ER. I wish to inquire of the Senator, purely for in- 
formation, whether the waters surrounding the island are not 
Government waters, that is, waters that come in from the river, 
navigable waters, over which the United States has exclusive 
jurisdiction? Am I not right about that? 

Mr. LLINGER. I presume so. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then, I inquire, where have the present owners 
secured their title? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will not go into that subject. If this 
island is sold, of course a good title will be given, and the prop- 
erty has been in the hands of private individuals from time im- 
memorial. 

Mr. STEWART. The question of title will be examined by 
the Attorney-General under the general law. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I meant to say, in connection with this 
matter, that there is an unsanitary condition, because the flats 
that surround this island to-day affect Fort set but, in my 

udgment, they affect more seriously the city of Washington than 

ort Myer, because the currents of air come from the south more 
often than from the north. I have no doubt that many men who 
are suffering from malaria are suffering from it because of the 
conditions surrounding that island. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. The question propounded by the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] has a deeper ee than seems to 
have been given toit. Ifthe waters of the Potomacare navigable 
waters, tide waters on both sides of that island, by what author- 
ity does any private individual obtain title to it? 

. GALLINGER. I think that would not hold true on both 
sides of the island. There is on the Virginia side of the island a 
stream or waterway that is called Little River, but I do notimag- 
ine that anything, unless it may be a rowboat, has ever been on 
that Little River. Between the islan? and the shore of the city 
it is navigable water, I think, as high up as Georgetown, and this 
island is 2 5 tly opposite to Georgetown. 

Mr. ALLEN. But we come back to this question: There must 
have been a time in the history of the Potomac River when the 
waters on the west side, or the Virginia side, were navigable in 
fact. They are navigable in law now, as I understand. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That may be so. 

Mr. ALLEN. This island has been made from the wash of the 
river. 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, no. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The island has not been made from the 
wash of the river. It may have been made from the descent of a 

lacier over the country at some time. I do not know what made 
t; but it was not made by the wash of the river. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is in the channel of a navigable stream. Now, 
I should like to know by what authority or whence private indi- 
viduals obtain title to that island? 

Mr. GRAY. May Lask the Senator from Nebraska what differ- 
ence it makes whether the stream is navigable or not? 

Mr. ALLEN. It makes a great deal of difference. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask what difference it makes as 
to the question of title? 

Mr.ALLEN. It makes this difference: A navigable stream and 
everything that belongs to that stream and is a part of it is by 
the public law of nations a highway, just exactly the same as the 
tree that grows in the highway is part of the highway; and when- 
ever anyone claims that he has title to an island of that kind he 
must show some cession on the part of the sovereign to him, 
investing him with title to it. 

Mr. GRAY. No more than the land on the banks of a stream. 

Mr. ALLEN. There is all the difference that there is between 
daylight and darkness. 

r. STEWART. I do not suppose it is necessary to settle that 
question now, because the Attorney-General will pass upon the 
title before the property is purchased. I was not aware that 
islands were any more public property than land of any other 
character. If there is any such theory as that, of course the 
Attorney-General will examine it. If the purchase is inade, it 
1 made subject to examination by the Attorney-General as 

e. 

ar 1 I guess that is true; I suppose there is no doubt 
about it. 

Mr. STEWART. Of course the provision for the purchase will 
amount to nothing if the parties claiming title have no title. 

I wish to make this remark: This movement resulted from an 


effort of certain persons to find a place for a contagious diseases 
hospital, and a good deal of attention was given to the subject. 
My attention was called to it on that account, and I have come to 
the same conclusion as the Senator from New Hampshire, after 
haying examined it, that it is a very desirable purchase for the 
United States and that the United States ought to own the island. 

The United States has got to improve the land about it, and a 
place is needed for such purposes, as suggested by the Senator 

om New 5 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] tells me that he is 
ready to vote with me if I quit. I certainly do not want to lose a 
vote by continuing the discussion, and I will quit. 

Mr. GALLING By consent, I desire to amend the amend- 
ment by adding to it: 

The validity of the title to be determined by the Attorney-General of the 
United States. 

‘The amendment to the amendment was to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
as amended. 

Mr. CARTER. Let the amendment as amended be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment as amended. 

The SECRETARY. On page 26, after line 18, insert: 

For the purchase of Analostan Island, in the Potomac River, $112,500, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, the validity of the title to be determined 
by the Attorney-General of the United States. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the proposition is here presented 
to purchase an island in the Potomac River for the sum of $112,500. 
It is suggested, and probably with much force, that the title to 
this property is now in the United States. 

Mr. GORMAN and Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, no. 

Mr. CARTER. That question has been raised on this floor in 
the course of this discussion. I submit that the . of an act 
by Congress providing for the purchase of the island would be a 
recognition of the title in some other party than the United 
States. As has been aptly suggested by the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. ALLEN], the proposition of the United States to purchase 
would be equivalent to a waiver of any right or interest the United 
States may now have in that property. 

But from no source does a suggestion come indicating any de- 
mand by the General Government for the use of the property. It 
is suggested that unhealthy sanitary conditions exist upon the 
island. If such be the fact, let the District authorities in execu- 
tion of the law suppress the nuisance and compel the parties who 
claim title to remove the obnoxious conditions there existing. It 
is not needful that we purchase all the swamps adjacent to orin 
the river, in order to get rid of unhealthy conditions, 

To pay the sum of $112,500 for an island the value of which no 
one has pretended to fix by appraisement or otherwise, with no 
proposition made here to condemn the property; with no existing 
n for it on the part of the Government or the District of Co- 
lumbia, seems to me very much like placing a premium on the 
assiduous efforts of enterprising real estate agents who seek to sell 
to the Government a piece of Property for this enormous sum, 
which, as has been suggested, could be purchased by private indi- 
viduals for one-third of the sum named in the amendment. 

In view of the fact that no necessity exists, in view of the fact 
that the United States may be at this time the owner of the prop- 
erty, and in view of the fact that we have not an overflowing 
Treasury, as Senators have borne testimony to on this floor from 
time to time during the present session, it seems to me that the 
real estate agents who he esos this property should be politely 
requested to wait until the next session of Congress. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Montana will permit 
me, I will say that I have no knowledge of any real estate agent 
who is at all interested in this matter. The only parties I know 
of who are interested in it are the owners of the property, and I 
think any suggestion that has come has come directly from them. 

Mr. GRAY. I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that an amendment to his amendment be incorporated at some ap- 
propriate place which would make the purchase subject to the 
opinion of the Attorney-General as to the title. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Instead of the amendment that I had in- 
9 ed now let the Senator’s amendment be substituted. 
5 2 GRAY. What is the language of the provision already 

ere 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment to the amendment. which has been adopted. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The validity of the title to be determined by the Attorney-General of the 
United States. 

Mr. GRAY. That is the same thing. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think so. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, as I was out of the Chamber 
at the time this matter came up, I should like to have the Senator 
from New Hampshire or some other Senator explain the pressin 
necessity at this time for the purchase of this island for $112,300 
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when the Treasury is running behind every day. What is it pro- 
posed to do with it? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I do not care to occupy any 
unnecessary time ara this subject. I will endeavor to answer 
the Senator from Michigan in a few words. I did not argue that 
there was any pressing DET to the purchase; I argued that 
it is good public policy to bu island. I suggested that after 
the Government one what the Government will necessarily 
have to do in the near future, reclaim the surroundings of that 
island, instead of being 74 acres of land as there are now, there 
will be 150 acres, and it will be an admirable place to put all the 
Selina lh 3 = kya District of Sou z Beg a wadon; 
ve e e pier of the proposed memo: ridge, if it is ever 
built, will rest upon that island. L 

Three years ago or thereabouts we made an appropriation for 
a contagious-disease hospital in this city and the District Com- 
missioners have been unable to locate it up to the present time. 
They have tried to locate it in, I presume, forty different places, 
and there has been a rebellion against the proposed location. It 
is still in the air. Itis my honest conviction, and I am glad to 
know that the medical profession of the District are in sympathy 
with my view in the matter, that this purchase will be a solution 
of that problem in the near future. In addition to that, all our 
pans institutions can be placed there, just as they are put on 

lands in Boston and New York harbor and some of the other 
great harbors of the country. 

This is all I care to say upon the amendment. The Senate can 
do as it pleases about it. Ihave no interest in it either through 
real estate ts or anybody else, 

Mr. CARTER. I desire to inquire of the Senator in charge of 
the bill whether any estimate was submitted in the regular esti- 
mates of the Department for the purchase of this property? 

3 ae TELLER, I am not aware that there was any estimate 
or it. 

Mr. CARTER. ThenI submit that the amendment is subject 
to a point of order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Inasmuch as the amendment has been re- 

from a standing committee of the Senate, I submit that it 
not obnoxious to a point of order. 

Mr. WHITE. I should like to hear the amendment read again. 
I do not know that I understand it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 
amendment. 

The Secretary. After line 18, page 26, insert: 

For the purchase of Analostan Island, in the Potomac River, $112,500, or so 
much thereof as may be n , the validity of the title to be determined 
by the Attorney-General of the United States. 

Mr. WHITE. The amendment means, I e, that if the 
Attorney-General finds there is any title to the property then the 
money is to be paid to somebody. I presume, of course, there 
must be a title to the property, so that the question will be an- 
swered in the affirmative. It seems to me the amendment is very 
peculiarly drawn. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Any suggestion that the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia as a lawyer will make to improve the amendment will be 
accepted by the Senator who submitted it. We have no disposi- 
tion at all to play on words in this matter. It is a plain business 


ition. 
Per. ALLEN Why not have the amendment call for a fee 

simple title? 
. GALLINGER. If the lawyers can settle that point among 
5 it will be agreeable to me. I will say that I am nota 

er. 

„ALLEN. Isu t the propriety of amending the 12 
amendment so that it will require a fee simple title. we 
ve got to purchase the island, instead of having such a title as 
the Attorney-General may approve of we want a fee simple title. 
The Attorney-General may be mistaken in the title. e would 
be bound by his judgment. However, we may be bound by it 


an $ 

Mr. GALLINGER. I to the Senator that there is not 
much danger of the District Commissioners or any other authority 
of the United States or of this District making a purchase involv- 
ing $112,500 or any part of that amount without getting a gona 
title to the property. It seems to me it is a reflection upon their 
good sense and business judgment. But still, as I before said, I 
am entirely willing to have the amendment changed in any way 
that may be agreeable to the legal Sa i of this body who 
know more about the matter than I do. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is not my p to reflect upon the character 
or the ability of anyone, if I can avoid doing so. It is no pleasure 
for me to do so. I raised a question as to the propriety of purchas- 
ing this island. I have not been convinced 5 anything said by 
the Senator from New Hampshire that we should purchase it. 
The same argument that has used by the Senator from New 
Hampshire can be used with reference to every piece of private 
property in the District of Columbia. I suppose the time never 


will come in the history of the 32 of Washington when the real 
estate agents will not have some desirable piece of pro here 
that they will want to sell to the Government at àn exorbitant 
price. It is known, and Iam surprised that the Committee on 
the District of Columbia do not put a check upon it to some extent, 
that there are men here for the express purpose of sell - 
ing to the Government pieces of propery at fabulous prices. 

At this time, when there is such widespread distress among the 
people, when the Government is going in debt from month to 
month and from y year to year to obtain money to pay the runni 

vernment, why should we indulge in the soon, 3 
less luxury of purchasing an island for which there is no present 
demand? It is not claimed by the Senator from New Hampshire 
or the Committee on the District of Columbia that there is any 
preening demand for this island. Why not wait until there is a 

emand for the construction of a hospital for contagious diseases; 

and possibly in the meantime the ingenuity of the Washington 

5 33 syndicate will find a much more desirable place than 
is 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to make 
a suggestion at this point? 

Mr. KYLE. The question was raised by the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. CARTER] as to whether the enactment of a law to 
purchase the island is not a quasi recognition of the fact that the 
parties claiming to own the land have a good title. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not know; I could not say that the passing 
of a bill of that kind would recognize their title. It would not 
be an estoppel, because the Government, being the sovereign 
power, can not be estopped. But I do submit this proposition 
which seems to be treated somewhat lightly here by some 
my legal brethren: An island that is situated in the channel of 
a navigable stream and has been formed by the wash of that 
stream is an incident of the public highway itself, a part of it, 
and it belongs to the sovereign power to which the channel i 
belongs. I submit that as an elementary 8 of law. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator makes t suggestion upon a 
misapprehension of the fact. It is a rocky island and it has been 
there as long as the river has been there. It has not been formed 
in the way the Senator 8 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not speak of the island in its incipiency, 
I do not recognize the Senator’s interpretation of the law at 
Ir t very much that I can not agree with him. 

STEWART. It is not a question involving an interpreta- 
tion of law; it is a question of fact. 

Mr. ALLEN. Some time in the history of this navigable stream 
an island was formed in its center, when the waters were naviga- 
ble in fact on both sides of the island, and are navigable in law 
to-day, and yet some person or persons claim to own a title to 
that island without showing, as I am informed, any cession on 
the part of the Government to them or to their tors, imme- 
diate or remote. Now we pro to authorize the expenditure 
of one hundred and twelve and a half thousand dollars for the 
purchase of the island at this time without the specification of a 
solitary immediate use to which it is to be put. 

Mr. President, we might as well anticipate at this moment that 
at some time in the history of the city of Washington it will haye 
a million of popan and the demand for public buildings will 
be double what it now is. I have no doubt in my own mind that 
that time may come if the ublic stands, and I hope it will. 
Yet would it not be perfectly idle now to authorize the expendi- 
ture of pupue money in the purchase of sites for inary or 
contemplated public improvements so far in advance of the actual 
demands of the Government? How many men who lie around 
this city get rich off of transactions of this kind? How many such 
things pass through Congress that smell to heaven of a job, of a 
transaction in which there is private gain to private individuals, 
and sometimes the stench es the garments of officials. Iam 
op to the amendment. 

. STEWART. Mr. President, I am in favor of this proposi- 
tion, and Ido not want to have it understood that there is any 
stench about it. I believe it is a good purchase, and I believe if 
the Government of the United States had done a good deal of pur- 
chasing of land for public purposes when it could have got it 
cheap it would not have paid ont the millions and tens of mil- 
lions of dollars in the way of condemnation that have been 1 
Lock at the price paid for the site for the city post-office building 
and all the other sites which have been bought. There has been 
an effort for years to obtain a place for crematories to dispose of 
garbage, and for various other municipal establishments. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And a Printing ce. 

Mr. STEWART. And a ee ee We foe ak with 
high prices, with speculation and opposition every time. Here is 
anand situated precisely with regard to this city as islands are 
with regard to other cities which are always pure as being 
convenient for many purposes. It can be obtained now for an 
extremely low price. I am credibly informed that these heirs 
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were offered some time ago $100,000 cash for this . Itis 
mortgaged for something over $70,000. There have no real 
estate people connected with this transaction. It is not brought 


here by real estate ts at all. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask the Senator from Ne- 
vada a question. 


: v. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Can the Senator state who offers the island 
for sale, and to whom it is mortgaged? 

Mr. STEWART. I can not. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. And the date of the mortgage? 

Mr. STEWART. I can not tell you. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator allow me a question? 

Mr. STEWART. I know there are some heirs connected with 
it. I have not gone into the details, because the question of the 
title will be disposed of by the Attorney-General. I believe it is 
a proper 8 to make. That the United States will have to 
reclaim the flats about it, is certain. That is admitted on all 
hands. The Government has commenced this work and reclaimed 
the flats about the other islands below. Those were made islands. 
This is a high island, but it has flats about it in such a position 
that they affect Washington City and Georgetown. There is a 
clamor to have it improved. It is within t ps of improve- 
ments to improve the island and reclaim the land about it, which 
will belong to the mainland if that is done. It will then be pri- 
vate property, and the time is not far distant when, if purchased, 
it have to be purchased at a much higher price. I believe 
the sum named is extremely low and that ultimately the Govern- 
ment has got to have it. It is a great deal better policy to buy 
those places that itis obvious the Government want to use 
than to wait and pay ten prices when you have to force the sale 
by condemnation. 

Mr. ALLEN. Would the Senator from Nevada permit an 
amendment to the bill providing for the purchase of this island 
by silver coined at a ratio of 16 to 1? 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, let us have a vote. 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, I merely want to say, in reply 
to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], that so far as the title 
to the property of all the islands in the Potomac River is con- 
cerned, that has all been adjudicated long since. The grant to 
Lord Baltimore included all the islands in the river from its source 
to the mouth and to low water on the Virginia shore. A suit in- 
volving the whole question came up went tothe Supreme 
Court. A commission was appointed to settle the title and the 
title was determined to be in the State. 

Bris HAWLEY. We can not hear the Senator at all on this 


Mr. GORMAN. I say to the Senator from Nebraska, in reply 
to his suggestion, that there is no question whatever as to the title 
of this property. The grant to Lord Baltimore included all the 
islands in the Potomac River from its source to the mouth. 

the question came up; there was a controversy be- 
tween the two States, and it went through the examination of a 
commission, and finally to the oe age Court of the United States. 
So as to the title there is no question whatever. The parties who 
hold it at present are, I think, in the third or fourth generation 
from the original grantee. There can not be any question as to 
the title. As to the propriety of the purchase of the island, that 
is another matter. 

Mr. MILLS. Was the island ever conveyed to the United States 
by the District of Columbia? 

Mr. GORMAN. No; it was never conveyed to the United States. 
No private a sil within the District of Columbia was conveyed 
to United States except within the limits of Georgetown and 
the city of Washington proper, where the owners conveyed by 
deed to the commissioners on behalf of the United States eve: 
other square and all the streets and avenues. As I said, there is 
no question about the title of the island. The question as to the 
riparian rights on this side was recently decided by the su 
court of the District of Columbia, the case growing out of im- 
provement of the flats on this side. All of that title is in the United 

ae but there is no question in the world about the title to the 

As to the propriety of the purchase of the island, we have been 
en: for a good many years in ascertaining where it would be 

le to find a place for a contagious diseases hospital, and it 

been almost im ible to locate it. It was located in the 
northern section of the city some three or four years ago, and all 
the property holders in that region rebelled and said it would not 
do to have such a hospital with cases of scarlet fever there, and 
we gave way to them, and the same feeling has been manifested 
in every section of the city. The only contagious hospital we 
have located is immediately east of the present jail, and it appears 
that this island is actually the only place that is so isolated as to 
give no mo SpA trouble. As tothe property itself, I ám perfectly 

i 


land if it is a suitable place for a hi 

Mr. GORMAN. Ithink the testimony of all the međical fra- 
ternity and everybody connected with location of a hospital 
is that it is the most desirable place for it in the District. Itseems 
to be the ideal place for it. 

In addition to 3 we will be ada, prego tes the flats in 
front of itfor the health of this city and the health of the soldiers 
at Fort Myer, as we have done on this side. In doing that, if we 
acquire the property prior to filling it up we will in ition have 
about 100 acres that will be utilized. 

Then there is the other project of crossing the river by a t 
bridge, as a memorial to General Grant. A bill has the 
Senate for that purpose. One of the piers, at least, of that bridge 
will rest a i a ain 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask the Senator if the 
island will be suitable for hospital purposes previous to reclaim- 
ing the land around it? 

Mr. GORMAN. U; paap rye in my judgment. 

Mr.PETTIGREW. T understood the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to say it would not. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from New Hampshire made a 
very frank statement. Thereis difference oe medical fra- 
ternity as to whether it ought to be done immediately or a little 
later on. I think this is the cheapest piece of property that has 
ever been offered to the Government since I have the honor 
of a seat on this floor. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to state that as I understand it 
there are about 74 acres in the island; that 50 acres are above 
water; that 24 acres are partially under water and are overflowed 
when there is any material rise whatever in the Potomac River. 

Mr. GALLINGER. How many acres? 

3 8 PETTIGREW. Twenty-four acres are sometimes over- 
owed, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iunderstand that the island is of no use; it 
produces no revenue, and no one can buy it and make a living out 
of it in any way. It is an out-of-the-way piece of ground. The 
price, it seems to me, although I am not very familiar with the 
value of Washington real estate, at $500 would be so excessive that 
no 1 of judgment who wished to make an investment would 
touch i 

It seems that no one can tell anything about the island. Sena- 
tors can not tell us who wants to sell it to the Government. Th 
can z = C A a mo; * 
gage o 5 upon it. is very easy to mo a piece 
miserable property like that for two or three hundred thousand 
dollars then come and to sell it to the Government above 
the price of the mortgage. tis no indication of value at all. 
They have not told us who has taken the mortgage or who has 
given it. There is no £ as to the value of the property at all, 
and I submit I do not believe any man would give $37,500 for the 

ro . 

j W. GALLINGER. Mr. President, just a single word. I am 
sorry that the hearing of the Senator from South Dakota A 
PETTIGREW] is so defective. I said that there are 54 acres of this 
land which rises 20 feet above hightide. There are 24 other acres 
level with high tide which, when reclaimed, will be good land. 
It is estimated, not by myself, but by competent authorities, that 
there will be 150 acres in all when the improvements are made. 

I do not think it important to ascertain precisely who owns the 
land or who took the mortgage. I have nal knowledge of 
the fact that some very rie. tp people have title to the land, 
just as reputable people as are in the District of Columbia. 
I have no question at all as to the Government getting good title. 
I have every reason to believe, my own mind is sati that the 
property has been mortgaged for the amount stated in good faith 
and for a proper consideration. I think it is begging the question 
to talk about some 5 going on here. Nobody 
but the Senator from South ota has discovered that, unless it 
should be the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER]. They seem 
to have made a discovery which certainly is unknown to those of 
us who have taken a little interest in this matter and have given 
it careful consideration. 

Mr. KYLE. There is no objection to telling the name of the 
owner. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam very free to say to the Senator from 
South Dakota that I do not at this moment recall it. 

Mr. 1 LKNER. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR] 
can tell. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR] 
can tell the names. 

Mr. KYLE. There is no need of mystification. Senators have 
asked Who owns the land and who has the mortgage. ` 

Mr. GALLINGER. What difference doesit make who owns it? 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Vermont can tell. 
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Mr.PETTIGREW. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Mary- | 
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Mr. PROCTOR. I do not know the name of the male heir. I 
think a Mrs. Dewey, the wife of a naval officer, is interested in 


the matter. I have seen no one else. I have heard of no real 
estate agent. Iam sure nobody has been before the committee. 
This lady, with the wife of a Senator, I think, called on one or 
two members of the committee, but the committee considered it 
entirely by themselves, without any outside influence from any 
party. It was stated that there was a mortgage apo ee prop- 
erty. There is no question about the title. The tor from 
W GORMAN] has made that very clear indeed. 

Mr. GRAY. The title is in two persons, heirs at law? 

Mr. PROCTOR. The title is in two or three persons. Iam 
not sure whether there are one or two brothers, 

Mr, FAULKNER. I think there is only one brother. I soun- 
derstood from this lady, the only person I have ever met in con- 
nection with it. The brother is either in very delicate health or 
a cripple—I can not remember now which she said; and my recol- 
lection is that she has transferred her interest entirely to him, 
looking forward to the surplus over and above the mortgage in- 
ok wir for an amount sufficient to support him during the rest 
of his life. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It appeared to the committee that within a 
short time we would probably be obliged to pay for a portion of 
the island for the proposed bridge to Fort Myer and Arlington, 
and that it would be a matter of economy to purchase the whole 
island while we could do so for a very reasonable sum. 

Mr. CARTER. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Proctor] a question before he sits down. Upon what basis 
was the amendment presented by the Senator from Vermont on 
the 25th of April, providing for the purchase of this property for 
the sum of $75,000? I observe that such an amendment was pre- 
sented to the Senate on that day for this purpose, and that the 
sum of $75,000 is named as the purchase price of the property. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I had an impression (and it was because there 
was no hearing before the committee that I derived the impression 
in some way) that it might be purchased for that sum, I very 
soon found my mistake, and the change was made in the commit- 
tee at a meeting when I was not present, 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, it seems to me that the proper plan 
to pursue in reference to this island is to provide in the bill for 
its condemnation by regular course of law. We seem to be fixing 
a price on the property without knowing whether we can get it 
for one-half that sum or not. If it is necessary for the Govern- 
ment to have the island, let us get it, and get it in the proper way. 
Let us go into the courts, hear testimony as to the value of the 
property, and proceed regularly to its condemnation and the di- 
vestiture of the title out of its present owner and its investment 
in the District of Columbia or in the Government of the United 
States. 

I donot think it is the proper course to pursue to make an appro- 
priation of a lump sum, hit or miss, in the light or in the dark, 
without knowing anything about the proper value of the land. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Texas permit me? 

Mr. MILLS. 8 

Mr. GALLINGER. at very matter was before our commit- 
tee and very fully discussed, and it was stated to the committee 
by some of the oldest Senators in this body that the Government 
has fared very badly in condemnation proceedings; that it has 
paid three and in some instances, I think, ten times the amount 
that the property was considered to be worth when it started 
out to condemn it. I think the amount paid for the land where 
the new post-office building is going up is a case in point. I will 
not undertake to state the increased value under the condemna- 
tion proceedings, but it seems to me that it was ten times or there- 
abouts. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] nods his 
head. Iam inclined to think it was even much higher than that, 
and the Government, in all its condemnation proceedings, as I 
have been informed and as the committee was satisfied, has fared 


very badly. 

re MILLS. It is rather a strange commen on trial by jury 
if we can not get a fair assessment of the value of property, and if 
the Government has to be plundered every time we submit a 

uestion of that sort toa sworn jury. It is rather calculated to 

e our faith in one of the most ancient of all our institutions, 
I remember, when we were condemning property for the new 
Library building,a gentleman told me that for one of the lots 
that was condemned the Government paid him $10,000 less than 
he had been offered for the property. At least that is what a 
gentleman told me who knew of the fact. I thought it was a 
vey great 8 The thing was going the other way. 

r. HARRIS. ill the Senator from Texas allow me to re- 
mind him of the fact that the act which authorized the condemna- 
tion of property for the new Library building fixed a maximum 
limit and that limit of appropriation was simply apportioned be- 
tween the various property holders? 

Mr. MILLS. That was very unjust to the property owners. 


Mr. HARRIS. So I thought at the time and so I have thought 
ever since. 

Mr. MILLS. I do not want to do injustice to anybody. If it is 
necessary to have the island we want to get it in the proper way 
and to pay what it is worth, and nothing more. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not know but that this may be a wise pur- 
chase. I only know that it is a new matter which has been brought 
to the attention of the Senate within the last few months. I do 
not believe that the price of the land will greatly enhance before 
we can have an opportunity to make a thorough examination in 
respect to title and the value of the property. 

I know the amendment comes here with the sanction of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and I have great respect 
for the examinations and investigations made by that committee. 
It came as an amendment from the Committees on the District of 
Columbia to the Committee on Appropriations. We gave such 
investigation to the matter as we could. In fact, we made con- 
siderable inquiry upon the subject. We did not find that the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia were prepared to give 
us any accurate or exact information respecting it. The Engineer 
Commissioner did not seem to know 1 extent or area of the 
island and its reclaimability or the cost of it. 

I submit to Senators that, with so many important amend- 
ments already in the bill beyond what is proposed by the House 
of Representatives, it is unwise at this late hour to propose on the 
pending bill an amendment involving so large a sum of money to 
the taxpayers of the District of Columbia and the Tr of the 
United States; and unless we can have a vote immediately upon 
9 5 of the question I shall move to lay the amendment on 

e e 

Mr. GALLINGER and others. Let us vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is made upon the 
amendment by the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER]. The 
amendment, as the Chair understands, was reported from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is correct. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks that takesit out of 
the rule, and the point of order is overruled. The question is on 
0 to the amendment of the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. PETTIGREW] to the amendment. 

Mr. STEWART and others (to Mr. PETTIGREW). Withdraw it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Very well; I withdraw the amendment to 
the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
is withdrawn. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] 
as amended. 

Mr. MILLS and Mr, GALLINGER. Let us have the yeas and 
nays. 

‘the yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MCBRIDE]. he were present, I 
should vote “nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Being paired with 
the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], and not know- 
ing how he would vote, I will withhold my vote. I should vote 
“ yea” if the senior Senator from Vermont were here. 

r. MARTIN (when his name was called}. Iam paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE]. If he were present, I 
should vote“ f 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina T 
TILLMAN], but upon the express understanding that it is not to 
apply to cases having no political interest, I therefore exercise 
my discretion and will vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 


Iam paired with 


Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I am paired gen- 
erally with the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. He 
is absent, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired 


with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. I 
transfer my pair to the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
HEES) and will vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. : e 

Mr. QUAY. I havea general pair with the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MorGan]. Iam not aware how he would vote on this 
question, and therefore I withhold my vote. If he were present, 
I should vote Bae 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the senior Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN]. I am assured that if he were present, 
he would vote“ yea.“ Therefore I will vote. I vote “yea,” 
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Mr.HARRIS. Beinginformed by the junior Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Proctor] that if the senior Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL] were here, he would vote “ yea,” I will record my 
yote. I vote yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 
Bacon, Faulkner, Hill, Stewart, 
Blackburn, . Gallinger, Jones, Ark. Teller, 
Brown, Gibson, Perkins, Vest. 
Caffery, Gorman, Platt, 
Chandler, Gray, Proctor, 
Cockrell, Harris, Smith, 
NAYS—27. 
Aldrich, Carter, Kyle, Shoup, 
Allen, Chilton, Mills, Thurston, 
Allison, Cullom, Nelson, Walthall, 
er, boi Pasco, Warren, 
te, è, Peffer, Wetmore, 
Berry, Hale n ite. 
Burrows, Hawley, Roach, 
NOT VOTING... 
Blanchard, George, Mart Sherman, 
Brice, Gordon, Mitchell, Oreg. uire, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. n, 
Call, Hoar, Morgan, Turpie, 
Cannon,” Fee x Murphy y 
non, ones, Nev. urpay, oorhees, 
Clark ndsay, Palmer, Wilson, 
Daniel, ge Pritchard, Wolcott. 
Davis, McBride, Pugh, 
Elkins, McMillan, uay. 
ear, Mantle, we 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I have one or two amendments which I 
desire to offer for regulating and paving streets which were esti- 


mated for by the Commissioners, but which have been omitted 


from the bill. I send the amendment to the desk. 
TAR SECRETARY. On page 20, after line 19, it is proposed to 
ert: 


For Paving Massachusetts avenue extended from Twenty-second street to 
Sheri Circle, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
Mr. CHANDLER. I offer another amendment to come in on 
page 21, after line 12. 
e amendment was read and agreed to, as follows: 


For grading and regulating Belmont and Kalorama streets between ht- 
eenth street 5 Columbia road, $1,000. me 


Mr. HAWLEY. On page 42, under the subhead of ‘‘ Health 
department,” in line 24, before the word hundred,“ I move to 
strike out two” and insert eight“; so as to read: 

itary and food ins; r, who shall also t d 
ahall be e — eT bon. e eee 

I move this amendment because I know something of the man 
who was sought for as a capable chemist. He was getting $1,800 
a year. He came here at $1,200, because that is all they could give 
him under the appropriation, with a promise that they would try 
to get it raised to $1,800, and every year for several years, I do not 
know how many, the District Commissioners have put into the 
estimates $1,800 for his salary. I think he deserves it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on eeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Imove the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 7, on page 37, it is proposed 
to insert: 

Each of the members of the Metropolitan 8 force shall be entitled to 


twenty days’ leave of absence each year, with pay, the time of leave in each 
instance to be determined by the District Co: ioners. 


Mr. TELLER. I will say that I understand the police here 
have now ten days’ leave of absence, and all of the Government 
employees have thirty days. I think the amendment is reason- 
able, and I do not desire to object to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. - 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 158) granting a pension to Mary Collins; 

A bill (H. R. 986) for the relief of Hiram P. Pauley; 

A bill (H. R. 1178) granting a pension to Sarah Weedon Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 1508) granting a pension to Anna M. Newton, 
widow of Gen. John Newton; 

A bill (H. R. 1820) granting a pension to Neil McNeil; 

A bill (H. R. 2189) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Free- 
man; 
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ill (H. R. 2317) to increase the pension of Levi T. E. Johnson; 
. 2969) granting a pension to Mrs. Lucy A. Allen; 
(H. R. 3113) granting a pension to Margaret A. Kidwell; 
(H. 2 3333) granung a pension to Thomas S. Daugherty; 
( . 
( 


soos 

EEEE 
8 
15 


. 8480) for the relief of Emily A. Mann; 
H. R. 8877) granting a pension to Henderson Marple; 

R. 4481) granting increase of pension to Patsey E. 
eh gran to Mary L. Arnold 
R. ) granting a pension ary L. old; 
4724) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary L. Ale- 


. R. 4888) for the relief of George Hager; 
. 4994) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Martin; 
.5050) granting a pension to Ransom C. Hazelip; 
.5311) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Wible; 
. 5393) for the relief of Lucinda Rickards, widow, 
children of John D. Rickards, deceased; 
A bill (H. R.5710) granting a pension to Eleanor L. Curtiss; 
A bill (H. R.6111) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Sergent; 
A bill (H. R. 6221) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Chamberlin; 
A bill (H. R. 6789) granting a pension and for the relief of Dr. 
Harrison Wagner; an 
A bill (H. R. 7212) to increase the pension of Melita E. White. 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 1175) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
mili record of Nicholas Swingle; 
A bill (H. R. 2328) for the relief of Patrick Rainey; 
s roth bill (H. R. 3514) granting an honorable discharge to John J. 
ohnson; 
45 bill (H. R. 3565) to grant an honorable discharge to Ezra 


bbott; 
A bill (H. R. 4193) to correct the military record of William F. 


nger; 
13 (H. R. 4872) to correct the military record of Homer C. 
cCuskey; 

A bill (H. R. 5407) to remove the charge of desertion now stand- 
ing against Oscar A. Bulette, known in his military title as Aus- 
tin Bulette, late private in Company E, Fifty-second Illinois 
Infantry Volunteers, during late war; and 

A bill (H. R. 6608) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of George W. Taylor. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance: 

A bill (H. R. 5740) authorizing the Secretary of the bit 
to issue a duplicate bond to Benjamin March, guardian of Ru 


March; 
A bill (H. R. 6259) to expedite the delivery of imported parcels 
and pa 0 not exceeding 8500 in value; and 
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R. 8582) to allow the bottling of distilled spirits in 


md. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

3 bill cr R. 6776) to provide an American register for bark 
ila; an 

A bill (H. R. 7255) authorizing the establishment of a life- 
saving station on the coast of Maryland. x 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill (H. R. 7919) granting a site for the erection and mainte- 
nance of a charity hospital by the city of Biloxi, Miss.; and 

A bill (H. R. 3268) to facilitate the procurement of evidence 
and to compel the attendance of witnesses in matters before the 
registers and receivers of the local land offices of the United States. 

he bill (H. R. 8298) relating to mortgages in the Indian Terri- 
tory was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 956) for the relief of Sophia Sparks and Julia O. 
Sparks, of Annapolis, Md., was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 7477) to provide for the registration of trade- 
marks on bottles, siphons, butts, hogsheads, barrels, half barrels, 
casks, half casks, quarter casks, kegs, boxes, tins, and other recepta- 
cles and vessels used in commerce with foreign nations, or among 
the several States, or with the Indian tribes, or among or in the 
Territories of the United States, or with or in the District of 
Columbia, and to prevent the fraudulent use of the same in such 
commerce, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

The bill (H.R. 5 authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate four condemned cannon and four pyrami 


of condemned cannon balls to James T. Shields Post, No. 45, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Galesburg, Knox County, III., 
and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

The bill (H. R. 8673) to incorporate The National Society of 
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Colonial Dames of America was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETO., APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate 
eration of the conference report on the l 
judicial appropriation bill. I wish to 
that it ma 


roceed to the consid- 
tive, executive, and 
t it before the Senate, so 
be the unfinished business for to-morrow. 
Mr. I have no objection to the conference report 
being taken up, but I want to move an executive session. 

Mr. GORMAN, It is not necessary to take up the conference 
report wapas but it can be taken up in the morning as a privi- 

uestion. 

ma tod ULLOM. Very well. Then I shall not ask to have it 
taken up to-night, but give notice that I shall call it up to-morrow 


morning. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty-five minutes ik el 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock 
ep the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, May 

„1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATION. 
Executive nomination received by the Senate May 19, 1896. 
POSTMASTER. 
Harriet L. Hastings, to be postmaster at Port Gibson, in the 
county of Claiborne and State of Mississippi, in the place of Frank 
H. Foote, removed. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 19, 1896. 
TERRITORIAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE. 

John C. Tarsney, of Missouri, to be associate justice of the su- 

preme court of the Territory of Oklahoma. 
POSTMASTERS. ! 

Simon B. Guthrie, to be tmaster at Gorham, in the county 
of Cumberland and State of Maine, 

James Hudson, to be postmaster at Guilford, in the county of 
Piscataquis and State of Maine, 

Fred M. Noyes, to be postmaster at Gardiner, in the county of 
Kennebec and State of Maine. 

John H. Keelin, to be postmaster at East Greenwich, in the 
county of Kent and State of Rhode Island. 

Cheney E. Parker, to be hg acd at Phillips, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Maine. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
TUESDAY, May 19, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 


The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the Sag ote 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H, R. 5490) to license iliard 
and pool tables in the District of 3 for other pur- 


poses, Mr. BABCOCK, Mr. HULING, and Mr. 
The SPEAKER also announced as conferees on the di ing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 2698) autho the 


construction of a bridge over the Mississippi River to the city of 
St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, from some suitable point be- 
tween the north line of St. Clair gt ge III., and the southwest 
line of said county, Mr. Stewart of New Jersey, Mr. Joy, and 
Mr. PATTERSON, 

_ CONDEMNED CANNON, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4324) au- 
thorizing the 5 the Navy to deliver one condemned 
cannon to the city of wood, Peoria County, III., with Senate 
amendments. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 

CONTESTED ELECTION CASE—RINAKER VS. DOWNING. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on 

Elections No. 1, I submit a resolution which the committee de- 


sires to haye passed, for the p of regulating the proceedings 
in the case of Rinaker against Downing. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Speaker and House of Representatives of the Fifty-fourth Congress: 
The Committee on Elections No. 1 hereby ap parce hag ipa to the House 
for its approval in the case of the contested the Sixteenth Con- 


G. Oeltgen, county clerk of the county oi 
clerk of the county of Mor; State of Illinois; V. 
es, Coun K of the county of Pike, State of Illinois, and Charles 
, county clerk of the county of Scott and State of Illinois, be, and they 
. and ons Committee No, 


shall be 3 and the truth to speak tou 
matters then to be inquired of them by said committee in the contes 
tion case of John I. er vs. Finis E. Downing, now before said committee 
for investigation and report; and that 816 and each of them, respectively, 
as such county clerks, bring with them the ballots and pack of bat? 
lots cast in each of said counties at the general election held in eaid counties 
on the 6th day of November, A. D. 1804, for the election, among other office’ 
of Representative in the Fifty-fourth Con from the Sixteenth distri 
of Illinois, now in their s 
with them, respectively, in addition 
and tally sheets, and such other books and papers 
in thei ve counties now in their custod or under the control of 


sin 
which the same now are; t said ballots, 1925 1 tall, ex- 
amined, and said ballots counted by or under the authority of said Commit- 
tee on Elections in said case; and to that end, that subpoenas be issued to the 


u necessary 
tnesses and all other expenses of this 333 bo paid out o 
tingent fund of this House; and that sai 


Elections, under such regulations as 8 Tpose; 
and that the aforesaid expenses be paid on the K uisition of the rman of 

d co r the auditing and allowance thereof by thesaid Elections 
Committee No.1.” 


: a DANIELS. Mr.Speaker, I ask for the adoption of the reso- 
ution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to ask the gentleman a question, 
Is this the unanimous report of the committee? 

Mr. DANIELS. Yes, sir; the resolution is the unanimous 
agreement of the members of the committee. I ask for the adop- 
tion of the resolution. 

The resolution was to. 

On motion of Mr. DANIELS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table, 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have 100 copies of the 
resolution printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman moved 
to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman wants to have printed 100 
copies of the resolution already passed. 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that 100 copies of the resolution be printed. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. ` 

FRANCIS E. HOOVER. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
submitted a 2 5 55 upon the bill (H. R. 1094) granting a pension 
to Francis E. Hoover (vetoed by the President and referred to 
the committee with the accompanying veto message), and asked 
that the report be printed and recommitted; which was ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 
DENNY VS. OWENS. 

Mr. TURNER of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a 
privileged report from the Committee on Elections No.1. The 
5 9 75 is in the contested-election case of George Denny, jr., vs. 

C. Owens, and is the unanimous report of the committee. I 
ask that the resolutions be read. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That George Denny, jr., was not elected a member of the Fifty- 
8 8 from the Seventh district of Kentucky and is not entitled 

8 ‘That W. C. Owens was elected a member of the Fifty- fourth Con- 
gress from the Seventh district of Kentucky and is entitled to a seat therein. 

Mr, TURNER of Virginia. I move the adoption of the resolu- 
tions. ° 

The resolutions were adopted. 

On motion of Mr. TURNER of Virginia, a motion to reconsider 
nayon by which the resolutions were adopted was laid on the 

e. 
ADDITIONAL EMPLOYEES OF HOUSE POST-OFFICE. 


Mr. ODELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a resolution on 
behalf of the Committee on Accounts, 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

be yi a. That Pe 8 of Me rinse hereby T to 
emplo o laborers a r ‘or such time—not exceeding thirty days— 
as Mall be necessary to distribute and deliver to the members of this House 
the garden and flower seeds, which are arriving in large quantities, said 
laborers to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 
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i The SPEAKER. Is this from the Committee on Accounts? 


Mr. ODELL. This is by authorization of the chairman of the 
committee, who requ me to offer it. Iask for its considera- 


tion. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I did not hear the gentleman’s 
statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states that the resolution is 
not from the Committee on Accounts, but he asks unanimous 
consent for its present consideration. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Was not a resolution similar to this passed a 
short time ago? 

Mr. ODELL. The resolution passed a short time ago Ya he mt 
for the employment of four assistants in the post-office. y two 
were employed, and this is to continue those two without any 
extra expense beyond that provided in the first resolution. The 
time for which they were authorized to be employed expires to-day. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The twenty days? 

Mr. ODELL. The twenty days. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And you want now to continue their employ- 
ment for thirty days. 

Mr. ODELL. is to continue the employment of those two 


men. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Is this reported from the Committee on Ac- 


counts? 

Mr. ODELL. It has received informal consideration by the 
members of the Committee on Accounts, 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think these matters ought to be a little more 
formal than that; but I shall not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of 
the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 5226) to give increased pension to Gen. James C. 
Parrott; and 

A bill (H. R. 7285) for the relief of George McFarland. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

A bill (S. 1215) granting a pension to Ellen Kingsley; 

A bill (S. 125) for the relief of Elizabeth J. Cook, of Arkadel- 
phia, Clark County, Ark., widow of Robert T. Cook; 

A bill (S. 404) granting a pension to Samuel Goldwater; 

A bill (S. 1044) granting a pension to Mary Newman; 

A bill (S. 149) granting a pension to Helen M. Jacobs; and 

A bill (S. 1837) granting a pension to Ellen Ewing, widow of 
Bvt. Maj. Gen. Thomas Ewing. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 6994) relating to the sale of gas in the 
District of Columbia, asked a conference with the House on the 
bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. McMILLAN, Mr. 
FAULKNER, and Mr. GALLINGER as the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1189) 

anting a pension to Eliza Sanford, asked a conference with the 
Boose on the bill and amendment, and had appointed Mr. PRITCH- 
ARD, Mr. GALLINGER, and Mr. RoacH as the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 804) 
granting a on to Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe, asked a confer- 
ence wi e House on the bill and amendment, and had a 

inted Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, and Mr. 
BER as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had bills of 
the ae titles; in which the concurrence of House was 
requested: 

bill (S. 266) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Deadwood, in the State of 
South Dakota; 

A bill (S. 3064) authorizing the purchase by the United States 
and the making free of the toll roads passing over the Yosemite 
National Park, and for other papon: 

A bill (S. 3122) for the relief of Bridget Lane; 

A bill (S. 206) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Kahului; and 

A bill (S. 2871) to amend “An act for the correction of the mili- 
tary record of Wilhelm Spiegelburg,” approved July 21, 1892. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 20f Rule XXIV, the following bills were taken from 
the Speaker's table and referred by the S. er as follows: 
A bill (S. 3122) for the relief of Bridget Lane—to the Committee 


on 


A bill (S. 3064) authorizing the purchase by the United States 
and the making free of the toll roads passing over the Yosemite 
hp pone egies and for other purposes—to the Committee on Pub- 

c 1 
tary record of Withelin Spiegeloure,” approved July 9, 1802-40 

i pi urg,” app 1 
the Committee on War Claims. 7 

A bill (S. 266) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Deadwood, in the State of 
South tothe Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

A bill (S. 1189) ting a pension to Eliza Sandford, with House 
amendment—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 804) granting a pension to Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe, 

th House amendment—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1420) nting an increase of pension to Elizabeth W. 
Sutherland, with House amendments—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

CAROLINE A. HOUGH, 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, I move that a conference be asked for on the 
bill (H. R. 2604) to increase the pension of Caroline A. Hough, 
widow of Brig. Gen. John Hough, the Senate amendments to 
which were nonconcurred in by the House yesterday. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker appointed as con- 
ferees on the 57795 of the House Mr. Woop, Mr. SuLLowax, and 
Mr. Baker of Kansas. 

IMMIGRATION. 


The SPEAKER. The Olerk will read the special order adopted 


yesterday. 
erk read as follows: 


The 
Resolved, That immediately after the ag pe of this rule, and until 4 
o'clock Wednesday, May 20, the time of the House shall be given to the con- 


sideration of such bills on the House Calendar as have been reported by the 


Committee on tion and Naturalization; and that at 4o’clock May 
the previous question shall be considered as ordered on the pending a ae 
pen t 


amendments to the : Provided, however, That noth: 
resolution shall be construed as interfering with general appropriation bills 
and conference reports. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. ponkan allow me again to prefer a re- 
uest for a reprint of the and reports under consideration, as 
am informed that they are all exhausted. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Missouri asks unanimous 
consent for a reprint of the various bills to be before the House 
under the order just read and the 5 reports. This re- 
quires unanimous consent. Is there objection 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman in charge of 
this measure will pardon me for the aise I think he may 
obviate at this time a difficulty that he will be likely to encounter 
later. The order was adopted in haste yesterday afternoon, and 
it does not provide any time for the consideration of this bill under 
the five-minute rule. 

Now, there is danger, I fear, if the gentleman does not make 
some provision of this kind, that the whole time up to the last 
moment may be consumed by debate, allowing no opportunity 
whatever for amendment. I submit to the gentleman whether it 
would not be well to provide that the last hour or two hours de- 
voted to the consideration of this bill to-morrow be assigned to- 
the consideration of the bill by sections for the purpose of amend- 


ment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As I understand, these bills are on the House 
Calendar, and are therefore subject to amendment at any moment 
as the debate progresses. They will not be considered under the 
five-minute rule. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I did not know but that the bill carried an 
appropriation, and would be subject to the rule uiring the 
consideration of such bills in the Committee of the ole. 


Mr. DINGLEY, An amendment may be offered at any time 
and acted on. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Ban- 
THOLDT] will send up to be read the bill which he desires to have 
conside: 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I send it to the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7864) to amend the immigration laws of the United States. 

Be it enacted, etc., That sodon 1 of the act of March 3, 1891, in amendment 
of the immigration and con labor acts, be, and 8 is, amended 
adding to the classes of aliens thereby excluded from admission to the Uni 
States the following: All male persons between 16 and 60 years of age who 
can not both read and write the English 8 some other language. 
But no t of a person now ring a or he r admitted to, this coun- 

shall be excluded because of his inability to read and write. 

2. That the provisions of the act of ch 3, 1893, to facilitate the en- 
forcement of the immigration and contract-labor laws, shall apply to the 
persons men ed in section 1 of this act. 

Sec. 3. That this act shall take effect three months after its passage. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, a 8 of the report having 
been objected to by the gentleman from Nebraska, I ask that the 
report be now rad, so that it may be incorporated in the RECORD, 
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and that members may thus have an opportunity to see it in print 
to-morrow morning. 
The SPEAKER. The report may be read as part of the gen- 
tleman’s remarks. 
The report (by Mr. BARTHOLDT) was read, as follows: 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 9) entitled A bill to amend the immigration laws of the United 
Bi Ex leaye to submit the following report,and recommend that in 
lieu of House bill No, 9 the substitute do without amendment. 
ill enacting that three months after its passage no male person 
d te his own shall be admitted to the United 
States, excepting children under the age of 16 years and parents of persons 
now living in or hereafter admitted to this germ a fa 
While the committee is unanimously of the opinion that good immigration 
is still beneficial and necessary for the development of the vast resources of 
our country, a regard for ba sentiment as to the undesirability of cer- 
tain classes has prompted them to favor the addition of the so-called illiter- 
ates, with the restrictions indicated, to the classes excluded under existing 
laws. A cursory examination of the figures bearing upon the question of an 
educational test will demonstrate that such a test will not materially affect 
the immigration from Great Britain, Germany, Scandinavia, and other 
countries of northern Europe, which countries as a rule send us the most 
desirable class of ts, while under it the immigration from southern 
Europe, now looked upon as more or less undesirable, will be considerably 


ected. 
The following table, showing the percen of illiterates by nationalities, 
will give an idea of the effect of bill on gration from the countries 
g the largest quota of immigrants: 


Percentage 
of illiterates 
in total im- 
migration 
from each 


country. 


Nationalities. Nationalities. 


67.35 8.71 
52.93 7.27 
45.68 3.58 
39. 82 
87.69 3.50 
36. 42 8.49 
82.70 8.38 
25.18 2.83 
17.75 2.49 
15.22 1.02 
14.79 74 
10.43 -60 
8.98 49 


The original bill provided for the exclusion of male and female illitera 
but in view of the conceded scarcity of female white servants in aena 
of the country, the committee deemed it wise to exempt females from 
e illiteracy test and admit them as heretofore. The reason for the exemp- 
tion of parents whose children haye preceded them hither is obvious, and 
this provision requires no explanation further than that it was prompted by 


humane considerations. 

Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
I wish to know whether it would not be Pa arder at the aent 
time, with the consent of the 5 occupying the floor, to 
move an amendment to the bill just oy eae in order that the 
House may be fully informed as to the different propositions on 
which we desire a vote. If it is in order, I believe Ihave the con- 
sent of the chairman of the committee to offer the amendment 
now and have it read. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Ihave no objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I hope there will be oid jeneral assent to this 
arrangement, for then the amendment will be published in the 

* RECORD and we can have it before us in prin 

vote upon it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think the amendment, if offered, had better 


be read. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I should like, also, to offer an 
amendment. I suggest that probably it would be well that the 
bills which it is proposed to offer as amendments to the one already 
read be presented now, so that the House may understand them. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. There is no objection to printing all these 
bills and amendments if it is in order. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I wish to offer as an amendment 
to the pending bills what is known as House bill No. 58. I wish 
to offer it as a third section to the pending bill. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Missouri yields for the 


u 
P Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I understand that he does. 

Mr. CORLISS. I ask that the amendment I have sent to the 
desk be first read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I hope the amendments will only be offered as 
they are in order, so that we may avoid confusion. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. y proposition is to insert as sec- 
tion 3 of the pending bill what is known as bill No. 58. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is your proposition an amendment to the 
amendment? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, no. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then it is an amendment to the original bill? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There can be pending but one amendment to 
the original bill, an amendment to that amendment, then a sub- 
stitute, and an amendment to the substitute, 


form when we 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I do not offer this as a substitute 
but as an amendment to be inserted after the second section of 
582 namg bill. 1 

e SPEAKER. e gentleman from Michigan . CORLISS 
offers the amendment which will be read. mnp ] 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I will offer mine as an amend- 
ment to that amendment. 

The amendment of Mr. CoRrLIsSS was read, as follows: 

At the end of section 2, line 4, page 1, add after the word “act” the fol- 


owing: 

“SEC. 3. That it shall be unlawful for any alien who resides or retains his 
home ina foreign country toenter the United States for the purpose of e 
ing in any mechanical trade or manual labor within the borders thereof while 
residing or retaining his home in a foreign country: Provided, That the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury may permit aliens to come into and enter this country 
for the purpose of teaching new arts or industries, under such rules and regu- 
oes 3 he nee 6 pore rel 

SE. 4. That it shall be un or any person, partnership, com or 
8 knowingly to employ in any manner 5 in the Ur 11 
States any alien who resides or retains his home in a foreign country: Pro- 
vided, That the provisions of this act shall not_apply to the employment of 
sailors, deck hands, or other employees of vessels navigating the Great Lakes 
= an rivers tributary thereto, an 5 1 Fee as conductors, 

neers, brakemen, firemen, or men, whose duties require them to 
pass over the frontier to reach the termini of their roads. =~ 

“Sec. 5. That it shall be unlawful for any alien to enter the United States, 
except subjects of the Dominion of Ca: and other American countries, 
8 e places where the United States maintain an immigrant inspec- 

on j 

“ SEC. 6. That any violation of the provisions of this act shall be deemed a 
misdemeanor, punishable by a fine not exceeding $500 or by imprisonment for 
the term of not exceeding one year, or both such fine and toorena in the 
discretion of the court. That all persons convicted under this act be 
deported to the country from whence they came.” 


Mr. DINGLEY. Iwould like to ask the gentleman from Michi- 
ga if he has included American vessels engaged in foreign trade? 

notice that he refers to vesselsnavigating the Great Lakes orthe 
rivers tributary to the Great Lakes. 

Mr. CORLISS. Iwill state that the amendment was proposed 
by the committee, and did not embrace all seamen, although I 
have no objection to the modification covering all seamen. The 
reason why the committee limited it to the seamen on the Great 
Lakes was because the lakes and rivers tribu thereto are be- 
tween Canada and the United States, and are so interwoven that 
there might be violations which it would be impossible to reach. 

Mr. DINGLEY. They are no more interwoven, I will state to 
the gentleman, than vessels engaged in the coastwise trade or 
near-by foreign trade. 

Mr. CORLISS. I have no objection to strikin 
vision of the bill and making it applicable to 
United States. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest that the gentleman modify the 
amendment by saying vessels of the United States.” 

Mr. CORLISS. Iwill do so. I will so modify the amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Because, of course, there ought not to be 
such a limitation upon vessels engaged in foreign trade. 

Now, do I understand that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] has offered an amendment to the 
amendment or ery i iven notice of his intention to do so? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Lhave offered my bill as an amend- 
ment to the amendment. . 

Mr. DOCK ERV. It has not been read yet. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is not proper now to offer it as an amend- 
ment in that degree, is it? 

Mr. CORLISS. I think an amendment to an amendment would 
be in order. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. My motion is to amend the bill by 
adding three or four additional sections. 

.Mr. DINGLEY. The amendment of the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania seems to be on an entirely different subject, as I understand 
it. However, it ought to be read. There may be some question 
as to the 1 5 of offering it at this time. 

Mr. KI LI object. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I desire to offer my bill as a sub- 
stitute, then, Mr. Speaker, if in order. 

The SPEAKER, It can be offered as a substitute. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I offer it as a substitute for the 
remainder of the pending bill after the first section. 

Mr. KIEFER. I have objected —— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right to offer it as a sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then, Mr. Speaker, I send the bill 
to the desk and offer it as a substitute for the entire bill of the 
committee, which is offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BaRTHOLDT], to follow the first section of his bill. 

Mr. HOP S. Thereseems to be some misunderstanding as to 
the proposed action of gentlemen offering the amendments. Are 
these bills offered as amendments to be considered now, or are 
they simply giving notice of their intention to offer them when 
the 8 time comes? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that they are offered 


now. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Is that proper at this time? 


out that pro- 
vessels of the 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to know why it is not? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iam asking for information. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair misunderstood the gentleman. The 
Chair thought the gentleman was making a point against offering 
them atthistime. In the opinion of the Chair they are admissible. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. S. 


peaker, there is so much 
confusion it is utterly impossible to hear a sound on the floor, 

A MEMBER. The storm outside is the trouble. 
8 MORSE. I suggest that the Speaker can not control the 

under. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Iam not asking him to control 
the thunder, but to control the members of the House. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I send the substitute to the desk 
and ask to have it read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


parant of a person now living in, or he: 


unless, in addition to other he or arisera and provisions of law, he or she 

ibi ta’ — 1 5 of arriving nts at the 
place of admission a certificate, signed by the United States consul or other 
authorized representative of the United States at the place nearest where 
said immigrant last resided, setting forth that the said consul or other United 
States representative has made an investigation concerning said Pv nal whet 
and that said immigrant does not belong to the class or classes of alien immi- 
grants excluded from admission into the United States under the provisions 
of the act of Congress bg March 3, 1591, entitled “An act in amend- 
ment to the various acts relative to immigration and the importation of aliens 
under contract or . to perform labor, its amendments or supple- 
ments,” or by any other law of the United States that now exists or may 
hereafter be passed. Said immigrant shall, in addition, conform to all pres- 
ent requirements of law. 

It shall be the duty of United States consuls and United States representa- 
tives in other countries to investigate and t or withhold ce cates, as 
shall be disclosed on investigation under the tions and instructions of the 
State De ent, according to the laws of the United States, as aforesaid. 
Nothing herein contained shall be construed as in any wise limiting, releas- 
ing, or 3 any of the liabilities or obligations of any person, com- 
pany, partne: p, or corporation under laws now existing or hereafter en- 
acted relative to immi ion or importation of aliens. 

Sec. 3. That it shall unlawful for any alien who resides or retains his 
home in a foreign cereal to enter the United States for the purpose of en- 
gaging in any mechanical trade or manual labor within the borders thereof 
while residing or retaining his homeina foreign country: Provided, That the 
Secretary of the Tre ma; rmit aliens to come into and enter this 
country for the purpose of teaching new arts or industries, under such rules 
and regulations as he may provide, 

That it shall be unlawful for any person, partnership, company, or cor- 

ration knowingly to employ in any manner whatsoever in the United 
tates any alien who resides or retains his home in a foreign country: Pro- 
vided, That the provisions of this act shall not apply to the employment of sail- 
ors, deck hands, or other employees of yessels navigating the Great Lakes or 


the rivers tributary thereto. 
BEC. 4. That it shall be ul for any alien to enter the United States, 


except 2 of the Domihion of C. a and other American countries, 
a, tat the places where the United States maintain an immigrant inspec- 
on 


SEC. 5. That any violation of the provisions of this act shall be deemed a 
misdemeanor, punishable by a fine not exceeding $500 or by imprisonment 
for the term of. not exceeding one year, or both such fine imprisonment, 
in the discretion of the court. 

Src. 6. That all persons convicted under this act shall be deported to the 
country whence they came. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Is this offered as a substitute? 
The SPEAKER, This is offered as a substitute for the original 


bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ae E SroxE] has included in that substitute the original 
Me bill—— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes, and the Corliss bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The bill offered by the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. CorLiss]—— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As well as his own? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes. 

Mr. MAHANY. I offer as an amendment to the amendment 
the bill which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Ma- 
HANY] offers the following amendment to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cor.iss]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all contracts or agreements, express or implied, to 
porom labor or service of any kind by an alien in the United States, made 

the United States or elsewhere, by or in behalf of such alien, with any 
citizen or resident of the United States or other country, 5 him or 
her to be such alien, prior to the coming of such alien to the Uni States, 
shali be illegal, null, and void; and the parties thereto, within the jurisdic- 
tion of the courts of the Uni States, shall be deemed of a misde- 
meanor and punished by a fine not exceeding $1,000 or by imprisonment not 
exceeding one year, or by both such fine and imprisonment: Provided, That 
nothing in this section contained shall be construed as re section 5 of 
act of February 26, 1885, as amended by section 5 of act of March 3, 1891. 

Src. 2. That it shall be a misdemeanor, punishable by fine of not less than 
ofe hundred nor more than three hundred dollars, or by imprisonment for 
not less than three nor more than six months for each offense, for any per- 


re 
Seo. 3. That it shall be a 

po or by e ee not exceeding ninety days, or by both su 
risonment, immigrated to the United Sta 


Sta 

Sec. 4. That section 6 of the act of March 3, 1891, be, and is hereby, amended 
by adding to said section 6 the words “And fet Bis gs or persons encourag- 
ing or soliciting the 1 or importation of any alien or aliens not 
related by ties of consanguinity or affinity to said or persons into the 
United States to perform labor, either for himself or any other known or 
certain person or 2 shall be deemed guilty of a violation of said sec- 
tion of the act of rch 3, 1891, and the penalties prescribed by said section 
shall be pen for every such offense.” 

Sec. 5. That section 5 of the act of February 26, 1885, be, and is hereby, 
amended so as to exclude from said section 5, in the first proviso, the w 
nor to persons employed strictly as personal or domestic servants.” 

Sec. 6. That it shall be a misdemeanor, punishable 3 og not exceeding 
52 or by imprisonment not 8 months. or both, for any 

o enter the United States along the borders of Canada or Mexico 25 r- 
form labor or service of any kind except atthe places known as the United 
States custom ports of entry, whether by vessel or otherwise. 

SEC.7. That it shall be unlawful for any person, partnership company, or 
5 knowingly to employ in any manner whatsoever in the United 
States any alien who resides or retains home in a foreign country: Pro- 
vided, That the provisions of this act shall not apply to the employment of 
sailors, deck hands, or other employees of vessels uavigatiog the Great Lakes 
or the rivers tributary thereto. 

Sec. 8. That when any person has been 9 from the United States 
under the provisions of act of February 26, 1885, and acts amendatory 
thereof, and thereafter returns thereto to perform labor for the perso! 
company, or corporation whose contract or agreement with such alien had 
been the cause of his or her deportation, then such person, company, or cor- 

ration shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and punished by fine of 
ox by imprisonment for two years, or by both such fine and imprison- 
ment: Provided, however, That this section shall not apply to cases where the 
alien returns to the United States under the provisions of law and becomes 


naturalized. 

Sec. 9. That all United States im t rs shall haye to 
take into custody any alien convicted of a eremia misdemeanor within two 

ears after his or her arrival in the United States and cause him or her to be 

eported to the country whence he or she came, and should he or she 
return to the United States such officers shall rearrest said alien and bring 
him or her before a court having jurisdiction, and said alien shall he impris- 
oned for a period of not less three months and not more than six 
months, and at the expiration of his or her sentence he or she shall be de- 
ported to the country whence said alien came; and any woman who shall 
within two years after her arrival in the United States 1 a prostitute 
shall be subject to such deportation and penalties as are herein provided for 
a 8 Wok cen hi lts, resists, imped: 

SEO. 10. every person who assau r mpedes, or interferes 
with any immi t inspector in the execution of his duties shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor and be fined not less than $100 nor more than $1,000, 
or be imprisoned for a term of not less than sixty days nor more than one 


year. 
Sec. 11. That all criminal proceedings under this act shall be had and taken 
before any United States commissioner; and said commissioners are hereby 
invested, under this act and acts supplementary thereto and amenda 
thereof, with power and authority to try and determine all such cri 
roceedings hereunder where the fine im does not exceed $300 and the 
mprisonment does not exceed six months; and it shall be the duty of an 
immigrant inspector to make complaint of any violation of this to sai 
Sear who shall thereupon issue his warrant for the arrest of such 


offender or offenders. 
Sec. 12. That there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty or head tax of 
States along the borders 


50 cents for each and every alien entering the Uni 

of Canada and Mexico to perform labor, or immigrating to the United States, 

whether said alien comes by land carriage or otherwise. The said pron 

shall be paid to the collector of customs of the 3 to which such alien 

come, and the collector of such port shall pay the money so collected into the 

United States Treasury, such money to constitute a fund for the general 
ur and expenses of carrying this act into effect; and the Secre of 

fhe 2 —— is hereb; 83 to establish such regulations and 

not a with law,as he shall deem best calculated for the enforce- 

ment © le 

Seoc. 13. That all acts f acts in flict with 
of this act are bareby. soos 8 r 3 A 

SEC. 14. That this act Mall take effect on and after its passage, 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
offer either an amendment or a substitute. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is this proposition of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Manany] offered as an amendment to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Michigan * CORLISS]? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Strictly speaking, it is not an amendment. 
It covers half a dozen subjects. 

Mr. MAHANY. The only part that is an amendment is the 
part not contained in the Corliss bill, the provisions of which are 
similar to most of the provisions of my bill. Therefore I can not 
see how my proposition can fail to be germane, 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I desire to reserve all points of order. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen must state their points of order. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I desire to reserve points of order as to 
all the amendments and the substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must present his points of 
order. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Can not points of order be reserved with- 
out being stated now? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Speaker, I think I was rec- 
ognized a while ago. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not be recognized while 
a point of order is suggested with regard to an amendment al- 
ready pending. 
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Mr. BARTHOLDT. C 
order. 


now. I desire to reserve all poini 

The SPEAKER, The tleman can reserve a point of order 
by unanimous consent only. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope that will bedone, Mr. S. because 
the amendments have been read so hurriedly that it is impossible 
at this time for some of us to determine whether they are subject 
to ts of order or not. 

. BARTHOLDT. The bills have been read so hurriedly that 
3 rer te the members of the House do not understand what 
ey contain. 
. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman state his 
point of order? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I believe, from what I have heard during 
the reading, that some of the bills are not germane to the main 
bill. That is the point of order I should like to submit. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That is not a good point of order 
toa substitute. It may be a good pom of order to an amend- 
ment, If the gentleman will state his points of order and let us 
understand what they are, that is one thing. If unanimous con- 
sent is asked to reserve points of order, I object. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then I think it would be well for us to vote 
on these amendments, so that we may get down to some single 
proposition. Various bills have been offered, and the members 
= the House can not understand what the parliamentary situa- 

on is. 


Mr. DOCKERY, It is utterly impossible to understand it at | Wha 


this time. 

The SPEAKER. The matter stands now in this way, that the 
bill is spremno, and the gentleman from Michigan par CoRLISS] 
has offered an amendment. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] has offered a substitute, and the gentle- 
man from New York . MAHANY] offers an amendment to the 
amendment. That is as far as the matter has gone now. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. In order to make the explana- 
tion of the Chair clear, I desire to know if the biil that is under 

-consideration is the bill offered by the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BARTHOLDT]? 

The SPEAKER. That is the bill which he offers, and which 
was rted to the House. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentuc 
offered by the gentleman from 
stitute by the tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
STONE], as I understand it. 

The SPEAKER. And to the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Cor.iss] the present amendment is now 
offered by the 1 8 ag from New York 8 Manany]. 

Mr. DINGL V. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the amend- 
ment to the amendment is notsuchin reality. Itis an entire bill, 
with 14 sections in it, with some slight reference to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from pin oe [Mr. Cor.iss]; but an 
amendment to an amendment should be some modification of the 
proposition which is contained in that amendment and not a 
proposition covering a dozen different things. 

SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. 1 on the point, if he desires to be heard. 

Mr. . Lhaye not time at the present moment to go 
into the presentation and discussion of the ts wherein my bill 
83 and modify the amendment of the gentleman from 

chigan. 

The SPEAKER. But there is a large portion of it that does 
not so modify and amend it. 

Mr. M There are some portions of it amplifying the 
principles of the Corliss measure. 

The SPEAKER. That is why the point is made. If those parts 
are not e, then the whole is not germane. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, I would su to the gentleman from 
New York that he should not offer this at the present time as an 
amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from Michigan, 
but after that amendment is disposed of, or some other amend- 
ment is disposed of, then he might offer it as a substitute, perhaps, 
for the whole bill in some other form. While it does cover some 
of the points in the amendment of the gentleman from Michigan, 
it is not an amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Michigan, but covers far wider ground. 

The SPEAKER. That is what the Chair is inclined to think, 
z Saep hear the gentleman from New York, if he has anything 

offer. . 

Mr. HOPKINS. Just one further word about that. If the sub- 

stitute or amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsy i 


. Then there was an amendment 
ichigan [Mr. Coruiss] and a sub- 
ILLIAM A, 


lvania 
pir WILLIAM A. STONE] should be adopted that would preclude 

e offering of this bill entirely, would it not? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I wanted the gentleman from New York to 
understand that. 

Mr. MAHANY. I want to say that this is a bill that has been 


favorably reported by the Committee on Immigration, This is a | law. 


eran lg united indorsement of all the labor federations of 
country. 
The SPEAKER. But that does not have much to do with the 


point of order. 

Mr. MAHANY,. And I wish to say that it is a modification of 
the bill introduced by the tleman from Michigan [Mr. Cor- 
Liss], since it amends that by adding thereto subjects which 
are germane to the purpose and intent of his measure, and to that 
degree it isin the spirit of the bill, and should therefore be re- 

arded as anamendment to the amendment of the gentleman from 


chigan. 

The SPEAKER. But the difficulty about regarding this as an 
amendment to the amendment is that the greater part of the bill 
does not treat of that subject at all. 

Mr. MAHANY. It treats in a general way of the exclusion of 
alien contract labor, which is the purpose of the bill introduced 
by the gentleman from Michigan, whose measure aims simply to 
regulate Canadian immigration ong the lake frontiers, while m 
amendment strikes at the root of the whole alien contract evil; 
and it seems to me, therefore, that if any bill is germane to another 
this bill introduced by me is to the measure introdu: 
by the gentleman from Mic : and I sincerely trust that 
the gentleman from Maine . DINGLEY] will withdraw his 

3 Iwill ask the gentleman if he has read the Corliss 


Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, certainly; I have read both of them. 
t occurs to me on the matter of its being germane is this. 
Of course I do not know that I have any objection to the bill 
proposed by the gentleman from New York, but it seems to me 
that it covers so many different points that it ought to be sepa- 
rately treated and not included with this bill, which is simply a 
bill dealing with the question of immigration. I think the sub- 
jects are distinctly different in your measure. 

Mr. MAHANY. It covers several points of the same subject, 
the subject now under consideration in this House, and the very 
points of this measure must in the nature of things come up dur- 
ing the course of this debate; and I sincerely hope, in the interest 
of fairness, justice, and equity to the be Ba aad of this coun- 
try that this point of order will not be insi upon, even if by 
torturing the spirit of the rule the provisions of this bill might be 
ig as not in accordance with the letter. 

. DINGLEY. Mr. S. er, I haye simply to say, with ref- 
erence to that, that this is a question of orderly parliamentary 
procedure, with which the merits of a bill have nothing at all to do. 

Mr. MAHANY. But I am standing on the rights of the bill 
from the 9 51 Sap of that very procedure. 

Mr. DIN GLEV. I may be in favor of a protective tariff, but 
would hardly care to offer it as an amendment to this bill. 

Mr. MAHANY. Very likely, because that subject has nothing 
to do with the present matter. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And although that should even arise on the 
very subject, we should not enter or wander out into other fields 
because we should like to. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman reserves the point of order. 
The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. MAHANY. A parliamentary inquiry. If the substitute 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is voted down, could I then 
offer this in its stead? 

The SPEAKER. There are circumstances under which the 

entleman could and there are others under which he could not. 

e Chair can not anticipate at what time that would be. The 
gentleman from California [Mr. Jonnson] desires to present an 
amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer the 
bill which I send to the desk as a substitute for all the pending 
bills, or as an amendment, whichever is in order. 

The SPEAKER. One substitute has already been offered. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Then I offer this as an amend- 
ment to the bill of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WIL- 
LIAM A. STONE]. 

The amendment offered by Mr. Jonnson of California was read, 
as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That from and after August 1, 1896, it shall be unlawful 
for any foreign-born laborer to enter the United States. The words“ pt ae 
born laborer” shall be construed to mean, wherever used in this act, 
and illed laborers and laborers employed in mining. 

Src. 2. That all captains and masters of vessels entering the of the 
United States are hereby made msible for the character of their =- 
rs. It is hereby made the duty of all such ca tains and masters to fle with 

e collector of the port of the United States into which their vessel enters 
an affidavit setting forth fully the character and names of the passengers by 
them brought in their said vessels, and also setting forth that none of them 
are foreign-born laborers and that they have not brought into the said 
any foreign-born laborers on their said v. A violation of the prov: 
of this section shall be deemed a misdemeanor and shall be punished by fine 
not less than $500 or by ra nran not less than six months, or by both 
such fine and imprisonment. 

Syd. 3. That any foreign-born laborer coming into the United States after 
Au 1, 1896, shall be sub; to immediate deportation, and shall in addi- 


tion thereto be deemed y of a misdemeanor, punishable as provided by 


ns 
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cf the Secretary of the Treasury to 


4. That it is h made the du 
— and distri N cers the ni instructions and 


officers to and thi 
force the provisions of this statute, to the end that this n be 


tates. 
Sxc. 5. That the sum of $50,000 is hereby appropriated, out of money in 
——ç— 1 Si sury not ee to defray the expenses of enforcing 
W. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
re pee that amendment that it is not germane to the original 
bill or 


to the substitute. I also make the point that it has not 


been rted by the Committee on Immigration. 575 
Mr. OHNSON of California. So far as the second po tion 
of the gentleman from Missouri is concerned, that this bill has 


not been reported by the Committee on Immigration, I do not 
suppose that committee has any control over the business of this 
House or over points of order, and I do not know of any rule 
which makes a bill amenable to a point of order simply because 
it has not met the approval of the Committee on Immigration. 
The object of the Stone bill is to prevent foreign laborers from 
coming into the United States except under certain conditions, 
and ‘it provides for a consular inspection, and it seems to me that 
my amendment is germane to that, because 1 1 
labor from coming into the United States. the part of 
amendment which makes an i gy erie renders the bill amen- 
able to the point of order, then permission to strike out that 
section, so as to leave simply the question whether my amend- 
ment is not germane to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. is bill seeks to make it onerous for a certain 
class of persons to come to the United States, while my bill pro- 
hibits them from coming, and therefore it seems to me that my 
amendment is clearly germane. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I was about to 
raise a point of order, and I do raise it, that this bill involves an 
appropriation, and I object to that part of it being stricken out. 

. JOHNSON of California. I ask that that section of the 
amendment be stricken out, 

Mr. KIEFER. Mr. S. er, I shall object to the proposition 
that that part of the gentlemen’s amendment be stricken out. 

The SPEAKER. he gentleman can modify his amendment 
until it is put to the House. 


Mr. JOHNSON of California, Then I do modify it by striking 
out the section which makes an appropriation. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hear the gentleman from Mis- 


souri Long BaRTHOLDT] on the point of order. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I merely wish to state that, 
as I understand the rule adopted by the House yesterday, only 
such bills were to be considered as had been reported by the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. Now,the gentleman 
from California offers as an amendment a bill which has not been 
so to the House, and under the rule as adopted yester- 
day 1 claim that this House has no authority to consider that bill. 
My second point is that this is not germane to the main bill pend- 
ing, the measure under discussion. 

r. WILLIAM A. STONE. As to the first point, Mr. Speaker, 
the committee has called up only one bill, which is, of course, 
subject to amendment and to haveasubstitute for it offered. On 
the second point I do not care to make any remark, 

The SP. R. To which of the bills does the gentleman 
from California offer this bill as an amendment? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Ioffer it as an amendment to 
the substitute of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I understood 
the Chair to say that I could not offer it as a substitute, because 
there was one substitute already pending, but that I could offer 
it as an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. In what shape does the gentleman propose to 
offer it as an amendment? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Asan addition to the Stone bill. 
I offer it as an addition to the substitute offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, 

The SPEAKER. The substitute of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, as the Chair understands it, simply provides for the 
method of certifying as to persons who shall be admitted into the 
United States. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. It also provides for a consular 
inspection, and it contains a provision for the exclusion of certain 
alien laborers. The gentleman from Pennsylvania in his bill has 
provided for the exclusion of certain alien laborers as well as for 
3 inspection. My bill provides for the exclusion of all of 

em. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman propose to add his bill to 
the other as an amendment? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that a bill n providing that 
nobody shall come into the United States can ha: 7 be germane 
as an addition to a bill which provides that only those who can 


read and write shall come in and provides for consular certificates 


as to those who may come in. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. All right. The Chair is the one 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I wish some arrangement 
could be made as to the control of the time. I understand that 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Buck], a member of the com- 
mittee, desires to control the time on the part of the opponents of 
the measure. 
i Mr. JOHNSON of California. I submit that that is scarcely 

air. 

The SPEAKER. It requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Lobject. 

The SPEAKER, Objectionismade. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] is ent to proceed with the debate, 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Is it understood that none of the pending 
amendments are to be voted upon until the debate is exhausted? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows of no such understanding. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I should like to submit, as 4 request for 
unanimous consent, that no vote be taken on any one of the 
pending amendments until the debate is exhausted. 

Mr. IAM A. STONE and others objected. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what a ed does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I desire to ask unanimous consent 
to have the substitute offered by me printed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 


— to decide. 


rous 
times these waves of humanity are permitted to come to our 
shores unmolested, but in periods of industrial depression every 
shipload of newcomers is regarded, more or less, in the light of a 
hostile invasion or a curse. Then the spirit of nativism, omni- 
proas if not always active, becomes rampant, and, uniting with 

iberty-loving labor, asks Congress to deny the right of asylum to 
those who come here to cast their lot with us, and demands of 
us to cast away, like a . the traditional policy 
of the fathers, a pearl in the diadem of free institutions, and to 
adopt, under the spur of passionate impulses, plans which patriots 
and thinkers know can not be carried out without serious injury 
to the interests of our common country. 


The shocking cry of infuriated Chinese mobs, Kill the forei 
devils!” is still resounding in the ears of the civilized world. No 
other cause can be assigned for these outbreaks than that the people 


of the Celestial Empire, reared in prejudice against all foreigners, 
were afraid of us and of our civilization and religion, which, evi- 
dently, they regard as inferior to theirs. Looking for a further 
explanation of these lamentable riots, we might also find a senti- 
ment of retaliation, because we have erected the same Chinese wall 
against the Celestials the removal of which from their own domain 
compelled them to use their fists and weapons against the ‘‘ foreign 
devils.” But they are heathen Chinese, they are barbarians. 
They would be apt to translate the words ‘‘all men are born 
equal,” that est and most fearless declaration ever made by 
mortal man, into all Chinese are born equal, to the exclusion of 
every other human being.” And what do they know of Christian 
love and charity and tolerance, and of the great precepts of that 
faith, Love thy neighbor as thyself,” or ‘‘Do unto others as you 
would wish others to do unto you”? And what do these barba- 
rians know of the brotherhood of man, that beautiful dream which 
the annihilation of distances by modern inventions brings nearer 
and nearer its realization, and of the genius of an independent, 
free, and humane people? No, Mr. Speaker, no grosser insult 
could be offered to the American people than by an attempted 
comparison, or by the assertion that even a dozen of our citizens 
were animated by the same spirit that caused the Chinese riots. 
Four different and distinct reasons are being advanced for the 
further restriction of immigration, and in a candid, dispassionate 
discussion of these reasons can be said all that is to be said on the 
subject. They are: First, nonassimilation of many immigrants 
and the evils resulting therefrom; second, overcrowding; third, 
the competition of immigrants with our own labor; and fourth, 
the recent increase of arrivals of less desirable elements of En- 
rope’s surplus population. After a twenty-year study of this 
question, extending to all its bearings and carried on here as well 
as on the other side of the Atlantic, during several visits to the 
Old World made for that panes I feel competent to discuss it 
with some di of knowledge of detail, and while doing so I ask 
the kind indulgence of the House, Let me say at the outset that 
of all the reasons enumerated above the only valid one, in my 
judgment, is the fourth or last, which relates to the deterioration, 
so to speak, noticeable of late in the character of our immigration. 
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The bill under discussion and which the committee asks the House 
to pass is based on this point. 
NONASSIMILATION. 

On this phase of the question I will first quote from some re- 
marks I made to my own constituents in the last campaign, and 
which, as far as I could see, had their entire approbation: 

When the plain people of all the earth, of every tongue and race 
and clime, were seen crowding the ocean’s pathways leading to the 
eee land of a new dispensation, then a great problem came— 

ow to remove the barriers which prejudice, ambition, and the 
tyranny of kings had erected, how to harmonize and unify where 
centuries of strife had nurtured only hatred? The solution of 
this problem was to be one of the proudest boasts of our great 
flag. The solution of this problem was to be worked out in the 
valleys of the Connecticut, the Hudson, and the Mississippi, in 
the shadow of the Alleghanies and the Rockies, and out upon the 
great and silent prairies of the West. America, true to the mis- 
sion of the flag, to the genius of her people, began to grapple with 
the problem, and at last the light broke in. e schoolhouse was 
lanted upon all the hillsides and in . of the great 
public. Education solves the problem. our varied nation- 
alities have been welded and blended into one mighty unit of 
e American citizenship. Weare no longer German, Eng- 
ish, Irish, Scandinavian. Under the great flag we are nothing 
i R and all, heart and soul, we are Americans.” [Ap- 
plause. : 

Such are the sentiments, Mr, Speaker, of a vast majority of our 
adopted citizens to-day. The history of the late war bears witness. 
Taking the Germans alone, they furnished a larger quota to the 
armies of the North, in proportion to their number, than did the 
native citizens, and if it had not been for the immigrants that 
fought, bled, and died for their adopted country the Union might 
have been rent asunder. Let us t history. On the 10th of 
May, 1861, the Germans of St. Louis, by capturing Camp Jack- 
son, frustrated the conspiracy of Governor Jackson with the 
rebel chiefs and saved Missouri to the Union. On the march from 
the city to the camp they ere eee and hooted, but these 
„dd Dutch,” as they were ed, were inspired by love of 
country and devotion to the „and they won. And, mind you, 
the majority of them at that time could hardly s the English 
language, which shows conclusively that patriotism is not a mat- 
ter of tongue, but of heart and sentiment. It is true that these 
patriots and their descendants, like other immigrants and their 
offspring, love to speak their mother tongue to-day, but in this 
they are merely true to themselves; and [hold that the citizen who 
is not true to himself can be true neither to anybody else nor to 
his country. In this respect they are, unfortunately, like the onl 

enuine Americans, the Indians, who will have to learn Engli 
3 they can make themselves understood to the American peo- 
ple. But in this I can see no danger, for whatever tongue Euro- 
pean immigrants may speak, they are being rapidly assimilated, 
and soon become thoroughly Americanized in spirit. They are 
almost without exception representatives of civilized nations. 

They are no Chinese. Fairness will compel us to admit that 
they come to better their social and economic condition, or from 
love of liberty and to escape the despotism of the Old World, or for 
both purposes, but for no other. In each case 700 give. us an 
equivalent for what they receive, and they certai render us 
material aid in the development of the country. hat these 
willing workers contribute to the general growth of the country 
by coming hither and earning their daily bread in the sweat of 
their brow may not be a large percentage of the grand total, but 
it is infinitely more than what both our own bonanza kings and 
the alien landowners who are living in London, Paris, and the 
Riviera, and are now supporting a European pauper nobility with 
the millions earned for them by the American people, can boast 
of doing for the tale the Republic. If we could stop this exodus 
of American dollars there would be no need of minding the in- 
flux of human beings. But perhaps we can not stop it, and in our 
impotent rage we turn upon the poor immigrant who comes to 
help us earn the money our nabobs lavishly spend abroad. And 
yet, Mr. Speaker, this poor immigrant in search of employment 
or peacefully laboring is, in my judgment, a better erican 
from the first day than those who prefer the glitter of courts and 
crowns to the resplendent glory of a Government of the people, 
for the people, and by the people. While the latter, in drifting 
away from us, boast of their dissimilarity to us, the former 
strive to assimilate with us, and in this, as experience teaches, 
succeed so well that you will hardly be able to distinguish their 
children and grandchildren from your own. Go and see in our 

ublic schools the children of German, Irish, Bohemian, and Ital- 

parents waving the Stars and Stripes on the glorious Fourth, 
and you will fully bi Smt the meaning of my statement, that 
education is solving the problem. [Applause.] 
OVERCROWDING. 

There is no politics in the immigration question, and I have no 

hesitancy in quoting on this subject a gentleman who belongs to 


another party and holds political and economic views in many 
respects differing from my own. At a recent dinner of the Mas- 
40 usetts Reform Club at Boston, Mr. William Lloyd Garrison 
said: 

A nati f immigrants and the child: f immigrants. 
possession of the continent, are considering the tonsibility © oe Denar. oa 
other immigrants. They assume to have the right to determine who shall be 
admitted hereafter and whoshallnot. It is pertinent to demand the evidence 
of their authority. The United States is a considerable fraction of the habit- 
able ern sparsely, settled, with a 8 of 21 to the square mile, com- 
pared with 311 in Great Britain, in Germany, and 187 in France. Its 
resources are as yet measureless; and, to use Mr. Atkinson's words, it con- 
tains “incalculable room for 8 Indeed, he flgures that all the 
inhabitants of the nation can find ding room in the town of Brookline, 
the mothers holding their babes in their arms, and still haye room to s; e 
Conclusively, it is not on the ground of overcrowding that danger arises 
the incoming of foreigners. Your authority, gentlemen of the restric 
3 tor this enormous assumption of 7 Show us your title deed. 

a nation has a right to keep out aliens, tell us how man le constitute 
a nation, and what aphical area they have a righ E ? In the 
United States where a thousand millions can live in peace and plenty under 

ust conditions, who gives to 70,000,000 the ae to monopolize the territory? 
ow few can justly own the earth and deprive those who are landless of the 
right to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness? And what becomes of 
the rights of the excluded? there any justification of such assumption 
3 the ground of might? It is the simple power of force and not of 

These sentiments, Mr. Speaker, uttered by an unterrified patriot, 
are identical with those which inspired the founders of this Re- 
pania when in the Declaration of Independence they hurled the 

ollowing indictment against a British tyrant: 

He has endeavored to prevent the population of these Sta for that pur- 
pose obstructing the laws for Tiataraltestion of foreigners, refusing to pass 
others to encour: their migration hither, and raising the conditions of new 
appropriations of lands. 

It is true that conditions have changed since the Declaration of 
Independence electrified the world. In 1790, when that great in- 
strument had become the inspiration of the French Reyolution, 
our first census was taken, which showed a e of 3,231,- 
930. Now we have 70,000,000, but still I deny the proposition 
that this free country should not be able to support as many peo- 
pr to the square mile as the military despotisms of the Old World. 

claim that that country represents the highest e of civiliza- 
tion which supports decently and comfortably the largest number 
of people to the square mile of its territory. If we are able to 
rise to the European level iri this respect, and I insist with every 
patriot that we are, then we have room in this country for more 
than five times the present population, or 386,000,000 people. 
Alarmists and pessimists who are constantly at work conjuring 
up the specter of oyerpopulation and reforming the policy of the 
fathers will profit by a study of the following facts and figures: 

According to the census of 1890 we had a population of 62,622,- 
250. If that whole population of the country should have moved 
into Texas that State would not be populated much more densely 
than Germany and not half as densely as Belgium is to-day. 
Have you ever thought of that? Figure it out yourselves by 
dividing the population by 265,780, the area of that State in 
square miles. Texas has a population of 2,235,523, or eight souls 
to the square mile; the whole United States has 16 inhabitants 
to the square mile, having an area of 3,602,250 square miles, while 
Germany has 235, Belgium 530, and the whole of Europe 107 heads 
to each square mile o beable The United States, if populated 
as densely as Belgium, would have a population thirty-one times 
the present number, or over nineteen hundred millions of people! 
But in order to enable gentlemen to make their own calculation 
I shall insert in my remarks a table showing the area and popu- 
lation of these countries: 


The rate of our natural increase of population is, according to 


the census, 1.38 per cent; in other words, about a million a year. 
Add thereto, if the present rate of immigration is maintained, an 
annual increase from that source of 250,000, and we will have, with 
a total annual increase of 1,250,000, about 75,000,000 people at the 
time of the next census and the end of the present century. At 
this rate not less than twenty-five generations will have gone down 
into their graves before this country will see a population as dense 
as that of Belgium is to-day. 

Are we not capable, I ask again, of supporting as large a popu- 
lation relatively as the countries of Europe; and if not, why not? 
Germany is rejoicing in her lastest census returns, because the 
reveal an increase of population from forty-nine to fifty-two mil- 
lions in five years. France has put a premium on fecundity by 
granting tax exemptions to fathers who are blessed with a certain 
number of children. Every State, county, and city in the United 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5423 


States is exultant over every census return showing an extraor- 
dinary increase of population. The reason for this is apparent. 
It is because the value of land and investments is fixed by popula- 
tion. Its decrease lessens that value and its increase augments it. 
Take away one-half of New York's 1 non and each front foot 
on Broadway will lose half of its value, while land in Texas, which 
is now sold at $5 per acre, will ually sell at $500 if you attract 
a sufficient number of people there. Our abnormal growth, the 
marvelous increase in values and national wealth, is due to abnor- 
mal causes, not to the natural surplus of births over deaths, but 
to immigration. 
COMPETITION WITH AMERICAN LABOR. 

If the arguments of those are correct who are advocating further 
restriction because of the competion of immigrants with American 
labor, then, Mr. Speaker, partial restriction would afford but par- 
tial protection. In that case nothing short of total prohibition 
would cure the evil, and as a friend of the wage worker I should 
be the first to advocate such radical legislation. It might be a 
violation of principle, of morals, of the spirit of liberty, and of 
international comity, but self-preservation, being the first law of 
nature with nations as well as with individuals, would justify the 
closing of the doors of the Republic. But how easy it is to prove 
the fallacy and absurdity of these arguments! 

In the fifties, and more especially under Buchanan’s Adminis- 
tration, when the Know-Nothing movement was at its height, 
this country witnessed the same outcry, even more furious than 
now, against the admission of foreigners. Then, as now, the coun- 

through a crisis, many factories were closed, and labor 
‘was unemployed. Congres was asked tostop immigration, which 
was erroneously regarded as the source of the trouble. But the 
appeal was unheeded, and how fortunate for us to-day that it was; 
because the forty years which have elapsed since, no one will deny, 
were destined to be the most glorious, the most prosperous period 
in our history, in spite of—some will even assert because of—the 
fact that immigration had ee, remained unrestricted. 
This object lesson is within the memory of nearly all of us, and 
we also know that the change from hard to good times, then 
wrought in spite of continued immigration, was due to a change 
of our economic policy from free e to protection. Since 1856 
nearly 14,000,000 people came from foreign shores, and it is not 
partisanship, but a candid regard for facts, which prompts me to 
ask these pertinent questions: If their coming tends to a reduction 
of wages, and to an increase of the number of unemployed, and is 
1 detrimental to the country, why is it that during the 
ast forty years, the period of the largest immigration, wages were 
higher than ever before, labor more universally employed, and 
the American people more prosperous than at any previous time? 
Answer these questions in your own mind, and you will be irre- 
sistibly led to the conclusion that the present depression, with its 
evil consequences to labor, must be due to causes other than immi- 
gration. ' 

It is, perhaps, excusable in our free-trade friends, who are anx- 
ious to acy os reasons other than their own policy for the recent 
industrial depression, to eagerly point to the influx of foreigners 
as one of the main causes; but an investigation conducted by the 
three highest officials of the immigration service, all Democrats, 
fails to bear them out. In his instructions to this commission 
5 Carlisle calls for information on this point, among 
others: 

Wha ` ti - 
tunities for Zabo ent in the United Beatae ana WLAT or not the CORT 

industrial condition of the country is attributable in any degree to the 
ux of laborers from abroad? 

After an investigation, perhaps the most thorough ever made 
on the subject, the commission made a report covering 183 printed 
pages, and containing the following conclusive answer to the 
above query (page 10): 

The opinion is widespread that wages have fallen since the great tide of 
immigration has set in. The facts donot bear this out. The statistics of im- 
migration already given show that large immigration has almost invariably 
been coincident with (not necessarily the cause of) prosperity. and the report 
of the Senate subcommittee of 1891, which veces. with the duty of ascer- 

g the course of prices and wages of labor, shows further that wages 
have been highest during these same periods of prosperity. Not only, accord- 
ing to this report, have wages baer ons increased d g the last three decades 
of steadily increasing immigration, but they have been the highest during 
those years in which immigration has been the largest. * * The Com- 

on does not believe immigration to have been responsible for the de- 
e veled the number of FeS tioin e S T Bat O 
say that a financial depression which started in South America several years 
back and e over the whole financial world was due to fami: 
gration to the Uni States is absurd. 

This phase of the question, Mr. Speaker, can not be discussed 
without direct reference to the economic poney obtaining in the 
United States. When, under free trade, Europe manufactures to 
a greater extent for the American market, then the influx from 
abroad always decreases, because Europe itself furnishes better 
3 for employment, while under the protective system 
and the consequent better times Europe's idle laborers are natu- 


This is frequent] 
against the protective system. We exclude the fabrics, it is said, 
but let the hands that make them come in. Suppose this is so. Is 


rally attracted hither. forged into a weapon 


it not infinitely better than if we were to admit the fabrics and 
leave the hands that make them in Europe to spend their money 
there? It must be remembered that every immigrant is not only 
a producer but a consumer at the same time. Every newcomer 
brings—as our great leader in the Speaker's chair once tersely ex- 
pressed it—his job with him. In the first place, he will haye to eat; 
then he needs clothing and shelter. Breathing the free air of this 
continent, he expands physically and intellectually; his eyes, 
dimmed by the narrow and peniana nee Ad surroundings of his 
mother country, and then blinded after his arrival here by the 
sunshine of free institutions, gradually begin to reflect self-asser- 
tion and How long before he thinks, acts, and lives 
like those who are already assimilated? The vast majority of the 
newcomers enter upon their new life here by orming menial 
labor. They work in the mines, dig ditches and canals, build rail- 
roads—in short, do work which the American and even German 
and Irish immigrant, after having undergone a certain American- 
izing process, no longer engage in. And another very important 
observation is that the immigrant, as soon as he finds that he has 
to pay American prices for American goods, will demand Amer- 
ican wages, even if he should have been temporarily willing to 
offer his own labor cheaper than others. So the competition with 
our own labor is ridiculously small, at least on the part of what 
are termed common laborers, and these form, as we all know, the 
great bulk of our immigrants. 

The total immigration during the last fiscal year, including that 
via Canada, was 258,563, and of that number fully five-sixths were 
farm and common laborers and women and children, and only one- 
sixth mechanics, skilled laborers, and professionals, who, by the 
way, with the exception of the lust named, are usually absorbed 
by the trades unions very soon after their arrival. If their com- 
ing does result in some competition with American skilled labor, 
is not this counterbalanced threefold by the fact that the needs 
and necessities of an additional quarter of a million of people are 
to be supplied by the American market? 

There was a time when workingmen were inclined to smash the 
machines which temporarily threw them out of employment. To- 
day they ridicule the idea, because they have learned, first, that 
hands are required to construct the machines, and, second, because 
all labor-saving inventions have so increased the consumption of 
the articles manufactured by their aid as to leave just as much 
work to be done as before. It is exactly the same with immigra- 
tion. The increase of productive power caused by it is practically 
neutralized by augmented consumption. So the machine and the 
immigrant bring their own salvation with them, When the time 
comes, however—and no doubt it will come—that labor-saving 
appliances will be so perfected as to bring about a continuous ex- 
cess of the world’s supply over the world’s demand, then the only 
logical remedy is a reduction of the hours of labor. But never 
will I believe that the voice of labor—of intelligent American 
labor—will in seriousness be raised against the downtrodden of 
the Old World who knock at our doors, begging for the privilege 
of breathing under the sun of a free country. American labor 
cherishes its constitutional rights of “life, liberty, and the pur- 
suit of happiness,” and will never deny them to others. It will 
never kick shipwrecks, while attempting to board our well-supplied 
craft, back into the roaring sea. [Applause.] 

CHANGE OF CHARACTER IN IMMIGRATION. 

There remains, then, only one plausible reason for restriction, 
and this is the increase of late of what are called undesirable im- 
migrants, and the corresponding decrease of the more desirable. 
This change is not as marked as many suppose, last year’s returns 
showing an immigration of about 150,000 from northern Europe, 
as against 100,000 from southern Europe; yet, judging from the 

resent springtide, this year’s figures bid fair to reverse this con- 

ition. Call it race 585 or by any other name, but there is 
no denying the fact that the Anglo-Saxon feels an aversion against 
the Latin races, and their strong influx accounts, undoubtedly, 
for the present anti-immigration feeling. I am willing to make 
a concession to that sentiment. Not from race prejudice, for 
whoever knows me knows that that is something entirely foreign 
to my nature, but for another, a better, reason. My whole argu- 
ment in favor of liberal immigration laws is based upon the su: 
position that the newcomer will soon be one of us, will have the 
same needs and require as much for his existence; in short, will 
live as we do. It is claimed that this is not the case with the man 
from southern Europe. While the German, the Scandinavian, 
the Englishman, and Irishman not only identifies himself thor- 
oughly with our institutions, but also, and this is the point, makes 
the same claims upon the comforts and even luxuries of life asthe 
average American, a vast majority of the immigrants of other 
nationalities, it is claimed, maintain a wretched existence and 
live far below the American standard of living. This undoubt- 
edly makes them less desirable immigrants than others are, and 


accounts forthe public demand that Congress throw new obstacles 
in the way of their coming. The question arose, how to accom- 

lish this by legislation? We pape A can not, in ing laws. 

iscriminate againstspecific nationalities, andI takeit for granted 
that there is no desire to bar the unobjectionable immigrant. In 
my ju ent, the bill under discussion answers the purpose ex- 
actly. It provides, in simple, self-enforcing terms, for an educa- 
tional test, and requires of each male immigrant between the ages 


of 16 and 60 years the ability to read and write his own 
as a condition of his admission to the country. 

The total number of arrivals at United States ports during the 
year ended June 30, 1895, was 245,581, while 4,761 came via Ca- 
nadian ports, making the grand total 250,342. The countries of 
their nativity were as follows: 


1 
— 
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The follo 


clear idea of the effect of this bill on immigration from the coun- 
tries furnishing the largest quota of immigrants: 
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A cursory examination of these figures will demonstrate that 
the illiteracy test provided for in this bill will not materially af- 
. fect the immigration from Great Britain, Germany, Scandinavia, 
and other countries of northern Europe, which countries as a rule 
send us the most desirable class of immigrants, while under it the 
immigration from southern opa; now looked upon as more or 
less undesirable, will be considerably restricted. The original bill 
provided for the exclusion of male and female illiterates, but in 
view of the conceded scarcity of female white servants in nearly 
all parts of the country, the committee deemed it wise to exempt 
females from the illiteracy test and admit themas heretofore. The 
reason for the exemption of parents whose children have ed 
them hither is obvious, and this provision requires no explanation 
further than that it was prompted by humane considerations. 

Existing immigration laws, as is well known, prohibit the ad- 
mission into the United States of Chinese laborers and the follow- 
ing classes of aliens: 

insane or persons likel become a 

oe 3 e dangerous 3 aoas 

persons who haye been 


The bill under discussion adds to the excluded classes another, 
the illiterates. I am not unmindful of the fact that grave objec- 
tions may be raised i such a provision. The illiteracy in 
our own country may be referred to as showing that we are try- 
ing to impose qualifications upon the immigrants which many of 
our own citizens do not possess; or it may be urged that educa- 
tion, or at least the ability to read and write, is in no wisea test of 
character and moral worth; but we certainly have the right to 

against-the swelling of the number of our own illiterates 
immigration; and as to the merits of an educational test it is 
fair to assume that persons who have attended school and whose 
177 have had sufficient regard for the requirements of civi- 
life to have their children educated, come from better sur- 
Heiter gg and are more desirable immigrants than the totally 

i te. 

But I sincerely trust, Mr. Speaker, that in the matter of restric- 
tion we go no further than this. Let us give this new law a fair 
trial before we enter upon such doubtful and objectionable experi- 
ments as consular inspection, etc. As defenders of an educational 
test we may face the country; but as advocates of a measure which, 
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in its effect, will bar the bone and sinew of Scandinavia and Ger- 
many we should certainly come to grief. We are here legislating 
for whole country, but what, in the matter of restriction, may 
suit Pennsylvania and some of the congested districts of the East 
will not be the fair thing and the right thing for Texas, that em- 
ee of the future, or the wide and unse plains of the great 

est and Northwest. Let us continue to adhere to the great doc- 
trine, the genuine American doctrine, that the man who comes to 
us with two strong arms and a healthy mind, with a determina- 
tion to better his condition in life by honest labor, and a willi 
ness to identify himself with us and our institutions, is a valuab! 
and welcome addition to our population. I have not the time to 
remind you here what we owe to immigration; how since 1840 it 
has changed the face of this continent; how it has turned deserts 
into flower gardens, forests into thriving towns; how it has re- 
moved the line of civilization from the Mississippi to the Pacific 
Ocean; how it has aided, by hard manual work, by energy and 
untiring effort, to make this nation the greatest industrial nation 
of the world. ‘‘The American of a hundred years from now,” 
says Rey. De Witt Talmage, ‘‘is to be different from the American 
of to-day. German brain, Irish wit, French civility, Scotch firm- 
ness, English loyalty, Italian esthetics, packed into one man, and 
he an American! It is this intermarriage of nationalities that is 
going to make the American nation the greatest nation of the 
ages. 

Remember also that beside its brain and muscle, which repre- 
sent untold amounts of capital, immigration brings millions upon 
millions of cash to our shores, and let no one forget that the wealth 
of this country in land, forest, and mountain is barely scratched; 
that where some now think we have room for no more will in the 
future be found the happy homes of hundreds of millions of people, 
Just open the map of the continent— 

Says the same gentleman quoted above 


and see how it is shaped for immeasurable prosperities. Navigable rivers, 
more in number greater than of any other land, rolling down on 
sides into the sea, large manufactories and easy co; 

Look at the great ran, of moun’ with wealth on the top and 


ofiron! The iron to pry out the coal. The coal 
The land so contoured that 
xtreme heat or extreme cold. Climate for the most part brac- 
Laat Gioclaving ad oo Seat te enue pose 
ne! au ‘ean no land on eart 
A5 South Scotch mists. 


ee cea Wo Man pcen timroee The ania af toe UAA Stn oe 
ogs. o p es. people 0 are 
happier than any people on — 8 It is the testimony of every man that has 
gevoed — pee or the poor more sympathy! For the ustrious more 
opportuni 


1 0 5 applause. ] 
8 er, I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman before he takes his seat per- 
mit a question? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRUMM. I did not hear the whole of the gentleman's 
remarks; but I wish to ask him why what is known as the consu- 
lar system will operate especially against the Germans and Scan- 
dinavians? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I did not Sapian that for this reason 

nid PROME Will not the gentleman be kind enough to tell 
us w 

Mr. y ARTHOLDT. I intended to wait until the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] had made his argu- 
ment in favor of that bill, after which I proposed to explain why 
the bill is ee and should not . 

Mr. TRACEWELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to preface the few 
88 remarks I shall make upon the pending questions by 
saying I am not a member of the order known as the American 
Protective Association. I know nothing concerning the order 
except what I see in the daily prints. I further desire to say that 
Iam notin sympathy with the rule-or-ruin policy of some of our 
labor organizations, but Iam the friend of the American laboring 
man here and elsewhere, 

Ihave the honor to represent upon this floor a district more 
than one-third of whose voters are German-American citizens, 
In view of this constituency 1 wish now to declare that I heartily 
favor the 8 (if it be possible under the rules of this House) 
of each of the bills reported by the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

The sunshines upon no better class of citizens than the German- 
American citizens of my district. I know that they have the 
same interest in the we of our common country that I have, 
and what is good for me is good for them, and what is evil for me 
is evil for them. They were once Germans; they are now Ameri- 
cans in the true sense of the word. 

Being a member of the committee which reported the bills now 
before the House, and somewhat familiar with their provisions, I 
do not think I could make a better use of a few minutes of time 
than by briefly giving to the gentlemen who manifest their inter- 
est in this matter by remaining in the Hall to hear and take part 
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in the debate now in progress the salient points of the different 
bills upon which we will be called upon to cast our votes on to- 
morrow. 

My distinguished friend from Missouri [Mr. BarTHOLDT], whose 
name is attached to the first bill reported, and who stands as a 
sponsor for it, the bill being known as the Bartholdt bill, and as 
such it will go down into the history we are now making, has, if 
we are allowed to judge from the argument he has just closed, 
experienced a change of heart since he affixed his signature to 
the bill, for his whole argument has been directed against the 
adyisability of passing this or any other bill seeking to restrict 
undesirable immigration to this country. 

The Bartholdt bill provides in substance that no male persons 
between the ages of 16and 60 who can not read and write the English 
or some other language shall be eligible to enter our country as 
immigrants, with the proviso that the parents of any person now 
in this country or who shall hereafter come into this country as 
immi ts shall not be debarred from entry. 

As L understand the parliamentary situation, the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Coruiss] has introduced as an amendment to the 
Bartholdt bill his bill, which is known as the Corliss bill. I will 
not consume time by having this bill read by the Clerk, for I think 
I can in a few words give you its main features. F 

It provides that it shall be unlawful for a person maintaining his 
domicile in a foreign country to engage in mechanical labor in this 
country while so maintaining his domicile in the foreign country, 
and makes it also unlawful for anyone knowingly to employ him. 

The provisions of this bill do not apply to persons employed on 
the steamers of the Great Lakes or the rivers tributary thereto or 
tothe employees of railroads having termini outside of ourcountry. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] 
introduced asa substitute his bill, known as the consular in tion 
bill, and also the original McCall bill, which provides for the edu- 
cational test and does not limit it to males and makes no exception 
as to parents. 

I presume it is known—atleastit neht to be known—to themem- 
bers of this body that we have in this country what are called 


immi t inspection stations, the principal one being situated at 
Ellis Island, an island situate in New York Harbor and in plain 
view of old Castle Garden. 


It is also known to all present that a corps of Government offi- 
cers are stationed at these points, and it is made their duty and 
business to see that no person is allowed to land as an immigrant 
who is forbidden by emsting law. 

I shall, in the discussion of these bills, direct ay, 1 re- 
marks to the Stone bill, or the consular inspection bi 

Its main features can be gathered from the following extract 
from the bill: ; 

immigran admitted within the United States unless, in 
edition b> other eid parne and 8 95 te * she shall exhibit 
to the United States tors of arriving i ts at the place of admis- 
sion a certificate, signed by the United States consul or other authorized rep- 
resentative of the United States at the place nearest where said imm t 
has last resided, setting forth that the said consul or other United States 
E neem edly has made an investigation concerning said immigrant and that 

dimmi t does not belong to the class or classes of alien immigrants 
excluded from admission into the United States under the provisions of the 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1891. 

Under 1 law, the Chinese as a class are excluded. The 
maimed, crippled, paupers, idiots, contract laborers, persons suf- 
fering from loathsome di , and the criminal e of all 
lands and climes are now debarred from admission to this country. 
It is made the duty of our officers of immigration to enforce this 
law. But under present facilities the laws are not enforced, and, 
moreover, they are incapable of proper enforcement. The census 
reports of 1890 show that nearly 50 per cent of the inmates of our 
almshouses are foreigners, and about the same proportion of the 
convicts of our penitentiaries are from the same class, and the 
foreign population represents only about 15 per cent of the total 
population. This state of affairs could not exist if the immigra- 
tion laws were properly enforced. 

The primary consideration of this House should then be whether 

the groot mass of the people are demanding a law for the more 
rigid enforcement of the laws restricting immigration and whether 
this demand, if it exists, is based upon right and justice. 
This Congress has been flooded with petitions from every sec- 
tion of the country demanding the passage of 8 ok this 
character, and it has come from every section of the country. In 
fact, more petitions have been presented on this one subject than 
all the other matters pending before Congress. 

I apprehend that no man on the floor of this House, the distin- 
poao chairman of our committee excepted, will insist that the 

t interests of our common country will be subserved by the 
ysis eg of a mass of illiterates upon our shores. Mr. Speaker, 
if it be true that illiteracy is not a curse to any country, then our 
idea of government is all wrong and the millions of dollars we are 
annually spending to educate the youth of the land and raised by 
taxation is wasted, 

By common consent we are agreed that this class of immigra- 
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tion is undesirable. If undesirable it should be restricted by laws 


that in fact restrict. The MeCall-Bartholdt bill aims at this evil 
in particular. These bills are drawn upon judicious and diplo- 
matic lines. Iam not prepared to say now, nor do I think I will 
be prepared to sayin the future, that it would be in good form for 
our Government to say by its laws to Italy or any other power 
that its citizens shall not immigrate to this country. It would 
be such a distinction and discrimination as would be sure to 
oend, and rightfully, such nation discriminated against by our 
WS. 


In my judgment all the bills reported by this committee are 
diplomatic in their language, excluding the citizens of no country 
by name, but dealing with a class. 

The bills just referred to provide that no immigrant who can 
not read or write the English language or some other language 
shall be received into this country. 

The Corliss bill provides that an alien whois maintaining his 
domicile in a foreign country while thus maintaining his domicile 
shall not engage in mechanical labor in this country. 

Can any man who loves his country, be he native or foreign 
born, and who has at heart the interest of the laboring people of 
his country, have any serious objection to the provisions of this 
bill? Lask why should a man maintaining his residence in Can- 
ada or Mexico be permitted to come for the day or the season into 
this country and compete with the American laborer who béars 
his full proportion of the expense and burden of government? 

He comes hera only to earn American wages; he comes into 
direct competition with our own wage earner, and he takes his 
wages earned here back to his foreign home at the end of the day 
or 1 nds them at home, where he can buy cheap for- 
eign-made g ; 

I digress for a moment to say that Iam a protectionist from the 
crown of my head to the sole of my foot. I have not a lingering 
doubt as to the justness of this doctrine. I believe protection 
inures to the benefit of the laborer who makes the article upon 
which we lay a 8 duty. This duty is not laid primarily 
for the benefit of the manufacturer. I am perfectly willing that 
he should havea fair and legitimate return for his capital invested 
and enterprise, but the primary object of all protective duties is, 
as I understand the theory of protection, to enable the manufac- 
turer to pay the men who make and produce the article such 
wages as represent the difference in the cost of the production of 
the article made here and made abroad by pauper labor. 

I can not have it in my heart to go back to my people and meet 
them face to face and say I voted to protect the article but I did 
not vote to protect the man who made the article. The manufac- 
turer will procure his labor just as cheaply as he can, and the 
laborer will procure just as much as he can for his labor. The 
price will be greatly influenced by the supply of laborers and their 
present necessities. If a hun men are applying for one job 
we can not expect the one man who receives the job to insist on 
large wages or to receive them if he does insist. If a man has a 
hundred days’ work to give and there are only 10 men to do the 
work we would not expect the 10 men to be content with starva- 
tion wages. 

We as Republicans can not go back to.our people and say we 
are ee protect the article from foreign competition but 
are not willing to protect the man who makes the article from 
foreign competition. 

It is insisted by some that we are on the eve of a Presidential 
3 and it is not good politics to pass legislation of this char- 
acter. 

The immortal Clay said he would rather be right than President. 
It would be better for the Republican party to go down in honest 
defeat than to succeed at the cost of the American workingmen. 
We went down in defeat in 1892 on account of the McKinley bill, 
but its author is now the idol of the people. 

Truth crushed to earth shall rise again; 
The eternal years of God are hers. 

Let the Republican party heed the great heart of the people, 
3 to the demands of the common people, and it has not: 
to fear. . 

We sometimes say, and I am proud that we are in the condition 
to say it, that this country has been the home of the oppressed of 
every clime. I am and have been willing to share our p ity 
with the more unfortunate of other countries. The foreigners 
who come to our shores are laboring men, and come to better their 
worldly condition. They come to share our prosperity. When 
timesare prosperous in this country immigration largely increases. 
But we have no prosperity for our own people now, nor have we 
had for some time. I could probably assign good and sufficient 
reasons for this state of affairs. The people in this country know 
what, to a large extent, has brought about this deplorable condi- 
tion. Population has congested in the large cities of the country 
and is every day becoming more congested. Men and women have 
been for more than three years os g the streets of our cities, 
imploring work at any price. There are more laborers than jobs. 
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Mr. Speaker, it has resulted in this: Shipload after shipload of 
panes from southern Europe have been dumped in our cities, 


uced to come here by the shipowners for the fit of their car- 


years, and our present immigra! 

novel in their character that it has been my good fortune to see 
or have occasion to examine. They stand alone in this particular, 
that it was left to their author -to devise a law which in its ad- 
ministration separated the court from the vici of the wit- 
nesses a distance of 3,000 miles and over and left the entire fact 
as to whether the immigrant applying for admission to our country 
fell under the prohibition of our laws to be determined by the 
statement of the immigrant alone and unsupported. 

It is utterly impossible for our immigration officers at Ellis 
Island or our other immigrant stations to ascertain whether the 
applying immigrant falls within the prohibited class. You can 
not always tell a criminal by his looks. 

Under existing law, Mr. Speaker, we institute an inquiry by 
our officers of inspection at these immigrant stations 3,000 miles 
from where the witnesses are who are in possession of the facts 
which we are seeking to ascertain. What is.the result? Our 
laws as they exist at present are afarce. The pau , criminals, 
and the contract labor of southern Europe have driven our native 
laborer from the proud position he used to occupy to the level, in 
a great many instances, of those with whom he been forced to 


compete. 

The present system is not only unfair to the American laborer, 
but if it were possible to enforce the law, which it is not, itis not 
m unfair to the immigrant but is inhuman., 

he fails to land as an immigrant, under existing law he is de- 
ported to the country from whence he came by thesteamship com- 
pany which brought him to onr shores. 

ese companies for gain and greed have induced him to sell his 
little all and invest it in tickets to come to this, the promised land. 
If the law is enforced and he is within the prohibited class he is 
huddled like cattle in the dark hold of some ship of the company 
that brought him over and returned to his native country with- 
out a cent. 

The officers of pay ee are human. When they see the im- 
uae at Ellis Island, thousands of miles from whence he came, 
with his wife and little brood around him and not a dollar in the 
world, what are the natural human instincts? Violation of law or 
not, it is to permit him to land. I confess, Mr. Speaker, I would 
be tempted to say to the poor devil, Go your way.” I saw these 
things with my own eyes when I visited this immigrant station 
during this session of The remedy for this evil is plain 
and simple. Pass the Stone bill. It vides for the 8 - 
ment of these facts by our consul at nearest point to where 
the immigrant lives. 

If I want to ascertain whether a man is a criminal, whether he is 
apauper, if, in other words, he is eligible to become a citizen of the 

nited States, I certainly would not go to Ellis Island for thisin- 
formation, but I would seek it where he lived, in his hamlet, vil- 
lage, or city. That, Mr. Speaker, is what the Stone bill will do. 
It will not keep out of the country a single person entitled to land 
under existing laws, but it will keep out those not entitled toland 
under our laws. 

Before this debate is over you will see more stones and clubs 
hurled at the Stone bill by the opponents of the restriction of im- 
migration than at all the other bills. The Stone bill, if passed, 

restrict. If you go into an apple orchard and find a great 
number of sticks and stones under a certain tree, you ask no ques- 
tions, but know at once that that tree bore fruit, and you are able 
to judge of the amount by the number of stones and sticks found 
un ts branches. The advocates of this bill are not claiming it 
will cure our system of immigration laws of all their defects or 
prove ect in its execution, but that its passage will materially 
ee i: undesirable immigration flocking to our shores. [Ap- 

use 


With these desultory remarks, Mr. Speaker, I now yield the re- 
mainder of my time to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WILLIAM A. STONE]. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I regret, Mr. Speaker, that my 
voice will not permit me to address the House as I should like to 
upon this question. 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania allow me to offer an amendment to his bill? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I will yield to the gentleman to 
let the amendment be read. 

The SPEAKER tempore (Mr. MoCALL of Massachusetts). 
The Clerk will fond the amendment. . 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert in line 21, 2, after the word “law,” the following: 
And shall before he is admitted within the United States, to become a 


5 y the sum of 8200 in gold to the Secretary of the Treasu 
of the United States as a tax for the privilege of becoming a citizen of tho 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I should like to inquire whether 
what has just been read by the Clerk is offered as an amendment? 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STO. No; it was just read by consent, 
in my time. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Just read for information? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. As I understand, it was read in 
my time for information. 

he SPEAKER pro ra: Read for information. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has forty-four 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I have listened to the 
remarks of the chairman of the committee; but when I come to 
consider that his h is made in su of an immigration bill 
ostensibly to restrict immigration, although his speech is a very 
able one, I fail to see any ar; ent in it except an argument 
against the restriction of gration. 

Mr. Speaker, if there is one thing in this country more than 
another that is burdensome to the people to-day it is unreasona- 
ble immigration. We, as a country, have been for years inviting 
immigrants to come here and live with us. The difficulty is that 
they have all accepted our invitation, and to-day there are more 
immigrants coming into the country than the country can assim- 
ilate. Whenever that occurs in any nation it must necessarily 
injure that nation. Leg Bagi either assimilate us or we will as- 
similate them. That is the rule with allimmigration movements. 
You can easily i ine a state of things where the number of 
immigrants coming into a country is larger than the natural in- 
crease of the country. In that event they would assimilate us, 
We would conform to their ways instead of their conforming to 
our ways. 

Mr. Speaker, the fact is that between the years 1880 and 1890 
nearly as many foreigners came to this country as there were 
children born within the territory of the country. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I dislike to interrupt the gentleman. I 
dislike to do so very much. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Very well; what is it you want? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Spek fiar t me just a word? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The natural increase, according to our 
census reports, is a million a year exactly, or 1.38. That is the 
naturalincrease. That makes a million a year according to our 
present population. Now, immigration only amounts to 250,000, 
or a quarter of a million, and consequently your statement that 
the immigration is larger than the natural increase is not accurate. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Istated that during the yéars 1880 
to 1890, those ten years, nearly as many foreigners came into this 
country as there were children born in the country. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. 1 certainly not. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I understand you have denied it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, take the gentleman's own There is 
an increase of a million a year in population. The average immi- 
gration into this country during those ten years was nearly half 
a million a year instead of 250,000. So that, by the census returns 
for those ten years—I do not speak with absolute accuracy, but in 
the main—the immigration between 1880 and 1890 was nearly or 


quite as large as the number of births in this co , or else the 
Diet Re ake mere stated — is po prs —— those 
years there was a large on country, averagin: 

about halfa million 8 i with 


year. Since1890, especially beginnin 
1893, the ee p78 largely fell off, owing to the fact of hard 
times in this country. The people who came here, attracted by all 
the advantages which the country has by the high wages which 
grew out of 18 industries in this country, when they found 
the mills an . down, when they found that there 
were hard times in this country as well as in others, ceased to 
come here; therefore the immigration, beginning with 1893, fell 
off largely, and in the latter part of 1892. But with returning 
prosperity and with the prospect of better wages and better times 
immigration is now largely increasing to what it was during 1893 
and 1894. 

You will observe that the in 


eS ee, ten years, of a million a year, we can stand an 


ons o 
my State 
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u will find scarcely any or but few who speak the Eng- 
ish 1 ct ere ploy etal nt ret Tao ple in those 
sections, and in those sections we are becoming like unto and of 


Well, now, I do not object to immigration. I welcome immi- 
gration; but stand upon this principle, that immigration faster 
than we can Americanize the immigrants is unwholesome in this 
country. 15 plause.] This country is the first object of my so- 
licitude. Har as we can assimilate the children of other coun- 
tries, in God's name let them come to us; but when they come in 
such large numbers that we can not assimilate them and make 

‘them American citizens, why, we can not stand it. No nation 
on earth can stand it. No nation ever has stood it. Talk of our 
prairies and the places where immigrants may go! If they would 
only go there, Mr. Speaker, the curse of undesirable immigration 
would not be felt so heavily; but nearly 70 per cent of the immi- 

ts coming into this country stay in the already overcrowded 
tern States, and a very small percentage of them go into the 


far West. 

I admit that the very best of them Sogo Sake the far West and 
that the very worst of them do stay with us. Take the State of 
Pennsylvania. Why, sir, that State is suffering to-day in various 
localities from a large, a too large, e Sarge Of all the Hun- 
garians that have come to this country during the last year 54 per 
cent have remained in Pennsylvania. In that State we have whole 
towns and villages of them, and now and then in our coke regions 
there oceurs what is known as a Hungarian riot, when they “run 
amuck,” and no law and no police regulation can withstand them. 
Men are killed, property is destroyed, and there is nothing that 
can prevent it. 

Now, Mr. S er, I come to discuss the provisions of the sub- 
stitute which I have had the honor to offer. I understand that 
my friend the chairman of the committee [Mr. BARTHOLDT] re- 
serves his remarks in reply to what I may say upon the feasibility 
of this measure. I have very little to add or to offer in support of 
the proposition. It is not mine. It has been in this House for more 
than twenty years. Nearly every man who has made a study of 
the immigration question has presented a bill similar to this. It 
has been the judgment of the very best men who have investi- 
gated the question that consular inspection is almost the only 
remedy that can cure this evil. Of course my friend [Mr. Bar- 
THOLDT] is 5 to it, because the difference between him and 
me is this: He does not recognize any evil to be corrected, and I 
do. There is no complaint which he wishes to cure, while I think 
there is one that ought to be cured. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will bre’ sig snore permit a question? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Les, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. If I understand correctly the bill introduced by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE], it 
contains a requirement that no alien immigrant shall be admitted 
in the United States unless he shall exhibit to the United States 
inspectors of arriving immigrants at the place of admission a cer- 
tificate signed by the United States consul at the port from which 
he sailed. That is the substance, I understand, of the proposition. 
Now, let me sup a case. Take the case of a German citizen 
who has not ormed the required mili service, or who has 
been in a revolution like that of 1848, which swept all 
over Europe, and who desires to leave Germany and come to this 
country, does the gentleman believe that it would be practicable 
for such a man to go to any United States consul in Germany and 
secure from that consul a certificate which would entitle him to 
land in this country? 

Now, it occurs to me, Mr. Speaker, if this bill should become 
law, that, under the contingencies which I have suggested, it 
would be practically impossible for such a man to come to this 
ee, might be his fitness in other respects, and I 
would like to hear from the gentleman from Pennsylvania on that 
point. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I suppose that all 
countries, when they are en in war, do all within their power 
to prevent the emigration of their citizens who are liable to mili- 


vag MG: 2 f 
. SAYERS. But the case I have supposed may occur in the 


time we ase 

Mr. LIAM A. STONE. In times of peace the returns of 
the Bureau of Immigration show that the Germans do come and 
have been coming to this country, and that men liable to do mili- 
tary duty in Germany have been coming here. Now, as I under- 
stand the gentleman’s question, it is this: Will this bill which I 
have proposed, if it should become a law, be an obstruction in the 
way of a German who is liable to military duty and desires to emi- 
grate to this country? 

Mr. SAYERS. a German who has been engaged in a revo- 
— in Le 5 go I Pros pesca lige dee 5 

pro on applies to an er coun urope as well. 

Nur. WILLIAM A. STONE. Tai the fab glace, ADA isti 
immigration laws do not exclude any from admission to 
this country who has committed what is called a political crime 


The bill which I offer as a substitute — seeks to 
aws, made 


come to the United States, does the gentleman believe that the 
Government from whom this. citizen is seeking to escape would 
it an American consul to remain there who should be engaged 
in giving certificates authorizing such persons to come to this coun- 
and live here? 
r. WILLIAM A, STONE. Most certainly, 
Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman thinks so? 
Mr, WILLIAM A. STONE. I do think so, and I do not know 
of anybody who has thoroughly investigated the subject and the 
questions of international law involved who thinks to the con- 


trary. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Why should not the consul, 
as the gentleman says, ‘‘employ a brass band” just as well as 
have the flag flying over the consulate? Does the gentleman 
su that the consul could do this thing in secret? 

. WILLIAM A. STONE. I do not propose to have him do it 
in secret. I propose to have some system by which immigration 
will be restricted to those who are eligible under thelaw. Per- 
haps this system may now and then act to some extent as an 
obstacle to legitimate immigration, but not to the extent claimed. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, there will be no difficulty ina on get- 
ting to this country if he is able to come. The trouble is now 
that people get here who are ineligible. This whole system, as it 
now exists, by which we undertake to restrict e ee by 
n immigrants as they come to this side of water 
while I admit the system may be as well carried out as it can be 
under existing laws—is necessarily a legal farce. Apart from im- 

i ts who are returned or debarred from entrance on account 
of disabilities or on account of not being qualified under the labor 
laws—apart from those whose entrance into the country is de- 
barred on account of their violating the labor-contract laws, the 
number of persons returned under the present system are so few 
that the system is absolutely a farce. At the same time our pore 
houses, our jails, our penitentiaries are filling up with incapables— 
men unable to earn a livelihood. Why, Mr. Speaker, more than 
50 Be cent of the people confined in our penitentiaries, according 
to the census of 1890, came to this country from abroad. 

Now, what are you going to do? It may be that the law pro- 
posed may operate severely on some occasions; but are we to go 
on feeding and supporting the criminals of the world? Forty per 
cent, or nearly 40 per cent, of the inmates of our poorhouses and 

asylums are born in foreign countries. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been the custom of European nations for 
years, until the last three or four years, to devote a portion of the 
public funds to sending to this country their paupers. Often a 
criminal is condemned as a part of his sentence to leave the coun- 
try. You have heard of the “ ticket-of- leave man.” Do you not 
know that when a man is ordered ont of his country he is neces- 
sarily ordered into another? And the only country that will re- 
ceive such a one, if it knows it, is ours. We have been receiving 
the criminals and the paupers of Europe for years—feeding them 
and clothing them. Are we to go on doing it? This country of 
ours, lying between the two great oceans, is the rendezvous, the 
objective point, of all the people in the Old World who wish to 
better their conditio: 


n. 

Mr. SAYERS. Right here the gentleman will allow me to say, 
we have had a great deal of foreign immigration into Texas— 
Germans, Bohemians, and Swedes; and these people always feed 
and clothe themselves; they are here only but a short time until 
they acquire by their industry and economy comfortable homes, 
The t 2 of them settle in the country and make most 
excellent and successful farmers. They constitute a splendid 


cig WILLIAM 
Mr. A. STONE. Why, sir, no one objects to that 
class of- coming to Texas or any other part of this country. 
This does not prevent them, It simply proposes to keep out 
paupers, insane people, diseased persons, criminals; that is all. 
roa do not want that sort of people in Texas. 
YERS. Certainly not; but are not the classes just named 


Mr. 
by the gentleman excluded by our present laws? 
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Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Certainly our present laws aim to 
exclude them. 

Mr. SAYERS. Do we not have all along our coasts and bor- 
ders inspectors who are required to inspect every immigrant; and 
if any improper person presents himself, is he not excluded, and 
is not the ship that brought him here required to take him back 
at its own expense? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. He is not, under the operation of 
the present law, excluded with any certainty. How are you 
going to examine a man coming to this country in order to deter- 
mine whether he is a criminal or not? He may look like a crimi- 
nal; but he is going to say he is not such a person. Do you sup- 
pose he will stand up and admit that he is a criminal? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will he admit it to the consul? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. If he does not admit it to the con- 
sul, the consul has the means at hand of verifying the man’s 
statement. Under the system proposed here there will be such 
means at hand. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Letmesaytothe gentleman that an Amer- 
ican consul abroad has no right to administer oaths. Conse- 
quently, when a man appears before him as an applicant for such 
a certificate as the gentleman contemplates, he can tell the consul 
absolutely what he pleases, and the consul, having no power to 
call witnesses or administer oaths, has no way of testing the truth 
of his statements. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. In reply to that statement I wish 
to haye read a letter from a member of this House, the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr]. I ask members of the House not to be 
hasty in the pasnago of such a measure as this, but to hear what 
Mr. Hrrr says before taking the statement of a gentleman who 
stands here reporting an immigration bill and making a speech 


against it. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I hope the gentleman does not mean any 
personal reflection. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, no; I do not think the gentle- 
man is correct; that is all. I ask that the letter of Mr. HITT be 


The Clerk read as follows: $ 
Mount MORRIS, ILL., September 5, 1894. 
DEAR SIR: Your letter forwarded here after I left W. has been received. 
There is no more reason to believe that consular inspection of immigrants 
would lead to international Com nay than other functions of consuls. 
Every consul is required to have from the local government an exequatur or 
permission before he can exercise any consular function. I notice that this 
objection to 8 is not raised b; e Secretary of State, who has charge 
of foreign affairs, but by Mr. Carlisle, Secretary of the Treasury. This also 
answers your second question, whether the duties conferred by the House 
bill eke be by 1 law. Third, as to dual administra- 
—— of law, there is and has long m a dual administration of the revenue 


Ws. 
The consular certificates and the invoices of importations v to tho Treas- 
. ury Department officers often in the same mail in which they send their 
regular reports to the State Department. Then, too, the Treasury Depart- 
ment a nts special agents who go abroad on almost the same business as 
part o consuls-general. It might be that at certain ports the consular 
em: would have to be increased, as there would be more to do. This 
of course be resisted if there is no increase of pay; but if, for instance, 
a fee were attached to this duty, you would hear at once from Liverpool, 
Hamburg, ete., that it was an excellent, beneficient measure. I know we 
aave some poor material just now in the consular service, but they are better 
than Mr. Carlisle implies in contrasting consular inspection with the hap- 
hazard inquiries of ticket agents for steamer lines. 

How can it be “a hindrance to able-bodied men who desire to migrate” to 
enable such men to secure in advance of coming a certificate that will abso- 
lutely secure their free admission at our ports? 

Very truly, yours, R. R. HITT. 

Hon. WILLIAM A. STONE, Allegheny, Pu. 


Mr. HENDRICK. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow 
a question in connection with that point, a pertinent question? 

Ar. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes. 

Mr. HENDRICK. Under your bill will the visitors and tour- 
ists who come from abroad sipiy to visit this country berequired 
to furnish consular certificates 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. No. 

Mr. HENDRICK. Then what will the consular examination 
of immigrants amount to? All an immigrant would have to do 
would be to say that he was coming to America on a visit; that 
is all; and how can you reach that c. of people under the oper- 
ation of your bill? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, the gentleman makes an 
imaginary suggestion. The immigrant isnot likely, for instance, 
to take a first-class or even a second-class cabin passage. Asa 
rule they have not money enough for that, 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. And if the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will allow me to make an additional suggestion, your 
bill does not repeal in any respect the existing conditions of law 
which restrict certain classes of people. The immigrant laborer 
can not come in under the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania any more than under the existing law. 

Mr. WIL A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I ask the clerk to 
read now the. letter of Mr. Smith upon the subject. It will be 
remembered, perhaps, that he was minister to Russia while Mr. 
Hirt was secretary of legation in France for many years. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
THE PHILADELPHIA PRESS, OFFICE OF THE EDITOR, 
Philadelphia, August 28, 1894. 

DEAR Sir: The imperative necessity of some more stringent measure for 
the inspection of i nts has become pun within the past few years, and 
now commands general assent. Your bi roviding for such inspection b; 
United States consuls seems to me admirably adapted to the urpose. It 
has been suggested in some quarters that the inspection should made by 
officers specially appointed for that purpose, but I think reflection will con- 
firm the conviction that 3 5 proposed method is much better. Every objec- 
tion as to the amount of labor involved which can be directed against the 
plan of consular inspection would apply with no less force to the other 
method, while, on the other hand, the former plan would have all the adyan- 
tage of a more 8 official character. In my judgment it would be 
more effective and impressive. There can be no difficulty in the way of 
making the equipment of the consular office equal to the requirements of 
such an investigation; and I believe that in its moral effect and in its prac- 
tical results it would be most efficacious. I earnestly hope that you will 
press your measure, and that it may find the general favor which it deserves. 


ery truly, yours, CHAS EM 

Hon. WILLIAM A, STONE. MOE EMRIN, 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I desire here to make 
perhaps a little correction in my statement in reference to the 
proportion of immigrations to births. I find by the report of the 
commission appointed to investigate immigration that the num- 
ber of immigrants coming into this couutry between 1880 and 
1890 (this will be found on page 8, I will say, of the report), was 
5,246,613. Now, as I understand from more recent examination, 
the amount of increase during that decade was about twelve 
millions. So I was a little in error in making the statement I 
did. Butstill I think even the fact given, the corrected statement, 
shows too large an immigration. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. If the gentlemen will allow me. 
The increase of foreign population from 1880 to 1890, as shown on 
page 80 of the abstract of the Eleyenth Census, is 2,569,604; while 
on page 3, of the same abstract, I find the increase of the total 
population is 12,466,467. In other words, the difference is four 
times as great as the gentleman from Pennsylvania first stated. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That would be entirely true if 
your statement was correct; but it is not a correct statement. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Well, I hand the gentleman the fig- 
ures. He can examine them for himself. It is the abstract of the 
Eleyenth Census. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I have seen the figures, and have 
compared them with my own investigations, and also with the 
statement of the commission appointed to investigate this subject. 
I take the report of that commission, which was appointed to 
investigate this very subject, as decidedly more correct, and they 
report the number during that decade as over 5,000,000. 

owever, we will leave that, at least for the present. The gen- 
tleman from Nebraska may be right or I may I do not wish 
to spend time discussing figures. In any event, it is large enough 
to reduce, and it n steadily larger. 

I desire now to the attention of the House to the statement 
of the report of the commission to which I have just referred. 
This commission, which is opposed to consular inspection—and I 
may say that everyone connected with the Immigration Bureau 
under this Administration is opposed to it—this Commission fears 
a dual administration of the laws; and that the consuls under the 
State Dep mt will in some manner interfere with them or 
their system. They have been cordial advocates of the present 
law; and the Stump law of 1893 is a fair pag of the thought 
which the Immigration Bureau entertains on the subject. t 
wasa law which undertook to restrict immigration, The only 
restriction it has effected is in the claims of the Immigration Bu- 
reau, who claim that it has prevented many people from applying 
to come to this country; in other words, that it has SRAY away 
many who wanted to come. That is the only indication of an 
restriction which it hasever effected. Thiscommission, composed 
of the head of that Bureau and two other people employed in the 
Bureau, report as follows: 

It will be noticed that for the last decade, from 1880 to 1890, it was neart: 
twice as much as it had been for any pesmom decade, and over one-thi 
what it was for the entire period. In fact, nearly two-thirds of the entire 
5 movement of the world in 1800 was directed to the United 

Now let us for a moment stop and consider that statement. No- 
5 it. Something has got to be done evidently in view 

f the fact. It may be that the bill which I have introduced 
will not accomplish it. It certainly will do no great harm. In 
my judgment it will have a tendency in that direction, which 
will restrict immigration to a certain extent. The bill of my 
friend Mr. BARTHOLDT, the educational bill, is a good one so far 
as it goes, but it will only keep ont a few illiterate Italians. Itis 
not the medicine for the disease. It will not restrict immigration. 

Now, let us face up to this question. Are we satisfied that im- 
migration ought to be restricted? If we are, then why should we 
hesitate? I will admit there are some localities which want im- 
migration, but we are here to legislate for the greatest number— 
the greatest good to the greatest number. The Eastern States are 
overrun. There is too much immigration, and there is gong to 
be more, increasing all the while. 
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Now, let me call your attention to another statement made by 


this commission. For the period from January 1 to September 1, 
1895, there was an increase of 36,270 at the port of New York over 
the same period of 1894. My friend from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
does not know thera about the enormity of this evil. The 
people who are going to his part of the country are desirable. If 
we could send all these immigrants to Texas, Pennsylvania might 
get along nearly as well—— i s 

Mr.SAYERS. And you would not be asking the passage of this 
bill, I oe ga s 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. They probably will not do as 
much harm in Texas as they do in Pennsylvania. 

Furthermore, the returns show an increase of 51 per cent for 
the month of July, 1895, over Tay, 1894; a little over 60 per cent 
for August, 1895, over August, 1894, and of more than 55 per cent 
for September, 1895, over e 1894. With returning good 
times we have an increase of immigration. In bad times immi- 

ation decreases. This bill, reported by the Commissioner of 
1 when he was a member of this House, was only effi- 
cacious during the hard times of 1893. As soon as returning pros- 
perity i bere to appear, that moment the laws which now exist 
are found utterly powerless to accomplish anything. 

The educational test is all right. I do not object toit. I hope 
to be able to vote for it; but it is evident that that will only reach 
a very small percentage. I think the total immigration for the 
given period reported here, if both males and females were ex- 
cluded, which this bill does not do, would be only about 7,000 of 
theseItalians. Nearly alltheimmigrants from other countries read 
and write. So that we are not going to reach any restriction of 
immigration by that test. It is going to restrict some people, but 
it is a very harmless bread pill, and will be like all the rest of our 
eee Ferree | throw something out to quiet the clamor of the 

ople and allay this demand for restricted immigration. Itisa 

read pill, and that isall there will be of it. It will not materially 
restrict immigration; but in as far as it does we all welcome it. 
If we can oy: at present keep those people out of this coun 
who are not eligible under our present laws—and that is all I see! 
to do now—if we can keep out the sick, the insane, the criminals, 
those whom the law at present intends to keep out of this country, 
then we shall have accomplished something. You will see at a 

lance that either one of two things exists. Either the laws are 

eficient, or else the census reports are incorrect. If the laws were 
efficient, and kept undesirable people out of this country, there 
would not be over 50 pee cent of foreigners among the inmates of 
our penitentiaries, and there could not be 40 per cent of foreigners 
among the inmates of our poorhouses, because the total percent- 
age of foreigners in this whole country is not quite 15 per cent, 
and there is no reason why there should be any greater percentage 
of foreigners in the penitentiaries and poorhouses than the per- 
centage of foreigners in the whole country. There should not be 
more than 15 per cent. 

Now, this is no argument against foreigners. We are all for- 
eigners, for that matter, and there are no Americans except those 
fast-decreasing bands of Indians which are mostly fed at the ex- 
pense of the Goyernment. It does not make any difference 
whether my friend came from Germany himself, or whether his 
parents came from Germany seventeen or eighteen or twenty or 
thirty or fifty 3 ago. e are all foreigners. Now, the argu- 
ment is this: Ido not claim that the fact that there are over 50 
per cent of foreigners wbo are inmates of our penitentiaries is any 
reflection on foreigners. On the contrary, it is simply an illustra- 
tion of the fact that the laws of this country do not foreign 
criminals out of this country, as they are intended to do. For- 
eigners are not all criminals, Their moral range is as high as our 
own, and if the good people would come here there would be no 
objection tothem. But here is the fact, and I see no escape from 
it: If you admit that the penitentiaries contain over 50 per cent 
of foreigners among their inmates, and that the poorhouses con- 
tain between 26 and 40 per cent of foreigners among their in- 


mates—— 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. That is not admitted. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. If you admit that, you must admit 
the further fact that these foreigners come to thiscountry—because 
they are not born here; and you must admit, secondly, they come 
in spite of the laws of this country which pretend to keep them 
out. All I want is to enforce the law, and I come now to the 
proposition, Will this substitute which I have offered doit? Will 
it help to do it? I claim that it will. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentleman 
does not desire to go further than to provide methods by which 
cg aa laws can be the better enforced. 

r. WILLIAM A. STONE. That is all. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand such only to be his proposition. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That is the proposition in my bill. 
I start out with this suggestion: They are examined in this coun- 
sy when they come here, or are supposed to be, by the Inspection 

ureau. 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. Lask that the gentleman’s time may be extended 
ten minutes, he has been interrupted so much. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SHERMAN). The gentleman 
from Texas asks unanimous consent that the time of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania be extended ten minutes. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. BARNEY. I object. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman thirty 
minutes of my time. 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. The gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. HOWELL] is a member of the committee and yields me a 
part of his time. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield thirty minutes of my 
time to the gentleman from ace Seton 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Jer- 
sey claims sixty minutes, and yields thirty minutes to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, The gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
recognized for thirty minutes. j 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, under thepresentlaws 
an immigrant is i Agnes by the Commissioner or Superintendent 
of Immigration. He is inspected on Ellis Island, or supposed to 
be. That inspection takes place in our country. My proposition 
is to inspect him in the old country. 1 can see no reason why a 
man should be brought 3,000 miles before he can be inspected, 
My bill is for the benefit of the immigrant. If he is ineligible it is 
fair that he should be told that before he starts from home. It is 
not only impracticable, butit is a great hardship on the immigrant 
to encourage him or allow him to convert his little property into 
money and expend it all for tickets for himself and his wife, we 
y 5 to come, perhaps, 4,000 miles, and then be told that he is 
ineligible. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, the statement of my friend from Indiana 
[Mr. TRACEWELL] has jost been made that Ellis Island is toy 
overcrowded with people who have been ordered to be depo 
This is not difficult to understand. They are crowded into the 
steerage of vessels. The average amount of money brought into 
this country by each immigrant is only $16. They are poor people. 
They go and sell their little property and invest it in tickets and 
come across the water. They come here after they have been kept 
down in the hold of a vessel, without light and without a proper 
amount of air, with food of the coarsest quality and most insuffi- 
cient quantity, and then when they land at Ellis Island they are 
like other ple. A man who has crossed the water in the 
hold of a vessel can attribute any illness he may appear to have to 
seasickness. Ifthe doctor who feels his pulse or looks at his to: 
tells him he has got this or that disease, his ready answer is that 
he has been on the water and that he is seasick, and common 
sympathy admits him. 

These men who inspect them have sympathies like all other peo- 
le. They admit nearly all the immigrants. That is what is 
ling up our poorhouses and our jails. Now, why bring him all 

this distance? Well,” you say, we did not invite him to come.” 
I know; but he is being invited. We know that the steamship 
companies have thousands of agents in the old countries se 
tickets and soliciting Sata eres to buy tickets; that millions 
dollars haye been expended in the construction of these t 
vessels that bring from 500 to 1,000 immigrants at a load, ma that 
they have their agents and their solicitors scattered all over 
Europe soliciting these poor immigrants to purchase tickets. The 
railroads carry them from New York City out on the Western 
prairies for a dollar apiece, and the men who own the stock in 
the railroads pretty generally own the stock in the steamship 
companies. And within the last few years they have built great 
steamers, and to-day are engaged in the business of ps Jar poor, 
helpless people into this country, people who are ineligible to come 
in under our laws, and that is what I want to stop. 

do it immediately, it is only a question of a few years. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield to his 
colleague? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes; if it is only a question. 

Mr. ADAMS. I want to know if you have made any provision 
in your bill for the extra work you propose to put upon the con- 
suls of our country? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I 4 put into my bill a pro- 
vision that the Secretary of State s form such regulations as 
are necessary. 

Now, Mr. Speaker,I must goon. If you do not pass a restrict- 
ive measure to-day, you will do it in the next few years. It is 
going tocome. Here we are accessible from both sides, from the 
Pacific and from the Atlantic. We are a raft put within reach 
of a wreck for drowning men to get on. In many countries emi- 
gration to this country has only been thought of in the last few 
years. We have got to do something. We have got to stop it or 
we cease to be what we have ever hoped to be and have supposed 


you do not 
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that he certifies to? 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Ido not admit that the duties are 


similar, They are very ar. 

Mr. AD . Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STO Ican not yield, Mr. Speaker, for 
any more questions. : 7 

Mr. ADAMS. The only way we can get at the merits of this 
bill is by asking questions. 

Mr. WILLI A. STONE, Go ahead. 

Mr. ADAMS, What possible knowledge can the consul at a 
seaport have of an emigrant who comes from a place 300 miles in 
the interior, and how can he ibly obtain any trustworth 
information upon which to ify intelligently, truthfully, an 
correctly to the standing of such an emigrant? How is the con- 
sul in such a case going to know anything about the emigrant? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The conclusion from the gentle- 
man's question is that if the emigrant lives 800 miles away from 
the consul the information necessary for may not be 
accessible, but that if the emigrant comes from a place 3,000 miles 
away from the inspector, then the inspector can properly certify. 
That is how the business is done now. Immigrants come from 

more than 3,000 miles away, and the inspector has no knowl- 
edge whatever of them, yet he undertakes to inspect and pass 
them. Surely it 1 5 for the 5 to Soins 1 
worthy information about an emigrant living even iles 
away from his city than it is for our i tors to obtain such 
information 8,000 miles away. I admit t in some instances 
this bill, if it werea law, i work hardship to some emigrants, 
in requiring them to come miles to obtain their certificates; 
but surely it is a kroat deal better to have them come 800 miles 
than it is to have them come 3,000 miles before they are inspected, 
as they do under the present system. 2 

Mr. ADAMS. In answer to that objection I will say that if a 
United States consul performs his duty now under the statutes of 
the United States he has all he can attend to, whereas the immigra- 
tion agent here has this specific duty to perform and can take time 
to examine into any given case. I object to this extra duty being 

t upon consuls of the United States, because if they attend to 
fheir 8 under the laws they have all they can do. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, well, it is a very easy matter 
to increase the consular service. 

Mr. ADAMS. No, it is not. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. The gentleman, as I understand, pro- 

to annihilate the distance which the emigrant must travel 
Before he is subject to examination and inspection. 

Mr. A. STONE. It is one argument in favor of my 

tion that it does lessen the distance. 

. WATSON of Ohio. How is the consul to ascertain intelli- 
gently and truthfully the facts? How do you expect to accom- 
plish your object in that r t 

Mr. WILL A. STONE. If the emigrant lives in the same 
city or town where the consul is stationed it is a very easy thing 
for him to ascertain the facts. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. But suppose the emigrant lives else- 
where? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then let him furnish the neces- 


evidence, 
In other words, the consul is to do the 


. WATSON of Ohio. 
best he can. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes, sir. And bear in mind that 
the fact that the emi t brings a certificate does not neces- 
sarily admit him into hise country. If he deceives the consul or 
commits a fraud upon him, the immigration inspectors, when he 
reaches this side, will still have the right to bar him out. This 
simply provides an additional protection to the country, an ad- 


— 
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May 19, 
ditional remedy against the influx of undesirable i ts. 
And, Mr. ker, I want to call attention to the fact that th 


consuls of the United States do already orm this or similar 
service. Under the quarantine bill which we passed in 1892, we 
provided, in the second section, that no vessel should be per- 
mitted to leave any port when it was defective or when any dis- 
ease was on board until a consul of the United States had made 
an inspection and had given the vessel a clearance. 

Mr. SAYERS. Before the gentleman from Pennsylvania sits 
down I wish he would inform the House as to whether or not the 
Bureau of Immigration makes any objection to his bill, and if so, 
what the objection is. I ask merely for information. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I understand that in the last Con- 
gress, when this same bill passed the House and went to the Sen- 
ate, the Bureau of Immigration did object to it, mainly on the 

und that it created a dual service between the Soy of 
tate and the Secretary of the Treasury. As I have said, the law 
of 1892, which regulates quarantine service, already imposes a 
similar duty on our . There is no use in sending ont ad- 
foreign countries under direction of the 
Treasur. 8 none whatever. This service can be per- 
formed by the consuls under the State ent, and the only 
real ws emily against this bill is that it does restrict immigration 
if I understand the definition of the words. It does throw obsta- 
cles in the way of immigration; it does put restrictions on immi- 
gration. That is one of the thi Iam trying to do: 

Mr. HYDE, Is it not one of strong ar; nts inst the 
measure that it is not restrictive enough, but is only restrictive to 
a very small extent? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, it does not restrict anybody 
from coming to this country whois not already restricted under 
thelaw. It provides for the enforcement of the present law; it 
provides an additional means of enforcement. It does not repeal 


any part of the present law. 
t is said that this measure is going to work hardship; that itis 
going to deny worthy foreigners the privilege of coming to this coun- 
try and becoming citizens. Sir, I can see no hardship upon any- 
body in subjecting him to an examination on the other side of the 
water when under the existing law he is subjected toa similar 
examination on this side. If it is charged that this bill will oper- 
ate to keep out ay eligible person, that is another question. It 
does not do so. 1 claim that it will operate beneficially to the 
immigrant as well as to this country. If the man proposing to 
come to this country is eligible, is capable under our laws, he 
ought to know it before he converts his pr into money and 
invests it in a ticket, Why, sir, these steamship agents pores 
the whole extent of foreign territory, soliciting anybody to come 
to this country. They have solicited people to come who were 
excluded by law, but who succeeded in passing the examination. 
And such persons will always pass the examination so long as the 
only examination they undergo is the one on this side of the water. 
ow, Mr. Speaker, I wish to reply to a challe which will be 
made here. I wish to give an answer toa question of my friend 
from Texas [Mr. PATIRE a reference to Germany. I have tried 
very hard to ascertain whether there was any real opposition to 
this measure among the Germans, inasmuch as it has been charged 
that there was. I have a large number of German-Americans in 
my district. There are some newspapers there published in Ger- 
man that have opposed this bill, one in particular, the proprietor 
of which—the man who furnishes the money to operate it—is and 
has been for many years 2 8 agent, i 1 to per- 
sons who wish to go to Europe and to the friends of those who 
wish to come herefrom Europe. I received a tel from him 
dated May 7,to which I replied. His tel and my reply were 
published not only in his paper, but in nearly all the principal 
papers of Pennsylyania. And from the time of that publication 
not one has ever written to me or telegraphed me or in any 
manner to my knowledge raised any objection to the restriction 
of immigration—certainly not one German. I ask the Clerk to 
read that telegram and my reply. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


PITTSBURG, PA., May 7, 1896. 
WILLIAM A. STONE, M. C.: 


You are mistaken in belie that German-Americans favor your bill. 


Only recently the Turners of section, numbering over 5,000, adopted 
— — oli gratitude to Mr. BARTHOLDT, and protested against restrictive 
measures, 


VOLESBLATT. 


HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, U. 8., 
Washington, May 7, 1898. 
PITTSBURG VOLKSBLATT: 
GENTLEMEN: Jam in receipt 


A 
resdlutions protesting against restrictive measures, € 
anderatand 


this coun’ 


to > 
can see how, through the columns 
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larly interested, many honest Germans are led to oppose the restriction of 
immigration; but I sef not believe that thə majority of the intelligent Ger- 
man-Americans of this country desire to see the shipping of such num- 
immigrants into this country continue. " 
area saving, hard-working class, and make good American citizens. 
The i t pauper laborer from southern Europe entersinto direct com- 
petition with the German laborer as well as others here and gluts the labor 
market. This is what keeps the price of common labor down and puts it at 
the mercy of capital. 
I, with many others who have been working to restrict immigration, am of 
German descent, and have a common right to speak for the German-Ameri- 
cans, Those 1 2 in the business of brin: cheap labor into this coun- 
try shrewdly think that if they array the German-Americans against the 
movement to restrict — 
in this country that they will € 
so far ed that if such legislation fails in this it 
cause the German-Americans are believed to be against it, and to that end 
the Volksblatt and some other German newspapers have su Ido 
not believe that the German-Americans are againstit. While there are many 
Germans in oy district, the Volksblatt has so far made.the only t to 
mo su yaa rao and I hereby inyite the German- 
my district and of the State to write tome and to other members of Congress 
giving their views upon this question. I would like to know if they are 
real to restricting immigration. 


1 
8 truly, yours, WM. A. STONE. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Now, I wish the Clerk to read 
two letters which I have received. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Yours of April 14, 1896, to hand. I am at a loss how to answer your inquiries in 
regard to the opinions or feelings of the Germans on the question of immi- 
tion and the pending bill. Ihave heard very few comments or expressions 
. to the passage of such a law. There are always different opinions; 
some favor and others condemn, but I believe—not Caeden, Pasaba than I can 
answer for—that A prens many Germans who haye the we of our coun- 
try at heart are not opposed to any bill that would restrict and more safely 
immigration that would be a detriment to the interests of our 


posing every attempt at legislation of kind, as though there was a feeling 
of hatred *. rhe apy ang! and areviving of the nativism. Iam 
unable to find anything in the bill proposed that would as far as the Ger- 


man element is concerned, a 
this country. 


BARTHOLDY for his opposition to the measure. This resolution was printed 
in last Monday's Pittsburg Post. The Freiheits Freund, of last * giv- 
the proceedings of the Turnvereins, makes ne mention of the 

ving that some law should be passed that will prohibit such 
that will not be a blessing toour country, but not closing the doors 
mitting all those who will make good and faithful citizens. The bill presented 
to the House of 5 by WILLIAM A.STONE appears to me to be 
fair. It will have the effect of no’ g the countries from where the immi- 
gration comes that those who wish to come to our shores must prove them- 
selves worthy and be such as comply with our laws. 

Yours, Y: HENRY GERWIG. 


GREENVILLE, PA., May 14, 1896. 
DEAR Srr: Do you remember me as pastor of the German Congrega- 
tion at Warren, Pa., over twenty years ago? Well, the Pittsburg Times of 
May 9, 1806, contained an article, a reply to the Volksblatt. As far as I know 
German-Americans are in favor of restricted immigration judiciously man- 
aged. Asfaras I know you personally and your stand ton this vital 
uestion, so far I would indorse your position. Educated Germans oppose 
the fanaticism against foreigners and so-called knownothingism, compelling 
a foreigner, 1 —ů 5 0 of age or education, to wait twenty-one years before 
he can be nat: i We do not want to 0 with tho vilest Huns 
or Italians. If the law be made with good judgment, discriminating between 
honest and educated men and the uneducated and immoral people, then you 
will have the indorsement of eyery loyal German-American. During our 
civil war one-third of our Army consisted of foreigners. I, too, took part in it. 
We resent the tendency of the Order of-the United Workmen of America. A 
hundred years ago and more the Government's friend sent a good-for-noth- 
ing fellow to America, which then used to be regarded as the garden spot for 
just such people. But this is no longer the case. Since quite a number of 
ears the German Government has restricted immigration. Practically I 
vo a mis been and is being made. The consulates in the differ- 
ent fore countries could attend to all requirements for restriction. No 
steamship company should be allowed to land anyone on the soilof the United 
States without the certificate from the consul of that district. 
How much I would like toconverse with you on the subject! 
eieporatitine have ĩðxVw0% bosb of agente indudiis people to TOTER to 
rations have sent ont a agen u people to 
this country, often under false pretenses. Thousands have been disap- 
pointed, but no means to return with. This mean business of securin, 
some of the worst population ought to be stôpped at once. American 
has largely invited cheap labor. 
Hoping that I may have the pleasure of seeing you some time this summer 
— arren, and that these few thoughts may serve as an encouragement 
ou. 
* Iam, with kindest and highest regards, * gg i 


Professor, Thiel lege. 
Hon. WILLIAM A. STONE, M.C. 


Ishould be glad to have what is published on the subject. Please inform 
Congressman Col. GEORGE HUF”, of Greensburg, of this when you see him. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman allow me one minute? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Are you not in receipt of a létter signed 
sr ce first speaker of the district committee of the Turners of 

burg, and also signed by the secretary, in which they protest 

our and make arguments against it—— 
TONE. No; Iam not. 


energetically against 
Mr WILLIAM A. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. And in which they tell you the Germans 
— had district, as well as in Pittsburg, are a unit against your 
? If not, the mail has miscarried the letter, for here is a copy 


in 
of it. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Has the gentleman finished his 
question? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Yes, sir. ` 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I have received no such letter. I 
suppose my answer settles that point. I presume that if I mis- 
represent the Germans in my district I am the one who will 
suffer by it. Iwill take the chances on that. I say that while 
some Germans may be against my bill, I have had no intimation 
from them, except through the Pittsburg Volksblatt, to which I 
hevo reota, which is owned by people engaged in the steam- 
8 usiness. 

. KIEFER. Ihave heard that statement denied. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, I have just heard you deny 
it. It does not change my conviction of its truth. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the broad statement that the Germans of 
this country are opposed to restricting immigration is a libel on 
the German citizens resident in our country. No more loyal, pa- 
triotic class of people exist within the borders of the United States 
than our German pore They are not opposed, in any 
sense of the word, to restricting immigration in a proper way. 
And I claim, sir, that while it may be that sympathy or pu 
sentiment may be worked up in some localities in opposition to it, 
the Germans as a class are not opposed to restricting immigration 
to able-bodied, self-supporting foreigners. That is all I claim 
ought to be done. That, I think , the country will demand shall be 

one, 


But incidentally let me mention the fact that, as will be seen 
the statistics compiled by Senator HILL, which is a feature my 
does not take up—none of the bills do except the Corliss bill—nnder 
these statistics, which are not denied, but which are reported 
by this commission on investigation in this country, there was 
sent from the United States in the year 1893 to Italy alone, by 
men who came from Italy to our land and earned here, 
between twenty-five and thirty millions of dollars of their earn- 
ings. Every year this country and the industries of the country 
not only support the laboring people of our own land, but the 
laboring people to a large extent of the whole world. Our es 
go to Italy and toall foreign countries; and if this country 
should cease its industries, if it should suspend its manufacturing, 
its mining and railroad building, and the wheels of industry 
be suddenly stopped, it is a serious question whether these foreign 
countries who receive so much money annually from the United 
States, of wages earned by their citizens, would not suffer from 
it nearly as much as we would. 

Now, sir, our people are suffering. There is more competition 
to-day in common labor in this country than in any other busi- 
ness. Common labor stands right where it did twenty years ago. 
You put a tariff on a machine to keep it out of this country, so as 
to force its construction within ourown borders and give the labor 
upon it to the laboring men of this country. But you put no 
tariff, no obstruction, no protection on the able-bodied worker 
from abroad. He inay come in competition with our labor. You 
let him come here with his tools, set himself down, and come into 
direct competition with our own labor. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. He is a consumer. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. He is a consumer! Why, Mr. 
S „ nearly a hundred thousand men come annually 

anada alone into this country. They are men who are called 
birds of passage.” They work for a season and then go back 
home, taking their earnings home with them, I tell you this coun- 
try is not only supporting to-day its own laborers, but to a large 
extent the laboring people of the world. 

Now, sir, this bill does not aim at curing that condition of af- 
fairs; but I warn you that this question will never cease until 
you give to our laboring people that 5 which you seek to 
give to the capital of the country. [Prolonged applause.] 

Mr, BAR . Lyield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan 9 75 RLISS], reserving the remainder of my time. 

Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Speaker, I shall address I to the 
amendment which I propose to the original bill, offered by the 
chairman of the committee. 

This measure is intended as a protection to American labor. 

It seeks to preserve the fruits of our labor for those who 
the burdens of American institutions and stand ready to defend 
the honor of the nation. 

It does not affect any man, woman, or child who now lives in 
this country, nor does it prevent any person from seeking and 
securing a home on American soil and enjoying the blessings and 
advantages of the labor markets of this country. 

It is estimated that from 50,000 to 100,000 human beings every 
year leave their homes and families in foreign countries and come 
to the United States with no intention of making this country 
their permanent home, and engage in competition with our labor- 
ing men during the most active business periods and building 
f... r ee ara 3 the season or 
prosperous peri ir foreign homes and there spend 
with their families the fruits of American labor, 
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- Mr. Speaker, the Secretary of the Treasury appointed a com- 

mission to investigate and report what changes were deemed nec- 
in tke rules and regulations in force with reference to 

immigrants, and I find on page 40 of that report the following 

recommendation: 

raie eea e peepee es 

aah ge regulating immigration into the United Bta trom con 
foreign countries by water or land carri which will protect our wor 


from the importation bf transient cheap fabor across the frontier. 
ear after 
e therein. 


Provision should also be made therein to exclude aliens comin; 
year to perform labor in the United States with no intention to se 

I desire to say that in my judgment the present administration 
of the Immigration Bureau is the one bright star in the unfortu- 
nate Cleveland Administration. It stands out as the one depart- 
ment of this Government seeking earnestly and faithfully to exe- 
cute the laws with reference to immigration; and I want to con- 
gratulate my Democratic friends that they have, in this department 
at least, worthy and efficient men. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, for the information of members of this House 
I will ask the Clerk to read two letters, one of them addressed to 
the Commissioner-General from his subordinate officer at Sault 
Ste. Marie and the other from the inspector at Boston, with refer- 
ence to the very subject Iam discussing. I Want to say that every 
inspector of immigration in the United States has appealed to the 
Commissioner-General for a correction of this evil. 5 

The Clerk read as follows: 8 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


UNITED STATES IMMIGRATION SERVICE, 
Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., April 29, 1896. 

Sır: While we on this side of the border of Canada are praying for Congress 
to relieve us from the influx of alien labor, at the busy peri of the year 
here, the Canadians (not by any legislative action, but actuated by a hostile 
feeling toward United States citizens) are discharging and excluding our 
mechanics and laborers from their country very effectually. For example: 
A few days ago a Canadian steamer was fitting out at Owen Sound, Ontario. 
One of the firemen, engaged for the season, was discovered to be a United 
States citizen, and was promptly for that reason only. 

Again, directly o ite this city is situated the town of Sault Ste. Marie, 
Ontario, where a F. elphia syndicate are N tos water power. 
The syndicate built a AEN, EE AS mill there last year and have last week leta 
contract for the building of another mill. The contractors will not and do 
any United States citizens as bricklayers, stone masons, or labor- 

er hand, Canadian carpenters, masons, and laborers flood our 
home market and, as they work cheaper, take the work away from our resi- 
dents. Even the United States Government public work is being done by 
drills, and wig manned entirely by aliens. The aboveisa 

mild statement of the situation, for I have said nothing about the numberless 
school-teachers, and bookkeepers, both male and fe- 


tes. 
inion proper, I should like this statement of the 
—. Co. ttee on Immigration of the House of 
Representatives. 
Respec 


tfully, CHAS. C. WILLIAMS, 
Immigration Inspector. 
Hoan ees 


STUMP, 
mmissioner-General of Immigration, Washington, D. C. 


en 


OFFICE OF UNITED STATES COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION, 
No. 70 Long Wharf, Boston, May 13, 1898. 
DEAR SIR: I beg to acknowledge the receipt of yours of the lith instant, 
nesting me to write you, giving the evil effects. as observed in this section 
of the country, in consequence of the lack of restriction of immigration af- 
fecting what ia known as “birds of passage,” parties seeking admission into 
the United States with no intention of 9 it their permanent abode. 
In reply, I beg to inform you that about 35,000 passengers arrive at this port 
from ifax and Yarmouth, Nova Scotia, annually by water, all of whom 
have to pass the inspection of the immigration officers under my direction. 
Of this number about 25,000 are aliens, some of whom are permanent resi- 
dents in this country, returning home after visiting their native country. 
From February 1 to May 13, inclusive, of this year 4,792 aliens arrived at 
this port 22 these two lines, about 75 per cent of whom would come under 
the head “birds of Their 5 principally, are fishermen, 
farmers, carpenters, masons, and stonecutters, whose domicile is Nova Sco 
and who have no intention of making their abode in the United States, an 
who come in direct competition with our native-born citizens and those who 
have adopted this country as their permanent abode, and whose coming has 
2 Sendency to reduce the rate of wages, especially those employed in the 


es, 

They boma year after year in the spring and return in the fall when the 
season is over. This class of men thoroughly understand the contract-labor 
laws of the United States and know how to evade them upon their arrival. 

A number of others who are classed as American citizens come here an- 
nually, having taken out naturalization papers for the purpose of getting em- 
ployment as masters of American vessels and at other occupations which 
none but American citizens can occupy under our navigation laws, whose 
families are domiciled in Nova Scotia and who have no permanent abode in 
the United States. This has me a common practice, and is a menace to 
our citizens. In addition to the above, large numbers of these classes come 
to this section of the country by rail. 

Respectfully, yours, THOMAS F. DELHANTY, 
Commissioner, 


Hon. Jonn B. Contass, M. C., 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Speaker, those letters indicate the opinion 
of men who have had experience with reference to our immigra- 
tion laws. I hold in may hand copies of resolutions certified to by 
the president and idiom & of every labor organization in my 
city, embracing a membership of 15,000 American citizens who 


have asked this Congress to adopt this particular measure for 
their protection. They ask it for protection to American labor. 

This class of competition with American labor is not confined 
to the subjects of Canada. 


They come from Italy, Austria, Hungary, and other foreign 
countries. They bring with them nothing but physical force, ca- 
pable of 5 work upon the low standard of other coun- 
tries, and prey upon the labor markets until they have accumu- 
lated a goodly sum for a laboring man in a foreign country, and 
return to their homes and families abroad. 

While here they add nothing to the value, prosperity, progress, 
or genius of the people of this nation. 

In advocating this measure I desire to most emphatically dis- 
claim any intention to prevent any capable, honest, industrious. 
law-abiding person from seeking a home on American soil and 
obtaining the blessings and advantages of this country for himself 
and his family. 

The associations of my life haye been among an admixture of 
foreign-born and native citizens. 

My affiliations in social, business, and secular life have never 
been determined by any test of nationality. 

Many of my closest friends and companions are of foreign birth. 

I believe our foreign-born citizens who have come to this coun- 
try and adopted it as a home for themselves and their families are 
as loyal to the fee of their adoption as the man who was born 
beneath it. [Applause.] 

The foreign born have added to the material wealth and pros- 
perity of the nation, and, what is of far greater value, they have 
contributed to its moral and intellectual welfare. 

In my judgment the genius of the American ple, the pros- 
perity and liberality of American institutions, and the superiority 
of the American nation has been achieved by the association of 
oe best physical, moral, and intellectual men and women of all 
nations. 

But the sad experience of our people in want, idleness, and mis- 
fortune during the past three years under the free-trade provi- 
sions of the Wilson bill has demonstrated the wisdom of the Re- 
publican principles of protection. 

Protection not only to American manufacturing industries and 
farm products, but protection to American labor. We have al- 
ways contended that the protective tariff maintained high wa; 
and benefited the laboring man as well as the capitalist. If that 
be trne—and I am one who believes in the principles of protec- 
tion—then we should assure the laboring men of our fidelity to 
their interests by the adoption of this measure. 

By this law we would stop the skilled mechanics and laborers 
from annually coming into the large cities along the Canadian 
Psi and competing with our artisans in the building and other 

ades. 

This bill in no way affects the Canadian who has or may here- 
5 80 come to this country with the intention of making it his 

ome. 7 

I ize the value and intelligence of the Canadian people, 
and hope that our country may be blessed with more of them. 

I number among my best friends and business associates Ameri- 
can citizens born in $ 

In the city which I have the honor to represent, there are many 
thousands of noble men and women born in Canada who are 
loyal American citizens, and by their thrift and natural genius 
have become successful merchants, bankers, lawyers, doctors, and 
mechanics, and in recognition of their value as citizens many of 
them have been honored by my city and State with public office, 
and one of them to-day honors my State as a Senator of the 
United States. 

Every protective barrier that is erected by this country for the 
welfare of the people helps to advance the spirit of om that 
is lurking in the hearts of the Canadian people. 

The tariff law of 1890, embracing the most wise provisions of 
reciprocity incorporated therein 172 the plumed genius of this age, 
Hon. James G. Blaine, was rapidly forcing the Canadian people 
toward annexation and away from the influence of Ragland 

The election of 1892 and the adoption of the free-trade Wilson 
law has opened our markets to the Canadian lumber and farm 
products, restored England's influence, and sent the lumber barons 
of my own and other States with their capital into the pine woods 
of Canada to feed the cheap labor and give prosperity to the Cana- 
dian people, to our great loss and detriment. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been said by some sapient economist, “Show 
me the laws of a nation and I will tell you the condition of its 

ople.” How clearly this wise saying been demonstrated 

uring the past three years under the evil effects of the Wilson- 
Gorman free-trade act, repudiated and condemned by the people 
in the election of 1894. 

The same demoralizing free-trade principles have heretofore 
permitted the indiscriminate immigration of the degraded classes 
of other nations into our fair land. 

The effect u American character may be likened to the effects 
upon a great river of pure water which has poured into its depths 
the refuse and débris that flows from the sewers of our large 
cities. At first its effects are not noticed; the decayed, poisonous 
matter naturally sinks and is scattered along the bottom of the 


1896. 
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river unobserved; but in time the people along such streams will 
begin to find among the rocks and stones on the bottom and along 
the shores adark,unhealthy, fungous growthcontaining dangerous 
poisons. Life will be gradually exterminated from such wate: 
and disease and death will at last arouse the people to action an 
compel a remedy for such evils. Already a measure is pending 
. looking to the investigation and correction of these 
evils. 

How much more important is it to preserve the human blood 
and manhood of the American character by the exclusion of de- 
prayed human DEES 

Mr. Speaker, I believe in a pedigree not only in the animal, but 
in the human family, and I hope to see some day a law enacted 
prohibiting the marriage of any person who has been convicted of 
a heinous crime or who is afflicted with an incurable or hereditary 
blood disease or insanity. 

Why is it that we find the prisons, asylums, and almshouses 
throughout our land filled to overflowing? Why is it that these 
menial institutions have been flooded with unfortunate humanity 
in recent years until the maintenance thereof has become a burden 
to the cities, counties, States, and nation? Why is it in all our 
large cities we find a large increase in the beggars, paupers, and 
criminals preying upon the people and demoralizing by their 
influence and association the character of American manhood? 
In my judgment it is because the Old World has been forcing upon 
us every pauper, criminal, and degraded human being that was 
within their power to control, and using this fair and enlightened 
country as a dumping ground. 

Mr. Speaker, I most heartily favor the educational test proposed 
to be adopted by this Congress. In this country we maintain pub- 
lic schools and in most States compel the education of all children, 
and thus elevate mankind by the most powerful means known to 
civilization. 

In my judgment the enlightenment of the people, the liberality 
of the public institutions, and the power and prosperity of the 
nation are largely due to the associations of the best blood and 
character of nations under the elevating influence of the free 
public schools of America. 

I do not believe in upholding the maintenance of foreign mis- 
sions, My method is to foster, care for, educate, civilize, and 
Christianize the people of America, and thereby so exalt the Amer- 
ican character and the American nation that by its enlightened 

ople and the noble character of its citizens it shall civilize and 

ristianize by example and contrast the people and nations of 
the earth. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I repeat, that I believe in the principles of protec- 
tion to American industries, protection to American labor, and 
also protection to American character and humanity. I would 
not weaken the power of the Republic by the adoption of mo- 
narchical laws and customs. 

I would not injure the industries of this nation by opening its 
commercial doors to the competition of the eee ee products 
of cheap labor of foreign nations. 

I would not reduce the wages of our working people by longer 
permitting the transient birds of passage from other countries to 
periodi infest the labor markets, steal its fruits, and return 
to foreign lands with the bounty that belongs to American labor. 

Mr. Speaker, I would to God that the large number of our best 
citizens, who yearly go to Europe and spend an average of $500,- 
000,000 in recreation throughout European countries, thereby fos- 
tering the people of the other nations, adding to their wealth, and 
taking the gold that is needed toconduct the business affairs of 
this nation, might be prohibited from such pleasure and recrea- 
tion for a period of at least three A ace and induced to expend the 
same amount of money viewing the beautiful scenery, examining 
the vast resources, and exploring the wonderful natural advan- 
tages of our land, and give to the people of this country the bene- 
fit of such expenditures for the prosperity and happiness of our 
own people. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I realize that this country has vast uncultivated 
fields, wonderful natural resources, and boundless undeveloped 
wealth; that we could with proper laws for the protection of 
American labor double our population and thereby enjoy greater 
8 But, sir, the barriers of protection have been torn 

own; the doors to immigration have been indiscriminately left 
open, until suffering humanity cries for relief. [Applause.] 

Under the present conditions and unwise laws the laboring 
masses are ually being driven into idleness, want, and misery. 

The gold-bond brokers and money lenders are stealthily obtain- 
ing supremacy and silently directing measures in their interests 
with heartless energy, while the devil of bankruptcy is gradually 
absorbing the lifeblood of the business men, and driving the work- 
ingmen into idleness and want. 

me one has said: To enj y a good reputation give publicly 
and steal privately.” The bond brokers of Wall street, under the 
present Administration, have been using 
claiming themselves philanthropists while 
of our nation, 


this principle and pro- 
robbi Treasury 


Laws should be enacted for the elevation of the masses and not 


the classes, laws that will destroy special 8 in the hands 
of the favored few and level them to the plain of equity and jus- 
tice to all humanity. 

The people of this country love courage and action upon honest 
conviction, and with divine charity forgive an honest error of 
judgment; but, sir, they despise a coward, a straddler, or syco- 
phant in public life. 

Oh, ye representatives of the people, I beseech you to pause; 
hark! put your ear down to the ground and listen to the tramp of 
the footsteps of the army of honest, industrious people wanderi 
through the streets earnestly seeking employment. [Applause. 

The primary cause for this idleness is not, in my judgment, the 
invention of new mechanical devices, labor-saving machinery. 
. or overpopulation, but rather the bad effects of 
evil legislation and want of good laws. 

Mr. Speaker, the test that should be applied to every human 
being seeking a home upon American soil should be: Does this 
human being a character and mind sufficiently honorable 
and intelligent to become amalgamated with the spirit of Ameri- 
can institutions and American manhood? 

We want no half-baked characters—human beings who are 
seared and scorched by contact with hot, withering sin, who are 
blasted with blood taints, cradled in degradation, or cursed with 
hopeless ignorance. [Ap lause. ] 

r. Speaker, when the Lord commanded to ‘‘love thy neighbor 
as thyself” He evidently had in mind a man who had some respect 
for himself and love of his own character, intelligence, and man- 
hood; otherwise the love for the neighbor would be unworthy, and 
in my judgment the Grand Architect of the Universe never in- 
tended that this divine doctrine should be extended by the enlight- 
ened people of this nation to the hopelessly ignorant and depraved 
human beings of all the world. 

Mr. Speaker, the destiny of a nation must depend upon the char- 
acter of its people, and our greatest duty is to preserve by wise 
laws not only the honor and prosperity of the nation, but the intel- 
ligence and character of American citizens and American work 
men, and the ag yas of this measure is a noble step in the progresą 
of 5 pplause.] 

Mr. BAR S r. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the gentle 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE]. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. S er, I have never seen a parliamentary 
tangle like the present during my service in Congress. 

It seems to me as though the Committee on 5 had 
made a serious error in bringing in three bills here to be voted on 
at the same time. 

If we desire to pass any of them we must concentrate on some 
one of the pending bills. Undoubtedly they all have merit, but to 
divide between all the bills offered means the passage of none. 

It seems to me as though the friends of this important measure 
should concentrate their votes upon one measure to save any of 
them. Which measure shall it be? 

Iam sure the McCall bill will command more votes than an 
other. I trust, therefore, that the House will vote down all amend- 
ments and that bill. 

Mr. Speaker, in these closing years of the nineteenth cen 
we are witnessing an influx of 75 nations, and tongues suc 
as the world never saw. Fully half a million of immigrants, 
enough to people a large city, are yearly coming to these shores, 

Wise, thoughtful, and patriotic men are justly alarmed at this 
wholesale immigration, which many believe to be a menace to 
our free Government and free institutions. It is important to 
notice that the voice of the people has found e: 
on the rostrum, in the pulpit, and in the press, but political con- 
ventions as well in many parts of the country have repeatedly 
memorialized Congress upon this important subject. 

Mr. Speaker, it is not words that the country wants upon the 
subject now under consideration, but it is action. I believe there 
is a loud, long, earnest, importunate demand throughout the 
country for radical legislation for the restriction of immi on. 

The substitute now under consideration for the bill (H. R. 9), 
known by the name of my honored colleague, Represéntative 
Meal of Massachusetts, was introduced early in this session 
by Congressman MCCALL of Massachusetts and by myself De- 
cember 6, 1895—H.R.168. It originated with the Massachusetts 
Immigration Restriction League, and at their request we both 
introduced it. 

_ The bill is the result of much careful and thoughtful considera- 
tion which that society has given the subject, after exhaustive 
examination and extensive correspondence, and was thought b 
the officers of that society to be the most feasible and A 
method, and one that was likely to succeed if it should reach con- 
sideration in the House, 

One has only to examine the statistics of the class of immigrants 
that are now coming to these shores—enough to create a large and 
first-class city every year—to be convinced of the necessity of the 
pending legislation. 

The Fourth of July orators in my boyhood used to declaim 


ression not only 
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about this 
trodden an 
has come to God's 
creation. 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that we have as many Mormons, com- 
munists, anarchists, nihilists, bomb throwers, paupers, idiots, 
lunatics, criminals, and illiterates as we can digest at present; 
and itis believed that the educational qualifications, as contem- 
plated in what is known as the Lodge-McCall bill, added to the 
existing restrictions, if rigidly enforced, would exclude a large 
number of these undesirable immigrants. 

There are grave reasons why this legislation for the further 
restriction of immigration should be had. A fountain will not 
rise higher than its source, and under our free republican form 
of government the citizen is the ruler, and upon the character of 
the citizen depends the character and stability of the govern- 
ment; and surely it is a question deserving the serious attention 
of the patriot, philanthropist, and statesman as to how much 
further our country can go in incorporating into its body politic 
the ignorant, criminal, dangerous, and hostile elements that are 
now being emptied upon these shores. 

All history confirms the lesson that our form of government 
can not continue to exist except upon the basis of the education 
and intelligence of the people. : 

The experience of France, Spain, Central America, the South 
American Republics, and Mexico, where republics have paid ee 

e down in blackness, darkness, blood, and shame, and where 
Ss chronic state of many of these countries is revolution—I 
say these illustrations admonish us of the foes of the Republic 
and that our form of government can not long continue with an 
ignorant, criminal, vicious, and degraded populace. _ f 

The Apostle Paul said that He who r to provide for his 
own household was worse than an infidel and hath denied the 
faith.” What is true of the family, the individual, is true of the 
community, the town, city, State, and nation. 

And that brings me to my second argument in favor of the re- 
striction of immigration; that is, we owe this legislation to the 
country for the protection of the American home, for the protec- 
tion of American labor from the 8 e of the pauper labor 
of Europe as well as the Mongolian labor of China. 

It is a beautiful theory that all the world is a band of brothers, 
and free trade and unrestricted i igration would be a good 
doctrine if the wants and living necessities of all peoples, nations, 
and tongues were alike. 5 

But they are not. A Chinaman can live on a little rice a day; 
an Italian can live on a piece of dry bread without meat or butter. 
The American laborer been accustomed to wholesome food, 
education for his children, comfortable raiment, medical attend- 
ance when sick, and ten thousand comforts and luxuries that are 
unknown to these degraded people who arenow competing with him 
in the labor markets of the country. 

When the wants and mode of living of these foreign immigrants 
has reached the American standard, then it will be time, and not 
till then, to throw down the bars to unrestricted immigration. 

On the one hand, itis argued that the Stone bill, which pro- 
poses consular inspection and certification before the immigrant 
starts, would prevent his being turned back thousands of miles 
after ing this country, and he would know before he started 
whether he was admissible or not. 

On the other hand, it is claimed, and I think with a good deal of 
force, that the consular inspection would give notice to foreign 

ments of the intended immigration of the young men lia- 

e to military duty, and would prevent their leaving the country, 
and thus deprive us of the best and most desirable class of immi- 


grants. 

So, on the whole, I incline to favor the McCall bill, on the ground 
of success and expediency, as the most simple, feasible, and prac- 
tical restriction upon objectionable immigrants. [Applause.] 

To my mind the following are some of the advantages of the 
educational test as a measure to restrict undesirable immi- 


grants: 

1. It excludes the sgh ir o wish to exclude; i. e., those who 
are degraded, ignorant alike of their own language and of an 
occupation, incapable of a iating our institutions and stand: 
ards of living, and very difficult of assimilation. 

2. It adds to the excluded classes. A 

8. In practice it would be applied at places where tickets were 
bought and applied by ste p companies, therefore 

4. It does not imply any t change in existing machinery or 
any large increase in consular service and se. R 

5. Inspection is not committed to persons in remote countries, 
where surveillance is difficult, but remains a uniform system, 
which is public and easily controlled. 1 2 

6. It is exact and definite in its operation; easily and simply ap- 


plied, and therefore f : F 
inquiry an 
thorough 


iorious land of liberty and asylum for the down- 
2 of every land; but in these later years it 


the dumping ground for the scum of 


7. It diminishes the labor of the boards of special 
pra the immigration officials opportunity for a more 


8. It secures rudimentary education on the part of all foreigners 
applying for naturalization papers and American citizenship. 
. It promotes education among those who desire to emigrate, 
eer 55 7 9 roves rs social ao chine tie 
It saves ti ip to the immigrant of maki yoyage 
in doubt as to his admission or exclusion, and therefore = 

11. It does away in large part with the separation of families 
and with a temptation to a lax enforcement of inspection in order 
to prevent such separation. Intending immi ts can tell before 
starting whether they are eligible or not, and can decide whether 
to separate or not. 3 

Mr. BARNEY. I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SHERMAN). The gentleman 
has twenty-five minutes remaining. The Chair will now recog- 
nize some tleman in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. BUCK Mr. Speaker, I have yielded fifteen minutes of my 
time to other gentlemen. I do not think I shall consume all of the 
remainder, but if I should be tem to go beyond the limit I 
desire to be reminded of it by the Chair. 

Mr. Speaker, when the naturalized citizen of this great Republic 
presumes to rise in the House of its Representatives to discuss a 
question of this kind, I fear that whatever he may say may per- 
haps lose what effect it might otherwise be entitled to by two 
suggestions that may naturally come to the mind of the American- 
born citizen. The first is that, being himself a foreigner, his 
sense of duty to this country may be clonded, even unwittingly, 
by the sympathy which he naturally may feel for those who, fixe 
himself, may wish to come and reap the benefits and enjoy the 
glories of this country. The other is that his natural devotion, 
springing from the instincts of blood, may prevent him from the 
performance of the fullest and most unimpaired duty to the coun- 
try of his adoption. I make reference to this, because I wish to 
emphasize the sentiment and the fact that if there is any citizen 
in the United States of America who values the glory and the 
grandeur of our citizenship it is the foreign-born citizen, and the 
more go because he has it not as a matter of right, but by the 
grace of the laws and the humanity of the people of these United 
States. 12 

But, Mr. Speaker, coming to the subject before the House, one 
would think from the expressions of and dread that Pyr- 
rhus was at the gatesof Rome. The argument is presented that 
the Republic is in danger; that our laboring men are clamoring 
for protection; that our morality is about to be impaired and de- 
pT ed; that our citizenship is to be lowered in its standard; all 

y the coming of new 3 to this land. I will not weary 
this Honse with statistics. e history of this country furnishes 
statistics grander than the dome of this Capitol; and when you re- 
flect for a moment, gentlemen, that in a period of one hundred 
years the original population of this country, which was 3,000,000 
in 1790, has increased twenty-one fold, without detriment to our 
institutions, without degradation of our morality, without impair- 
ment of our standard of education and of civilization—I say there 
is something more than the good of the Republic behind the argu- 
ments that are now made here to exclude the poor and the labor 
seekers of other countries, who, like ourselyes and yourselves, 
see across the Atlantic the rising star of the West, which bids 
them elevate themselves, emancipate themselves, and seek to find 
there a field where they can apply the energies of their hearts and 
the light of their intelligence. oe sori 0 

There is no need for statistics. Forty millions of the 70,000,000 
white people of this country have come here since 1790 and are 
foreigners or the descendants of foreigners. The immigration 
ten, twenty, thirty, or forty years was, in proportion to our 
population, greater than it is now. ere is the danger? There 
is no danger. Why? Because the principles upon which this 
American Government rests are the principles of all humanity; 
and every man who comes here comes to be an American, because 
to be an American is to be a citizen of the world—a cosmopoli- 
tan. [Ap 3 
It is said that the German-American citizens are not opposed to 
restriction of immigration from southern Eur I know the 
Germans; they are sometimes clannish and but for myself 
I would be untrue to my humanity as a German-American citizen 
if I were to utter a sentiment or make astroke of the pen that would 
deny to the humblest lazaroni in the streets of Venice the priv- 
ileges and the*benefits that I have acquired at the hands of the 


people and the institutions of this country. [Applause.] 
. Speaker, we are told that an educational test is the aces 
for the evils of immigration. Why, sir, what was it with which 


the serpent temp the woman in the Garden of Paradise? 
Erites sicut Dens, scientes bonum et malum ”—the ee e 
and evil. Knowledge is nota protection against i ity; 
it is not a test of character.” The man who knows not how 
write and read—who has prora up under those ancient and op- 
pressive institutions which for his development—may have 
the heart of a Julius Cæsar in his breast, and, coming to this coun- 
„ become one of its great achievements—one of manifesta 
[Applause.] 


3 of the civilization of the New World. 


1896. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5435 


My friend the eaten from Michigan said: We need send 
no missionaries abroad.” True. I tell you, sir, that American 
Christianity enlightened by American principles of humanity— 
the two going together—will 9 the world. And those 

devils that you speak of — those Italians, Hungarians, Poles, 
È ssians, or whatever they be—may reap here the benefits of a 
civilization which is for them as well as for you and forme. [Ap- 
plause.] America for i is all well and good; but it is 
a barbaric heresy. ‘America for the world” is what Washington 
and Jefferson taught. Weare big enough to take in all who want 
to come, 

Mr, Speaker, this educational test (which, by the way, Mr. Wil- 
liam Lloyd Garrison says is ‘‘no test of character”) is aimed at 
the races of southern Euro My friend the tleman from 
Missouri . BaRTHOLDT], whose argument I admired and 
watched with intense interest to see how he would apply his con- 
clusion to his reasons, said that there may be a just prejudice 
between the Germanic and the Latin races. No; there is no prej- 
udice in the heart of the Germanic races against a Popa, 
much less against the irations, of any people; and if we are to 
go into the ethical history of the nations of the world it would be 
an easy matter to prove that Italy and Hungary and Poland and 
any of those nations have produced specimens of the highest 
5 . equal in their possibilities to the greatest 
of the earth. 

It is wrong, sir, to reason from special cases. tions but 
i ify the rule. It is a paradox in the his of the world 
that the two great Republics, France and the United States, should 
have furnished the assassins of Presidents who were the chosen 
representatives of the people. Yet would it occur to any man to 
say that the Americans are a nation of assassins because a Lin- 
coln and a Garfield and a Carter Harrison died by the hand of the 

There is no just way to look at this question except by the rule 
of principle. Why should we depart from that and inaugurate 
this discriminating legislation of educational tests and consular 
inspection? Why, gentlemen, let us be candid. Let us say at 
once that the American people are great eno unto themselves; 
that they are ready to defy the providence of and say: “ This 
country shall belong to us alone; we want no others to feed upon 

„our soil and clear our forests and build new railroads; we have 
enough of all.“ There is an absurdity in the very statement of 
the proposition. 

e relations of the American laborer and the different classes 
of labor adjust themselves. You want the scavenger in the streets 
as well as the skilled secretary and the ce sae Seip and the tele- 
graph operator. You must have them all. ey are all “logical 
necessities,” as has been said, in the various stages of our civiliza- 
tion. And each man will find his place; each one will take his 
station according to his ability, according to his light, according 
to his environment and his opportunities. 

There is no danger to us. Is there danger to any of you or to 
your wives and children? Are you not so far above any such con- 
siderations that you are bound to confess that what you talk about 
lives but in your imagination, that it is what you think and not 
what you know. The American laborer! There is one way to 

rotect the American laborer greater than that of keeping ont his 
ther, which he himself does not ask. The honest American 
laborer is a cosmopolitan; he sympathizes with his brother wher- 
ever he comes from, and history and statistics prove it. I deny 
the assertion made here that the laborers of the United States of 
America demand the restriction of immigration because it im- 
irs their chances for livelihood, their opportunities in the race 
or life. [Applause.] 

It has been said by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WILLIAM A. STONE], Give to the American laborer the same 
protection that you give to American capital.” Yes, Mr. Speaker 
and gentlemen; the capital that comes from the other side is an 
infinitely greater menace to our li and to our prosperity than 
the labor that comes with its ‘‘toili 1 ’ [Applause.] 
What is it that drains our Treasury? y is it that our Goy- 
ernment issues its bonds from month to month, or from year to 
year, if it be not that foreign capitalists drain our Treasury by 
the interest they take upon our securities, by the revenue Miey get 
from our property, and from the investments which they have 
made in our railroads, and other great enterprises? Cure that 
evil, keep that money in our country, and you will build up a 
nme edge Bacon will rival the beauties of a paradise of glory and 
peace. ncational tests! 

Pas McCALL of Tennessee. Will the gentleman allowa ques- 


Mr. BUCK. Certainly. 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Iunderstand you oppose this meas- 


ure because it restricts forei i ion by applying an edu- 
cational qualification test before the i t can be admitted? 
Mr. BUCK. That is right. 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. How does the gentleman recon- 


cile that with the proposition that the several Democratic States 
of the South impose an educational qualification upon their own 
citizens, who are born and reared on the soil, before they ars per- 
mitted to vote? 

Mr. BUCK. The question of citizenship is one thing, and the 
question of immigration is quite another. And whateversentiment 
may exist with reference to the question of which the gentleman 
speaks, or whatever political conventions may have declared, Iam 
now stating my own sentiments before the House. 

I submit, Mr. S. er, that an educational test accomplishes no 
purpose. If the immigrant is educated, so much the 3 1 
not, he still brings his labor and his honest purpose, and these 


culated, as segs fy it is possible to calculate such things, that 
the 200,000 or £ 
1895, for instance, 


for the criminal and the needy of other countries. 

America is great in her material industries and in all the devel- 
opment that make up an advanced civilization, and she is as great 
in her charities as in her power. These charities are the growth 
of her humanity; they have made her the great civilizer of the 
world, the vanguard of all the nations of the earth. In doing this 
charity,“ gentlemen, do not forget, when you cast your votes on 
a measures, that you are following out and realizing the logic 
of history. 

You are but paying your obligktion to mankind. It is true 
that the Declaration of Independence went out from American 
soil, but it is equally true that its spirit goes far back into the 
history of the world. It is equally true that the emancipation of 
the human race began after the light of Christianity was thrown 
on the world; when Arminius defeated the Roman legions in the 
German forest; and it grew from the. valley of Runnymede, in 
England; it had found its most emphatic expression when a Ger- 
man monk in the little village of Wittenburg posted on his church 
door the theses and philosophy of the liberty of human thought. 
E You have it not all from yourselves. Do not forget 

osọ from whom it came. 

The Congress of the United States sits twice every twelve 
months, and if a great wave of migration should come and 
threaten to engulf us—in other words, if ‘‘Pyrrhus reaches the 

ates of Rome”—it will be time enough for us to close them. 
ees If the flood comes, if we ever see cause enough to 
withdraw the hand we have extended to the whole world, we 
shall have time, right, and power to say, Now let it stop.“ But 
to stop at this time for no urgent reason but, as the committee 
ntly and delicately express it, in honor and ‘‘ regard for a pub- 

ic sentiment,” what kind of statesmanship is that? Public senti- 
ment may be as wrong as it may be right. Vox populi is vox Dei 


only when the yoice comes taneously from some t demand 
of the human heart. TERREI It is an evil and treacherous 
sophism when it comes up as an appeal to selfishness. [Renewed 


e 
have abstained from wearying the House with statistics and 
figures. They prove nothing. 
I have shown that the history of the nation is an argument 
greater than all statistics, and the facts before our eyes providean 
nt which we can not ignore—which duty to our fellow-men 


ar, 
‘and to humanity forbid us to ignore—that this country, with a 


faculty of absorption and assi tion of which the history of the 
world knows no parallel, and furnishes no similar example, has 
grown great by absorbing more than forty million of foreigners 
who came here after 1790—I may say after 1820—because foreign 
immigration up to that period was substantially ingas 

A nation that could do this, a manhood that combines within 
its great heart and its brilliant intellect the facultiesof the Ameri- 
can people, is great enough to absorb more and grow in the ab- 
sorption. Do not believe, as has been said, that contact with so- 
called inferior races will degrade the superior. They are not 
inferior races. They arelower in the standard of intelligence and 
the measure of actual achievement, but they are not lower in the 
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ibility of development. The very moment the light of your 
berties and the ph 3 of your great promises and teachings 


enter into their hearts, there are born upon these shores new men, 
new beings, with new tions and new hopes. 

Do not cut them off. ere may be failures as there are every- 
where. There are failures in great families and in great nations, 
The laws of God are miraculous and inscrutable to us, and many 
who stand to-day in the pride of intelligence and achievement 
may mourn in their own decendants a decay which is inexplicable 
to us, but which for some wise providence is put there to place us 
upon our guard and put a check upon the pride which otherwise 
human nature would arrogate to itself. it is a panorama of 
progress and of decay. It is a constant ascending stage, ever, to- 
ward which all in this world who have the instincts of humanity 

ire. In God’s economy this Western Continent was given to 
the world by Columbus, the compatriot of those whom you say you 
would exclude, as if to open not only new fields for bread and 
meat. but the avenue of a new civilization through which the 
millennium must come of a regenerated ana enfranchised world. 

The gentleman says we need no missionaries, but you do send 
them abroad. You send them to Africa and to China and to Per- 
sia, and everywhere to preach the Gospel in obedience to the 
command to spread the Word of God “among the nations of the 
world.” How inconsistent is it, if you do that, to do no charity 
and no missionary work at home by refusing to receive into the 
bosom of your family those whom you should help to elevate and 
those whom you should help, not with your own, but with that 
which has come to you through the efforts of centuries and the 
ambition of men like yourselves before you. 

I know, gentlemen, that this is perhaps merely an appeal to senti- 
ment, and it may have little effect upon the final vote; but prac- 
tically an educational test is absolutely valueless. I do not think 
there is a man upon this floor who values more highly than I do 
the benefits of an education; but I am willing to enter the library 
and the domain of statistics and contend with any man upon this 
floor and prove that the great crimes of the world, the assaults 
upon civilization, are committed not by the ignorant, but by those 
whose vicious tendencies and natures are made more powerful by 
the light of knowledge. Not to speak of the anarchist and the 
socialist and those unhinged people whoare highly educated, but 
who have that education which only furnishes a dangerous power, 
I appeal to my friend the gentleman from Missouri if it be not 
his experience, as it is mine, at home, there is barely a week, not 
to say a day, that some genteel, educated German, who has his 
knowledge of Latin from the gymnasia, and 8 has been a 
teacher or a professor, comes and pleads that he is in poverty and 
want, because he finds no employment suitable to his education 
and condition? Heisa pauper and a beggar until charity finds 
a place for him in some church or paroc school, Thosemenare 
the most miserable of the people who come here. 

The man who e ts nothing, who comes with nothing but 
his stout heart and his strong arm, gets work upon the streets if 
necessary, and makes a beginning, from which he and his de- 
scendants at once grow into American life. . 

Mr. S er, I believe that pandering to this so-called senti- 
ment which requires the restriction of immigration will turn out 
a fallacy and a misfortune, because in the first place it is wron. 
and no wrong can ever lead to good. Ifit could be demonstrate 
that immigration is practically injurious, that it does threaten 
the labor or the capital or the morality or the civilization of the 
United States, I should not have one word to say; but how is 
it that when immigrants came to these shores at the rate of 
400,000 and 500,000 a year, nothing was ever said or done, and 
there were no fears abroad that the liberty of the country or the 
morality of the people werein danger? It is a mere sentiment. 
It is a mere notion, impracticable, injurious to the interests of 
the country, and hostile to the spirit of our institutions and to 
the civilization of the age. 

I wish to say but one word more. I am told that this is not a 
party question. True, it may not be, and I have no desire to 
offend the most delicate sensibilities of any man upon the floor of 
this House, be he upon that side or upon this; but the fact is, and 
Jas a Democrat, and a German-American Democrat, must bear 
witness to the truth of history, that under Democratic adminis- 
tration and Democratic government the shores of this land have 
always been open to the foreigner, and he has come here ever 
since the day that Thomas Jefferson in his great and magnificent 
fight against the “alien and sedition laws,” under the Adminis- 
tration of Adams, established the N in this country that 
the foreigner was welcome, and after a probation of five years 
should be entitled to the privileges of American citizenship. 

Under that privilege you have grown great, and you can not 
deny it. Therefore I sayit is wrong in principle, and for that 
reason must be bad statesmanship, to legislate against the course 
of the movement of the history which has developed this country, 
made it great, and promises to make it greater—so great that noth- 
ing in the history of the human race can compare with or aspire 


to it. This is not a mere compliment. It isa truth taken from the 
logic of events. This continent, with all its resources, as shown 
by the chairman of the committee to be sufficient for a billion or 
two of people, is yet in its infancy. 

When Herodotus, in the very prime of Grecian civilization, 
returned to Athens from his voyage among the Egyptians, the 
only compliment he gave to his countrymen was, ‘‘Athenians, you 
are yet children.” Who will say that this country, with the 
tory of but a century, is not still in its infancy? d who would 
cripple its possibilities and its great, enormous, and unbounded 
ns pare for good to the whole human race by closing the 
shores of this bounteous, God-gifted land to the peoples of the 
earth who wish to come here to benefit themselves? And let me 
say, too, in conclusion, of those ple who do come, be they 
Italians, Polanders, Hungarians, Russians, the sturdy Swede or 
Norwegian, or the patient and industrious German, no matter 
who they may be, they are, as a rule, of the stuff of noble man- 
hood. gine yourselves in the condition of thinking of emi- 
grating from your homes, from the memories of your childhood 
and the surroundings of a lifetime, to look for your fortune and 
new destinies in foreign lands! 

It takes a stout heart and a strong will and a faith in God and 
one’s own ability to undertake the task. I stood some years ago 
on the gallery of Castle Garden in New York and saw these poor 
families—fathers and mothers, with their little ones huddled 
about them—haying left the home of their birth, left the memo- 
ries of their youth and childhood, coming here to this great God’s 
land of liberty. Was it pleasure to them? Was it happiness? It 
was to them a tragic climax in the history of their lives that 
forced them, the old people, not for themselves but for love of 
their little ones, to come to this country. They knew that their 
sand was soon to run out; but they saw for their children a fu- 
ore and a hope which they never could realize or couldexpect at 

ome, 

I say, therefore, that as to criminals and beggars and paupers 
the laws are already sufficient, and properly so, to exclude them. 
But for the rest, Mr. S er, their work proves what immigrants 
have done in and for this country, and it is a testimonial and ob- 
ject lesson that can not be forgotten when the vote is taken on this 
question. What they have done shows the p for which they 
came, and the spirit which animated their souls and nerved their 
arms. They came to er work, and work is the highest capital 
of the human race. ork is the dignifying grace and crown of 
the efforts of mankind; work in all avenues, 155 they low or high, 
in which man happens to be cast. And he who faithfully cleans 
the streets of Waahin gton and is honest and honorable is as worthy 
as the man who cashes bank checks or keeps the Treasury of the 
United States of America, ud . 

Work is what these people came for. ey did not come to 
beg. There are unfortunates among them, but they came not to 
beg. They came to work, and they came to be made men, because 
they have heard of our manhood; they have learned of our country; 
they know its promises and its greatness, and they came to us and 
are grateful to us for having received them; and the foreign citi- 
zenship of this country has proved this from day to day and year to 
year as the waves of progress have rolled on and the principles of 
government have developed and the manhood of America has be- 
come grander and become more exalted than that of all the nations 
of the world; and we have the pit ana the breadth and the 
scope to continue, to develop, and absorb, and yet retain and 
build up a characteristic individuality embodying within itself 
the ultimate and greatest possibilities of the human race. I thank 
the House for its attention, [Loud and long-continued applause. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House that 
the President had approved and signed bills and joint resolutions 
of the following titles: 

On May 18, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 953) for the relief of William Gray; 

An act (H. R.1602) for the relief of A. P. Brown, late postmas- 
ter at Le Mars, Iowa; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 167) 555 exhibitors at 
the Tennessee Centennial Exposition, to held in Nashville, 
Tenn., in 1897, to bring to this country foreign laborers from their 
respective countries for the purpose of preparing for and making 
their exhibits, and allowing articles imported from foreign coun- 
tries for the sole purpose of exhibition at said exposition to be im- 
ported free of duty, under regulations prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury; 

An act (H. R.7865) to allow the return free of duty of certain 
articles exported from the United States for exhibition purposes; 

An act (H. R. 1980) to provide a life-saving station at or near 
Point Bonita, at the Golden Gate, in the State of California; 

An act (H. R. 6) constituting Syracuse, N. V., a port of delivery; 
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An act (H. R. 3462) to regulate the business of storage in District 
of Columbia; 7 

An act (H. R. 8448) authorizing the county of Navajo, Terri- 
tory of Arizona, to issue bonds for the construction of a court- 
house and jail at the county seat thereof; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 180) for the relief of Ex-Naval Cadet 
Henry T, Baker, 


VETO MESSAGE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the follow- 
ing message of the President of the United States, 
e Clerk read as follows: 


To the House of Representatives: 


Ireturn herewith without pg The House bill No. 1139, entitled “An act 
granting a pension to Caroline D. Mowatt.” 

The beneficiary mentioned in this bill was married in 1858 to Alfred B. 
Soule, who served as major of a Maine regiment of volunteers in the war of 
the rebellion from . 10, 1862, to July 15, 1863, when he was mustered 
out of the service. e died in February, 1864, and in 1856 a pension was 

nted to the beneficiary as his widow at the rate of $5 a month, dating 
from the time of her husband's death, two years before. 

The widow continued to receive the pension allowed her until June 17, 1869, 
when she was married to Henry T. Mowatt, which, under the law, termi- 
nated her pensionable right. It appears, however, that a 1 pension was 
allowed two minor dren of the soldier at the time of their mother's re- 
marriage, which continued until 1876, more than seven years after such 
remarriage, when the gorges of said children became 16 years of age. 

In 1878, nine years after he became the second husband of the beneficiary, 
Henry T. Mowatt died. 

Though twenty-seven years have passed since the beneficiary ceased to be 
the widow of the deceased soldier, and though she has been the widow of 
Henry T. Mowatt for eighteen years, it is proposed by the bill under ĉon- 
sideration to again place her name upan the pension roll “as widow of Alfred 
B. Soule, late major of the ety: ird Regiment Maine Volunteers,” 

Of course the propriety of the law which terminates the pension of a sol- 
dier's widow upon her remarriage will not be questioned. I suppose no one 
would suggest the renewal of such pension during the lifetime of her sec- 
ond husband. Her pensionable relation to the Government as the widow of 
her deceased soldier husband, under any reasonable pension theory, abso- 
lutely terminated with her remarriage. 

If she is to be again pensioned because her second husband does not sur- 
vive her, the transaction has more the complexion of an ustment of a 
governmental insurance on the life of the second husband t the allow- 
ance of a ion on — and reasonable grounds. 

on of this 3 is sure to establish a precedent which it will 
be cult to disclaim, and which, if followed, an Bot — 5 to lead to abuse 


R CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 19, 1896. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the message and bill 
be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the message and accom- 
panying bill will be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
hat they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
owing titles; when the S. er signed the same: 

A bill (S. 61) for the relief of Frederick Gramm; 

A bill (S. 2508) to establish customs ports of delivery at Pueblo, 

Durango, and Leadville, Colo., and for other pu: ; 

A bill (S. 1865) to authorize the Secretary of War and the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to make certain disposition of condemned ord- 
nance, guns, and cannon balls in their respective Departments; 
ae Ld (S. 2514) granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 

well; 
A bill 8. 1924) granting a pension to Carrie L. Yeaton; 

A bill (S. 1522) granting a pension to Catherine Smith; 

A bill (S. 1493) granting a pension to Mary Clare Kelly; 

A bill (S. 1435) granting an increase of pension to Nathan Kim- 


bill (S. 1215) granting a pension to Ellen Kingsley; 
bill (S. 1100) granting a pension to Russel N. Reynolds; 
A bill (S. 1044) granting a pension to Mary Newman; 

A bill (S. 739) granting an increase of pension to C. E. Phil- 
brook, widow of Alvah Philbrook, major of Twenty-fourth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteers; ` 

A bill (S. 616) granting a pension to Matilda Gresham, widow 
of the late Walter Q. Gresham, at the rate of $100 per month; 

A bill (S. 404) granting a pension to Samuel Goldwater; 

A bill (S. 149) 8 a pension to Helen M. Jacob; and 

A bill (S. 125) for the relief of Elizabeth J. Cook, of Arkadel- 
phia, Cook County, Ark., widow of Robert T. Cook. 


REPRINT OF IMMIGRATION BILLS, 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
a reprint of the several bills reported by the Committee on Immi- 
gration and the reports thereon, as they seem to be exhausted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 
consent for a reprint of the several bills reported from the Com- 
ee on Immigration and the reports thereon. Is there objec- 

on 

Mr. KEM. I object. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds was discharged from the further consideration of the 
1 B R.7044; and it was referred to the Committee on the Public 

n 


REPRINT OF IMMIGRATION BILLS. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have sent a joint resolution to 
the Committee on Printing for a reprint of the several bills now 
under consideration, and have asked that committee to have a 
meeting, if possible, so that the matter will be privileged in the 
morning. 

BOARD OF VISITORS TO WEST POINT. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. STEELE, Mr. 
COE and Mr. MCCLELLAN as the Board of Visitors to West 
oint. 
POST-OFFICE BUILDING, WASHINGTON, D. ©, 


Mr. MILLIKEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, presented the following report: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, having had under consid- 
eration the joint resolution (S. R. 126) requirin the roof of the new 
office building, Washington, D. C., to be fireproof, report that the roof above 
referred to, as now being constructed, will be practically fireproof when fin- 
ished; that the expense to the Government of changing it toa metallic or 
noncombustible roof would be, as estimated by the Secretary of the Treas- 
Dry, oP, roximately $300,000, and that the change in the construction contem- 
pla said resolution would cause a delay of at least six months in the 
55 of the ding. We therefore report that the resolution ought 
not to pass. 


On motion of Mr. MILLIKEN, by unanimous consent, the joint 
resolution was laid on the table. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


; 3 the motion to adjourn, leave of absence was granted as 
ollows: 
To Mr. Crisp, indefinitely. 
To Mr. HILL, for two days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. GOODWYN, for one week, on account of important busi- 


ness. 
To Mr. Bowers, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
The motion of Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE was then agreed to; and 
the House accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 4 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. r 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever- 
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the 
Senate (S. 1722) entitled An act to approve and ratify the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Sulphur River, in the State of 
Arkansas, by the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Company,” 
5 the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
g No. 1889); which said bill and report were referred to the House 

endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1726) entitled “An act to approve and ratify 
the construction of a bridge across the Red River, between the 
States of Arkansas and Texas, at a point above the town of Ful- 
ton, in Arkansas, on said river, built by the Texarkana Northern 
Railway Company, but now owned anà operated by the Texar- 
kana and Fort Smith Railway Company, and to authorize the 
latter company to maintain said bridge over said waterway, sub- 
ject to certain stipulations and conditions,” reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1877); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. McCORMICK, from the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
(S. 2978) entitled “An act 8 an American register for the 
steamer Menemsha,” 5 the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1885); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7569) author- 
izing the issue of patents to the Swan Creek and Black River 
Chippew:.s and the Munsee or Christian Indians of Kansas, and 
for the sale of their reservation in Kansas, and for other purposes, 
8 the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1892); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York, from the Committee on Military 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 19, 


Affairs, to which was referred House resolution No. 340, request- 
ing the Secretary of War to transmit to the House a list of publi- 
cations relating to the e and campaigns near Chattan: 


ooga, 

Tenn., and 5 de p the same 5 amend- 

ment, ‘accompanied by y e Ke (No che ly which said bill and 
rt were referred to the House Calendar. 

r. ELLIS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred House bill No. 791, reported in lien thereof a bill 
(H. R. 9098) to amend an act entitled “An act for the relief of 
certain settlers on the public lands and to provide for the Figen 
of certain fees, purchase money, and commissions paid on said 
entries of publi lands,” accompanied by a report P (No. 1905); 

which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2593) entitled “An 
act granting the American Invalid Aid Society of Boston, Mass., 
the abandoned Fort Marcy Military tion, in New Mexico, 
for the purpose of a national sanitarium for the treatment of pul- 
monary diseases,” reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied es a report (No. 1907); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
. — to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 

8. 1590) entitled “An act for the relief of Edward H. Murrell.” 
(Report No. 1878. R 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A resolution (House Res. No. 347) to refer the bill (H. R. 597) for 
the relief of Charles Waterhouse, with all accompanying papers, 
to the Court of Claims, reported in lieu of House bill No. 597. 
(Report No. 1879.) 

By 178 LESTER, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (House Res. No. 348) to refer the bill (H. R. 8638) for the 
relief of Patrick G. Meath, with all accom g oe ae pers, to the 
Court of Claims, reported in lieu of House No. 8638. (Report 
Ne 1880. 

5 from the Committee on War Claims: The 
pil H. R. 2489) for the relief of William Moseley, jr., adminis- 
trator of the estate of Mrs. Temperance Moseley. (Report No. 
1881. 

By Mr. HALTERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 3398) for relief of Augusta Tuller. Report No. 1884.) 

By Mr. HILBORN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 3876) to correct: the naval record of G. K. Knowlton, 
late of the United States Navy. (Report No. 1888.) 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (S. 1611) entitled An act granting a pension to Clarissa 
E. Hobbs.” (Report No. 1889.) 

The bill (S. Ga entitled An act granting a pension to George 
E. Tuttle.” (Re No. 1890.) 

By Mr. of Kansas, from the Committee on Inyalid 
eee The bill (H. R. 6765 7 5 increase the pension of David 


N. Thom 8 No. 1 
By Mr. ae , from the N on Invalid Pensions: 
ee - 168) granting additional pension to James W. 


o. 1893.) 

By Mr. Moc from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 4313) to increase the pension of Mrs. Char- 
lotte B. Cozzens. (Report No. 1894.) 


By M: = KURS, from ~ Committee on Invalid Pensions: A 
bill (H. R.9075) ange ion e H. Keating, re- 
ported in lieu of o Honto N09. 7296 ie See 1895.) 

By Mr. LE, assy Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. O ee zH. O. A. C. Bedell Cor any A, One hun- 
dred and ninety- New York Volunters. (Report No. 1896.) 

By Mr. PIC R, from a Committee on Invalid Pensions: 


of Company K, One 3 and forty-eighth Illinois Infantry. 
Gre Ar 85 pa 1897. 


Lr Mr ANDE! 
By Mr. ERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
8 (8. e ting an increase of pension to Nettie A. 
0 
e ball 2. 5857) to inerease the pension of Carcline V. Eng- 


lish. No. 1900.) 
. from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


By Mr. SULLOW AY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The. bill (S. 2981) granting an increase of pension to Silas M. 
5 1 No. 1902.) 

OOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
will 111 aS 6877) granting a pension to Grace Gudgell. (Report 

0 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Aber; Affairs, reported adversely (Ropar: Ne 1850) the ta 
on Military adverse ort = 1888) the bill 
(S. 541) entitled “An act for the welled of Orin R. Me iel”; 
which said bill and report were laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

25 e following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE: A bill (H. R.9072) to authorize 
the Butler and Pittsburg Railroad Company to construct a bridge 
across the Alleghany River—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H. R. 9073) providing for the 
erection of an addition to the United States custom-house and 

post-office building in the city of Dubuque, lowa—to the Com- 
mi 5 on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

y Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 9074) donating 4 condemned cannon 
mid 4 pyramids of condemned cannon balls to General W. H. Ent 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Bloomsburg (Pa.) Monumental 
Association—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R.9097) for the relief of telegraph 
operators who served during the war of the rebellion—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRISWOLD: A joint resolution (H. Res. 187) relating 
to lake levels—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. ODELL: A resolution (House Res. No. 346) authoriz- 
ing the Postmaster of the House of Representatives to employ two 
additional laborers in that department for the distribution of 

seeds—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A resolution (House Res. No. 
349) requesting of the Secretary of the Treasury certain informa- 
mis as to material for our minor coins—to the Committee on 

he Nr. N 75 hts, and Measures. 


EY: A resolution (House Res. No. 350) to allow 


the Seal g ai Departments to lend material in their con- 
trol to the Southern States exposition at Chicago for a short time 
without expense to the Government—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. LINTON: A resolution (House Res. No. 851) to compen- 
sate W. W. Blackmar for services on the Committee on Ventila- 
tion and Acoustics—to the Committee on Accounts, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
85 os 2757 resented and referred as follows: 

LEN of Mississippi: A bill 885 R. 9076) for the relief 
oft the 5 — of Richard D. Fielder of Tishomingo County, Miss.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of 3 A bill (H. R. 9077) grant- 
ing an honorable dischar, ames Garrabrant, late of Company 
I, One hundred and forty eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 9078) for the relief 
of Thomas J. Cockrell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R.9079) to place the name of 
Emma H. Wood on the pension roll at the rate r $75 per month 
to o Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 9080) for the relief of William H. 
Wosd. 40 the Committee on Ee Soe a 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R ) to correct the military 

7 of James Westbrook—to the Committee on Military 
‘airs. 

Also, a bill (H ting a pension to John Stilts—to 
the Contes on d 3 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9083) for the relief of R. G. Potter to the 
Committee on War 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 9084) to muster 
in certain members of Col. Frank W. Harrison’s regiment of 
West Tennessee recruits and to grant them an honorable dis- 
charge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9085) to increase the pension of Elisha Tate— 
to the Committee on Invalid 7 0 5 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 9086) for the relief of the 


1896. 
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estate of Maria Gibson, deceased, late of Culpeper County, Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. Š g 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 9087) granting a pension to 

Sip Mu, PICKLER: A bill (H. E. 9088) granting a pension to 
x ; R. gran a pension 
Patrick H. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9089) granting a pension to Benjamin F. 
Whitehouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9090) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Stebler to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9091) granting an increase of pension toJoshua 
B. Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9092) ting a pension to Adra A. Spauld- 
ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R.9093) granting a pension to 
Andrew R. Hayes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WA N of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 9094) for the relief of 
Peter Kramer—to the Committee on 3 Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 9095) for the relief of Mrs. 
Lelia Seaton Welder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 9096) to remove the charge of 
desertion against the military record of James Sullivan, late of 
Company Twenty-first Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer 
Infantry, and Troop K, Second United States Cavalry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: ; 

By Mr. ALDRICH of Alabama: Petition of citizens of Pied- 
mont and Montevallo, Ala., asking for favorable action on House 
bill No. 888, to reduce letter postage, and House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. r 

By Mr. ALDRICH of IHnois: Petition of residents of Chicago, 
III., praying for favorable action on bill to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class matter and bill to reduce letter to 
1 cent per half ounce—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of citizens of Dodgeville, Mont- 
fort, Hillsboro, and Prairie du Sac, Wis., for favorable action on 
House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, proposing amendments to the postal 
laws—to the Committee on the Post-O; and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BISHOP: Petition of citizens of Ludi and Ben- 
gonia, Mich., asking favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 
4566, to amend the ae laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BLUE: Sundry petitions containing a total of 1,048 
names of citizens of the State of Kansas, asking for favorable 
action on House bill No. 888, to reduce letter to 1 cent per 
half ounce, and House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws re- 
lating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of citizens of Lasalle and Woodford 
counties, Ill., praying for favorable action on House bills Nos. 
838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Sundry petitions of citizens of 
the First Congressional district of Missouri, praying for favorable 
action on House bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage, and bill No. 
4566, to amend the 2 laws relating to second matter—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COBB: Petition of citizens of St. Louis, Mo., for the 

of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, to amend the postal 
1 the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: Petitions of citizens of Emden, Pawnee, 
Maroa, and Pleasant Plains, III., asking favorable action on House 
bill No. 838, to reduce letter , and House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the laws relating to second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of citizens of Delmar, Lone 
Tree, and Davenport, Iowa, asking for favorable consideration of 
House bills Nos. 838 and 4566,to amend the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of the Trades League of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., ee House bill No. 8536 and Senate bill No. 
2967, proposing am to the interstate-commerce law—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of citizens of Holt, Cowgill, Mays- 
ville, and Grant City, Mo., asking for favorable action on House 
bills Nos. 888 and 4566, amending the ‘postal laws—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

13 sinter gia Kasri e of citizens o — 
, against the acceptance Marquette statue to the 
Committee on the Library. 


the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquor in 


Also, petition of citizens of Pullman, Spokane, and Ritzville. 
Wash., asking for favorable action on House bills Nos, 838 an 
4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FENTON: Petition of R. G. Shaw Post, No. 580, Grand 
Army of the Republic (colored), of Cincinnati, Ohio, in favor of 
House bill No. 6851, to aid Wilberforce University, located in 
Greene County, Ohio—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FL : Petitions of citizens of Alva, Kildare, Newkirk, 
Okardel, Oklahoma City, Pawnee, Perry, Shawnee, and Ponca 
City, Okla., asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 
and 4566, amending the laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FOSS: Petition of certain residents of Evanston, III., 
praying for favorable action on bill to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class matter and bill to reduce letter 
= 1 cent per half ounce—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 

ost- 3 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of J. R. Sovereign and others, in 
favor of House bill No. 6119, relating to the limitations of the 
hours of daily service of laborers and mechanics employed upon 
the public works of the United States and the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on Labor. 

abies GILLETT of ee Petition o een a 
Athol and Orange, Mass., asking for the pass of House bi 
Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the postal 6 on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Petitions of citizens of Whitehall, Gale, 
and Arcadia, of the State of Wisconsin, in favor of the 8 
of House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, for 1-cent letter postage and the 
amendment of the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post- 7 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Petition of citizens of Greeley, Greene, 
Janesville, Fairbank, Waterloo, Cedar Falls, New Hartford, an 
Union, State of Iowa, asking for favorable action on House bills 
Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of citizens of Davis City, Mount 
Ayr, Moravia, Lamoni, Hamburg, and New Market, lowa, ask- 
ing favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend 
the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

By Mr. HILBORN: Memorial of the Board of Trade of Oak- 
land, Cal.,recommending the passage of a uniform law on the sub- 
ject of bankruptcy throughout the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Pacific Coast Marine Firemen’s Union 
composed of over 1,800 men, praying for the e of House bi 


No. 3618, to organize and increase the efficiency of the personnel : 


of the Navy, etc.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

y Mr. HURLEY: Petition of Knights of Labor of Washing- 
ton, D. C., favoring the passage of House bill No. 6119, for a non- 
partisan labor commission—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HUBBARD: Petition of citizens of Long Lane, Mo., 
favoring a service pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also (by request), sundry petitions of citizens of the State of 
Missouri, asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 
4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 98, of 
St. Paul, Minn., favoring the nationalization of telegraph lines— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Protest of the Toledo Produce Exchange, 
against the of House bill No, 8536 and Senate bill No. 
2967, amending the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LEISENRING (by request): Remonstrance and paie 
tion of 61 citizens of Luzerne County, Pa., urging the i iate 
remoyal of the Père Marquette statue from Statuary Hall—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LINTON: Remonstrances and itions of citizens of 
Temple, Tex.; also of citizens of P. 7 h.; also of citizens of 
Syracuse, N. Y.; also of citizens of Fort Worth, Tex., against 
the continuance of the Pére Marquette statue in the Capitol— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petitions of citizens of St. Charles, Unionville, Waconsta, 
and Vernon, of the State of Michigan, praying for the ee Hot 
House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, relating to postal laws—to the 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Petition of B. A Campbell 
and other citizens of the State of Minnesota, for the ibition of 
District of 
District of Columbia. 


Columbia—to the Committee on the 


By Mr. McRAE: Petition of J. W. Baker and 16 other citizens 
of Columbia County, Ark., protesting against the passage of House 
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bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolutions of the Democratic State conven- 
tion at Lincoln, Nebr., favoring an exposition to be held at Omaha, 
Nebr., during 1898—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PICKLER: Petition of George L. Houghton, of Aber- 
deen, S. Dak., praying that he may be allowed an investigation by 
e ha for a redress of grievances—to the Committee on the 

ndiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Wakonda, S. Dak., for favorable 
action on House bill No. 5213, to amend the laws relating to tax- 
ing and regulating the sale and manufacture of filled cheese—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Bridgewater, Sioux Falls, Brooking, 
Aberdeen, Wilmot, Madison, Volga, Chamberlain, De Smet, Es- 
teltine, Gettysburg, Groton, Hurley, Irene, Meiller, and Rapid 
City, S. Dak., for favorable action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, 
amending the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. í 

By Mr. SAUERHERING: Petition of citizens of Madison, Sun 
Prairie, and Portage, Wis., in favor of House bills Nos. 4566 and 
838, amending the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of Moses Taylor Council, No. 
151, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Scranton, Pa., 
unanimously indorsing the Stone immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Carrier Mills 
and Cairo, Ill., asking favorable consideration of House bills Nos. 
838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SNOVER: Petition of citizens of Ubly, Pigeon, Sand 
Beach, Elkton, and Minden City, Mich., for favorable action on 
House bills Nos, 4566 and 838, amending the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CHARLES W.STONE: Memorial of the United Pres- 
byterian church of Utica, Pa.; also of the Presbyterian church 
of Utica, Pa.; also of the Methodist Episcopal church of Utica, 
Pa.; also of the Methodist Episcopal church of Rockland, Pa., 
favoring the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petitions of citizens of Dexter, Hayfield, 
Eyota, and Kasson, Minn., favoring the passage of House bills 

os. 4566 and 838, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. THOMAS; Petitions of citizens of Nashville, Hastings, 
Constantine, Centerville, Bangor, Pow-Pow, and Otsego, Mich., 
asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, 
amending the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petitions of citizens of Arrow Rock, Sedalia, 
Springfield, New Franklin, and Nelson, State of Missouri, for 
favorable action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, to amend the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. VAN HORN: Petitions of citizens of Concordia and Kan- 
sas City, Mo., favoring the passage of House bills Nos. 838 and 
4566, amending the tal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: Papers toaccompany House bill for 
the relief of Peter Kramer—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: oe relating to the claim of Eli Comp- 
ton, of Chérokee County, .—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: Petition of Knights of Labor of 
Wallace, Idaho, in favor of House bill No. 6119, for the appoint- 
ment of an impartial committee to investigate the labor problem 
and suggest remedy—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Boise Typographical Union, No. 271, of Boise, 
Idaho, praying for Government ownership of telegraph lines—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also (by request), resolution of the board of directors of the 
Manufacturers and Producers’ Association of California, relating 
to the importation of convict-made goods, and favoring the pro- 
tection of free labor from competition with convict labor—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolution of the Trades League of Philadelphia, oppos- 
ing the e of House bill No. 8536 and Senate bill No. 2967, to 
amend the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Wardner Assembly, Knights of Labor, for the 
passage of a bill to provide for the better manning and equipment 
of vessels on the Northwestern Lakes—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WOOD: Petitions of citizens of Marshall, Casey, and 
Sumner, Ill., for favorable action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 
838, amending the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-R 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, May 20, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
_ On motion of Mr. DAVIS, and by unanimous consent, the read- 
ing of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed with. 
VISITORS TO ANNAPOLIS. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, public duties that I can 
not control make it impossible for me to discharge the duty as- 
signed me as a member of the Board of Visitors on the part of the 
Senate to the Naval Academy at Annapolis. Whilst I very much 
regret this, I feel impelled to ask the Senate to excuse me from 
service on that Board, in order that the Vice-President may indi- 
cate some other Senator to take the place. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the Senator from Kentucky is excused, 


CAROLINE A. HOUGH. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives di ing to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 2604) to increase the pension of Caroline 
A. Hough, widow of Brig. Gen. John Hough, and requesting a 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendment and accede to the conference asked for by the House 
of Representatives. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. GAL- 
LINGER, Mr. VILas, and Mr. CANNON were appointed. 


STANDARD FOR DRY MEASURES IN THE DISTRICT. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives di eeing to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 6833) defining the standard shape and size 
for dry measures in use in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes, and requesting a conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
— . gee and accede to the request of the House for a con- 

erence. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. MCMILLAN 

. Bacon, and Mr. PRITCHARD were appointed. 


LICENSING OF BILLIARD AND POOL TABLES, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 5490) to license billiard and pool tables 
in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, and request- 
ing a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ment and agree to the conference asked by the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to ap- 

oint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Procror, 

r. Harris, and Mr. WETMORE were appointed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Union Con- 
gregational Church, of Jacksonville, Fla., praying for the speedy 
recognition as belligerents of the Cuban patriots in their struggle 
for freedom; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GORMAN presented a petition of the Baltimore (Md.) An- 
nual Conference of the Methodist sete Church, praying for 
the enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Baltimore (Md.) Annual 
Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, praying for the 
enactment of legislation raising the age of consent from 16 to 18 
in the District of Columbia and the Territories; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Baltimore (Md.) Annual 
Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, Praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prevent nullification of State anti- 
gambling laws by extending to interstate kambling by telegraph 
the penalties provided for interstate gambling by mail and ex- 

ron which was referred to the' Committee on Education and 
abor. 

He also presented a memorial of the Baltimore (Md.) Annual 
Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, remonstrating 
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nonas the spree of money for sectarian institutions; 


which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented a petition of Local Union, No. 59, of 
Wheeling, W. Va., praying for the Government ownership and 
control of the telegraph lines; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Bridgeport Council, No, 30, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Bridgeport, W. Va., pray- 
ing for the pas of the so-called Stone immigration bill; which 
was ee to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of the Central Labor Union 
of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the Government control and 
ownership of the telegraph lines; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CANNON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Utah, 
remonstrating against the passage of the bill (H. R. 4566) to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PAWDE ee a 8 the An eee 
Society of Washington, D. C., remonstrating against the passage 
of Senate bill No. 1552, relating to vivisection; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

85 presented a 1 of the 8 ey 45 

vania, remonstrating again e passage o a i 
No. 1552, for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the Columbia Heights Citizens’ 
Association of the District of Columbia, relative to the price of 
gas in the District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of the Columbia Heights Citizens’ 
Association of the District of Columbia, relative to walls in 
the District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of Dr. Walter Wyman, Super- 
eng a eera Marine-Hospital Service, relative to Senate 
bill No. 1 for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 


PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I present a communication from Charles W. 
Dabney, jr., Acting Secretary of Agriculture, calling attention 
to certain ponn of the bill (S. 1552) for the further prevention 
of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia, I move that 
the communication lie on the table and that it be printed as a 
document., 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R.2777) racer pe | and directing the 
Secretary of the Navy to donate condemned cannon and con- 
demned cannon balls to certain posts of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1520) forthe payment of arrears 
of interest on Chickasaw trust funds, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 423) to amend section 7 of the act 
entitled ‘‘An act to regulate the civil service of the United States,” 
approved January 16, 1883, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment; which was to. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the 
general deficiency appropriation bill, the amendment authorizing 
the Auditor for the Post-Office Department to credit the account 
of John W. Ross, late tmaster at Washington, D. C., with the 
sum of $141, and moved that it be 8 and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations; 
which was ee to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On the 3d day of December, 1895, a resolu- 
tion was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
in reference to farmers and truckmen in the city of Washington. 
The committee have given consideration to the matter, and sub- 
mit a written report with an accompanying joint resolution, 
which they recommend for adoption. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 148) for the relief of farmers and 
e nonen in the city of Washington, D. C., was read twice by its 

e. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4910) granting a pension to Cyrus 
Thomas, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


XXVITI—341 


Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1436) to quiet title to lands in persons who 
8 the same in good faith without notice and for a valua- 

le consideration, and to enable the Government to issue patents 
on such lands, and that commutations of homestead entries shall 
take effect from date of settlement, and not from date of entry, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

. BERRY, from the Committee on Public ds, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R.7919) granting a site for the erection 
and maintenance of a charity hospital by the city of Biloxi, Miss., 
8 it without amendment. . 

r. BACON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2054) to correct the military record of 
Charles W. Reinhardt and to grant him an honorable discharge, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 


VICTOR HUGO M’CORD. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the message of the President of the United States, 
transmitting in response to a resolution of December 18, 1895, a 
report of the Secretary of State, with the accompanying corre- 

mdence, in relation to the arrest and imprisonment of Victor 
ugo McCord at Arequipa, Peru, reported the following resolu- 
tion; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Be it resolved, That the President is hereby requested to continue the inves- 
tigation and efforts heretofore made by the United States in the matter of 
the claim of Victor Hugo McCord, a citizen of the United States, t the 
Government of Peru, to the end that such an adjustment of said may 
be made as may be warranted by the facts in the case and by the law applica- 


ble thereto. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ALLEN. I introduce a bill which I ask to have read at 
i iy and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

e bill (S. 3179) defining the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court 
in the determination of constitutional questions was read the first 
time by its title and the second time at length, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, as follows: 

Be itenacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act no bill or 

oint resolution that has passed Con, and received the approval of the 

dent and become a law, or that become a law by not being returned 

by the President with his approval to the House of Congress in which it orig- 

inated, within the time prescribed by the Constitution, or that has become 

a law by Congressional action, notwithstanding the President's veto thereof, 

shall be held or udged to be unconstitutional by the Supreme Court ex- 
cept where all the judges concur in an opinion to that effect. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 3180) relating to the juris- 
diction of the Court of Claims in certain cases; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MORRILL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3181) granting 
an increase of pension to Annie J. Bassett, widow of Lieut. Com- 
mander Wesley W. Bassett; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GORMAN submitted an amendmentintended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
ar bai to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
prin 

Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be Egat 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the A deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NELSON (for Mr. HANSBROUGH) submitted an amendment 
intended to be pro by him to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


BIOGRAPHY OF CONGRESS, 


Mr. MORRILL, I submit a resolution and ask for its present 
consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: : 

Resolved, That Benjamin Durfee be, and he is hereby, directed (in addition 
to his other duties and without extra compensation) to prepare an alphabet- 
ical biography of Congress from the foundation of the Government to the 
present time. . 

Mr. MORRILL. The dictionary of Lanman was brought down 
to 1876. Since that time some person in New York, I think, has 
published a later edition, a copyrighted edition, but there is no 
necessity to haye a copyrighted edition, as all or nearly all the 
biographies have been published in the Congressional Directo: 
from year to year. The resolution proposes to authorize a cler 
now in the employ of the Senate to compile this work with no 
addition to his salary, and when it is completed all the cost will 
ey. that of having it printed at the Government Printing 

Ce. 
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Mr. HILL, I ask that the resolution may lie over for the 


present. 
gam VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 
e rule. 


UNITED STATES NAVAL ACADEMY, 


Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, agreed to. 


ested to 
ted under the 


Naval Academy, 1895, 
grounds and buildings and sanitary Acad 
said oy 5 when received, together with the report of the Board of Visitors 
to the United States Naval Academy for 1805, and appendix thereto (pages 
6l to 74, House Document No. 3, Pitty. ourt 

as a Senate document. 


ADDITIONAL MEN FOR THE NAVY, 


Mr. GORMAN. Some weeks ago I entered a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the Senate the bill (S. 1404) author- 
rg the ee of the Navy to enlist additional men for serv- 
ice in the United States Navy, and for other p . I desire 
to have that motion now taken up and agreed to so that the bill 


it Se 1 57 the Calendar. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was p $ 

Mr. SHERMAN, What is the object? 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senate Armee the bill authorizing an in- 
crease in the number of the enlisted men in the Navy. Since 
then the naval appropriation bill provided for an increase of 
1,000 enlisted men and 500 marines. I desire to have the bill re- 
considered, that it may go on the Calendar to be taken up later. 
If it ever does come up for consideration I want to discuss it and 
to offer some amendments to it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall not object to the motion, but the 
Senator well knows that there are other provisions in the bill 
which were not e eta in the appropriation bill. I sup- 
posed the Senator been able to e upon bills that have 
already been considered by the Senate the remarks which he so 
long intended to make upon this bill. This is a very important 
measure. I believe it ought to be made a law and go upon the 


statutes. 

Mr. GRAY. The bill has passed the Senate? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It has passed the Senate. If it is recon- 
sidered the Senator knows very well how little opportunity 
there will be to give it consideration at this hour in the ses- 
sion. It seems to me the Senator ought to have pressed his mo- 
tion earlier. 

Mr. GORMAN. I did not press it because the main features 
13 for an increase of enlisted men in the Navy had already 

disposed of. ‘There are other features in the bill that I desire 
to discuss, and I wish to offer some amendments to it. I trust 
there will be no opposition to having it reconsidered and placed 
on the Calendar. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I shall not object to a reconsideration. Let 


the 1 a the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the vote by which 
the bill was passed will be reconsidered, and the bill will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

PROPOSED SUNDAY-REST LAW. 


Mr. KYLE. I ask for a reconsideration of the vote by which 
the petitions on the Sunday-rest bill before the Committee on the 
District of Columbia were transferred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. I have since understood from the Senator from 
West Virgini oc FAULKNER] that those petitions refer to a 
different bill. ere were two orders adopted yesterday. The 
latter order may stand. I move a reconsideration of both orders, 
and that the first order relating to the petitions before the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia be stricken ont. 

Mr.FAULKNER. We have two bills on the subject before the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and there has been con- 
siderable investigation already and a report from the Commission- 
ers of the District as to the propriety of passing such a bill. Ihope 
the motion to reconsider will be passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the motion to re- 
consider is agreed to. 

Mr. I move, then, the adoption of the second order as 
printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. MILLS. What is the order? 

Mr. KYLE. To transfer all the petitions relating to a Sunday- 
rest bill that are now in the Office of the Secretary of the Senate 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. MILLS. I wish to ask whether anybody has ever petitioned 
1 — 9 s Monday-rest bill or a Tuesday-rest bill or a Thursday-rest 


yo KYLE. The billis before the Committee on Education and 


Mr, MILLS. I just wanted to know why it is that Sunday has 
been set a as a day for a rest bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will request the Senator 
from South Dakota to state again his motion, so that it may be 


und 

Mr. KYLE. I merely request that the petitions relating to a 
general Sunday-rest bill which have been filed during the past 
two or three years in the office of the Secretary of the Senate be 
now transferred to the Committee on Education and Labor, where 
the bill is under consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is thereobjection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


COURT ROOM AT HARRISONBURG, VA. 


Mr. DANIEL. I movethat the Committee on Public Buildings 
3 be nee 155 st oe further nerve a of a 
joint resolution (H. . 174) granting permission to the circuit 
and county courts in Rockingham Ocanty, Va., to occupy the 
Federal court room in Harrisonburg, Va., and that it be referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


W. R. AUSTIN & CO. 


Mr. BURROWS. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 1822) for the relief of W. A. Austin & Co. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Claims with amendments, in line 4 to 
strike out the initial “A” and insert the initial “R”; in line 5, be- 
fore the word thousand,“ to strike out “fifty” and insert 
“ thirty-five”; and in line 7 to strike out the initial ‘‘A” and insert 
the initial R so as to make the bill read: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secre: bg acre mes? Ayton yoy ed 
authorized and directed to pay to W. R. Austin & Co. sum of $35,000, ow 
of any money in the not Ta BY Nr for ma fur- 
nished to the Interior De mt by said W. R. Austin & Co. for use in tho 
Eleventh Census of the United Sta the same to be in full for all said 
materials and all vested rights. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill for the relief of 
W. R. Austin & Co.” 


MOBILE AND OHIO RAILROAD BRIDGES, 


Mr. BACON. There are three little bills on the Calendar which 
have been reported favorably from the Committee on Commerce, 
authorizing the Mobile and Ohio Railroad to build bridges across 
certain rivers in Alabama. There is no objection to the bills, and 
there will be no debate upon them. I ask that they may be taken 
up. They should be acted upon, because it is important that the 
work should be done without delay. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Georgia? The Chair hears none, and the bills 
will be proceeded with in their order. 

The bill (S. 2943) toauthorize the construction of abridge across 
the Warrior River by the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment, to add at the end of the bill the following addi- 
tional section: 

„ 13. That the act a February 9, 1 
Morgs ai the Aari n py: —— 


i, pom Tuscaloosa and M 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The bill (S. 2944) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Cahaba River, in Bibb County, Ala., by the Mobile and 
oe Company was considered as in Committee of the 

ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment, to add as an additional section: 


Src. 13. That the act approved February 11, 1893, entitled “An act to au- 


thorize the construction of a bridge across Cahaba River, in Bibb County, 


Ala., by the Montgomery, Tuscaloosa and Memphis Railway," is hereby re- 


entitled “ An act to 
the Warrior River by the 
Railway Company.“ is hereby re- 


The amendment was to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
mothe bill erden to be engrossed f third ding, read 
was or a rea r 
the third time, and passed. À 
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The bill (S. 2945) to amend an act approved August 6, 1888, en- 
titled “An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
mo rep River,” was considered as in Committee of the 

ole 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 7, after the words 
eighteen hundred and eighty-eight,” to insert 8 together with all 
the duties and conditions thereby imposed”; in line 9, after the 
word “ hereby,” to insert “taken from the said railway company 
and”; in line 10, after the word ' to, 5 to strike ont “and”; and 
after the word „in, * in the same line, to insert and imposed 
upon”; so as to make the section read: 


That the rights, Lee and . — granted to the Alabama Great 

Northwestern Railway Co: 2 4 Oom ssentitled An act to 

authorize the 55 o Ti a River,” and ap- 

proved August 6, 1888, together: with All the du dates and conditions i ae — 
be. and the same are 83 taken from the said railway company an 

all respects extended to, v imposed upon the Mobile an Ars 
Railroad Company. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 1, after the word 
“time,” to strike out within which said railway company was 
authorized to complete” and insert “ for completing”; Im line 3, 
after the word of,“ to strike out “said and insert the”; after 
the word “bridge,” i in the same line, to insert authorized by said 
aet”; and in line 4, after the word ‘‘ begun,” to strike out “in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of said act”; so as to make the sec- 
pa read: 

2. That the time for completing the construction of the 
120 f by said act, 5 5 has 5 begun, be. 
is hereby, extended for three years from the date of the passage of this 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert, as an additional section, the 
following: 


Src. 3. That section 3 of the said act is hereby amended so as to read as fol- 


“sro. 3. That oe oy, of War is hereby authorized and directed, 

upon Sardo ghee Ten paes tans and map and other information, and upon 

— b SIR tse te tay gemstones th pecan 

works and at such locality will conform to the bed conditions of this 

act. to notify the company that Es approves and upon receiving 

such notification the said compan ee proceed to 8 ot said bridge, 
—— strictly — — ye a proved n ae irese but until such noi 


cation ete be commenced pe Sige should 


tan when, in his judgmen: 8 owning or con- 
trolling sai ‘bridge t to change the same in an: or to 8 remove 
the structure, all such changes or the FFF 
said company.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Alabama River by the Mobile 
and Ohio Railroad Company.” 


WASHINGTON AND GREAT FALLS ELECTRIC RAILWAY. 


Mr. PERKINS. Iam directed by the Committee om Appropria- 
tions to call up the fortifications appropriation bill, but at. the 
request of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harnis],I yield to 
con to call up a bill which I am assured will give rise to no de- 

ate, 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam greatly obliged to the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia. I had risen to ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
that the bill (S. 2499) to amend an act entitled “An act to incor- 
porate the Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway Com- 
pany be now considered. I do not think it will lead to any 

Saye I think aromon I Serie — in two 8 sat- 

the Senate as ropriety of the passage o 
si he VICEPRESIDENT, Is there ob oction to the request of 
the Senator from Tennessee? The Chair hears none, and the bill 
will be read as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HARRIS. Before the reading of the bill, I will make a brief 
pe put p t d the ch heretofore granted to 

e proposes to amend the charter heretofore 

what is known as the Washington and Great Falls Electric Rail- 
way Company. That company has an act of incorporation within 
the limits of the District of Columbia from Congress. The rail- 
road is already constructed some miles beyond e limits of the 
District and the only interest the District has in this bill is that 
it provides for adap Hey betes SA a little short branch runnin: 
from a point opposite Bridge, some 2 or 3 miles west of 
Georgetown, to a junction with the Tennallytown road. But as 
this road parallels the Conduit road clear to Great Falls, the Goy- 
ernment is interested only to take care of the conduit that is 
owned by the Government. 


The bill was referred to the War Department and amended in 


many respects by the engineers of that Department. looking to 
the care 5 0 dn the Conduit road. The bill is reported in the exact 
form in which the * of the War Department returned it 
to the commi 

That much I deemed it proper to state. 

The Senate,as in Committee of the Whole, 
the bill, which had been reported from the 
trict of Columbia with amendments, 

Mr. HARRIS. Isuggest that the amendments rı fea eee by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia may be ac 
are reached in the 7 of the bill. 


roceeded to consider 
mmittee on the Dis- 


The VICE-PRESID. . It will be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on the District 


of Columbia was, in section 1, line 18, after the word “route,” to 
insert 3 and”; in Tine 19, after ea ye to in- 
sert except in the vicinity o ashington Aqueduct boundary 
stone No. 31, as hereinafter described”; in line 4, on page 3, after 
the word “road,” to strike out “on grade” and insert at right 
angles and on the grade of this road”; so as to rend: 


Section 1 shall be amended to read as follows, commencing with the word 


beginning.“ in line 17 

ata passenger station to be erected and maintained on the 
square hounded by Prospect, fifth, M. and Thirty-sixth streets north- 
west, as hereinafter provided for; ence © westerly a Prospect street to 


or near Thirty-eight 
land except at street crossings. 
westerly 3 th pot the te ble 
of the roa Sand outside and south of Ax southern boundary of the 
ey of the Washington Aqueduct 0 eo 7 distributing reservoir, to 
a 3 on a recipies not more than t from the western bo 
oint less than 200 feet from 
rn 


ave oie recei 
© land of said routo extort near the 


oa by sai thence running 9 on land to be 
said id Chain Bri a the ee road; the: 


nce across the Conduit 
eee amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment Was, on page 4, line 13, after the word 
and,“ to strike out: 


For that Sagi said railroad may run over and across any of the lands of 


the United States, or any accessory works ef the Washington Aqnedu 
upon such conditions as shall bo approved by the Secretary of Was and 5 
eepted by said company. 

And insert: 


The said ee y cross, under such conditions as the 
may ington Anus the a 57 eee United States 
ueduct boundary 


So as to read: 


The inner rail of said Washington and Great Falls Railway shall nat, at any 

place on the line of said railway, be less than 108 feet from the middie of be 

paved portion of the Conduit road, except in — 

the State of Maryland, in which county ty aid inner rai! shall not be less 

50 feet from ae pers of the paved portion of the Conduit road; and the 

— tions as the Secretary of War may 
pose, 


cross, under such 
the knds of the the United States at Chautauqua, between W: 

Aqueduct Ay ar aerae Soar Si 31 anda planted stone south dd 43' W. 5 
distant —— feet from Washington. re boundary stone No. 
which a e inner rail of the tracks shali be not less than 65 feet hom 
the middle of the pav od partion af tie OAA seat. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 13, after the word 


dollars,“ to insert “or such other sum as the Secretary of War 
may deem proper”; soas to read: 


Said company shall, before com work on said railwa 3 
the Treasurer of the Enited States to the credit of the Washingto m Aque- 
duct the sum of $5,000, or such other sum as the ore a 
proper, to read Cap the expenses that may beincurred by the United States 
in connection with the inspection of the company’s 5 on the lands of the 
United 8 ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 7, line 18, after the word 
“State,” to strike out: 
And the said W. and Great Falls Railway may cross the 


tion of the United States land at a point on the south side of the 
road just west of the distributing reservoir. 


ec- 
uit 


So as to read: 

The provisions of this act, as far as a wan” ce oer OE ORARET extension 
of this railway in the State of Nm 8 3 8 
and rovisions of section act of Congress u ‘ebruary 
1391, entitied * An act to: Dre 


5444 
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vernall the privi- 
alls Electric Rail- 


Company, of the District of ag eer Y shall control and 


Jeges granted by this act to the W. mand Great 


way Company, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 18, after the word 
** across,” to insert the Conduit road or”; and in line 19, before 
the word ‘‘ road,” to strike out other“; so as to read: 

And the said Washington and Great Falls HAUET Company shall, where 
its tracks run on or across any street or road which is under the jurisdiction 
of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, or across the Conduit road 
or any road outside of the District of Columbia, pave the same between the 


rails and sets of rails and 2 feet outside thereof, with such material and in 
such manner as shall be approved by such proper authorities, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on 9, line 23, after the words 
“United States,” to insert and also at such places along the 
Conduit road as the Secretary of War may deem n ; and 
on page 10, line 1, after the word ‘‘suitable,” to insert ‘‘ cattle 
guards”; so as to read: . 

The said corporation shall erect and maintain, subject to the approval of 
the Secretary of War, at its own expense, a neat. well-painted. and sub- 
stantial — 4 feet in height,on each side of its tracks, through the 
lands of the United States, and also at such places along the Conduit road 
as the Secretary of War may deem nece: „with suitable cattle guards, 
openings and crossings for roadways, and at such places as the Secre 

War shall consider to be requi for the safety of the use of said - 
ways. 


The amendment was agreed to. A 
The next amendment was, on page 10, line 9, after the word 
e to 3 ch one “it shall pass n Aua insert the rawa 
pass and such other points along the proposed route as the 
Secretary of War shall direct”; so as to paa Y 
That the said corporation shall, at its own spore maintain electric lights 
during the hours after nightfall that its cars shall run, and at least until 12 
SOA AE baa TAAT ALATT pelea’ suck LO: DOAA KONE tne DAA 
e Wa 01 e pro 
route ~ the Secretary of War shall direct. po * a 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 10, line 13, after the word 
“tact,” to insert: 
The crossings over the Conduit road shall be made to conform to all 
changes of grade of this road. 
The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, on page 11, line 3, after the word 
“apparatus,” to insert: 
Efficient signals, ng or bell, shall be made by every car bef d 
during the crossin, vot the Conduit road, and, if 0 ‘Secretary of War shalt 
necessary an so direct,every car shall, before crossi: road 
be brought to a full stop. 7a 2 
The amendment was agreed to. " 
The next amendment was, on page 12, line 7, after the word 
“ Foxhall,” to strike out road” and insert and Conduit roads”; 
so as to read: 
said Commissioners shall also haye the power to make such ti 
Ri the rate of spoed, the use of tracks, 3 of ice 8 
ep 


oft tho tracks, as ublic interests may require; failure to comply with 


any such requirement or regulation, or failure to stop cars before 
and Conduit r: 


h 
Foxhall shall subject the company to a fine of $50 for 
coon para failure, which fine may be recovered in any court of competent 
jurisdiction. 3 i 
The amendment was agreed to. 225 
Mr. HARRIS. I move to amend by the addition of a new sec- 
tion, as follows: 


That the right toalter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby reserved. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Tennessee will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add as a new section: 


Sxc. 3. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act. 


The amendment was a to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Tennessee to the provision of the bill on page 4, where it is pro- 
vided that matters in dispute between the companies respecting 
railways on the Canal road shall be determined upon the * 
tion of either road to any court in the Distriet of Columbia having 
competent jurisdiction.“ The road runs into Maryland. Is the 
Secretary of War to have authority to determine questions arising 
in land? 

Mr. RIS. This road is to be constructed under a charter 
granted by Congress out to the District line, and the remainder of 
it is to be constructed under a charter granted by the State of 

land. I have no objection to an amendment that questions 
in dispute may be referred to any court in Maryland upon that 
of the road in Maryland, and think such an amendment would 
proper; but if any controversy arises between the companies 
occupying the same line of road within the District, of course it 
would be referred to the District court. If the Senator will sug- 
gest some amendment which will refer to a court in Maryland any 
question that occurs in that State, I shall consent to it. 


Mr. GORMAN. I would suggest tosimply strike out the word 
“whether,” on page 3, line 25; and also the words “or in Mary- 
land,” in line 1, on page 4. 

Mr. HARRIS. t those words be stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, line 25, after the word same,“ 
it is proposed to strike out whether”; and on page 4, line 1, after 
the words District of Columbia,” to strike out or in Maryland.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California [Mr. 
. entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PERKINS, I will state that I will yield the floor for a 
time, but I want to premise that by saying that the senior Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN], who has taken a deep interest in 
the fortifications appropriation bill, will be obliged to leave the 
city this afternoon, and we wish to consider the bill before he 
leaves. Therefore I trust Senators will not call up other bills 
until we po of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. FRYE. I submit the conference report on the river and 
harbor bill, and ask for its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Maine, to save 
time, that the ee be printed. 

Mr. FRYE. ere is no necessity of that. I think I can explain 
to any Senator who desires to make an Anie about any particu- 
lar item in the report, and I do not wish the delay of printing. 

Mr. GORMAN. The only reason I have in making the sugges- 
tion is that the fortifications appropriation bill is now before the 
Senate, and for reasons which the Senator from California [Mr. 


PERKINS] gave, but which perhaps the Senator from Maine did 
not hear, I should like very much to have that bill disposed of 
to-day. I su est, therefore, that the conference report on the 


river and harbor bill be printed, as its consideration may consume 
considerable time. 

. SHERMAN. We can not hear what is said on the other 
side of the Chamber, but I suggest that the conference report 
had better be printed. 

Mr. FRYE. There is no need, let me state to the Senator from 
Ohio, for printing the report. Two-thirds of the amendments are 
mere amendments of form, and I can explain to any Senator if he 
desires to make any inquiry as toa particular improvement. It 
is diode Spa that this conference report should be promptly 

0 


Mr. SHERMAN. I do not want to delay, but only wish to ex- 
pedite it. I think the report should be printed. 

Mr. FRYE. The conference committee has disagreed and there 
has to be a further conference, and I want to dispose of the amend- 
ments as to which we have agreed. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I ask the Senator to make an explanation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As I understand, there is a necessity for a 
further conference. 

Mr. FRYE. There will be a necessity for a further conference, 
because we have disagreed as to some items. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Maine to make an 
explanation as to how far the conferees have agreed. 

r. FRYE. The conferees have agreed as to everything except 
the San Pedro continuing contract, the Senate amendment in rela- 
tion to Santa Monica, and the item for a further survey of Wil- 
mington Harbor. Everything is agreed to with the exception of 
those three items. 

Mr. GRAY. Those in California? 

Mr. FRYE. Those in California. It is all really the Santa 
Monica question. 

Mr. WHITE. As I understand, it is a disagreement as to the 
matter of the inner harbor at San Pedro? 


best suit the convenience of the Senate and the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce, but if my information 
is correct as to one item upon which the conference committee 
has agreed, I shall certainly ask the Senate that I may be heard 
in opposition to that agreement. I simply make that statement 
as the chairman speaks of it as a mere matter of form. 
Mr. FRYE. No; whatIsaid wasthat there was no necessity for 
rinting the report, because whatever any Senator desired to know 
i relation to any particular amendment, in my opinion, I could 
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inform him. As to the amendment of which the Senator speaks, 
I can inform him in relation to that. So there is no need of print- 
ing the report. I do not want the delay of printing, because it is 
very important that this bill shall be finally 8 if it is going 
to pass at all, before a great while. 

Mr.BACON. I should very much prefer not to have the report 
taken up to-day, if I can avoid it. I had no anticipation that such 
would be the direction given 15 9 Commerce Committee. Isup- 

from the action taken oy tho Senate Committee on Com- 
merce and by the action of the Senate that the provision made for 
Brunswick Harbor would be very strenuously maintained on the 
part of the conferees representing the Senate. Asit is a matter 
of extreme importance to my State, not only to the immediate 
harbor of Brunswick, but to the State at large, I shall ask to be 
heard at length onit. Ihave not had the opportunity to gather 
the data which I wish to present to the Senate on that subject. I 
regard it as something very much more than a matter of form. 
Of course, if the Senator from Maine insists upon going on with 
the report to-day, I shall ask to be heard; if he does not, I shall 
ask to be heard at such time as the report is taken up. : 

Mr. FRYE. It seemsto meto be my duty to insist on going on. 
Every Senator here knows why this bill ought to be disposed of, 
without my saying it. 

Mr. BACON. resume that the same reasons which relate to 
this bill relate to all others on the question of expedition. 

Mr. FRYE. No; I think not. 

Mr. BACON. There are other important bills beside this one, 
and it ought not at any time, if the Senator from Maine will par- 
don me, to be disposed of improperly. Why ought the Senate be 
called upon to dispose of it until it shall have opportunity to judge 
of what is propertobedoneinthematter? I do not understand that 
there is any such t public exigency, or private interest, as de- 
mands the immediate and hurried adjournment of this session of 
Congress before it shall have properly discharged the grave duties 
which devolve upon it. I understand, of course, that we all have 
private interests, which make it important that we should ad- 
journ, and we also have some public interests which make it de- 
sirable that this session should not be unnecessarily prolonged, and 
they vary in 1 in the cases of different individuals. But at 
the same time, I do think that in a matter which relates to the 
second harbor in my State and to one of the best harbors on the 
whole Atlantic coast, one which has commercial relations with 
every important commercial harbor or city upon the Atlantic 
Coast—I do think that it ought not to be di of hastily nor 
as a mere matter of form, and I think I ought to have the oppor- 
tunity to be heard. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator is misquoting me. I said two-thirds 
of the amendments made to the bill were mere matters of form, 
and that as to the remainder I could inform Senators if they 
desired to know what disposition had been made ofthem. Inever 
said all the amendments were matters of form. I do not under- 
stand that the amendment to which the Senator from Georgia 
refers is a matter of form. 

Mr. BACON. Ido not recall the Senator’s language, but that 
was the impression made upon my mind. I do not know that this 
bill is any more important than the fortifications appropriation 
bill, especially in view of the notice which has been given by the 
distinguished Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] as to amend- 
ments which he intends to offer to it. I simply ask, as this isa 
matter which I understand the conference committee have agreed 
upon adverse to the interests which I have the honor to represent 
here, that I may have a reasonable opportunity to present it to the 
Senate. I can not very well do that to-day. I do it, how- 


ever, if wea 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the conference report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
motion of the Senator from Maine that the Senate proceed to the 
5 of the conference report on the river and harbor 


The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 24, noes 
13; no quorum voting. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Noquorum having voted, the Secre- 
will call the roll. 
e Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Allen, Cullom, Lindsay, Roach, 
Bacon, Dayis, Lodge. Sewell, 
Baker, Dubois, McBride, Sherman, 
Bate, Martin, N 
Berry, Faulkner, Mills. th, 
wh, Frye, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Morgan, eller, 
Butler, Gear, orri Thurston, 
Caffery, George, Nelson, est, 
Cameron, Gorman, ilas, 
Cannon, Gray, Peffer, Walthall, 
Carter, ale, Per Warren, 
Chandler, Hawley, Platt, Metmore, 
Chilton. Pritchard, te, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Proctor, Wolcott. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Sixty Senators have answered to 


their names. A wan is present. The question recurs upon 
the motion of the Senator from Maine to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the conference report indicated by him, 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, as a number of Senators are now 
present who were not present when this matter came before the 
Senate at the time the previous vote was taken, I leave to 
again state briefly my reasons for asking that this conference re- 
port be not taken up to-day. 

Mr. FRYE. My impression is that this questionis not debat- 
able. I do not care to intervene, however. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state the motion is 
not debatable except by unanimous consent. Is there objection 
to the Senator from Georgia proceeding? 

Mr. FRYE. Ishall not object to the Senator making his re- 
marks, but I do not want a general debate on this matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia will pro- 


Mr. BACON. When this conference report was presented sev- 
eral distinguished Senators, those who are recognized as havin, 
as much e ence as any other Senators present, su that 
the report printed. e Senator from Maine objected and 
asked the Senate to proceed to its immediate consideration. The 
fact is, as I understand it, that the usual course is to print these 
reporte; and there now lie upon our tables two or three reports of 
other conference committees which have been printed. 

The purpose I have in asking that we do not proceed with the 
immediate consideration of the report is that the conference com- 
mittee haye agreed to strike out that portion of the bill which re- 
lates to the harbor of Brunswick. Itis a most important matter. 
not only to that immediate locality, but to all of the commerci 
interests of my State. It is a matter of considerable complica- 
tion; it is a matter which I wish to have the opportunity to pre- 
sent to the Senate; it is a matter which, if improperly determined 
now, is going to very injuriously affect not only that particular 
community, but a very large part of the State of Georgia. I do 
think that it is not an unreasonable request which I make. I had 
no anticipation up to within a few hours that such would be the 
case; certainly not until late yesterday afternoon. There is a 
great deal of matter which I wish to present to the Senate to 
show the importance of this work. I want to show its feasibility 
and its practicability, and I want to show that it is to the interest 
of the country at large that the work should be done. I can not 
prepay do it to-day. If forced to proceed, I must do the best 

can. 

Ihave not the papers, I have not anything with which to go 
before the Senate on this question and contest with the distin- 
guished gentlemen who have had it under consideration and whow 
are entirely familiar with everything upon their side. I have 
nothing here except such as I can use in the way of recollection 
of what I have seen and heard and read and know. 

Why should this thing be rushed, I want to know? What is 
the t controlling reason why this bill should have precedence 
of all other bills? hat is the great controlling reason why this 
Congress has the argent necessity to break up and rush away from 
here before it has discharged its duties? Is there any reason? I 
ask is there anything in the way of emergency which stands above 
the obligation to properly discharge the duties of this session and 
to properly dispose of important questions which are before us? 

do think that with this great bill, which we are told has dealt 
so liberally with all commercial ports and rivers, there should 
certainly be no haste. It is as important that proper considera- 
tion should be given to one interest as to another, and I hope that 
Senators will extend this courtesy to me personally in order that 
I may wpa present to the Senate the interests which I have 
the honor here to represent. I can not do it properly to-day. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senate is willing, I will consent that the 
report shall go over until to-morrow morning, immediately after 
the zending of the Journal. 

Mr. BACON. Meanwhile to be printed? 

Mr. FRYE. If Senators desire it to be printed. There is no 
need of printing it, however, not the slightest. 

Mr. BACON. So far as I am personally concerned I care noth- 
ing about that part of-it, but there are other Senators who do. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam entirely willing that it shall be printed, only 
it is a waste of money. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Maine indi- 
cate his request? 

Mr. FRYE. I ask that the conference report on the river and 
harbor bill may be taken up to-morrow morning, immediately 
after the reading of the Journal. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. BUTLER subsequently said: Do I understand that the con- 
ference report on the river and harbor bill has gone over and is 
to be printed? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The conference report will be printed 
in the RECORD, the Chair will state. 
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Hr BUTLER It is to be printed in the RECORD to-morrow | 100, 
The ICk-PRESIDENT. 1 


Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask, as it will not delay the 
33FFFFFCCFFCCC nha PERPE IE form, so 
retrace tone Dep tpg Sale been done. Nearly every 
Senator is interested in the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina make that request? 

Mr. BUTLER. I make that request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Ts th there objection? 

Mr. GORMAN. What is the request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That the conference report upon the 
river and harbor bill be printed as a separate document. 

Mr. GORMAN. And in the RECORD also? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. And in the RECORD also. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The report is as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 


facede from ts amendments numbered 20, 36, 38, 48, 49, 67, 
se Sean ise „142, 157, 158, 160, 172, 207, 208, 222, 228, 250, 
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amendmen numbe: to 
F wer 5 
* 
han 25 


[ 


AEE CRNE iago iene ange baby lA York, by 
26 feet at mean low water, from the fi 

with the Red ook Channel, $25,000." 

50: That the House 1 from its ent 

to the same with an 

en out insert the fol- 


t Mamaroneck, N. Y.: ise ean improvement, in 
ae Chief of Engineers, 10,000 R 


: That ‘the House recede from its 


deepening the same to 
of Percival street to its Erao re 


Amendment ADEA TO 705 That the House recede from its 8 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 76, and with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum 7 
conta out the words “recommended in 


yr o TR numbered 77: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 77, and ake ed to the Sere with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the wo 1 report,“ proposed to be inserted; 


and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments 3 86 and 87: That the House pea fromits disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 46 and 87, and agree to the 
FF In lieu of thasum pro} insert $50,000; 
and strike out all the remainder of — — BOn bets e proviso, includ: 
ing amendment numbered 87; and the o same, 

mt numbered #0: ‘That the House penton tg om its disagreement 
to the amendment o! num to the same with an 


fifty thousand“ Senate 
1 eee 107. 108, 100, 110, 9 
from its disagreement to the amendments of Pag ‘Senate numbered 107, 108, 


2 may be nsed for 8 t dis- 
cretion tho Secretary of War. 3 5 
ations are hereby repealed.” 

Aaa the 3 18 She K 

128: That i ouse recede from ag gpa 

to the . adne of the Senate numbered 128, and same wit 
padi rg 3 . eee “ $20,000, „ and 

3 numbered 186: 136; That the House recede from its ment 


an amendment asfollows: Restore th roposed to be stricken 
and atthe end of it insert the following: ~ tn the opinion of the Secretary 
of War the interests of commerce such expenditure”; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 137: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 137, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: From the 8 to be stricken out 
except the words ten thousand dollars san 92 to pF the same. 
5 numbered 167: That the Houses recede from its 
an 


the Secretary of War ta here F recom- 
88 of said and to ae the present contract, if à 
act, ad to pa any loss with occasioned by the provisions 5 t 
ac Kaa er w. 


may bo n 
of the Delaware River through the dike now cons nstructed fro: 
ug! being m Reedy 


to t for the improvement of the Delaware. 
And the — e to the same. 
Amendmen the House recede Seen oe t 
to the 5 of the Senate numbered 185. and to the same with 
an amendment mys follows: ra lieu of the sum insert “ $10,000 N and 


the Senate agree to the sam: 
Amendment numbered 199: 0: That the House recede from its 
to the amendment of the Senate 8 and 
an amendment as 3 lieu of the 
the Senate agree to the 
1 That the House recede from i 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 204, 
amendment as follows: Restore 
in the next to the last line of the same 
sertin lieu — the See oa the a same, 
to the 9 of the Senate numbered 215, and 
an am t as 8 


8 numbered 218 a 
to the amendment of the Senate 6 — with an 
‘ollows: After the word“ inserted, 

VVV 


to the same 
240: That the Hongo recede from its disagreemen t 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 249, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In the language proposed to be inserted strike out 
the words “such amounts as may be necessary; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

Amendment numbered 259: Toat ao House roodo TONT ing ye eee 

to the EOT of the Senato numbered 259, and agree to the same with 
dment as follows: After the word dollars,” at the end of the the first 


the words“ a of the amount herein appropriated ”; 


from its eee 

to 1 amendment of the Sonate numbered 265, and agree to the same with 

an amendment as follows: Strike out of the Janguage proposed to be inserted 
all after the word Commission“ and insert in eae eanna Aen 5 72 following: 

“For the purpose of im popravne the channel b 5 ee Sage ion of 
banks, not exceeding $70. at Omaha and Coun fuffs, or 20 much thereof 
as may be 75 at Rocheport, not exceeding $50,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary; at Glaszow, bar for protecting the shore line above 
Glasgow from the oot of Bowling Green Bend to the head of Harrisons 
Island, not exceeding $80,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary; 
Miami, not exceeding $85,000, Sy peis much thereof as may be necessary; at Bt. 
Charles, not „ g S or so much thereof as may be necessary; at 
and near the mouth of the Tittle Blue, in Jackson County, Mo., not exceeding 
$20,000, or so much th as may necessary; on the of river 

pposite Leayenworth and Atchison, not exceed: $15,000 at each of said 
localities, or so much thereof as may be necessary; a Nebraska City, not 8 
ceeding $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary: Mod. That th 
Commission may also expend such pa Bn as may be 5 eee 
at any time in the 5 of the channel by preventing erosion of the 
banks at other harbors and localities on the river.“ 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 280: That the House recede from its Caronno 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 280, and to the with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum p: insert ` “3130, 120000 and 
strike out all of the pro language following said sum, being the proviso; 
and the Senate dares to the same. 

Amendment numbered 207: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 207, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of thesum p. Bt cet insert“ * $150,000"; "; strike 


out all of the first proviso proposed, and strike out the word ` further,” after 
the word Provided,” in the Dooni second proviso; and the Senate agree to the 
same, 
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Amendment numbered 308: the House recede from its disagreement 
to amendment of the Senate numbered 308, and agree to the same with 
se [ere nena ma . of the section proposed to be inserted insert 

0 $ 
“Seg. 6. t the Secre of War is here directed to 
sto bo made : ving fea to tne trst season of tho FINiY-ANE Gom 
a —— G 
Goce that have harescroce Dean. date of report, with a statement as to 
each, whether fav 


3 8 Si A erapr geen genic 
whother favorable for adoption or unfavorable, and date of report, amount 
compte for com ion and amount recommended fi 


ri harbor act; also the total amount of appropriation, by States, for 
the inn rovement of rivers and bors. me 
ee the same. 
— amr ee That the House recede from beh rage —— 
amendment same 
out insert the fol- 
“The Secretary of War is hi directed to canse to be made accurate 
eee Gye ahah eee the 
most from 
Lakes to the navigable waters of the H: 
25 
Amendment numbered 360: That the House recede from its 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 300, and 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
the followin 


** Delaware! River, with a view to 
feet deep from a point at or near the city of 
.“ 


Delaware y 
And the Senate to the same. 


Amendment num 375: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to gA nurg ace numbered 375, and agree to the same with an 


a channel 600 feet wide and 30 
phia to the deep water of 


lowing new paragraph 

taf 2 

— E e oan, agin eet 3 a rg yeaa 

8 the FB... 
same. 

t num 876: That the House recede from its 


Amendmen 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 376, and 
6 After the language proposed to be inserted insert 


* Gowanus Greek, with a viow of obtaining a depth of 30 feet at mean low 
water.” - 


And the Senate tothe same. 

Amendment num 383: That the House recede from its disagreement 

the amendment of the Senate numbered 383, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In the line after the to be in- 
serted strike out the word “from,” before the t and insert 
in lieu thereof the “for”: and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 336: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of numbered and agree to the same with 

as follows: After the word 


„in the next paragraph 
WS: 


Amendmen’ : The committee of conference 
E to agree on the amendments of the Senate numbered 130, 


WM. P. FRYE, 
xu. 4 UAY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
W.B. HOO: 
BINGER MANN, 
T. C. CATCHINGS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 8109) making appropriations for fortifi- 
cations and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for 
the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from California yield to me 
to give a notice? 

. PERKINS. Certainly, 
REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES. 


Mr. BUTLER. The fortifications appropriation bill is now be- 
fore the Senate, I gave notice several times that I should call up 
the bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issuance of interest-bear- 
ing bonds withont the consent of Congress. I have given way on 
account of privileged questions before the body, the Du Pont case 
and various appropriation bills. The other day I gave another 
notice that immediately after the conclusion of the a: riation 
bill for the District of Columbia F should call up this bill for con- 
sideration and final action. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the bill? 


Mr. BUTLER. To prevent the further issue of bonds without 
the consent of Congress, in about those words. The bill is two 
lines but very i 


I intended under that notice to call up the bill this morning. The 
Chair has recognized the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS], 
and he has called up the appropriation bill. I Ə to move 


displace it, ö understand there are several Senators who 
are interested in the fortifications bill who a with me; but I 
feel that Ihave pren way in this matter, whichis yery i t, 

certainly consider that the fortification of the 


1 enough. 
8 of the country is more important than the fortifications 
referred to in the fortifications bill. We certainly should stop the 


our Treasury, with nothing to show for it, before we 


e | drain upon i 1 
make defenses against a foreign enemy when there is no enemy in 
ight. 


newspapers tell us that over a million dollars in gold went 
ont yesterday. We all know that another issue of bonds is just 
ahead of us if we do not stop this 8 and not only an 
issue of bonds, but an issue of bonds without the consent of - 

without Congress being consulted as to how they shall be 
issued, to whom they shall issue, at what price, and for what 
purpose. There is nothing before the people more important than 
this 2 pero: It is the duty of Congress to take up the constitu- 
tional right which, without any constitutional warrant, it has 
surrendered. I feel it is more important than the fortifications 
bill, but I will give way now and give another notice. Immedi- 
ately after the conclusion of the fortifications bill I will ask the 
Senate to take up the bill I refer to. I suppose the appropriation 
bill will be dis of to-day. I ask the Senator from California 


whether it will not be? 
Mr. PERKINS. Probably. It ought not to take more than 
two hours, but of course I do not speak advisedly in that respect. 
Mr. BUTLER. Then, at the conclasion of the fortifications bill 
I shall move and insist, and I will not give way if an ap i 
tion bill comes up unless the Senate by a vote so decides (and 
is nd ap’ iation bill before the Senate except this one, because 
the next bill is still before the committee and has not been reported), 
that the Senate take up the bill — 1341) to prevent the further 
issuance of interest-bearing without the consent of Con- 
TRIAL FOR CONTEMPT OF COURT. 


gress, 

Mr. HILL. I give notice that at the first Iull in the considera- 
tion of appropriation bills I shall move to take up the bill (S. 2984) 
in relation to contempts of court. 


MANUFACTURE AND SALE OF FILLED CHEESE, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I take this opportunity to give notice that 
after the fortifications bill is di of I will ask the attention 
of the Senate, if ible, to what is called the filled-cheese bill. 

Mr. VEST, e minority of the committee had leave the other 
day to file a minorityreport in the case, and I have been endeavor- 
ing to get time to prepare it, but I have been a conferee on the 
river and harbor bill all the time, and I have actually not had the 
time or the strength to do the work. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state tothe Senator from Missouri that 
the majority of the committee did not write out a report. They 
have taken the report of the House committee and will no doubt 
use it as their own report. 

Mr. VEST. Iso understand. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But if the Senator from Missouri wants 


reasonable time there is no objection Sete it. I think it {6 
1 however, to have the matter 3 of as soon as pos- 
sible—in a day or two—and I will postpone the notice. I do not 
want to take advantage of anybody. 

Mr. VEST. I shall not be prepared to have the bill taken 
to-morrow, I will tell the Senator from Ohio, for I have not had 
time to examine the papers that came from the other House, which 
are quite voluminous—the testimony taken there and the report 
of the committee of the House. It is an important question. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The Senator has no desire to object to the 
bill beme taken up? 

Mr. VEST. Notatall. I merely want time to look intoit. I 
have been so engaged that I could not doit. One or two of my 
colleagues have spoken to me about the report and have asked me 
8 it, and I have had to say to them, as I now state pub- 

y, that I have actually not had the time to do so. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownie, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the rt of the committee of conference on the di i 
votes of two Houses on the amendment of the House to the 
(S. 888) to amend an act entitled “An act to incorporate the 
Capital Railway Company,” a ved March 2, 1895. 

he message also 8 that the House had passed the fol- 
I bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
A (H. R. 4363) to increase the pension of Joseph J. Hudson; 
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A bill (H. R. 4720) granting an increase of pension to Isaac H. 
Whetsel, of Louisville, Ky.; and 

A bill (H. R. 6483) granting increase of pension to Thomas D. 
Walker. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the er of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 1837) granting a pension to Ellen C. Ewing, widow 
of Byt. aj. Gen. Thomas Ewing; 

A bill (H. R. 270) changing the time of holding terms of the 
circuit and district courts of the United States in the northern 
district of California; 

A bill (H. R. 3013) to amend section 4131 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, to improve the merchant marine engi- 
neer service and thereby also to increase the efficiency of the Naval 
Reserve, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 4179) to amend section 8719 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, relative to guaranties on proposals for naval rig tong 

A bill (H. R. 4324) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
deliver one condemned cannon to the city of Elmwood, Peoria 
County, III., and for other par pores: 

A bill (H. R. 4452) to amend section 416 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States relating to the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 5217) 5 year’s residence in a Territory a 
aly gs Se to obtaining a divorce there; 

A bill (H. R. 5226) to give increased pension to Gen. James C. 


tt; 
A bill (H. R.5379) making it unlawful to shoot at or into ay 
locomotive or car, or at any person thereon, or to throw any roc 
or other missile at or into any locomotive or car in the Indian Ter- 
rf and for other 8 

A bill (H. R. 7285) for the relief of George McFarland; 

A bill (H. R.7324) to authorize and empower the State of South 
Dakota to select the Fort Sully Mili Reservation, in said State, 
as a part of the lands granted to the State under the provisions of 
an act to provide for the admission of South Dakota into the 
Union, ne February 22, 1889, and for indemnity school lands, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8260) to authorize the establishment of a life-saving 
station at Port Huron, on the coast of Lake Huron, Michigan; 

A bill (H. R. 8590) granting to the Denver, Cripple Creek and 
Southwestern Railroad Company a right of way through the 
South = and Plum Creek forest reserves, in the State of Col- 
orado; an 

A bill (H. R. 9030) declaring a certain bridge across the Talla- 
hatchie River, in Tallahatchie County, State of Mississippi, a law- 
ful structure, and for other purposes. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PERKINS. Now let the appropriation bill be proceeded 
with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 8109) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 

which had been reported from the Committee on Appro- 
priations with amendments. 

Mr. PERKINS. Task that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 


pensed with, and that the committee amendments be acted upon p 


as they are reached in the reading of the bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, ithout objection, it will be so 


ordered. s 

The proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of Gun 
and mortar batteries,” on 1, line 9, before the word dollars,” 
to strike out ‘‘ $1,885,000” and insert „85,000, 000“; and in the 
same line, after the word “dollars,” to strike out: 

Provided, That contracts may be entered into, under the direction of the 
Secretary of War, for materials for construction of fortifications, to be pons 
for as appropriations may from time to time be made by law, to an additional 
sum, in the aggregate not to exceed $3,375,000. 

So as to make the clause read: 
Gun and mortar batteries: For construction of fortifications, $5,000,000. 


Mr. GORMAN, I wish to call the attention of the Senate, so 
that it may understand dare wna: we are doing with this pro- 
vision, to the fact that as the bill came from the other House it 
appropriated $1,885,000 for the construction of gun and mortar 
batteries, and authorized contracts to be made for a sum aggre- 
gating not to exceed $3,375,000. The committee recommend strik- 
ing out the provision for contracts and appropriating a round sum 
of $5,000,000 on this account. It will unquestionably be a saving 
to the Government to have a direct appropriation made, and it 
will greatly facilitate the work. At the same time it will not em- 
barrass the Treasury to any greater extent than the provision as 
it came from the other House, and because of that fact I for one 
have agreed to the amendment. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on e 2, to increase the 
appropriation for sites for fortifications and seacoast defenses 


from 000 to $500,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “Armament of forti- 
fications,” on 3, line 4, after the word “caliber,” to strike out 
“and forgings for one type 16-inch gun”; and in line 8, before 
the word “thousand,” to strike out “three hundred and thirty- 
two” and insert ‘‘ninety”; so as to make the clause read: 

Oil-tempered and annealed steel for high-power coast-defense guna bas —- 


10-inch, and 12-inch caliber, in quality and dimensions confo! 
cations, subject to on at each stage of manufacture, and including all 
parts oi caliber, $1,090,088: 


Mr. PERKINS. I will state, in explanation of the amendment 
proposed in this clause, that the committee, after hearing the tes- 
timony of the Chief of Ordnance and the Chief of Engineers, United 
States Army, decided that it would be expedient to defer the build- 
ing of the 16-inch gun until some later period. Theestimated cost 
of the forging is $115,000. The Chief of Ordnance, after reviewing 
the estimates for the forgings which are necessary for the con- 
struction of these guns of various caliber, decided that he could 
reduce the figure $127,000, which he did, making the total reduc- 
tion $242,000, reducing the amount from 81,332,038 to $1,090,038. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 3, line 9, after the 
word ‘‘dollars,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That no contract for oil-tempered and annealed steel for high- 
power coast-defense guns and mortars be made at a price exceeding 24 
cents per pound. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to call attention to this proviso. It is 
a very important one. Heretofore the Secretary of War and the 
Secretary of the Navy have been authorized to make contracts 
for the purchase of tempered annealed steel for all purposes, for 
the purpose of manufacturing guns as well as for armor and ships 
and so on. To the naval spproprianon bill the Naval Affairs 
Committee reported an amendment limiting the amount which 
was to be 52555 for armor, and limiting it, I think, to a point 
where possibly we will not be able to procure any first-class 
armor, $ - 

In this case it appears, as Senators will find in the copy of the 
hearing, that we have paid heretofore for steel for the manufac- 
ture of these guns, beginning in 1889, 30} cents a pound. In 1895 
the price went down to 27.3 cents. Now, the committee propose 
an amendment prohibiting a contract being made for a price ex- 
ceeding 24 cents a pound, which I thinkis very liberal. Bo far as 
I am concerned, with the best information I could get, I would 
have limited the cost of it to 22 cents a pound. But strange to 
say, we could not get any information from the Department which 
showed the cost of the like character of steel in any other country 
during last year. It is due to the officers to sa t they were 
somewhat disinclined to have any limitation whatever upon the 


rice. 

I merely wish to call the attention of the Senate to what is be- 
ing done in this matter. I think it isa liberal provision. As I 
said a moment ago, I should be prepared to reduce the amount to 
22 cents a pound. 

Mr. PERKINS. I simply desire to supplement that which has 
been so well stated by the Senator froma Maeyland [Mr. GORMAN 
that we absolutely had no official data whereby we might limi 
the cost of producing the forgings of these guns. It is a secret, 
so to speak, which the manufacturers do not give to the public. 
But we ascertained the fact that when the guns were manufactured 
in years gone by at a cost of 30 cents per pound for the steel forg- 
ings delivered to our Government, and later at 27.3 cents oe 
cost, the steel billets or steel ingots were worth from thirty 
thirty-five dollars per ton. At the present time ingot steel is sell- 
ing as low as $17 a ton. Labor is from 10 to 15 per cent less. 
Therefore the reduction which we have made, from 27.3 to 24 
cents per pound, is about 12} per cent, while the reduction in the 
cost of the raw material, in pig iron and Bessemer steel and also 
in labor, has averaged fully 17} per cent. 

The committee believed that in making this reduction the De- 
partment would be able to secure the guns forged at this price or 


even perhaps at a lower figure. e therefore trust that the 
ny ent proposed by the committee will meet the approval of 
e Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5449 


the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 4, line 1, after the 
word ‘‘ million,” to strike out eight hundred and ninety-six thou- 
sand two hundred” and insert ‘‘six hundred and fifty-five thou- 
sand”; and inline 5, after the word “ fortifications,” to strike out 
“up to March 1” and insert for the fiscal year”; so as to make 
the clause read: 

In all, $3,655,076: Provided, That the rases A sums, which are estimated 
to meet the necessary expenditures for the aforementioned objects under 
eels eines of fortifications for the fiscal year 1897, are hereby appropriated, 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state, in explanation of the amendment, 
that the bill as it came from the other House only provided for anex- 
penditure of money up to the ist of March. It has been the cus- 
tom of Congress heretofore to make og ea cas for the fiscal 
year ending June30. The committee believed we should not de- 
pari from that well-established custom and usage of Congress. 

ey therefore asked the Chief of Engineers and the Chief of Ord- 
nance to make an estimate of the amount required for the four 
months from March 1 to July 1. This is anincrease for that period 
of time. Had we not done this, when Congress shall convene 
next December it would be necessary for us to supply the defi- 
ciency. We believed it better to dispose of it at this time. The 
committee were unanimous, and we trust their views will meet 
the approval of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 4, line 9, after the 
word 10-inch,“ to insert and“; in the same line, after the word 
“12-inch,” to strike out and 16-inch”; and in line 13, before the 
word ‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘four hundred and ninety” and 
insert ‘‘eight hundred and fifty”; so as to make the clause read: 


For oil-tempered and annealed steel for high-power coast-defense guns of 
8-inch, 10-inch, and 12-inch caliber, in quality and dimensions confo to 
specifications, subject to inspection at each s of manufacture, and includ- 
ing all parts of each ber, $850,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 4, line 15, to increase the a 
8 for carriages for mounting seacoast guns of 8. inch, 

0-inch, and 12-inch caliber from $680,000 to $875,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 18, to increase the ap- 
8 for steel breech-loading mortars of 12-inch caliber 

om $216,000 to $426,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 21, to increase the ap- 
proprianon for carriages for mounting steel mortars of 12-inch 
caliber from $168,000 to $250,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 2, to increase the total 
appropriation for necessary expenditures in armament of fortifi- 
cations from $1,729,000 to $2,576,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 14, to increase the ap- 
8 for 8, 10, and 12 inch guns manufactured y contract 
under the provisions of the fortifications acts approved August 18, 
1890, and February 24, 1891, from $497,449 to $1,000,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 24, to insert: 

For machine guns, including $15,000 for purchase of machine guns of ap- 
proved musket caliber, of American man ture, $36,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 7, line 11, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out ‘sixty-six thousand five hundred” and 
insert “fifty thousand”; so as to make the clause read: 

For projectiles, including shrapnel, for issue to the service, $50,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 20, after the word 
„dollars,“ to insert: ; 

And the ordnance storekeeper now on duty in W: 
officer and assistant to the Chief of Ordnance, United 
hereafter have the rank of major. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 10, to increase the 
1 to enable the Board of Ordnance and Fortification 
to make all needful and proper purchases, experiments, and tests, 
etc., from $100,000 to $150,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 11, to insert: 

To enable the Board of Ordnance and Fortification to procure and test one 
10-inch counterpoise 5 of the type patented by Commodore J. A. How- 
ell, United States Navy, the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and 
directed tocontract with the licensee of said Howell patents for said carriage, 
without advertising, which shall be constructed according to the plans and 

fications prepares by said J. A. Howell, and said carriage shall be ca: 


pa- 
ble ef an all-round fire, and the details of said plan may be modified, changed, 


and improved in the discretion of the contractors: Provided, That the 10-inch 
herein authorized to be contracted for shall be subjected to the same 
tests carriage to with 


t the Buffington-Crozier 10-inch will be subjected 


on as disbursin 
tates Army, 


to ease of 3 rapidity of firin; 


of traversing, and sain 
tothe firing position, and that it shall operate to the satisfaction of the 
of Ordnance and Fortification before payment is made therefor; and the sum: 
of $50, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated for 
the purc) of said Howell 10-inch carriage, including the erection of foun- 
dations and platform, the expense incident to its mounting, and the ammuni- 
tion for its test. 

Mr. PERKINS. I offer in behalf of the committee an amend- 
ment to the amendment. Imoye tostrike out,in lines 15, 16, and 
17, “and that it shall operate to the satisfaction of the Board of 
Ordnance and Fortification before payment is made therefor” and 
insert after the words “for its test,” at the end of the paragraph, 
the words: 

Eighty-five per cent of the amount herein sporoptiaist shall be in 

ere 


rti ents as the work progresses, and mainder u e com- 
e El teat of said STOA, by the Board of Ordnance and Fortification. 


and the work found to be done according to contract. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 11, after line 22, 
to insert: 

That in the act making . for fortifications and other works of 
defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance- 
for trial and service, and for other Purposes, approved February 18, 1893, the- 
paragra h beginning with the words “Of the $110,000” and providing for 
8 0i paons for the 12-inch 3 to be con for 

d act be, and is hereby, amended 


with A. H. Emery under the provisions of 
to read as follows: 
„Ot the $110,000 to be paid for the carriage and its foundation, 8 per cent 
shall be in ea ret ig ear a as the work in accordance with 
submit y A. H. Emery to the d in his letter of Janu- 


the Re ged 
ary 21, 1893; and no bond shall be * for the return of this money if the 
t the said 1 Is bo required 
11 nited States 
shall be paid as soon as the test is 
completed and the work found to be done according to contract. Of the $20,000 
to be paid for the tes OE the CATAS Shree ee at eine be DARE ase Ome 
tractor when the tests are completed, and the other five-eighths 
shall be d to him ro onally as the 50 rounds for proof are 
And the Secretary ar is hereby authorized and directed to enter intoa 
supplemental contract with the contractor for this carriage for the supply 
by of a loading apparatus to go with and belong to the carriage and to be 
furnished therewith asa part thereof; and the carriage shall be so constructed 
705 a part of the work of recoil can be used for the horizontal traverse of 


e carriage and the working of the loading a: tus; and the ent for 
the work so furnished under this supplemen contract 1 $20,000, 
is erected, to make 


which sum shall be due and Tur when the carri 
which payment the sum of $0 is hereby appropria! tad 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 11, to insert: 


To enable the Board of Ordnance and Fortification to procure and test one 
8-inch caliber high-power and one sample 12-inch steel mortar, cast in one 
pocs, on the plan of R. J. Gatling; and the ore of War is hereby author- 

zed and directed to contract with said 0 or said gun an 
without advertising, which gun and mortar be constructed acco! 
to the plans and specifications 888 by said Gatling and under his super- 
vision, and to be subjected to the same test now applied to the built-up gun 
and mortar of the same caliber, and the sum of $85,000 is hereby appropriated 
to pay for said gun and mortar, and in the 3 rtions: ty thou- 
sand dollars for said gun and $15,000 for said mortar, of which sums 85 per 
cent shall be paid in payments as the work eee in accordance 
with the contract to entered into between the retary of War and the 
said Gatling, and the remainder upon the completion and test of said and 
mortar: Provided, That betore said contract is entered into the fins and 
. gs mpage ae for said gun and mortar shall be deposited with the Becretary 
of War, which plans and specifications may be modified, in the discretion of 
said Gatling, from time to time as the work progresses. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

_Mr.GORMAN, I gave notice when we had the naval e 
tion bill under consideration that in view of the condition of the 
Treasury Ishould pro an amendment to this bill providing for 
the issue of 3 per cent certificates to pay the indebtedness of the 
Government as it may be due from time to time. I desire to have 
now read an amendment which I propose as an additional section 
to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. Add as an additional section the following: 

SEC. —. Thatin order to provide the moneys not = lied from current 
revenues and miscellaneous receipts, and 5 e execution of this 
act and necessary for the execution of any act, or all the other acts passed or 
to be passed during the present Congress appropnristin money to be paid 

une 80, 1 iso in order 
on account 


years ending June 30, 1804, 
June 30, 1895, and June 30, 1896, and not covered into the Treasury, the 

be, and is hereby, 
rrow on the credit of the United rr 


multiple of $100 not exceedin purposes, 
bearing interest at the rate of not exceeding 3 per cent 1 5 annum, payable 
semiannually, and redeemable at the 838 of the United States after 


authorized, with the approbation of the President, to cause such portion 
said certificates as may be deemed expedient to be issued by the asurer 
er persons law- 


ment at J 
ina the Seoretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, under rules and 
regulations to be prescribed by him, sell and dispose of the certificates herein 


orized at designated ony eaten the United States and at such 
Santee ue agmi ars 2 TT 
such certificates herein 8 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment submitted by the Senator from Maryland, 

Mr. MILLS. I raise the point of order on the amendment. 
~ say a few words. I have not yielded 
the floor. Senators will have ample time to make all the points 

inst the amendment that they desire, 
. MILLS. Very well. 

Mr. GORMAN. . President, I do not intend to detain the 
Senate five minutes in this matter. I have heretofore stated very 
fully my views u the condition of the Treasury. I have 
the attention of the Senate to the recommendation of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury asking that this identical provision might be 
vide for any deficiency. I have at- 


made to enable him to 

tempted to show, and I think I have shown, that with the appro- 
riations which we have made and which we are making, with the 
ills pending before Congress which are likely to become laws, if 

the executive department carries ont the will of Congress and 

disburses the amounts appropriated there will be a shortage in the 

Treasury before July, 1807. 

I feel that I have discharged my full duty, Mr. President, as a 
Senator in calling the attention of the Senate to these facts. Iam 
perfectly well aware that we on this side of the Chamber are not 
Lacs, for the result of the legislation. I have submitted the 
amendment to the committee of this body in charge of the appro- 
priations. The majority of that committee did not vote for the 
amendment. Therefore it comes before the Senate now simply as 
my individual proposition. A single objection ora point of order, 
wish three or four of my friends are ready to makeat once, will, 
of course, exclude it from consideration. e Senate may deter- 
mine this question as it sees proper, and each of us must take our 
: msibility for the result that in my judgment is bound to 

ollow. 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. President 
Mr. ALLEN. I make the point of order against the amend- 


ment. 
The PRESLDINGOFFICER. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Texas. 


ciency is growing, and that we shall be able to meet neces- 
gary e ditures of the Government unless some measures are 
adopted by which to get more money into the 


Treasury. 

But, Mr. President, the measures contemplated by the Consti- 
tution, and the only legitimate ones, are measures of taxation. 
Con is still in session, and it is the duty of Congress before 
it adjourns to provide for the raising of sufficient revenues to 
support the administration of the Government. It was never 
contemplated by its founders or by any of those who have fol- 
lowed its founders in the administration of the Government that 
it was to be by borrowing money and paying interest 
onit. If an exigency should arise when it is not possible to have 
Co: in session, there might be a law authorizing the issue of 
noninterest-bearing Treasury notes to tide over a contingency of 
that kind, but no excuse of that sort now exists. We are here, 
both branches of Congress, with the power of taxation in our 
hands, and we ought not to leave the capital of the nation witha 
Treasury in the condition it is in without making provision to 
raise a sufficient revenue to rt its administration. But Iam 
unalterably opposed to borrowing money and paying Sensei on 
it in order that it may be expended in carrying out the necessary 
measures of i tion. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. President, the proposition now made is 
an extremely important one, suddenly brought to the attention of 
the Senate. I think we ought to have a quorum. I wish to say 
something upon it. Ido not think that any Senator ought to be 
absent when a 3 is made to increase the public debt a 
hundred million dollars. Ithereforesuggest the want ofa quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The want of a quorum being 

„the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 
e Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Chandler, Hawley, Sherman, 
Allen, Chilton, Kyle, Shoup, 
Bacon,’ Cockrell, M: 92 
Baker, Daniel, MiHs, ` Teller, 
Bate, Dubois, Pasco, Thurston, 
Be earn, Ee oe Pere dn 
Brown, G x Petti > Wal 
Butler, Gear, à Blatt 15 Warren. 
Caffery, George, . Wetmore, 
Cameron, Gorman Proctor, 95 — 
Cannon, ra Pugh. 

Carter, Har Quay, W. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fi 
sponded to their names, a quorum of 
uestion is on the 
spar from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], upon w. 


Senators having re- 

l Senate is present. The 

tion of the amendment 755 by the 
ch a 


int of 
order has been made by the Senator from Texas [Mr. Miers]. 
The Chair is ready to rule upon the point of order. Does the 
Senator from Ohio desire to speak to the point of order? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill waive what I have to say until after 
the point of order has been settled. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment being a propo- 
sition el pare: money to out the appropriations contained 
in the bill, it is the opinion of the Chair that the amendment is in 


Mr. MILLS. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

1 OFFICER. Senator from Texas appeals 

from the decision of the Chair. The question before the Senate 

is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 

a that question the Chair recognizes the Senator 
m b 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I doubt whether in the his- 
tory of the United States such a proposition as this has ever been 
made to meet current deficiencies in a time of profound 2. 
Here is a proposition to issue not exceeding $100,000,000 of 3 per 
cent certificates to be issued merely to meet current expenditures 
made by the two Houses of Congress at a time when the Govern- 
ment of the United States is amply able to pay enough money 
collected by taxes to meet the current expenses, There is no 
question about that. Icould name, and socould any Senator here 
name, items upon which a reasonable tax could be levied that 
would cover all the manifold appropriations made by the present 
Congress. The idea of issuing 51 „000,000 of certificates to be 
paid within three to meet these deficiencies is, as I said, un- 
exampled in the history of our country. 

It seems to me that we have arrived at a time and that we are 
in a position when Senators, laying aside all influences or 
all party divisions, should make provision in the ordinary way by 
an increase of taxation for the expenses of the Government. The 
condition of affairs which now confronts us comes from the abso- 
lute want of sufficient revenue to carry on the Government under 
the existing law, under the law which was only recently passed, 
and which has been tried, and under which there have been ac- 
cruing deficiencies occurring every hour, every day, and every 
year since its passage. 

The failure of Congress to furnish sufficient revenue to carry on 
the Government led to a political revolution in this country only 
a year or two ago, which brought into the House of Representa- 
tives a two-thirds majority a party gig to the existing 
law, which was a ing from the people of the United States 
that they would not be content to support and live under a law 
the 3 of which would every year increase the public debt. 

When the House of Representatives convened it passed a bill 
the terms of which I do not care to discuss, for I do not approve 
of that bill in many of its details nor in the general proposition on 
which it is founded, and yet the House of Representatives did feel 
it to be its duty among the first acts of the present Congress to 
pass a bill which, in my judgment, would supply sufficient money 
to prevent the deficiencies which have accrued and are accruing 
day by day. Perhaps that bill does not go far enough; it does not 
go so far as I should like to have it go. According to the state- 
ment of the Treasury PEPESE E if that bill had me a law 
it would have yielded additional revenue to the amount of forty 
or fifty million dollars, and the appropriations already made by 
Congress show very clearly that present law will create a 
deficiency of at least $50,000,000 a year, and even the measure sent 
to us by the House of Representatives would probably not create 
revenue enough to fill that vacuum. 

That bill was sent to the Committee on Finance of the Senate, 
where both political parties were fairly represented. By the Con- 
stitution the House of Representatives is the per forum in 
which should be originated all measures of taxation. The Senate 
of the United States has no right to originate a bill creating taxes, 
but such bills must originate with the representatives of the peo- 
ple. All we can do with such a bill is to amend it according to 
our judgment to meet the exigencies of the occasion. 

Sir, there isno remedy for insufficient revenue except to levy 
taxes sufficient to meet the mses of the Government, and a 
Congress would be cowardly that would neglect this duty. But 
instead of providing for taxation and providing for the payment of 
debts, the Senate neglected to act. No such occasion as that had 
ever before arisen in the history of our country. The House of 
Representatives have sent us a bill which has met a harsh and 
decisive refusal in this Senate Chamber. Instead of taking up 
that bill and amending it, either by increasing taxes or diminish- 
ing or changing them in some way, a political measure was pro- 
posed, a measure which had no connection whatever with «the 
question of taxation—that is, a measure for the free coinage of 
silver was thrust upon that bill, the whole of the bill was stricken 


1896. 


out, and provision made for the free 
tute. That would not have peopled ad revenue. The 
silver on hand could not have paid out for that purpose, be- 
cause every silver dollar in the is now a 
an outstanding debt of the Government of the United States, an 
the public faith is pl on every silver certificate that there 
shall bea dollar in the of the United Statesto coverit 
and provide for the payment of that silver certificate, and yet the 
position which was adopted here hastily in the Senate would 
PS violated the express obligation of the Government of the 
United States, which is printed on every silver certificate now 
outstanding. We have no more right to take that money pledge 
for the redemption of the silver certificates fo pay: the current lia- 
bilities of our Government than we have to take any other fund 
which is sacredly pledged for another purpose, and yet that was 
proposed to be done. 

It seems to me in the Senate of the United States we havecome 
to that condition where the two great parties in this country 
should solve this question without ri bag to any niinor considera- 
tions. It doesseem to me now that the House bill is still pending 
in the Senate. True, it has been practically defeated for the time 
being by a rider providing for the free coinage of silver, but there 
is no difficulty whatever in our taking up that bill, going over its 
details, with rae} the amendment which has been proposed, 
which defeats the whole bill, and then making provision in that 
bill for sufficient revenues to carry on the Government. 

I am willing to take that bill as it came to us from the House, 
and if it is not sufficient to supply the necessary revenues, let us 
add a tax on tea, a tax on coffee, or a tax on anything; for, as I 
said on a former occasion, I would vote for a tax on anything; I 
would take the last shirt off the backs of the people of the United 
States rather than to violate the public faith of the Govern- 
ment. 

We have ample resources. Our country is rich beyond expres- 
sion. Every member of this body knows that a bill can be fr: 


amed 
which will supply all the deficiencies produced by enormous a 
3 Tue condition in which we are now placed ought 

teach the Senate a lesson that they can not increase appropria- 
tions without providing money to meet them. When appropria- 
tion bills come to us from the House of Representatives they are 
uniformly increased here and large additions are made to all of 
them in many details. We have no right todo this. We have no 
right to impose obligations upon the people of the United States 
unless we also im upon them the burden of taxation so as to 
meet those obligations. 

It seems to me that it is simple and clear that the Senate, freed 
from all 8 or feeling, should take up the bill sent 
to us by the House of resentatives, a bill which comes from 
the proper authority to create taxation, and enlarge the sphere of 
the taxation proposed by that bill, and, if you please, add toit other 
items. If there are any provisions in that bili which are so obnox- 
ious to a majority of this body that they will not consent to them, 
let them be stricken out, and if the other House has not taken the 
pop subjects of taxation, let us take the proper subjects of tax- 
ation. 

We have only the right to propose amendments to ent the 
House of Representatives from ing unreasonable bills or im- 

ing unreasonable taxation. e have no right to originate tax 
Pills, as I have said before. If every Senator here will discard 
his sense of party obligation and will meet the duty of the hour 
to provide revenue to meet these various expenses, such a bill can 
be passed in two or three days. There can be no difficulty about 
it. The 3 that we are now making do not commence 
until the ist of J ay Before the 1st of July, and even before the 
Ist of June, we could pass legislation which would relieve us from 
all the danger of deficiencies hereafter. 

Sir, that should be done; the Congress of the United States 
should perform its duty in this respect. I have faith in the Presi- 
dent of the United States, although he belongs to a party very 
different from my own. Although I do not sympathize with him 
in his political opinions, if I were in his place I would do as I 
think he will do, namely, refuse to spend one dollar of these sums 
which are appropriated here if there is not sufficient money in the 
Treasury for the p . The appropriations are merely permis- 
sive. ey are merely authority to the executive department to 
use so much money for such and such objects, and the President 
is not bound to expend the money if he has it not, nor onght we 
to undertake to issue notes, certificates of deposit, of credit, certi- 
fying to our inability to pay the current expenses of the Govern- 
ment. 

Sir, we are not so poor as that. The people of the United States 
were never so rich as they are now; they were never better able 
to bear taxation; and the public voice of our countrymen will be 
in favor of paying as we go; not borrowing money to meet ordi- 
nary current liabilities, but raising the money by taxation, which 
may be easily levied in the form of tariff duties. 

I, therefore, am perfectly willing to take up that bill as it was 
peferred £0 tha Oonsmitées on Finance of this body ae tk avood be- 
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of silver as a substi- 


ess, it 
seems to me is a shame and a reproach, not so much to those who 
offer such propositions as to those who have made it necessary to 
at sun remedies. 

not wish to say anything more abont this matter, but I say 
I would tear up every appropriation bill pending in this Senate 
and refuse to ap iate the money rather than issue $100,000,000 
of certificates of indebtedness in a single year. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I am somewhat surprised at 
the ong statement of the distinguished Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. 5 “ that this is a most extra provision“ 
which I have offered, one never before heard of in legislation.” 
The memory of the Senator from Ohio is defective. than 
four years ago, when the to which the distinguished Sena- 
tor bel was in power, during the last year of President Har- 
rison’s A istration, the Senator from Ohio, speaking for the 
great Committee on Finance, of which he is a prominent mem- 
ber, reported to this Senate, and actually obtained its adoption 
on an 5 bill, a provision almost identical with the 
one which I have offered except as to the amount. His proposi- 
tion provided for the issue of $50,000,000 of short-term bonds, to 
meet a deficiency in the Treasury under that Administration. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator is entirely mistaken. At the 
very time of which he speaks, at the close of ident Harrison’s 
Administration, there was a surplus in the Tr . The3 per 
cent bonds then proposed by the Committee on Finance were not 
to meet deficiencies. There were no deficiencies up to the close of 
that Administration. That provision was for the pupone of re- 
ducing the rate of interest on bonds which were issued for the pro- 
tection of the resumption fund, and for nothing else. 

Mr. GORMAN. r. President, again the Senator is at fault, 
The then Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Foster, a distinguished 
resident of the State of Ohio, came before a committee of Con- 
gress and said that it was necessary for him to have an increased 
amount of money to meet the current expenses of the Govern- 
ment. On the face of the reports made then, as now, there was 
an insignificant balance in that year of about $2,000,000; but the 
fact confronted the Secretary of the Treasury then, as it does 
now, that after the passage of the McKinley law, the law which 
the party of the Senator from Ohio threatens the country with 
again, that law did not furnish enough revenue to pay the cur- 
rent expenses of the Government, and the only way in which a 
balance could be shown was by the Treasury Department refus- 
ing to expend the amount appropriated by Congress in 1891, 1892, 
1893, and 1894, to the extent of 5296, 868,547.41. This amount 
included the sinking fund; but after deducting the amount due 
the sinking fund for those years there still remained unexpended 
balances of about $189,000,000. It was before the Presidential 
election of 1892, before the country knew that the Democratic party 
was to succeed, that that shortage occurred. It was not officially 
presented to Congress, because the executive branch did not believe 
it was wise to present it to the country pending that Presidential 
election. The accounts then, as now, did not show the entire in- 
debtedness of the Government. I say there can be no question 
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about this fact. I have before me the statement made by Mr. 
Foster himself before a committee of the other House, where he 
appealed to them for aid. The following inquiry was put to him 
by a member of the Committee on Ways and Means, Mr. TURNER: 


Taking into consideration all these conditions which 
in your ju t would bea fair conjecture of the con: 
at the end of the next fiscal year? 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the date of that? 

Mr. GORMAN. I will give it to the Senator. It was Febru- 
ary 25, 1893, before the inauguration of Mr. Cleveland. The Dem- 
ocratic had not touched this question at that time. 

This was the reply of Mr. Foster: 

Secretary Fosrkn. I should say the next fiscal year would show a deficit. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was the next fiscal year, which com- 
menced on the ist of July, 1893? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, Mr. President; but that was under the 
McKinley law and under the operations of the Treasury Depart- 
ment when it was in the hands of the Republican „ the 
President and the Senate being under their control. e o- 
cratic party had nothing whatever to do with it. Here is more 
of Mr. Foster’s testimony: 

Mr. TURNER. Can you give an approximate estimate according to all the 
on 8 will only say this, that if I was to have the 
ment of the Treasu ry I should Tasis t upon an increase of revenue to the ex- 
8 In order to meet those conditions which you anticipate? 

3 Foster. Not only those conditions, but the gold 8 
W. 

* * . + * 
Secretary Foster Was asked by Mr. Wilson: 
Did I understand you to ex a general opinion awhile ago that in addi- 

tion to the present sources of revenue the revenues of the Treasury Depart- 
ment ought to be advan: 000 more a year? 

Secretary FOSTER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Nad Would you make that for one year or a permanent increase 
9 Foster. As things are going nowa nt revenue, for two 
reasons. I would increase the gold reserve at t $25,000,000 if I had the 
money to doit with. 


Mr. TURNER. But your answer just now seemed to contemplate an annual 


ou anticipate, what 
tion of the Treasury 


* * 


? 

Secre think an annual increase of $50,000,000 would make the 
89888 were going to manage it I 4 want to have it. 

The nse to that request from the then Secretary of the Treas- 
ury was the action of the Senator from Ohio placing upon an appro- 
priation bill, as I now propose to do, $50,000,000—to do what? To 
pay the current expenses of the Treasury; to pay amounts which 
the Government owed, and only incidentally to protect the gold 
reserve. Mr. President, there can be no question as to this fact. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Maryland yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certain os 

Mr. SHERMAN. What Secretary Foster said was absolutely 
true. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But it was not to meet deficiencies in the 


current expenses; it was to maintain the sinking fund and also to 
maintain the fund for the resumption of specie payment. The 
sinking fund is expressly stipulated for, and the $50,000,000 al- 


Iuded to by Mr. Foster, as shown over and over again by his state- 
ment, is to cover the sinking fund. The sinking fund had fallen 
until the surplus, in July following the incoming of Mr. Cleveland, 
was still in excess of our expenditures $2,000,000, but the sinking- 
fund provision had not been complied with. 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, the sinking fund had never been 
taken into account at all by Mr. Foster in this matter. He paid 
on the sinking fund in 1891 $44,006,111.37, and in 1892 he paid 
$37,574,179.98. 

r. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. GORMAN. Leaving a balance of $5,071,190 in 1891 and 
$11,488,934.34 in 1892; and from that day to this there has been 
scarcely anything paid upon the sinking fund. It was not the 
sinking fund for which he wanted the money, but he wanted the 
money to pay the appropriations which had been made by Congress. 
I will insert at this point the following table as to the sinking 


SINKING FUND. 


Annual 


Annual 


requirement. application. | Balance 
7,303, 186. 83 848, 604,085.43 | $1,789, 151. 40 
44, 872,710. 64 | 44.551, 043.36 | ` 321, 607. 28 
46.537, 849. 60 | 47,908, 248.15 | 1, 366,308.55 
40,818, 149. 18 | 43, 732,550.00 | 3,085,599. 18 
-| £7, 804,172.99 39. 088. 173.35 8,737,999. 64 
11| 48,821,127. 78 | 39, 847,839.50 | 8,478, 288. 26 
=| 49,0777301.87 44.000. 111.7 5,071. 100. 50 
I| 49,063, 114.32 | 37,574, 179.98 | 11,488, 984. 34 
48,712, 680.86 | 6, 708,744. 50 | 42, 003, 942. 35 
48, TO4, 283. 02 221,587.20 | 48, 482, 695. 82 
571,338.15 | 1, 130, 308. 43 | 48, 434, 971. 72 


* In excess of requirement. 


Mr. President, during the Administration of President Harrison 
we appropriated nearly $300,000,000 more than the whole revenues 
of the Government derived from the McKinley law. The fact 
remains that the deficit goes back, and during ident Harri- 
son’s Administration gor McKinley law cut the revenue down 
$50,000,000 a year, and your peg abe Sag eb increased nearly $75,- 
000,000. The actual payments by the Treasury during 1891, 1892, 
1893, and 1894 were in excess of receipts $119,219,213.72. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Still we hadasurplus of $2,341,000 on the 1st 
of July, 1898. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, and you left unpaid when President Har- 
rison went out of office $189,000,000, the greater part of which 
had to be paid under this Administration. 

I desire to be entirely fair about this matter, and I will say that, 
following the advice of the Senator from Ohio, Secretary Foster 
and his predecessor and Secretary Carlisle have acted as the Sen- 
ator from Ohio says they ought to act, as patriotic men, and when 
they haye not money to pay the debts of the Government they 
should refuse to expend mon y appropriated. That is what has 
been done under your Administration, and it is precisely what is 
occurring under this Administration. 

Now, in order to meet the obligations of the Government and 
no longer to make its creditors wait for their money, I propose 
that they shall have 3 per cent certificates, so that they may pay 
current expenses and avoid in future, if we can, the use of long- 
term bonds bearing a high rate of interest. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have before me a table taken from the last 
statement of Secretary Carlisle, which shows that in 1893 the re- 
ceipts of the Government were $385,000,000—I leave the odd num- 
bers out—and the total expenditures were $383,000,000, leaving a 
surplus on hand of $2,341,000, which goes to show that at "that 
time the expenditures of the Government were paid and there 
was still left this balance of $2,000,000 after the McKinley law 
went into operation. 

Mr. GORMAN. To what year does the Senator refer? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The year 1893. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ending in 1893? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The year ending June 30. 

Mr. GORMAN. June 30, 1893. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. At the end of that year, which was 
four months after Mr. Cleveland became President of the United 
States, the excess of revenue over expenditures was $2,341,674. 

Mr. GORMAN. That was a book account. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Another remark which the Senator makes is 
that this amount did not cover outstanding liabilities. It did 
more than cover all outstanding liabilities, for in the next year, 
when the Senator says they paid $100,000,000, the expenditures 
were only $356,000,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. At the end of the year 1893, to which the Sen- 
ator refers, in which he says there was a balance of 83,000,000 

Mr. SHERMAN. Two million dollars. 

Mr. GORMAN. There was due the sinking fund that year 
$42,003,942.36. In addition to the great amounts which had 
appropriated by Congress during the whole of Mr. Harrison's Ad- 
ministration, besides the sinking fund, there were unadjusted 
claims against the Treasury which, if they had been paid, would 
have required nearly 8200, 000, 000. 

Mr. T R. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me to 
make a suggestion to him? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest that in the month of October, 1892, 
there was a deficiency. The expenditures for that month were 
more than the revenues. The same was true of the months of 
November, December, and February following. For the four 
months preceding the ist day of March, 1893, there was a defi- 
ciency of over $4,000,000, commencing with October. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In other words, the moment Mr. Cleveland 
was elected the deficiencies commenced. 

Mr. TELLER. I would suggest that they began before Mr. 
Cleveland was elected. They began in October, and he was not 
elected until November. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, let us see what further Mr. 
Foster says about this matter. Mr. Cleveland was not then Pres- 
ident. This was in February, 1893. Mr. Wilson asked Mr. Fos- 
ter this question: 

Mr. Wiisoy. Did I understand you to express a general opinion avis 


ago that in addition to the present sources of revenue the revenues of 
Treasury Department ought to be advanced $50,000,000 more a year? 


This was under the McKinley law. 


Secre FOSTER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McM11.1.1x. Would you make that for one year or a permanent in- 
crease of revenue? 

Secretary Foster. As things are » going now a permanent revenue, for two 
reasons. I would increase the gold reserye at least $25,000,000 if I had the 
money to do it with. 


Mr. TURNER. But your answer just now seemed to contemplate an annual 


increase? 
3 Foster. I think an annual of $50,000,000 would make the 


increase 
Treasury casy, and if I were going to manage it I would want to have it. 


1896. 
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There is no sinking fund referred to here, and yet Secretary Fos- 
ter wanted $50,000,000 of revenue more than he had; and the Sen- 
ator from Ohio and the Republican Finance Committee of this 
body and this Senate voted to give $50,000,000 of short-term low- 
interest bonds to meet this deficiency, because it was impossible 
at that time to a reyenue bill increasing taxation. 

The Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
sox] and all those in charge on the other side of the Chamber held 
at that time that it was improper, that is to say, it was outside of 
the intention of Congress in the passage of the act of 1875, author- 


izing the issue of those bonds to keep up the gold reserve, to use 
the proceeds of the bonds for current expenses of the Treasury. 
Everybody on both sides of the Chamber desired to avoid that, 
and it was because of the shortage of revenue, stated by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury at $50,000,000, and to prevent the use of 
the proceeds of the sales of 4 and 5 percents, that we placed that 
provision in the bill. 
I append a table showing the unexpended balances of appro- 
riations, exclusive of the sinking fund and Indian trust funds, 
om 1885 to 1895, inclusive: 


Unexpended balances of appropriations, exclusive of sinking fund and Indian trust funds, at close of years 1885 to 1895. 


des, 
20, 
26 
2 
32 
29 
38 
28, 
30, 
24 


Now it comes, in the course of time, when the Democratic party 
is in power; and Ifrankly admit, as I have before, and I think as 
the Senator from Ohio and those who agre om him on the other 
side should admit, that neither the McKinley Act nor the bill we 
recently passed produces revenue enough to meet the expenditures 
that Congress has directed the Executive to make, th sides 
should 2 these stubborn facts. It is the manly way, in my 
judgment, to meet this case. It is a deficiency. It occurred with 
vou because you placed your rates so high as to prohibit the im- 

rtation to a great extent. It has occurred with us because we 
fave placed the duties possibly too low or placed too many items 
upon the free list. It has occurred with us because of a most ex- 
traordinary decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
eliminating from our revenues from thirty to fifty million dollars 
that would have accrued under the income-tax provisions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Ohio? $ 

. GORMAN. Ido. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from pa eon charges a defi- 
ciency of revenue to the McKinley Act, and yet the Democratic 

y, the moment it came into power, reduced largely the revenue 
erived from imported goods by an act I believe they would be 
very glad to get rid of. 

“Mr . Does the Senator from Ohio mean it reduced 
revenue or reduced duties? 

. SHERMAN. If we were responsible for 
which left a surplus of only $2,000,000 a year, they kro paard a 
bill which creates a deficiency of from thirty to fifty on dol- 
lars a year. That is the difference. . 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam eying to deal with this question from 
the present condition. Therefore I was amazed at the distin- 
guished Senator from Ohio opposing any proposition looking to 
the relief of the Treasury. The Republican party, as I have tried 
to show, by the McKinley Act and by the appropriations made 
when you were in power in another branch of Congress, aided to 
bring about this condition of affairs. The present law is ineffi- 
cient, 1 admit. We want to meet the condition and apply the 
remedy. The Senator from Ohio talks of the McKinley Act and 
what it produced. During the first twelve months of its existence 
it produced $371,932,536.81. The present act during the last 
twelve months produced $820,379,654.66. I submit a statement 
giving the details of the receipts under the two acts for certain 


poog a od 


specified periods: 
Receipts under the McKinley and the Wilson tariff acts. 

Under the McKinley tariff act: 

During the first twelve months $371, 932, 536. 81 

During the last twelve months sss 316, 661, 099. 01 
Under the Wilson tariff act: 

Receipts from Sept. 1, 1894, to June 30, 1895. $237, 088, 627.57 

Receipts for July, 185 22 ee eeee 29, 069, 697.89 

Receipts for August, 18965 28, 952, 696. 70 

Total during first twelve months. 295, 061, 022.16 
Receipts during last twelve months 820, 379, 654. 66 


If there had not been stricken from the Wilson Act the provision 
known as the income-tax law, that act with its present rates would 
have produced more revenue than the McKinley Act. No man 
will question that who will look at the Treasury fi That 
was a matter which Congress could not control. But now the 
condition confronts us. What shall we do? You will have ap- 

ropriated at the present Congress, when we shall have finished, 
520,000,000 for the next fiscal year, besides your contracts of 


Pensions. Total. 

$10, 248, 855. 65 . $1, 573, 564. 64 787,167.17 | $60,937,783. 47 
6, 793, 214. 49 6, 495, 358. 54 1, 690, 065. 96 954, 659. 69 59, 659, 314. 79 
15, 714, 848.36 | 20,916, 771.55 1, 848, 164. 87 088, 915. 54 68, 984, 892. 17 
9, 924,377.90 | 17,876, 717.89 2, 065, 937. 68 800, 802. 09 59, 259, 543. 39 
27, 479,872.42 | 27,190,202. 24 5, 618, 950. 00 401, 863. 96 99, 711, O87. 76 
16, 242, 476.64 | 18, 760,979.27 2,185, 923.45 896, 614. 44 67, 708, 843. 81 
40, 405, 305.69 | 19,574, 603.53 9, 320, 808, 27 924,627.48 | 112,043,711. 64 
26, 491,821.05 22, 760, 781. 74 7,261, 324. 88 596, 316. 84 96, 208, 401.96. 
47, 835, 964.49 981, 22. 48 4,308, 213. 56 459,251.98 | 104, 074,092.07 
26, 260, 678. 90 253, 161. 21 4,027, 054. 90 067, 409. 97 89, 629, 274. 72 
39, 208, 700. 22 123, 145. 89 6,311, 618. 29 986,519.71 | 116,285, 126.28 


from seventy to eighty million dollars. I have not the exact fig- 
ures now, because the bills are in process of passage through bo 
Houses of Congress, but it is safe to say the direct appropriations 
and the obligations will be $600,000,000. 

What is to be done? Can you by any method of taxation meet 
that deficit? It seems impossible. What do you desire to do? To 
spend the money that is in the Treasury which came from the 
sale of 4 and 5 per cent bonds? That will follow unless the ex- 
ecutive branch of the Government will go to 8 extent 
than ever heretofore by simply thwarting the will of Congress 
and ref using to expend the money you have directed them to spend. 

I propose by the amendment not to use a dollar of 4 per cent or 
5 per cent long-term bonds, but to issue short-term certificates in 
20s, 50s, and 100s, and to put them on sale at post-offices designated 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, or to pay them out for the cur- 
rent expenses. They would not be legal tenders, but any creditor 
of the Government would be gm to have them. The taxpayers 
would be delighted, in my judgment, to see such short-term cer- 
tificates issued, redeemable in one or two or three years, as Con- 
gress may provide, so that when we shall have revenue enough 
they may be taken up and not remain a mortgage upon their 
industries for the next twenty years. 

The Senator from Ohio says meet it by taxation. I once before 
suggested to the Senator and to the Senate that the bill that came 
here to increase taxation satisfied nobody; that it never was in- 
tended to pass, The authors of it, its sponsors and supporters, 
knew that it never could become a law. 

Mr. GRAY. It would not have produced the revenue if it had 
become a law. 

Mr. GORMAN. And if it had become a law I do not believe it 
would have produced reyenue enough to meet the requirements 
of the Government. 

The Senator from Ohio and his friends on the other side of the 
Chamber know perfectly well that a bill which comes here to 
increase the prohibitory rates in the McKinley Act never can 
have the support of any Democrat. It can not now, but I sug- 
gest to the Senator from Ohio that if he and his party are in 
earnest to relieve the Treasury let us agree to do ee thin, 
Let us repeal that provision of the present revenue law which pi 
up claims on account of alcohol to the extent of a million ora 
million and a half a month; that nobody defends; that got in by 
an accident by way of an amendment offered from the other side 
of the Chamber that is incapable of being exeeuted. It only em- 
barrasses the Government. Let us save the Government $15,000,- 
000 a year byrepealing that provision. Then let us put a tax upon 
tea, which everybody should agree to; a revenue duty of 10 cents 
a pound, which will bring in $20,000,000 a year without adding to 
taxation a single cent. Let us place a duty upon coffee, which 
will not increase the cost to the consumer anything. With those 
three items we would give the Treasury from thirty to forty mil- 
lion dollars a year and save these claims of twelve or fifteen million 
dollars a year. . 

Now, if the Senator from Ohio will agree toa nonpartisan prop- 
osition as this is, one that does not trench upon the Republican 
idea of high protection or interfere with the Democratic idea of 
low taxation, we can unite,in my judgment, or at least I will be 

lad to unite with him to relieve the Treasury. if you will do 
that, with this provision which I propose, to be used only in case 
of emergency, used as the Secretary of the Treasury in his annual 


report says he ought to have the power in case of emergency, the 
Treasury 3 


will be in condition to meet any ordinary demands. 
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Look atit, Mr. President. From the day the McKinley Act went 
into operation and the bill known as the Sherman silver law was 
put upon the statute book down to this gold has ceased coming in 

m customs duties, the revenues have run down, the expendi- 

tures have increased, and whenever the balances have been ata 
low ebb there have been raids on the Treasury for its gold, and 
more bonds have been sold. When the Treasury has been strong, 
as it is now, the gold reserve is apparently safe,and there is no 
demand for the redemption of greenbacks. 

I call opon Senators on the other siđe of the Chamber to pam 
some act for the relief of the Treasury. The distinguished Sen- 
ator from Ohio, if we are to believe newspaper reports, is soon 
to be the great premier leading another Administration which is 

ledged to prohibitory duties, whichis pledged to protection until 
it excludes; whose party in this Congress seems to be pledged to 
vote all the money that can be put into appropriation bills, a party 
of high protection, of extravagance in expenditures. I call upon 
Senators on the other side to make some effective provision that 
will make it unnecessary to sell more long-term bonds. 

Mr. President, I have no more interest in these matters than 
any other Senator upon this floor; but Ihave had only one view of my 
duty, and that is to vote for sufficient revenue to pay the current 
expenses of the Government. When we have found a deficiency 
in that I have advocated a reduction in the ditures. 
Ihave been unalterably opposed to the issue of bonds to pay the 
current expenses in time of peace. I have labored to the best of 
my ability in that direction. But so far as cutting down expendi- 
tures is concerned I admit I have failed. 

The appropriations stand to-day greater than ever before. If 
the present Congress adjourns without making provision for the 
Treasury, whether by taxation or by some su vision, the 
3 must be with those who control legislation in both 
branches of Congress. If you attempt to escape by telling us that 
we voted against the revenue bill as it came here the House 
of Representatives, I say, “Yes; we voted against it.” We are 

repared to go to the country upon that vote. It is a bill which 

oes not satisfy Senators on the other side of the Chamber. The 
distinguished Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER] has rendered 
the country a service by the manly speech he made exposing the 
bill. It is unfair in its structure. It would not produce revenue. 
It was drawn to antagonize the Democratic thought, and I am 
delighted to know that it antagonized the liberal Republicans 
who want fair ing in the matter of taxation. 

Mr. STEWART. . President, I like the amendment of the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gokxax] with a slight modification. 
We have in the Treasury impounded something over $100,000,000 
of current money, mostly greenbacks, which is doing the world no 

It is a surplus. The country is suffering for the use of 
that surplus, and Í wish the Senator from Maryland would modify 
his amendment so as to issue $100,000,000 of greenbacks to take 
the place of the $100,000,000 of that are impounded, 
unlawfully as Icontend. That would do something toward reliev- 
ingthe country. But I am opposed to borrowing money and pay- 
ing interest on it for the purpose of producing contraction and hard 
times. 

I am totally at variance with the Senator from Ohio . SHER- 
MAN] in his assertion that this country is rich and better able to 

ay taxes than ever before. Never in the history of this country 
— it been so difficult for the people to pay taxes as it is to-day. 
Never in the history of this country were bankruptcies increasing 
as they are now. Read Bradstreet’s report for the last three 

months, and it presents an alarming situation as to bankrupts, 
suicides, insane people, criminals, tramps—everything indicating 
distress in the country. 

That we are on the road to bankruptcy is to me as clear as day. 
We are traveling the road that Turkey traveled before she reached 
the goal of insolvency. We are in the tracks of in while she 
was spending her patrimony. We are following the example of 

. bankrupt Italy. e are ing to deliver gold when we have 
not the gold to deliver. eare borrowing gold to pay interest on 
obligations as those nations did. It will be but a short time before 
we are in the same situation. We are issuing bonds not, they say, 
to carry on the Government, not for the pur of raising reve- 
nue, but there are two things to be accomplished by the issuance 
of bonds. One is more debt, more taxation, more inability to pay. 
The other is less circulation, more hoarding. There ought to be 
some way to get that money out of the Treasury. I know of no 
way except by liberal appropriations. Now is the time to pass 
your appropriation bills to relieve the country, and put $150,000,000 
of idle money into circulation. We have noother way of doing it. 

But to those who think that we are not on the road to bank- 
ruptcy let me point to the situation. Our fixed annual 3 
obligations are estimated, at the lowest figure, at 8400, 000, 000. e 
are not selling enough of our commodities all told to pay for what 
we buy abroad. We did not do so — 5 the last year. How are 
we to meet the fixed obligations annually? By more debt. The 
Government is borrowing money to pay its portion of these obli- 


gations and to supply gold to the gamblers, Private corpo- 
rations are borrowing money. e are piling up this debt an- 
nually, and no man points out any legislation whereby the people 
of the United States can get out of this difficulty. The Senator 
from Ohio says more taxation. Will putting more money in the 
Treasury relieve us of our foreign obligations? On the contrary, 
it will make it more difficult to pay existing obligations, because 
there will be less money in circulation with which to do business. 
If you retire the greenbacks and Treasury notes as suggested, if 
you buy them with interest-bearin; 8 it will increase your 
1 obligations, if you pay in gold. It will not diminish them. 
the gold e is to be maintained there will be $15,000,000 
more a year, The Government has no means of obtaining gold 
unless it legislates to send gold to a premium, for whenever the 
Government of the United States demands gold in payment of 
taxes instead of other money, gold will be at a premium. When 
ou demand gold for customs duties gold will go to a premium. 
en you did it once before you sent gold to a premium the very 
next day. You will doit nowif you make the discrimination. 
555 £ 1d except l 
e ernmen no means o; i ex bor- 
rowing it. If the Government is A yian E. ape ania sald 
backs converting them into gold obligations, into bonds, it 
will have to borrow money to pay interest on the gold obligations 
which are out. Then how are individuals to get gold if they can 
not get it from the ? How are the corporations, who 
have unfortunately entered into gold obligations, to get gold? 
They bave foreign obligations. The Government of the United 
States has none. But they have entered into those obligations. 
The gold can not be got out of the Treasury. Indixid must 
raise it, and they will have to paꝝ a premium on it. The only way 
to maintain the gold standard is to refuse to pay. Bankruptcy is 
the only way to maintain it, for whenever you struggle to get it 
you will send gold to a premium. 

When the Government of the United States ceases to sell bonds, 
when it can do that no longer, gold will go toa premium. If it 
shifts the responsibility on the ple, if it sells no more bonds, 
it will be compelled to demand its revenue in gold, and gold will 
aided gee ce If there is no means of goin, 535 

or gold, if the credit of the Government can no lo be pl 
for that, individuals who owe gold must have it. flo will they 
getit? By buying it at a premium or they will repudiate their 
obligations. The only way that the gold standard can be main- 
tained is by universal bankruptcy. You must refuse to pay. 
When the Government ceases to sell bonds to bu ld, and if 
citizens bug gold to pay gold obligations, gold will dhen 
premium. gold standard 
is the only way it can be main p 
the gold standard will send gold to a premium. that wast ied 
ceases, then we have bankruptcy. That is what the golds 
means. That is what it meant in all other countries. That is 
what it meant in Italy, in Spain, in Austria, in the Turkish 
Empire. Gold standard means repudiation, There is no doubt 
about that, and here we are higgling about getting the money out 
of the Treasury in order to po the people some relief, 

If my friend the Senator from Maryland would put out green- 
backs to take the place of the greenbacks retired, so as to let busi- 
ness revive in this country, he would do a great deal of good. I 
hope he will modify his amendment to that extent. But 1 wish 
to reiterate my remark that the gold standard can not be main- 
tained in this co without bankruptcy, for the attempt to get 

to pay our gold obligations will send gold to a premium. 
ere is not gold enough to go around. It is impossible for us to 
get it. Where is it? It is pooled. 

They say there are four thousand million dollars of gold in the 
world; that seven or eight hundred million dollars of it are in 
Asia; that $500,000,000 of it are in Russia's war chest; that $150,- 
000,000 of it are in the reserves of Austria, and that $900,000,000 
of it are in France. You can not get it from France, because 
France takes care of her people by paying in silver as well as gold, 
and gives them an ample circulating medium to do business. She 
secures the balance of trade and accumulates gold. You can not 
get it from her for that reason and for another. If you attempt 
to export it, France will pay in silver. You can not get it away 
from Germany, because she will pay in silver. You can not get 
it from England, because she is paying a bounty for gold. 

Where, then, will you get the gold? They say there is $600,000,- 
000 in this country. There is probably 8400, 000, 000. The $100,- 
000,000 you have in the Treasury is the result of your borrowing, 
and it will stay there until somebody wants it. We are the only 
country in the world that borrows money for the benefit of all the 
world, for the benefit of gold eee We do that and pay 
interest on ed money. To maintain the gold standard for 
a debtor nation, in debt as we are now and going in debt year after 
year at a geometrical ratio, is impossible. 

The fact that the money of the world is pooled is recognized 
by all. We daily see in the newspapers threats. They say if 
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William McKinley will not declare himself for the 
they will make times tight; that the banks will 


d standard 
times tight 
during theRepublican convention. They will break some more of 


times hard and 


our fellows. They talk abont maki with 
id. It is common 


as much flippancy as anybody ever that 
_ will squeeze the community. They have the gold pooled, 
and they laugh and talk about the calamity to the country. Your 
real estate in this country is not worth 33} cents on the dollar at 
sheriff's sale of what it was worth thirty years ago. Yourfarmers 
are living on closer rations, scrimping and eking out a miserable 
existence as never before in this country. Business is paralyzed. 
The country is full of tramps, and the money is being hoarded in 
the Treasury, and there is objection to making appropriations to 
get out the money and let the people have the use of it. 

Iam forappropriations. Iam for this appropriation, and much 
perhaps for the same ypo to get the money out of the Treas- 
ury; but if my friend the Senator from Maryland will rise to 
the occasion and say that the people of this country shall not be 
strangled in their business, but we will put out $100,000,000 of 
greenbacks to take the place of the greenbacks unlawfully im- 
pounded, we will relieve the country. It would not be so aggra- 
vating if there were any law for impounding the backs. 
There is no law for it. It is done without authority of law. We 
owe no gold obligations — the gold certificates for which the 
money is in the Treasury. ery dollar the Government owes is 
payable in either gold or silver. Still the present Administration 
and the Republican party declare that silver shall not be used as 
rath ey say itis not good money for the creditor, that he 
shall have his option. 

The silver in the Tr is doing no duty, it is paying no debts, 
It might as well be lead; it might as well be iron; it is not money. 
You have $1,100,000,000 of paper and silver out and no gold with 
which to redeem it except to rely upon the precarious business of 
borrowing it from foreigners, and loading up the debt. You will 
not pay out the silver that isin the Treasury. Let the Adminis- 
tration declare that the silver in the Treasury is money by law 
and it will be paid for all coming obligations; that the silver bul- 
lion will be coined that is there. Then $50,000,000 will be covered 
into the Treasury. Let them declare that they will comply with 
the law and there will be no more raids on the Then 
the gold gamblers would not come to us any more than they go to 
France or Germany. They would not come to the Treasury now 
if the Administration did not connive with them and give to them 
the option reserved by the Government for the benefit of the 


le. 
ig na in all history was a le ever so robbed and wronged 
as by the raids on the Treasury for gold when there was an ample 
supply of silver, which these raiders would not take and which, if 
they would take, there would be no disturbance at all. If the 
‘Treasury nt had executed the laws there would not have 
been a word said and the country would now be Spenco But 
the Administration says that the silver in the Treasury is not fit 
to pay debts with, that the only basis we have for our circulation 
is what gold we can borrow, and it continues to borrow money 
for the benefit of gold gamblers and to tie up the money in the 
Treasury and keep it from the people. While this policy is pur- 
sued times will grow worse and worse. It seems to me that it is 
the object of the ruling classes to make times worse and worse, 
the people poorer and poorer, hoping that the time will soon ar- 
rive when resistance to tyranny will be impossible and the people 
will be reduced to serfdom. I do not believe that that can be done 
in this country. It has been done in other countries, I know, but 
the transition from prosperity to 1 is too rapid, and I 
pale a people of our country will arouse themselves before it 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the deci- 
sion of the Chair stand as the decision of the Senate? 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I withdraw the appeal from the 
decision of the Chair and move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The appealis withdrawn. Itis 
moved by the Senator from Texas to lay the pending amendment 
on the table. 

Mr. MILLS. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr.Gorpon]. If he were present, 


I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 
Mr, GEORGE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
Iam paired with 


the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MCBRIDE]. 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE]. If he were present, I 
should vote“ Ta 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 
present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. Procror’s name was called), I 


I am paired 
if 8 
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have been requested by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR] 
to announce that he is paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. 


CALL]. 

While I am on my feet I will announce a pair between the 
Senator from North ta . HaNsBROUGH] and the Senator 
on Illinois [Mr. PALMER], both of whom are absent from the 
city. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. PUGH. So would he. 

Mr. QUAY. Then I will vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). Ihave a general pair 
with the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN]. If he were present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICE]. If he were present, I should 
vote yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO, Iam paired with the Senator from Washi 

Ir. Witson]. I transfer that pair to the Senator from South 

arolina [Mr. Innx] and vote “yea.” 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Iam paired with the senior Senator from 
Michi [Mr. McMILLAN]. I am not advised as to how he 
would vote. I withhold my vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam paired with the Senator from West 
Virginia . ELKINS]. I transfer my pair to the Senator from 
Sor eae . VOORHEES] and vote “ yea.” 

T. 


I inquire whether the senior Senator from 
Minnesota 758 aif voted? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 
Mr. TURPIE. I withhold my vote, being paired with that 


Senator. 

Mr. SHOUP. I observe that the Senator from California [Mr. 
8 pone and I wish to record my vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. WETMORE (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
inquire if the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] has voted? 

he PRESIDING OEFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. WETMORE. I withdraw my vote. If he were present, I 
should vote“ yea.” 

Mr. VILAS (after having voted in thenegative). I voted inad- 
vertently. Iam paired generally with the Senator from Oregon 


Mr. MITCHELL]. I suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island 
Mr. Were that we might exchange our pairs, in which case 
can let m 


vote stand and he will have an opportunity to vote. 
Mr. WETMORE. Very well. I vote “ yea. 

Mr. McBRIDE. My colleague [Mr. MITCHELL] is absent from 
the Chamber on account of illness in his family. He is paired, as 
has been announced, with the senior Senator from Wisconsin 


[Mr. vau If present, my colleague would vote “yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 9; as follows: 
YEAS—4. 
Allen, Chandler, 7 ay Sewell, 
Chilton, McBride, Sherman, 
fate Gulla elson, Squire, 
om, 
Berry, Du Stewart, 
Faulkner, Peffer, Teller, 
Butler, Gallinger, Perkins, Vest, 
Caffery, Hawley, Pettigrew, Wal 
Cameron, Jones, Ark. Platt, Wetmore, 
Cannon, Kyle, u. 
Carter, Lindsay, Quay, 
NAYS—9. 
Cockrell, Gorman, HM, Smith, 
Daal, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Vilas. 
e, E 
NOT VOTING—38. 
Aldric George, Mantl Thurston, 
aon Gibson, Martin’ 
Black Gordon, Mitchell, Oreg. i 
Blanchard, h, Morgan, Voorhees, 
X Hansbrough, Morrill, Warren, 
Brown, Harris, Murphy, White, 
Call, oar, er, Wilson, 
Davis, ‘by, Pritchard, Wolcott. 
Elkins, Jones, Nev. Proctor, 
Gear, McMillan, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still as in Committee 
of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amendment, 
I voted to lay the last amendment upon the table for the reason 
that Iam opposed to increasing our interest-bearing debt. But 
inasmuch as nearly three years ago we stop the coinage of sil- 
ver, and also stopped the manufacture of new money by that 
legislative action, and therefore, by reason of an increase in u- 
lation and business, we are constantly having a relative contr: on 
of currency, I think we ought to the debt created by this bill 
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pe bats in Treasury notes. It would have two good effects. One 
that it would certainly effect the payment of the debt, and the 
other is that it would give the pia that much more currency. 
er be inserted at the 


Imove that the amendment Io roper pace 
I have not a copy of the bill by me, but let the amendment follo 
the amount of money a1 whatever it is. 
The PRESIDING OF R. The amendment proposed by the 

Senator from Kansas will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the bill: 

Payable in Treas notes to be issued by the Secretary of the Treasury 
from time to time as they shall be required. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not care to discuss the amendment at all, 
and so far as I know no friend of the amendment does propose to 
discuss it, but I am anxious to see how the Senate feels about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair inquires of the Sena- 
tor from Kansas to what oe bare appropriation in the bill he 
desires his amendment applied? 

Mr. PEFFER. Where the Senator from Maryland proposed 
to insert his amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On page 16, at the end of the 
bill, the clause reads as follows: 

For one-half of said sum, to be supplied by the United States, $3,425. 


— — PEFFER. No; there is a specific sum appropriated some- 
where. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The last appropriation in the 
bill, the Senator will notice, is a specific sum of one-half of $3,425. 
Mr. GORMAN. Let the amendment be read Bean 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert the following: 7 
VVV 
Mr. ALLEN. I desire the attention of the Senator from Kan- 
sas a moment. I suggest the propriety of modifying the amend- 
ment so that it shall read “that all appro riations made under 
this bill” or “by virtue of this bill’ be payable in legal- 
tender notes. 
ores PEFFER. I willaccept the suggestion of the Senator from 
ebraska. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendmentas modified will 


be 3 

Mr. GORMAN. Isuggest that the amendment be inserted at 
the end of the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let it be inserted at the end of the bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. PEFFER. That will do. I thought there was a specific 
sum appropriated by the bill, and I desired my amendment to be 
. immediately after the amount stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment as modified. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KYLE. I have not heard the amendment read yet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again 


The SECRETARY. Add to the bill the following proviso: 

Provided, That all appropriations made in this bill shall be payable in Treas- 
ury notes to be issu hy ths Beceotary of the Treasury from time to time as 
they shall be required. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll 
on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PEFFER]. 

The Sleretary proceeded to call the roll; and Mr. ALDRICH an- 


swered ‘‘nay.” 
PIB. Mr. President, I call for the reading of the 


Mr. TUR 
amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is too late. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair informs the Senator 
from Indiana that a name has been called and a response has 
been recorded at the desk. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to hear the proposition read 
which we are to vote upon. 

Mr. GORMAN. I unanimous consent that the amendment 
may be again read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent, the roll 
call will be discontinued. The amendment will be again read. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the bill insert the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That all Lap Ti 
ury notes to be issu y t 
shall be required. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President 2 

Mr. ALLEN. The question is not debatable pending the roll 
call. I rise to a point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 


riations made in this bill shall be payable in Treas- 
e Secretary of the Treasury from time to eas 


will state his point of order. 


Mr. ALLEN. The roll call had been begun and one response 
had been made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, By unanimous consent the roll 
call was discontinued. 

_Mr. ALLEN. By unanimous consent the roll call was discon- 
tinued at the request of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] 
to 8 the reading of the amendment, and no further. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska is 
mistaken. The Chair understood the Senator from Indiana to 
request that the question be divided. Itis in order to call fora 
division of the question, if the Senator from Indiana desires to 
do so. Will the Senator from Indiana indicate how he desires to 
have the amendment divided? 

Mr. TURPIE. I did not ask for a division of the question; I 
papiy asked to have the amendment read. 

. LINDSAY. Mr. President, I desire to make the point of 
order that the amendment is new legislation. 

a PEFFER. I submit that it is too late to raise a point of 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks that the point 
of order is made too late. The roll call will be resumed. 

The 5 resumed the calling of the roll. is 

Mr..BLACKBURN (when his name was 2 Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Mc J. Ido 
not know how he would vote if present. 


Mr. BURROWS. I think my coll e would vote “nay.” 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I will withhold my vote. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 
Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 


senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. If he were present, 
I should vote!“ 8 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. HansBrovuGuH’s name was called). 
I again announce the pair of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
HANSBROUGH] with the Senator from Illinois . PALMER]. 

Mr. MAR when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I make the same 
transfer of my pair as before and vote ‘‘nay.” . 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. Proctor’s name was called). I 
desire to again announce the pair of the Senator from Vermont 


[Mr. 010 with the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 
Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). Iam with the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. If he were 


present, he would vote “nay” and I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. If he were present, I 
should vote hn Ce 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a general 
res with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. 

he were present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I am paired gener- 
ally with the senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. As he 
is absent, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Ohio 85 BRICE]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. FAULKNER (after having voted in the negative). Ihave 
already voted. I desire to announce the transfer of my pair with 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELxINs] to the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES]. 

The result was announced—yeas 12, nays 43; as follows: 


YEAS—12, 
Alle Daniel, Roach, 
Butler, George, Peffer, Stewart, 
Cameron, Kyle, Pettigrew, Vest. 
Chandi 8 ell, 
Aldri: mdler, Gray, Sew 
— Chilton, Hawley, Shi 
Bacon, Clark, Shoup, 
Baker, Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Smith, 
Bate, Cullom, Lindsay, Sq 
Berry, Dubois, Lodge Teller, 
Bro Faulkner, McBride, v 
Burrows, @, Nelson, Wal 
Caffery, inger, Wetmore, 
Cannon, Gibson, Per White. 
Carter, Gorman, Platt, 
NOT VOTING—34 
Blackbarn, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Thurston, 
Blan Morgan, 
Brice, Hoar, Morrill, ‘Turpie, 
— 35 Irby, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Bris, pa ee, Wiis 
Gord Martin, Pugh,” W 
on, 5 
Hale, Mitchell, Oreg. Quay, 
So the amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. LODGE. I desire to offer an amendment to be inserted 
after line 9, on page 14, to come in after the amendment reported 


by the Committee on Appo riations. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After line 9, on page 14, it is proposed to 
insert: 

To enable the Board of Ordnance and Fortification to procure and test one 
controllable torpedo of the t patented by Lieut. Nicholas J. Halpine, 
United States Navy, the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed 
to contract with the licensee of said Halpine patent for said torpedo, 8 
out 1 hits 5 . 3 Aid 5. hers 

cations prepare Sal . J. Halpine, an 1 
may be modi ed. chariged, and 5 in the discretion of the con- 


The sum of $9,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby ap- 
propriated for the purchase and experiments of the said Halpine torpedo. 
pon the completion and tests of the Halpine torpedo herein referred to, a 
report shall be made to Congress by the Secretary of War at the next session 
of Congress after said tests, in which shall be stated in detail the performance 
of this type of torpedo in maneuvering and firing and the merits and defects 
of the same and the price for which the type can be furnished in large num- 
bers, and time of devari of the same, together with the price for which the 
United States patents may be obtained. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts if this proposed amendment has received the approval of any 
committee? ; : 

Mr. LODGE, It was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 


tions. 

Mr. ALLEN. Only the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. LODGE. It was referred to that committee. 

Mr. ALLEN. I make the point of order on the amendment 
that it has not been reported by any committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
makes the point of order on the amendment, 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I only desire to say a few words 
in regard to the point of order. I wish to express my surprise, 
after so many hundreds of thousands of dollars have been appro- 
priated for so many other torpedoes, that this amendment, which 
only carries an appropriation of $9,500, should have been rejected 
by the committee. 

Of course, if the point of order is made, I do not propose to dis- 
cuss the merits of the case, although I will state to the Senate 
that I feel perfectly able to do so. Ido not, however, desire to 
delay the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would like to hear 
from the Senator on the point of order as to whether the amend- 
ment has been reported by a committee or is otherwise in order. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Chair will permit me to interrupt him, I 
would state that, under the peculiar circumstances of the case, I 
will withdraw the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is withdrawn; 
and the question is on the adoption of the amendment submitted 
by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. Then, Mr. President, as the Senator from Ne- 
braska has been kind enongh to withdraw the point of order, I 
will say a few words in regard to the amendment, which is framed 
in precisely the same manner as the amendment reported by the 
Committee on . in regard to the Howell carriage, 
which is in the usual form. 

The amendment relates to a controllable torpedo, a most im- 
portant device, if it can be obtained, for modern warfare, and it 
calls for a very small 5 e The committee have appro- 

riated 850,000 for the Howell carriage; $20,000 for the A. H, 
Eas gun carriage, and $65,000 for the test of the Gatling gun 
carriage; and the amount asked for in the amendment as to the 
Halpine torpedo is but $9,500. Some of those for which the com- 
mittee has appropriated these large sums for experiment have 
hardly got beyond the stage of drawings—the cifications, I 
think, are hardly made in some cases—whilst the Halpine to 0 
has been passed “pon favorably by nine foreign boards, and has 
been already bought by one foreign Government. 

I have no desire eyen to put the Government to the expense of 
this extra $9,500 if the committee will admit it by name in the 
general appropriation for torpedoes. I should be entirely content 
with that; but I think that device deserves an examination by the 
Government, and there is no other way of securing that examina- 
tion that I am aware of except by a provision in this bill. If the 
Senator in charge of the bill objects to making the additional ap- 
propriation, I suggest that he allow the Halpine torpedo to come 
in under the general head in line 16. If he would agree to insert, 
after the word ‘‘torpedoes,” the words ‘‘including the Halpine 
to O, that would cover the matter entirely. 

r. HAWLEY. On what page is that? 

Mr. LODGE. That is on page 9. I offered the amendment 

making an Srp gree but if the Senator in charge of the bill 


will simply it in the general clause, after the words “ explo- 
sives, torpedoes,” the words including the Halpine torpedo,” 
that will be satisfactory. I simply want to secure for that device 


a 1 85 examination, which, as I said, has been tried success- 
ly by nine foreign boards and has been bought already in its 
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imperfect form by the Government of Brazil; and we are . 
in the bill $150,000 for schemes which have hardly got beyon 
paper, and yet will not allow $9,500 to go into the bill for this 
torpedo, which has been tested b 3 experiments. 

Mr. PERKINS. Lieutenant pine appeared before the sub- 
committee of the Committee on 8 and made a 
lengthy and exhaustive statement. e committee were favor- 
ably impressed with his device. While we had some technical 
knowl age of 5 and propelling vessels through the water, 
yet we thought that the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, 
which has been created by an act of Congress, far more competent 
to pass upon the utility of his device than a committee of the Senate, 

Mr. LODGE. Then, if the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. PERKINS. In one moment; but I will anticipate, I think, 
what the Senator is about to pea fi 

We were ony impressed with Mr. Halpine, who is an edu- 
cated gentleman, educated by the Government at our naval 
school, who, with many others, appeared before the committee, 
and they saw only their own inventions through their own glasses, 
being color-blind as to the merits of all other inventions. But 
the committee, as I said, though favorably impressed with that 
and other devices which were presented to them, thought it proper 
to leave it to the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, which, as 
is well known by the Senator from Massachusetts, is composed of 
the Commanding General of the Army, the Chief of Engineers, an 
artillery officer, the Chief of Ordnance, and a distinguished civil- 
ian. The committee therefore recommended the increase of the 
appropriation that was 1 at the di of this Board from 
$100,000 to $150,000; and the Senate to-day has concurred in the 
recommendation that the amount be increased $50,000. Lieuten- 
ant Halpine will Anpan before that Board, I assume, in due time, 
will there present his device to them, and if the Board believe it 
superior to any other device of the kind they will undoubtedly 
adopt it; but if we place in this bill the name of Lieutenant Hal- 
pine, we should also place in it the names of a dozen or more 
others who desire their inventions to be tried. 

Mr. LODGE. That is precisely the point I was going to make. 
The committee have picked out certain persons and made appro- 
priations for certain devices. If you refer all these devices to 
the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, strike out these amend- 
ments for specific inventions that you have now put in, I should 
not have one word to say; that would be all right; but you pick 
out three inventions and you make appropriations for them, and 
then you exclude another. Let them all go to the Board or else 
direct the Board as to those which it is desired to have examined. 

Mr. PERKINS. The three cases referred to by the Senator from 
Massachusetts are entirely different from this. As to one of them 
especially, that for the creation of a gun carriage, the inventor has 
rendered valuable service to this Government in years past; and 
perhaps through the testimony he gave to our committee or the 
committees that preceded it in other Congresses we have been 
enabled to save the Government a large amount of money. 

The Howell gun carriage was recommended to the committee 
by the Chief of Ordnance, with the statement that the Board 
would like to try it; that they believed it had intrinsic merit; and 
that.if provision was made in the bill they believed that they 
could build one iage, and that satisfactory results would inure 
from that. But this is simply an invention for propelling a tor- 
pedo through the water with a man astride of it. When i asked 
the inyentor where the man would be in an engagement he said. 
“Humanity does not shoot a man in the water.” [Laughter. 
Well, perhaps not; but experience in naval warfare refutes that 
statement. t 

I do not, however, wish to go into the details about this matter. 
We believe this invention has merit, and the Board of Ordnance 
and Fortification have the money to purchase a dozen of these di 
vices if they desire to do so; and if the inventor can show th 
that it has the merit he claims for it they will undoubtedly t 
the invention of the friend of my friend from Massachusetts, And 
it will become a part of the armament of this great Government, 

Mr. LODGE. I only desire to say that the gentleman in ques- 
tion is not my constituent. He is the son of Halpine, who was™ 
well known as a writer some years ago under the name of Miles 
O'Reilly. He has been a naval officer, was educated at Annapolis 
and retired on account of the failure of his health. He show 
me his invention, which does not require a man to ride astride of 
it, as the Senator from California stated. 

Mr. PERKINS. Pardon me one moment. If the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriation; after the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has traced the genealogy of this distinguished gentleman, 
will agree to admit the provision in the bill without any appropria- 
tion I shall not object that it be recommended for trial. 

Mr. LODGE. Say “including the Halpine torpedo.” That is 
all I desire to insert. I ask for no appropriation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Massachusetts 
withdraws his amendment and submits another amendment, which 
the Secretary will state, 
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The SECRETARY. At the end of line 16, on page 9, after the 
word“ it is proposed to insert “including the Halpine 


. ALLISON. As the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS] 
inane ot the bill refers to me, I think I ought to say that the 
committee expended as much time as they could expend upon this 

oung lieutenant of the Navy, and we all agree that he a most 
nious invention. Of course we knew very little about its 
ectiveness. We also inquired, as I remember, of the Chief of 
Ordnance ap, Ee it, but he had not made such investigation 
as would enable him to express an opinion regarding it. I have 
no doubt that the Board of Ordnance and Fortification will test 
this torpedo. If they find on looking it over that it has merit, 
and certainly if it be true, as stated by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, that nine foreign governments have already tested and 
adopted it, I should think that our Board of Ordnance and Fortifi- 
cation would be derelict in their duty if they did not also test it. 
I should think, however, that this youn cer, if he has such a 
valuable invention, could himself afford, or in some way get his 
friends to assist him in making a torpedo, so that it could be tested 
without expense to the Government. But I have no objection, I 
will say to the Senator from Massachusetts, to incorporating the 
amendment in the way he now pona 

I want, however, to say one thing as to the criticism made by 
the Senator from usetts in r to three special appro- 

iations which are made in this bill. The first is for Commo- 

Howell, who has inventeda disappearing carriage, which he 
regards as of high value, and the Chief of ance stated that he 
also re; ed it as valuable, and therefore expressed a wish that 
it should be tested. 

The next provision is one for Mr. Emery, a well-known inventor 
of the highest attainments, who had secured some two or three 
years ago an appropriation for $110,000 for the erection of a 
12-inch disappearing carriage. That appropriates was made 
under such conditions and limitations as made it impossible for 
him to proceed with the construction of that carriage. 

The other is an appropriation providing for the test of a gun 
that is proposed by Mr. Gatling, who is a well-known inventor, and 
who has invented many valuable guns for the Army. 

Mr. PERKINS. A gun and a mortar. 

Mr. ALLISON. A gun and a mortar. Our present guns and 
mortars are being made of steel. Mr. Gatling believes that he can 
make a gun of a composite character which, as to its value, will 
far exceed those now being manufactured, and which can be made 
at a much less expenditure. 

Mr. PERKINS. One-half, he says. 

Mr. ALLISON. At one-half the present expenditure. 

These three appropriations are made for the purpose of testing 
the chief element in the cost of our fortifications. Two or three 
years we made appropriations for what were known as lifts to 
elevate high-power , at an expense of $225,000 each, the gun 
itself only costing ,000 or $70,000. Then, there have been a 
number of people who have been engaged in the invention of dis- 
a ing carriages. The officers of the Ordnance Department 
9 —— have made and tested a disappearing carriage which 
was satisfactory to them. . 

Senators will remember that we have by this bill entered ac- 
tively upon an expenditure for our fortif cations which will, if 
carried out as here proposed and as proposed by the ordnance and 

ineer officers, cost more than $100,000,000, and of this cost guns 
— gun carriages and the appliances of those Le and gun car- 
riages will amount to or sixty million dollars. Therefore it 
was that the committee believed that it was wise to make these 
expenditures specifically, ially as the expenditures were to be 
made for the purpose of testing gun carriages and of the most 
disti i ed. inventors of our country, who have hitherto demon- 
strated their ability as inventors by making valuable inventions, 

So I trust the Senator from Massachusetts will not think that 
we have inserted these amendments in the bill merely for the pur- 
pose of pleasing this, that, or the other inventor. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have no objection in the world 
to the appropriations for the specific inventors named by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa. They have received a great deal of money from 
the Government already, and one of them has invented a torpedo 
which the Government uses, and which is a very unsuccessful 
torpedoindeed. Ihave no objection to the appropriation of mone 
for iments in all these important implements of war; I think 

they are right; but here are men named in this bill, whom the 
. Senator from Iowa has just described, who have had thousands 
and thousands of dollars; and when a young man comes along 
with an invention, which seems a reasonable one, in the most im- 
pocions implement of war now being considered, the controlla- 
le torpedo, it is asked why he does not pay his own expenses 
for its construction. I can say to the Senator from Iowa that the 
small savings which that young man has been able to make from 
the pay of a naval officer have entirely expended by him in 
— ing his invention so far as it has gone. 


I did not ee ee eee bomn adopted by for- 
eign governments. I say it has been passed by nine different 
foreign boards, passed with approbation, and also the torpedo in- 
vented by him, in its first most imperfect form, has been pur- 
chased by the Government of Brazil. It is supposed to be a con- 
trollable torpedo, not ridden by a man in the water, as the Senator 
from California described it, but controlled by electricity. Iam 
not an rt in those matters: I have not the faintest idea 
whether it is a device that is likely to succeed or not; but I do 
think that there is no reason why we should not spend a few 
thousand dollars in experimenting with this device when we are 
very wisely expending $150.000 in experimenting with the devices 
of Commodore Howell and Mr. Gatling and Mr. Emery. It seems 
to me that that is the only way we shall ever get such imple- 
ments of warfare as we desire. 

Mr. ALLISON. I intended no reflection on this young officer 
of the Navy. I only meant to suggest to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that if this invention has the merit which he ascribes to 
it, the Board of Ordnance and Fortification will have sense enough 
to see it, and we have provided ample means to enable this youn, 
officer to test his torpedo, without naming him cifically, an 
if the Board of Ordnance and Fortification should realize, as we 
have a right to suppose they will, the merits of his invention, then 
it would cost but a small sum to manufacture this controllable 
to: o by the inventor himself, whereas, as to these other pro- 
visions which we have put in the bill, they involve large expendi- 
tures which can only be made by the Government i A 

Now, I want to say, as I said in the begimning, that I have no 
objection to inserting the name of Mr. pine, if the Senator 
from Massachusetts desires to have his name inserted, but I only 
wanted, so far as I could, to vindicate the committee as to the 
charge of their failure to specifically put in this small invention, 
costing only $9,500; but instead of the committee proposing a gen- 
eral sum of $50,000, to cover this and others like it, making the 
amount altogether $150,000. That was the point I made. I desired 
only to reply to the criticisms of the Senator from Massachusetts 
as to the liberality of the committee in one direction and its 
economy in another. 

Mr. LODGE. Ihave no desire to criticise the committee, I 
merely desire that this torpedo shall be tried by the Board. I 
have great respect for the opinion of this Board. I have no doubt 
that it is an excellent one. I have not any question of that what- 
ever, and have no doubt that they are great experts; but still they 
are not infallible. Boards of experts in the Army and Navy are 
not infallible, and everyone who is familiar with the history of 
the Monitor knows that the nayal experts said it would never do; 
and if it had not been for the civil department of the Govern- 
ment it would never have been tried, and yet the invention of the 
Monitor revolutionized naval warfare. Therefore expert boards 
are not always right, though they are right in a great majority of 
cases undoubtedly. But there is no reason why Congress should 
not recommend to them, as it has done substantially in hundreds 
of other cases, a device which it thinks worthy of trial. 

Mr. GRAY. Let me ask the Senator from Massachusetts a 
question before he takes his seat, 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator’s amendment make it mandatory 
upon the Board to make the experiment? 

Mr. LODGE. It simply says they are authorized to do so. 

Mr. 1 It enables the Board to make the experiment 
suggested. 

r. PERKINS. Inasmuch as my friend from Massachusetts 
challenged the correctness of astatement which was made by me, 
I 8 read an extract from the testimony taken before the com- 
mittee: 

3 Have you practically demonstrated the utility of your 
vention 

Lieutenant HALPINE. This has been in use two years, 

peo 5 Have you demonstrated that you can guide it wherever 
88 HALPINE. Yes, sir; that is the one we sent to Brazil. 

Senator CULLoM. Where is the man stationed who operates the apparatus 
that guides the torpedo? 

Lieutenant HALPINE, He has this board in his hands. 

Senator PERKINS. Is he under cover on shore? 

Lieutenant HALPINE. No, sir; he moves away from the shore. Here is a 
picture of the man whoridesit. [Produces photograph. } After the man gets 
out acertain distance he loads the do by putting in a fresh can and gets 
on top of this 5 when he gets within a mile range of the ves- 
sel he wishes to attack starts the 1 turning this little rear 
D zuna it up on this speed. [Indicating.] Meantime he is riding there. 
[ Senator Sangre. What is there to protect the man from sharpshooters on 


board the ? 
1 Humanity does not shoot a man in the water. 


I only wanted to satisfy the Senator that I was correct in niy 
former statement on this Dar 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
3 question being put, there were on a division —ayes 13, noes 


1896. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. No quorum having voted, the Sec- 
retary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 


swered to their names: 

“Aldrich, Clark, Jones, Ark. 7 

Allison, Cull Kyle, 

Bacon, Daniel, . Sewe! 

Baker, Dubois, Lodge, 3 

Elkins, q 
Blackh wa Nelson, Teller,” 
u e, e r, 

own, it Gallinger, Pasco, Thurston, 

Burrows, Gear, Peffer, t. 

Butler, George, Perkins, Walthall, 

Cannon, Gorman, Pettigrew, Wetmore, 

Carter, Gray, Platt, ite, 

Chandler, Hawley, Pritchard, Wilson, 

Chilton, Hill, Pugh, Wolcott. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-six Senators have answered to 
theirnames. A quorum is nt. The question recurs upon 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Loner}. 

Mr. GOR On that let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was 2 I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Michigan . McoMinLan]. Ido 
not know how he would vote if present. he were here, I should 
vote nay.“ 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I make the 
same transfer I made on a previous roll call. I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] to the Sena- 
tor from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] and vote “nay.” | 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON]. If he were present, I should 
vote yea.“ 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” j 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called), I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were 
present, I should vote“ yea.” 1 y 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. : 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was ). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I havea gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN], but with the distinct understanding that it shall not apply 
to questions which have no possible political significance. On 
this motion I vote yea.“ 

Mr. VILAS. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
THURSTON] that we exchange our pairs. Lam paired generally 
with the Senator from Oregon mr DREN Let the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] stand paired with the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. en the vote of the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON] may stand and the pair will be 
observed. 

Mr. THURSTON. Generally, during the absence of those Sen- 
ators? 

Mr. VILAS. That will relieve the question in any case. 

Mr. THURSTON. Very well. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr, CAMERON]. 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICE]. If he were present, I should 
vote “yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. TURPIE. I am paired with the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. 1 5 He being absent, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I inquire whether the senior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SmITH] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 


> Mr. DUBOIS. I am paired with the senior Senator from New 
ersey. à 
The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 27; as follows: 
YEAS—24. 
Aldri Chandler, h, Shoup, 
ae 9, Frye, weer, 10 
er, er, r 'eller, 
Brown, Hal Pettigrew, Thurston, 
Hawley, Platt Wetmore, 
Cannon, Sewell, ilson. 
NAYS—27. 
All Clark, Gray, Pasco, 
3 3 
©, 
Be ee o e 
ery, ulkner, 
= George, 5 White. 
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Gibso: Mitchell, Oreg. Smi 
Black Gordon = 88 
Blanchard. Mi 
Brice, Murphy, Turpis, 
Call, Hoar, y ‘hees, 
Cam by. Pritchard, Walthall, 
Davis, Jones, Nev. . Warren, 
. — a Pugh, Wolcott. 
Gear, Martin; Shows 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SQUIRE. IL offer an amendment to come in on page 10, 
after line 19. 

f er SECRETARY. After line 10, on page 19, it is proposed to 
insert: 

The sum of $50,000 to be ie arp for the purchase of the Lewis range 
and position finder: Provided, t the Government shall have the privilege 
of buying the exclusive right for the United States to this invention. And 
the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to purchase at once 
said range finder to the amount of this appropriation. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I do not care to discuss this ques- 
tionatanylength. I wish merely to make an explanation. I have 
in my hand a copy of an extract from the report of the Board of 
Ordnance and Fortification dated February 7, 1896, in which it is 
stated that the Board approves the findings of the range-finder 
board and recommends that the Lewis depressed range finder be 
adopted. It also recommended that steps be taken to acquire the 
right to use this invention by appropriating such sum as may to 
the Secretary of War seem just and equitable. The report is 
signed by General Miles, president of the Board, and by the re- 
corder, and it is approved by the Secretary of War. 

1 believe it is important that we should havea larger number of 
range finders than are in existence in this country. We are pro- 
viding in the pending bill for the purchase of a large number of 
high-power, long-range guns; we are providing for a large pay- 
ment to the Bethlehem Iron Company under the contract ARRE 
existing, and we are providing for the manufacture by the Gov- 
ernment of 48 additional direct-fire guns of 8-inch, 10-inch, and 
12-inch calibers, besides many 12-inch steel- rifled mortars during 
a present year. All these great guns are to be for harbor 

efense. 

It is well known that the range finders are essential in ascertain- 
ing the position of a ship in a harbor. It is also well known that 
harbors are laid out in artificial squares, charted. This plan of 
defense is illustrated in the report of the Chief of Ordnance, show- 
ing how the shots fired from the steel mortars in depressed pits 
and sent a mile or two high can be so aimed by the use of the 
range finder as to come down on the deck of an attacking vessel. 
The range finders are necessary in ascertaining the position of a 
ship, only a few seconds being required for that purpose. I un- 
derstand that there are very few of them now on hand. I do not 
know the exact number, but I do not believe there are as many as 
six—— 

Mr, FAULKNER. Iask the Senator from Washington whether 
the Ordnance Department do not think they have as many now as 
they have need for? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Ido not understand that the Ordnance 
ment are indisposed to acquire a further number. I do under- 
stand that the Ordnance Department are not disposed to ask for 
any very large number now, but I think we ought to have at least 
a few more; and that is the reason I reduced the amount named 
in the amendment below what the Senator from Florida proposed. 

Let me say by way of explanation that I introduced this amend- 
ment in the absence of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], who 
gave notice of his intention to propose the amendment, and in his 
amendment the sum fixed was $250,000. He being absent to-day, 
I have, by request, introduced the amendment, and I have cut it 
down from $250,000 to $50,000, because I think we ought to have 
a number of these range finders provided for in the pending bill. 

If you are going to spend all this money for fortifications (I be- 
lieve we are right in doing it; I believe the Senate is acting just 
right in this respect); if we are going to spend this money for 
guns and 5 we ought to have range finders, not all that 
are e or the future, but let us have a reasonable number 
provided. 

I hope the committee will be disposed to accept the amendment, 
but if they are not willing to make it $50,000, let us make it 
$30,000. I know we have some of these range finders. It is not 
fair to the service that it should be without a reasonable comple- 
ment of the range finders that have been amply tested, and such 
as have been in the service for three years. It seems somewhat 
neglectful that, in such a liberal bill as this, we should omit to 
provide for the purchase of a single range finder, the range finder 
that has been recommended and adopted by the Board of Ordnance 
and Fortification. 

Mr. PERKINS. In the fifth report of the Board of Ordnance 
and Fortification there is quite a treatise pO range finders. and 
locators. There are some three or four different ones mentioned. 
The Lewis range finder is yet in its incipiency; that is, they are 
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trying three of them, one on a low altitude, one u 


m a high alti- 
tude, and one upon a medium range. They think well of them. 
In New York Harbor there is also another new range finder, and 
they are experimenting with it. We already have three Lewis 
range finders, for each of which the Government has paid about 
$2,000. If all our fortifications are constructed on the lines pro- 
by the Board, we would haveonly about 60 batteries, and there 
is no necessity of purchasing any more range finders at this time. 
Let us first construct the mortars and the cannon, get them in posi- 
tion, and then it will be time enough for us to experiment with more 
range finders. It will require but from thirty to sixty days to 
make one of them, and when we want them we can choose them 
from all the different designs. I donot want to weary the Senate 
at this time, but the testimony of the Chief of Ordnance was that 
there was no necessity at this time for making any appropriations 
other than those we have already provided for in the general bill. 
Mr. SQUIRE. By the courteous invitation of the subcommit- 
tee on appropriations it was my privilege to be present at the 
hearing before the subcommittee in its consideration of the forti- 
fications bill. Iheard what the Chief of Ordnance said. I do not 
understand that he is actually antagonistic to any appropriation 
for this, but he did not think it was necessary to accumulate any 
large number of the range finders at the present time. That is 
the reason why I have reduced the number proposed to be pur- 
chased to only one-fifth. It occurs tome we ought to provide for 
acertain number. Ishould be willing to reduce the amount, 
if the committee think best, and make the sum appropriated twenty- 
five or thirty thousand dollars instead of fifty thousand dollars. 
There ought to be a small number of range finders secured. It is 
probably an inaccurate statement that they can be prepared in 
thirty days. Everybody who has been in the business of manu- 
facturing knows that it can not be done unless these machines 
are made by hand. Then it would probably be impracticable to 
supply any considerable number of them, duly tested and accepted, 
talon than six or eight months. 
Mr. PERKINS. neral Flagler's testimony is here, and I wish 
to read his testimony as taken by a shorthand writer. He said: 
ent it is not at all improbable that a better range finder may 


be arrived at than the one under consideration. If so, we do not want topur- 
ht and be confined to that particularone. The $250,000 ought to 


tor ALLISON. Where you need only 60? 
General FLAGLER. It ought to buy 150, and we may not need more than 0. 
Do you regard it important— 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] asked 
that we should make an appropriation on that subject now? 

General Flagler replied: 

Ido not. 

Upon that testimony and upon the report of the Board of Ord- 
nance and Fortification the committee declined to recommend 
that any sum should be appropriated for range finders. 

Mr. SQUIRE. The Board of Ordnance and Fortification—— 

Mr. RICH. I make the point of order. 

Mr. TUE And I have their report here— 

Mr. ALDRICH. . I make the point upon the amendment that 
it is not in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is an amendment adding a new item of ap- 
propriation to the bill; it is not recommended by any committee, 
rit g it is not included in any estimate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. ; 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED., 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 4363) to increase the pension of Joseph J. Hudson; 

A bill (H. R. 4720) granting an increase of pension to Isaac H. 
Whetsel, of Louisville, Ky.; and ‘ 

A bill (H. R. 6483) granting increase of pension to Thomas D. 


Walker. ; 
CAPITAL RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. FAULKNER submitted the following report: 

The arene votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 888) to amend an act entitled 
roved March 2. 
to recommend 


House and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
trike out the word for’ and inse 


phrase shall read, “ have a common seal”; and the House 8 

That the Senate recede from its . hang ead to the second amendment of 

the House and to the same amended to read as follows: “Also continu- 
Ele 


venth and M streets north on Eleventh street to the south 
line of East Capitol 


street”; and that the House agree to the same. 


That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the third and fourth 
amendments of the House and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the fifth amendment of 
the House and agree to the same with an amendment so that section 4 shall 
read as follows: 

“That the portions of the company's routes from Congress or Pencote 
Heights to Shepherds Landing and the Harrison street branch east to the 
District line shall be completed within two years from the passage of this 
act: Provided, That failure to complete the said portions of ths routes as pro- 
pert ee an snis Son on, and = 9 ee the ser eneon on Elev- 
en reet east, s operate to repe: e authority to d portions, 
and shall not repeal the charter of said company.” z 55 

And that the House agree to the same. 

CHARLES J. FAUL 


REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate, 


JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the conference report on the legislative, executive, and 
judicial RUY riation bill. 

Mr. D. Lask the Senator from Illinois to yield to me 
for a moment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield to the Senator from Virginia, but L hope 
no other Senator will call upon me to yield to him. 


COURT ROOM AT HARRISONBURG, VA. 


Mr. DANIEL. I am instructed by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 174) 
pe permission to the circuit and county courts in Rocking- 

am County, Va., to occupy the Federal court room in Harrison- 
burg, Va., to report it ey: 

I am also instructed to ask for the immediate passage of the 
joint resolution. I will state, in explanation, that the county of 
Rockingham contemplates building a new court-house and asks 
permission, during the time of its construction, not in any event 
to exceed three years, for its courts to occupy the Federal court 
room at that place. The cities and towns in our State have always 
granted like comity to the Federal Government. 

Mr. CULLOM. If there is no debate upon the joint resolution, 
I shall not object to its present consideration. 

Mr. D. . There will be no debate upon it and I think no 
objection. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLATE I ask the Senator from Illinois to yield to me for 
a moment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield to the Senator from Connecticut, and 
in view of the lateness of the hour and the di ition on the part 
of many Senators to call up unobjected bills, I am inclined to let 
the report go over until to-morrow morning, if it is agreeable to 
the Senate, but otherwise I should like to go on with it at once. 
p = VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 

ered, 
KATE EBERLE. 


Mr. PLATT. I wish to call up the bill (H. R. 485) for the relief 
of Kate Eberle, an Indian woman, 

I desire to state that a similar bill the Senate and the 
House at the last session, but it did not get to the President in 
time to receive his signature. I think there will be no objection 
to it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why can we not pone 

Mr. PLATT. Let me dispose of this bill, please. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was just going-to state, before anybody 
else should ask unanimous consent, that we might have some 
understanding that as soon as this bill is Apon of we should 
take up the Calendar of unobjected cases and dispose of them. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope this case will not be interfered with, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not propose to do that. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. CKRELL. I should like to hear a concise statement of 
the facts in that case. It is a very remarkable case. 

Mr. PLATT. The statement is contained in the preamble. 
This is an aged lady, whois now both aged and poor. en 6 or 
7 qoare of age 

. COCKRELL. Is she still living? 

Mr. PLATT. She is still living. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Where? 
Mr. CULEOM. She is a poor washerwoman living in East Du- 
buque, in the northern part of Illinois. It is a case that has 
assed the Senate and House both once or twice. It passed the 
nate,at least,the year before last; and the last time it 
both Houses of Congress it within an hour of final adjourn- 
ment and did not reach the ident. 


Mr. PLATT. When this Indian woman was a child she was 
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separated from the tribe, and therefore was prevented from re- 
ceiving her pro rata share, to which she would have been entitled 
under the provisions of the treaty if she had remained with the 
tribe. She was ignorant of her rights and did not rejoin her tribe. 


She is now old and poor, and the committees of the two Houses of 
Congress have formerly thought it no more than right that she 
should receive from the funds of the tribe her fair share as an 
Indian and as a member of the tribe. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD INDEMNITY LANDS, 


Mr. CARTER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the 117 7 aye votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2221) for the relief of settlers on the 
Northern Pacific Railroad indemnity lands having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend totheir respective 
Houses as follows: 

That in lieu of the Senate bill and the House amendment thereto the fol- 
lowing substitute be passed: 
“An act for the relief of settlers on J ce a orthern Pacific Railroad indemnity 


“ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That those persons, their heirs, 8 rep- 
resentatives, who, between the 15th day of Aan A. D. 1887, and the Ist day of 
January, A. D. 1889, settled upon and made final proof and pred under the 
homestead or preemption laws, of lands within the second indemnity 
belt of the Northern Pacific Railway Company's grant in the State of Minne- 
sota, which entries were afterwards, without their fault, canceled, upon es- 
tablishing these facts before the register and receiver of the local land office 
in such mode and under such rules as may be prescribed by the Secretary of 
the Interior, shall be allowed to make final homestead entry, and receive a 
paus therefor of a quantity of land of any of the unappropriated public 

ands of the United States subject to homestead entry equal in 5 to 
the land proved up and ente demnity belt as afo; 
said, without being reqaired to make any settlement or improvement upon 
or cultivation of such land so entered prior to such entry; and those persons, 
their heirs or legal representatives, who, within 3 aforesaid for 
the space of six months settled upon, improved, and tivated any of said 
indemnity lands with a view of entering the same under the homestead or 
preemption 88 competent to make such entries, and who were not 
permitted to e such entries, upon establishing these facts before the 
—.—— and receiver of the local land office, in such mode and under such 
as the Secre of the Interior may prescribe, shall be allowed to enter, 
under the homestead laws of the Uni States, a quantity of land of the 
unappropriated public lands of the United States subject to homestead entry 
eq; ual in amount to the land settled upon, improved, and cultivated, as afore- 
said, and under the homestead entry so made shall, when making proof and 
final entry, receive credit for the settlement, improvement, and cultivation 
made upon the said indemnity land as aforesaid: Provided, That the law in 
force in 1889 governing the commutation of homestead entries shall apply to 
the commutation of entries under this on.” 

“Sec. 2, That those who are entitled to make the homestead entries pre- 
scribed in the preceding section may make such entries of any of the cul- 
tural lands embraced in the provisions of an act entitled “An act for the 
relief and civilization of the pewa Indians in the State of esota,’ 
approved January 14, 1889, upon condition of paying for such lands the price 
prese: 


ribed in said aov. 
“Sec. 3. That the right of homestead entry conferred by the provisions of 
this act shall not be assignable, and no conveyance, sale, or transfer of the 
land s0, entered shall be valid or of any effect if made before patent has 


THOMAS H. CARTER, 

FRED. T. DUBOIS, 

J. H. BERRY, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 

JOHN F. LACEY. 

EDGAR WILSON, 

O. W. UNDERWOOD. 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


in the said second in re- 


The report was concurred in. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT DURHAM, N. C. 


Mr. BUTLER. I wish to call up the bill (S. 1338) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Durham, in the State of North Carolina. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds with an 
amendment, on page 2, line 13, before the word “thousand,” to 
strike out ‘‘ fifty ” and insert twenty-five”; so as to read: 

That the Secre of the Treasury be, and here rized 
directed to 5 purchase, . . site, ‘and t 13 
cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, including fireproof vaults. 
heating and A Seach gory SY ratus, elevators, and approaches, for the use an 
accommodation of the United States post-office and other Government offices 
Pelli tlt rte pect a NA ore cme 
and approaches, complete, not to exceed the sum of 15,00. os 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ABERDEEN, 8. DAK. 


Mr. KYLE. I ask leave to call up the bill (S. 105) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Aberdeen, S. Dak. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secre 
of the Treasury to purchase or acquire, by eee eee 


i or otherwise, a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a 
suitable building, with fireproof vaults therein, for the accom- 
modation of the post-office and other Government offices at the 
city of Aberdeen, S. Dak., the plans, specifications, and full esti- 
mates for the building to be previously made and approved accord- 
ing to law, and the cost for the site and building complete not to 
exceed $100,000. A 

wee Is there a report in that case? If so, let it 

read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. SQUIRE on the 
lith instant, as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 105) for the erection of a public building at Aberdeen, S. Dak., 
have considered the same and recommend its passage. 

os pane hereto is the report from the 8 of the Treasury, which 
is adopted by this committee and made a part of this report: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
ashington, D. C., February 8, 1896. 

Sim: In compliance with the request contained in letter dated December 7, 
1895, from your committee, I have the honor to submit the following 
upon Senate bill No. 105, introduced December 3, 1895, by Hon. JAMES H. 
EYEE. to provide for the acquisition of a site and the erection thereon of a 
suitable buil with fireproof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the 
8 and other Government offices at Aberdeen, S. Dak., at a cost not 

exceed $100,000. 

Upon 8 at this Department of a conp oE said bill, letters were written 
to certain Federal officials for information in regard tothe past, present, and 

robable future needs of the different branches of the public service at Aber- 

een, the ted value of land for site, rents paid, population of city, eto. 

The Postmaster-General states: 


“Gross postal receipts, year ended June 30,1885, $6,451; net receipts, year 
ended June 30, 1885, $3431; number of persons em loyed, including —— 
ter. I; receipts, year ended June 30, 1805. gia; net receipts, year ended 
June 50, 1895, $5,610; number of persons employed, including posummaster, 77 
present allowance for rent, per annum, $600." 

The postmaster states: 

“ Receipts for 1885, $6,435; for 1895, $13,279; estimated increase for the next 
ten years, at 25 per cent; number of employees in 1885, 2; in 1895, 4; number 


of boxes — rey in use, 555 i rad ed 8 080 pecs 1 580 amara feet; 
annual ren , $900; ulation in 1885, 7 3 5 ice of land, 
$1,300 to $3,000 for lots 25 by 145 feet.” 2 


From computations made, based upon the data received, it is estimated 
that a suitable site, 134 by 140 feet in size, and which would allow for the 40- 
foot fire limit required by the bill, and also allow for a 30-foot extension to 
the building in the future, can be secured for about $13,000, and that a build- 
ing two stories high, with basement, about 8t by 60 feet in size, with a total 
floor area of 10,080 square feet, which will allow 3,000 square feet for post-office 
purposes. 5,000 square feet for United States courts, and 2,000 square feet for 
the United States land office, built of brick, with stone trimmings, fireproof 
or nonfireproof construction, as may be determined, and including heating 
apparatus, vaults, and approaches, can be erected for— 


Estimated cost of site (six lots, at average price, $2,250)................ 8,000 

. oro —— ä EEA 93008 
eee eee eee „ 5 109,000 

or— 

Estimated cost of 


Estimated cost of 
an E TN S S E —— — ——„—V— 


Respectfully, yours, i 
AR harina S. WIKE, Acting Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS, 
United States Senate. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
TAXATION OF ALLOTTED INDIAN LANDS, e 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 265) extending relief to Indian citi- 
zens, and for other purposes, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an amendment, to 
add at the end of the bill the following as an additional section: 

Src. 3. That all ments hereafter made for the purchase of the unal- 
lotted lands in an y reservation shall provide a Fina for the payment 
of taxes upon enable allotments in the manner provided by this act. 

F air: 8 There is a report in that case. Please let 
1 T 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, February 10, 
1896, and read as follows: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs report the bill (S. 265) extending relief to 
Indian citizens, and for other purposes, with an amendment adding a section 


to the bill, as follows: 
“Sec. 3. That all ents hereafter made for the purchase of the un- 


; allotted land in any Indian reservation shall provide a fund for the 2 


of taxes upon the inalienable allotments in the reap yen by act.” 

And with the recommendation that as amended the do pass. 

This bill has been twice reported to the Senate from this committee, and 
there is every reason of justice and equity aT it should become a law. 

The attached papers are made a of this report, including the report 
made by this committee to the Senate in 1892: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 


Washington, February 4, 1896. 
Sin: Senate bill 265, entitled “A bill exten relief to Indian citizens, and 


for other purposes,” submitted with your letter of the 24th ultimo, with 
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and 
ency of passing the bill, was referred to the - 
— pon n copy — 

Mr. HALE. Iam informed that the bill will give rise to de- 
bate. So I must ask that it go over. 8 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I want to say with regard to the bill that 
I shall make an effort to get it up regularly and have it discussed 
and passed before the present session closes. I shall undertake to 
do it to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to such a course, but I was 
told that it would give rise to debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is objected to, and will 
go over, retaining its place on the Calendar, 

JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Senate to take up from the table House 
bill 3337, in reference to the duties of Solicitor and Judge-Advocate- 
General of the Navy. There is no objection to it. : 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3337) amend- 
ing the act of June 8, 1880, entitled An act to authorize the Pres- 
ident to appoint an officer of the Navy or the Marine Corps to 
perform the duties of Solicitor and Ju Advocate-General, etc., 
and to fix the rank and pay of such officer,” and for other pur- 


Mr. HALE. The bill has been already read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Montana . CARTER]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There was a bill of that to which some 
Senator objected who is not now present and whom I can not 


Mr. HALE. All objections have been withdrawn to the bill. 
KRELL. 


Mr. COC the bill be read again, so that we may 
know what it is. 
The Secretary read the bill. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out the proviso at the end of the bill 
in the following words: 

Provided, That this amendment shall take effect from July 19,1892, the date 
on which the present incumbent entered on duty, and that amount herein 
appropriated shall be payable from the appropriation Pay of the Navy." 

Mr. HALE. That amendment is not insisted upon, and I ask 
to have it voted down. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
amendment will be disagreed to, It is disagreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Order of Business 520 on the 
Calendar, being the bill (S. 1996) amending the act of June 8, 
1880, entitled An act to authorize the President to appoint an 
officer of the Navy or the Marine Co to perform the duties of 
Solicitor and Judge-Advocate-Gen ,etc., and to fix the rank and 
pay of such officer,” and for other purposes, will be indefinitely 
postponed. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF JOHN W. BRANHAM, 
Mr. GORMAN. I ask for the present consideration of the bill 
— 1434) for the relief of the legal representatives of John W. 
anham, late an assistant surgeon in the United States Marine- 
H 


ital Service. 
ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It pro 
resentatives of John W. Branham, la 


to pay to the 
legal rep an assistant sur- 
geon in the United States Marine-Hospital Service, who died of 
w fever at his post of duty Au 20, 1893, the sum of $4,160, 
— the amount of salary and allowances for two years. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

MUSTER AND PAY OF VOLUNTEER FORCES, 


Mr. HAWLEY. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2101) to extend the provisions of an act 
to provide for the muster and pay of certain officers and enlisted 
men of the volunteer forces. : : 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That any person commissioned to 
..: f PODINA erat ye $ 
5 time applied to members volun’ 

— 1 eld and considered to have been mustered into tho service 


ions of the War Department. or had been 
field, and that he was actually performing the duties 
he wassoa 


had either been recruited epartment. or had peen assigned by law and the 


or 


have actually entered upon such duties: 
been absent by reason of wounds, or in hospital by reason of ty re- 
ceived in the service in the line of anty: at the date of issue of his appoint- 
appoin be entitled to 

would have: dem pare pr es this aot if hs . ieee . — — rformimg 

appo med at sai 

date: Provided further, That this act shall be construed to appl. 

eases where the commission bears date prior to June 20, 1863, or after that 

t below the minim: be: uired by th xisting 

tons: ‘And a vided Further, That the y — 8 3 ee 
from the sums oth be thereunder. be 
Seo. 2. That the heirs or k 
and established under the terms of this act 
shall be entitled to receive the arrears of pay and emoluments due and the 
so extend: wit 

Seo. 3. That the d all of rank 

Ber auth iph pinag am tes bes arene natin ee 
other than as directed in the fourth n first section of this act, 
be charged to or recovered from such officer because ey 

services were so actually performed. 

SEC. 4. That all acts parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of 

Mr.GRAY. Will theSenator from Connecticut state the object 
of that bill? 
of A B, an officer of the New York State Volunteers, who was 
down with his regiment somewhere in the South during the war. 
in the command of his company, his company was up to the limit, 
and he was on duty with it. A commission started from Albany 
Perhaps he had been taken prisoner; perhaps he was in a hospital 
and did not get his commission into his hands, and the mustering 
months. In the meantime he was a captain in all ts except 
that he had not been mustered. This simply gives hi 
not received his commission. 

A law to provide for such eases was first passed in 1884, which 
pired by limitation on the 3d day of June, 1895. It was supposed 
that all entitled to the benefits of these acts would have presented 
from other causes they did not, however, and a number have 
since re for this equitable adjustment, and now we propose 


ovided further, That any person held as a prisoner of war, or who may have 
ment or, commission. if a vacancy existed for him in the grade to which so 
the duties of the grade to which he was inted or co; 

i i y only in those 
date when the commands of the persons appointed or commissioned were 

od red by the tended der this act 
cove: y aay or on ex ; un m s shall 

into service shall be ae tha E ot tte ok 
88 if any, authorized by law, for the grade to 
formed by such officer in such rank or grade during the war of the re m, 
shall not 
defect in the title of such officer to the office, rank, or grade in which su 
this act be, and the same are hereby, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iwill. I will illustrate it by taking the case 
The governor did not know where he was. There was a vacancy 
to find him, but he was moving about. The mails were irregular. 
officer could not find him to muster him for two or three or four 

i ‘ his pay 
as captain during the time he was actually captain, though he fad 
was amended and extended 8 acts, which finally ex- 
their claims by that time. Through ignorance of the law and 
to extend the law for that purpose. Colonel Ainsworth has gone 


very carefully over the subject in an elaborate report and drawn 
this substitute, which puts no limit upon the time. If we puta 
limit of five years on it, somebody will come along after a While 
with a ial bill. The number to be provided for is not large 
now. re are but few left. The bill has been carefully drawn, 
and I do not think any one man can get this pay who is not fairly 
entitled to it. eis 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill to provide for the 
relief of certain officers and enlisted men of the volunteer forces.” 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT SALEM, OREG. 

Mr. McBRIDE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2394) to provide for the construction of 3 
public building at Salem, Oreg. x : 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It pro to appropriate 
not ing $100,000 for the purchase of a site and the erection 
thereon of a suitable building for the accommodation of the post- 
office and other Government offices at the city of Salem, in the 
State of Oregon. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
ADMINISTRATOR OF THE ESTATE OF A, L. BURWELL. 

Mr. MARTIN. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7816) for the relief of John S. Bur- 
well, administrator of the estate of A. L. Burwell, deceased. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to John 
S. Burwell, administrator of the estate of A. L. — — 
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such sum of money, not exceeding $1,499.56, as shall be shown to 
the satisfaction of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to have 
been expended by han, or by Thomas and John Peale as agents for 
him, in the purchase of tobacco stamps used to stamp tobacco held 
by said agents for him and inventoried according rg law; but the 
Commissioner is to be satisfied that the tobacco was manufactured 
poo to July 20, 1868, and that the internal-revenue tax imposed 

3 — law prior to that date had actually been paid thereon. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM M. MASI AND OTHERS, 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to call up for present consideration 

the bill (S. 1500) for the relief of William M. Masi, ex-postmaster, 
and Benjamin Hellman, Lawrence R. Bresnahen, John W. Grif- 
fin, George W. Hoyt, and Charles W. Riner as sureties upon his 
official bond as postmaster at Cheyenne. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported by 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads with an amendment 
to strike e de eee, b eee gen ge dee 

That u ... Treasury of the full amount 
of all di National Bank, fn the administra or he T to be paid Dy 5 of the 
ee National — ae Pasar ger ip ee a 2 the assets 5 
Mak wad a of his sureties a ies United States of $ and determine his official 
bond as at EET ders s e 


to the extent of 
deposited and w seer ag sag by the 33 


at the eng it doors and ceased 
hands of the 3 Provided, however, That n in this act gon 

shall operate as a release to the Said Masi and neous „ 
of any 7 liabilities to the United States which ma other than been incurred by said 
Masi while acting as postmaster at 8 than as to the amount so 
deposited and an deposit in said bank as af ‘oresaid. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ree till wae . ossed f third reading, read 

e was orde engr: or a 
the third time, and passed. ; 
BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent to call up for present 
consideration the bill (H. R. 8167) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Red River of the North, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DISTRICT COURT IN MONTANA. 


Mr. CLARK. Lask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
2473) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for holding 
termsof court in the district of Montana,” approved July 20, 1892. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary with amendments, in sec- 
tion 1, line 6, after the words “Gallatin County,” to insert t and”; 
and in the same line, after the words ‘‘ Deerlodge County,” to 
83 out and Jefferson County”; so as to make the section 
rea 


day = 5 


nited 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
he bill hep 5 be engrossed f third reading, read 

e was orde or a T 
the third time, and passed. 

OÑ, CHAN DLER. I move that the Senate do now adjourn, 

es no! 
[ Mr.S ART. I hope the Senator will not press that motion. 
Let us a few more bills, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I feel compelled to withdraw the motion, 
Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT TACOMA, WASH, 

Mr. SQUIRE. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
163) providing for the erection of a public building at the city of 
Tacoma, in the State of Washington. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as — of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes e e 
$400,000 for the purchase of a site and tho completion 


ing at the city of Tacoma, in the State of Washington, for the 
use and accommodation of the United States courts, the 
office, and other Government offices, with roof vaults extend- 
ing to each story; the building to be completed accordin, P 
and specifications previously made and approved by the laige 
of the Treasury. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM J. BRYAN. 


Mr. STEWART. T ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1831) for the relief of William J. Bryan. 

There being no objection, the , as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proponas to to alow Wil- 
liam J. n, late postmaster of the post-office of San Francisco, 
State of California, in settlement of his postal money order fund 
account, a credit for $9,601.73, being the sum now cha to him 
as postmaster for moneys received for the sale of foreign money 

between the 30th day of September, 1889, and the 22d day 

of March, 1890, by one James S. Kennedy, late a clerk at the 
international desk in the money-order division of said post-office, 
whose duty it was to receive, safely keep, and account for the 
proceeds of the sale of foreign money orders, but who embezzled 
and appropriated the same to his own use, and has wholly failed 
to account for the same; the defalcation and misappro on 
having been committed without the fault or negligence of 
J. Bryan. late postmaster. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NICOLAI BROS, 


Mr. BAKER. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 3011) for the relief of Nicolai Bros. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the pill. It authorizes the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia to Erans permission to Nicolai 
Bros. to use the pipes heretofore laid by them 555 
dated December 22, 1893, along I street southeast from street 
to South Capitol street, South Capitol street from I street to K 
street, K street from South Capitol street to corner of K and Half 
streets southwest, under such regulations and rental as may be 
made by the Commissioners with regard thereto, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

AUGUSTUS BOYD. 

Me GUAT I ask 995 Senate to take up the bill (S. 594) for the 
relief of Augustus Bo 

y unanimous fereka the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whois proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with amendments, in line 
10, to insert ‘‘and all laws and parts of laws in conflict herewith 
are suspended for this purpose only”; and after the word “ con- 
firmation,” in line 14, to insert and that thereafter oad, aioe shall 
accrue or be paid to him”; so as to make the bill r 

Be it enacted, ete., That the President be, and hereby is, authorized to nomi- 
nate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint and 
place on ‘the Ley of retired officers of the United States — the name pe 
iy 8 d. with the rank of captain of staff, this 

— Army held by him when, in the service, he trot the Estey are 
— which he suffers permanent disability; and the retired list is here 
increased in number to that extent, and all awe and of laws in co: 
herewith are suspended for 7 urpose : Provided, That no pay or — 
lowances shall aecrue or be paid said A 8 7 under this act 
1 confirmation, and that thereafter no — shall accrue or be 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the time, and passed. 
DAY LABOR ON MUNICIPAL WORKS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 3008 } authorizing the employment of day 
labor in the construction of certain municipal buildings or works 
in the District of Columbia. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, 

e was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ALFRED BIGELOW, 


Mr. ALLEN, I ask unanimous consent to call the bill 

(8. 5 a pension to Alfred Bigelow, of Norfolk, in the 
Sate of 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, ed to consider the bill. It proposes to place the 

name of Alfred low, late of Company A, Nineteenth New 

York Cavalry, on ion roll at Gon ris of $18 per month, 
The bill was repo: to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
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FORT OMAHA MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. THURSTON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 225) to provide for the transfer of 
the Fort Omaha Military Reservation to the State of Nebraska. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been rted 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with amendments, in sec- 
tion 1, line 6, after the word *‘ to,” to strike out transfer and turn 
over” and insert lease at a nominal rent”; and in line 12, after 
the word said,“ to strike out transfer“ and insert ‘‘ lease”; so 
as to make the section read: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed, when Fort 
Crook, near the city of Omaha, Nebr., is ready for occupancy by the troops 
of the Army of the United States, to lease at a nominal rent to the State of 
Nebraska the possession of Fort Omaha Military Reservation, containing 
about 80 with all the puramen, appurtenances, and improvements 
thereof; the e same tracts and parcels of land here- 
s by the citizens of Omaha, Nebr. The 


e con: 
ditional upon its use for that pu „and that the adjutant-general of said 
State shaft annually report to the 5 of War in detail the uses of 
said reservation. said State of Nebraska is privileged to establish on 
said reservation a State military school, with not less than two military 
instructors. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to theSenate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SEWELL, the title was amended so as to 
read: A bill to provide for the lease of Fort Omaha Military 
Reservation to the State of Nebraska,” 

Mr. THURSTON. I move that the Senate request aconference 
with the House of Representatives on the billand amendments. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. WARREN, 
Mr. SEWELL, and Mr. WALTHALL were appointed. 


PROTECTION OF DRAMATIC COPYRIGHTS, 


Mr. HILL, I ask the Senate to take up the bill (S. 2306) to 
amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the Revised Statutes, relating to 


Ser iat SAR . 

ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Patents with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 7, before the word ‘‘ compo- 
sition,” to strike out ‘‘ operatic” and insert musical“; in line 9, 
before the word ‘‘composition,” to strike ont ‘operatic ” and in- 
sert musical“; in line 14, to strike out “and if it be determined 
that such unlawful performing and representation was willful 
and for profit, in addition thereto” and insert “if the unlawful 
3 and representation be willful and for profit”; and in 

ine 18, after the word“ and,” to strike out “liable to imprison- 
ment” and insert upon conviction be imprisoned”; so as to read: 

That section 4966 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same is hereby, 
amended so as to read as follows: 

“SEC. 4966. Any person publicly 3 representing any dramatic 
or musical composition for which a bask Fly as been obtained, without the 
consent of the proprietor of said dramatic or musical composition or his heirs 
or assigns, shall be liable for damages therefor, such dam in all cases to 
be assessed at such sum, not less than $100 for the first and $90 for every sub- 

uent performance, as to the court shall Uy avon to be just. If the unlaw- 
ful performance and representation be willful and for profit, such person or 

rsons shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction be imprisoned 
for a period not exceeding one year.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 21, before the word ‘‘ judge,” 
to strike out ‘‘any” and insert ‘‘a”; and in line 23, before the 
word composition,“ to strike out “‘ operatic” and insert mu- 
sical”; so as to read: 

injunction that may be granted by any circuit court of the United 

States = a judge therest. restraining and enjoining the performance or 

representation of any such dramatic or musical composition may be served 

on tee n whom such injunction may be granted anywhere in the 
tates.” 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, in line 31, before the word “ composi- 
tion,” to strike out operatic” and insert musical”; and in line 
82, before the word ‘‘such,” to insert upon“; so as to read: 

But the defendants in said action, or any or either of them, may make a 
motion in any other circuit in which he or they may be engaged in perform- 
ing or representing said dramatic or musical composition to dissolve or set 

e the said injunction upon such reasonable notice to the plaintiff as the 
circuit court or the judge before whom said motion shall be made shall deem 


proper. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE OVER MISSOURI RIVER AT ST. CHARLES, MO. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the present consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 5675) authorizing the construction of a wagon and motor 
bridge over the Missouri River at St. Charles, Mo. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 8, after the word 
t“ That,” to strike out Theodore Bruere, Henry B. Denker, A. F. 
Mispagel, O. J. Marten, C. W. Prosser, W. F. Bloebaum, B. L. 
Emmons, L. Ringe, A. Runge, J. F. Rauch, and Henry F. Pieper” 
and insert ‘‘the St. Chardes and St. Louis County Bridge Company, 
a corporation duly created under the laws of the State of. Mis- 
souri, its successors and assigns”; in line 17, after the word “said,” 
to strike out parties“ and insert “corporation, its successors or 
assigns”; in line 18, before the word ‘‘approved,” to strike out the 
words “ to be *in line 20, after the word“ said,“ tostrike out“ par- 
ties” and insert corporation“; in the same line, before the word 
“ successors,” to strike out “ their” and insert its“; and in line 28, 
before the word ‘‘successors,” to strike out „parties, or their” 
and insert ‘‘corporation, its”; so as to make the section read: 

That the St. Charles and St. Louis County Bridge Com a corporati 
duly created under the laws of the State. of arr tes dacneenars ond 
assigns, are hereby authorized to construct and maintain a bridge and ap- 

roaches thereto across the Missouri River, between the city of St. Charles, 

o., and St. Louis County, Mo., at a point to be selected consistent with the 
interests of river navigation. Said bridge shall be constructed to provide for 
the passage of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, street-railway cars, motor 
cars, animals, foot passengers, and forall road travel, for such reasonable rates 
of toll and under such reasonable rules and regulations as may be prescribed 
by the said corporation, its successors or , and approved from time to 
time by the Secretary of War: Provided, t the anid corporation, or its 
successors and assigns, shall build and maintain at all times, as accessory 
works to said bridge, such booms, piers, dikes, guard fences, and similar de- 
vices as may be necessary, in the 1 of the Secretary of War, to insure 
at all times a permanent channel for a sufficient distance above and below 
the bridge site, and for the guiding of rafts, steamboats, and other water 
craft safely under said bridge: Provided further, That the said corporation, 
its successors and * U maintain on said bridge, from sunset to sun- 
rise, such lights and other signals as the Light-House prescribe. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 7, before the word 
“t successors,” to strike out ‘‘ parties or their” and insert ‘‘ corpora- 
tion, its”; and in line 11, before the word “ successors” to strike out 
parties, or their” and insert corporation, its“; so as to read: 

That said bridge shall not be built or commenced until the location and 
egy have been approved by the Secretary of War as hereinafter provided 

‘or; and any cha: in the construction or any alteration of said bridge and 

accessory works that may be directed at any time by Congress or the Sec- 
retary of War shall be made at the cost and expense of the said corporation, 
its successors and assigns; that the said bridge shall be construc without 
interference with the security and convenience of navigation of said river, 
and in order to secure that object the said corporation, its successors 
assigns, shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his tion and ap- 
proval, a design and drawings of said bridge. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 8, line 1, after the word 
t‘ built,” to insert “either”; in line 2, before the word “ bridge,” 
to insert or low,” and after the word bridge” to insert “and 
if built as a high bridge it shall be”; so as to read: 


That said bri shall be built either as a high or low bridge, and if built as 
a high bridge it s be with unbroken and continuous —— 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 8, after the word 
river,“ to insert: 

If built with pivot drawspan, it shall have one drawspan, affording two 
clear openings of not less than 200 feet each, which drawspan shall be matin: 
tained over the main channel of the river at an accessible and navigable point, 
and if with fixed span or they shall be not less than 300 feet in 1 5 
in the clear, and the headroom under span shall not be less than 10 feet 
above the standard high-water grade line, and the piers of said bridge shall 
be parallel with and the bridge itself at 4 — angles with the river: Provided 
also, That said drawspan shall be opened promptly by said corporation, its 
successors and oo pn upon reasonable l for the passage of boats and 
rafts: 5 Further, That the said corporation, its successors 
assigns, shall, at their own expense, build and maintain, under the direction 
and supervision of the Secretary of War, when so required, such wing dams, 
boo! and other necessary work to maintain the channel within the draw- 

n of said bridge, and shall, at their own expense, maintain a depth of water 
through said drawspan not jess than now existing, as shown by the reco: 
of the War Department, at the point where said bridge may be located: 4 
rovided further, That said corporation, its successors and assigns, shall main- 
tain, at their own expense, from sunset to sunrise, such lights or other sig- 
nals on said bridge as the Light-House Board shall prescribe. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 6, after the word 
“ said,” to strike out parties“ and insert corporation, its suc- 
cessors or assigns ”; so as to read: ; 


That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed, upon receiv- 
ing the ed 2 of the Board of Engineers, and upon being satisfied that the 
bridge to be built will conform to the requirements of this act, to notify the 


parties authorized to build the same that he eee of the same; and upon 
receiving such notification the said 
may proceed to erect said bridge, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend. 
ments were concurred in, 


corporation, its successors or 
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The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. ; 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. ) 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr, Vest, Mr. 
Quay, and Mr. NELSON were appointed. 

SALLY HARDMOND. 


Mr. BURROWS. Lask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1122) for the relief of Sally Hardmond. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Claims with an amendment, to strike out 
all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is kemi authorized and 
directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, to Martha A. Boywell, executrix of Sally Hardmond, deceased, the sum 
of $4,850, being the balance due said any ond on account of her personal 
services as a nursein the Bureau of Freedmen, Refugees, and Abandoned 
Lands, district of Vir; and for rent of a dwelling house in the city of 
Richmond, in the State of Virginia, and for one house hired by and used for 
the purposes of said Bureau, and for money expended by her in and for said 
Bureau. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

REMOVAL OF PENSION DISABILITIES. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 901) amending section 4716 of the 
Revised Statutes. 

Mr. HILL. What is the effect of the bill? 

Mr. HAWLEY. What is the bill? 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from North Carolina explain what 
the bill proposes to do? I am not familiar with existing law and can 
not tell exactly what the amendment proposed is. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I will state for the information of the Sen- 
ate that under the act of June, 1890, the Commissioner holds that 
any person who seryed in the Confederate army and subsequently 
joined the Union Army is not entitled toa pension. The billsim- 

ly amends the act so as to enable any party who served in the 
Bonfederate army and subsequently joined the Union Army prior 
to the ist day of September, 1864, and was honorably discharged, 
to receive a pension. That is all there is in it, 

Mr. C LER. Provided he served in the Union Army for 
what ier of time? 

Mr. fa TCHARD. Provided he served in the Union Army for 
nine 8. 

M. HAWLEY. I hope the Senator from North Carolina will 
forgive me, but I wish that the bill might lie over a day, as I 
would like to look at it a little. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, I will state that the matter was before the 
Committee on Pensions and was thoroughly considered there. I 
first offered the bill so as to repeal the section entirely. I believed 
it ought to be repealed. I now believe it ought to be repealed 
but at the suggestion of the Senator from Ilinois [Mr. PALMER 
the bill was amended so as to entitle only those who joined the 
Federal Army prior to the ist day ct September, 1864, to partici- 
pate in its benefits. I trust the Senate will let the bill pass, be- 
cause great injustice has been done to the people of the South— 
those who first were compelled to go into the Confederate army 
and afterwards at the first opportunity joined the Federal Army, 
I take it that if the Government 3 the service of these peo- 
ple, as it did, and they made ges soldiers—as they did in every 
instance—it is nothing but right that Congress should pay them a 
pason as well as every other individual who served in the Army, 

trust the Senator from Connecticut will withdraw his opposition. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishould like to have it lie over for a day. I 
will assist in tting it up after a day. 

Mr. PRITC . If the Senator from Connecticut will per- 
mit me, I will state that the House has already passed a bill dur- 
ing this session (the Pickler bill), which absolutely repeals this 
section without any qualification whatever. The only objection 
that was urged before the Pension Committee was that these 
men went into the Union Army after they saw that the South had 
lost the day. But this provision guards against that class of per- 
sons, This provision does not put in the man who joined the last 
day. It only includes those who went into the Confederate army 
under force of circumstances and at the first opportunity went 
through the lines and fought in behalf of the Union. 

It seems to me if there is a class of people on earth who ought to 
have a 8 it is those men who had the nerve and the manhood 
at the first opportunity, having been coerced into the Confederate 
army, to risk their lives and go and fight in defense of the Union. 
3 What is the limitation? The ist of Septem- 

, 


Mr. PRITCHARD. The ist of September, 1864. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Con- 


necticut whether we could fairly have accepted the services of 
those men, enlisting them in the Union Army, without condoning 
any prior service in the Confederate army. Could we make any 
distinction? Can we to-day make any distinction between the 
men who were enlisted? 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is very great force in that view. Ire- 


member very well, not to say much about my own personal expe- 
rience, that men came over with a considerable degree of rapidity 
in the latter part of 1864. A number of them asked leave to go 


into the United States Army provided they could go off west of 
the Mississippi, so that they might not be caught by their old com- 
rades. I think the date is hardly early enough, but I shall not 
fight against the bill. I would rather have the date earlier. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That section 4718 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to read as fol- 


ows: 

"t SEC. 4716. No money on account of pension shall be paid to any person or 
to the widow, children, or heirs of any deceased person who in any manner 
voluntarily engaged in or aided or abetted the late rebellion against the 
authority of the United States, except to such persons and the widows of 
such persons as before the lst day of September, 1864, voluntarily, or as a 
substitute for any other person, and without a bounty or the promise of a 
ote for so doing, enlisted in the service of the United States and actually 
served for ninety days.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Committee on Pensions re- 
port to strike out the preamble. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment striking out the preamble. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


SETTLERS UPON UNSURVEYED PUBLIC LAND. 


Mr. CARTER. Icall 8 bill (S. 2284) for the relief of home- 
stead settlers in Gregory County,S. Dak. The bill is on the Cal- 
endar under Rule It has been read. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That in all cases, incl th isin resor- 
vations, where „ to enter re 8 8 laws 
have heretofore or may hereafter settle, improve, and continuously reside 
upon unsurveyed public land with the bona fide intention of entering the 
same under the homestead laws when surveyed and ned to entry shall, 
upon presenting final proof as required by law, be entitled to credit for resi- 
dence, improvement, and cultivation e prior to the approval of such sur- 
vey and the acceptance of filings. All acts and parts of acts in conflict here- 
with are hereby re 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief of 
homestead settlers on unsurveyed public land.“ 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 58 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, May 21, 
1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, May 20, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 

1 ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
prov 

REPRINT OF IMMIGRATION BILLS. 
: 5 5 . Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privi- 
eged report. 
eSPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee Printing ha 
5 for the „ Pip bad a bt House ea took f 7415 


and 8474, with the reports thereon, for the use of the House of Representa- 
tives, having considered the same, recommend that the same do 8 


The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House of Representatives 


500 copies each of the bills H. R. 58, 7 84 1 = 
ae 2 7864, 7415, and 8474, with the accompany: 


The resolution was agreed to. 
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On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the | Claims. I want to ask him if that committee have had for con- 


last vote was laid on the table. 
CONSIDERATION OF BILLS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON LABOR. 
Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following privi- 
et report from the Committee on Rules. 
e SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred resolution No. 318, havin 
had the same under consideration, beg leave to report the following substi- 


ursday, May 21, 1898, the House shall, immediately after the reading of 
1 a n the Whole on the state of the 


commissi 
egislation to meet the problems presented by labor, 
com- 


been to the House, whereupon the previous question shall be con- 
pann adopt io e ae thee Taat te toe MIL INHA s 

further, that on of ed busi- 
Whole House on the 


be 
bill 


reports. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Iask the previous question on the adop- 
tion of the order. 

The previous question was ordered. 

PEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. HENDERSON. I will explain briefly to the House the pur- 

of the orfler, as all present may not have observed its reading. 
5 gives two days to the Committee on Labor for the consideration 
of the two bills named in the order, Thursday for the consideration 
of what is known as the commission or Phillips bill, and Friday, 
after the disposal of the unfinished business, to the consideration 
of the arbitration bill, known as the Erdman bill; to-morrow to 
be devoted to the disposition of the commission bill and Friday to 
the arbitration bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What I desired to ask the gentleman was, 
if he will permit me, whether the adoption of this rule setting 
apart Friday will not, in his opinion, do away with any consider- 
ation of bills on the Private Calendar? 

Mr. HENDERSON. It will do away with the consideration of 
bills on the Private Calendar, except the unfinished business. 
There are about 21 bills—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Pension bills? 

Mr. HENDERSON (continuing). Pension bills, reported from 
the Committee of the Whole, which will be first disposed of. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman does not think, then, that 
the war claims would have any chance whatever on Friday if the 
rule is adopted? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I think not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I only wanted the House to understand 
that. 


Mr. CANNON. Do J understand the gentleman has reported a 
special rule? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask the gentleman if election cases are 
to be taken into consideration? Iam not on any one of the com- 
mittees, and have no authority to speak for them, but I under- 
stand that there are a number of cases ready for disposition by the 
House. 

Mr. HENDERSON. We do not make provision for them this 
week, I will say to the gentleman, but they will be given the right 
8 per time. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HENDERSON. We felt that labor ought to be heard 
before this House, and at once. > 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman from Pe Ivania, the 
chairman of the Committee on War Claims, will be allowed to 
present his views in opposition to this rule. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. aker, I have no objection to the consid- 
eration of the bills to which the gentleman refers. It does seem 
to me, however, that during the six months that this Congress 
has been in session the Committees on Claims and War Claims 
ought to have had some consideration at the hands of the House. 
Now, you may decry war claims, but as chairman of that com- 
mittee let me say we have scanned carefully the bills reported to 
the House, and out of some 1,800 sent to the committee about 200 
are favorably and are on the Calendar. Many of these 
are meritorious bills, claims honestly due from the Government 
to its citizens, and ought to be paid. 

Now, Mr. 2 can not see why Friday should not be ex- 

ded from this order. 


u À 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Wil the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? I believe he is chairman of the Committee on War 


sideration of bills reported by them more than one day during 
this Congress? 

Mr. MAHON. We have had about an hour and a half. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is that all the Committee on War Claims 
have had accorded to them during this Congress? 

Mr. MAHON. About an hour and a half. 

Mr. DALZELL. I should like to ask my friend a question. 
Does he believe that if all of to-morrow were devoted to the con- 
sideration of bills relating to war claims there would be a single 
one passed? 

Mr. MAHON. That is not the question, Mr. Speaker. This 
House ought to have an opportunity to either pass these bills or 
reject them, 

Mr. STEELE. That is true as to every bill. 

Mr. MAHON. I 2 to all the members of this House who 
have bills upon this Private Calendar for claims due to their con- 
stituents. This is nothing to me 88 If you do not want 
to have a hearing in this House, why, pass this order. If you have 
bills on the Private Calendar, and you want to have a hearing on 
them, then vote it down. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a further question? 

Mr. ON. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not want to interrupt the gentleman 
in his ent, but I should like to ask him a further question. 
How much time has the Committee on War Claims devoted to the 
consideration of measures rted from that committee and now 
on the Calendar? Have you any meetings of your committee? 

Mr. MAHON. We have had two meetings every week during 
the whole session. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Have you reported measures that are on 
the Calendar? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; a great many. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have 
no reflections to make on the Committes on Rules. I know the 
great pressure that has been brought upon thatcommittee to con- 
sider various bills; but I want to serve notice on this House that 
at the next session of this Congress, and perhaps in the following 
Co three or four committees of this House intend to relieve 
the Speaker of that constant annoyance to which he is put every 
morning by requests for unanimous consent. We propose to 
force this House to consider bills on the Calendars of the House, 
under the rules of the House, e gage Be 

Now, I say that I have no reflection to personally. Iknow 
that to the Speaker of this House it is one of the greatest annoy- 
ances to which he is put. We have passed three or four hundred 

rivate bills here, and have never touched the Calendars of the 

ouse, either the Calendar of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union or the Calendar of the House. We have ignored them 
altogether. I want to serve notice on the members of this House 
who want to get their bills through by unanimous consent to get 
them through within the next fifteen days; for you will not get 
them through in the next session, because we intend that after the 
reading of the Journal the regular order shall be called. There 
will be a committee appointed from these committees to call for 
the regular order every morning after the reading of the Journal; 
and if any private bills are by this House, they must be 
1 on Calendar and not by unanimous consent. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In view of theapplause that is manifested 
at this statement, I want to ask why this rule was not putin force 
some three or four months ago? 

Mr. MAHON. We have been trying some other method. We 
can not expect the presiding officer of this House to recognize 356 
members here upon private bills. It creates a feeling of injustice, 
a feeling perhaps against him; but hereafter, in the next session 
and in the next Soest img! APAE bills will be passed through this 
House when the regular endars are before the House, and not 
in any other way. I want to serve notice now, so that gentlemen 
will remember that there is nothing init. Now, if you 
want to pass these bills or consider them on the Private Calendar 
on Friday, vote this order down. If you do not want to go tothe 
Private endar, pass this rule. 

Mr. MILES. I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
whether that notice applies to the remainder of this session? 

Mr. MAHON. No. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike 
out so much of the order as relates to Friday. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, the previous question has 
been ordered, and that motion is not in order. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Can we have the order read again? 

Bars Sagem of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have 

e floor 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts has the 
floor, but as to the motion which he makes, the point of order has 

Mr. W. of Massachusetts. I am informed that it is not 
in order to move to strike out so much of this rule as refers to 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5467 


Friday; but I want to call the attention of this House to the sneers 
of ear de that are visited upon the chairman of the Committee 


on War C by the leaders of this House when that commit- 
tee seeks to have the debts of this Government honestly paid, or 
at least considered in this House. 

This House has been growing worse and worse for years in re- 
fusing to consider claims conceded to be due to citizens of this 
opinia. We can sympathize with Cuba, we can sympathize 
with Venezuela, but we can rob citizens of this country; and 
when some of us who have constituents robbed by this Govern- 
ment seek a day for consideration, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. DALZELL], the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Dockery], and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] can 
move to adjourn over from Friday until Monday. They can throw 
away the time of this House, instead of treating private citizens 
decently. I want to say that if God spares my life and my con- 
stituents return me to the Fifty-fifth Congress, this thing will end. 
E 0! A í 

Mr. RIC SON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

r. WALKER of Massachusetts. I will yield to a question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from Massachusetts bas 
the honor of being chairman of the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. I willaskhim if any measure reported from that com- 
mittee has had consideration in the morning hour or on any spe- 


cial day? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I want to say, in answer to 
that, in view of the Presidential election, there is a disinclination 
upon both sides of this House to consider a question so serious as 
finance or banking. ee hter and applause. | ¥ 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope the gentleman will not include 
this side of the House in that suggestion. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. That is the feeling which 
pervades both sides of this House and the leading citizens of this 
country who are interested in these 8 And let me say 
here that the contempt and contumely that is visited upon men 
because they take some interest in public affairs, because they hap- 

to be known as politicians, is miserable and contemptible on 
the part of those who visit upon them such characterization. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I must have a few minutes 
of my time. [Laughter.] We may condemn politicians as much 
as we like, but they are the only men who have any interest in pub- 
lic affairs of any value to the country. The bankers are not poli- 
ticians. Bankers will not do anything in the matter unless they 
are at the same time politicians; and they are not going to do any- 
thing in the matter in view of a Presidentialelection. But let me 
tell you and the country that the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency will be heard from im this Congress yet. 

In the second session of this Congress and in the next Congress 
the rules of this House will either permit us to do the business of 
the private citizens, or there will be no business done. We have 
got to a place where reform in our rules is necessary; and there 
are some members in this House who are going to have it. I want 
to say to the three or four men who are ruling this House with a 
rod of iron that their peculiar rule will end at the end of this Con- 

s; at any rate, if a dozen or twenty of us shall be returned to 
he next Congress, better rules must be had. Members who have 
been eight and ten years here have been unable to get honest 
claims considered by this House. It is very easy to sneer at these 
private citizens who are being robbed by the General Govern- 
ment, men whose robbery is perpetuated and smiled upon, and 
we are treated with contempt by the leaders of this House when 
we try to get a day to consider their bills. As long as I have been 
cut off from making this motion, I have made my protest; and 
there are fifty men in the House of the same opinion, not cheap 
men, not cheap-johns, seeking to make hes here for buncombe 
to be consumed at their homes, but men striving strenuously to 
honestly do the public business. 

Mr. HON. I move to recommit. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I want to say to the House that this rule 
simply gives two days to the Committee on Labor, with the ex- 
ception of such time as will be needed on 3 to of the 
unfinished business on the Private Calendar. That will embrace 
the ponon bills that have been rted from the Committee of 
the ole. I hope that no one will question the propriety of piv 
ing the Committee on Labor a day or two in this House. e 
commission bill is supported by the united voice of labor in this 


country 

Mr WALKER of Massachusetts. Will youallow me a question? 

Mr. HENDERSON. And the arbitration bill—excuse me a 
moment—has also the support of the labor interests and the rail- 
road interests of this country; substantially on the part of the 
railroads, but not entirely so. Both are bills that have received 
the almost unanimous approval of the country. The Committee 
on Labor have been pressing us to give them a day or two, and 
we have given them two. I hope the propriety of letting the Com- 


mittee on igration have the time that has been allotted it 
will not be questioned. 

a ASER: of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman permit 
a question 

. HENDERSON. Inamoment. Now, we of the Commit- 
tee on Rules are not here as dictators. We are assigned to com- 
mittees, as the gentleman from Massachusetts is assigned toa 
committee, and our obligation is to discharge our duty to this 
Honno an best ye zoow aow: 8 ie 

verybody knows the situation o is country in respect to 
payment of claims. Even before the present ated dias condition 
came upon the country, the other side, when in control of this 
House, did not dare to allow claims to be passed and sent to the 
Treasury for payment. 

Mr. MAHON. The Republicans always did. 

Mr. HENDERSON. en you know, gentlemen, that the 
money is not in the Treasury to pay these claims, and when we 
have work to do which will tell in benetit to the country, why 
spend the time of this House in considering claims that you have 
not the money to pay? It is not a theory, it is an absolute condi- 
tion, that confronts us, and I believe, with all due respect to e 

tleman—and there is no sneer or taunt in anything that I say— 
lieve that the judgment of this House on both sides is against 
ending our time in the consideration of private claims or war 
claims in this period in the history oß the country. 

Mr. RIC DSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 

. HENDERSON. If Iam going to yield at all, I will yield 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts; who first made the request. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman why the leaders of this House can adjourn over day after 
day and day after day, and thus consume time, and then tell us 
that we have not time to consider these claims? And I want to 
ask another question on top of that. 

Mr. HENDERSON. One at a time, please. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. This country has all tho 
money that there is in the country to pay its honest debts [applause], 
and this Congress is culpable, and both parties are running nec 
and neck in the meanest business ever engaged in b Aegi 
arenes citizens who have just claims against the Government. 

pplause. 
Mr. NENDERSON. I did not yield for a speech. The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts refers to the adjournment over Satur- 
day. The leaders of this House can not adjourn the House. 
a nae ALKER of Massachusetts. They can, and they have 
x 5 i 
r. 


0 
HENDE I do not know what the gentleman means 
by “leaders.” Heis chairman of a great committee of this House 
and one of the leaders of the House on questions of banking and 
currency, but the leaders can not adjourn this House. One man 
can make a motion to adjourn on Saturday, but it takes the 
s 3 of 356 members to adjourn this House. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Thatis nonsense. [Laugh- 
ter. 

ate, HENDERSON. Do not plead the baby act, gentlemen. If 
you are in your seats, this House can not be adjourned without 
the consent of a majority of you. But why have the majority 
adjourned over Saturday? You all know perfectly well that to- 
ward the end of a session it is difficult to get a quorum to do busi- 
ness on Saturday. Frequently that day is devoted by members 
to bringing up their Department work, which the business of the 
week has forced them to neglect. Frequently members go home 
and stay over 1 e 

f KER of husetts. Do not plead the baby act.” 

[Laughter 


Mr. HEN DERSON. Iam not pleading the baby act. I never 
plead the baby act. 

Me WADE ER: of Massachusetts, Well, I do not plead the baby 
act either. 

Mr. HENDERSON. But, Mr. Speaker, I want to say that I am 
tired of this talk about ‘‘leaders.” I for one am willing to be- 
come a bumper, if you please, for people to hit and sneer at, but 
Twill continue to do my duty the best I know how, and if the 
chairman of the Committee on Banking and Currency will do the 
same he will retain his own self-respect, even if other people do 
sneer at him, which I do not know of their doing. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. That is exactly the business 
you are en in now. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENDERSON, Now, it is true that this country is rich. 
We have money, but we know perfectly well that we are mort- 
gaging the country and that the absolutely necessary appropria- 
tions of this Government, which are being given with courage 
and with wisdom, great as the portfolios from the Committee on 
Appropriations are—we know, I say, that the absolutely necessary 
appropriations to carry on the Government tax us, under present 
conditions, as far as we ought to be taxed in the judgment of the 
people of the country. 


5468 


22 TTT 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 20, 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield to a gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 


Cannon], if he desires to be heard. 

Mr. C ON. Mr. Speaker, I only want to say a word or two. 
I think that when the record of this session of Con comes to 
be made up, taking into consideration all the surroundings, it will 
be found in efficiency and wisdom second to that of none other of 
recent years. With a great membership of 356, it is im ible to 
do all the business that ought to be done. We have much of 

msion business this session, yet with all the time that has been 
l to it the Pension Office, when under proper administration, 
could in three days have done the same business; could do and 
ought to do in that time more business than this Congress—both 
House and Senate—will have done at thissession. So with claims. 
If we should undertake to consider and dispose of all the claims 
that are pending there would be no time for the public business. 
Now, I want to say again that the matters of complaint from time 
to time among ourselyes—and I do my full share of complaining 
and “kicking arise out of the system. The country has grown 
to be so great, thatit is practically impossible to do the public busi- 
ness in the time of a session of Congress, let alone the business 
that individuals are interested in, and it taxes and it will tax the 
best wisdom of Con, to devise some means to dispose of claims 
and all that class of business with justice to the claimant and to 
the iets pe other than the methods which have been hereto- 
fore applied. y 

Mr. DANIELS. In view of the gentleman’s statement, and in 
view of the large number of private claims before the House, does 
he not think it would be wise to assign an evening every week, as 
we do to pensions, to consider and dis of those claims? 

Mr. C ON. Possibly so; yet even by that method you 
would not make any great impression upon that class of business. 
Private claims, depending upon the action of Congress, I take it, 
can not in the future receive due attention under existing condi- 
tions, and while gentlemen may chafe at it, as we all do chafe at 
it, there is the fact, and the best way is to keep our temper and 
devise some proper general legislation by which this business can 
be done outside of Congress, with justice to the claimant and 
safety to the Government. [Applause.] 

Mr. MAHON. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CANNON, If Ihave time; I have but a minute. 

Mr. MAHON. I wish to ask you this question: Whether we 
can pass „ claim bills or not, do not you think the 

per way is to go to the Private Calendar instead of proceeding 
y unanimous consent? 

Mr. CANNON. I am ectly content; but unanimous con- 
sent means the consent of every one of 356 members, and the ne- 
cessity for resorting to it in some cases is obvious in view of the 
crowded condition of the Calendar. 

Mr. BAKER of New coe ei The gentleman has referred 
to the necessity of a tribunal outside of Congress for the adjust- 
ment of these claims. When that has heretofore been done, has 
i * on Appropriations appropriated the money to pay 

em 
Mr. CANNON. Oh, such findings under the law were referred 
for the further consideration of Congress, and under the rules of 
the House the Committee on 5 has no jurisdiction. 
The Appropriations Committee, I will say, have done their work 
to the Pest of their ability in . measures for the consid- 
eration of Con under the rules of the House. 

Mr. B of New Hampshire. But they have given no 
opportunity for the consideration of these claims when reported 


Mr. CANNON. The Appropriations Committee are the serv- 
ants of the House under the rules made by the House. Let us 
keep our heads, gentlemen, and go ahead and perform our business 
under present conditions. With a House that is Republican, with 
a Senate that is not Si ele but worse than Democratic [laugh- 
ter], and with a President whom the Democrats in part repudiate, 
it is impossible to enact proper economic and financial legislation. 
Let us keep our heads and do the public business as best we can— 
and we are doing it, so far as the House is concerned, pretty well 
13 let us appeal to the ple for complete power, 

ouse, Senate, and President; and with power, let us bring to 
our duties clear and wise heads, and adopt proper legislation to 
cure existing ills. That is all I want to say. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, let us understand about the 
time. The gentleman from Illinois Mr. Cannon] and myself 
have spoken in the time in favor of this resolution; theother gen- 
tlemen in opposition to it. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Seven minutes, 

Mr, HENDERSON. How much time is there on the other side? 

The SPEAKER. Ten minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I reserve the residue of my time for the 


present. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 


Massachusetts . WALKER]. 
Mr. WAL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I am not com- 


plaining of the record of this Congress as it is made up; I do not 
say it will not compare favorably with the record of other Con- 
gresses. I am complaining that there is a design upon the part of 
the leaders that has been executed with an unrelenting hand in the 
four Congresses of which I have been a member to hinder and 
prevent the consideration of the honest claims of private citizens 
to whom this Government is justly indebted, and the postpone- 
ment of whose claims is bringing embarrassment and injury to 
those citizens. The leaders of this House on the Republican side 
and on the Democratic side, whichever = may be in the ma- 
jority, have been determined that those claims should not be con- 
sidered and should not be paid. Whenever under the rules even 
there have been days assigned for the consideration of such claims, 
means have been taken to continue useless and frivolous debates, 
with the distinct purpose of defeating consideration and action 
upon those claims, 

It is conceded that our system is a badone. Certainlyitis; but 
it is continued Congress after Congress by the leaders of which- 
ever party may be in the majority, to their discredit. Shall it 
never end? S men be answered by saying they are losin; 
their heads because they demand that this villainous system sha 
end? We are here giving notice now that in the next Congress 
rules shall be devised that will give fair consideration to bills of 
this character. We knowthat bills which have passed this House 
at one session and then passed the Senate, and for want of time 
failed toreceive the President's signature—bills which have passed 
committees of the two Houses unanimously session after session— 
receive no more consideration, have no more chance of passage. 
than bills that are brought into this House for the first time an 
by a divided committee—by the vote of a bare majority. Bills 
that every committee of this House, every committee of the Sen- 
ate, every member of Congress whose attention is called to them, 
session r session, say oughtin justice to be passed, have no prece- 
dence, have no standing, have no consideration. And the lead- 
ers of both parties connive against passing them to keep down 
pista ‘eh angen Why? Because they say we have not money 
enough in the When we have been paying off our pub- 
lic debts by hundreds of millions, we have no money for the hon- 
est private citizen of this country who is the creditor of this 
Government. 

I want to say, as I have said before on this floor, with as cool 
a head as any man ever had, that it is a burning shame that this 
Government should present to the world a tacle such as no 
other government presents of abusing and robbing her own citi- 
zens, And Representatives on this floor can get no chance for the 
consideration of honest claims due their constituents. If there is 
any love of justice in this House, if there is any genius for legis- 
lative business, why not so fix our rules that these claims can be 
considered and paid? No money in the Treasury! There is al- 
ways money in an honest man’s hands to pay an honest debt, or 
else he is willing to compromise like an honest man, and not deny 
the existence of the debt and put off his creditors, saying, “Go, 
and come 2 8. and to-morrow I will pay, when thou hast it by 
thee,” which is damned by every honest man and condemned by 


every principle of honesty. [Applause.] 

Mr. HENDERSON . Iyiel the residue of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], my colleague on the 
Committee on Rules. 

Mr. MAHON. How much time remains to the other side? 

The SPEAKER. Five minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. I reserve my time. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I will make no complaint. Iam 
standing here simply as the chairman of a committee demanding 
the rights of that committee. That is what I am asking at the 
hands of this House and its leaders; and when the time comes I 
will make a motion to recommit this resolution with instructions 
to strike out the word “Friday” and insert Monday.“ I have 
noinclination to deprive the Labor Committee of the right to con- 
sider important measures which it has reported; but I want to 
emphasize the fact that there are upon the Private Calendar bills 
for the payment of money honestly due by this Government to its 
citizens, for property taken by the officers of the Army of the 
United States, to feed your soldiers on the field or in camp; for 
property, too, taken since the war closed, which has gone to sup- 
ply the A and other departments of the Government. 

stand with the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] 
when I say that up to the Fifty-first Co: ss, a Republican Con- 
gress, which passed bills of over $600,000 for the payment of these 
onest claims—prior to that no Republican Congress ever Bis 
diated honest and just claims of private citizens. The Fifty- 
second and Fifty-third Congresses for some reason did refuse 
make provision for these claims. 

Now, I appeal to this House to give us Friday for the considera- 
tion of these measures, the only day fixed by the rules on which 
bills on the Private Calendar can be considered. I repeat, and I 
say it without any reflection upon any member of the House, 
that this way of picking out this or that private claim and passing 


— 
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it by unanimous consent is an outrage upon two-thirds of the 
members of this House, whose constituents are absolutely denied 
a hearing because we can not reach the Calendar. 

I make no complaint of anyone. I have been treated with as 
much kindness as any other member of the House by the presiding 
officer. But I want to say as a member of Congress that this 
method of securing consideration for private claims is distasteful 
to me; I do not like it. I feel in such a case that I am trespassing 
on time that belongs to others, and that I am making myself 
an annoyance, and possibly a nuisance, to the presiding officer of 
the House. I believe that we ought to insist that the rules of the 
House should be enforced and that all bills on the Private Calen- 
dar should be considered and passed in the regular way and not 
as individual bills singled out and passed by unanimous consent. 
I give notice now to you gentlemen who want Friday appropriated 
for the consideration of these private bills that I shall make a mo- 
tion to recommit this resolution with instructions to strike out 
“Friday” and insert ‘‘ Monday”; and if you want your bills con- 
sidered, vote for this motion; if not, vote against it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Why not name Tuesday instead of Mon- 
day? Monday is set apart by the rules for other purposes; it is 


District day. > 

Mr. MAHON. I should have no objection to naming Tuesday 
instead of Monday. Personally, I have nointerest in this matter; 
but Isay we should do justice to these people to whom the Govern- 
mentisindebted. Wecan pass bills here spproprinting $70,000,000 
for rivers and harbors; we can pass other bills running into the 
millions. Why not do justice to private claimants? If it is said 
we have not money to pay these private citizens, then let the Gov- 
ernment borrow money from people who are glad to lend it, and 
with the proceeds pay the honest debts due these claimants, who 
have already been pi waiting far too long. [Applause.] We 
may as well issue bonds to pay honest indebtedness of the Govern- 
ment due to private citizens as provide in that way for general 
expenses. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. 
fair-minded man in this 
temper—— 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts, 
(Laughter. 7 

Mr. DALZELL (continuing). That the Committee on Rules 
can by no possibility have any personal interest in this matter. 
The members of that committee are not the leaders of the House 
in the sense in which that term has been used here to-day, but 
the servants of the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. They are the controllers so far as legislation 
is concerned. 

Mr. DALZELL. They are the servants of the House, to see 
that its business is carried on in an orderly manner, and the con- 
troversy here to-day, if there be a controversy between any two 
parties, is a controversy between the Committee on Labor seekin 
to pass legislation demanded by the interest of both capital an 
labor in this country upon the one hand and the gentlemen who 
seek consideration of private claims on the other hand. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. That demagogy will not go. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I will not suffer myself to be 
interrupted by the impudenee of the gentleman from Massachu- 


pear it must be apparent to every 
ouse who is not carried away by his 


To whom do you allude? 


setts. 

I Pay Rp the controversy that you 8 are to settle, if 
there be a controversy, is between the Committee on Labor and 
those who desire the consideration of private claims. Now, what 
does that controversy amount to? How much is involved in this 
question about which we are having a tempest in a teapot? Two 
hours, and only two hours. All that it is proposed to give to this 
committee on Friday is what may remain of that day after the 
unfinished business shall have been disposed of. I venture the 
assertion that it will not amountto twohours. And what would 
you do in those two hours if this resolution be not adopted? 

I appeal to members of this House who have had experience 
here, do you mean to say that in those two hours of Friday you 
would accomplish an g with the Private Calendar? Do you 
mean to say there is any possibility of poeng a single bill upon 
it? You know there is no possibility of any such thing. Those 
two hours that you gentlemen propose to waste we propose to 
utilize in the interest of the laboring men of this country. 

Now, suppose we yield this matter; suppose the House, instead 
of the Committee on Rules, in these the closing days of the ses- 
sion, shall undertake to arrange a programme; then what are 
you to do with the business of importance that yet remains un- 
disposed of? The Judiciary Committee will require at least one 
day, perhaps two, for the transaction of very important business 
pending before it. There are four election cases ready to be ar- 
gued, involving questions of the highest possible privilege, the 
right to a seat in this House; and it would be a disgrace, Mr. 
Speaker, to Congress if it should adjourn with these election cases 
on the Calendar undisposed of. There are other important com- 
mittees clamoring for time. ` . 


So I end, asI began, with the statement that the controversy is 
one over only two hours that we propono to utilize and you pro- 
pose to waste. It is a controversy which, if carried against the 
Committee on Rules, means simply that you and not they must 
arrange the oh eat of business for the balance of the session, 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. I understand that this order gives to-morrow 
and what is left of Friday to the consideration of bills from the 
Committee on Labor. That precludes the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions from having any more time this session, does it not? 

r Mr. DALZELL. y, the committee will have Friday nights, 
suppose, 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, well; Friday night! There are 300 bills 
and 300 members clamoring for them 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Why not substitute Saturday for Friday in 
this order? 


Mr. DALZELL. Because another bill has been provided for 
consideration on that day. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What is that? 

Mr. DALZELL. To repeal section 61 of the Wilson bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, we generally find ourselves on Saturday 
without enough members to transact business. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If you repeal the whole of that bill we will 
be glad to give all the time necessary. 

r. DALZELL. And we would be very glad to do so if we 
could. I can assure Lod, essen x though, that when the next 
Congress convenes we will proceed—in special session—to do so. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. 
would that bill if you did? 

Mr. DALZELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask a vote. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr.Speaker, I move to recommit the resolution 
to the Committee on Rules, with instruction to substitute Tues- 
day of next week for Friday, so that it will read Thursday of this 
"Sir. DALZELL “Mr Speaker, I ia 

T. Š 5 er, [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Is. the rule subject to such a motion? = 7 

The SPE R. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. MAHON, That will have the same effect; it will give the 
committee two days. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. I move to substitute whatever days the gentleman wants 
next week—Tuesday and W ednesday—for the Committee on Labor, 
and that Thursday of this week be assigned to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. That motion will not be in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why? 

The SPEAKER. Because you can not accomplish by a motion 
to reconsider what could not be accomplished by an amendment. 
The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia to recommit, with instructions to substitute Tuesday next for 
Friday in the order. 

Mr. DALZELL. That will cut out the consideration of an elec- 


tion case if adopted. 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Manon, the 
House divided; and there were—ayes 65, noes 128. 

So the motion to recommit with instructions was rejected. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a 
question for information. If this rule is adopted, will it prevent 
another day from being given to the consideration of private pen- 
sion cases? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; undoubtedly, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota says 
„Fes,“ and the Chair says “no.” [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. It will not prevent the committee from hav- 
ing another day, provided the House under proper circumstanees 
shall choose that way. Otherwise it will. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. An amendment is not in order at this time. 

Mr. PICKLER. My amendment is similar to that offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order. 
mit can be entertained. 

The question being taken on the adoption of the resolution, the 
Speaker announced that it was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 

CHANGE OF CONFEREES. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires, in the first place, to sub- 
mit to the House some changes in regard to conferees. The gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BABCOCK], one of the conferees on 
the pool-table bill, desires to be excused from serving, and if there 
be no objection his request will be complied with, and the Chair 
will appoint the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Curtis] as asubstitute. 


Do you suppose the Senate 


But one motion to recom- 
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On the bill H. R. 2648, ono geneman from Missouri [Mr. Joy] 
desires to be excused. Without objection, the request will be 
granted, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MurpHy] will be 
appointed in his stead. 

ere was no objection. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of a resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a resolu- 
tion which will be read. 

Mr. KEM. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska demands the 

ar order. 
. GROSVENOR. This will only take a moment. 

Mr. KEM. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The 3 from Nebraska . Kem] in- 
sists upon the regular order. The Chair understands that there is 
a conference report to be submitted, 


CAPITAL RAILWAY COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present the confer- 
ence report which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The conference report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 888) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to incorporate the Capital Railway Company,” approved h 2, 1895, 
having met, after fulland free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to 3 Houses as follows: 

That the Senate e from its disagreement to the first amendment of 
the House, and agree to the same withan amendment as follows: „in sec- 
tion 1, line 7, strike out the word “for” and insert the word “have,” so that 
the phrase shall read, have a common seal"; and that the House agree to the 


same. 

That the Senato recede from its disagreement to the second amendment of 

the House, and agree to the same amended to read as follows: Also continu- 
from said Eleventh and M streets, north on Eleventh street to the south 
building line of East Capitol street“; and that the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its d ment to the third and fourth 
amendments of the House, and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the fifth amendment of 
the House, and agree to the same, with an amendment, so that section 4 shall 
read as follows: 

“That the portions of the company’s routes from Congress or Pencote 
Heights to Shepherd’s Landing and the Harrison street branch east to the 
District line shall be completed within two years from the Passage of this 
act: Provided, failure to complete the said portions of the rontes as 

rovided for in this section, and also failure to complete the extension on 
yenth street east, shall operate to repeal the authority to build said por- 
tions, and shall not repeal the charter of said company.” 

And that the House agree to the same. or 


J. W. BABCOCK, 
G. M. CURT 
JAMES D. RI SON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
CHARLES J. FAULKNER, 
REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The conference report was agreed to. i 
On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the conference report was agreed to was laid on the 
table. 
IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. I call for the regular order, the considera- 
tion of the immigration bill. 

The SP . The 2 before the House is the bill re- 
lating to immigration. e gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
ae is recognized. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, neither of the 
great political parties of this country can claim as its own peculiar 
product the laws upon our statute books in restriction of immi- 

tion. They are the result of the combined wisdom and patriot- 
fat of both parties, extending over a period of more than fourteen 


The subject is wholly nonpolitical. It is national in its scope, 
in its bearings, and in its effects, as much so as the Monroe doc- 
trine or the cause of Cuba. It is too high and too broad to be 
made the hobby of the politicians. Its necessity and its justifica- 
tion is in the maintenance of the standard of American citizenship 
and the protection of American labor. 

In the beautiful and eloquent speech to which we listened yes- 
terday afternoon I was surprised to hear that the record, the tra- 
ditions, and history of the great Democratic in this country 
should be stated to be in opposition to bills of this character. 
Why, Mr. Speaker, from the inning of our history, from the 
days of Jefferson, the great slogan of that has been Amer- 
ica for Americans,” the protection of this isolated land for the 
benefit of its own citizens; and only in our last national conven- 
tion, in 1892, we find a plank in the pioram upon which aoid 
Democrat can stand, one u which I stand, and inst whi 
isi no Democrat in this building raises objection, in these 


Suc. 12. We heartily approve all legitimate efforts to prevent the United 
States from being used as the dum —— for the known and 
professional paupers of Europe, and we demand the rigid enforcement of the 


There is nothing in any of these bills now pending before this 
body that is in contravention of that principle of the platform 
adopted in 1892. Nor, Mr. Speaker, is this question to be solved 
by appeals to sentiment. It issweet to talk of liberty. The very 
name of it is music to the ears of every child on our soil; but 
when it attempts to lure us from the true path that we should 
take in legislation it loses its melody, and becomes the voice of the 


siren. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, I should like to read here in this connection, 
as bearing appropriately upon the sentiment, an extract from the 
article of Mr. Rood, in the Forum, volume 14, page 114: 


When a stranger visits the anthracite regions [of Pennsylvania], he is filled 
with sym he poor Italian and Slav. He ders the American 


pay for t 
residents heartless in the extreme. He is amazed at the way the foreigners 


are regarded. But a single year spent in that land will show him the trut 
no matter how tender-hearted he is. He will then know that disgust shoul 
take the place of surprise. He sees a thousand idle Americans and a like 
number of foreigners slaving for 80 or 90 cents per day. He sees the Ameri- 
cans sending their children to school, supporting churches, aves in decent 
houses, trying to be cleanly and to wear ble clothing. è also sees 
the scum of Europe taking the place the former, content to swarm in 
shanties like hogs, to contract scurvy by a steady diet of the cheapest salt 
pork, to suffer sore eyes and bodies rather than buy a towel and washtub, to 
endure typhoid fever rather than undergo the expense of the most primitive 
sanitary apparatus. 


Now, that is the class in whose behalf liberty is apotheosized! 
Why, Mr. Speaker, if we are all sensitive to appeals made in the 
name of humanity, every high impulse in us 38 us to sym- 
pathize with the poor and oppressed and to pity fallen, the 
d ed, and the criminal, but that is all we can do. We might 
indulge in the innocent pastime of happy children chasing shad- 
ows and pursuing the flitting eee; thinking that on this 
great earth there should be some sac spot where the weak, 
the heavy laden, and the oppressed might find an asylum; where 
the decrepit, the worthless, the thriftless, the degraded, the out- 
cast, the discharged from prisons should find a refuge or a re- 
formatory; but I do not ieve there is eg tres on this broad 
continent who would ask us to constitute this country such an 
asylum. There is a liberty that belongs to our own people, a 
liberty to earn an honest livelihood here. : 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there are times when it is appropriate to 
appeal to liberty, beneath the folds of the Star Spangled Banner, 
fanned by the breezes that sweep from the ocean that roars to 
the ocean that sleeps,” while the band plays “Sweet Marie”; but 
here, in this body, assembled for the purpose of enacting legisla- 
tion for the benefit, the advantage, and the preservation of the 
rights of American labor, I say it is not the place for sentiment, 
We must deal, and are dealing, with actual reality. We have 
the facts facing us. We have a condition presented to us that 
demands action on the part of this body. In the closing scenes 
of this session, within the last two weeks, we are at last accorded 
the ae of placing before the country a bill which, if adopted 
by the Senate, will be a source of gratification, a source of un- 
told joy to thousands of laborers now waiting for employment, 
and to whose hearts every gale that swe Ellis Island 
brings the sad tidings that their lives are to be made more miser- 
able, their chances of employment lessened, and their w: re- 
duced by the great tide of this worthless immigration that is flow- 
ing from the shores of Europe. 

And what do they tell us? hark id they say that this bill 
should not pass? They assert that this country is big enough and 
grand enough to welcome the refugees of lan I say it is 
not true, Mr. Speaker. Isay that while we have countless thou- 
sands of acres of uncultivated land, while throughout the t 
West there is a domain sufficient to accommodate hundr of 
thousands of the unfortunates of Europe, yet, as a practical mat- 
ter of fact, they do not go there. They do not want to go there. 
They come across the ocean in ships by thousands and hundreds 
of thousands. They reach our Atlantic Coast and they stop there. 

Now, in view of the shortness of the time remaining for this 
debate, I shall have to hurry through 5 in order to 
give other gentlemen an opportunity to heard, but before I 
take my seat I wish to a few figures for the information of 
the House. I have culled them fromreliablesources. Fifty-eight 
1255 cent of the objectionable races of immigrants live in the cities. 

e North Atlantic and North Central States contain nearly fiye- 
sixths of the city population of this country. That section also 
contains 40 p cent of the total foreign population of the Union. 

In 124 of the principal cities of the United States 29 per cent of 
the total population is foreign born. In the restof the country it 
is only 10 cent. Very little immigration has gone south of the 
Ohio and the Potomac, or in the transmississippi country south 
of the thirty-seventh degree of latitude. Three-fourths of the 
Poles are in the cities of New York, Pennsylvania, Illinois, Mich- 
igan, and Wisconsin. Two-thirds of the Italians are in the North 
Atlantic States. Two-thirds of the Russians are in New York, 


Pe lvania, Connecticut, North Dakota, Michigan, Ilinois 
end Kanani ’ Two-thirds of the Austro-Hungarians are in the 
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North Atlantic States. Of 1,000 immigrants landing at the port 
of New York during three days of last December, cent of 
the illiterates remained on the North Atlantic Sea , and dur- 
ing this year since the Ist of January, 95 per cent of those immi- 
grants have remained in the same section of the country. And 
yet, Mr. Speaker, we are told not to put up the bars against this 
immigration because there is plenty of room in the great West! 
That is literally true, but, for all practical purposes in the con- 
sideration of this question, the great West might as well be in the 
samecrowded condition as our Northeast, because theseimmigrants 
never seek that section. 

Mr. Speaker, there is another thought which ought to be brought 
to the attention of this body. It is that if there is a country any- 
where on the face of this globe that should deliberately guard the 
admission of foreign elements into its citizenship, into the citizen- 
ship that goes to make the character of its people, it is these United 
States, because this beyond all other countries is most wholly de- 
pendent upon the character of its citizenship for the character of 
its Government. It is not a little thing that every year and every 
week and every day we are admitting into our ports this scum of 
Europe which is pouring, like numberless rivulets, into the stream 
of our national life and polluting it from its source to its mouth. 
And the effect has been already seen, Mr. Speaker. a 

This is not an idle fancy. It is not theorizing. I am dealing in 
facts. The records here show that our prisons and our poor- 
houses and our asylums are largely monopolized by this class, 
imposing an additional acon an our people and giving an idea of 
how the life of the great y politic is being pees by their 
admission. One-third of the insane are foreign-born immigrants. 
One-half of our criminals and our paupers are foreign born. And 
yet we are told, in the name of Liberty, that we must admit these 
classes. Gentlemen say, Let not this great country raise the 
flag of proscription against any of the poor sons and daughters of 
Eve.” Why, Mr. Speaker, it is an almost criminal enlargement 
and perversion of the idea of liberty to say that the laborers of 
this country should be deprived of the opportunity to earn an 
honest livelihood simply because, in the name of Liberty, we are 
invoked to allow every son and daughter of Eve upon this earth 
to come in. 

If this country wanted immigration we would hear a demand 
for it. The commission appointed to investigate that question 
have made the investigation and submitted their report. enty- 
seven States have made answer to the inquiry whether they wanted 
immigration, such as this bill proposes to exclude. Of those 27 
States, these 11 want no labor immigration at all: California, Idaho, 
Illinois, Iowa, Massachusetts, Mississippi, Nebraska, New York, 
North Dakota, Pennsylvania, Rhode d. Of the remaining 
14 States there is only 1 that wishes the undesirable immigration 
that I have mentioned, consisting of Italians, Poles, Austro- 
Hungarians, and Russian Jews. Of all the States of this Union 
that have made response to the inquiry addressed to them, Oregon 
alone desires laborers of that kind. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Will the gentleman state 
who answered for the State of North Dakota? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Iwill tell the gentleman later 
on, or he can take the book and ascertain for himself, He will 
find it in the commissioners’ report. 

Therefore I say, Mr. Speaker, that there is no demand anywhere 
in this country for this class of laborers. Now,Iam not inveigh- 
ing against the admission of immigrants into this country. I 
know that immigrants, as was said here yesterday, have made 
this country. e are all immi ts or the descendants of im- 
migrants, We have no objection to the introduction or the ad- 
mission of producers, of farmers, of those who do not come in 
competition with our American labor, or of those who do not con- 
stitute themselves a tax upon the resources of this country by 
filling its asylums and its prisons. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, I do not know what we should do in the 
absence of our German and Irish friends; we should have no one 
then to run our politics. Our best citizens, many of them, are 
immigrants who have landed here and made their homes amon 
us, who have recognized that their destiny is to be linked wi 
ours. But who is talking about the restriction of that kind of 
immigration? Where is the objection toit? To suppose such an 


5 is putting up a man of straw. 

y distinguished friend from Louisiana asked yesterday why 
not at once make an iron wall and declare that henceforth no for- 
eigner shall enter . — American soil. I say no one ever dreamed 
of such a thing. ere is nothing in these bills to warrant such 
a e nonion. As I shall show when I come to the consideration 
of these several bills, they are only directed to that class of 
laborers who are undesirable, according to the consensus of opin- 
ion as ressed from all sections of the country where the sub- 
ject has thoughtfully considered. If we admit citizens of 
this objectionable class, what are we going to do with them? 
Where are we going to send them? There is already a surplus of 
labor in this country. I take it no man on this floor will contro- 
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vert that fact. It is impossible to get 
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statistics, because the cen- 
that topic. What we have been able to 
do is to take the statistics from one or two States. Massachusetts 
in 1893 took a census on this subject, and the result showed that 


sus does not touch u 


29 per cent of the males in that State were unemployed. We all 
know that in every State of this Union, in every city, perhaps, 
there are numbers of persons unemployed. 

As long as that state of affairs continues how is it to be remi 
what remedy is to be applied under 1 condition of financi 
depression and distress throughout the country if we -are to con- 
tinue to admit without limit this stream of pauper labor from 
Europe? Every industry that we can think of—mining, manu- 
facturing, and all the avenues of life where labor finds its employ- 
ment and makes its living—is filled to overflowing now. Vet every 
Say, as the newspapers show us, as the PE pees authoritatively 
tell us—every day is bringing thousands of Italian, Polish, Hun- 
garian, and Austrian laborers to this country to come into com- 
petition with the labor already out of employment. 

Mr. Speaker, the one danger to this country, in the judgment of 
every writer who has given his forebodings as to the life of the 
Republic, consists in the surplus of labor, which, when it can find 
no other avenue by which it can support itself, will resort to 
violence. And we are admitting this turbulent, lawless, violent, 
dangerous class of people, reckless of the future, and the attempt 
that is now made to put a bar against it is characterized asa 
lM oa of liberty to those who are entitled to it wherever 


ving. 

We are told that immigration does not decrease wages. We 
were told yesterday by the distinguished chairman of the com- 
mittee that the Commissioner’s report so states. Well, sir, I have 
seen the Commissioner's report, and it distinctly states that wages 
have been lowered in those localities where there has been con- 
gestion of Italians, H rians, Slavs, and Canadians—the very 
class of people against whom this bill is directed. 

Now, the inquiry has doubtless occurred to some members on 
this floor, why am I interested in this matter? Well, sir, aside 
from my general interest in the country at large, because what- 
ever affects any section of the country affects the South and af- 
feets me, I am particularly interested that that fair land, with 
its boundless possibilities, should not be made the dumping ground 
of this class of labor which has marn so injurious and destruc- 
tive to the labor interests of the North and the Northwest. Thus 
far we have been free from it. We have a contented class of ag- 
ricultural labor, perhapsas good as the world has ever seen. We 
do not wish that labor to be brought in contact with this lawless, 
violent, anarchistic element of Europe. Our factories, which are 
growing to be such a marvelous development of industry in our 
Southland, and other labor-employing institutions, are operated 
by a class of ponh who are our bone and sinew, who come from 
our midst, whose lives are linked with ours, who make an excel- 
lent class of labor, and who are entitled to the protection of the 
laws of the country. We do not want that labor brought in 
competition with the pauper labor of Europe. 

I have no hesitation in saying, Mr. Speaker, that while we have 
stood the devastation of war, while we endured eight years of 
negro domination, misrule, and corruption, while we have sur- 
vived the cyclone and the pestilence and the earthquake, yet we 
do not wish to be subjected to the trial of having this mass of Eu- 
ropean corruption dumped upon the land and into the factories 
and workshops of our Southland. If for no other reason, I would 
ask those of the members of this House whose interests are simi- 
lar to ours to see to it that the wall is erected against such a ca- 
lamity. This is the only protection we shall have, because in a 
few years this mass of labor that is now surcharging the cities of 
the North and the Northwest will turn its way southward, and 
then will come the avalanche from which there will be no pro- 
8 unless there be some restrictive legislation adopted by 

longress. 

Now, Mr. S er, has the time come for us to adopt restrictive 
legislation? I want to give the House some fi s to show how 
rapidly this evil is growing and with what fearful strides it is in- 
creasing. I want to show you that the deluge is almost upon us. 
In 1892, 2,801 immigrants were debarred ont of a total of 579,663; 
in 1893, 1,630 out of 440,739; in 1894, 2,389 out of 288,020. 

Under the present laws only 2,211 were debarred or returned, 
as follows: 


Debarred as likely to become paupers __......--.---.------ 1,833 
DS DArTed e . eee 4 
Debarred as contract laborerrtr ss 765 
Returned within one year after landing 109 

Winking a rr. ee aaa es 2,211 


Now, of this number, 2,211, debarred or returned last year as 
inadmissible under the immigration laws of the country, Austria- - 
Hungary, Italy, and Russia contributed, as likely to become pau- 
pers, 1,087; insane, 2; contract laborers, 626; returned within one 
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year, 27; or 1,742 in all from these countries—making from all the 
other nations of the world combined only 469 who were inadmis- 
sible to land in this country under the laws now in existence, 
showing the class of labor that now comes in and is so objection- 
able under the existing laws of the country, and showing how ut- 
terly impossible it is to prevent the influx of these people under 
our existing laws. 

We admit the families of immigrants already here, and of the 
229,304 steerage passengers arriving during the last year 84,339 
were admitted as going to join their immediate families. From 
July 1, 1894, to June 30, 1895, Austria-Hungary, Italy, and Russia 
contributed 35,934, who were admitted as going to join their im- 
mediate families. 

From 1821 to 1890 the total immigration to this country was 
15,427,667. Of this number 5,246,613 came between 1881 to 1890, 
or over one-third of the total number. From 1890 to June, 1895, 
2,658,797 more have come; and of this last number nearly one- 
half, or 1,002,183, came from Russia, Austria-Hungary, Italy, Po- 
land, and Turkey in Europe. 

Prior to that the immigration was as follows: From 1861 to 1870, 
24,064 only; from 1871 to 1880, 180,082; from 1881 to 1889, 926,116; 
or for these three decades, 1,131,162. The last five years have in- 
troduced nearly as many of this class as the thirty preceding 
years. In 1861 they were 0.51 per cent of the total population; in 
1870 it numbered 1.44 per cent of the population; in 1880it reached 
8.88 per cent of the population, and in 1890 it had increased to 7.5 

r cent, which shows the rapidity, the tremendous increase of 
immigration of this very undesirable class of people, and I believe, 
Mr. S er, that my friend from Louisiana [Mr. Buck] and my 
friend from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT], in their opposition to the 
bill in behalf of their German friends, are unwittingly speaking 
against the best interest of their own friends, because the Ger- 
man element of the country is just as much interested as anyone 
else—as any other class of the ae people of the country— 
in the exclusion of the worthless class of pauper labor with which 
they must come in competition. Anything that affects the labor- 
ing element anywhere in the United States affects the German 
element as well as any other; and this legislation is directed 
against that element which is obnoxious only. 

How do the t here? In the steerage. Now, if any gentle- 
man here co see one of these great ships, with 800, $00, or 
1,000 people packed away in the hold of the vessel like so many 
cattle; if he could see some of these miserable specimens of hu- 
manity, which by reasonable calculation it will take sixteen gen- 
erations of American civilization to develop into reasonably fair 

imens of humanity, and would consider that every ship that 
comes into this country unloads hundreds of these creatures on 
our shores, he would realize the tremendous strain that is being 
brought to bear on our body politic, and the outrageous imposi- 
tion that is being practiced on the labor of the country in being 
forced to compete with this foreign element. 

Who bring them here? The ships. Are the shipowners inter- 
ested in the liberties of this country? Why, Mr. Speaker, the only 
liberty they worship is that which is engrayen upon the almighty 
dollar. They are not concerned in the character of American 
citizenship so long as they can pack these poopie away in the 
holds of their vessels and get $20 a head for bringing them over 
here. They are those who are interested in o ing this legisla- 
tion, as explained by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WILLIAM A. STONE] yesterday. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that the commission appointed to inves- 
tigate this matter should have an opinion worth something, and I 
find in their report the following statements: 

Through the United States consul at the latter place (Libau) Mr. Stum 
obtained valuable confirmatory information, and learned that the princi 
steamship lines landing imm ts at our ports have 7 engaged in so- 
liciting business there. He also learned that a firm in Hamburg controlled 
the letting of contracts for transporting these immigrants in numbers to the 
steamship lines offering the most reasonable terms per ete 

From Libau the United States has received the most undesirable immigra- 
tion landed here during the present Administration. All were most carefull 
inspected upon arrival, and many were ordered deported and returned. 
large proportion of them, however, were landed, it appearing that they were 
com 


ing to fathers, husbands, children, or well-to-do relatives already here, 
who were able and willing to assist and give them employment. 


Numbers came on prepaid tickets which were procured in the United States 
and paid for on theinstallment plan. A mansen for his wife and children 
would contract with an nt here to pay a few do each week until the 


nt in 


* * + * s $ * 
In the investigation 9 — this subject by the Senate Committee on Immigra- 


tion (Senator HILL, irman) in May, aaa, it was developed that in an 
aver. year the Italian bankers of New York City alone send to Italy $25,- 
000, money can not be regarded as a loss to this coun- 
try, uch as the work done by those who have earned it has added in 


to $30,000,000. All this 
inasm 


some measure to its wealth. Nevertheless, the net result would be very dif- 
ferent were the same work done by persons permanently residing in this 
country and spending their money here. 


+ * * = * * * 
The Italian laborer comes now, not under direct contract, perhaps, but with 
the knowledge that he need ony go to the Italian quarter in the port of his 
arrival to get 8 his countrymen have done before him. Once in this 


uarter he falls under the influence of the padrone, and thereaf 


ter is at his 
isposition. The padroni still manipulate immigrant labor very much as 


they pee. and it is thus still possible for a contractor to secure within a 
few hours any number of Italian laborers, skilled or unskilled, at wages 33 
to 50 per cent below the American standard. This is an injury as seriou 
perhaps eyen more serious, to the latter than direct importation, because 
he greater ease and quickness with which their labor can be supplanted. 
* * * * * * * 

The constant influx of foreign labor is naturally and undeniably one of the 
chief causes of labor depression in this country at 1 It is a well-known 
fact that this importation of the lower classes of Huns, Slavs, and Italians 
has been the princi cause of violence and dissatisfaction, as every 100 im- 
migrants necessarily force a corresponding number of United States citizens 


to either accept lower wages or go on a strike and join the already too large 
army of unemployed. 


While other countries have their Discharged Prisoners’ Associa- 
tions forthe purpose of unloading this class of criminal and pauper 
laborers upon other countries, we, through these steamship com- 
panies, have agents soliciting the ama Poco of these people into 
our country. No wonder that labor all over this country is ris- 
ing in outraged indignation and calling upon Congress to come 
to its rescue. Why, Mr. Speaker, I believe that even thus late in 
the session, when perhaps it is too late to get a bill enacted, this 
Con should heed that cry of labor; because they of all the 
people of this country are most dependent upon the laws for their 

rotection. They are entirely dependent upon us to establish the 

ar that no other power can establish for their protection. 

How does this bill propose to do it? I intended to present to 
the House the immigration legislation of the country as it now 
stands. It would be trespassing too much upon the time of the 
House, and I will incorporate it in my remarks. 

The excluded classes now are dissolute women, contract labor- 
ers, persons morally, mentally,or physically diseased, paupers, 
polygamists, and assisted immigrants. 

ow, what does the bill of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
. MCCALL], reported by the chairman of the committee [Mr. 

ARTHOLDT], pro todo? It has been found that this class of 
immigration to which there is such objection, lower Europe, as it 
is called, has a percentage of illiteracy ranging from 57 to 30 pe 
cent, as will be shown by tables which I will insert in my 8 

Of the classes that e good citizensin this country, the north 
of Europe, the Irish, the Spanish, in those countries the illiterac: 
does not amount to over 3 percent. So this test will be a practiont 
application of a bar to the very races that it is our desire and our 
interest to keep from our shores. We can not mention them by 
name, by statute, on grounds of public policy and of comity be- 
tween nations, but we can establish the bar provided in this act, 
which will accomplish the same purpose. 

Now, the bill of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WIL- 
LIAM A. STONE] does not add any other class to those who are 
already barred. It simply provides for the enforcement of the 
laws we now have - to provide for the inspection in Europe instead 
of inspection in our ports. If a man is a worthy immigrant, if 
he is an immigrant who does not. come under any of the debarred 
classes, why, then, this inspection can not injure him. No dam 
can be done to the friends of my friend from Louisiana [Mr. 
Buck] or of the yee from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]. 
Those men are not barred by the Stone bill provision. Provision 
is simply made 7 if it had been in force during the past 
four months, 2,147 Italian immigrants would have been denied 
entrance at the port of New York. 

I do not see how anyone can object to the McCall bill, because 
when my friend from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT], the chairman 
of this committee, comes in and reports it as his bill, I think 
everyone else ought to be satisfied with it. He vouches for it, 
and the remarks which he has submitted in his very careful and 
able presentment show that he is opposed to unreasonable re- 
strictions upon immigration. So I take it there will be no serious 
objection to the McCall bill. 

I can not see how any serious objection can be made to the 
Stone bill, for it simply provides for the enforcement of laws we 
arrena have on the statute books, and we certainly all wish that 
to one. 

Now, as to the Corliss bill, that affects only the Canadian line. 
It is simply designed to protect the American laborer from com- 
petition with the Canadian laborer who resides in cheap Canada, 
who comes over here and works at reduced wages and takes his 
wages across the line with him. So I think this House can very 
safely pass all of these bills. I do not see how, in justice to Amer- 
ican labor or to the citizenship of this country at large, it can 
do less. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 
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APPENDIX. 
[Containing documents and tables referred to in Mr. Wrison’s remarks.] 
IMMIGRATION LEGISLATION. 


with mak- 
of and to 


u 
ag oy ee 26, 1884. Exempt ls exclusive! 
m. une i empt passengers on vessels ex vely em- 
7 7 7 in the trade between the pone of the United States and of Canada and 
5 — until immigration laws are extended to land carriage. 

February 26, 1885. Prohibits repay ees of t rtation, or 
the assistance or enco! ment to immigrate, of any alien under any kind 
of contract or agreement, declares the contract void, provides a 

inst contracting parties and the transporter having knowledge of 
the contract. Exempts professional persons, and personal and domestic 
servants, and any member of the family or any relative or personal friend. 
Fourth act, February 23, 1887. 5 Secretary of Nana Hag secure 
the deportation of aliens coming in violation of the contract labor law of 1885. 
8 October 19, 1888. Authorizes such deportation within one year 
r 


involvin; 

one who is assisted 

shows that he does not belong to one of the a 

laborer excluded under the act of 1885; but 

are not prohibited from eroding for a relative or friend who is not of the 

excluded classes, under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Secre- 
, tary of the Tranny 

Amends the act of 1885 (contract-labor act) by renatin the exemption in 
favor of “any relative or personal friend," and by extending the exemption 
to “ ministers, professional men, and professors.“ Prohibits the tance or 
encouragement of the importation or migration of any alien by any promise 
of employment either orally or by adve ments, except by State and im- 

ion bureau advertisement, and any alien coming in consequence of 
such advertisement is to be treated as c under a contract. 

Prohibits vessels from seeking immigrants except in the usual commercial 
33 advertisements, etc., stating the sailings of the vessels, the terms, and 
kind of transportation. 

POE E A EET te aiding os tage tows a lied 
one year, persons or vi nging or 0 
States an inadmissible alien. 

Provides for 5 of an alien coming in violation of law, or likely to 

c 


become a public ‘ge, within one year after arrival. 

Seventh act, March 3, 1893. each commander of vessels to make 
out lists in ups of 30, sworn to by himself and surgeon, giving name, age, 
sex, marri to read or write, nationality, last 


or single, occupation, 11 5 
residence, seaport of landing in United States, destination, whether having 
a ticket to such destination, whether paid by himself or by others, 
amount of money on hand if under $30, if ding to join relative, name and ad- 
dress; whether ever before in United Sta: so when and where; whether 
ever in prison or almshouse or supported by g whether a polygamist; 
. under labor contract, express or implied; condition mentally and 
v. 
= WHAT OUR IMMIGRANTS ARE DOING FOR US, 


Prisoners, 

The Census of 1890, Part II. pare 169, says: Taking into account only the 
105,885 mts whose national 18 is known, 43.19 per cent of crime tted 
by w. persons in the United States is chargeable to native white; 56.81 per 
cent to foreign element.” 

Census of | Census of 
1880. 1890. 
Total prisoners in United States 3 59,255 82,320 
Total white prisoners 8 42, 294 57,810 
Native white prisoners — 29,377 „471 
Foreign-born prisoners 12, 917 5 


By Census of 1890, Part II, page 182, number of native-born white convicts 
in penitentiaries was 12,842; number of foreign born or with foreign mnt- 
age was 15,598, or 54 per cent of the total. us a foreign-born and foreign- 
parent ation which is 88 per cent of the total white population, es 
over one- $ 


of the white convicts of the United States. 
Insane. 
[Not including feeble minded and idiots.] 


Total insane in United States 
Total native white 
Total foreign born 


Thus 


in 1880, 28.8 per cent of total insane persons were foreign born. 
1800, 33.2 — Ro lati 


In 
r cent were foreign born. So that a foreign-born population, which 


is only 14.77 per cent of the total population, f es one-third of all the in- 
8. 


Paupers. 
The census of 1890, Part II, page 174, ir’ “Takin: 
108,802 parents whose nationality is known, 41.56 
the almshouses of the United 8 
eign element.” 


sane in the United State 


into account only 
r cent of white inmates in 


tes is native white; 58.44 per cent is of for- 


Census of | Census of 
1880, 1890. 


Thus in 1880 37.4 per cent of total white paupers were foreign born. In 


41.5 ise cent were foreign born, 
us a foreign population which is 17 


r cent of the total white ula- 
tion furnishes nearly one-half of the white 55 


paupers in the United States. 


. 
un Italy. 
Feb ee 


Year. 


1809 3.515 

1880 36, 812 

1886 R... in 
1887 _.. rr CF een 
1890 ... 154, 873 57.7 
1891 ... 222, 020 62.1 
1892 ..... 259, 967 53.9 
1893 * ... 188, 149 48.2 
CROAT E EAEE 122, 834 47.9 


Cholera year. + Panic year. 


In 1869 the immigrants from Austria-Hungary, Italy, Russia, and Poland 
were about one one-hundredth of the number from the United Kingdom, 
France, Germany, and Scandinavia; in 1880, about one-tenth; in 1894, nearl: 

ualtoit. In 18851504 the former class amounted to 1,057,229, or 38.8 per poe. § 
of the total immigration. 


Percentages of illiterates, by nationalities, arranged in order of percentages. 


Nationalities. 


67.85 8.71 
. 62. 7.27 
45. 68 8.58 
30. 82 
87. 00 8.50 
38. 42 8.49 
82.70 8.38 
25.18 2.83 
17.75 2.49 
15.2 1.02 
14.79 74 
Wales 10.43 60 
Bohemia and Moravia... 8.98 49 


Number of illiterate persons F those excluded in 1895 under the present 
law by reason of their being public charges, contract laborers, convicts, and 
diseased persons, 


Public Contract Public (Contract 
Country. charge. laborers. charge. laborers. 
Austria-Hun; PFF 
Other Austria 


Turkey in Asia 
Arabia and 
yria 


Of the 32,557 illiterates who arrived during the year ended June 30, 1895, 
the port of New York, there were from— i * * 


Galicia and Bukowina 


PRACTICAL ILLUSTRATION TO DATE. 
Total arrivals of Italian immigrants at the port of New York. 
[From figures furnished by Assistant Commissioner of Immigration.] 


Total i tion, January 1 to April 30, 1895... - 52,565 

Italian immigration, January 1 to April 50, 1805 11,896 

Per cent which Italian was of total gration. 2.6 
ril 17, 189 


Total tion, January 1 to A 
Ttatian nere 125 


Italian immigration, January 1 to March 31, 1896 
Illiterate 1 ns, January 1 to March 31, 1898.. 
Per cent of illiteracy among Italians——n 


8 number of Italians who were alread: 
a 


on the way or 


ut to embark for the port of New York on April 18, 1896 7, 797 
Spee gs number of Italians who will have arrived at New York, 
anuary 1 to April 30, 1896 SES 27,000 


The number from April 1 to April 17 was approximately 6,000, 
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Illiteracy of Italian immigrants. 
manifests of 3,174 1 arriving at the 
Nan rer New York d 1896, on four „ Genoa and 
aples. This is not the 8061 number so arriving during the month, but is 
o ved to present a fair average of the entire Italian immigration. ] 


a a 


ais 
1 6 
Percen 98.7 
See debarred E 
Number 1 oni have 1 chewed by the League's bill - *2,147 
Ora 1 „zũij.. OE E T +67.6 
Percentage —_ who have been in the United States before. 2.1 
Percentage of total immigrants who were laborers. 
Destination of Italian immigrants. 
r v 150 
— aa a a — A Bt 
Total Massachusetts. 


‘otal New agen VVV 


With but few exceptions these immigrants were bound either to the largo 
Sow ve ork State going to to Ne * * City, Bi 5 75 5 
ew Yor were . or a utfalo, 
Sto. Itis probable eat a Smal 8 New Lork City as 
distributed to — laces. 


d aro ul 
—.— the oe ps it appears tha that 95.3 3 cent — destined for New 
d, New York, New 


3 for “other er States." . than 1 per cent -were bound 
to States west of the Mississippi River, and only 11 to States south of Penn- 
sylvania and the Ohio River, while only 3 were going to the Southern States 
proper. 

The roni. 
2 JANUARY II, 1895. 
Sin: Com your instructions of Jan 10, 1895, we proceeded 
to the 8 ouse, where, by Se we m oseph ~ an 
6 who has recen i 


with 86 Italians, in 
n the course of the 


iting sugar cane for a Str. . A diss n f Clea e 
Desabadia we learned that he had returned from St. 


Gloud, 8 a the e Line steamship Rio Grande, arri in New 
York = J en engaged ples —— 1 5 he: was accompanied by 47 Italians, 
all of whom rang we fe his direction 2 cutting cane at 
the „ ee said id Mr. eg r. Desa! ‘ormed 


that he was re in sine aAa EA in any num- 
he rio deadpan Cae T $ that he was prepared now 
een texto: for work of any nature; t hecould 


or men of almost any of the che bullding occu- 
pations. 


males on nes importations of this labor from Italy, he said that the 
pally been here for some time; that he hot ona; nor did 

8 of any case in which Italian principals or bosses here had sent, to 
for laborers. The 5 proceeding was, upon the arrival of a ves- 

to t and offer 5 


Italians, who rded this man as princi them em: nt. 
there were 5 papain persons in New York, each one 
ering & Jarga Stow ing of- Valan Peon W whom they in a measure con- 


In Re employment of these men in sugar-cane carting Mr. Desabadia stated 
that the before-mentioned Addison had — Mim hed. to an Italian See 
named Liccione, of 118 Mulberry gee Sidi al to secure for 
podr of Italians and send them to Florida. uest was turned over 
5 As the 1 Desaba- 
com: eee neh 00 air 5 5 

rtation tickets each m and asa Ares ASA 
per day as 5 + the coustusion of the ae hese 
to New N. Y.. with a large body of 
Italians, Mr. Desabadia had be 1 perfor a considerable amount of 
street and road r a New York 
Respectfully submi 
STIRLING BIRMINGHAM, 
* Immi t Inspectors. 
migran 

Mr. EDWARD F. MOSWEENEY, 

Secretary Immigration Investigating Commission. 


instance of the wor of the me has been thor- 
N See the eee eee system 
fall of 1893 work was ona ie contract at Brunswick, Ga. 


labor Nps tag ago at $l per day, and 7 miles of sew: had been 
el by the sp 1894, when work was discontinued in o seen to 
alocal ordinance Pat Ta the turning up of earth d the w: 

m the contractor was ready to resume operations the ollowing ¢ ‘October 
he offered the lool inborare only So panta pere payment to be in cash 
every two week or in scrip on were mostly obliged to 

* Very few arriving were over 60 years of age, and this small number is 
fA very largo pror proportion oi of th: t laborers sailors, and the bal 
pisti e pro m o . were * 

ance chiell shoemakers, and bar bers. 


take the scrip, oo on being 
be worth but 80 to 90 per cent 
scrip amounted 5 day. 
redsemable at 10 per cent 

this Commission, and a facsimile is ace 


Coe 


by a 3 


No. 0366. Brunswick, GA., December 19, 1894. 


Pay to 255 
$2 in merchandise. 


Sub: to 
e agreement between party accepting this order 
N HERBERT TATE. 


This scrip system naturally caused dissatisfaction. 
was declared, many stopped work. Notwithstanding 
—— rate of wages Tor sewer work in that section was was . yas gto $0 per 
contractor refused to cumant any compromise, 
plenty of Italian laborers nt... eee A 3 


payin And he prooseded to make good his claim. 
last of of October the Commission learned that a lange number of Italian 
laborers were about to be sent to Brunswick banker of N ox 


3 peri h no strike 
— bed 7 — 


T City. are of mwas on the wharf the 2d 
of N. oe C Ps were 215 in 
— and each m banker 

banks of Te more away in A vy which had been 3 


this 
hond, was were to be deducted from their wages. 
company allowed the banker a commission 


November 5the men were landed at Brunswick by the es 
installed in nine negro huts of three rooms each on the outskirts 

A tenth hut was used as a dw. and provision 8 Nest the 
ten houses the ogoni paid only a 2 but 60 8150 the io peent 
for his quarters en ATENA IR OA pront of yo 

* = to be bought at agent's store, the penalty for disobedionse i te 
a fine 


Girar pa gt 


The fi owing tables show the food ces current in Brunswick 
prices paid the agent: pei e 


tog 3 
, and at the end of each 
month ae total was dee ucted from the for this period 
2 — man. The banker made still er profit by sending money 
ao Satine 8 suffered this displacement of their 
Some had come to adjacent country especiall: 


ye . work, and not ier A these but many Brunswick citizens were obliged 

telle to Savannah and elsewhere to find employment for the winter. 
ypu p the movie | of the 8 was very bitter among all classes in 

the ieee ut 8 y 5 8 men. (For further facts re- 

Ths the ttle doubt that Smiles padrone system exists am Poles, 
H S, Fee a i that many hardships ve 
come to native 8 in several loca sag A the transportation thither of 

0 
8 e than the Commission has ee been able to make, 
but, if continwed, the Commission hopes to give it 

Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Speaker, I have yielded half of my time 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MCCALL] and I desire 
to be notified if, in the course of my remarks, I should trespass 
beyond the limits of half an hour. 

While listening yesterday to the eloquent and inspiring address 
of the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Buck], the distinguished 
chairman of the Committes on Ways and Means [Mr. DINGLEY ca 
remarked to me: “If the principles involyed in the 
the gentleman from Louisiana are correct, why should we ge 
throw open our doors also to Chinese immigration? If our citi- 
zenship 1s for the people of the world, why should the Chinese be 
excluded?” That query from the distingui ished ntative 
from Maine brought up the whole question of the emigration his- 
tory of humanity. Itis no reproach to either species that the 
tiger does not mate with the lion. The reason why we exclude 
the Chinese from the ports of the United States is that by the very 
nature of their blood and instincts, they are unfitted to assimilate 
with our civilization. 

I apprehend I am sayin, ying nothing new or strange to the members 
of this L when I recall the fact that human kind is divided into 
three great families, the Aryan, the Mongolian, and the Turanian. 
The Aryan family is comprised of those five great branches of the 
human race—the Grecian, the Italian, the Germanic, the Slavic, 
and the Celtic. I say, with some pridein the race from which m; my 
forefathers sprang, that it was the Celtic race which first push 
its way the march of civilization beyond the table- 


lands of central Asia. Following the banners of human advance- 
ment and human progress came the Italian or Romanic race, 


1896. 
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against which we have heard so many accusations and criticisms 
in the course of this debate; a race that produced the foremost 
man that ever walked this earth, the great democratic soldier of 
antiquity, Julius Cesar; a race that gave us the Renaissance when 
humanity seemed to have fallen into utter wreck and ruin; that 
gave us a Michael Angelo, a Raphael. and a Dante. I wish to 
say, in passing, that the Celtic race, although it needs no eulogy 
from me or any other source, has, in the first or second genera- 
tion, given five Presidents to the United States, and seems now 
upon the point of giving us another. à 

Following in the track of the Italic or Romanic wave of emigra- 
tion, came the Grecian or Hellenic wave, which gave us—and let 
mesay to the gentlemen who object to immigration from the south- 
ern shores of Europe that those people and their kindred who col- 
onized southern Italy and Sicily belonged to the Hellenic race— 
gave, I say, to art the sculptures of Phidias; to government the 
statesmanship of Pericles; to pure reason the philosophy of Soc- 
rates, and transmitted to usin the best sense the noblest elements 
of modern civilization. 

From the 5 of popular devel ent we owe an equal 
obligation to the Germanic race, which torined the fourth wave 
of emigration in the great western march of the Aryan family. 
From the early village communities of that race we draw, from the 
principles of their town councils, those democratic ideas which 
are the historic foundation of this very House now deliberating 
on this question. Weare indebted to the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. Buck] for having raised this discussion above the domain 
of petty individual selfishness into its proper sphere as a great 
national consideration. We are not here as aldermen of a city or 
supervisors of a ward. We are here legislating for the foremost 

t of history, a government not for Americans merely, 
But, according to the very principles established by the fathers of 
that Government, the trustee of li for all humanity. 

Ihave no patience with that kind of statesmanship which regards 
a point of order in the procedure of this House as superior to a great 
and ever-living principle. The Committee on igration re- 

ed for the consideration of the Representatives upon this floor 

ur bills, but, by an injustice upon which I will not elaborate at 

the present time, one bill wasexcluded. We have three bills now 

in discussion, all of which restrict, in one direction or another, the 

immigration that is seeking larger possibilities and nobler oppor- 
tunities in this land of promise. 

The McCall bill provides an educational test. I would like to 
ask how many men there are upon the floor of this House whose 
ancestors would have been admitted to this Republic if that bill 
had been in operation at the time of their advent upon these 
shores? There is not a Representative in this Chamber but in his 
district has numbers and numbers of constituents unable to read 
or write, yet grounded in the great principles of human liberty, 

to the flag, firm in the faith of this Republic, substantial, 
irable, and prosperous citizens of the United States. Yet 
there is not an anarchist that comes to our ports with his hand 
raised against all civilization who would not be able to pass the 
civil-service examination of the McCall bill. It is a little late for 
Massachusetts to attempt to mon ize the patriotism and direct 
the possibilities of this country. It is futile for a few people in a 
self-constituted center of American culture to imagine that they 
can bind with the Lilliputian threads of their theories the forward 
march of this Republic. 1 speak within my 8 because 
1 t four years in the emic halls of Harvard University, 
and [am familiar with Massachusetts conditions, I have stood 
within the shadow of Bunker Hill Monument, amid the glorieus 
memories of the Revolution, and wondered how, among such asso- 
ciations, the le of Massachusetts should prefer to be New 
English rather old American. 15 The assum 
tion that the Immigration League of Boston has a monopoly 
of correct ideas on this subject is like the attempt to corner 
the Presidency of the United States. It must necessarily fail, be- 
cause the spirit and the instinct of this people are against that 
meh would bind their free will or impede their destined develop- 
ment. 

I wish to say in regard to the Stone bill that every man who 
has had any experience in consular or diplomatic affairs must 
imow the absolute absurdity of that measure. It provides for 
the establishment of an Ellis Island at every consulate of the 
United States. The t value of consular and diplomatic offi- 
cers is their agreeability to the people to whom they are accred- 
ited; but if you place upon a consul or a diplomatic officer the 
necessity of discriminating between the applicants from the re- 
gion in which his consular or diplomatic post is established, you 
immediately destroy his Wee and consequently his useful - 
ness, I have before me the letter of the disti ished chairman 
of the Foreign Affairs Committee [Mr. Hirt] to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE], in which the chair- 
man says: 

If a fee were attached to this duty, 
pool, Hamburg, 


would hear at once from Li 
etc., that it was an ex — — eri 


Mr. Spaken I think no more sweeping condemnation of the 
Stone was ever penned than is found in that sentence of 
Chairman Hirr, because a consular or diplomatic officer who would 

ita e n | adyantage to influence his public action would 
eo! 


„ by the essential th of the State Department, a useless and 
a discreditable official. This bill would open the door to all sorts 
of corruption among dishonest consular officers. It would place 
a pecuniary premium upon evasions of the laws. On the other 
hand, if you do not establish some compensation for the con- 
sular or diplomatic officer so empowered to give certificates, you 
heap upon the already overworked and underpaid consular and 
diplomatic corps a new and onerous burden utterly out of propor- 
tion to the compensation they receive. I do not believe it neces- 
sary to speak further upon the Stone bill. I think the simple 
statement of these propositions, aside from the consideration of 
the enormous expense involved for the establishment of the nec- 
essary machinery to carry out the provisions of that bill, suffi- 
ciently Bisa its futility and absurdity. 

The Corliss bill in its inception was a valuable measure. But 
under the action of the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization a section was incorporated which seems to me to destroy 
the usefulness of that bill. I will say here, in order that I may not 
seem to be inconsistent in opposing a measure which originally 
had my support, that the committee, contrary to my vote, incor- 

also in the bill introduced by me and favorably reported 
y that committee a similar provision permitting the lake ship- 
owners by a kind ih iter license to hire foreign seamen to man 
American vessels. plea for this proposition is that, owing to 
the alleged scarcity of American sailors, it would be a serious 
disadvantage to the merchant marine of the Great Lakes to insist 
upon the exclusive employment of American citizens on American 
ships. In regard to that let me say that the demand and the ne- 
cessity will produce the service. we insist upon Americans 
manning American vessels, we shall soon have a seafaring class 
which in time of war might be of the same value as those who in 
1812 upheld the 3 the United States upon the seas. In 
the present condition of Corliss bill, it is brutum fulmen. Its 
purpose is good, but its provisions weak. 

in gk ae Bie these bills have been jumbled together in what 
seems to bea hopeless confusion. Had deliberation commensurate 
with the importance of this subject guided their presentation, 
I believe we could have evolyed out of this tangle of immigra- 
tion theories some measure that would have been of benefit and 
utility to the American people. 

Let me wig Bers afin nis poe to the bill which I introduced that 
it had and the united indorsement of all the American asso- 
ciations and federations of labor. It does notcreate any new class 
of exeluded immigrants. It simply aims to enforce existing laws 
by the imposition of penalties for violations of those statutes. 

At this point I desire to observe in regard to the immigration 
bureaus at the various ports of this country, and especially in 
New York City, that I with the statement made yesterday 
by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cortiss] that if there is 
one bright spot in the dark gloom of present Democratic misrule 
it is the administration of the immigration laws. But, under the 
wording of the present statutes, United States district attorneys 
refuse to arraign violators of these enactments, and the bill which 
I ponad for consideration provides a remedy for that condition 
of affairs and enables the district attorney to carry out in spirit 
and letter those provisions of immigration statutes which protect 
American labor. And, Mr. Speaker, I say to the Republican 5 
as a loyal member of that party, that these laboring people of the 
United States do not ask for the exclusion of any new classes of 
immigrants. They simply ask for the better enforcement of the 
existing laws. They came to a Democratic Congress and asked for 
bread but received a stone. It remains for the Republicans of 
this House to say whether this ede e Congress shall treat 
them with the same indifference and neglect. 

We have before us the most important subject that has been 
presented at this session of the -fourth Congress. As the 
gentleman from Iowa . HEPBURN] said, itis the only question 
that has assumed the dignity of a plank in two Presidential plat- 
forms. it remains for you, gentlemen of the House, to determine 
whether we shall go before the people in November next and sa: 
to them. We have donenothing for your interests; we have anol 
the McCall bill to exclude your friends and relatives, because un- 
der the tyranny of European governments they have been beaten 
down into ignorance, from which they are struggling to emerge”; 
or whether we shall tell them that “under the provisions of the 
Stone bill ee nS will impeđe the path of those 
whose s are to the morning”; or whether we shall take 
up this labor measure, 82 here by the united indorsement 
of labor in the United States, and pass a bill which, while it ex- 
aoe 3 and 3 — 3 the os 5 <= 

ublic to every immigrant honestly desiring to cast in his lo 
with the great forward march of human liberty as exemplified in 
our national progress, 
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Gentlemen, this is a question which you can not decide upon the 
basis of pleasing this or that vote. It must be settled on the 
broad plane of highest American thought, which, while conserv- 


ing our interests, recognizes our stre , understands our possi- 
bilities, and is true to our mission and our destiny. A measure 
framed in this spirit will exclude none who are worthy to share 
in the unequaled benefits, the glory, and the grandeur of this 
8 “ TApplanse.] 

. McC of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I understood that 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. MaHany] was to yield to me 


half an hour. 

Mr. ANY. I yield half an hour to the gentleman. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speke I do not stand 
here to claim that the bill which I had the honor to introduce will 
exclude all bad men from this country; I do not claim that occa- 
sionally a good man will not be kept out and a bad one let in; but 
I think it is a rational and on the whole the best test that we can 
apply to the conditions that exist to-day. 

am perfectly well aware that there are some people in this 
country who do not believe that we should have any restrictions 
whatever upon immigration, They would be entirely willing that 
this country should made even a penal colony, which is the 
obvious and one of the first uses to which newly discovered coun- 
tries have been put in the past. I shall not attempt to convince 
such persons, I shall assume that when a people have conquered 
a new country, have reclaimed it from the wilderness, and have 
set up therein their institutions and their laws, they are under 
some obligation to the body politic into which they are organized. 
I shall assume that it is their right to protect themselves against 
the intrusion of hostile or alien or inferior races and to prevent 
their entrance to an extent which may degrade their citizenship 
and impair their civilization. Otherwise the destruction of the 
savage men and the savage beasts which they supplanted would 
be absolutely inexcusable, if they were to permit their civilization 
and their country to be tamely given over to the first race that 
came along, however degraded it might be. So Isay, Mr. Speaker, 
that I shall take that for a starting point in what I have to say. 

On the broad principles laid down in this debate, we should 
admit every immigrant, no matter what his character might be 
or how our own power of assimilation might be overtaxed. On 
these principles the exclusion of the Chinese was a wanton outrage. 
I, however, believe that even if our ancestors did come from 
abroad, yet, having set up a government for ourselves, it is our 
duty to look out for its welfare just as much asif we had sponta- 
neously sprung from this soil. To say that because we are a na- 
tion of immigrants, as nearly all other nations have been, weshould 

lace no restriction on pay ag ay is a good deal like saying that 

ecause Rome was founded by bandits it should therefore forever 
have been an asylum for the criminals of every nation. Weare 
to do all those things which are necessary to preserve our liberties 
and our civilization. Even if we are, as might be inferred from 
some of the broad principles laid down here, a great charitable 
organization, an international soup kitchen, for the benefit, pri- 
marily, of the rest of the world, we should yet do what is neces- 
sary to keep our charity shop. running to the best advantage and 
not adopt such utterly loose and unbusinesslike methods as would 
speedily make us the objects and not the dispensers of charity. 
B But while I believe, Mr. 1 that What is best 

or this nation will broadly, and in the long run, be the best for 
the world, I shall not waste time to vindicate my action from an 
international standpoint. It is enough for me that I sit in this 
American assembly, representing with you the interests of the 
American people, and I am willing to leave to others those lofty 
flights into the affairs of the universe, excepting the United States. 
I think we should try to keep our feet y planted on American 


soil. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, one word as to this educational bill, which, 
whateyer it may be christened, I had the honor to introduce here, 
It was principally prepared and has been especially advocated by 
the Immigration Restriction League of Boston. As some prepos- 
terous statements have been made in this Capitol concerning this 
league, perhaps I should say a word about its composition. Its 

resident is John Fiske, of Harvard University, whose name is 
own and honored among scholars the world over. Among its 
other officers are Samuel B. Capen, Hon. James R. Dunbar, Hon. 
George F. Edmunds, George S. Hale, Henry Lee, Richmond 
Mayo-Smith, Robert Treat Paine, Robert Treat Paine, jr., Hon. 
Henry Parkman, Thomas F. Ring, Nathaniel S. Shaler, Robert 
De C. Ward, and Prescott F. Hall. A more reputable set of gen- 
tlemen were never associated together for the promotion of a 
great public end. In this list of names both of the great political 
ties and the Protestant and Catholic churches are represented. 
hese men freely have given their time and money to secure the 
most careful and scholarly investigation that could be made of 
the immigration question, and as a result of their labors they have 
adopted as the most rational and effective measure the educational 
bill which I had the honor to introduce. Icome now, Mr. Speaker, 
to the reasons for the bill, 


During the first century of our existence our immigration was 
almost entirely made up of the races kindred with ours and kin- 
dred with the men who established the independence of this coun- 
try. And at the end of that century we formed a compact and 
homogeneous people admirably adapted to our institutions. But 
at that particular time a great change was seen to take place in 
our immigration. In 1869 substantially three-fourths of our immi- 
grants came from Great Britain, France, Germany, and Scandina- 
via, while less than one one-hundredth of them came from Austria- 
Hungary, Italy, Russia, and Poland. But in 1880—between 1869 
and 1880—a space of ten years, this immigration had grown from 
less than 1 per cent to nearly 9 per cent, while in the same time 
the immigration from the other group of countries to which I 
have referred had diminished and gone down from 73 to 64 per 
cent. In 1890 the Hungarian, Italian, Polish, and the Russian 
immigration had increased to 34 per cent, or 35 times as much as 
in 1869, while the immigration from Great Britain, Germany, and 
Scandinavia had declined to nearly 50 per cent. Thus from one 
set of countries and from one class the immigration was rapidly 
increasing—running up; and from the other the immigration in 
the same proportion was running down. 

Mr. Speaker, we can see that this immigration comes in com- 
petition not merely with our own people, but these immigrants 
come in competition with each other. we open our doors broadly 
to the Chinese, on the principle that they are a law-abiding peo- 
ple—which they are—or on the principle that they are skillful and 
cheap laborers—as they are—then the laborers from the higher 
civilizations, which require more to support and maintain them, 
can not compete with them; and in the proportion as you admit 
more Chinese or more of the cheap-labor races you thereby dimin- 
ish the immigration of or exclude the better races. And this law 
is demonstrated practically and clearly in the working of the fig- 
ures which I have cited, so mathematically and so scientifically 
that it can not be denied. : 

Now, the figures show that the races that are so well suited to 
our institutions and civilization have been in the last twenty-five 
years becoming less and less factors in our immigration, while 
the other nations, those races which are not suited to our civiliza- 
tion, which are so radically different from us in education, habits 
of life, and institutions of government, are taking their place and 
have been coming in more and more. Let us see how the educa- 
tional test would work on these conditions. It has been believed 
by the people of the United States, at least until within a short 
time, that our republican institutions and our republican form of 
government rest upon the intelligence of the people as one of the 
main pillars which support them. I know that there has been 
within a few days a different doctrine promulgated in this country. 

A distinguished citizen in my own State has put forth the doc- 
trine that we are in more danger from the literate classes than 
from the illiterate classes. I do not think the line of illiteracy 
will divide the morally good from the morally bad; but if that dis- 
tinguished gentleman will only make an effort to have his ideas 
promulga in the platform of the party to which he has the 

onor to belong, and to which I do not have the honor to belong, 
and have it proclaimed as a-doctrine of his party that we shali 
establish illiteracy as the sovereign test of citizenship. and that 
only the man who can not read and can not write shall be per- 
mitted to vote, while those who can read and write shall not be 
permitted to vote, then we may possibly see the spectacle of a 
great Republic established on ignorance and witness the result of 
this beautiful theory of his in actual practice. [Applause.] 

So I say, Mr. Speaker, that we have been going on the assump- 
tion that intelligence was necessary to the maintenance of our 
free institutions. In the State of Massachusetts, in a single year, 
we levy taxes to the amount of more than $10,000,000 to be ex- 
pended in the maintenance of the publie schools. That is a per 
capita which is almost equal to the per capita tax on the people 
of this country to maintain our national expenditures. We not 
merely thereby provide for the education of the rich and well-to- 
do, but every child who desires an education has access to the 
schools; and in addition to that we have a compulsory system of 
education, and it is necessary under our system, in order that any 
child shall graduate into citizenship and become a voter, that he 
shall be able both to read and write, and I may say that this is a 
principle which governs largely amongst the great body of the 
Anglo-Saxon races. They have a system of public education 
in Germany, Great Britain, and the other north countries which 
practically banishes illiteracy, and this is clearly reflected in the 
statistics with regard to the immigration from those countries. 

Of the total number of immigrants from Portugal 67.35 per 
cent were illiterates, from Italy 52.93 per cent were illiterates, 
from Poland39.82 per cent, from Hungary about 38 per cent, from 
Russia 36 per cent, from Austria-Hungary 32 per cent, and so on 
down through Greece, Turkey, and other races, until we find 
when we reach Ireland the percentage of illiteracy is only 7 per 
cent, and on account of the rapid development of the school sys- 
tem there that percentage will every day be dwindling. In France 
the percentage of illiteracy is 34 per cent, in England 3.49 per cent, 
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in the Netherlands 3.38, in Scotland 2.8, in Germany less than 23 
per cent, in Norway 1 per cent, in Sweden three-fourths of 1 pa 
cent, in Switzerland six-tenths of 1 per cent, and in Denmark less 
than one-half of 1 per cent. 

So we see a clear line of demarcation between these peoples. 
We see that the Anglo-Saxon races are able to read and write, and 
that this bill will practically not apply to them. We know that 
they are the people out of whose loins this nation sprang; that our 
institutions will be adapted to them, and that they will be supports 
to uphold it. On the other hand, we see that the immigration 
from the Mediterranean ports and from those nations which, how- 
ever excellent their characteristics may be, have yet peculiarities 
very different from ours, is in the main illiterate, and that this 
bill will ially apply to them. 

Mr. Speaker, as bad, as adverse as these facts are which I have 
been citing, an examination of statistics as to recent immigration 
will show that the degree of illiteracy is even greater among those 
races than it has been heretofore. In the first three and one-half 
months of the prent year, according to statistics furnished by 
the Superintendent of Immigration, there arrived in the city of 
New York more than 19,000 Italians. One year ago there were 
11,869 Italians who landed between the ist of January and the 30th 
of April. This year, from the 1st of January to the 17th of April, 
there were 19,946 Italians who landed. Basing the computation 
upon those who had already embarked, and the probable number 
that would arrive by the 30th of April of this year, the total num- 
ber for the four months of this year would be 27,000, as against 
less than 12,000 during the corresponding months of last e 

Now, let us see how these people are on the question of i oat 
and how they would be affected by the bill which I have introduced. 
Three thousand one hundred and seyenty-four of these immigrants 
were examined. The test was actually applied to them. They 
were not taken, a few from this ship and a few from that, but they 
were all of the immigrants upon four steamers that sailed from 
Genoa and Naples during the month of April last. Of these 3,174 
immigrants there were 2,147 who were absolutely illiterate. That 
is 67.6 per cent, ormore than two-thirds of this immigration which, 
as compared with last year, has more than doubled, were illiterate, 
and would have been kept out under the pending bill. And of 
those who came we find this oi Se bees fact, that 28.7 per cent 
had been in the United States before, showing that they do not 
come here to become citizens and cast their lot with us, but that 
they come here like birds of passage, in great flocks, to pe up 
whatever they may be able to get and bear it back with them 
again across the sea. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not the worst of this class of immigration. 
We have 3 saying to us that we need popie in this, 
country, that we have vast areas of unoccupied territory in 
Texas and other States, and that we want those territories to be 
filled up with new settlers. But the great difficulty is that this 
particular class of immigrants do not go to Texas, do not go to 
our unoccupied territory, but they settle down in our large cities, 
in our congested districts. They add to the labor problems that 
are vexing them, and most of them go into the dangerous slums 
of our Eastern cities. The destination of these particular 3,174 
immigrants of which I have been speaking to you was taken. 
One hundred and fifty of them were going to Boston. To other 
parts of Massachusetts there were 34; to the rest of New England 
there were 180. To New York State and New York City there 
were 2,276; to New Jersey, 79; to Philadelphia, 137; to Pennsyl- 
vania, 176; to Chicago, 34; to other parts of Ilinois, 10. And 
only 62 of this whole number were destined for the other portions 
of the United States and for Canada. Of those that were goin 
to New York State outside of the city of New York nearly al 
were destined for Buffalo, Brooklyn, Syracuse, and the other 
large cities, and of those destined for the other States, 31, or less 
than 1 per cent, were bound for States west of the Mississippi 
River, only 11 to States south of Pennsylvania and the Ohio River, 
while only 3 were going to the Southern States proper. 

Now, if our friends from Texas are not particular about the 
character of their immigration, then I do not think I should ob- 
ject to having it populated, if they insisted upon it, with these 
races; but the difficulty is that when we admit them to New York 
and Boston from the decks of our immigrant ships the statistics 
show absolutely that they do not go to Texas, and that they have 
no effect whatever in settling unoccupied territories. 

And this is simply illustrated, too, by the labor statistics from the 

ial report of the United States Commissioner of Labor for 1894. 

t report shows that of the population of the slums of Balti- 
more 77 per cent were foreigners; of Chicago, 90 per cent; of New 
York, 95 per cent, and of Philadelphia 91 per cent were of foreign 
birth or parentage. This same report also shows very aeui 
cantly the nationality of these populations. In the city of ti- 
more less than 2 per cent of the total D came from this 
Austria-Hungary, Italy, Poland, and Russia group of countries. 
Although they constitute but two one-hundredths of the 8 
tion of that city, yet 12.72 per cent of the population of these slums 


is Compared of them. Six times as great a percentage of these 
people ive in the slums as they bear to the population of the whole 
city. 

In the city of Chicago this first group of nationalities contribute 


6.41 per cent to the total population of the city, and they have ~ 


44.44 per cent of the slum population of the city. About seven 
times the proportion of them live in the slums that live in the 
whole city, and practically every one of them who lives in Chicago 
lives in the slum precincts. On the other hand, of the immigra- 
tion from the United Kingdom, France, Germany, and Scandi- 
navia 30 per cent of the total population of Chicago is made up of 
them, and only 10 per cent of the slum ulation comes from 
them, showing that less than one-third of the proportion of this 
group of immigrants live in the slumsof thatcity. In New York 
about 9 per cent of the total 12 is from the first group of 
races to which I alluded, and yet 51 per cent of the slum es 
tion is their record there; while of the other group the United 
Sopon France, Germany, and Scandinavia give 31 per cent 
of the total population, while of the slum ee they are 
only 8 per cent. I say that these statisties demonstrate beyond 
any question whatever that the immigration that this bill would 
keep out congregates in the slums of our great cities, where resort 
those dangerous, festering, and explosive elements which more 
than anything else threaten the destruction of our whole social 


fabric. 
The danger of the slums was eloquently portrayed by Lord 
Macaulay in his speech upon “‘Reelection to Parliament,” when 


he said: 


see rt of t in th borhood of mdid 
AB yhdet and eee Gi aae 3 ented ig- 
norance might produce a race of Huns fiercer than those who marched under 
Attila and of Vandals more bent on destruction than those who followed Gen- 
seric. 

I say that the slum problem, made so formidable by the condi- 
tions to which I have referred, may yet sadly justify the predic- 
tion of Lord Macaulay that as Rome was destroyed by the Huns 
of the fifth century so this great Republic may be destroyed by 
the Huns of the twentieth century, except that the Huns of the 
twentieth century would come from within and be engendered by 
G Speak 5 is anoth high authority this 

i er, there is another very authority upon 
question of the undesirability of having alien races who do not 
speak our language, who do not care to become and remain a part 
of us, and who are not accustomed to our institutions settling down 
by themselves, living by themselves, and Torna Senne parts 
of our community. en this nation was established we had an 
immense territory and few people. We had no large cities. There 
was every inducement to encourage immigration, and the wisdom 
of that far-sighted statesman who established this Republic and 
who was the equal in practical statesmanship of any man ever set 
to watch over a state, was never more conspicuously shown than 
upon this very question. In his letter to John Adams of Novem- 
ber 27, 1794, Gears Washington said: 

My opini ith to emigration (immigration) is 
pal lines tnd spacial tooo ions won aad pata te 
is no need of encouragement, while the policy or advantage of its taking 
Honed: for by a> doing they retain the language, baits, and principles, pood 

01 > * 
or bad, which they bring with them. ae 

We see here eb os to its full extent precisely the very con- 
dition which George Washington saw with the eye of a prophet, 
and in the slums of our great cities can be found hundreds of 
thousands of people of alien races who settle there with no inten- 
tion of becoming American citizens, who maintain separate and 
apart their habits of life, and as far as possible their laws and 
institutions, and who constitute a great menace to our civilization. 

Mr. Speaker, this situation, so clearly shown by the statistics, 
is also attended with other great practical dangers, and it brings 
up for our consideration a question which is of vital importance. 
I can not present this point better than by this illustration in the 
report of a special investigating commission sent out by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, which was printed a few months ago: 

When a stranger visits the anthracite regions [of Pe lyania], he is filled 
with sympathy for the poor Italianand Slav. He considers the American 
residents heartless in the extreme. He is at the way the foreigners 
areregarded. Buta single year spent in that land will show him the truth. 
no matter how tender-hearted he is. He will then know that disgust should 
take the place of surprise. He sees a thousand idle Americans, and alike 
number of foreigners slaving for 80 or 90 cents per day. He sees the Ameri- 
cans sending their children to school, supporting churches, living in decent 
houses, — be cleanly and to wear 5 clothing. He also sees 
the scum urope taking the place of the former, content to swarm in 
shanties like hogs, to contract scurvy by a steady diet of the cheapest salt 
pork, to suffer sore eyes and bodies rather than buy a towel and tub, to 
endure typhoid fever rather than undergo the expense of the most primitive 
sanitary apparatus. 

Mr. Speaker, that is something that every man in this House 
who has observed anything at all has noticed in the section of 
country in which he may happen to live. With vast numbers 


already out of employment, we have thousands more added by 
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the competition of immigrants in our overstocked labor market, 
and 5 for wages upon which an American can not live. 


I say that it is the duty of the men responsible for the govern- 
ment of this country to protect our cit ion against any such 
a destructive competition, and if we shut our eyes to this condi- 
tion and permit the adation of those millions of our fellow- 
citizens who labor with their hands, and are to-day the pillars 
upon which our institutions rest, then I say we are false to our 
trust. We owe it to those who are here and to the millions who 
are to come to us in the future to maintain the high character of 
our civilization and to preserve this country for the institutions of 
America, 

Mr. Speaker, this bul which I have introduced will not forever 
solve the problem of immigration, but I think it will meet the 
a situation, and if we pass it we will have taken a substan- 

step. 

If I Siar be permitted just a moment more, as my time has ex- 

ired, I will close what I have to say by quoting from one of the 
Teades mdai men who ever lived, and one who never uttered 
a word that was not instinct with the love of liberty and of his 
fellow-man, Bishop Phillips Brooks, who said only a short time 
before he died: 

TTT 


=. to exclude the foreigner 
ly and be a little more at peace. But if to this particular nation there 


ring human 
earth. We have aright to stand over the conditions of that experi- 


ment, letting nothing interfere with it, drawing into it the richness that is 
- tocome b e entrance of many men from many nations, and they in sym- 
pathy with our Constitution and laws. 


[Loud applause. ] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Am from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announ that the Senate had pe without amendment the 
bill (H. R. 7285) for the relief of rge McFarland. 

The message also announced that. the Senate had passed with 
. amendments the bill (H. R. 5210) making appropriations to pro- 
vide for the of the government of the District of Colum- 
bia for the yearending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had billsand 
joint resolution of the following titles; in which concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2384) for the relief of David O. Burleigh; 

A bill (S. 2583) for the relief of Leonard I. Brownson, late first 
lieutenant Company K, Fifth Vermont Volunteers; 

Joint resolution 8 R. a? concerning the improvement of the 

©; an 


Association, Grand Army of the Republic, of the State of 
South Dakota. - 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendment to the bill (H. R. 2604) to increase the pension of 
Caroline A. Hongh, widow of Brig. Gen. John Hough, disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference 
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. VILAS, and Mr. 
CANNON as the conferees on the of the Senate, 

The message also announced that the Senate had to the 
report of the ee of 5 a repeal R. raed. 
making appropriations for current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian nt and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other 
purposes, and had further insisted upon its amendment, and asked 
a further conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr, PETTIGREW, Mr. 
TELLER, and Mr. COCKRELL as the conferees on the part of the 


A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had insisted uponits amendments 
to the bill (H. R. 6833) defining the standard shape and size for 
dry measures in usein the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
pores; reg boas to by the House of Representatives, had agreed 

the conference asked by the House on the 2 votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. „Mr. 
Eerie, and Mr. PRITCHARD as the conferees on the part of the 

a 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendment to the bill (H. R. 5490) to license billiard and pool 
tables in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, dis- 
agreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the con- 
ference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 


Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. PROCTOR, Mr. Harris, and 
Mr. WETMORE as the co: on the part of the Senate. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that th 
House nonconcur in the Senate amendments to the bill making 
ap’ riations for the District of Columbia—— d 

= DRICK. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would say to the gen- 
tleman that this is a privileged matter. 

Mr. HENDRICK. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. GROUT. I ask unanimous consent that the House non- 
concur in the Senate amendments to the District of Columbia 
appropriation bills and ask for a conference. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Vi ? 

Mr. KEM objected. 

Mr. GROUT. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non- 
concur in the Senate amendments to the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill and ask for a conference. 

Mr. GROUT. Take itt ted, Mr. Speak 

2 e it for granted, zi er, that the 
amendments will be printed. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILD. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I present the conference report 
on the Indian appropriation bill, and, in order to expedite the 
matter, I desire to say that this is the same pe pap: that was adopted 
by the House last week, with the exception of a single item. After 
the report was adopted here it went to the Senate and was 
there di to 3 of a single item. That item has now 
been left out, and we come back to the House with the same re- 
pars that has once been adopted here, omitting that particular 

m: 


A MEMBER.. What is that? 

_Mr. SHERMAN. That is in relation to appointing commis- 
sioners to negotiate with the Fort Hall Indians with to 
their reservation.. Mr. eee, g 

ith the gentleman 


Mr. MOODY. Has the gentleman conferred wi 
from Nebraska . HAINER]? 
Mr. Iwill say to the gentleman that this has noth- 


ing whatever to do with the school question. 
. HERMANN. Does this include the Klamath item? 
Mr. SHERMAN. It does not. This contains what the House 
adopted in eget with the Fort Hall item left out. 
r. HERMANN. The Klamath item was not in the report 
adopted last week? 
. SHERMAN. It was not, and it is not in this. 
Mr. HERMANN. What is its status? 
Mr. SHERMAN, It is still in conference. I move thatthe con- 
ference report be adopted, and that the House insist on its disa- 
to the other amendments and a conference be agreed to, 
The motion was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the conference report was adopted was laid on the table. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore ap ted as conferees on the part 
of the House Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Curtis of Kansas, and Mr. og 


DLETON. 
IMMIGRATION, 


Mr. HENDRICK. Mr. ene so far as Iam concerned, I shall 
ask the ind of the House but a few moments while I 
attempt to the measures now under consideration, and 
during that time I promise to confine myself to the bills which are 
being considered by the House. A great deal of sentimentality 
and declamation has been indulged in by gentlemen who have 
preceded me, but when we come to the sober consideration of this 
subject it will be 3 by everybody that we can not receive 
much benefit from that character of speaking. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I come to a discussion of this question un- 
biased and unprejudiced, There is no considerable foreign ele- 
ment in my community. What few we have are among our best 
citizens, and there has been no great interest awakened there re- 
cently on this subject, so that I think I am in an attitude to dis- 
cuss the question without any bias or partiality whatever. Mr. 
Speaker, I believe that I can prove to every lawyer upon the floor 


‘of this House beyond a reasonable doubt that the enactment of 


the Stone bill would be the sheerest folly. This House is a t 
deliberative body, and it can not afford to indulge in empty facta 
lation; it can not afford to indulge in legislation that would not 
amount to anything after it was placed upon the statute book. 
Let me see if I cam make my declaration good. I suppose the 
members of this House when they come to vote upon this question 
desire to vote intelligently. They desire to do that which they 
deem best for the whole country and to act from an intelligent 
standpoint. 

Let us see what laws we have on this subject copa 6 We now 
have laws gooey 0) idiots, (2) insane persons and lunatics, (3) 
paupers or persons liable to become a public charge, (4) persons 
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who haye a loathsome or dangerous contagious disease, (5) per- 


guilty of a felony or other infamous crime or isdemeanor 


sons 1 
involving moral turpitude, (6) bi ts, (7) assisted emigrants, 
— — after careful — a oe found not to fall within 
any of the excluded classes, (8) contract laborers, (9) women im- 
Jose here for immoral purposes, (10) anarchists, (11) Chinese, 
are the classes that are now excluded by the laws of the 
United States as they exist to-day. I think any reasonable man 
will agree with me in the opinion that if these laws are properly 
enforced they are ample to protect SVEIT American interest and 
American institutions generally. But whether that be true or not, 
T assert, without fear of successful contradiction, that the Stone 
bill would not assist usin the execution of these laws one iota. 
Let us see. His bill proposes what? It provides that we 
have consular inspection. With the indulgence of the House, I 
will read that section of the bill: 


said immigrant does not belong to the class or classes of alien immi- 
grants excluded from admission into the United States 
of the act of Congress ap March 3, 1591, entitled “An act in amend- 
ment to the various acts relative to immigration and the 5 of aliens 
se nes bes — ae of a en Dantes that now exists or may 
eum Pa Web I Said. immigrant addition, conform to all pres- 
ent requirements of law. i; 

I contend that this bill does not tend in the least to restrict 
immigration. It only creates thousands of foreign offices, be- 
cause we know that the present force can not do the work, to go 
abroad under large salaries, for which the people will have to 
taxed to pay. I believe it would necessitate appointment. of 
at least 10,000 extra consuls or assistants. Surely we have enough 
offices to burden the people with taxes without creating them by 


the wholesale. i i Pi 

Taros e Corliss bill. There is something real in its pro- 
visions. It excludes effectually, I think, that class of immigrants 
which has become commonly known as birds of passage 

who do not desire to 8 citizens, but simply drop in 
8 countries during the working season, prey upon our 
workingmen by destroying their w: and regular oyment, 
causing innumerable strikes, labor disturbances, b and 
violence, returning after the working season is over, carrying 
with them millions of dollars to foreign countries, and leaving 
nothing but discontent.and the memory of unsavory lives behind. 
The Stone bill does nothing of this kind; it does not even suggest 
aremedy, as we shall see from further analysis. X 

I have recited what classes are excluded from the United States. 
The Stone bill then pro that the consul at the port of en 
of the immigrant, or other officer who may be designated, 
shall make an examination of the immigrant—for what purpose? 
To ascertain if the immigrant is an idiot, or an insane person, or 
a lunatic, or a pauper, or is liable to become a public charge upon 
the people of the United States, or has been convicted of a felony 
or other infamous crime or misdemeanor, or is a contract laborer, 
or is a pol ist, or an anarchist, or a Chinese. That is what 
the co will be required to do. 

Now, I submit this question to every lawyer in this House, and 
Lask its fair consideration—not with a view to pleasing anybody 
or pandering to any outside influence, but with a view of doing 
that which is right from a legal and just standpoint: If those qués- 
tions are to be passed upon in a foreign country, what use 1 
in having an immi t station here to pass upon the very same 

uestions again? you wish to havethem passed on twice? 

ill you accredit your consuls or other parties abroad totransact 
certain business, and then say they are not competent to transact 
that very business fully and completely, that they are not compe- 
tent to give a certificate which ought to admit the immigrant into 
the United States without further examination? Ifyou are pre- 
pared to so declare, do so; because it is certain that if this bill is 
adopted either the consul abroad or the immigration officers on 
this side—one or the other—must be disregarded in the event of a 


conflict of opinion. 
The very officer upon whom this extraordinary power is to be 
conferred is directed to examine the immigrants with the distinct 


understanding that another and similar examination is to be made 
after the immigrant arrives in the United States; hence, I desire to 
ask the lawyers in this body the further question—and I would like 
to hear eventhesanguine A she cme Pennsylvaniaanswerit— 
If these two different authorities should conflict in their opinion as 
to the eligibility of the immigrant desiring admission, what will 
the immigrant do? opinion will prevail? Suppose the 
consul across the waters, for instance, at Liverpool, or at Naples, 
should declare a man fully competent to enter the United States, 
should pronounce him not to come within the inhibition against 
the uded classes, and give him a certificate to that effect, and 


on the arrival of this immigrant at the port of New York the 
Commissioner of Immigration should make a second examination 
and say, I disagree with the consul or other United States au- 
thority abroad,” in such a case tell me what would become of 
thatimmigrant? And what part of your laws would be enforced 
in that event—that part applying to the examination in the United 
States, or that part applying to the examination abroad? One 
examination will be of as much force and dignity as the other. 

When we come to consider legislation of this kind these are per- 
tinent a which address themselves to our intelligence and 
calm deliberation, unless you intend to bring about a conflict of 
authority between different officers. 

The gentleman from Indiana and the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania said yesterday that they felt great pathy for the poor 
psa om that there are many persons detained now on Els 
Island in New York waiting to be transported to the countries 
from which they came. Let us consider that matter for a mo- 
ment. Sup; that a conflict should arise between theauthorities, 
as [have suggested, if this bill . Would not your immigrant 
still be detained at Ellis Island or somewhere else until the ques- 
tion of his eligibility for admission had been adjudicated by some- 
body, and that somebody not known or even hinted at in the meas- 
ure before us? Thereis no authority given in this bill for any- 
body to pass tupon that question in the event of a disagreement 
between the different officers, and no 5 155 from either is granted. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Ì w me 


a gage an 

. HENDRICK. No, sir; Ioan not yield. [have given away 
nearly all my time, and have but afew moments in which to dis- 
cuss the provisions of the bill. The gentleman, therefore, will 
excuse me, I hope. 

Gentlemen forget to tell us that great benefits are claimed from 
the fact that persons are detained at Ellis Island. Why,sir, when 
an immigrant is detained at that point or elsewhere waiting to 
be deported back to the country whence he came he is so de- 
tained at the expense of the steamship company which brought 
him here; he is not only supported during his stay at the island 
at the expense of that company, but when he is carried back to 
the home from which that company brought him his mses are 
also defrayed by that company. You me, What that? I 
say it means much. It induces the shipowners and persons in- 
terested in navigation not to bring persons here without careful 
examination and inspection. Gentlemen talk about consular in- 
spection. If they will examine the law, they will see that these 
very shipowners to whom the gentleman from Indiana and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania referred are sworn to make an in- 
Fa ep before bringing immigrants here or else return them at 

eir own expense in case of a mistake. They are compelled to 
ascertain whether the a SION whom they propese to land 
here belong to any of the prohibited or excluded classes; they are 
compelled to ascertain whether the person proposing to come to 
this country is an idiot, a lunatic, a pauper, whether he p: 
to come here as a contract laborer, whether he has been assisted 
by anybody, whether she, if woman, is coming for immoral pur- 
poses, whether the person is a Chinese or an anarchist, ete. 

Mark you, this requirement of the law makes the steamshi 
owner 8 interested in this matter. He is sworn to 
after it. And if a mistake should be made there is a way of cor- 
recting it by making the company bear the expenses of the cor- 
N both being canals 3 . ö 

y else, equally rec y law. 

Gentlemen have talked about the character of the examinations 
that will be made in foreign countries by our consuls, and about 
the value of knowledge t will be thus disseminated among 
foreign nations showing the great trouble of emigrating to Amer- 
ica, and all that sort of thing. Answer me in all sincerity, Do 
you believe there is any character of information that could be 
furnished to people abroad so potent as the returned immigrants? 
His rejection here and return would be a perfect object lesson. 

Let us see how these examinations resulted last year. We sent 
back from the ports of the United States to foreign countries 2,419 
immigrants. you not know that every one of them, when they 
go among the people of their respective countries, their neighbors 
and friends, will tell them they could not remain in the United 
States; that the laws there were so constructed that they could 
not be permitted to remain? Why,” they would say, 2,419 of 
us have been there, have been examined, and have been returned 
to our homes because the laws are so strict as to exclude us.” Do 
not gentlemen know that such deported immigrants will deter 
more people from coming, if that is what you want, than all the 
advertising you can doin years and years? It is the most effi- 
cient system of advertising that could be devised, if you simply 
3 ee deter immigran af ts on conma The gentleman yer 
e vania says he sym izes with the poor immigrants; that 
hi bil is for the benefit of the immigrants. 

In this connection I want to ask this 5 question, 
and I want the House to consider it well. I have heard it claimed 


ill the gentleman 


5480 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 20, 


that the German Government, from whence comes a very large, 
desirable immigration to the United States, have laws requiring 


military service of the young men between certain ages, and that 
Iaw pron nin these young men from leaving Germany when that 
service is due to the Government, unless they come away clandes- 
tinely. I do not know whether such is the law in Germany. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. That is a fact. 

Mr. HENDRICK. The chairman of the committee, who is a 
German, says it is true. That being the case, then, the question 
I desire to submit is, Will Germany permit the United States to 
set up examining boards ziani in her own EON and select 
emigrants to come to the United States when the law of Ger- 
many declares that the most desirable part of her population shall 
not aa ea because they owe military service to the mother 
country? Indeed, is not France, England, Germany, Italy, and 
all other civilized powers directly interested in keeping their good 


and desirable citizens at home, and sending the bad and undesir- 


able ones away? And if we pass this bill and attempt to convert 
our consulates into examining boards, is it not a great incentive 
to foreign Governments to look after the best part of their popu- 
lation and take steps to prevent their emigrating, and at the 
same time to do all that can be done to force on us their criminal 
and undesirable classes? I think before we pass this bill that 
gg questions should be considered well and with great delibera- 
on. 

Let us suppose that this bill has been enacted into law. It is a 
very violent presumption, but we will indulge in it for the pres- 
ent in order to ascertain if possible the exact relationship which 
we would occupy toward foreign countries. 

Let us for the p of appreciating the situation consider 
what we would do if a foreign Government should attempt to 
enforce a law similar to this if the situation were rev If 
England, for instance, should attempt to give her consuls extra- 
territorial jurisdiction by ordering them to examine every sub- 
951 within the United States when he should attempt to embark 

or a foreign country. 

What would the United States do? Why, to ask that question 
is to answer it. We all know what would be done. The United 
States within less than twenty-four hours would send to England 
an unconditional demand to remove such agents and spies from 
among our people, and it would not be a good government or one 
worthy of respect if it failed to doit. And yet we are proposin 
here, under the provisions of the bill we are considering, to sen 
& CO agent into every foreign port and have him inspect the 
citizens of other countries to determine the question of the right 
of admission to our shores. 

How could we possibly adjust our consular service so as to work 
in harmony with the provisions of this bill? Last year, for exam- 
ple, we only had 250,000 emigrants to this country, while during 

revious years we have had as high as 800,000. me years the 
immigra on has been very light from some foreign countries, and 
probably the very next year exceedingly heavy from that same 
country. It seems to me that unless we the power to foretell 
future events we would not know how to meet the demands which 

ight be made upon us for examiners. 

some ports our consuls would have to be supplemented with 
hundreds of assistants, while in others a very few would suffice. 

The trouble would be that we could never tell where the extra 
ae would be needed until the rush came, and then it would be 
too late. 

The fact of the business is that all this bill does is to force upon 
the people thousands of extra officials at high salaries to perform 
labors in foreign countries, and probably over the protests of for- 

ign governments, that will have to be per oemed again by home 
officials, and that, too, when this double performance can only 
serve to promulgate a conflict of opinions between two sets of 
United States officials. 

It has been contended during this entire discussion by gentle- 
men adyocating the passage of the bill that the United States 
Government has power to confer extra territorial jurisdiction 
by empowering her consuls to administer oaths to the subjects 
of foreign countries who might contemplate emigrating to the 
United States. No man who has license to practice law should 
indulge in such wild assertions upon this floor. A good lawyer 
can not entertain such an opinion. Suppose the United States 
should pass a law providing that if anyone should be guilty of 
murder in England he should be incarcerated in a penitentiary in 
the United States for life. Does it need a legal interpreter to say 
that such a law would be void and without effect? Suppose we 
pass a law providing that if a consul of the United States swears 
anybody in a foreign port, and the party so sworn makes a false 
oath, he shall be guilty of perjary ana subject to punishment. Is 
it possible that there is a lawyer here who does not know it would 
be simply an enactment without any effect whatever, not merit- 
5 tho least consideration in any court? And yet that is exactly 
what is sought to be done by this bill. 

But I want to invite Pere consideration to one or two other 
objections. Iasked the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylva- 


nia [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] on if he proposed to have 
visitors and tourists, when they come to the United States. i ted 
or examined by the consul abroad before starting. He said no, he 
did not, and added that my objection was an imaginary objection. 
Let us see if it is. Ifit is an imaginary objection, then the bill is 
an imaginary thing. Why, if the gentleman is right, and nobody 
is to be examined who is coming here simply as a visitor, all that 
would be necessary for an sen who desired to avoid the 
effects of this bill would be to aboard a ship and say, I am 
not an emigrant; I am going on a tour or visit.” I simply point 
out this objection to show how frivolous the bill is and how futile 
it would be to attempt to execute it. We can not afford to pass 
a bill that does not apply to every citizen of a country alike. All 
must be equal before the law. 

I know that the Republican party does not usually favor laws 
which treat everybody alike, but no Democrat can afford to pur- 
sue that course. 

If the Republican party had not for thirty years dealt in such 
class legislation as to teach the people to rely on the Government 
tor support instead of on their own manly, individual exertions, 
there would not be such a constant clamor for legislation in favor 
of particular classes. It will ruin our country if it is not stopped. 
But let us go back to the Stone bill. Does the distinguished, - 
tleman know that during the World’s Fair at Chicago we had 
over 70,000 visitors who came here from foreign countries, and 
every one of them spent money and left it here with us? That is 
a fact, and the records show it. How would the gentleman have 
examined those 70,000 people? If he admits that under his bill 
they could come without examination, he must admit also that the 
same number of immigrants could have done likewise. If not, 
how would he have managed them? He says no examination 
whatever would have been made. Very well, then, he virtually 
admits that the whole number could have remained here under 
his bill as immigrants, and could thus have avoided the bill which 
I have read to you. 

Is not that true? Is there any possible escape from it? I think, 
gentlemen, that before we adopt such legislation as this, before 
we go in simply to gratify the caprices and the whims of some 
particular section, we should look into the merits of the measure 
and have the manhood to condemn it if it is wrong, and to stand 
by itifitis right. No great deliberative body like this can legis- 
late propady and promulgate wholesome laws if it undertakes to 
pander to any section of the country or to any class of the ont 
in any section. I sup everybody on the face of the earth will 
agree with me in that declaration. e must treat everybody and 
every section alike if we wish the law to be 5 

But I want to examine a little further into this question of im- 
migration whileI am upon it. When did the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE] become so thoroughly 
aroused to the dangers of immigration? We have grown from 
3,000,000 to 70,000,000 of united and happy. freemen. Our terri- 
tory has extended from 13 sparsely settled British colonies to 45 
free, independent, and happy States. Our borders have extended 
from those same little colonies, across the continent—from the 
Atlantic Ocean on the east to the Pacific on the west, from the 
frozen lakes of the North to the sunny isles of the South—and dur- 
ing all this time we have never been threatened by this inundation 
from foreign countries to overwhelm, to crush, and to blot us out, 
as he would now have us believe is about to be done, As was said 
by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Buck] yesterday, there is 
something more behind it than what has been proclaimed on this 
floor. If I could, without wishing my country harm, I would 
wish to see you put such statutes as this upon the statute books. 
With all your ted majority, you would see where that ma- 
jority would go at the next election; but even for the sake of 
hoping to see Republicans defeated I could not wish such a 
calamity to my country. 

It was in 1856 that the other great howl was raised by the Know- 
nothings and by parties opposed to immigration. Suppose we 
should banish from our shores the immigrants who have come in 
since then and their children. What would be the result? In- 
stead of being the great and powerful civilized nation that we are 
we should be a mere stranded hulk on the outskirts of respecta- 
bility. How much would be taken from our vaunted wealth? 
Why, in a little more than a hundred years our wealth has grown 
from five billions to over $94,000,000,000, and during all that time 
the immigration to our shores has been steady and continuous, 
year in and year out. 

Some of the greatest men we have ever had have come here 
under the privileges accorded toimmigrants. James Beck, one of 
the greatest Senators who ever adorned the other end of the Capitol, 
was an immigrant, and when he came to Kentucky he was un- 
educated. Lafayette came over here to help us fight our battles. 
Judah P. Benjamin was a foreigner. So is Carl Schurz. Take 
away from us the long list of those who have glorified our coun- 
try and who have fought its battles, both civic and military, and 
I will tell you we would not have a great deal to Drag abont: I 
am not very much afraid of any immigrant getting ahead of me 
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in the race of progress. If he does, instead of pulling him back I 
want to say godspeed to him. Any other view is narrow and 


Now, Mr. Speaker, this much in regard to the Stone bill. I 
desire to answer a few suggestions made by the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Wizson]. Before I do that, however, I wish 
to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. STONE] this ques- 
tion: Does he think it was right and proper to enfranchise the 
negroes of the South? Did he votefor the fourteenth and fifteenth 
amendments, providing that they should not only have the right 
of citizenship, but that they should be officeholders? Certainly 
he did. Iam not upbraiding him forit. lam not criticising him. 
But will he now turn on the white race and say that he honestly 
believes that the immigrants who are coming to our shores from 
foreign countries are worse than the uneducated negroes of the 
South who were raised in slavery? We all know that he will not 
say it. We all know that he can not say it truthfully. I dislike 
to think that anybody is forcing on us and advocating a bill so 
foolish as this because of some unknown, outside pressure, some 
sinister power behind it, but I declare when I consider the meas- 
ure I am irresistibly driven to that conclusion. k 

Now, let us see. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
8 says that nobody in the South wants immigration. 

Mr. ILSON of South Carolina. What I said was that nobod 
in the South wants immigration of the class that will be affecte 
by these bills—these excluded classes from southern Europe. 

Mr. HENDRICK. Well, I understood the gute to say 
that the South did not desire immigration. may have been 
mistaken in that. I do not wish to do him any injustice. I 
remember that a few years ago committees were sent all over 
the State of Kentucky for the purpose of raising funds to send to 
foreign countries to induce immigrants to come to Kentucky, and 
I was one of those who tried to promote the movement. ny 
other States did the same thing, and it will not be many years be- 
fore the question will again be agitated and immigration solicited. 

Immigration has heretofore been regarded as very beneficial to 
America. Not only is that—— 1 

Mr. BRUMM. Do you discriminate as to what immigration 
you want? Is that done by the scheme now practiced? 

Mr. HENDRICK. As a matter of fact, that was not discussed, 
as I now recollect, but I know English, Germans, and French 
would have been preferred; but I am now discussing the Stone 
bill. What does the Stone bill prefer? That is the thing that is 
under consideration. 

Mr. BRUMM. It prefers the enforcement of the laws as they 
are, since you have asked the question, 

Mr. HENDRICK. I have just made the point, if you had lis- 
tened to me, that you can not enforce the law which we now have 
if this foolish bill should be adopted. 
aa BRUMM. [have listened to you, but you failed to prove 

at. 

Mr. HENDRICK. I am not responsible for your failure to 
understand. 

Mr. BRUMM. But there are many things which you are re- 
sponsible for that 1 755 have not proven. 

Mr. HENDRIC . And which nobody could do 
to your satisfaction. That is all I intend to say to you. I donot 

ield for an interruption. Here is a document furnished to me 
y the Immigration Commissioner, and comes down as late as 
Jan , 1896. I desire to read from it what some of the govern- 
ors of the States say about immigration: 
Arkansas —We prefer American, German, and English immigrants— 
ers. 

You will notice that nearly every one of these governors here 
says that there is a dearth of farm hands and that they need farm 
hands all over the South. Why should we not be permitted to 
have them through immigration? Simply because a few cities are 
overcrowded with undesirable immigrants? 

ApoE SPEAKER pro tempore, The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 
cr MAHANY, I yield the gentleman five minutes of my 

ime. 

Mr. HENDRICK. No. I have more time. I 
some time to other gentlemen; but I will not 
much longer. 

California— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Very well. 

Mr. HENDRICK. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that I have an 


our, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is a member of 
the committee, the Chair understands, and has an hour. The 
Chair „ the gentleman only desired to speak for thirty 
minutes. 

Mr. HENDRICK. I desired to be informed by the Speaker 
when I had spoken thirty minutes; but I did not think that I 
would be precluded from going on further if I desired. 


romised to yield 
etain the House 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair simply advises the- 


gentleman that thirty minutes has expired. 

Mr. HENDRICK (continuing): 

California,—All desirable immigrants of the classes indicated (farmers, 
horticulturists, etc.) who have the capacity and determination to become- 


good American citizens will be gladly received. 
Colorado.—Colorado desires first-class ts in nearly every portion 
rmans 


immigran 
of the State. * * * For horticulture and agriculture we prefer Ge: 
and Scandinavians. 
„ first preference as to race is given to the English-speaking 
e. 
s Georgia —We prefer Germans, French, Hollanders, Belgians, Scandinavians, 


Idaho.—Scandinavians or Germans are preferable. 
Illinois. Just at present the State of Titinois is not seeking to have further 


igration. 

. to the immigration of any class of foreigners to this State at the 
present time, I should say that it is very undesirable. 

Kansas.—The preference of immigrants would be in about the following- 
order: Germans, English, French, Swedes, and Norwegians. 

Kentucky.—. in Kentucky there is less tion just now to secure immi- 
grants direct from foreign countries than other States. 

So far as the governor of Kentucky is concerned, I happen to- 
know better myself. I can say that there is a great desire in 
Kentucky to have a character of labor brought there that can be 
relied on, such as farm hands; not men who will work in the fall 
and sponge on you all the winter and desert you when working 
time comes in hot weather. Farm hands are needed that can be 
relied on to work and not toloaf. Iknow what Kentucky desires 
as to immigration, the governor to the contrary notwithstanding. 

I will read the remainder of his statement: 

The nationalities preferred are British, Germans, Swiss, and Scandinavians, 


So, then, Mr. Speaker, in nearly all of the States in this Union 
answering to this inquiry the governors say that immigration is 
desired. y, what is it that has made the great cities but 
immigration? What is it that has made the property of this cap- 
ital city worth hundreds of dollars a foot but immigration? What. 
is it that has made a foot of peona in New York City worth as 
much or more than a whole farm in the Western country? Itis 
immigration. Are you willing to stop it here? Are you willing 
to shut it off and say that other men shall not enjoy the same 

rivileges which were enjoyed before you by your forefathers and 

as been likewise enjoyed by you? Thomas Jefferson, Patrick 
Henry, and George Washington, all of them, encouraged immi- 
gration instead of retarding it. 

I am astonished, in view of the past history of political parties. 
in this country, to see so many gentlemen over there 1 
delusion to their bosoms that they will get any consolation from 
the Republican party. There yousitshivering behind its shadow, 
many of you foreign born, representing a foreign-born constitu- 
ency in a at measure, and yet you are afraid to open your 
mouths, @ Democratic party stands to-day right where it stood 
in 1856, when an effort was made by Know-Nothings to deprive our 
foreign-born citizens of their rights under the Constitution, and 
right where it stood when the alien and sedition laws were put in 
force. The Democratic party believes in making this the grandest 
and the most glorious Government beneath the sun, That is what 
it ought to be and will be if we do not permit the fanatics and 
cranks to destroy it; and while the Democratic party is saving it 
let our foreign population not sit back shivering behind the shadow 
of the Republican party, hoping that it will reform and come to 
their rescue and give them a chance. Let metell you, gentlemen, 
you are hoping in vain. 

If you depend on the Republican party you are lost. Itis high 
time you were showing your gratitude to the Democratic party. 
the party which has fought your battles from the organization of 
the Government down to the present time. 

If the pampered kings of protected monopolies had not gone to 
foreign countries and imported labor, ‘‘ scum,” if you please, into 
this country, there would be no such complaints as are now going 
on. You gentlemen upon the other side are the ones who have 
fostered classes in this coyntry. You have nurtured the men who 
have brought this objectionable immigration upon us, if we have 
such, and now you ought to stand up like men and reap what you 
have sown and not try to cut off the development of the whole 
country, simply because there are a few cities overcrowded with 
unworthy immigrants brought here by your tariff barons. If 
they are criminals, enforce the laws against them. If, as some one 
has said here, half are in the penitentiary and the other half will 
not obey the laws, put the other half there also [applause]; but in 
God's name, where a man seeks to better his condition by coming 
toa new country and taking a new start in the race of human 
progress, do not cut him off and say that he shall not enjoy the 
same rights and the same privileges that you have enjoyed. 
[Lond applause. ] 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DANFORD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a word at the 
outset as to the parliamentary situation, and I do this at the sug- 
gestion of other gentlemen. There are pending in the House, re- 
ported from the Committee on Immigration, three bills, familiarly 
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known, respectively, one as the McCall bill, providing for an edu- 
cational test of immigrants; another, known as the Corliss bill, 
aimed at labor coming in from Canada; and the other, the Stone 
bill, providing for consular inspection. Those three bills are all 
incorporated in the substitute offered by the tleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE} on y y; those three 
measures are all ing as a substitute for the three bills re- 
ported by the committee—the substitute, in fact, includes them all. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to make any appeals to senti- 
ment or to anybody's passions, but I want to the attention of 
the House to a condition of things which exists in this countra, 
and which demands of the representatives of the people i 
ate consideration. Much has . to the progress of 
qur country in the past and our growth from a few insignificant 
colonies to a great and mighty power among the nations of the 
earth. Prior to the civil war we were in the main a pastoral peo- 
ple, engaged mostly in agriculture. We had no considerable 
number of large cities and no congestion of population in particu- 
lar districts. Itis only since the close of the civil war, and, in 
fact, within the last two decades, that the subject of immigration 
and kindred subjects have begun to plague the American people. 

The very next matter to be considered by this House—a matter 
which has been assigned for consideration immediately after the 
pending measure—is a bill reported from the Committee on Labor, 
authorizing the appointment of a nonpartisan commission to 
collate information and to consider and recommend legislation to 
meet the problems presented labor, agriculture, and capital,” 
and in the report upon that the committee say that they re- 
port the bill because there is a widespread dissatisfaction with 
the laws governing labor, as more by 3 strikes, and 
violence, causi 8 danger to society.“ 

That labor bill. is the next measure that is to be taken 
up for consideration by the representatives of the people here. 

e questions that grow out of the relations of capital and labor 
did not trouble the American people years ago, but to-day there 
are no questions that press more tly or with more persist- 
ency upon the consideration of the lawmakers of this coun 
than the questions growing out of the relations of capital 
labor. e have been in the habit of 5 
ital and labor would adjust themselves is country, and until 
very recently there was no necessity for legislation on thesubject, 
no necessity for any interference on the part of the State or the 
National Government for the purpose of keeping the peace between 
capital and labor. But in the last few years all this has changed 
and these questions have continued to grow in urgency until they 
have demanded consideration and are to be given consideration by 
this House as against other questions that seek and demand our at- 
sp during the short time that we have remaining of this ses- 
sion of Congress. 

The conditions in this country have greatly changed even within 
the last twenty years. Let me call attention to a significant fact 
which will be found in the rt of the Census Commissioner, a 
volume issued and distributed to members only recently. It con- 
tains the social statistics of the United States. By examining 
those statistics it will be found that while the ulation of this 
country increased but 24 per cent from 1880 to „vet the pop- 
ulation of our cities of 10,000 and upward i in same 
decade 60 per cent, showing the disposition of our people to gather 
and congest in the centers of population. And it must be remem- 
bered that the 60 per cent includes only those who live in cities 
having a population above 10,000, and that there is a great deal 
of the same kind of congestion in mining towns and manufactur- 
ing towns which are not included in these figures. 

The same condition of things which * up between 1880 and 
1890 is ana this aenta 18 is par e 5 we are 75 
longer i a people who are mostly tural. e 
Seer rent tan te free with & conten A i 
mands our attention and demands it imperatively. 
undertake to express any opinion as to the various questions of 
difference between capital and labor. `I speak only of the fact 
that such differences exist. Within thelast twoyears I haveseen 
the guns of our State militia trained upon the camps of labor in 
order to keep the peace. I have seen the officers of the United 
States Government, the marshals and their deputies, taking pos- 
session of persons and property in the same district for the pur- 
pose of keeping the peace. 

Let me say further that, whilst years ago labor was in demand 
in the mining regions and in the mills in the manufacturing com- 
munities, and whilst at that time the laborer could in a calendar 
month make from thirty to thirty-five days’ work, the condition 
of things is so c that now in our mines and in our mills 
the laborer is fortunateif he can make from twelve to fifteen days’ 
work in the calendar month. That is the condition of things in 
eet mire tote Bolg ra —— Or poy aed 
upon u a proj on 
ee a A igr tion which we think will 

largely in the solution o question— ving 
is prob len: Gad we Ars CANOL UPON to TOE 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman allow me a question? - 

Mr. DANFORD. I will yield for a question, 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Does not the gentleman think that the free- 
trade policy and the present Democratic Administration of the 
Government have something to do with the hard times? 

Mr. DANFORD. Iwill answer the gentleman in this way: I 
am, as he is, a protectionist of the most pronounced character and 
type. About two years ago or less I met a Welshman, a man 
whom I had known for years, a laborer in one of our iron 
mills. He was out of work; hisemployment was gone. I under- 
FVV i of the 
commi . BARTHOLDT] now sugges spoke of the tariff, 
of the changed legislation. But he said to me, Oh, Mr. DAN- 
FORD, that is not the t trouble”; and, pointing across to the 
mill where he had worked, he said: ‘‘There is the t trouble; 
there is the camp of Italians that have taken my jo away from 
me.” [Applause.] He went on to say, “Iam sing to raise my 
children and make good American citizens of them; I am sending 
them to school; I am trying to make out of them just as good 
citizens as those of the native-born population. But I can not 
work against those peoples I can not educate my children and 
make good Americans of them and work Se those people.“ 
That was his answer to the proposition that I made, that the Gon: 
ble was the tarif. 

Now,I ə with my friend the chairman of this committee, as 
a matter o opinion, that the change of the revenue policy of the 
country has done much to bring about the present conditions; but 
Iam talking about a remedy for this condition of things, and I 
believe that a good way to begin is to stop to some extent, and to 
2e full extent that these several measures go, immigration into 

country. 

Mr. S , Lam not hostile to naturalized American citizens; 
I am not hostile to those who come to this country to make homes 
here. I am speaking of a condition of things with which we are 
confronted and one for which we must find a remedy, and find it 
in the near future. I could not be hostile—and that is one 
of the air things about the argument on the other side, that 
those of us who favor this measure are held Bp as being opposeđ 
to foreigners, as being hostile to that class of our citizens who 
were born across the water—I could not be hostile to these people. 
In the brigade in which I served in the Army there was a nt 
regiment composed entirely of Germans, the Thirty-second Indi- 
ana, as good a regiment as ever carried muskets; and in the same 
brigade there was a regiment composed entirely of Norwegians, 
the Fifteenth Wisconsin, as good men as ever followed the flag 
anywhere. I could not be hostile to these people, and I am not. 
a aor pepa aie Menger’ Loe rcpt ion cath many piepe 

existing; lieve a remedy, a partial remedy at least, 
will be found in passing these bills. 

I do not know what views other members may have of the vari- 
ous measures proposed here and in rated in this substitute. 
Much has been said against the Stone bill, the bill requiring con- 
sular inspection abroad. I favor that measure along with the 


rest. I it to the House. I believe that it would be a 
good bill to pass; that it would restrict. immigration; that it 
would go fur to do so than any other measure now pendi 


embark for this restr’ from German ports. 
that they generally see 


sular certificate can in any way interfere with the panaga of a 
‘German from his own country to this, especially if, as I believeis 
generally the case, he goes out of his own country across the line 
into France or some po country for the purpose of embarking. 
It would be but a very small matter for the surveillance of the 
German police to follow up persons intending to emigrate, to as- 
certain who were proposing to embark for this country and 
whether they owed military service or not. 

As to the educational test, I am fully in favor of it, although I 
do not expect as much from it as many of our friends do. 

I do not know—it is not my opinion—that men get their morals 
JV ͤĩ ĩͤâv to crag ang 

cow about, an are S Bu 

believe in that test. And it has been SDA AA in the debate: 
Why not apply it to those who come here as — Popo from for- 
eign countries between 16 and 60 years of age? a are applying 
it in our own country to our own people. In my State every 
parent must educate his child, and we have our truant officers to 
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enforce education. Germany does the same. She stands, so far as 
education is concerned, perhaps without a peer in the whole world. 

Now, let me say that this ucational test, as was shown clearly 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts . McCaLL], the author 
of this bill, will cut off many undesirable immigrants—undes 
ble for other causes than simply the want of education. I believe 
in that test, and believe it will be something toward a solution of 
the troubles that confront us in this country at the present time. 
I believe in the American schoolhouse with the American flag 
waving over it, Mr. Speaker. ) ~ 

This cry for restrictive legislation comes to us mainly from a 

rtion of the New England States, from New Jersey, Rhode 
Eiland, Pennsylvania, New Tork, and from the North Central 
States. The statistics that I referred to a moment ago show that 
of the total population of Massachusetts 66 per cent of her people 
are in her large cities. New York, a great broad empire as she 
is, has 58 per cent almost of her population living in the large 
cities and towns, and the cry comes to us from them to stop this 
immigration. And I want to say here that there has been sent to 
the Committee on Immigration many thousands of petitions in 
favor of the passage of the Stone bill. I want to say that many 
petitions have been received in favor of the passage of all of these 
measures. They have come to us from almost every section of the 
country; and I desire to say in this connection that while I rep- 
resent many Germans, many men of foreign birth, I have not 
received, although I think it is well known in my district that I 
am a member of the Committee on Immigration—I have not re- 
ceived one single protest from a single citizen in my district against 
the of the bill, nor has any been received that I know of. 

‘About the first I knew of any opposition to the measures of re- 
striction proposed by the committee came from the great steamship 
lines of this country. Their representatives have been vigilant 
before the committee and the House, and before the country, in 
attempting to defeat the of restrictive measures. As has 
been cents said, great ips have been built for almost the 
sole and express purpose of carrying immigrants from other coun- 
tries to our shores, and one of the agents of these companies in 
talking before our committee said, when speaking of the consular 
inspection system, that their steamship companies had agents in 
every village in Euro; They are there for the of induc- 
e to this country. We had in 1890 and 1891 500, 000, 
I believe, of these people thrown upon our shores, and that immi- 
gration has been stimulated by these great corporations. They 
are in Europe for this purpose. DETA there for the purpose 
of stimulating immigration, and they dilate upon the higher and 
better wages paid in this country than in European countries, and 
one gentleman said before the committee that these men who come 
across with their families know as much, or more, about the or- 
ganized charities of New York, Boston, Philadelphia, and the 
cities of the country 8 much or more than the citizens 
of these cities themselves. ey are informed by the agents of 
the great corporations—the steamship lines—of the charities of 
this country, as well as the labor conditions, and they come here 
thus stimulated and come, as the statistics report, soon to find 
themselves in these very charitable institutions. 

I said a moment ago that the cc-ntry had changed greatly since 
the civil war. Population has gathered largely toward the grea 
industrial centers, and these are being largely populated by per- 
sons who come here stimulated, as I have just said, to seek labor 
in the mines, mills, and factories of this country everywhere, 

Mr. BRUMM. If the gentleman will permit me, I would like to 
ask unanimous consent at this time that the time for debate be 
extended to 5 o'clock. - 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That would be too late for a v. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DALZELL). The Chair can 
hardly recognizethe gentleman to make that request in the time of 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. DANFORD. Now, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. MORSE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr.BARTHOLDT. Before the gentleman from Ohio proceeds, 
I will suggest that if the gentleman yields for a moment or two, 
the bopt pman from Pennsylvania would make the motion he has 
suggested. 

A DANFORD. I must decline to yield, Mr. Speaker. 

Much sentiment has been indulged in in this debate as to this 
country being an asylum for the oppressed of all nations. Well, 
when our forefathers announced that as the 5 upon which 
the States and colonies would be built up they had reference, if 
a will examine history, to political offenders, to those who were 

iyen from the old countries by religious persecutions; but our 
forefathers never contemplated that this country should be an 
asylum for the paupers, for the criminals, and for the undesirable 
people of the whole world. I know very well, Mr. Speaker, that 
sentiment sometimes strikes higher than the toee of events; but 
on thisoccasion our sentiment should be directed, if we have any, 
in the consideration of this case, to our own people, to those who 


are demanding of us some relief from the present condition of 
things, some relief from the clouds that gather every few months 
over some labor center in the country, some relief for those who 


are without labor in this country. 

This legislation will inure to the benefit not of the native born 
alone but of the naturalized as well—to those who are here now, 
to those who have already made this country their home. Their 
appeal is certainly stronger than the ap which comes to us 
from any other quarter. 

Quoting from the same authority which the gentleman from 
Massachusetts . MoRsE] quoted on yesterday, He that careth 
not for his own household hath denied the faith and is worse than 
an infidel.” That doctrine is as good now as it was hen it was pro- 
claimed nineteen centuries ago. It is a doctrine that the Ameri- 
can people ought to consider as being brought home to us, and we 
ought to consider it in connection with this very measure. 

have already said that the great complaint comes to us from 
the Atlantic Seaboard cities, from that portion of the coun 
where our mills and our factories and our mines are situated. 
What part of the country asks for immigration? Is it the agri- 
cultural portion? Well, Mr. Speaker, we are not getting very 
many agriculturists from our foreign immigrants at this time. 
We are getting very few in fact, There is no very great encour- 
agement for men engaged in agriculture at this time in the United 
States. With 16-cent wool, with 45-cent wheat, and with other 
agricultural 5 about in the same 5 there is no 
reat demand for adding to our agricultural products at this time. 
have already said that our mills and our mines are overcrowded; 
that those who are not out of employment are working on short 
time, and that there are threatenings from the labor conditions. 
of the country. I believe that the questions that grow out of the 
differences between capital and labor should be reconciled among 
themselves; but if it becomes necessary to reconcile those differ- 
ences in some other way, I shall very much deprecate the hour or 
the day when American labor is to beaten down at the end of 
American guns. That is not the policy at which we should aim. 
If there is relief in any other direction, we should give it in that 
other direction and not in the direction of force. 

Now, it has been said here that the time to apply the educational 
test is when the foreigner makes his application to become nat- 
uralized. I do not believe in that policy. I do not believe that 
we should have in this country, working in our mines and our 
mills and on our farms, any considerable number of people who 
have not at least declared their intention to become citizens of the 
Maite! sentra We sinua ee as far at least s pe 
ent legislation goes, before citizenship is acquired; but the 
intention to become a citizen of the United States, to take a part 
in this Government, to be a part of our people, the intention on 
the part of the alien to remain with us as one of our people, that 
intention iy et specs when he first lands upon our shores 
and makes his domicile among us. 

Now, Mr. S. , in conclusion, for my time has about ex- 
ired, I desire to repeat what I have already said, that it is an un- 
air thing to attempt to array those who are in favor of this legis- 

lation against foreigners as a class, or as against the naturalized 
citizen. There is no ing of that kind here. There is nothing 


of that sort in the country, I think; no such feeling of exclusive- 
ness, as is intimated, on part of those who are pressing these 
bills before the House and before the country. I do not eve 


that there is in the Committee on Immigration a single member 
who has any other feeling 2 a desire to protect the 

le of this country against the evils that seem to be threaten- 
ing us from this foreign immigration that has been pouring upon 
our shores during the last twenty years. Ido not know how 
many immigrants will come into the country during this year; 
but whenever the burdens are lightened, whenever the fires in 
our factories are lighted, whenever the mines are opened, then 
the ts of these great steamship companies and others inter- 
ested in encouraging immigration throw them by hundreds and 
thousands upon our shores. In the beginning of this year it was 
supposed that the number would reach y 300,000, far more 
17 8 in 1893 and in 1894. The number swells whenever prosper- 
ity comes. 

I say, then, Mr. Speaker, that these bills that are now before the 
House would, if passed, shut out a great proportion of this unde- 
sirable population, and would ease up the labor question. It 
would save this country from a very great amount of illiteracy, 
save it from a great amount of pauperism and of crime, and Ibe- 
lieve that the people of this country demand such legislation as 
this. As was said yesterday, if it does not come now it will come 
later. It is a question that will not down as long as the labor 
question is before the country. It is a question that will not rest 
as long as questions growing out of capital and labor are before 
the country. This question goes along with them, hand in hand; 
and when times are hard, when adversity presses upon the country. 
these questions grow closer and closer, and we shall be compelled 
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before very long to give relief in some direction. I know of no 
direction in which relief can be had more readily than by the 
passage of these bills. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield the remainder of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Delaware [Mr. WILLIS]. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio 
having concluded his remarks, as chai of the committee I 
desire to call the attention of the Chair to the fact that I have 
nine minutes remaining to me, and I would like to close debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Has the gentleman from Ohio, my col- 
league, any time to reserve? 

r. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent 
that the time for this debate be extended. 

Mr. MILNES. I object. 

Mr. PARKER. There are four or five members of the commit- 
tee who desire to participate in the debate. 

Mr. GROS OR. My colleague reserved his time, supposing, 
a ently, he had time to reserve. How is the fact? 

The SP. R. The Chair thinks he has some time to reserve; 


but the gentleman from Missouri is entitled to the floor to con- 


clude debate, having reserved nine minutes. 

Mr. PARKER. . Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of this debate be extended. 

Mr. KEM. Iobject. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. KE]. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. S. r — 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that gentle- 
men may be allowed to print remarks upon this subject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unan- 
_ imous consent that gentlemen may be permitted to printremarks 

in the Recorp on this subject. Is there objection? 
Mr. KEM. _I object. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Kem] 


objects. 

‘Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, in closing the debate on this 
question I do not desire to take up the time of the House and to 
again enter into a general discussion of the subject, but I desire 
to more particularly address myself to the bill proposed as an 
amendment by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM 
A. STONE] and to some of his statements made upon this floor 
yesterday. I do not think it is the intention of this House to 
slander the naturalized citizens of this country, and for that reason 
Itake it upon myself to answer some of the palpable misstatements 
made by my friend from Pennsylvania. Among other things he 
said that 50 per cent of the inmates of the penitentiaries and pris- 
ons of this country were foreigners. The statement, Mr. S er, 
almost took my breath away, and even to-day I can hardly find 
language to express my surprise at such a statement, the accuracy 
or inaccuracy of which every member of this House can ascertain 
within ten minutes. The fact is, as the census shows, that in the 
prisons and in all institutions of the kind in the country—the total 
number being 82,329—the native-born prisoners number 40,471 and 
the foreign born 15,932. Percentage of natives, 71.75; of foreign 
born, 28.25. Then as to paupers: I find in the Compendium of 
the CenSus—and that is in the possession of every member of this 
House that the percentage of purely native paupers is 82.61; pau- 
2 — of purely foreign origin, 13.75 per cent, and of mixed origin, 

r cent. 
r. PARKER. Will the 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. No; 
minutes. 

Another statement made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
was that the immigration exceeded the number of births in this 
country during the years from 1880 to 1890. The fact is, Mr. 
Speaker, that the increase of popaiation, not the births of children, 
but the excess of births over deaths between 1880 and 1890, was 
14,000,000, while the immigration was only 5,000,000. 

Another statement made by the gentleman was that the Ger- 
mans of this country were in favor of the consular i tion bill. 
I desire to read here from a telegram sent to me by the editor of 
the most high-toned, most infiuential, and the greatest daily Re- 

ublican German newspaper of the country. The editor of the 
e Post, Dr. Emil Preetorius, has this to say about the 

me bill: 


ntleman permit a question? 
have not time. I have but a few 


GERMAN PRESS A UNIT AGAINST STONE BILL. 
ST. Louis, Mo., April 11, 1896. 
Hon. RICHARD BARTHOLDT, House of Representatives; 
German press a unit against Stone bill. Compare Tuesday's paper. 
a EMIL REETORIU 8. 
And he follows it by a letter of his associate editor, Which reads 
as follows: 
Sr. Louis, April 13, 1896. 
DEAR SIR: I take it for granted that the author and the friends of the 
Stone bill would never advocate that measure if they were as well informed 
inr to its unavoidable effect on German gration as every intelli- 
gent German-American is. If they could be convinced that the consular in- 
spection will only help Germany to unload its worst elements on the United 


States and to prevent the immigration of the most desirable class of Ger- 
mans, of course the bill would be withdrawn at once. Iam sure that every 
United States consul in Germany, as well as the United States ambassador 
at Berlin, agrees in this matter with the German-American ps which, if 
it were less American and more German, might hail with delight a bill that 


zoia bring blessings to Germany, bad immigrants to the United States, and 
ees to our co 
Yours, truly, FERDINAND HARRSEN 
Managing Editor Post, 


Hon. RICHARD BARTHOLDT, M. C., Washington. 


Mr. Speaker, I have here reports made by the Secretary of State 
and the Secretary of the Treasury on the so-called Stone bill in 
response to a letter of Senator HILL in the last Congress, The then 
Secretary of State, Mr. Gresham, said: 

In brief, I do not believe the State Department could execute so much of 
the proposed statute as would devolve upon that Department with the pres- 
ent consular force, or even with that force very largely increased. 

The Secretary of the Treasury said: 

The commission— 

1 5 commission appointed to report on the consular- inspection 
made its report, which is exhausted, and contains valuable information on the 
subject em in this bill, from which 5 . it appears that the system 
of consular inspection was not considered with favor. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish I had time to read these official documents 
in full, but I have not. In conclusion, permit to me to say, let us 
passa clean-cut bill, let us make a plain issue, which we can explain 
to our people when we go out for reelection this fall—a bill which 
every man, woman, and child can understand in two minutes, an 
educational-test bill—and do not let us permit others to befog the 
issue and confuse the minds of the people by amendments which 
few will understand and will put us on the defensive in the great 
campaign before us. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of 40’clock having arrived, the pre- 
vious question is now ordered. The question is first on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Cor.iss] to the original 
bill presented by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]. 
After that is disposed of, a yote will be taken on the bill presented 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] as 
asubstitute. The question is first on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan. 

Mr. CORLISS. r. Speaker, I ask that it be read. 

The SPEAKER. It can be read, without objection. 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Kem 15 Laughter. 

Mr. RICHAR N. Mr. S. er, a parliamentary inquiry. 
Has not the House a right to have the amendment read? 

The SPEAKER. It been read to the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Not to be voted upon. 

The SPEAKER. It was read to be voted on, The question is 
on agreeing to the amendment. 

The question being taken, the Speaker declared himself in doubt 
as to the result. 

Mr. CORLISS. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 121, noes 45. 

Mr. MAHANY called for the yeas and nays, but almost imme- 
ey Bee the demand. 

So the amendment of Mr. CorLIss was adopted. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. QUIGG. Suppose the substitute adopted; where does that 
leave the popon upon which we have just voted? 

The SP R. It leaves it attached to the original bill. 

A MEMBER. Is an amendment in order? : 

The SPEAKER, It is not. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I should like to have 
the substitute read. 

The SPEAKER. It can be read, without objection. 

There was no objection; and the Clerk read the substitute at 


length. 

‘the question being taken on the adoption of the substitute, the 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Iask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 131. 

Mr, WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused, only 24 members voting in 
favor thereof. [Applause] 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. BRUMM. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRUMM. The bill as it is before the House and on which 
we are to vote is now practically the McCall bill with the Corliss 
amendment attached. ' 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that perhaps describes it. 


E 
Mr. POOLE. Mr. Speaker, is an amendment now in order? 
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The SPEAKER. Itis not in order. 
Mr. QUIGG. Will the Chair please state what we are voting 


upon? 

Tho SPEAKER. Upon the bill presented by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT] as amended by the House on 
motion of the 1 from Michigan [Mr. CoRLISS]. 

* a FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I for the ing of the 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks con- 
sent that the bill be read. 

Mr. KEM. I object. 3 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Kru]. 5 The question is on the en- 
grossment and third reading of the bill as amended. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, I understood the announcement to 
be that the question was on the third reading of the bill. I de- 
sire to hear the bill as amended read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The bill as amended was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of the act of March 3, 1891, in amendment 
of the immigration and contract-labor acts, be, and hereby sees Pt 
ad to the classes of aliens thereby excluded from admission to the Uni 
States the following: All male persons between 16and 60 years of age who 
can not both read and write the English language or some other language. 
But 2o parans of a person now living in, or hereafter admitted to, this coun- 

8) be excluded because of his inability to reac and write. 

EC. 2. That the provisions of the act of h 3, 1893, to facilitate the en- 
forcement of the tion and contract-labor laws, shall apply to the 
persons mentioned in section 1 of this act. 

Src. 3. That it shall be unlawful for any alien who resides or retains his 
home ina foreign country to enter the United States for the ons Sd of engag- 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. I move, then, to suspend the rules in order 
to t this leave. 
The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order. It would be if 
it were certain that we are within six days of the end of the ses- 
sion. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. PRU- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the President 
had approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 7395) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
of the United States to reconvey to the former owners a certain 
tract of land in Valverde County, Tex. 

An act (H. R. 5481) to restore the lands embraced in the Fort 
Lewis Military Reservation, in the State of Colorado, to the pub- 
. H. R bolish da 

act ( 5105) to aboli ys of grace on promisso; 
notes, drafts, etc., in the District of Columbia; E z 

An act (H. R. 5790) to permit the Pintsch Compressing Com- 
pany to ay ppe in certain streets in the city of Washington; 

An act (H. R. 8532) to establish certain harbor regulations for 
the District of Columbia; 

An act 5 R. 7264) to provide for the drainage of lots in the 
District of Columbia; 

An act (H. R. 6663) to authorize and regulate the sale of un- 
3 baggage, and other property in the District of 

umbia; 

An act (H. R. 6195) eee. the statutes relating to the sale 
of printed copies of patents; an 

act (H. R. 4787) to establish the port of Conneaut, in the 
State of Ohio, as a subport of entry in the district of Cuyahoga, 
in said State of Ohio. 


ingin any mechanical trade or manual labor within the ers thereof while 
residing or retaining his home in aforeign country: Provided, 'That the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury may permit aliens to come into and enter this country 
for the purpose of teaching new arts or industries, under such rules and regu- 
KRE That it shall be anlawful f partnershi 
EO, 4. ‘or any person ne , company, or 
corporates knowingly to employ in an mechanical trade or manual labor 
in the United States any alien who — — or retains his home in a foreign 
country: Frovided, That the provisions of this act shall not apply to the em- 
poroen of sailors, deck hands, or other employees of vessels of the United 
tates, or railroad-train hands, such as conductors, engineers, brakemen, fire- 
men, or baggagemen, whose duties require them to pass over the frontier to 
reach the termini of their roads. 
Sec. 5. That it shall be unlawful for any alien to enter the United States, 
except subjects of the Dominion of Can: and other American countries, 
oo t at the places where the United States maintain an immigrant inspec- 


ion A 
Sec. 6. That any violation of the provisions of this act shall be deemed a 
misdemeanor, punishable by a fine not exceeding $500 or by imprisonment for 
the term of no ier Saget one year, or both such fine and imprisonment, in 
the discretion of the court. That all pornon convicted under section 3 of 
act shall be deported to the country from whence they came. 
BEC. 7. That this act shall take effect three months after its passage. 


The auon being taken on the passage of the bill, the Speaker 
dec 


LYDIA A. TAFT. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a m 
from the President of the United States, which will þe read. 
Tte Clerk read as follows: 


To the House of Representatives; 


I return herewith without 8 49275 House bill No. 577, entitled An act 
iret | a pension to Lydia A. Taft." 
1858 the beneficiary named in this bill became the wife of Lowell Taft, 
ards enlisted in the Union Army as a private in a Connecticut 
regiment, and served from mary ge 1862, until June, 1865. The records of 
the War Department show that he was captured by the enemy June 15, 1863, 
and paroled July 14, 1863. 
No application for a pension was ever made by him, though he lived until 
1891, when he died at a Soldiers’ Home in Connecticut. 
Nosu tion is made that he incurred any disability in the service, or 
that his death was in any manner related to such service. 
In 1882, nearly bing ae rt years after her marriage to the soldier and 
seventeen years after discharge from the Army, the beneficiary obtained 
a divorce from him upon the groundsof his habitual drunkenness and failure 


that the ayes seemed to have it. f to afford her a support. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division, It is now proposed, five years after the soldier's death, to pension as his 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 195, noes 26. vior o wife who was diyorced from him at her own ce fourteen 


Mr. FITZGERALD. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused, only 36 members voting there- 
for. [Applause.] 

On motion of Mr. BARTHOLDT, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. S. er, I desire to ask a question for 
information. Will the McCall bill, with the Corliss amendment 
as passed, be printed in the RECORD? It is impossible to respond 
to the requests of our constituents for that bill, and as I under- 
stand the House has refused to reprint it, I trust it will be printed 
in the RECORD, 

The SPEAKER. The House ordered a reprint of the bill this 
morning, the Chair thinks. [After a pause.] The Chair under- 
stands that the bill will be printed in the RECORD. 

Many MEMBERS. All right. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is it in order to move that a larger num- 
ber of copies of this bill be printed than the rules require? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order except by consent of the 


House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then I ask unanimous consent that double 
the number of copies requiren by the rules be printed in this case, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Kem]. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I ask unanimous consent that the privi- 
lege be given to every member to either extend his remarks in the 
RECORD or to print what he has not spoken on the floor, this priv- 
Here to continue for ten days. 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri . BAR- 
THOLDT] asks unanimous consent that gentlemen may be allowed 
within ten days to print remarks in the RECORD or to extend their 
remarks. 

Mr. KEM. _I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Kem]. 


A government's generous care for widows deprived of a husband's support 
and com ionship by the casualties or disabilities of war rests upon grounds 
which all must cheerfully approve; but it is difficult to place upon these 

unds the case of this proposen beneficiary, who has renounced a wife's re- 
tion, with all its duties and all its rights, and who by her own act placed her- 
self beyond the possibility of becoming the widow of her soldier husband. 

If, as stated in the report of the House committee on this bill, the bene- 

ciary, for some reason, contributed See toward the soldier's sup- 

rt after her divorce an d the expense of his the fact still remains 

hat this soldier died in a Soldiers’ Home wifeless and lea no one surviy- 
ing who, claiming to be his widow, should be allowed to pran N death. 
GRO CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 20, 1896. 
Mr. PICKLER. I move that this veto message be referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
The motion was agreed to. 
HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 


Mr. LACEY submitted a conference report; which was read, as 
follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House to the bill (8. sain) having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 


ny MS Houses as follows: 
at in lieu of the Senate bill and the House amendment thereto, the fol- 
lowing substitute be passed: 


“An act for the relief of settlers on e e Pacific Railroad indemnity 


“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That those Poman, their heirs, or le 
representatives, who, between the 15th day of August, A. D. 1887, and the 
day of Jan: , A. D. 1889, settled upon and made final proof and entry, under 
the homes' or preemption laws. of lands within the so-called second indem- 
nity belt of the Northern Pacific Railway 5 221 in the State of 
Minnesota, which entries were afterwards, without the em canceled, upon 
establishing these facts before the register and receiver of the local land 
office, in such mode and under such rules as may be prescribed by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, shall be allowed to make final homestead entry, and re- 
ceive a patent therefor, of a quantity of land of any of the unappropriated 
public lands of the United States subject to homestead entry, equal in acre- 

to the land proved up and ente in the said second indemnity belt, as 

‘oresaid, without being required to make any settlement or improvement 
upon or cultivation of such land so entered prior to such entry; and those 
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ion la 
‘Were not permitted to en u 

register and receiver of the local office, in such mode and under such 
rules as the a, of the Interior may prescribe, shall be allowed to enter 
lawsof the United 5: 


approved 555 upon condition of paying for such lands the 
prescribed in said act. 

Sud. 3. That the right of homestead entry conferred by the provisions of 
this act shall not be assignable, and no conveyance, sale, or transfer of the 
land so entered shall be valid or of any effect if made before patent has 


THOS. H. CARTER, 
FRED T. DUBOIS, 
J. H. BERRY, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JOHN F. LACEY, 
EDGAR WILSON, 

O. W. UNDERWOOD, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. LACEY. I ask that the statement of the House conferees 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


ars pop arguing en for the bill and the amendment thereto, while pre- 
serving tho ge form of the Senate bill as to administrative process, em- 
bodies the principles embraced in the House amendment in that it permits 
the persons for whose relief the bill provides to select lands subject to home- 
stead entry in the State of Minnesota or anywhere else on the public domain, 
and it likewise gives unto said settlers the benefits.of the commutation fea- 
ture of omestead law as it existed at the time they made their filings 
on the inderanity lands of the Northern Pacific Railroad. 


Mr. LACEY. I move the adoption of the conference report. 

Mr. McRAE. I should like to be heard for a few minutes on 
that question. z 5 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, this Senate bill was amended in the 
House by the adoption of a proposition in the nature of a substi- 
tute, recommended by the Committee on Public Lands. The 
Senate disagreed to that amendment, and the matter went into 
conference without any discussion. We are now asked by this 
conference report to vote upon a new substitute for the two other 

itions. As I have not had an opportunity to examine this 
new proposition, I am not, of course, prepared to point out fully 
the objections to it; but I am to some extent familiar with the 
bill as passed by the Senate, and if this substitute is substantially 
the original Senate bill, it is a dangerous precedent and it ought 


not to 
The act of which this proposition is in the nature of an extension 
was passed October 1, 1890, by the Fifty-first Congress. It allowed 


tocertain settlers within the second indemnity limits of the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad grants, who had made final proof and entry 
and afterwards lost the land, to make a new entry, and fixed a 
time within which they should initiate and perfect these new 
entries. That time was permitted to and some of the entries 
were not transferred under that law. e gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Towne] introduced a bill which was perhaps too 
broad in its scope; but in order to reach a deserving class of peo- 
ple the committee saw fit to recommend it as an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute. As I understand it, the pending Sen- 
ate bill goes very much farther than this Congress has ever gone 
in the direction df allowing new entries to be made upon the 
c lands. It requires no residence and cultivation. 

As I have already stated, not having had a chance to examine 
carefully the changes which have been made by the amendment, 
I will not be able to state as clearly and concisely as I should like 
to do the objections to the proposition and the difference between 
the two; but in substance it provided that those persons, their 
heirs or legal mtatives, who settled upon, improved, and 
cultivated with a view of entering, etre they had initiated 
no claim and acquired no rights under any of the public-land laws 
should be allowed the same rights as those who were permitted 
under the ruling of the ent to initiate such rights. This 
gives these squatters al status they never had, and lam unable 
to see how it can be justified. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Are we to understand from the gentleman’s 
statement that the measure upon which he is commenting allows 
to the 1 who has never declared any purpose to enter the 
Iand under the general entry laws the same privileges as those 
given to persons who comply with the law? 

Mr. MCRAE. That is the effect of the bill, as I understand it. 
Now, if the conferees are able to state just what the conference 


bill provides I should be glad to have it done, so as to obviate, if 
possible, the criticisms I make on the Senate bill. 
Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him to point 


| out the objectionable features of the bill as proposed in the sub- 
stitute? 


Mr. McRAE, As I have just said, I have had no opportunity 
to read the bill; my attention has not been called to it; and the 
statement made by the conferees is only six or eight lines and fur- 
nishes no explanation. It does not afford the information that I 
think we onght to have. Iam now examining the report itself to 
ascertain precisely what it proposes. I have pointed out the main 
objection to the bill as I understand it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. In view of the importance of this question 
and the brevity of the report—no adequate explanation having 
been furnished as to the changes in the two bills—wonuld the gen- 
tleman from Iowa not allow it to be printed in the RECORD and 
go over until to-morrow? 

Mr. LACEY. Ihave no objection in the world. I am satisfi 
my colleague would not make the remarks he has been making 
after he has had an 8 examining it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. t would be the most satisfactory way. 

Mr. LACEY. Task unanimous consent that it go over until to- 
morrow morning. 

. Mc . That would save time. 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

Bon Bok aces The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Kem] 
objec 

It can be withdrawn, however, and brought up to-morrow. 

Mr. LACEY. Then I will withdraw it. Having been read, it 
will of course be printed in the RECORD anyhow. 

The SPEAKER. The report is withdrawn temporarily. 

Mr. LACEY. I am satisfied my colleague on the committee 
will make no objection when he examines it. 


STANDARD SHAPE AND SIZE OF DRY MEASURES IN THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA, 


Mr, CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit a privi- 


Ihe Clork read aa follows: T 


The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. ) defining the standard 
shape and size for dry Columbia, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the first and third amend- 
ments of the Senate, and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its second amendment. 

G. M. CURTIS, 
A. MILNES, 

S. W. COBB, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
A. O. BACON, 

J. A. PRITCHARD, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The effect of the conference report is to make it optional whether potatoes 
shall be sold by ba gop or by measure, the House having made it mandatory 
that potatoes shall be sold by weight. 

The second amendment of the Senate provided a different standard of meas- 
ure for potatoes when sold by retail from the weight when sold by wholesale, 
and from this amendment the Senate recedes. 

The third amendment refers simply to the phraseology of the bill. 


The report of the conference committee was 


to. 
On motion of Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 
PRACTICE OF MEDICINE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. SHANNON. Mr. Speaker, I send a conference report to 
the desk for immediate action. 


The SPEAKER, The report will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5731) to regulate the prac- 
tice of medicine and surgery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to pun- 
ish persons violating the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia, hav- 
ing met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its ment to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, II. 12, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19, 25, 26, 27, 29, 31, 

33, 34, 35, 36, and N. and agree to the same. 


t the House recede from its ent to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 16, and to the same amended to read as follows: On 
8, section 7, line 22, e out examination“ where it occurs the second time; 
and that the Senate agree to the same. 3 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the thirtieth amendment 
of the Senate, and to the same amended to read as follows: On page 11, 
section 12, line 9, pa e out any where it occurs the first time; and that 


the Senate the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 20, 21, 22, 23, and 24, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment, so that section 10 shall read as follows: 

“Src. 10. That the board of medical supervisors of the District of Columbia 
may, by a vote of four members, re to grant or may revoke a 

may cause the name of any person to be removed from the record of the 

Soprano oont o£ the District of Columbia and from the register of the 
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fraud or d ee provided for in this act, 
chronic ine! 2 tie of crime in- 
volving moral ary or tnprofessignal or 8 conduct. In 
complaints under be furnished with a of 


ts 

te complaint and given a hearing before said beard In person ot by r- 
ne; or and on t — or 
— Deny d behalf of accused, and fi 
on behalf of the said board. A 
be taken to the court of a: of 
Baid board may at any te within two years 

or revocation of a license, or the cancellation of 

under this section, by a vote of four members, issue, without 
and priviloges of which he a affected, restoring to him or her all the rights 

he or she had been deprived by said board.” 


N 
And that the te agree to the same. 
Tmt tine Sonate — amendments numbered 4 and 28. 


= C. SHANNON, 
J. W. K, 
S. W. 00 
Managers on the . — of the House. 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


th an amendment, by w. 
5 eser an mh advertisement in a newspaper would not come under 
roviana e. oft 
endments delaying the time when the act shall 
tei’ Sonate recedes from amendments delaying the tim 
The report was adopted. 
REPRINT OF A BILL, 
Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for a 
rint of the bill H. R.6119 and the report thereon. 
. CANNON. What billis that? that the labor bill? 
Mr. PHILLIPS. That is the bill to be considered to-morrow. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
asks unanimous consent for a 5 of the bill to be 
consid: to-morrow, reported from the Committee on Labor. 
Is there obj ww 
Mr. object. 
The SP 3 
Nebraska . Kem]. 
Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PHILLIPS] can introduce a resolution and have it neh to the 
Committee on Printing. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to make a change of refer- 
ence. The bill S. 1420 should go to the Committee on Pensions 
instead of to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


8 bin (H. R. 7324) to authorize and empower the State of South 
Dakota to select the Fort Sully Military rvation in said State 
as a part of the lands granted to the State under the provisions of 
an act to provide for the admission of South Dakota into the Union, 
5 February 22, 1889, and for indemnity school lands, and 

for other 

A bill Gl. K. 43 R. 4324) authorizing the Secre of the Navy to 
deliver one condemned cannon to the Ser ce oaei; Peoria 
County, Ill., and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8590) granting to the Denver, Cripple Creek and 
Southwestern Railroad Company a right of way through the 
South Platte and Plum Creek forest reserves, in the State of Colo- 


rado; 
pA bil (H. R. 5226) to give increased pension to Gen. James C. 
rrott; 

A bill (H. R. 5217) a one 4 8 pi residence i in a Territory a 

prerequisite to obtaining a divorce th 

A bill fe 1837) 5 a pension 5 5 Ellen C. Ewing, widow 
of Byt. Maj. Gen. Thomas Ewing; 

A bill (E R. 4452) to amend section 416 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States relating to the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 8260) to authorize the establishment of a Ufe-sav- 
ing station at Port Huron, on the coast of Lake Huron, Michigan; 

bill G. R. 7285) for the relief of George McFarland; 

A bill (H. R. 4179) to amend section 3719 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, relative to guaranties on proposals for naval supplies; 

A bill (H. R. 9030) declaring a certain bridge across the Talla- 
hatchie River, in Tallahatchie County, State of Mississippi, a law- 
ful structure, and for other purposes 

A bill (H. R. 270) chan the time of holding terms of the 

the United States in the northern 


circuit and district courts 
district of California; 

A bill (H. R. 5379) making it unlawful to shoot at or into an 
locomotive or car, or at any person thereon, or to throw any roc. 


or other ae at or into any e or car in the Indian 

Territory, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 3013) to amend section 4131 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, to improve the merchant-marine - 
neer service and thereby also to increase the efficiency of the 
Naval Reserve, and for other purposes. 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and res- 
olutions were taken from the Speaker's table, and referred by the 
Speaker as follows: 

A bill (S. 2753) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate one condemned cannon to the Lake Madison Vet- 
eran Association, Grand Army of the eat ga of the State of 
South Dakota—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2583) for the relief of Leonard I. pth ee late first 
lieutenant 5 Fifth Vermont Volunteers to the Com- 
mittee on Military 

A bill (S. 2384) for ean relief of David O. Burleigh—to the Com- 
mittes on Military Affairs. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Joy, for one week, on account of important business. 
z To Mr. MILLER of Kansas, indefinitely, on account of important 

usiness. 

To Mr. WHEELER, for four days, on account of death in his 
family. 
CONFEREES ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the House 
on the District of Columbia appropriation bill Mr. Grout, Mr, 
PITNEY, and Mr. Dockery. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—MITCHELL vs. WALSH. 


Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr.S 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the tleman rise? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I have an agreement with Committee on 
Elections No. 2 that the views of the minority may be filed 
to-morrow in the contested-election case of Mitchell vs. Walsh. 

The SPEAKER. The 


tleman asks unanimous consent for 


an extension of time for the minority report in the contested- 
3 alsh, with the consent of the com- 
mi 


Mr. DINGLEY. How long an extension? 

Mr. MAGUIRE. For one day. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

The SPEAKER. 2 is made by the gentleman from 


Nebraska 
Mr. MA: UIRE. | move, then, that the time in 1 to file the 


Mr. RICHARDSON, I submit that the question involves the 
right of a member to his seat, and that any motion in connection 
with that or incidental to it ought to be to be privileged 

The SPEAKER upon bythe 


The time has alread. agreed 
e Aae relief, but 1 it is not 


House. The Chair would be glad to 
possible under the circumstances. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is a question incidental to the matter 
of the right of a member to his seat. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think it extends to that. 

And then, on motion of Mr. DINGLEY (at 4 o’clock and 51 min- 
utes p. m.), "the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS, 


Under clanse 2 of Rule XIII. bills and resolutions were sever- 
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
to the 5 Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred House bill No. 5356, reported 
in lieu thereof a Dill (H. R. 9101) to authorize the Montgomery 
Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Alabama River near the city of Montgomery, Ala., accompanied 
by a report (No. 1914); which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WILSON of New York, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred House bill No. 4072, reported in 
lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 9102) to amend section 5 of an act to 
relieve certain gg mang or enlisted men of the Navy and Marine 


eee © nent eid}; WHE sa Ul and Spor 
accompani & Te) o. 1915); which sai an 
were Atrod to 8 Whole House on the state 


of the a. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severall 9 from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
e to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. LESTER, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (House Res. No. 334) to refer to the Court of Claims bills of 
the following titles: A bill (H.R.1051) for the relief of the estate 
of Henry C. Toms, deceased; a bill (H. R.1571) for the relief of 
the estate of Richard Higgins; a bill (H. R.1002) for the relief 
of the estate of Needham Bullard, deceased; a bill (H. R. 1003) for 
the relief of the trustees of St. Phillip’s Church, of Atlanta, Ga.; a 
bill (H. R. 2745) for the relief of Thomas S. Lutterloh and Ca 
Fear Steamboat Company; a bill (H. R. 933) for the relief of the 
owners of the steamer Clara Bell; a bill S R. 982) for the relief 
of Mrs. Catharine Barry Meeha; a bill (H. R. 1276) for the relief of 
the 51 — representatives of Ann D. Holsey, deceased; a bill (H. R. 
5716) for the relief of the legal representatives of Alfred Duplantier, 
deceased; a bill (H. R. 5611) for the relief of the estate of Phillip W. 
Engs, deceased, and Enoch M. Marshall; a bill (H. R. 7025) for the 
relief of the estate of William I. Way, deceased; a bill (H. R. 1055) 
for the relief of Charles T. Hyde; a bill (H. R. 1800) for the relief of 
Francis Millet; a bill (H. R. 7159) for the relief of the heirs of Henry 
Ruby, deceased; a bi Ge R. 6935) for the relief of the personal rep- 
resentatives of Mitchell J. Childress; a bill (H. R. 6296) for the re- 
lief of H. W. Rookwood; a bill (H. R. 5878) for the relief of the heirs 
of Silas Burke, deceased; a bill (H. R. 561) for the relief of the estate 
of Jane Taylor, deceased; a bill (H. R. 1900) for the relief of Mary 
E. Hughes, heir of D. L. Pritchard, deceased; a bill (H. R. 6682) 
for the relief of the estate of Joshua Hill, deceased; a bill (H. R. 
6912) for the relief of David Hogan; a bill (H. R. 5 or the re- 
lief of the owners of the steamer 3 a bill (H. R. 8335) for 
the relief of Jacob Cohen; a bill (H. R. ) for the relief of J. H. 
Sparks; a bill (H. R. 6943) for the relief of Sarah Friedman; a 
bill (H. R. 5460) for the relief of James cg a bill (H. R.) 
for the relief of Rudolphus Minton; a bill (H. R. 6596) for the re- 
lief of George S. Ayre; a bill (H. R. 7550) for the relief of Nimrod 
D. Keneaster; a bill ee R. 8142) for the relief of Gertrude A. 
Leftwich, widow of John W. Leftwich, deceased; a bill (H.R. 
2076) for the relief of Abner D. Lewis; a bill (H. R.3680) for the 
relief of the heirs of Joseph B. Seabrook, deceased; a bill (H. R. 
4772) for the relief of the estates of John Flower and Thomas B. 
Flower, deceased; a bill (H. R.7123) for the relief of George S. 
Ayre; a bill (H. R.8781) for the relief of Jacob R. Smith; a bill 

H. R. 8837) for the relief of the heirs or legal representatives of 

ton Borchert; a bill (H. R. 3788) for the relief of Mrs. E. Taylor; 

a bill (H. R. 5900) for the relief of the administrator of Thomas 
K. Ball, deceased. (Report No. 1912.) 

By Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
Sr R. 1047) for the relief of Harriet A. Phillips. (Report No. 

913.) 


By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: The bill (H. R. 7627) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Lochard. (Report No. 1916.) 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions: 
The bill (H. R. 7885) granting a pension to Evan Schriver. 
(Report No. 1917.) > 
The bill (H. R. 7883) granting a pension to Barney Schriver. 


Cer No. 1918.) A l 
The bill (H. R. 6966) granting an increase of pension to William 
T. March. (Bepon No. 1919.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (S. 1898) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Mrs. Mari- 
etta Hayes.” (Report No. 1920.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 2711) entitled An act granting a pension to Ira 
Harris.” (Report No. 1921.) 


— 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk and laid on the table as follows: 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio, from the Committee on War Claims: 
The bill (H. R. 1789) for the relief of Daniel W. Boutwell. (Report 
No. 1910.) 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: The 
pill H. R. 2073) for the relief of Emanuel Faust, late Company 
B, Forty-sixth Illinois Infantry. (Report No, 1911.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

8 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 9099) for the regulation of 


cemeteries and the disposal of dead bodies in the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STRAIT: A bill (H. R. 9100 authorizing Joseph J. 
Kinyoun, passed assistant surgeon of the Marine-Hospital Service 
to accept a gold medal from the President of the Republic of 
Venezuela—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, ; 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 9103) for the reopening and 
improvement of the mouth of the Quillayute River, in the State 
of Washington—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A resolution (House Res. No. 354) 
to amend Rule XXVI, section 2—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A resolution (House Res, No. 355) direct- 
ing the Secretary of Agriculture to furnish certain information 
concerning the a Pa in his Department—to the Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 356) directing the Postmas- 
ter-General to furnish certain information concerning the em- 
— 1755 in his Department to the Committee on Reform in the 

Service. 


Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 357) directing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to furnish certain information concerning the em- 
8 in his office—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 

rvice. 8 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 358) directing the Secretary 
of War to furnish certain information concerning the employees 
5 his Department—to the Committee on Reform in the Civi 

rvice. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 359) directing the Secretary 
of the Navy to furnish certain information concerning the em- 
oe in his Department—to the Committee on Reform in the 

ivil Service. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 360) directing the Secretary 
of State to furnish certain information concerning the employees 
— his Department—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 

rvice. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 361) directing the Secretary 
of the Interior to furnish certain information concerning the em- 
5 5 5 in his Department—to the Committee on Reform in the 

ivil Service. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 362) directing the Attorney- 
General to furnish certain information concerning the employees 
— his Department—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 

Tvice, 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A resolution (House Res. No. 385) 
to print 10,000 copies of the immigration bill—to the Committee 
on Printing. 

By Mr. STRONG: A resolution (House Res. No. 863) to author- 
ize the Clerk to pay E. J. Totten for services as clerk of the Clerk’s 
document room—to the Committee on Accounts, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: A bill (H. R.9104) for the relief 
of William L. M. Patterson—to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs. 
By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H.R.9105) for the relief of 
J. N. Wertz- to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 9106) for the relief of James 
McGinnis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 9107) for the relief of James 
S. Logan—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 9108) for the relief of Peter Casey, 
late captain, Company H, Ninetieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H. R. 9109) for the relief of Andrew 
Defiel—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 9110) granting an increase of 
pension to Hiram Speer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R.9111) for the relief of Mrs. Mary 
L. Bryan, of Grant County, Ark.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


By Mr. McEWAN: A bill (H. R.9112) granting an additional 
pension to Henry Van Gelder, of Jersey City, N.J.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R.9113) for the relief of Leonard 
I. Brownson, late first lieutenant Company K, Fifth Vermont Vol- 
unteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9114) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the military record of Patrick 
Barrett, Battery F, Fourth United States Artillery—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. TAFT (by request): A bill (H. R. 9115) for the relief of 
Joseph Schmitt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 9116) granting a pension to 
Hannah A. ewes the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 9117) for relief of the estate 
of John Dear, deceased, of Attala County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: ; 

By Mr. BAKER of Maryland: Petition of citizens of Westmin- 
ster, Md., in favor of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Papers relating to the claim of Randolph 
Simpson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURTON of Missouri: Petitions of certain residents 
of Sheldon, Golden City, Joplin, and Carthage, Mo., praying 
for favorable action on bill to amend the postal laws relating to 
second-class matter and bill to reduce letter postage to 1 cent 
per hatt oance—to the Committee on the P ffice and Post- 


By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of 50 citizens of Owensboro and 
Hartford, Ky., asking for the passage of House bills Nos. 888 and 
4566, to amend the laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post- 

By Mr. CLARK of Iowa: Petitions of citizens of Salem and Fort 
Madison , lowa, in favor of the passage of House bills Nos. 838 and 
4566, for 1-cent letter postage and the amendment of the postal 
laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petitions of citizens of Onslow, Garrison, 
Gladbrook, and Conrad Grove, Iowa, asking for the passage of 
House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CROWTHER: Petitions of citizens of Camden Point, 
Easton, and Burlington Junction, Mo., for favorable action on 
House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, 5 the postal laws to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Memorial of the Seattle (Wash.) Cham- 
ber of Commerce, favoring legislation which will secure a 1-cent 
postage rate—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: Resolutions adopted at a public meet- 
ing in Mount Vernon, N. Y., urging vigorous measures to pre- 
2 the outrages in Armenia—to the Committee on Foreign 

airs. . 

By Mr. FENTON: Petitions of citizens of Jackson and Galli- 
polis, Ohio, favoring the passage of House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, 
amending the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FLYNN: Resolution of John Noble Assembly, No. 1894, 

ights of Labor, of Pawnee, Okla., praying for the independence 
of Cuba—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of citizens of Glouster, Ohio, 
asking for favorable action on House bill No. 838, to reduce letter 
postage, and House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relatin, 
to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office an 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GROUT: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Chicago, 
8 against the passage of House bill No. 8536 and Senate 

ill No. 2967, amending the interstate- commerce law- to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HYDE: Petition of citizens of Spokane County, Wash., 
in opposition to the passage of a funding bill—to the Committee 
on Pacific Railroads, 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of Knights of Labor General Assem- 
bly, in favor of House bill No. 6119, for the appointment of an 
impartial committee to investigate the labor problem and suggest 
remedy—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petitions of citizens of New Sharon, Oska- 
loosa, Grinnell, Brooklyn, Kellogg, and Ottumwa, Iowa, asking 
favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Petition of 21 citizens of Lima, Ohio, for 
favorable action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending 
= pan laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. LINTON: Petitions of citizens of Bancroft, Cass City, 
Chesaning, Mayville, and Kingston, Mich., favoring the passage 
of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, to amend the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MCCORMICK: Petitions of citizens of Southold, N. Y., 
and vicinity, favoring the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

5 Mr. MCEWAN (by request): Petition of Alfred S. Franklin, 
of West Hoboken, N. J., ing consideration of his former me- 
morial—to the Committee on Labor. 
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By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia (by request): Petition of 
citizens of Sistersville, Ronceverte, Williamson, St. Marys, and 


eye W. Va., asking favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 
and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: Petitions of citizens of Conneaut and 
Orwell, Ohio, in favor of House bills Nos, 4566 and 838, amending 
K tal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: Sundry petitions of numerous citizens of 
the State of Colorado, in favor of better immigration laws—to the 
Committee on igration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petitions of citizens of Sparta, 
Grand Rapids, and Clarksville, Mich., for favorable action on 
House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Petitions of citizens of Union and Lancaster, 
S. C., asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, 
to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
5 House bill relating to Joseph J. Kin 

o, papers to accompany House bi g oseph J. Kin- 
youn—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STRONG: Petitions of citizens of Ada and Mechanics- 
burg, Ohio, for favorable action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 888, 
to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TAFT: Petition of citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, for favor- 
able action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the postal 
laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TAYLER: Petitions of citizensof Youngstown, Minerva, 
and Canal Fulton, Ohio, asking for favorable actionon House bills 
Nos. 838 and 4566, amending the postal laws—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr, TRELOAR: Pa to accompany bill to remove the 
charge of desertion from military record of John Ziegler—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN VOOR : Petition of James Rummer and 229 

other citizens of Morgan County, Ohio, asking that a bill to re- 

strict immigration be passed—to the Committee on Immigration 

ana so, petition of cit f Dyson, Ohio, f. the passage 
so, petition of citizens o n, Ohio, favori e 

of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the postal laws—to 

Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: Petition of citizens of Westerville. 
Ohio, asking favorable consideration of House bills Nos. 838 and 
4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Paper to accompany House bill for the 

ar Claims. 
eld and 


relief of John Dear—to the Committee on 
By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: Petition of citizens of Sprin; 

Washington, Ohio, asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 
838 and 4566, amending the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

_By Mr. WOOMER: Remonstrance of Daniel G. Miller and 50 
citizens, of Lebanon, Pa., against the acceptance of the Marquette 
statue—to the Committee on the Library. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, May 21, 1896. 


Prayer by Rev. W. L. WATEKINSON, of London, England. 

The Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore 
took the chair. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. ALLEN, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will, without 
objection, stand approved. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, 
on the 19th instant, approved and signed the act (S. 2642) to pro- 
vide for the safety of passengers on excursion steamers, 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairlays before the Sen- 
ate the conference report on the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. If there is no morning business, I desire to 
call up the conference report on the legislative, executive, and 
judicial ee St bill. 

The PR ENT pro tempore. The Chair lays the conference 
report on the river and harbor bill before the Senate by virtue of 
the unanimous-consent agreement made yesterday. . 
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Mr. CULLOM. I did not hear anything of such an agreement. 
All right, however. 

. Mr. SHERMAN. Let the report be read. 

The Secretary read the report of the committee of conference 
on the bill (H. R.7977) making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes, as printed in the Senate proceed- 
ings of yesterday. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). 
The question is, Will the Senate concur in the report of the com- 
mittee of conference? 

Mr. PLATT. May I be permitted to put in some morning busi- 
ness? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Chair 
will receive routine morning business. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PLATT 5 a petition of the Buffers and Polishers’ 
anization of Meriden, Conn., praying for the free and unlim- 
ited coinage of silver and gold at the ratio of 16 to 1; which was 


ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. McMILLAN penen a petition of the Maryland Christian 
timore, Md., praying for the enactment of 


Endeavor Union of 

legislation raising the of consent from 16 to 18 years in the 
District of Columbia; and also for the enactment of a Sunday-rest 
law in the District of Columbia, and remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation to promote race-track gambling in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

ce Union of Onekama, Mich., . ainst the 
troduction of military ar aig io the public schools of the coun- 
; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

e also presented a petition of Detroit Lodge, No. 82, Interna- 
tional Association of Machinists, of Detroit, Mich.; a petition of 
Mineral King Lodge, No. 129, Brotherhood of Locomotive Fire- 
men, of Escanaba, Mich., and a petition of the Council of Trades 
and Labor Unions, of Detroit, Mich., praying for the Government 
control and 5 the 3 lines; which were referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented the petition of J. W. Howard and 
118 other members of the Sixth life-saving district, praying that 
their salaries be paid to them monthly; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of the Merchants’ Exchange 
of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the adoption of certain 
amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. BRICE presented a memorial of the Produce Exchange of 
Toledo, Ohio, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” ap- 
proved February 4, 1887; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Civil Engineers’ Club of 
Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the establishment of engineering experiment stations in 
connection with colleges in the several States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of the Medical Society of the 
State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the passage of Sen- 
ate bill No. 1552, for the further prevention of cruelty to animals 
in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of Chapter II, Colonial Dames of 
America, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the passage 
of Senate bill No. 3087, to incorporate the National Society of 
Colonial Dames of America; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 

The PRESIDENT pr 8 a memorial of the 

Washington Chemical Society, of Washington, D. C., remonstrat- 
ing against the enactment of any legislation on the subject of 
vivisection; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Rhode Island Business Men’s 
Association, of Providence, R. I., praying for the establishment of 
a department of commerce and manufactures; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial of Alice May Douglass and 44 
other citizens of the United States, and the memorial of S. J. 
Fernald and 12 other citizens of Portland, Me., remonstrating 
against the introduction of military peg er, foo the public schools 
of the country; which were referred to the Committee on Military 


He also presented a memorial of the National Convention of 
Railroad Commissioners, of Washington, D. C., remonstrating 


against the adoption of certain proposed amendments to the inter- 
state-commerce law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R.6111) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Sargent; 

A bill (H. R.3857) granting a pension to Thomas Brewer; an 

A bill (H. R. 4283) granting a poe to Delia A. Marsh. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment: 

A bill (S. 2753) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate 1 condemned cannon to the Lake Madison Vet- 
eran Association, Grand Army of the Republic, of the State of 
South Dakota; 

A bill R.8495) granting to John Hill Post, No. 86, of Boon- 
ton, N. J., 4 condemned cannon and 20 cannon balls; 

A bill (H. R. 8324) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate 4 pieces of condemned cannon and 4pyramids 
of condemned cannon balls to the Grant County Union Soldiers’ 
Monument and Memorial Association of Wisconsin; and 

A bill (H. R.7771) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate condemned cannon and condemned cannon 
balls to certain posts of the Grand Army of the Republic. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8262) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Navy to furnish condemned cannon to 
certain Grand Army posts, a monument association, and army 
post, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. ALDRICH 
April 30, 5 for the purchase of Lookout Point Park, 
Lookout Mountain, Tennessee, intended to be proposed to the 
deficiency appropriation bill, reported it favorably and submitted 
a report thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and printed; which was to. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 3582) to remove the charge of desertion now standin, 
against Henry H. Bailey, reported it without amendment, an 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2) disposing of two condemned 
cannon, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5280) for the relief of George W. Freeman, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2048) for the relief of Rufus Betz, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5999) to correct the 
military record of Elbridge McFadden, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 795) for the relief of John Little and Hobart 
Williams, of Omaha, Nebr., reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7255) authorizing the establishment of a 
life-saving station on the coast of Maryland, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HARRIS submitted a report to egg! wep ses bill — 3088) 
to authorize the extension of the lines of the Potomac Electric 
Light and Power Company, heretofore reported. 

. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1589) in relation to refunding certain sums to 
port wardens, submi an adverse report thereon, which was 
agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


WILLIAM H: FOSTER. 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 33) for the relief of William H. Foster, of 
Boston, in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, receiver of the 
Union Steamship Company, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon, accompanied by the following resolu- 
tion; which was read: 


Resolved, That the bill S. M. as amended, entitled A bill for the relief of 
the le; resentatives of William H. Foster, of Boston, in the Common- 
wealth of usetts, receiver of the Union 1 to- 
gether with all the papers accompanying, be, and the same is hereby, referred 
to the Court of Cla‘ in pursuance of the previsions of an act entitled “An 
act to provide for the of suits against the Government of the United 
States.“ approved March 3, 1587; and the said court shall proceed with the 
same in 6 the provisions of such act, and report to the Senate 


in acco: there 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Mr. WARREN. I ask for the present consideration of the 
resolution. 3 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to inquire whether this is the claim 
involving 5 by ship agents? 

Mr. WARREN. No; itis not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I have no objection to the resolution. 

Mr. PASCO. I suggest to the Senator from Wyoming that it 
should read: In pursuance of the fourteenth section of an act 
entitled,” etc., instead of in pursuance of the provisions of the act 
generally. I think that is the usual form. 

Mr. WARREN. Laccept the suggestion of the Senator from 
Florida, and ask that the resolution be so modified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The resolution will be so modi- 
fied. The question is on agreeing to the resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


WILLIAM F. JOHNSON. 


Mr. SEWELL. I move that the vote by which the bill (S. 2184) 
granting a pension to William F. Johnson was indefinitely post- 
poned be reconsidered, and that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 3182) granting a pension to 
Susan E. Cunningham; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3183) granting a pension 
to Harriet Clarissa Mercur, widow of James Mercur, late pro- 
fessor of civil and military engineering in the United States Mili- 
tary Academy at West Point, N. Y.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 3184) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James H. Kile; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3185) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John McGrath; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 3 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3186) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Cornelia Grant; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 3187) for the relief of Hattie 
A. Phillips; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. $ 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3188) to ratify an agreement with 
the Indians of the Shoshone or Wind River Reservation, Wyo., 
and making an appropriation to pay Sern same into effect; estab- 
lishing the Wyoming Hot Springs rvation, and making an 
appropriation for the survey thereof; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 3189) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the name of Emanuel Schamp; which was read 
peiin by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 3190) granting a pension to 
Amos L. Hood; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill ne 3191) granting a pension to Milton 
T. Bedford; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.3192) granting a pension to Annie 
C. Dodd; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
pirn 1 70 rs, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

j 6 AY (by 8 beset introduced a bill (S. 3193) for the relief 
of Isaac Newton, of Washington, D. C.; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 3194) for the relief of Wil- 
liam McFarland; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (S. 3195) to amend the military 
record of Temple Short; which was twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill 175 3196) granting an increase of pension 
to George W. Walton; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 3197) for the relief of Capt. 
M. J. Grealish; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
ype ies papers, referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3198) granting a pension to Ed- 
ward Stanley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3199) granting a pension to Jackson 
Osborn; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (by request) submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the 8 deficiency appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
prosed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the 8 on Claims. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 

riations. 
. Mr. SQUIRE submitted an amendment intended to be propose 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

TRADE NAMES OF LIQUORS, 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 4580) to amend section 3449 of 
the 9 Statutes; Which was ordered to be printed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting sup- 
plemental estimates of appropriations required by the various 

epartments of the Government to complete the service of the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for prior years, amountin 
to $356,115.59; and for the postal service, payable from the post 
revenues, amounting to $18,669.95; which, with the accompany- 
ing paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 2 

ELECTION OF SENATORS BY DIRECT VOTE. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to give notice that to- 
morrow morning, immediately after the conclusion of the routine 
business, I shall move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the joint resolution reported from the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections (S. R. 6) proposing an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States providing for the election of Senators by 
the votes of the qualified electors of the States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to state that I have already given 
notice that I shall move to take up what is called the filled-cheese 


bill. LI hope that bill will be taken up to-morrow morning. 
Bag WHITE. We can not hear the Senator from Ohio on this 
side. 


Mr. SHERMAN, Istated that I have already given notice (and 
I hope it will not be interfered with) that I shall try to call up 
the filled-cheese bill to-morrow. The Senator knows the bill by 
thatname. There is a great mass of people who take an interest 
in that measure. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Of course, if notice has been 
viously given by the Senator from Ohio, I do not wish to interfere 
with his notice. I was not aware that such a notice had been 
kiven. I will change my notice, then, to Saturday morning, imme- 

iately after the conclusion of the morning business. I give notice 
that I shall move at that time that the Senate shall proceed to the 
consideration of the joint resolution which I have indicated. 

. FAULKNER. I suppose that is with the implied under- 
monding; of course, not to interfere with appropriation bills. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I gave notice some time ago of 
oy intention to move the consideration of the joint resolution. I 

e it there will be no appropriation bill for that time. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I think there will be one here for that time, 
unquestionably. 

. CULLOM. I should think the Senator from Oregon had 
better except appropriation bills. The conference report on the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill will perhaps 
be up for consideration by the Senate. I suggest to the Renate 
9175 e except conference reports and the deficiency appropriation 


Mr. ALDRICH. Isu there is nothing in the rules to pre- 
vent a Senator from giving a notice as to what he intends to doin 
the future? = 

Mr. CULLOM. Of course not. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I thought it better to have a proper under- 
8 the matter. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have given the notice, and I 


shall be governed by circumstances when the time comes. 
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Mr. FRYE. I call for the regular order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has been recognizing 
Senators to present morning business. 


Mr. FRYE. Icall the attention of the Chair to the fact that 
morning business is not the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning business had not 
been declared closed, but a conference report is privileged at all 
times according to the rule. 

Mr. FRYE. Unanimous consent was given that the confer- 
ence report should be taken up immediately after the reading of 
the Journal, and now half an hour is gone and it is hardly up. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of tatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the di eeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 5731) to regulate the practice of medicine and surgery, 
to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish persons violating 
the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia. 

e message also announced that the House had to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
6833) defining the standard shape and size for dry measures in use 
in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had di eed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5210) making 
appropriations to prorade for the expenses of the government of 
the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, 
and for other , asked a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Grout, Mr. PITNEY, and Mr. DOCKERY managers at 
the conference on the part of the House, 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 6249) making gah nieces for current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian rtment and for fulfilling treaty stip- 
ulations with various Tedis tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, further insisted upon its 
di eement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 33, 37, 
46, 47, 48, 49, 51, 52, 55, 64, 66, 69, 70, 71, 76, 77, 78, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, and 
94 to the said bill, asked a further conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Curtis of Kansas, and Mr. PENDLETON man- 
agers at the further conference on the part of the House, 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the bill (H: R. 7977) ing appropria- 
tions for the construction, repair, and preservation o i 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other p 

Mr. BACON, Mr. President, as stated by me to the Senate 

esterday, I shall ask the Senate to disagree to so much of the con- 
—.— report on the river and harbor bill as relates to the harbor 
of Brunswick, Ga. I recognize, of course, the rule that the motion 
can only be made as to the entire report; in other words, the dis- 
ent has to be made as to the Whole report in order that the 
particular item to which I refer may be remitted to the conference 
committee. 

Since I had the opportunity to address the Senate on the subject 
yesterday I have conference with some of the members of the 
conference committee and have agreed to some very liberal conces- 
sions, or, rather, I have made some very liberal concessions, which, 
I think, will put the matter in a condition where the conference 
committee will deal with it satisfactorily both to themselves and 
to those whom Irepresent. If, however, this is to be accomplished, 
it can only be done by a disagreement on the of the Senate, 
in order that the whole matter may be returned to the conference 
committee. In view of that fact, I shall not make the detailed 

h which I expected to make in the presentation of this pie 
tion to the Senate, and I shall give only such an outline of it as 
will put the Senate in possession of the facts necessary to enable 
them to act advisedly upon the question whether the report should 
be recommitted to the conference committee. 

The harbor of Brunswick is one which is recognized as among 
the best upon the whole Atlantic coast. The water within it is 
deep and it is very extensive. The commerce from this harbor is 
one in which all of the prominent Atlantic seaports are very much 
interested. In other words, ships from all the other seaports find 
at Brunswick cargoes which they are anxious to get if they can 
find sufficient water to enable them to enter the harbor. 

Up to the year 1890 there had been a continuous shoaling of the 
water upon the bar, which is situated some 5 miles out of the 
harbor, so that it had been reduced to a depth of about 18 feet at 
mean high tide. The consequence was that with the constantly 
increasingsize of ships the harbor was becoming practically closed 


to those vessels which would naturally engage in the trade of that 
port. The result was that the commerce of that city ran down to 
an nt figure, and it was evident that as a pork it was to 
be nently closed to the ordi commerce of the country. 
ere being no appropriation by for the opening of 
the harbor, some public-spirited citizens, in the hope to save their 
town from what would be equivalent to its destruction, conceived 
the plan of removing the obstructions from the bar by dynamite, 
At the head of those was the gentleman who afterwards made a 
contract with the Government under an act of Congress, Mr. 
Goodyear. In the absence of any appropriation by Congress these 

entlemen went forward and spent some six or seven thousand 

ollars of their private means in the necessary expenses in makin. 
a test as to whether the explosion of dynamite upon the bar 8 
remove the obstructions. The test made, although a very partial 
one, was so successful that they came to Congress, and under an 
act of Congress made a contingent contract. A certain amount 
was to be paid if a certain depth of water was obtained. 

The first contract made by the Government with Mr. Goodyear 
was fora certain on Hip 21 feet, I think, for which when obtained the 
United States would pay to him as contractor the sum of $10,000. 
That contract was made in utter inexperience as to what would 
be the cost of it, and he was guided in making it by the large suc- 
cess which he had had in the expenditure of the $6,000, which, of 
course, related to work which was much cheaper than the work 
subsequently performed, because it was onthesurface. Mr. Good- 
year went forward and got some 20 or 21 feet (I have forgotten 
which) and came to Con and showed the amount of money 
which had been expended and the results which had been accom- 
Gigi] and although the contract was for $10,000, Congress paid 

m $30,000 on a quantum meruit. Congress also entered into an 
additional contract by which upon the procurement of the depth 
of 23 feet there would be $30,000 additional paid. 

The contractor under this act of Con, has gone forward 
and it is in controversy whether or not the 23 feet have been ob- 
tained. The engineers of the Government claim that the amount 
obtained has been over 22 feet and less than 23 feet. The engi- 
neers for the contractor presented evidence to the effect that they 
have procured the entire 23 feet. In addition tothe measurements 
of the contractors, there is the evidence of all the pilots at that 

rt and all of those who are engaged in commerce that ships 

awing 23 feet have repeatedly passed over the bar and through 
the channel thus made. 

I have a list here which has been before the committee, but it 
is not necessary that I should detain the Senate with a discussion 
of the question whether the 23 feet have or have not been obtained. 
The matter was before the other House, and upon a full examina- 
tion by the committee of the House and by the House itself, the 
bill was sent to the Senate with a provision in the nature of a com- 
promise as to the particular question whether the contractor was 
entitled to be paid the $80,000 which would be due when 23 feet 
were obtained. The bill provided that the contractor should go 
on and continue to d the harbor, and that when he had pro- 
cured 24 feet he should then be pue not only for the 28 feet the 
$30,000 which had been provided by the previous act, but that he 
vier be paid a certain additional amount for making the 24 

eet, 

In that shape the bill came from the other House. When it 
came to the Senate the representation was made, which I think is 
a very reasonable one, that a 100-foot channel is entirely inade- 
quate to the proper safety of vessels passing in and out of that 
harbor. It was shown that a vessel in attempting to go through 
the narrow channel by reason of its failure to obey its rudder had 
at one time run outside of the channel and run aground, 
ve pate there was plenty of water there inside of the narrow 
channel. For that reason it was sought to get authority to ex- 
tend, or rather to widen, the channel to the extent of 300 feet, and 
that was the amendment put on by the Senate making payment 
at the same rate for the extra 200 feet that was given for the first 
100 feet. That was the amendment put upon the bill by the Sen- 
ate, and it was that amendment upon which the conference com- 
mittee was engaged, and which they finally reported as one from 
which the Senate ought to recede. 

There are two aspects in which I think this matter is entitled 
to the very serious consideration of the Senate. In the 8 
that of the public interest; that this is a bar Which should be re- 
moved from one of the most important harbors upon the South 
Atlantic coast. If the legislation stands as it would stand with a 
simple consent on the part of the Senate to recede from this amend- 
ment there would be no appropriation whatever for the Bruns- 
wick Harbor; it would have to go without any work whatever ex- 
cept upon the original 100-foot channel. That is a consideration 
whichaffectsthe public. The other consideration—and I willstate 
that I am not going to detain the Senate with any lengthy discus- 
sion; I ary desire to present the facts 

Mr. PLATT. May I make an inquiry? 

Mr. BACON, Certainly. 
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Mr. PLATT. How is this matter to get back to the considera- 
tion of the conference committee? Iwas not present when the 
Senator began his remarks, 

Mr. BACON. I recognize the fact, I will state in reply to the 
distinguished Senator from Connecticut, that the only way in 
which it can get back is by a disagreement to the entire report, 
and in that way send it back in order that the conferees may again 
act upon it. 

Mr. PLATT. Then, as to the other items with respect to which 
the conferees have agreed, the disagreementis considered as being 
merely formal for the purpose of allowing them to consider this 
item? 

Mr. BACON. That is all, so far as I understand. 

Mr. DUBOIS. If the Senator from Georgia will allow me, I 
will state to the Senator from Connecticut that an exactly similar 

roceeding was had in regard to the Indian appropriation bill a 
a daysago; precisely the same. Theentirereport was di 
to in order to correct an error. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam very much interested in it, and I want to 
get the item before the conferees again. 

Mr. BACON. Iam obliged to the Senator. I have alluded to 
the public interest in this matter, which I think is really an im- 
portant one. There is not aport on the Atlantic coast that is not 
interested in having the Brunswick Harbor in a condition where 
ships from those ports can go in. There is one single article of 
commerce from that port in which the entirecountry is interested. 
It is one of the largest ports, if not the t port, from which 
yellow pine lumber and timber are shipped, which are used all 
through the country; and unless the Government does properly 
attend to this bar the port will be practically closed for the en- 
trance of ships of the size which it is now profitable to use in that 
commerce. 

But to return to the question of the private interest of the con- 
tractor, I think his action in this matter is one which should ap- 
peal to the careful consideration of Congress. As I said, he has 
not onl yo: in his private money and has spent all the money 
which he has obtained from Congress, $30,000, but in addition he 
has spent all the money he could borrow and he has mortgaged 
every icle of property he could lay his hands on that he could 
not sell. He has expended, as I am informed, about $100,000 in 
this improvement. If the Government drops it where it is he is 
absolutely a bankrupted man. There is no doubt about it in the 
world. Not only that, but this important work must stop. Be 
can not even get the credit which will be necessary for him to 
complete the hundred-foot channel he is on, because he has ex- 
hausted all resources and all credit. He has certainly done that 
which I think should commend him to the generous treatment of 
the Congress of the United States in this matter. 

Mr. FRYE. Of course the Senate understands that in order to 
have any correction made in the report there must be a disagree- 
ment to the entire report. It must go back to the conferees. As 
a matter of course the conferees can in a very few moments report 


The trouble, and the principal trouble, with the amendment re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] was that 
there was a provision in it which authorized a departure from the 
1 which is being tried and the obtaining of this chan- 
nel by the old methods of dredging. The committee of confer- 
ence never could agree to that proposition under any circum- 
stances. The whole thing was entered into as an experiment. 
If it was a successful experiment, it was important for the Gov- 
ernment. If it was an unsuccessful one, as a matter of course it 
was a misfortune of the man who was making the experiment. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Maine it me to make 
one statement which I have made to him in private; and that is, 
I did not even know that that feature was in the amendment. I 
had not charge of the details of it, and as soon as the distinguished 
Senator from Maine called my attention to it in private conversa- 
tion I said to him that I would yield it, and without hesitation. 

Mr. FRYE. All I have to say about it is simply that if the Sen- 
ate thinks the Senator from Georgia is entitled to a change in this 
matter all it has to do is to disagree to the report, and the conferees 
will immediately meet and make another report. 

Mr, SHERMAN. Is it not a quicker way to disagree to that 
item of the report? 

Mr. FRYE. That can not be done. There must be a disagree- 
ment to the whole report or none. 

Mr. SHERMAN. the Senator from Maine thinks this par- 
pune item ought to go back, we had better send the whole report 

ck, 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Maine was persuaded by the 
Senator from Georgia, after he had made the great concessions in 
the amendment which he did, to favor the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Georgia. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Georgia 

. Bacon] ought to have another e in this matter, 
t I wish more particularly to say that I observe in the report of 


the conferees that there is a disagreement as to three items affect- 
ing the Santa Monica-San Pedro matter in California. One of 
5 items as it came to the Senate was for the improvement of 


Harbor, in accordance with the proposition of Colonel 

Benyaurd, $50,000. That item was in the bill as it came from the 

other House. To that proposition the Senate merely added a con- 

tinuing contract, the House E adopted the Benyaurd project. 

ae 3 on the part of the House object, as I ores se to 
at item. 

The other provision, regarding which there was extended de- 
bate in this body, with reference to a deep-sea harbor, is also the 
subject of a disagreement, and then a third provision inserted in 
the survey portion of the bill, providing for an examination with 
a view to ascertaining whether a depth of 25 feet could be obtained 
in the Wilmington or San Pedro- inner harbor is also included in 
the disagreement. 

I presume that at this time it is unnecessary tomakeany motion 
with reference to this matter, since the whole report is to be dis- 
agreed to. I desire, however, to state that I will request the Sen- 
ate to insist upon its amendments and make the matter the subject 
of further conference, if I am right in my view of the parliamen- 

situation. 
r. FRYE. That will have to be done when the committee 
reports again, P tinc it reports to the same effect. 
T TE. I so understand it, and desiring to have no 
trouble hereafter I make this statement now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the report of the committee of conference. 

The tre was nonconcurred in. 

Mr. YE. I move that the Senate request a further confer- 
ence with the House of Representatives on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the further 
conference; and Mr. FRYE, Mr. Quay, and Mr. VEsT were ap- 
pointed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS ALLEGHENY RIVER. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to call up the conference report on the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation „Which is 
now upon the table. 

Mr, T. Iam authorized by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3170) to authorize the Butler 
and Pittsburg Railroad Company to construct and maintain a 
bridge across the Allegheny River, to report it with an amend- 
ment, and to ask for its immediate consideration. It is a formal 
matter, and I ask the Senator from Illinois to yield for the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. Is it a long bill? 

Mr. VEST. It is an ordinary bridge bill and is not very long. 

Mr.CULLOM. As the Senator from Pennsylvania . QUAY 
has appealed to me and saysit is an important bill, which shoul 
Be reas at once, I yield for that purpose, if there will be no 

e % 

Mr. QUAY. If there is any debate it can go over. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, at the end 
of section 4, to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That all railroad companies desiring the use of the author- 
ized by this act shall have and be entitled to equal rights and privilege rela- 
tive to the passage of trains or cars over the same and over the approaches 
thereto upon the payment of a reasonable compensation for such use, and in 
case the owner or owners of such bridge and the several companies, or any 
one of them, desiring such use shall fail to agree upon the sum or sums to be 
paid and upon the rules and conditions to which each shall conform in using 
said bri all matters at issue between them shall be decided by the Secre- 
tary of War upon a hearing of the allegations and proofs of the parties. And 

ual privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted toall telegraph and 
telephone companies. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. : 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. I hope we may now proceed with the consid- 
eration of the conference report on the legislative, executive, and 


judicial eee riation bill. 

Mr. S Will the Senator from Illinois allow the filled - 
cheese bill to be taken up? 

Mr. CULLOM. I eau not afford to do that. The conference 
report has been laid aside two or three times to accommodate other 
appropriation bills. The filled-cheese bill will be discussed and 
opposed, 

Mr. SHERMAN. To some extent, but not much. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the Senator ought not to ask me to 
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yield for a general bill of this sort which will delay a very large 
ase . HERMA N I gi tice that after th is disposed 
T. 8 I give notice r the report i 
of I will ask the Senate to take up the filled-cheese bill. i 
Mr. CULLOM. The report, which is the third one on this bill, 
was read some days ago and laid on the table and printed, so that 


everybody in the te, I sup „ has seen it. that I desire 
is that the report shall be acted upon. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen- 


ate the conference report indicated, which will be stated by title. 

The SECRETARY. port of the committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 6248) making appropriations for the leg- 
islative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, there are two matters in the con- 
ference report to which I think the attention of the Senate ought 


to be called, and, as it seems to me, the Senate ought not to agree. 


to the conference 9 basing its objection to an agreement 
upon two grounds. the bill as it came from the House orig- 
inally there was a provision similar to what has been agreed to 
here—and I do not know but that it was precisely the same—re- 
lating to the matter of commissioners of the circuit courts. That 
matter was considered in the Judiciary Committee in connection 
with the matter of providing fees for district attorneys and mar- 
shals of the United States courts, and the opinion of the Judiciary 
Committee was unanimous against the provision of the House 
with reference to the appointment of commissioners. 

Then the Appropriations Committee refused to consider favor- 
ably the proposition which the House had made with reference to 
commissioners. My recollection is that when the matter came 
Bp on the passage of the bill in the Senate the Senator from New 

ork [Mr. HILL] practically asked whether the Senate conferees 
intended to give away the amendment by which the provision 
relating to commissioners was stricken out. Perhaps I do not 
state it exactly as it was put in the Senate, but substantially I 
think that was the effect of what the Senator from New York said. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Connecticut will permit me. 
While the question was being discussed, I called attention to the 
fact of the impropriety of legislating upon an appropriation bill, 
and instanced the fact that the Judiciary Committee had recom- 
mended that the whole matter relating to United States commis- 
sioners should be stricken out. The Committee on Appropriations 
struck it out. Therefore it was not discussed at all in the Senate. 

I then called attention to the fact that if the conference commit- 
tee should agree to the amendment of the House, it would be done 
without ever having been discussed in the Senate at all, I was 
then assured in the most positive language, and it can be found 
in the RECORD, that there would not be an agreement to that effect. 

Mr. PLATT. That is my recollection. 

Mr. CULLOM. I perhaps ought to say a word in reference to 
this point, as there seems to be an effort to put the committee in 
the attitude of going back upon its word. 

Mr. PLATT. Not that I know of. 

Mr. CULLOM. The truth about it, if the Senator from Con- 
necticut will allow me to interrupt him, is that the whole subject 
involying attorneys, marshals, and commissioners came before the 
Senate in the consideration of the bill. The question as to what 
should be done with them was discussed at some length in the Sen- 
ate before the bill was taken up for consideration by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations at all, as I remember it. It then went to 
the Committee on Appropriations. That committee referred the 
whole subject to the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate. 
They made their report, leaving out as a matter of fact the com- 
missioners, and the Committee on ASE aaa proceeded with 
the consideration of the bill and reported it, leaving out the com- 
missioners, but reporting finally in fayor of an arrangement with 
reference to attorneys and marshals. 

It then got into conference, after the bill had passed the Senate 
and gone back to the other House, and action was taken by the 
conferees of the two Houses, a di eement resulting at first, as 
I remember, by the conferees of the two Houses in reference 
thereto. But finally an agreement was had between the conferees 
of the two Houses as to attorneys and marshals, the conferees of 
the Senate still disagreeing to any provision in reference to com- 
missioners. 

The House conferees insisted upon the regulation of commis- 
sioners as well, and in the third conference which has been had 
upon the bill there was an agreementon the part of the conferees. 
In every report before this the Senate has known very well ex- 
actly the state of the case as it progressed before the conferees of 
the two bodies. 

Mr, PLATT. I wish to state that I am not finding fault with 
the conference committee. I trust the Senator from Illinois will 
not think I am. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ionly felt that it was probably due from me 
to state exactly the history of the matter, so that the Senate might 


not feel that we have not been strongly disposed to stand by the 
action of the Senate so long as it seemed at all proper that we 
should do so with regard to this item. 

Mr. PLATT. In reference to that, it seems to me that if the 
action of the Senate now taken is such as to show that the Senate 
had decided opinions upon this subject it may not be impossible 
that the conferees may not agree with the House in accordance 
with the views of the Senate. 

I wish to say that it is hardly the proper way to determine the 
question of even the salaries of marshals and district attorneys 
and of the law relating to the commissioners of the United States 
by disposing of it on an 5 bill. The effect of it is, and 
has been so far, that the House has had its own sweet way and 
will upon the whole matter. I do not mean to say that in every 
instance the Senate conferees have given up to the House con- 
ferees as to salaries of attorneys and marshals, but I do mean to 
say that with very few exceptions in the matter of marshals’ sal- 
aries the conferees receded from the position taken by the Senate 
as to those salaries. Looking at the former report, Senators will 
see a hundred items from which the Senate receded and agreed to 
the House bill. I speak now of marshals, and although that mat- 
ter is passed, I can not help 5 I think very great injus- 
tice has been done in some of the districts, my own district espe- 
cially, in reference to this matter. The truth is that the conferees 
simply had to take the sums fixed by the House or they could not 
have an appropriation bill, or thought so. It comes to that again. 
Practically, the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] tells us that 
the Senate conferees had to recede; they must recede. The House 
insisted apon this provision with regard to commissioners. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator is making another statement a 
little strong. Neither the Senate conferees nor the Senate have 
to do anything because the House asks them to do it, but itis a 

uestion of practicability, of what is right and 2 under all 
the circumstances. These items in the esas of the conferees of 
the two Houses must be settled in some way, and if we are to agree 
to the passage of a bill at all somebody must yield. We must give 
and take, to use a common expression. That is the usual rule. We 
have simply tried to do the best we could, and we thought that 
under the circumstances perhaps what we had done was the best 
that could be done in reporting the result of the conference. 

Mr. PLATT. I beg again to assure the Senator from Illinois 
that Lam not criticising the conference committee. I am criti- 
cising the result which is reached when we undertake to deal with 
questions of this sort upon sil i aaa bills, The very lan- 

ge which the Senator uses—and he uses it because it is abso- 
utely true—that when you go into conference you have to settle 
things 55 giving and taking, shows the impropriety and the diffi- 
culty of r upon subjects of this sort in that way, because 
all the While the House has the advantage of saying to the Senate 
conferees, If you do not do this, you simply get no appropria- 
tion bill.“ The Senate conferees are therefore under coercion to 
give up things which they know, or ought to know, the Senate 
does not want them to give up, because the House conferees are 
in a position to say, Take this or zo do not have any appropria- 
tion bill.” That is the real truth of the matter plainly stated, 
without exaggeration and without prevarication. 

The Senator says they have had to give and take on this matter 
of marshals, attorneys, and commissioners. Mr. President, they 
may have taken a little, but they have miyen, æ great deal. Ido 
not think that in relation to the marshals’ salaries the House pro- 
vision has been chan in more than ten or twelve cases; in all 
the others they remain precisely as the House fixed them in the 
first place, and in many cases are manifestly unjust. That is so 
also with reference to the attorneys’ salaries. en it comes to 
the matter of commissioners, itis all given up to the House to fix 
it ‘ea as they had it in the first place. That may be giving. and 
2 ing, but it is receiving very little, and giving away the lion's 
share. 

With reference to this matter of changing the law as to commis- 
sioners, I see no reason for it as proposed in the bill as it came from 
the House and agreed to by the committee of conference. It has 
been rejected by two committees of the Senate upon deliberation 
and investigation, and yet it is given away. What we take is al- 
together more shadowy than what is given in this legislative game 
of give and take. 

What does this propose to do? I want to call attention to it for 
a moment, though first I want to call attention to the fact that 
there is a technical objection to it, which, I suppose, was over- 


looked by the conferees, 

In the Indian Territory we have officers who are called United 
States commissioners. e have a great many of them, necessa- 
rily, for the administration of justice in that Territory. They 
are clothed with the powers of circuit court commissioners. This 
bill proposes to legislate all circuit court commissioners out of 
office, and to confer upon commissioners who are to be appointed 
by the district courts the powers which are now conferred upon 

nited States circuit court commissioners; but it will leave the 


\ 
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commissioners in the Indian Territory without any powers what- 
ever, because the office of circuit court commissioner is abolished, 
all power is taken away from them, and no power is, by this act, 
conferred upon the United States commissioners in the Indian 
Territory. , if this becomes a law and there is no further legis 
lation—and it is highly improbable that we can get any further 
legislation at this session—on the ist day of January next, or 
whenever it is, all the powers of the United States commissioners 
in the Indian Territory to have any preliminary examination and 
to hold for bail in cases of offenses against the United States law 
will be entirely swept away. But that, I say, is a formal objec- 
tion, perhaps, to the provision. 

This is remarkable legislation, Mr. President. It proposes to 
legislate out of office every circuit court commissioner in the 
United States. I do not think any such sweeping provision was 
ever enacted by Congress, legislating out of office, I do not know 
how many, but probably four, five, or six hundred court officers 
in the United States. 

Mrs GRAY, What necessity is alleged for that provision of the 
ill? 

Mr. PLATT. Nobody has advocated it; there has not been 
even one word of discussion of it on this floor. 

Mr.GRAY. Does the Senator know what reason is alleged for 
such action? 

Mr. PLATT. I have heard that there are some United States 


commissioners somewhere in some of the States who are ye gl ene 
them; 


to be using their offices to make too much money out o 

but that is all that I have ever heard suggested anywhere. I want 
to say, if that is true, it is local and not general. I want to say 
1 a the older settled States in the country that does not apply 
at all. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that the complaint is that a large 
number of these commissioners were appointed some time since, 
and thattheauthority which anpoined them—the judges—arevery 
loath to remove them, although the Attorney-General has com- 

lained in some instances that they were not discharging their 
Rates properly; that they were attempting to make too much 
money out of their offices, and in that way were annoying and 
robbing the citizens; yet the judges have declined to make any 
changes. The feelingis, unless we legislate upon the subject, some 
of them will remain in office and continue such practices. 

Mr. PLATT. That is a reflection upon the judges of the United 
States courts. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, the 
power to remove exists for any good cause, does it not? 

Mr. PLATT. It certainly does. 

Mr. HILL. It is purely within the discretion of the circuit 
court judges, if they desire to make removals. 

Mr. PLATT. It seems to me an astonishing argument that the 
judges of the circuit court will not remove a man who is improp- 
erly exercising the duties of his office when their attention is 
called to it by the Attorney-General. I am not going to speak to 
the question of fact, but it is a very remarkable statement to make 
in support of this legislation. But however that may be 

Mr. TELLER. I do not make the charge. I say that is the 
complaint made, and that is the 5 upon which this legisla- 
tion was pro in another body. 

Mr. PLATT. Ithink it is an insufficient ground, because I take 
it that it can not exist to any considerable extent that a United 
States commissioner anywhere is . the duties of his 
office in such a reckless manner as would justify and make proper 
his removal, and that the judges of the circuit court will not re- 
move a when their attention is called to it by the Attorney- 
General. 

Now, I want to look at the matter once more with regard to the 
arbitrary character of this legislation. It is a pretty dangerous 
thing to commence, Mr. President. I suppose we have in Con- 
gress in particular instances legislated one or two men out of office 
somewhere; but here we propose a wholesale legislation of incum- 
bents out of office because there are two or three or half a dozen 
people somewhere in the United States who are improperly dis- 
charging the duties of their offices, as it is claimed, though it has 
never been alegea on the floor of the Senate, because we have had 
no discussion of it. That of itself is enough to condemn this legis- 
lation, and it isenough to make the Senate take a firm stand that 
it will not submit at the dictation of the House conferees that 

- such an arbitrary, unjust, and uncalled-for act as the legislating 
out of office of all the commissioners of the circuit courts in the 
United States, good and bad. 

What is proposed to be done? Having legislated them out of 
office, we must provide such officers in some way. So it is pro- 
posed that the district courts shall appoint district commissioners, 
who shall perform the same duties which are now performed by 
the United States circuit court commissioners by law; that is to 
say, they take away the appointing power from circuit courts 


and confer it apan the district courts, whose judges are inferior in 
rank. It is not only a reflection upon all the United States com- 
missioners in the country but a reflection on all the circuit judges 


in the country. I do not want to use harsh language about it, 
though Iam tempted to do so. I say it is an utterly unjustifiable 
method of legislation. 

Then, again, it creates a new term of office of United States 
commissioners. I think thatis all wrong. Mr. President, from 
the foundation of the Government, from the enactment of the 
judiciary act, it has been the settled practice of this country that 
these commissioners should be appointed by the circuit judges, 
and to remain commissioners until the circuit judges found rea- 
son to remove them. Now it is proposed to revolutionize the 
whole system and have these men appointed no longer by the cir- 
cuit courts, but by the district courts, which is synonymous with 
saying the district judges, and gives them a term of four years. 

t does that do? It makes the office a political office, an office 
to be scrambled for, an office which a man will have to leave on 
account of his political standing every time there is a change 
made in the office of district judge and a judge of another polit- 
ical faith takes the place of the person who for any reason goes 
out. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator has given considerable attention to 
this subject, and I should like to ask him whether there is any pro- 
vision whatever for those United States commissioners hol ing 
over after the expiration of their terms until their successors are 
appointed or whether their terms absolutely expire? I do not dis- 
cover, apon a hasty examination, any provision for their holding 
over at all. 

Mr. PLATT. Unless there is something in the general law or 
the common law which permits them to hold over; there is cer- 
tainly no provision for it in this proposed legislation. 

That is all unnecessary; itis arbitrary; it can not be justified. 
It turns the office of clerk of the courts, district and circuit, into 
an office to be scrambled for as the political situation in the coun- 
try changes. It does away with men of experience, and, except 
upon the idea that the persons who now occupy the positions and 
who are legislated out of office, are to be reappointed, it will 
induct into these very important offices a lot of men who have 
had no experience whatever. Is there any ground upon which 
this can be justified? Has there been any such complaint, or is 
there any such evil as requires it, or even excuses it? 

I remember something in Blackstone that in the construction 
of laws we should consider the old law, the mischief, and the 
remedy, Thisis not the construction of a law, but itis quite well 
to consider the old law, the mischief, and the remedy. In this 
matter the old law is all right, the mischief is but a minimized 
mischief, if at all, and the remedy is tenfold worse than the dis- 
ease. So I say that it seems to me upon this matter the Senate 
ought to take a firm stand. 

It might be supposed there was a great reform here in the mat- 
ter of fees, but there isno reformin the matter of fees of the com- 
missioners which justifies this extreme and arbitrary legislation. 
There is a provision here to which I should like to call attention. 


And no person shall at any time be a clerk of a United States court and a 
United States commissioner without the approval of the Attorney-General. 


It may be said that the Attorney-General, when it is quite 
proper that the clerk of the court should be a commissioner, will 
1 Perhaps he will and perhaps he will not. I do not 
think Congress ought to commit any such authority as that to 
the discretion of the Attorney-General, which may be exercised 
even according to his whim or according to any misinformation 
he may have as to the character of the clerk. 

Mr. President, in all the Eastern States, in the State of New 
York, the State of Pennsylvania, and in all the older States of the 
country, the acting commissioner, the commissioner who does the 
business, almost always is the clerk of the court. Ever since I 
have known anything about the practice of law,in the State of 
Connecticut the clerk of the United States district and circuit 
courts has been the acting commissioner there; and I venture to 
say that during that whole time there has not been a complaint 
of his action. He is the most proper man in the State to perform 
that duty. I might refer to the clerk and commissioner in the 
southern district of New York, Mr. Shields, who has achieved a 
national reputation as clerk and commissioner, who, I might say, 
is almost as well qualified to judge of offenses arising under our 
treaties with foreign countries as the Secretary of State himself, 
yet he can not be a commissioner unless he comes down and begs 
the Attorney-General to continue him as commissioner, if indeed 
he should happen to be appointed as commissioner. 

I did not intend to spend half so much time on this subject as I 
have, but it is a matter of too much importance to pass the Sen- 
ate simply because the conference committee says so, and without 
any investigation and discussion. 


5496 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 21, 


There is one other thing in the report of which I do not speak 
so earnestly, but to which I wish to call attention. This report 
provides for the appointment of a saper of copyrights, and I 
4 2 call 5 to the method of appointment provided for 

y the report. 

Prior to 1870, I think, copyrights were obtained by entering the 
thing for which a copyright was required in the o of the dis- 
trict court of the United States in the respective districts. You 
take up an old ee book, and you will find Entered 
according to act of Congress in the district court of the district 
of Delaware,” for instance, and signed by the clerk. In 1870, 
upon the revision of the patent and copyright laws, the duty of 
receiving and registering copyrights was transferred to the Libra- 
i mgress, with whom it still remains; and the yright 
law requires that the person desiring to procure a copyright shall 
deposit two copies of the work to be copyrighted with the Libra- 
rian of Congress, and he is then entitled to receive from him an 
official certificate, which is prescribed in the statute. 

Now it is 2 to take that duty away from the Librarian 
of Congress and give it to a register of copyrights. That register 
of copyrights is to be appointed, I think, in a method unknown 
to the Constitution. He is to be appointed—no, it does not say 
appointed—but he is to be “selected * * by the Joint Com- 
mittee upon the Library of Sete, gras consisting of the Committee 
on the Library of the Senate and the Committee on the Library of 
the House of Representatives.” They are toselect him. There is 
no provision that he shall be appointed at all. It is of the highest 
importance that the person who has charge of copyright matters 
shall be an officer of the Government. 

Mr. GRAY. A legal officer? 

Mr. PLATT. Yes, a legal officer, because the title to every copy- 

ight in the country depends upon his official act. 

r. GRAY. Iwill ask the ator from Connecticut if that 
method has been decided upon, that the register of copyrights is 
to be selected by a joint committee? 

Mr. PLATT. It is so stated in this report. 

Mr. GRAY. In the conference report? 

Mr, PLATT. Yes; it is in the conference report, and I will call 
attention to it. 

Mr. GRAY. That seems to be a most amazing provision. 

Mr. PLATT. I call attention to it. Here is the provision: 

h who shall be selected on or after June 
1s, by fhe Joint Gommittes 3 Li of Congress, consisting of the 
Committee on the Lib: of the Senate and the Committee on the 
of the House of Representatives, and whoshall reget and sufficient bond 
AET AAT OION ant vo ta hapecored ty Mian Saichteliy so seers tre 

ma 
all public pep Bs and property whieh he may receive. z 

Here is something from which it will appear that if these pow- 

ers are conferred upon him they are conferred very crudely: 
ve and exercise all the rights and duties tou hts 
5 upon the Librarian of Conran. nt wenne 

It will be observed that this takes him away from the Library. 
He is not an officer of the Library except as he gets connected 
with it by this clause: 

IOE ADE DAAT IAE AOA AATA of hie office ADENN the PALASID aoe 
appropriated for the y of Congress. 

That is all that connects him with the Library. Now, it is 

imed, as I understand it, that he can be appointed in this way 
because the Library of Congress is an institution of Congress, solely 
within the charge of Con . Itmight beinteresting to go into 
the history of how the Library has been built up. 

Mr. GRAY. The Houses of Congress, if I may interrupt the 
Senator, do not undertake to ose the Librarian of Congress, 
but he is a 3 by the President. 

Mr. PLA’ . Congress does not appoint him. I was coming 
to that in a moment. The Librarian is appointed by the Presi- 
dent. That was ordered by a statute away back in 1802, I think, 
before we had very much ofa library. The Library started when 
Congress was coming from Philadelphia to Washington by an 
appropriation to purchase $5,000 worth of books for the use of 

„and when Con came here they provided for the 
appointment of a Librarian; that he should be appointed solely by 
the President, and the President for the first few years appoin 
the Clerk of the House as Librarian ex officio. Then ident 
Monroe 1 a Librarian of Congress as the Library grew, 
and that is the way it comes about; that is the way the appoint- 
ment has been continued up to the present time. 

How can Congress appoint an officer under the Constitution? 
I do not say that it may not 2 ara agents under the Constitution 
to perform certain duties, and,if money is appropriated for the 
purpose, to pay them legally. I do not say a Capitol policeman 
can not be appointed by the joint action of the Architect of the 
Capitol and the Sergeant-at-Arms, but when you are talking about 
a legal and constitutional officer, I doubt very much—I will not 


riated 
expenses 


put it any stronger than that—whether Congress can appoint, or, 
if they can appoint, whether they can delegate the appointment 
to a joint committee of the two Houses, The Constitution is 
familiar to everyone. 

Mr. GRAY. Congress is not the head of a 8 

Mr. PLATT. Section 2 of Article II of the Constitution pro- 
vides that the President— 


Shall have power, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to 
make treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators present concur; and he 
shall nominate, and by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall 
appoint am ors, other pons ministers and consuls, judges of the Su- 
preme Court, and all other officers of the United States whose appointments 
are not herein otherwise provided for, and which shall be established by law; 
— — Co 5 vest — a oo of such 7 abs 3 
as they proper, e Presiden: me, in the courts W, or 

heads of Departments. 


Under that provision of the Constitution there was vested, as it 
might constitutionally have been, the appointment of the Libra- 
rian in the President alone. I do not know of the case of an 
other officer where the appointment has been vested in the Presi- 


dent alone. But — — can not apponi a legal offcer of itself. 
You will find here under the head of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives 


Mr. TELLER, I should like to ask the Senator if he thinks 
that that is an unconstitutional provision? 

Mr. PLATT. What is an unconstitutional provision? 

Mr. TELLER. The one providing for the appointment of a 
register of copyrights by a joint committee, as provided in the 
conference report. 

Mr. PLATT. That is just the ent I am trying to make, 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to have the Senator answer the 
question categorically. I am not expressing any opinion about it 
myself, but I want to get his view of it. 

Mr. FOARS oe think ew is no panes 5 re a auon 
giving Con rig appoint a le and constitutio: 
officer of this Government. a 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Connecticut 
this interesting question in the hearing of the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. TELLER]: I ask, if Congress may appoint this officer, 
who is to be clothed with these important and responsible duties, 
what limit is there on the oes of Congress to appoint officers in 
every Department of the Government? 

Mr. PLATT. I do not find any power in this Constitution giv- 
ing to Congress the right to appoint an officer. That is what I 
was trying to argue. 

i * 88 N tho ier 
rom Connecticut thi e regi 0 i is an officer? 

Mr. PLATT. No. sis ans 

Mr. TELLER. He is not an officer? 

Mr. PLATT. I think Isaid some time ago that I supposed Con- 

might appoint an agent to attend to any of the duties of 

ongress, but he does not become a constitutional and legal officer. 

It will be observed, the Constitution having provided that the 
Vice-President shall be President of the Senate, that— 

The Senate shall choose their other officers, and also a President 
pore in the absence of the Vice-President, or when he shall exercise 
of President of the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. Its officers. 

Mr. PLATT. Its officers, but they are constitutional and legal 
officers of the Senate, and the same thing is true with regard to 
the House of Representatives. The provision of the Constitution 
as to the House of Representatives is: 


The House of Representatives shall choose their Speaker and other officers, 


So they become officers of the Senate and of the House, but you 
might just as well commit to the janitor of Congress—whom I 
agree that the two Houses can appoint—you might just as well 
commit to the janitor of Congress the power to act in this copy- 
right matter as to the person whom it is proposed to call register 
of copyrights. 

Jam not going to say that it will invalidate the copyrights of 
the United States not to have a constitutional and legal officer 
who shall discharge the duties of the copyright law, but I am go- 
ing to say that it is not seemly, and it is not proper, and we had 
better not begin this matter. It will be observed that this man 
is taken thoroughly out from the Library, the only ground for 
this appointment being that Congress, having charge of the Li- 
brary, can make appo 


ro tem- 
office 


intments of persons to take charge of mat- 
ters in the Library of itself, without authorizing it to be done 
the President; but Congress never yet has done it, though it is 
said it can do it. 

This man, too, is pretty far removed from the Library. It is 
only by a very thin, elastic, and well-stretched cord that he is con- 
nected with the Library atall. The duties of this n regard- 
ing 8 are taken entirely away from the Librarian: and so 
far as he is aregister of copyrights he has no connection with the 
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Library; he is only connected with the Library because he is made 
disbursing officer for the Library. X 4 

I submit that he is not and can not be, under this appointment, 
a constitutional and legal officer, and that we ought to have one 
to attend to this copyright business, and that we ought not to 
commit the important matters which have heretofore devolved 
upon the Librarian to a mere agent or employee of Congress. 

Having said this much, I have said all I desire to say about this 
report. I think I haye said enough to show that the Senate ought 
to send it back to the committee and insist upon its action in 
regard to the appointment of commissioners and for some other 
method of appointment of the register of copyrights. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I wish to submit a few remarks 
in continuation of the argument made by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] in closing. The conference report pro- 
vides, as he says, ior the appointment of a register of copyrights 
by the joint action of the Committees on the Library of the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives. I maintain that the Constitu- 
tion confers upon the Executive alone the power to appoint every 
officer in this Government except as to those which are given to 
the heads of Departments and to the courts. 

Mr. GRAY. By law. 

Mr. MILLS. By the Constitution, the supreme law. 

5 Mr. GRAY. The Constitution says Congress may invest that 
uty. 

r. MILLS. When Congress makes a law it passes through 
both branches of Congress and is submitted to and receives the 
approval of the President of the United States, or it is over 
his veto and then becomes a law. The law creates the office, but 
the Constitution has placed the appointment alone either in the 
President of the United States or in the head of one of the Execu- 
tive Departments or in the courts of the country. 

Now, this is no Congressional Library. It has the name of Con- 
gressional tiwar, but the property belongs to the nation. Itis 
the United States Library, created by the law of the United States, 
and its officers must be appointed by the President. There are no 
heads of Departments who can have jurisdiction of this of 7 — 9 
ment. Courts can not have it. I suppose that under the Consti- 
tution, calling this an inferior office, we might confer upon the 
head of a Department the power to make this appointment. 

Mr. President, I find in one provision of the Constitution the 
power given to Congress“ to promote the progress of science and 
useful arts, by securing for limited times to authors and inventors 
the exclusive right to their re tive writings and discoveries.” 

this one single paragraph of the Constitution provision is made 
for patents and copyrights. 
hen the Congress established a Patent Office Bureau they 1 752 
vided for the appointment of a Commissioner of Patents. ill 
anyone contend that Congress could have conferred that appoint- 
ment upon the Joint Committee on Patents of the Senate and 
House of Representatives? If they can do that, they can create 
ambassadors, and they can confer upon the Joint Committee on 
Foreign Relations of the two Houses the appointment of those 
am ors. 

Mr. President, if Con can do this thing, they can emascu- 
late the Executive of the appointing power. It is his du 
under the Constitution to see that Congress shall not so encroac 
upon the Executive as to destroy the Constitution. All officers 
of the Government are required to support the Constitution and 
to take an oath to that effect. Every one of us has taken it. 
Every State officer from ce to constable has taken that oath 
by the command of the Constitution of the United States and of 
every State in the Union. Whyis that? Why were the founders 
of republican government so anxious about the Constitution as to 
require every officer in the national and State governments to 
take an oath to support it? Such a thing is a novelty in govern- 
ments. No other government upon earth that I know anything 
about ever requi of its officers, executive, legislative, and judi- 
cial, an oath to support the constitution of its government. It 
was the 3 for liberty and free government that laid that 
down and required the officers in all the departments of the Goy- 
ernment to observe a limitation and not cross it. 

Mr. President, we ought to observe the distinction drawn by 
our fathers in the Constitution where they required each officer 
to swear to support the Constitution. But when the President is 
inducted into that high office he is charged not 85 see that the 
laws are faithfully executed, but to take care that is a strong 
8 take care that the laws are faithfully executed. 
What law? The Constitution is the highest law; the laws of Con- 
gress and treaties after it. But he is sworn not to support, he is 
sworn to protect, to preserve, and defend the Constitution. When 
we are sworn to support the Constitution we are confined to our 
own action; we are to govern our own action; but the President 


is sworn to see that we do not transcend that action, and he is in- 


vested with the power to prevent it as far as the Executive veto 
can accomplish it, 
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act of Con- 
gress it will be a nullity. If the officer is indueted by the appoint- 
ment of the committees of the two Houses, I say his appointment 
will be a nullity. He is a disbursing officer, charged with the dis- 
bursement of all the moneys both in the copyright and in the 
library department, and is not responsible for a single, solitary 
dollar of it. If I were Comptroller of the Treasury and had to pass 
upon the moneys to be placed in this officer’s hands under this 
appointment, having sworn to support the Constitution by my 
own action, and that obligation appearing to me as it does now, 
I would never pass one of his accounts. I never would p5 a 
dollar into his hands until by the mandamus of a court I was 
compelled to do it. 

This is all I desire to say on the constitutional argument. But 
this same provision, to which the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT] referred a while ago, has a remarkable conclusion: 

The assistants in the Lib of Congress now employed on work relating 


to the execution of the copy ht law shall continue to be so employed, in 
the discre TA tion of the register of copyrights, until 


tion and under 
the close of the fiscal year 
Mr. President, why are these people to be turned out at the end 
of the fiscal ayaa 1897? Why is there a provision of law that in- 
vests this officer, even though he be appointed by the President, 
with the power to sweep without cause every officer under him 
out of existence and appoint his own friends and favorites or the 
friends and favorites of some other person after the 30th day of 
June, 1897? I am opposed to such a sweeping provision. I am 
opposed to giving popet to any officer of the Government to turn 
everybody out of his department at his pleasure witbout giving 
some good cause. 

Subordinate officers in all departments of our Government are 
secure in their places as long as they discharge their duties faith- 
fully and are efficient and faithful officers; but these le are 
not secure even though they perform all their official duties cor- 
rectly. Though no cause whatever can be assigned for their re- 
moyal, it is in the discretion of this newly appointed officer under 
the control of the two Houses of Congress to sweep all these people 
out of existence and appoint his own favorites at his pleasure. 

For these reasons, Mr. President, I am opposed to agreeing to 
the conference report. 2 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I agree in a general wa; 
with the proponon made by the Senators from Connecticut an: 
Texas that Congress can not appoint an officer of the United 
States. Ihave been a great advocate of the proposition and I do 
not consider my devotion to that correct principle of constitu- 
tional law as less than that of the Senators from Connecticut, and 
Texas. But I submit that the argument does not apply in this 
case. This is not such a question, in my belief, as they have 
stated. The register of copyrights is not to be an officer of the 
United States in the constitutional sense. He is only an ap- 
pointee in the Library of Congress. 

The whole question resolves itself into this, whether Congress 
can constitutionally have a 5 Library and appoint 
all the officers in that library. it can not, then the argument 
of the 3 is iera oon if it can have a aa of, Con- 
gress, belonging solely to Congress, and can provide t copy- 
Tight publications shall be deposited in that library, with the legal 
effect of giving the owners of the Pop ations the protection 
which the law intends to give them, then the whole argument of 
the Senators is gone. 

Can Congress have a Library of Congress, and can it require 
copyrights to be regi there and nowhere else? One fact is 
certain. We in fact havea Library of Congress. To be sure, there 
is a provision that the President shall 2 the Librarian; but 
I hold and I think the correct position is that Congress can appoint 
its own Librarian. Why not? No other branch of the Govern- 
ment has any control over this . It was the intention of 
the two Houses in creating a library that it should be absolutely 
within the control of the two Houses and not in the control of the 
Executive, and not even in the control of the Supreme Court. 
The law provides distinctly for a Congressional Library under 
the sole management and control of Co 

How is it controlled by Congress? By the two Committees on 
the Library in the two Houses of Congress? The Li is car- 
ried on under the management of those committees. I do not 

ropose to argue at any length the proposition that this is the 
ibrary of the two Houses, because here it is established in chap- 
ter 6 of the Revised Statutes, and every provision in this chapter 
shows the intention of Congress to keep the Library of Con, 
as an institution belonging to Congress in a ial sense, and not 
belonging in any sense to any other branch of the Government. 

Now, Mr. President, what is the copyright law? It is found on 
page 957 of the statutes. The first section is headed Copyrights 
to be under charge of Librarian of Congress.” 

Sec. 4948. All records and other things relating to 8 
by nee 14 be preserved shall be under the control of the 


Mr. President, if this office is created by the pro 


hts and 
brarian of Con- 


kept and preserved in the Library of Congress, and the Librarian 
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of Con shall have the immediate care and supervision thereof, and, 
under the supervision of the Joint Committee of on the Library, 
shall perform all acts and duties required by law touc. copyrights. 

Then follow all the other provisions as to copyright, requiring 
the deposit of books and everything for which a copyright is de- 
sired with the Librarian of Congress, and there is no other officer 
of the Government who has anything to do with copyrighting 
except the Librarian of Congress and his assistants. 

Mr. GRAY. And he was appointed by the President. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And he was appointed by the President; 
but if my argument is good for anything, it is that the Librarian 
of Congress by law may be appointed by the two Houses of Con- 

Mr. GRAY. May J ask the Senator, under his view of the power 
of Congress to invest this appointee of the two Houses with this 
function, what limit is there upon the power of Congress to in- 
vest any of the employees of the House or the Senate with any 
function entirely outside of their duties to the House or to the 
Senate? Why can not we invest the assistant doorkeeper of the 
Senate with the functions of a United States commissioner? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Any extreme case can be supposed. I am 
not arguing that Congress might take the functions of the Gov- 
ernment for collecting revenue or connected with the Army or 
the Navy into the Library of Congress. I am only arguing that 
it is within the fair discretion of Congress to make the Librarian of 
Congress the keeper of the copyright publications; thatitis compe- 
tent for Congress to require copyrighted books to be deposited in the 
Library of Congress. The desire to do this was one of the causes 
of the transfer of the depositing of copyrighted books from the 
circuit courts, where the books were of no use, to the Library of 

ess, where the publisher is not only obligea to register the 
title of the book, but is also obliged to deposit a copy of the book 
itself. Whatever may be said as to an extreme case, no one can 
read this statute without seeing the absolute intention of Congress 
to connect the copyrighting of books and publications with the 
Library of 3 It seems to me that it is impossible to con- 
tend that it is the exercise of an unconstitutional power for Con- 

to make the Librarian of Congress or a subordinate of the 
3 of Congress a register of copyrights. 

Mr. GRAY. Lask the Senator from New Hampshire whether 
he would consider it an extreme case if I suggested that under the 
same contention we might appoint the Commissioner of Patents, 
for instance, who is the officer invested by law with the judicial 
power of deciding upon a patent and issuing that privilege under 
the Constitution to the person who has made a valuable invention. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam not certain that we could not. I do 
not argue that we could. I say an extreme case may be supposed 
where a constitutional line ought to be drawn. I do not think 
the governor of a State can vote for a United States Senator under 
any circumstances. The Senator from Delaware thinks he can. 
That is a very extreme case. But I say here, first, thatit is a very 
weak argument to say that we can not have a Library of Con- 
gress solely under our control, and to say further that having 
such a library, we can not make it the copyright office of the 
United States, 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask the Senatora question? Whoever has 
charge of the copyrights, whether it be the Librarian of Con- 
gress or some man who shall be appointed for that purpose, has 
to exercise judical functions with regard to determining who is 
entitled to a 1 taba If he issues a certificate it gives a mana 
copyright. If he refuses to do it the man gets no copyright. Does 
not the Senator think that a man charged with that duty ought to 
be something more than an employee of Congress? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator does not argue that the regis- 
ter of he is a judicial officer? 

Mr. PLATT. In one sense. 

Mr, CHANDLER. It is not necessary that he shall be even an 
executive officer. 

Mr. PLATT. He is. 

Mr. CHANDLER. He is not, I think. 

Mr. PLATT. The Librarian of Congress is made an executive 
officer of the United States, exercising judicial functions. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Congress, through some notion such as the 
Senator from Connecticut been arguing in favor of, after it 
had made a Library of Congress, which it was perfectly compe- 
tent for it to keep under its sole control, did say that the Presi- 
dent should appoint the Librarian of Congress, but it was an 
unnecessary concession, as it seems to me, to an unsound opinion. 
Read the whole statute as to the Library of Congress, and no man 
can doubt that it is perfectly competent for Congress to establish 
that Library. Then read the whole statute as to copyrights, and 
no one can doubt that it is competent for Congress to place the 
copyright office of the United States in the Office of the Librarian 
of Congress. If you concede these two things, then the whole 
constitutional argument falls to the ground, because the register 
of copyrights is not an officer of the United States within the pro- 
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vision of the Constitution, which says that the appointing power 
shall be given the President. He is an officer of Congress, per- 
forming his duty, as the Librarian of Congress now does, under the 
direction of the Joint Committee on the Library, and he may be 
appointed just as Congress chooses to provide for his appoint- 


ment. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator will permit me right here, conced- 
ing all that he says, that Congress may establish a Library and 
Congress may make that Library the depository of copyrights, I 
insist that what he says follows does not follow and we do not 
give away our case. en the Library was established there was 
no copyright business committed toit; but in 1870 Congress found 
a Librarian of Congress appointed by the President who was an 
officer of the Government, and then they committed the issuing 
of copyrights to that officer of the Government. I insist that 
whether it be the Librarian or whether it be a register of copy- 
rights, he exercises both judicial functions and executive functions 
— 5 3 to the issue of copyrights, and he must under the 

Mr. CHANDLER. He has not any discretion about anything. 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly he has. 

Mr. CHANDLER. at is it? 

Mr. PLATT. He rejects applications over and over again, 

Mr. CHANDLER. He has no power to do it. 

Mr. PLATT. He certainly has; and he does. 

Mr. CHANDLER. He has no power, whatever, except to take 
a document and file it. 

Mr. PLATT. How does a man get a copyright? Cana man 
get a copyright which is valid under the law simply by sending 
something to the office which he is not-entitled to copyright? 

Mr. CHAN DLER. Most certainly he can get into the court 
with the copyright. He is obliged to do nothing but make his de- 
posit with the Librarian. 

Mr. PLATT. Most certainly he can not. He can not get into 
court unless he has upon the article which he says is copyrighted 
these words: “Entered according to the act of Congress in the 
yont —, by A B, in the Office of the Librarian of Congress at 

ashington ”; or at his option the word copyrighted," together 
with the year when the copyright was entered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. He can put that on himself. 

Mr, PLATT. He would be thrown out of court very quickly 
if he had not a certificate of the Librarian. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think the Senator is mistaken about that. 

Mr. PLATT. The Librarian rejects applications for copyright 
over and over again. 

Mr. CHANDLER. He has no right whatever to do it. Is it 
possible that the Senator seriously thinks the provision for the 
appointment of the register of copyrights by Congress is contrary 
to the Constitution? ə argues that, does he not? 

Mr. PLATT. Ihave not said that we can not appoint any per- 
son in connection with the Lib: What I say is that in ap- 
pointing a person to have charge of the copyright system and the 
registration of pain and the decision whether a thing is en- 
titled to a copyright, we should have a legal and constitutional 
5 8 5 of this Government, and that we can not appoint such an 
officer. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I again reply that the register of copy- 
rights, the Librarian of Congress, has nothing whatever to do 
with deciding whether anyone is entitled to a copyright or not. 
But Iam opposing the a Segoe that it is unconstitutional for 
Congress to provide for the appointment of a register of copy- 
rights. If that is so, then I ask the Senator whether a certain 
clause that I am about to read is not also unconstitutional: 

All records and other things relating to cop ‘hts and 8 by law to 
be preserved shall be under the control of the Librarian of Congress, and 
kept and preserved in the Library of Congress; and the Librarian of Con- 
gress s5 have the immediate care and supervision thereof, and, under the 
supervision of the Joint Committee of Congress on the Library, shall per- 
form all acts and duties required by law touching copyrights. 

Now, is it an unconstitutional law which provides that the copy- 
right business shall be done under the supervision of a joint com- 
mittee of Congress on the Library? 

Mr. GRAY. I think it is. 

Mr. PLATT. It may not be, for the reason that the Librarian 
of Congress was a constitutional officer when the law was enacted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But if as an appointee of the President he 
belongs to the executive and not to the legislative department of 
the Government, then it is unconstitutional to put such an ap- 
pointee of the President in the performance of his duties under 


the supervision of a joint committee on the Library of Congress. 


Mr. GRAY. I do not see how the constitutionality of that can 
be defended. I accept the logic of the situation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Delaware always fol- 
lows his constitutional theories to the uttermost limit; the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut wants to run away from his, whereas 
I take the Library of Congress as I find it on the statute book, 
and I take the copyright law as I find it on the statute book, and 
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I say it was a solecism to authorize the President of the United 
States to appoint the Librarian of Congress. I think the provi- 
sion for his appointment grew out of a notion that had no founda- 
tion in correct constitutional law, and that the provision might 
be repealed to-morrow, and I say that it ought to be repealed to- 
morrow, and the Librarian of Congress ought to be appointed by 
Congress itself, because if it is the Library of Congress, if it is 
our e the President has nothing to do with it, and we should 
appoint the Librarian and all other subordinate officers. I have 
no doubt about it as a matter of constitutional law. 

Ihave no doubt, further, that Congress can impose the func- 
tions of register of copyrights upon the Librarian of Congress. It 
is a constitutional statute. Itis a very natural and judicious and 
proper procedure, Congress can, moreover, provide not only for 
the appointment of the Librarian of Congress, but for every sub- 
ordinate of his, and necessarily, therefore, if can provide that 
the register of copyrights shall be appointed by the joint com- 
mittees. 

On this point I end, as I began, by saying that I have very strict 
notions myself as to the interference of one branch of the Govern- 
ment with another branch of the Government. I remember that 
Congress once sent a committee of the two Houses to the State, War, 
and Navy Department building to divide the rooms in that great 
building equitably between the War Department, the State Depart- 
ment, and the Navy Department. I had the honor then to be the 
Secretary of the Navy. I welcomed the committee with courtesy, 
but I took occasion to protest all the time that they were in the 

formance of an unconstitutional function; that they could not 
e sent there for that purpose. Congress might have divided the 
building as it chose by explicit law, but it had no business to send 
a committee of the two Houses to . the building and make 
an adjudication how it should be divided. That was an unconsti- 
tutional act, and this would be an unconstitutional act if Congress 
had no power to establish a Library of Congress under the sole 
control of Congress. Congress has done that very thing, and the 
oe control of the Library and of the copyright office is with 

NZTESS. 

Having argued against my friend the Senator from Connecticut 
on this point, I take occasion to say, before finishing, that I concur 
entirely with him on the other branch of the case which he argues. 
I hope that the conference report will be disagreed to, for it is one 
of the most astonishing pieces of legislation that I ever heard of 
to provide by a rider on an appropriation bill for the removal 
of all the district and circuit court commissioners at one fell 


swoop. 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, I have very high respect for 
the Constitution of the United States, and I have not yet been 
long enough in the Senate to have it blunted or dulled by my 
greater respect for the powers of this body or of Congress. The 
report of the committee 1 an appropriation for a! register 
of copyrights,” and I call the attention of the Senate to some of 
the provisions with respect to the character and duties and actions 
of this officer. In the first place, he is to give! good and sufficient 
bond to the United States in such sum, not less than $20,000, as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may direct, and to be approved by 
him, faithfully to account for all public moneys and property 
which he may receive.” 

What are the public moneys and property that he may receive? 
If he is a mere employee of the Congress of the United States, why 
require him to give bond to the United States to account for the 
moneys of the United States to be received officially by him? The 
moneys he is to receive are not the moneys of Congress. They are 
not received by him for Congress, but under the pro act he 
is vested with the power to demand from the citizens of the United 
States money for acts performed as register, for the registry of 
copyrights by the United States, and the moneys he receives be- 
come the moneys of the United States, and he must account for 
them as such. 

Not only that, but he shall have an official seal containing the 
words “Register of Copyright, United States of America,” and 
there in the proposed act is an official designation of his title. 
For it will not be contended by the Senator from New Hampshire 

Mr. CHANDLER] that a mere employee of the Congress of the 
nited States is to use a seal with any other than his official desig- 
nation and character, and if upon that seal he is authorized to 
have inscribed, and to record upon every certificate, ‘‘ Register of 
Copyright, United States of America,” it seems to me it puts 
beyond all question the proposition that under the proposed act 
Congress is creating an officer of the United States, 

I do not pretend to say that Congress may not employa Librarian 
to take charge of its Congressional Library, to look after all the 
property that is within the possession of or designed for the use 
of the Congress of the United States, but even if Congress pro- 
vides a Librarian I do not believe that he becomes an officer of 
Congress, for in my judgment there is no such thing under the 
Constitution of the United States as an officer of Congress. The 


Constitution expressly provides that the Senate may choose its 
officers; it expressly provides that the House may choose its of- 


ficers, and it expressly provides that all officers of the United 
States must be appointed by the President of the United States 
by and with the consent of the Senate, 

Mr. PLATT. The President has to commission them. 

Mr. THURSTON. Yes; there is another provision in the Con- 
stitution which requires that the President must commission all 
officers of the United States, and we are driven.to the irresistible 
conclusion, it seems to me, thatif the two Houses of Congress, 
acting jointly, for the care and peera of its property, for 
the custody and safe-keeping of the buildings and institutions 
which are provided for its use, selects a man to perform a service 
for it, he is not an officer of the Senate nor an officer of the House. 
He is not and can not be an officer, but he must remain a mere 
employee of Congress. 

I do not believe it is contemplated under the Constitution of the 
United States that there shall be conferred upon a mere employee, 
who is not a constitutional officer under any section or provision 
of the Constitution, the performance of those public duties and of 
those acts which ought to be and must be in the truest sense of 
the word official with de a to matters and things not in any 
wise connected with the Senate of the United States. I do not 
believe there should be given to such an employee these official 
duties which have been reserved under the Constitution for those 
officers and those alone who are commissioned and created officers 


under its provisions. 
Will the Senator from Nebraska allow 


Mr. C 
me? < 

Mr. THURSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator admits that the Senate might 
have a library and Sis 8 appoint a librarian who would not be 
an officer of the United States within the meaning of the clause 
relative to the appointing power; and of course he admits that the 
House of Representatives may have a library of the House which 
would be its own, 

Mr. GRAY. Allow me to interrupt the Senator from New 
Hampshire, and to say we have such a Librarian. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Very good. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska contend that when Congress prop: ses to have a library 
belonging to the two bodies jointly it thereupon becomes necessary 
that the appointees to take charge of such joint library shall be 
appointed by the President of the United States because they 
become officers of the United States? 

Mr. THURSTON. Not at all; I have just stated the contrary. 
But even if we concede that a Librarian can be appointed by Con- 
gress and is an employee of Congress, the Constitution does not 
permit Soneras to give him any of those official or executive 
powers which the Constitution intends shall be exercised alone by 
an officer of the United States. I say you are proposing to confer 
upon this mere employee of Congress executive and official powers 
with relation to the performance of duties that in no wise pertain 
to the business of Congress or to its affairs, but pertain solely to 
the business and affairs of the American people. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Then I conclude that the Senator from Ne- 
braska thinks that the provision of the copyright statute that the 
Librarian of Congress s do his work in reference to copyrights 
under the direction of the Joint Committee on the Library is 
unconstitutional? 

Mr. THURSTON, Ido not understand that that provision is 
of the character stated. I ses nothing extraordinary in providing 
by act of Congress, approved by the Presidentof the United States, 
that a committee of this body or of the other House or a joint com- 
mittee may make rules and regulations for the administration of 
some certain office. But however that may 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me for a moment? 

Mr. THURSTON, Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator certainly does not contend that 
a mere act of Congress can authorize a committee of this body to 
perform an executive act or to supervise the performance of an 
executive act which he argues is exclusively within the function 
of the Executive? 

Mr. THURSTON. No; but I do hold that Congress may by 
act authorize any individual to make mere rules and regulations 
for the. administration of one of the offices of the Government. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, he does not 
quite meet the case. 

Mr. THURSTON, If the Senator will pardon me, for instance, 
Congress can by act authorize a 5 of the circuit court of the 
United States to make rules and regulations governing the per- 
formance of the duties of a commissioner of the United States. 
It can not be contended that by mere delegation of authority to 

rescribe regulations there has been v any of the powers of 


ngress. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to keep the Senator to the exact case 
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which is contained in section 4948. It is not a provision that 
regulations may be made, but it says: 

The Librarian of * * * under the supervision of the Joint 
Committee of Con on the Library, shall perform all acts and duties re- 
quired by law touching copyrights. 

Now, the word supervision,“ as the Senator from Nebraska 
knows, is one of the broadest words. It gives control and it gives 
direction; it authorizes participation, and it creates superiority. 
a the aes argument is good for anything it must be uncon- 

tutional. 

Mr. THURSTON. If itis intended by the act that the commit- 
tee of Congress shall arrogate to itself any of the powers or func- 
tions of that office, then it is unconstitutional. 

. CHANDLER. Task the Senator whether it does not? 
Mr. THURSTON. Ido not so believe. 
Mr. CHANDLER. What power has the Joint Committee of 
on the Library over the operations of the copyright law 
under section 4945? 

Mr. THURSTON. Icanconceive of many mere directory rules 
and regulations which the committee of Congress might prescribe 
— the orderly and proper transaction of the business of that 
office 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator contend 

Mr. THURSTON. But I will go to the extent 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. THURSTON. But I will go to the extent the Senator asks 
me to go, and I say if that provision requires that the committee 
of Congress shail perform as a directing force or otherwise any of 
those duties, then I believe it is unconstitutional. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator must admit that it is, then, 
because he says that if the power to direct is given to the commit- 
‘tee it is unconstitutional. 

Mr. GRAY. I suppose, if the Senator will allow me, he means 
ot the word supervision“ means control it is unconstitu- 
tio 

Mr. THURSTON. Unquestionably. I do not concede and I 
have not conceded and I 8 to concede the propo- 
sition made by the Senator from New Hampshire that under that 
provision there is any absolute power of control given to the com- 
mittee of Congress. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then the Senator contends that when an 
officer is to orm his duties under the supervision of another 
body, there is no power of direction or control given under the 
power to rvise. Does the Senator say that? 

Mr. THURSTON. Ido contend that the power of supervision 
given is not a power of control with reference to the discretion 
exercise of any function given to that officer by the law of the lend. 

Mr. CHANDLER. hen the power to supervise is not the 
power to supervise. ihe 5 

Mr. THURSTON. I say it is entirely unnecessary for us to de- 
termine the constitutional construction of that section, but if that 
power is given under that language then I do insist it is clearly 
unconstitutional. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not want to be unreasonable with the 
Senator, but I should like him to give me an opinion without an 
“if” as to whether the power reserved to the joint committee of 
Congress in section 4948 is or is not unconstitutional. 

Mr. THURSTON, I do not care to act judicially here upon the 
construction of an act of Congress which is in no wise ni 
to the proper determination of the matter before the Senate. 

All ee and all I care to say, is that if Congress, in some pre- 
vious act, has given to a committee of this body the performance 
of official duties entirely outside of the line of Congressional ac- 
tion, that provision is unconstitutional. 

Mr. President, on the other matter involved in this report, our 
judicial system is composed of judicial circuits and districts, the 
circuit comprising several districts. There are the circuit courts 
of the United States, having jurisdiction throughout the circuits, 
and the district courts, limited to jurisdiction in the several dis- 
tricts. All district judges are also judges of circuit courts within 
their districts. The old law providing for the appointment of 
commissioners of those circuit courts therefore gave the authority 
to all the district judges acting as circuit judges, and also to cir- 
cuit judges, to participate in the selection of those commissioners. 
In other words, heretofore the commissioners have been officers 
of the circuit courts of the United States, to beappointed by those 
courts, 

The judges of the circuit court of the district in which I reside 
are the justice of the Supreme Court of the United States assigned 
to that circuit, the three circuit judges, who now constitute the 
circuit court of appeals therein, and the district judge for the dis- 
trict of Nebraska. All of them are judges of the circuit court of 
that district of Nebraska, and in the selection of the present com- 
missioners for that district the action has been by the court, and 
the joint judgment and the joint wish of all those judges could be 
exercised in the selection of those commissioners, They have been 
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chosen by these distinguished judges of ours and arein office. No 
complaint is made against them. They are honorable, capable, 
distinguished men. 

Now, why is it that it is proposed to take away from one of 
the supreme > judges of the United States and from each of the cir- 
cnit judges the power to participate in the selection of commis- 
sioners of the courts of the United States? I think, sir, it isa 
reflection on the highest judicial officers in the land. No wrong 
is pointed out in the present system except that it is steered that 
some of the men now in office are unduly exercising the power of 
their office to secure too much emolument for themselves. If that 
be true, then the same practice will grow up under whatever indi- 
viduals are selected to become their successors by the proposed act. 

Without entering into any extended argument upon the sub- 
ject, as a practicing attorney of one section of this country, 
acquainted with the men who are now in office in that part of the 
country in these important positions, who have been selected as 
the choice of the highest judges of the highest court, I protest 
against this unwarranted, unreasonable, unexplained, and unnec- 
essary attempt to legislate out of office a whole class of men against 
whose actions, characters, standing, and manner of selection there 
has as yet been no official complaint. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I desire to state that I heartily 
concur in the last portion of the remarks of the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. I think the legislation of the char- 
acter last criticised by him is wholly uncalled for. If there are 
certain incompetent commissioners of the United States, it is little 
less than an outrage to remove all the commissioners in the coun- 
try in order to get at two or three men who are supposed to be 
incompetent and whose names, as far as I know, are sub rosa. 

As far as the proposition is concerned regarding the appoint- 
ment of a register of 1 I think the legislation is, to 
say the least, ill advised. It will be remembered that during the 
latter part, in fact about the close of the Administration of Presi- 
dent Harrison, a bill passed both Houses of Congress providing 
for the Record and Pension Office of the War Department, and for 
other purposes, and in that bill there was contained this clause: 

The President is hereby authorized to nominate and, by and with advice 
and consent of the Senate, to eee the officer now in of said Record 
and Pension Division to be a colonel in the Army and chief of said office. 

When the bill was presented to the President he returned it with 
his objections, and among other things he said as follows: 

It_is fairly to be implied from the bill that in the opinion of Congress the 
public interest would be promoted by making the contemplated change in the 

rade of this office and by giving the rank and pay of a colonel in the Army 


o the chief. A new and rather anomalous office is therefore created, that of 
“colonel in the Army and Chief of 


ppo with the 
appointed. The office is an important one, connected with the active civil 


that the selection of 
the officer shall be taken out of the discretion of the Executive, where the 
responsibility for good i 


tion necessarily rests. 

There are other arguments contained in the veto message. So 
far as the record discloses, there was no action taken upon this 
message, but a bill was passed authorizing the President to ap- 
point, and an appointment was afterwards made, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate. It is needless, I think, to in- 
dulge in refined argument and close distinction for the pu: of 
ascertaining whether or not the provision in the present bill is or 
is not constitutional. It is sufficient for me to know that it ap- 
proaches so near the brink as to be, in my judgment, dangerous, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, Iam verysorry that my dis- 
tinguished friend the Senator from California [Mr. Wxitr] gets 
so scared when he approaches the Constitution. Isay, and I think 
I can show conclusively, that this is no infringement of the Con- 
stitution. The Constitution gives to the President this power: 

He * * + shall nominate, and by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, shall appoint ambassadors, other public ministers and consuls, judges 
of the Supreme Court, and all other officers of the United States, whose a 
TTC. 
R as they think proper, in the President — in the courts of 
law, or in the heads of Departments. 

This is not a United States officer. Therefore the President 
has no exclusive right to his appointment. The Library of Con- 
gress is nota library of the United States. No one connected 
with it is an officer of the United States. It was established by 
the act of April 24, 1800. That act reads as follows: 


That for the purchase of such books as may be necessary for the use of Con- 
prose at the said city of Washington, and for fitting up a suitable apartment 
or containing them and for placing them therein, the sum of 8.00 be, 
and hereby is, appropriated; and that the said e shall be made by the 
Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives, pur- 


suant to such directions as shall be given, and such catalogue as shall be fur- 


nished by a joint committee of both Houses of Congress to be a inted for 
ble apart- 


that emg ey and that the said books shall be placed in one su 
ment in the Capitol in the said city, for the use of both Houses of Congress 
and the members thereof, according to such regulations as the 5 — 
aforesaid shall devise and establish. 
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The Library remained in charge of the Congress of the United 
States, and no constitutional lawyer will dare to say that it was 
not under the exclusive control of Congress and that the Presi- 
dent had the right to appoint a Librarian or any other person con- 
nected with it. 

Mr. GRAY. Unless Congress clothed him with that power. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I mean under this lan „ as a Library 
of Congress, the President had no authority under the Constitu- 
tion, pure and simple. That is the point. 

Mr. GRAY. Iwill say to the Senator, although I differ with 
him there, that undoubtedly Congress or either House may ap- 
point a librarian for itself. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It can establish a library, and the establish- 
ment of a library does not vest in the President any executive 
authority to make an appointment. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Missouri is right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I knew the distinguished ator from Del- 
aware would admit that proposition. 

Now, then, the Library wasestablished, a Congressional Library, 
with full power in Congress to appoint, to select, to designate, to 
elect a librarian, and every 8 te officer. Congress in 1802 
(I have not been able to hunt up the history as it occurred just at 
the time, but it is represented to me that it was in consequence of 
a difference between the Senate and House with regard to who 
should be librarian) Congress passed the following law: 

That the books and maps 8 direction of the act of Co 
paues the 24th of ma 1800, together the books or libraries which have 

eretofore been kept separately by each House, shall be placed Capitol, 
in the room which was occupied by the House of Representatives during the 
last session of the Sixth Congress. 

SEC. 2. And be it further enacted, That the President of the Senate and 
Speaker of the House of Representatives for tle time being be, and they 
hereby are, empowered to establish such regulations and restrictions in re- 
lation to the said library as to them shall seem proper, and from time to 
time to alter or amend the same: Provided, That no regulation shall be made 
a Smear to any provision contained in this act. 

EO. 3. And be it further enacted, That a librarian, to be appointed by the 
President of the United States solely— 

Why solely by the President? That the Senate should have no 
more power in the selection than the House, and because between 
them they had notadjusted the method of selecting the Librarian— 
shall take charge of the said Library, wie, previous to his entering upon the 
duties of his office, shall give bond, payable to the United States, 

Here is a Congressional Library, the creature of Congress, with 
full legal and constitutional right and power in Congress to con- 
trol it as they choose. Here is the Librarian whom Congress 
have aright to select, and they delegate that right to the Presi- 
dent solely, without the advice and consent of the Senate. That 
power Congress can resume at any time it chooses. It is not a 

wer with never to be regained or recalled. To-day we 
ve the absolute power and authority to displace the incumbent, 
to create a vacancy, and to select another Librarian, 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Missouri permit me to 


Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. Do I understand the Senator from Missouri to 
claim that the officer to be selected by the joint committee is one 
5 = 5 officers referred to in the Constitution in section 2, 

cle A 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not at all. He is an officer of Congress, not 
of the United States; a member of the library staff, an employee 
of Congress, just as much so as any other employee, just asmuch 
so as the employee who is in charge of the Senate library. You 
can not make any distinction between them, He is not a United 
States officer. 

Mr. THURSTON, May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. COCKRELL, Certainly. 

Mr. THURSTON. Under this proposed provision, what is it 
that this officer or his employees are to do for the business of Con- 
gress, and how are they connected with the affairs of Congress, 
except that they are given a side room in its Library? Are not 
all the powers and all the duties imposed upon them under this 
provision those of a public character with respect to the general 
public, 5 Con has no exclusive right 

Mr. COCKRELL. That es no difference. I want to bring 
to the attention of the Senator a recent resolution of Congress, 
which was passed without these distinguished constitutional 
lawyers having discovered it, and that was the appointment of 
the superintendent of the Congressional Library here by its own 
act, without any reference to the President. If we can appoint a 
superintendent for the construction of a building costing millions 
of dollars, who is to su ise the entire construction, can we 
not select a subordinate to go into that Library and perform the 
duties which Congress may impose upon him? It is hairsplitting, 
it is worse than hairsplitting, it is 5 . and 
drawing distinctions Where they do not exist. o, sir; this is 
not a violation of the spirit nor the letter of the Constitution. If 
we have not the power to maintain this Library, if we have not 


the power to cause that building to be erected, and if we have 
not the power when we have done that, to say who shall be the 
Librarian and who shall be his subordinates, then let us Sony. 


surrender every particle of power in the Senate and in the House 
of Representatives to the President and ask him to appoint our 
officers, our Sergeant-at-Arms, our Librarian, our clerks, and all 
our subordinates. Let us simply give up all our power and be 
done with it, or, upon the other hand, let us assert and exercise 
the power which belongs to us as a coordinate and coequal branch 
of this Government. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question? 

. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I wish to ask the Senator whether there 
would not be a distinction which would be very clear to his mind 
in such a case as this: If, for instance, it be conceded that we can 
impose upon subordinates in the Library the duty of taking care 
of copyrights deposited there as we impose upon them the duty 
of caring for the ks, still, if we should authorize asubordinate 
official to grant certificates in behalf of the United States as to 
the fact of registration of ile) Sao in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the law and of the Constitution, would not the imposi- 
tion of that particular duty upon that official create and give him 
the powers of an officer of this Government? 

Mr. COCKRELL. He issues a certificate. This simply de- 
volves upon him the duties of registering COPT: Why were 
copyright duties imposed upon the Librarian of Congress? It was 
because this was a library within the jurisdiction and control of 
Congress. We permit other branches of the Government to reap 
the benefit of the Library by reference to it; we determined to 
make every author or publisher of every book furnish two copies 
of that book; we made the issuing of copyrights a part and parcel 
of our Congressional Library institution y for the purpose 
of supplying it with books. e provided that to every book pub- 
lished which it was desired to copyright that copyright should be 
issued by the Librarian, and the law requires two copies of every 
such publication to be placed in the Library. We have aright 
to impose by law upon our officers duties not directly . 
with either the Senate or the House of Representatives. As we 
appoint this officer, we have a right to impose upon him the dis- 
charge of the duties of Librarian or assistant librarian or register 
of copyrights in the Library of Congress, and we place the office 
under the control of the Joint Committee on the hary of the 
Senate and House of Representatives. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. COCKRELL, Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. If I understand the Senator’s contention, then, it 
is that, having the authority to provide for a library for the use 
of Congress, and of course to provide for a librarian, therefore 
we have the right to impose the 8 by this provision 
of law of issuing copyrights upon the Li ian or upon any other 
officer whom he chooses to appoint and give accommodations to 
in the library building. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We have the right to impose it upon any 
officer of the Library in connection with the functions of the 
Libr: We have joined the two together. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator think that under that conten- 
tion we should have the right to impose the duties of Commis- 
sioner of Patents upon the Librarian of Congress? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not at all. 

Mr. GRAY. Or upon any employee of the Senate? 

Mr. COCKRELL. No. 

Mr. GRAY. And yet a certificate to an inventor of a useful 
invention is provided for by law under the same constitutional 
8 by which copyright is issued to an author. They both 

erive their authority from the same section and clause of the 
Constitution, and the laws providing for the issuance of patents 
and the laws proving for the issuance of copyrights derive their 
constitutional authority from precisely the same source. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iunderstand the proposition of the Senator. 
I am with reference to existing conditions. The laws 
now would not permit us to devolve those duties upon the Libra- 
rian. We have chosen to devolye them upon a Commissioner of 
Patents. This is the enh or Congress; and we have the right 
to replenish it with books. e have the right to appropriate di- 
rectly or indirectly for securing books; but the issuing of patents 
has 4 75 to do with the Library. 

Mr. GRAY. We might provide, might we not, if I may ask 
the Senator, that a copy of every diagram of a useful invention be 
a, Cine in the 8 

r. COCKRELL. Yes; we could do that. 

Mr. GRAY. And that would give a certain connection with 
the Library? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not at all. 

Mr.GRAY. That would not give us the right to appoint a Com- 
missioner of Patents, would it? 
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Mr. COCKRELL, Not at all; and yet we could require the de- 
posit of such diagrams in the Library. Here we have p in 
that Library for the purpose of adding to its volumes the control 
of copyrights, and we designate the officer who shall have char 
of them; and I say he is an officer of the Library and not an offi- 
cer of the United States—that the Senate and House have a perfect 
right to have him appointed or selected in the manner indicated 
by this provision. 

In addition to that, we can require our own officers to give a 
bond to the United States. The fact of aman having to give 
apon to the United States does not make him a United States 
officer. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me right there to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The argument was that the register of 
copyrights had to do something. I have examined the copyright 
law carefully, and I find that all he has to do is, after the title of 
a book has been deposited with him, to give a copy to the person 
depositing it. This is the language: 

And he shall give a copy of the title or description, under the seal of the 
Librarian of Congress, to the proprietor whenever he shall require it. 

The person taking out a copyright gets his rights, whatever 
they are, by the mere deposit of the title, and the Librarian of 

does nothing whatever about it, except to give hima 
certificate, 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is no judicial function whatever, and 
hardly any executive function. 

Mr. COCKRELL. None in the world. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will read 
what is now the method of procedure. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam through, Mr. President. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I read from a copy of the certificate of 
copyright issued by the Librarian: } 
No, — AA. LIBRARY OF CONGRESS, 

Copyright Office, Washington. 
To wit: Be it remembered that on the —— day of ——, 1805, 


—— has deposited in this office the title of a „the title or descrip- 
tion of which is in the following Spor to wit: ——,, the right 
whereof — claim as in conformity with the laws of the United States 


respecting copyrights. 


Librarian of Congress. 

The Librarian does not do anything except certify that the book 
has been deposited there. He performs no function whatever, ex- 
cept as the receiver of the claim of the man who wants a copyright. 

. GRAY, Mr. President, Ido not think there ought to be 
much embarrassment about determining this question. Certainly 
I have none in determining it for myself. The power to appoint 
officers to fill offices created by law is lodged by the Constitution 
in the President of the United States— 

But the Congress may by law vest the appointment of such inferior officers 
as they think proper in the President alone, in the courts of law, or in the 
heads of Departments. 

So all the officers contemplated by the Constitution, absolutely 
all, are included within these t categories: Those whom the 
President may appoint by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate; those he may appoint solely under authority of Congress, 
and those that by authority of law may be 7 eae by the heads 
of Departments or by the courts of law. There are no other offi- 
cers in a legal constitutional sense known to our scheme of goy- 
ernment. 

The executive function thus described in the Constitution does 
not belong in any wise or in any fashion to Con, , and Con- 
gress can not assume it without a usurpation, which I think we 
all would condemn, or oughtto condemn. If this office is an office 
within the meaning of the clause to which I have just referred, 
then clearly it is not within the competence of Congress to appoint 
toit, unless Congress can derive its power and authority to create, 
and not only create this office, but to fill it, from that provision 
of the Constitution which confers upon each House of Congress 
the right and power to choose its presiding officer and appoint all 
their other officers respectively. Unquestionably each House may 
appoint its own officers, but those officers must be confined to per- 
form duties which are owing to the House by which they are ap- 
pointed, and certainly it could not be contended that they can 
compelled to perform duties, or invested with power to perform 
duties, as officers which do not belong in any wise to the functions 
= Congress or to the due administration of the business of each 

ouse 


I quite agree with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] 
that either House of Congress can provide a library for its own 
use, and can provide for a custodian of that library as one of its 
officers; and perhaps the two Houses jointly, by law or otherwise, 
may provide for a Congressional Library and provide for an offi- 
cer to take charge of it. If they can do it, itis by virtue of this 


power conferred on the Houses separately to appoint each its own 
officers; but that certainly does not confer upon Congress the right 
to invest any of those officers so appointed for the convenience of 
the two Houses with powers and authorities that are not germane 
or in any way related to those special functions; for, if it were so, 
then there would be no limit to the power of Congress to invest 
officers of the two Houses with the powers which belong to the 
administration of government in any of its multiform phases. 
They could invest the Sergeant-at-Arms with the duties of a 
United States commissioner; they could invest the assistant door- 
keeper with the power and responsibility that belongs to some ex- 
ecutive officer; and I do not care whether the office is executive 
or judicial for the p of my argument now. But, if it be 
not an office with functions that relate to the convenience and to 
the due administration of the duties of each House, then it is not 
an office which the House can, under the Constitution, fill. 

So, Mr. President, I can quite readily admit, as Ido and did, 
that while Congress has the right and either House has the right 
to provide for a librarian, it has no more right to invest that 
librarian or any of his subordinates with powers which concern 
the administration of governmental functions than it has the 
right to invest = oe of its employees with such; and yet the 
contention of the ator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], it seems 
to me, and of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], 
must go to the logical extreme of declaring that when officers are 
appointed for the convenience of either House we can invest them 
with any governmental function whatever. That, of course, 
would be absurd, and would overthrow all the distinction between 
Executive and Congressional functions which was intended to be 
so clearly demonstrated in the Constitution. 

This onicer which this provision of law seeks to create and 
appoint is an officer who has nothing to do, so far as this function 
is concerned, with the administration of the duties of either House 
or of both Houses jointly. He does not perform any functions 
necessary to the organization of the House, to its convenience, or 
to its proper duties. We have created an office here in order to 
fulfill an intent of the Constitution, to provide for the protection 
of authors and inventors. The same clause provides for both. 
That is a public function which concerns the grant of legislative 
power to Congress; that is a function which concerns the whole 
country, not Congress, and unless we shall contend, as I said 
a while ago, that we can invest any of these wide governmental 
functions in the mere bagel ema of either House, then, it seems 
to me, we must give up the claim that we have a right to invest 
this Librarian of Congress, or to create a man, call him what you 
will, and give him accommodations in the Library building, and 
thereby attach a jurisdiction to make him a complete officer in 
the constitutional sense, That Ido not think can bedone. What 
is he todo? Ido not care whether he has a judicial function or 
merely a ministerial function, It is provided: 

For A e. of copyrights, $2,500, who shall be selected on or after June 1, 
1806, by the Joint Committee upon the Library of Congress, consisting of the 
Committee on the Library of the Senate and the Committee on the Library 
of the House of Representatives. 

What right have we to confer upon one of our committees the 
power to appoint to an office? The committee is nowhere recog- 
nized in the Constitution. It is one of the instrumentalities of 
legislation, to be used for our own convenience. How can we 
erect a committee into a governmental agency? We can not do 
it. Much less can we confer upon it the executive power of ap- 


pointment. 
and sufficient bond to the United States in such 


And who shall give 
sum, not less than $20,000, as Secretary of the Treasury may direct, and 


e 
to be ed by him, faithfully to account for all publi d 
— — ch, he 5 . —— He shall have ond ace 8 Pell the T rights DA 
duties touching copyrights now devolved upon the Librarian of Congress. 

He is not the Librarian of Congress, even according to the con- 
tention of the Senator from Missouri, who seems to think the ques- 
tion is solved when we have created a library, and that we can 
then confer upon this officer any duties we choose, or only confer 
upon him duties in reference to copyrights, which heretofore have 
been 3 by the Librarian of Congress, appointed by the 
President. 

without additional tion, dish th ted 

rok tat mies nd pone of Us oan and sao the mation e 
appropriated for the Library of Congress. 

That is the only connection that he has with the Library. 


He shall have an official seal of such pattern and design as he shall desig- 
nate, and it shall contain the words r of Copyrights, United States 
of America"; and by this seal all records and papers issued from the office of 
the eee of copyrights shall be authenticated, He shall be provided with 
suitable rooms in the building for the Library of Congress. 


The issuance of a copyright has no more to do with the estab- 
lishment of a library or the convenience of either House of Con- 
ess than the issuance of a patent—not a particle. The mere 
act that the copyright law requires two co of each copy- 


ies 
righted publication to be deposited with the Naranai can not 
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confer the appointing power. We might require, as I said in in- 
88 of the Senator from Missouri, that two copies of each 
model from the Patent Office, or each drawing, or each publication 
of the Patent Office report, should be deposited there. t would 
not confer jurisdiction to appoint a Commissioner of Patents, nor 
is the deposit of two volumes or two copies of each publication 
meant or intended in any wise to build up a library, for, if it did, 
it would be a taking of private property without just compensa- 
tion. 

What right have we to require for the establishment of a 
library that authors shall contribute? Now, think of it for a 
moment. The Senator from Missouri gravely contended that 
authors should contribute copies of their publications, for what 
purpose? To build upa library. That may commend itself on 
the score of economy to Congress, but it can not commend itself 
in any other wise that I know of. We have no more right to levy 
upon the authors of publications in order to build up a library 
than we have a right to take the books ont of the library of the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] to fill our shelves. 
If that provision of law has any justifiable purpose at all, it is to 
file there as an exhibit, precisely on the same ground that a dia- 

m of an invention is filed with the Commissioner of Patents. 

Mr. CHANDLER. As a matter of fact, we do require it. 

Mr. GRAY. We do require it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But the Senator says we do not require it 
from a particular motive, because if we did that motive would 
be unconstitutional. That may be so; but does the Senator dis- 
pute the constitutionality of the present copyright law of Con- 
gress, which makes the place for making an entry for copyrights 
the 5 75576 of Congress? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I am not disputing it now. I only 
say that if the Senator from Missouri were right, then he would be 
taking private property without just compensation, put it upon 
what grounds you please, either as a part of the fee charged for a 
copyright or as an exhibit to be filed there for all time for identi- 
fication, As to what is copyrighted, that is quite another question. 
So that all I want to say about that is that the mere requirement 
of the law that two copies of each publication shall be filed in the 
Library of Congress has no relation to the question that we are 
now discussing as to the power sought to be conferred upon com- 
mittees of Congress to appoint to an office to which are attached 
wide and important and constitutional governmental functions. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, a few moments ago the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] contended that the register of 
copyrights was not a United States officer. There are two kinds 
of officers known to this Constitution—the State officer and the 
United States officer. This Constitution requires all United 
States officers and all State officers to take an oath to supportthis 
Constitution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will excuse me, he forgets 
that there is another class of officers, and that is, officers of the 
Senate and of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. MILLS. They are officers of the United States also, and 

uired to take an oath of office. 
r. CHANDLER. They are not officers of the United States. 

Mr. MILLS. Will the Senator tell me whether they are re- 
quired to take an oath to support the Constitution of the United 

tates? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator did not let me finish my sen- 
tence. I say these are not officers of the United States within 
the clause of the Constitution which provides that the appointing 

wer shall be in the President alone. They are officers of the 

nited States who may be appointed by the two Houses of Con- 


gress. 

Mr. MILLS. I never disputed that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The only question is whether Congress can 
run a library and appoint that class of officers. 

Mr. MIL I never disputed that these officers were not pro- 
vided for by the Constitution and that their appointment is given 
to the Houses of Congress under the power to regulate their rules 
of procedure. That is a very different proposition; but, at the 
same time, they are officers of the United States, and required to 
take an oath to 1 a the Constitution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator state in what his two 
classes of officers are? He stated there were only two classes. 

Mr. MILLS. State officers and United States officers. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then everyone who serves the United States, 
whether in the executive, legislative, or judicial branch of the 
Government, is an officer of the United States? That may be 
true, but that does not help us along in this discussion at all. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, the clause of the sixth article 
of the Constitution says: 

The Senators and Representatives before mentioned, and the members of 
the several State le; tures, and all executive and judicial officers, both 


of the United States and of the several States, shall d by oath or 
affirmation to support this Constitution. 


Then, if this register of copyrights is not an officer of the United 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5503 


States, we know that he is not an officer of a State 


vernment 
and he is not required to take an oath to 5 the Constitution 


of the United States. Every one of the officers at the desk of the 
Senate, every officer at the desk of the House of Representatives, 
and all the other officers created by the Houses of Congress in 
pursuance of the special provision of the Constitution giving them 
power to make rules to govern their own procedure, are all offi- 
cers of this Government of the United States; and every one of 
them has taken the oath to support the Constitution in accord- 
ance with its prescription. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Are Senators and Members of the House of 
Representatives officers of the United States in the same sense? 

Mr. MILLS. They are either officers of the State or of the 
United States, and they are required to take an oath to support 
the Constitution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam glad the Senator is making progress 
in that direction. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] contended that the Congressional Library belonged 
to the Congress of the United States—the Senate and House of 
Representatives. I want to know by what provision of the Con- 
stitution these two Houses of the legislative branch are empow- 
ered to purchase and own 8 They can not hold a nickel’s 
worth of property. This in Which we meet is under the juris- 
diction and power and regulation of this body, but it belongs to 
the United States, and can be sold, or torn down, or dealt with 
as the United States pleases to deal with it. 

Mr. GRAY. It is provided for by law. 

Mr. MILLS. It is provided for by law, and it takes both Houses 
of Congress to make a law. 

Mr. GRAY. And the President. 

Mr. MILLS. And with the approval of the President, or, in 
case of his disapproval, by a two-thirds majority of the two legis- 
lative branches. The United States can own property; the United 
States can own a library; but the Senate can not own a library 
beyond tho jurisdiction and control of the lawmaking power of 
the United States. We have a library that we call the Senate 
library; we have some books, but they have been bought by vir- 
tue of appropriations made in an appropriation bill of the United 
States. She gave us the vey apes they gave us the money, to 
speak correctly, for the United States are plural and not singular— 
the United States gave to this body the money to buy these books. 
They are called the Senate’s books, but mey belong to the United 
States. The 8 who are appoin to keep order around 
this body, in the galleries, or anywhere else around here, are ap- 
pointed in accordance with the rules of the Senate, under the 
power given to it to protect itself in its deliberations. But the 
Senate itself is a part of the United States, and is not an inde- 

ndent power. ere is no imperium in imperio here. Both 

ranches together are limited in the exercise of their power and 
both of them constitute the two legislative arms of the United 
States. The United States own the Library of Congress, and the 
United States, in pursuance of its Constitution, which its people 
made, says that the Executive shall appoint these officers and not 
the two branches of Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the 
question on concurring in the report of the committee of confer- 
ence? 55 the question.] By the sound the noes have it. 

Mr. Isupposed the Senator from New York [Mr. 
HILL] desired to make some remarks, : 

Mr. HILL. I do not care to say anything if the decision of the 
Chair stands. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to make a few remarks myself 
before the final vote is taken. 

Mr. HILL. Then I prefer to hear the Senator from Illinois first. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The absence of a quorum is 
suggested, and the Secretary will call the roll. 

e Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Cockrell, Hill, Pla 
Bacon, Cullom, Kyle, Pri 
Baker, el, eee Quay, 
Bate, Davis, Me ê, N 
Berry. Dubois, McMillan, Stewart, 
Brice, Faulkner, Thurston, 
2 G Mitchell, Oreg. V 
urrows, nger, I eli, 3 
Butler. i Mitchell, Wis Wal 
Caffery, Gray, elson, Warren. 
Chandler, Hale Peffer, 
Clark, Hawley, Perkins, 
The PRESIDENT pro te re. Forty-six Senators having 
answered to their names, theré is a quorum present. 


m 
Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I did not erpai to detain the 
Senate for more than a very few minutes, and I do not propose to 
do so now. I supposed that the chief opposition to this report 
would come from the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL], and 
therefore when the question was put to a vote I was not observing 
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pony supposing that that Senator would follow the Sena- 
r who had just spoken. 

I merely desire to refer to the action of the Senate and of its con- 
ferees in the disposition of the bill so far as it has gone. I desire 
to say in the outset, in referring to the remark of the Senator 


from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] in reference to this kind of legi 

lation, thatit is extraneous toan ordinary appropriation bill. Ido 
not believe in it myself; and I would have much preferred, when 
the bill came from the other body to the Senate and was under 
5 before it wat goats garer eie that N 

en positive groun inst en ining any sue i 

tion as was proposed in the bill. But Senators will remember 
that there was a very strong feeling on the part of Senators and 
members of the other body in favor of some reforms touching 
attorneys and marshals especially, and on the part of the other 
2 in favor of 3 e law with reference tocommissioners. 

The conferees practically were ordered todo the best they could 
with reference to these three different classes of officials. There 
were but two classes at first, but subsequently the other came up. 
While the Senator from Connecticut has intimated that the Sen- 
ate conferees haye given up almost everything which was in con- 
troversy in relation especially to these Government officials, the 
truth is that we didnot. I may say that there was a di tion 
on the part of the conferees of the Senate (and I want to be abso- 
lutely truthful about it) to feel that the Senate itself had perhaps put 
ns soe salaries of district attorneys and marshals a little above 
What the people of the country expected we would do; and I am in- 
clined to think that many Senators themselves felt that we had 
increased the salaries of those officers too muchabove the amounts 
fixed by the House. But, however that may be, when we got 
into conference about these items we were disposed to meet the 
members of the House generally about halfway upon the ques- 
tion of salaries of marshals and district attorneys, and the sal- 
aries relating to those officers have passed out of the present con- 
sideration, because they were disposed of by the Senate in the 
adoption of the second conference report upon the bill. So I do 
not need to refer to those items now except to state the historical 
fact as [remember it. While there are some Senators who are 
disposed to feel that the salaries of marshals and district attor- 
neys of their States or districts were a little too low, it was the 
best that the Senate conferees could do. The report has been rat- 
ified by the Senate and House, and it will be very easy, as we have 
felt, where there were mistakes made (and it is a pretty extensive 
and ty aoe subject to deal with in conference) to have it 
righted by legislation at a future session of Congress, when we 
can see definitely how the operation of the law affects the inter- 
ests of the people in different districts and States and the interests 
of the officers holding these positions. So the consideration of 
those officials has passed. 

During the last conference, the third conference upon the bill, 
after we had refused to consider the commissioners in the first 
conferences, we found that it seemed to be the proper thing for us 
to do. I do not wish it to be understood that the Senate or the 
Senate conferees are under duress in any sense, but we and the 
representatives of the other body find ourselves in dealing with 
this question compelled to do what seems to be right in the prem- 
ises when we get to the point where a decision is necessary to be 


e. 

I desire to say that so far as the commissioners are concerned 
we had the approbation of the Attorney-General. Iam not sure 
that it is the fact, but I am inclined to think that the provision 
incorporated in the proposed law is the production of the Attorney- 
General’s Office. However, Iam not certain that I am stating the 
exact fact in reference to that point. 

1 I should like to ask the Senator whether 
that may not account for the fact that a district judge can not 
appoint a commissioner in any place unless the Attorney-General 
first names the place? It is one of the most extraordinary pro- 
visions I ever heard of in any law. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know as to that. Iam inclined to 
think that I ought not to state that the Attorney-General is re- 

msible for the exact provisions of the proposed law touching 

ə commissioners; but I desire to call the attention of the Senate 
to that point. In the first place, as everybody knows, the court 
commissioners are appointed by the circuit courts of the United 
States, and everyone who has anything to do with courts knows 
substantially as well that the circuit judges of the United States 
practically do not hold trial courts at all any more in the differ- 
ent circuits of the country. In other words, the district judge of 
a district substantially holds all the time both the district court 
and the circuit court as well. Therefore it is that these commis- 
sioners, who are to be appointed as heretofore by the circuit 
judge, are substantially under the supervision and control of the 

istrict judge, because the district judge holds the court, and it is 
seldom that anyone sees a circuit ju at a place where a dis- 
trict court is being held. 3 : 

So it was the judgment of the other body, as I take it, and it 


was the judgment of the conferees, so far as 3 had any- 
thing to do with it, such being the state of facts, that it was better 
perhaps that the district judge should appoint the commissioner 
than that it should be left to the control of the circuit judge, who 
seldom comes to the place where the court is held. So the terms 
of office of the commissioners of circuitcourts heretofore appointed 
was made to expire on the 31st day of December, 1896, under the 
provision as reported by the conferees. When the provision came 
to the Senate r dat that those terms should expire, I think, 
on the ist of July, 1896. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. M. Certainly: 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the tenure of office of the commis- 
sioners as now fixed? Is it during good behavior, for life, or what 
is the term? 

Mr. CULLOM. Under the present law, under which they have 
all been appointed, they have no term of office. They are ap- 
pointed subject to removal simply by the circuit court under the 
present law. 

Mr. GEORGE. Unless removed they hold for life? 

Mr. CULLOM. Unless they are removed they do not go ont of 
office until they resign or die, as I understand it. The conferees 
of the two Houses thought it was proper that the term of office 
should be limited to four years. That is the ordi term of an 
officer nowadays who is not appointed for life. In view of the 
fact that they are subordinate to and supervised by the district 
judge more ee ee than any other, the conferees thought it 
was wise legislation that the district judge should have the a 
pointment of the new commissioners after the terms of the old 
ones should expire. 

Now, it seems to me that there is nothing wrong in that proyi- 
sion. It appears to me that it is a fair one. Some Senators have 
indicated that it is a t wrong to make a term for an officer of 
the United States circuit or district court, and that it brings the 
office into politics. Ido not see that at all. Take, for instance, 
the district in which I live, where the court is held in my own lit- 
tle city. The United States judge under this proposed law would 
appoint all the commissioners in that district when the term of 
the present incumbents expire. I am perfectly certain that that 
district judge will reappoint every man there who has performed 
his duty as the judge may deem he ought to perform it. When 
he is appointed once he has the same judge over him as when he 
receives his first appointment, and of course the same judge will 
keep his own appointee so long as he performs his duty. So 
practically the 5 made that it makes a partisan office of the 
commissioner the court is entirely, it seems to me, without 
foundation. 

Now, referring to the 3 which authorizes the Attorney- 
General to pass upon the question of the appointment of these 
men, or at least that he shall be notified—I forget the exact terms 
of the provision—when the appointments are made, I think there 
is force in that proposition, because the Attorney-General is the 
law officer of the whole United States, and all the clerks, marshals, 
district attorneys, and commissioners are in a degree under the 
surveillance and control and are to be called to account by the 
Attorney-General of the United States. It seems to me proper 
that it should be so. Otherwise nobody knows when he would get 
the accounts of the marshals and attorneys or of the commission- 
as 5 if they have any accounts to render, as I understand 

ey have. 

I would have much preferred myself if the commissioners had 
been left out of the bill and that we should not have been required 
to legislate about them. But it seemed to be the judgment that 
we were called upon to do something in d to the commis- 
sioners. In the place, as the Senate will remember, we had 
a provision, a portion of which is in the conference report made, 
requiring the Attorney-General to report at the meeting of the 
next Congress, after an investigation, as r the compensation 
to be paid, by salary or otherwise, to clerks of the United States 
circuit and district courts and to the commissioners of the circuit 
courts. I preferred the provision the Senate in the first place in- 
serted in the bill, but it seemed that that could not be agreed upon, 
and 5 after changing the fees to an extent in the pro- 
visions of the bill as it came from the House, the conferees on the 
part of the Senate to it, 

I do not care to take up any more time in referring to that, but 
I desire to say a word in reference to the copyright provision, 
which has claimed the attention of the Senate so much, and upon 
the question of the constitutionality or unconstitutionality of the 

rovision as inserted in the bill. I desire to be perfectly frank. 

will say that personally I had some doubt as to the constitution- 
ality of that provision, but my colleagues on the conference te- 
lieved that it was sound; that it was within the purview of the 
Constitution, and we agreed to the provision. en Senators 
refer to the statute, as has been done by my colleague on the con- 
ference, the Senator from Missouri mir. G it seems to 
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me that all through the statute referring to the appointment of a 
Librarian, if you please, who is given the power to act as register 
of copyrights, the distinction was kept up by Congress in the 
enactment of that law different from the ordinary provision for 
the appointment of an officer of the Government to perform any 
particular line of duty. The provision of the law relating to the 
appointment reads as follows: 

The President solely shall appoint from time to time a Librarian to take 
charge of the Library of Congress. 

Why did Congress put that provision in as it reads in the law 
that is now in force? In my judgment it was because Congress 
was seeking to keep within its own control, its own power, the 
Librarian of Congress, and as a matter of convenience they dele- 
gated the power to the President to name the Librarian, and the 

mtleman occupying that position was in that way appointed. 

ow, why should C Congress have used the word solely? I do 
not remember seeing it in any statute creating any other office. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. : 

Mr. GEORGE. The Constitution of the United States its 
expressly that Congress may vest the Sear of officers in 
the President alone or in the heads o partments and in the 


courts. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam perfectly well aware of that provision of 
the Constitution, but have never had my attention called to any 
other statute on the books providing that Congress alone or solely 
should have the a ORS of anybody. z 

Mr. GEORGE. as not the Venezuelan Commission appointed 
in that way, by the President alone? The names were not sub- 
mitted to the Senate. 

Mr.CULLOM. Thatistrue,I believe. They were not required 
to be confirmed; but I do not think those Commissioners were re- 
garded as officers in any proper sense. A law was passed placing 
the duty upon the President to appoint a set of men to perform a 

rticular duty of investigation as to a line, and I do not think 

t anybody regarded them as officers in the constitutional sense 
of the term. 

I do not believe another law can be found in the statute book 
where, when a man was to be appointed and called an officer, the 
Congress of the United States said that the President alone or 
solely should make the appointment; and I reason from that and 
from other provisions of the same statute that Congress was at- 
tempting to give the President the power to do this merely as a 
matter of convenience and to accommodate Con in the selec- 
tion of a Librarian, being in the proper sense under the control of 
the Congress of the United States. 

Now, let us go a little further to show that the Joint Library 
Committee of Congress has much to do with the subject. In the 
same act where the President solely is to make the appointment it 
is provided: 

The Joint Committee upon the Library 8 time to time appoint 


such agents as they deem requisite, to carry into effect the donation and ex- 
change of documents and other publications placed at their disposal for the 


purpose. 

And so along all through the statute. Again: 

The Joint Committee upon the Library is authorized to establish regula- 
tions, not inconsistent with law, in relation to the Library of Congress or 
5 thereof, and from time to time to alter, amend, or repeal 

Then it says: 

And until they im new regulations or restrictions, the care and busi- 
ness of the Library shall continue to be ated by such rules as may have 
been heretofore imposed by any lawful authority. 

So the whole theory of the law, it seems to me, is that the Con- 

of the United States is the sole controller of the Library of 
8 and they give the President power, simply as a matter 
of convenience to themselves, to designate the man who shall be 
Librarian of Congress. 

Upon the question of giving bond and all that, of course the 
language of the provision raises a sort of impression that it is an 
office, because the word “office” is used; but, if Senators will 
observe, the provision reads: 

For register of copyrights, $2,500, who shall be selected— 

We do not use the word appointed“ 
on or after June 1, 1898, by the Joint Committee upon the Library of Con- 

, conaisting of the Committee on the Library of the Senate and the 
mittee on the Library of the House of Representatives, and who shall 
give good and sufficient bond, ete. 

I do not care to take up the time of the Senate in discussing this 
matter. Iam very anxious to get a vote upon it. I wish to say 
in perfect candor that the conferees on the part of the Senate are 
not undertakin § to be, and do not desire to be understood as as- 
suming to be, above the men who appointed them, Weare sim- 
ply trying to carry out the will and the wishes of the Senate as 

- nearly as we can do so, and if we have agreed to any provisions 
which in the judgment of the Senate are not right or are not sat- 
isfactory, the Senate has a right to say so, and either to appoint 
the same or a new set of conferees to deal with the subject fur- 
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ther. But we have had a good deal of trouble over the bill, grow- 
ing out of the numerous moveo in it that are extraneous, I 


may say, to the ordinary legislation which ought to be upon an 
appropriation bill. The Bo, see have dealt with the subject as 
fairly and as seriously and asassiduously as we could in an endeavor 
to arrive at correct conclusions and as nearly in harmony with 
tne Penat which we belong and to which we account as we were 
able to do. 

If the Senate does not believe that this reportis right, Iam per- 
fectly willing thatit shall dispose of it in that way. If it believes 
it is right, in view of all the facts, after a third conference has 
been held—the first agreeing to a large number of items about 
which there was not any piat dispute, the second agreeing to a 
large number about which there was very serious controversy be- 
tween the conferees on the part of the two Houses, including the 
provisions as to attorneys and marshals, and the last conference 
agreeing apon the few provisions that remained in the bill—Ishall 
be glad to have the report sustained. 

It might be well enough for me to call attention, before I sit 
down, as I do not care to occupy the attention of the Senate again, 
to what we have agreed to. The House conferees agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate in relation to clerks to committees and 
also as to clerks to Senators; also as to the item providing for 
messengers and skilled common laborers; also as to the police and 
watchmen force of the panal with an amendment providing 
that hereafter the Capitol police force shall consist of 80 policemen 
at $1,100 each and 7 at $960 each (8 watchmen were provided for 
in the oinal bill), and dispensing with 7 watchmen who were 
substantially under the control of the Architect of the Capitol; 
also providing that the police force as herein provided shall be 
under the direction of the Sergeants-at-Arms of the Senate and of 
the House and of the Architect of the Capitol. 

There were, I may say, seven watchmen under the present law 
especially under the control of the Architect of the Capitol. His 
testimony was that they could be di with if these other 
provisions could be enacted, and those were agreed to by the con- 
ferees of the two Houses. They are in the conference report 
which is to be acted upon by the Senate. The conferees also 

to the provision with respect to the register of copyrights, 
about which I have been talking, and I shall not detain the Sen- 
ate longer upon that question. e New Mexico provision I shall 
not take any time to discuss. The salary of the marshal for the 
District of Columbia, which was in dispute in the two former 
conferences, was finally fixed at $5,500, and it was agreed to by 
the conferees of the two Houses. 

The item as to commissioners of the circuit courts is the only 
other one involved in this controversy, and I suppose the only 
matters which will involve any controversy 5 if the Sen- 
ate should not agree to the report, will be the provision as to co y- 
rights and the question as to the icular form to be adopted in 
reference to the commissioners of the circuit courts. I hope we 
shall have the report agreed to. There are now three or four 
other conference reports waiting for the disposition of this one 
besides an additional appropriation bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to state that in all I have said in regard 
to the register of copyrights I must not be understood as in any 
way criticising the committee, because there was an amendment 
inserted in the bill by the Senate itself 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. In relation to this matter, which I think was 
worse even than the one under consideration. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not think it was worse, but it involved 
exactly the same question, whether Congress by its committees 
could appoint the man, and the Senate passed upon it favorably. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I intend to detain the Senate only a 
few moments. There are three penea questions involved in the 
report, two of which have been very fully and ably discussed. I 
intend simply to allude to the first question involved, which is 
the authority to create the office and substantially to appoint an 
officer known as register of copyrights in the form provided for 
by the bill. At the most it is a very doubtful power. It presents 
a very difficult constitutional question, and Senators seem to dif- 
fer in regard toit. I think it is unwise in the report of a confer- 
ence committee to go tothe extent of creating a new officer where 
the authority is of doubtful constitutionality. That ground alone 
would justify the Senate in rejecting the report. 

The next point is the unprecedented legislation, legislating out of 
office all the United States circuit court commissioners throughout 
the land without charges, without trial, without petition, without 
any ponte demonstration in regard to it. I called attention to 
this fact when the bill was under consideration. The subject has 
not been debated in the Senate. I wish to suggest to the confer- 
ence committee, if the reportshall be rejected, certain amendments 
which the people of my city, its judges and its officials, desire to have 
incorporated in the provision. We had no time to discuss it in the 
Senate. It is a serious question, affecting officials in New York 
City and throughout our State. I have before me letters from the 
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United States commissioners; letters from judges of our United 
States courts, protesting against the change. 

Ido not think it is wise to change the life tenure, which has 
characterized those holding offices of this class in the past, to a 
term of four years. Every four years these judicial or semi- 


judicial officers are to have a scramble for reappointment. I do 
not think it is a reform. I think it is going in the wrong direc- 
tion. These offices are much sought for, and applicants will be 
appealing every four years to our district judges. Men of both 
parties will apply. There will be a scramble for the offices. I do 
not think it is a wise provision. Whether I would be justified ab- 
solutely in rejecting an appropriation bill upon that ground alone 
Ido not know. I think the subject ought to have further consid- 
eration than it has had. 

They have provided that a clerk of a court may be appointed 
United States commissioner, provided the 5 ap- 
proves. That is an important provision so far as New York City 
is concerned. If he approves in the first instance, must you get 
the approval of the Attorney-General four years from that time 
and every four years thereafter? Ihave letters from 3 some 
of them in Pennsylvania, protesting against it. ey think it 
unwise. If it is thought proper in the first instance that the same 
person shall hold the office of United States commissioner and 
clerk, should not one approval of the same man be sufficient? 
Should this officer be required every four years to apply to the 
Attorney-General for his approval? 

` In the second place, there are some places where a deputy clerk 
is United States commissioner, and very properly so. It is a great 
convenience to suitors at the court. This proposed act forbidsit, 
eyen with the approval of the Attorney-General. I should like to 
have the conference committee, in whom I have great confidence, 
to consider again this question and to see if they can not provide 
some modification of the sweeping provisions which will be more 
5 the country. Iam satisfied that the report will be 
rejected. e good sense of the Senate will prevail. There is 
another provision to which I will simply allude. 
to discuss it. 

On the 27th rg Ai March last the Senate by a decisive vote, 
after two days’ debate, resolved to strike out the provision chang- 
ing the date of the meeting of the legislature in the Territory of 
New Mexico. The question was gone over in allits various phases, 
political and otherwise, and the Senate carefully considered the 

uestion and expressed its deliberate voice. Ido not think the 
8 desires to retract or to change it. A mere change of the 
date from May to February does not cure the point. There is no 
goog reason, unless it be a political one, why the change should 
made; and I think that upon further consideration of the sub- 
ject an agreement can possibly be arrived at. It is very objection- 
ableinits present condition. A political or semipolitical provision 
of this character ought not to be inserted in an appropriation bill. 
If the matter shall again be submitted to the consideration of the 
conferees I think a better provision can be arrived at which will 
be ee i 

Having sai 
report 

. CULLOM. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply desire to state that so far as I am con- 
cerned there has never been a particle of politics involved in an 
controversy between the two Houses in connection with this bill. 
I supposed when the last report was made upon the question just 
referred to by the Senator from New York the subject was settled 
to the entire satisfaction of everybody concerned. The honorable 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], one of the conferees who 
joined in the rt, supposed the same thing. 

Mr. HILL. ndoubtedly; and he simply labors under a misap- 

rehension. That is all. I do not care about discussing it. The 
mator labored under a misapprehension. Itis not satisfactory 
to Democrats of New Mexico. I do not think it is satisfactory to 
the Democrats of the Senate. We ought not be quarreling over 
such a question at this stage of the session on an appropriation 
bill, ea I am satisfied that the patience and courtesy which have 
thus far been displayed by the conference committee can adjust 
this matter satisfactorily if it can be recommitted to them. I 
desire to bear testimony to the patience with which they have 
considered these difficult questions. Further consideration, I am 
sure, will provide a better result than this and one much more 


I do not intend 


this much, I desire to say that the rejection of this 


satisfactory. 

That is all I have to say. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring 
in the rt of the committee of conference. 


Mr. CULLOM. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS]. I transfer 


Se) pair to the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] and 
vote “nay.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (when Mr. FRYE’S name was 
called). The present occupant of the chair is paired with the 
senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. HANSBROUGH’s name was called), 
I rise to announce a pair between the Senator from North Dakota 

Mr. HANSBROUGH] and the Senator from Hlinois [Mr. PALMER]. 

1 are both absent from the city. 

r. BERRY (when the name of Mr. JONES of Arkansas was 
called). My colleague [Mr. Joxxs] is paired with the Senator 
rah Maine {Mr. HALE]. If my colleague were present, he would 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin 8 his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEwELL]. If 
he were present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. BERRY (when Mr. MorGan’s name was called). I wish 
to announce that the senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] 
is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. The 
senior Senator from Alabama would vote “nay ” if present. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were 
present, I should vote“ yea.” 


Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 
Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 


Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
SART, If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MARTIN (after having voted in the negative). I voted 
without observing that the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE] 
is oe Iam paired with that Senator, and therefore withdraw 
my vote, 

r. WALTHALL. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] to the Senator from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. IRI and vote“ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I transfer my pair with the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] to the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Murpuy], and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Iam paired with the Senator frora 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] on this vote. If he were here, he 
would vote ‘‘nay” and I should vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. GEAR. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia Mr. 
Gorpon]. I transfer my pair to the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] and vote “yea.” 

Mr. DUBOIS (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire 
to inquire if the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmrrH] has 


voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He has not voted. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam pai with the senior Senator from New 
Jersey, and therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CARTER (after Raving voted in the affirmative). Being 


paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Geson], I withdraw 


my vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I understand another pair has 
been arranged with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], 
and I will therefore vote. I vote yea.” 

Mr. HALE (after having voted in the affirmative). I am in- 
formed that a pair has been announced for me with the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES], and I therefore withdraw my vote. 
Has the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] voted? 

Mr. PUGH. No; I have not. 

Mr. HALE. Then I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Joxxs] to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar], and that will enable the Senator from Alabama and my- 
self to vote. 

Mr. PUGH. Very well. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. HALE. I vote yea.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Alle: vis, Mitchell, Oreg. Stewart, 
‘Allison, Gallinger, Nelson, Teller, 
Burrows, Gear, Perkins, Warren, 
Butler, le Pettigrew, Wetmore, 
Cannon. Hawley, Sherman, Wilson. 
Cockrel oes Shoup, 
Cullom, McMillan, Squire, 

NAYS—3. 
Bacon. Clark, McBride, T 
Bate, ° Daniel, Mi i 
Berry, Faulkner Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, 
Blackburn, George, Pasco, Walthall, 
Brice, Gray Peffer, Whi 
Brown, k Platt, Wolostt. 
Caffery, Hill, Proctor, 
Chandler, Evie. 
Chili dsay, 
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NOT VOTING—2. 

Aldrich, 0. Jones, Nev. y. 
Baker, - Gibson, Mantle, well, 
Blan x Gordon, Martin, Smith, 
Call, Go: Morgan, Thurston, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Morrill, Tilman, 
Carter, oar, Murphy, Voorhees. 
Dubois, Irby, er, 
Elkins, Jones, Ark. Pritchard, 

So the report was nonconcurred in. 


Mr. CULLOM. Imove that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and ask for a further conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the ra of the Senate at the fur- 
ther conference, and Mr. CuLLomM, . TELLER, and Mr. COCK- 
RELL were appointed. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issuance of 
interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I rise for the purpose of submitting a con- 
ference report. i . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report is privileged, and 
the Chair recognizes the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr.PETTIGREW. Isubmit the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6249) making appropriations 
for current and contingent expenses of the Indian 88 and 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes. 

I will state that the report has been read and printed in the REC- 
ORD. It was afterwards withdrawn, and an item stricken from 
it, and it is now returned to the Senate without any other change 
whatever. It is not necessary to read it. I move its adoption. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent that the reading of the report may 
be dispensed with. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the 
on the amendments of the Senate to the 


ing votes of the two Houses 
(H. R. 6249) making appropria- 
Departm 


tions for current and 5 expenses ot the Indian ent and ful - 
filling 8 stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ane 
Nee confer- 


June 30, , and for other pupone having or oped full and fr 
„ to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 4, 6, 7, 11, 21, 22, 
29, 30, 34, 35, 43, 62, and 90. 

That the House recede from its . 8 1 to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2. 555 17, 18, 19, 23. 24, 26, 27, 28, 32, 36. 38, 39, 
40, 41, 42, 44, 50, 53, 54, 55, 58, 59, 60, 61, 63, 65, 72, 73, 74, 75, 79, 80, S1, E. 88, and 89; 


the same. 


Strike out, in line 19, page Pt of the bill, the word“ Kickapoos and insert in 
lieu thereof the wo: “ Kickapoos in Kansas”; and in lieu of the matter in- 
serted by said amendment insert the following: 


“ KICKAPOOS IN OKLAHOMA. 


To enable the Secre! of the Interior to assist the Kickapoo Indians of 
Oklahoma Territory who have not accepted ir allotments to make im- 
provements upon said allotments as fast as accepted, and to | ier seed, 

ain, and subsistence for said Indians, $5,000, to be immedia ely available. 

o sum of money now in the Treasury of the United States belonging to 
said Indians shall be retained as a permanent fund, upon which the 4 
urer shall pay to said Indians annually interest at the rate of 5 per cent per 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 16, and to the same with an amendment as fol- 
lows: Add at the end of said amendment the following: “And sections 669, 
670, and 671, of chapter 27 of Mansfield’s Digest of the laws of Arkansas cov- 
ering deeds, mortgages, liens, and instruments of 3 pertaining to real 
— are hereby extended over and put in force in said Quapa Agency, 
Indian Territory. That the allottees of land within the limits of said Qua: 
Agency are authorized to lease the same for a term not exceeding three years 
for farming purposes or five years for mining or business purposes”; and 
the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 20, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: Strike 
out from said amendment the word “Santee,” and add at the end of said 
amendment the following: And North and South Dakota; and the Senate 


to the same. 

hat the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add 
at the end of said amendment the following: And charge against any funds 
belonging to said Lower Brule Indians nowin the Treasury of the United 
States"; and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 31, and a to the same with an amendment as follows: 


—.— to the same with amendments as follows: 
Add at the end of said amen s 
And not exceeding $1,500 for necessary — and incidental expenses 


of such persons. 
For completing the work of the Fo gpa Indian Commission 5 
an 


under the act of h 3, 1893, to sel 


the of defra; the mses of said Commission, $4,000, to be reim- 
bursed to tl 5 


the United tes out of the proceeds of the sale of the 
tract and allotted lands as provided in said act, to be immediately a ble; 
and said Commission shall conclude its work and terminate on or before the 
Ist day of December, 1898." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 57, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
Strike out, in line 3 of said amendment, the word three’ and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “two”; and strike out, in line 42 of said amendment, the 
words “sufficient proof” and insert in lieu thereof the word * conviction"; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 67, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Add at the end of said amendment the following: “And said sum shall be in 
full payment and satisfaction of all claims of the said Campbell or his Eee 
sentatives for said money and lands and interest therein, and the receipt of 
said Campbell for said sum shall so specify“; an Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 91, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
Strike out, in line 4 of the last paragraph of the amendment, the words 
“section 2 of this act” and insert in lieu thereof the words“ section“; 
and add at the end of said ph the following: 

Frovided. however, That any person who in good faith prior to the 
of this act has discovered or Ber or located a mine of coal or other - 
eral shall haye a 1 right of purchase for ninety days from and after 
the official tiling in the local land office of the approved plat of survey pro- 
vided for tras section.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its ent to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 92, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
Strike out. in line 4 of the last paragraph of the amendment, the words“ sec- 
tion 2 of this act ” and insert in lieu thereof the words this section"; and 
add at the end of said be Bee the following: ; 

“ Provided, however, t any person who in good faith prior to the 
of this act had discovered and opened or located a mine of coal or other - 

shall have a preference right of purchase for ninety days from and after 
the official filin the local land office of the approved plat of survey pro- 
section. 


and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 
Strike out, in line 4 of the last par: 8 
tion 2 of this act and insert in lieu 
in line 12 of 1 after the word “opened,” insert the words “or 

Tike out, in the last line of said paragraph, the words “section 
2 of this act and insert in lieu thereof the words this section“; and the 


ore, . ered 33, 37, 46, 47, 48, 49, 51, 52, 56, 64, 66, 68, 69, 70, 71, 76, 
amendments num A A X s , 69, 70, 71. 
77, 78, 83, 84, 85, 88, 87, and 94 the committee of conference has been unable to 
agree. 


R. F. PETTIGREW, 

H. M. TELLER, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

J. S. SHERMAN, 

CHARLES CURTIS. 

GEORGE C. PENDLETON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. LODGE. Ishould like to know what became of amend- 
ment numbered 69. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This is a partial report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
the amendment referred to by the Senator from Massachusetts is 
among the amendments upon which the conferees of the two 
Houses have been unable to agree. 

The question is on concurring in the report of the committee 
of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Imove that the Senate still further insist 
upon its amendments disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives, and ask for a further conference with the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. 
PETTIGREW, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


PRACTICE OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I rise to peen a privileged report, being 
the conference report on House bill 5731, to re; te the practice 
of medicine, anon etc. 

The PRESID pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R.5731) to regulate the prac- 


tice of medicine and surgery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to pun: 
ish persons violating the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia, 


having met, after and conference have to recommend and do 
recommend to their tive Houses as follows: 
That the House r ə from its disagreement to the amendments of the 


i 
Senate numbered 1,2, 3,5, 6,7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19, 25, 26, 27, 29, 31, 32, 33, 
34,35, 36, and 37, and agree to the same. 

That the House o from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same amended to read as follows: “On 
page 8, section 7, line 22, strike out ‘examination’ where it occurs the sec- 
ond time“; and that the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the thirtieth amendment 
of the Senate, and to the same amended to read as follows: page 11, 
section 12, line 9, strike out any where it occurs the first time; and that 


the Senate a; to the same. 

That the House recede from its di ent to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 2), 21, 22, 23, and 24, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment,so that section 10 shall read as follows: 

“Sec. 10. That the board of medical supervisors of the District of Columbia 


may, by a vote of four members, refuse to grant or may revoke a license, and 
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may cause the name of any person to be removed from the record of the 
sca of the District of Columbia, and from the of the health 

ce for any of the following causes, to wit: The employment of fraud or 
deception in the provided for in chronic ine- 


In 
furnished cone o the complaint and 
before said board in person or b orney, and witnesses 
of the accused, for and on behalf of the 
from the decision of said sige teh pes Pr taken_to the 
of the District of Columbia, and the m of said court 
Said board may at any time within two years from the refusal 
or revocation of a license or the cancellation of registration under this sec- 
88 eee L 
person so affec: or 
of which he or she had been deprived by said board.” 
And that the Senate agree to the same. 

an weg cies nic e ARENT RET eT 


3 GER 
CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
R. C. SHANNON, 
J. W. BABCOCK, 
8. W. COBB, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring 
in the report. : 
The report was concurred in. 


STANDARD FOR DRY MEASURES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. McMILLAN, I present a conference report, which I ask 
may be considered at this time. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
Secretary 


: 


The read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6833) de: the standard 
i the District of Columbia, and for 


shape and size for measures in use in 
other ted pan having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the first and third amend- 
ments of the Senate and to the same. 

That the Senate recede its second amendment. 


2 8 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison concurring 
in the report. ; 
The report was concurred in. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I now ask that the conference report on the 
sundry civil a Recta bill may be laid before the Senate. 

The PRES pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the report referred to by the Senator from Iowa; which will 
be read. 


The Secretary read the report; which was printed in the Recorp 
of the 19th instant. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). The 
question is on concurring in the report. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, there is an amendment made by 
the Senate, No. 144, which I should like to have read at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment referred to by 
the Senator from Florida will be read. 

The Secretary read Senate amendment No. 144,.as follows: 

Military ey W Fla.: purchase 
included E ler 8 tho Mareen ot ken Wa 
Fla., as recommended in a letter from the Secretary of War, dated 
— 7, 1896 (House Document No. 221, Fifty-fourth Congress, first ses- 

Mr. PASCO, Mr. President, I see by the report that the amount 
inserted in the bill, which was the amount contained in the report 
of the Secretary of War, has been stricken out, and $1,500 inserted 
in lieu thereof. I do not know any reason why this reduction has 
been made. It will prevent any settlement of this matter, which 
has been standing for a long time. 

This piece of land in Key West referred to in the amendment 
was taken by the United States military authorities for ey 

urposes during the war, and more than 200 soldiers were buri 
an The property belonged and still belongs toa Mrs. Maloney. 
3 her husband she endeavored for years to get a settlement 
by a sale of the land or a recovery of its possession. The United 
States held and used it for cemetery purposes and the Government 
failed to make any arrangement to purchase it or to pay for its 
use. Subsequently a part of it upon which no interments had 
been made was returned to her, and it was that the Gov- 
ernment should i Ag amount specified in the amendment as it 
stood in the bill. . Maloney was always unwilling to accept 
that amount, because it was claimed that the pro was worth 
three or four times as much, and it was claimed also that Mrs. 
Maloney should receive a fair compensation for the use of the 
property which was at first taken and held by the military au- 
thorities. A little less than an acre is still retained by the Gov- 


ernment, and it was for the purchase of this piece that the amend- 
ment provided. 
I have made anay efforts to get the matter settled under differ- 


ent Secretaries of War since I came to the Senate, and my colleague 
had made similar efforts before that time. The Secretaries, one 
after another, had proposed this same settlement, but Mr. Malon: 
was always unwilling to take it, and refused to take it, and sai 
that it was no use to propose any settlement for the land and its 
use upon tg hea — a 

i e last year, or perhaps a little more than a year ago, 
3 died, and his widow, feeling unable to cope any 
longer with the Government and to continue the contention for 
a larger amount, agreed that she would take the sum named in 


‘| the bill. She is needy, and the amount would be a great help to 


her in her present situation. The Secre of War, upon bein, 
notified that the proposed settlement would be accepted, prepar: 
the letter upon which I offered the amendment read at the desk 
and sentitto the House of Representatives. The amendment was 
adopted by the Senate, but for some reason which I do not under- 
stand the amount has been reduced to $1,500 by the committee of 
conference of the two Houses. It will not lead to a settlement, 
because the amount proposed is less than the actual value of the 
land, according to the opinion of the owner; and it is not right 
that the Government should continue in possession of this little 
piece of land without paying for it. 

It is not possible to remove the bodies of the men who have been 
buried there, for the city authorities, for sanitary reasons, have 
always refused to allow that to be done when the proposition has 
been made. Even if such removal were practicable, the estimated 
cost of removing the remains and restoring the boundary wall 
would, aradin © the statements accompanying the Secretary’s 
letter, be more than the amount to be paid for the land according 
Cee ten aes gaa ak toe CRE a ed toy baad D 

n the page e which I in m; 
stated that— j 

The estima cost of removing the i 

walls by aera partion Wey West ras alors E the boundary 


ding 130 feet new Wall 
Moving picket fence and building 30 feet new fencing... 


2,435.00 

So, if the United States should pursue that remedy and turn the 

property back to this nee it will cost more than the amount 
e 


named in the report o Secretary of War, which is $2,058, 
besides leaving her without compensation for the use of the land. 

It would perhaps be asking too much to move that this confer- 
ence report be rejected on account of this single item; but I think 
the matter ought to be brought to the attention of the Senate, and 
perhaps the Senator having charge of the conference on this side 
may be able to suggest some remedy. It does seem to me that 
there can not have been proper consideration of the matter, and 
it looks like a very small piece of economy to deprive this lady of 
five or six hundred dollars of the amount recommended in the 
sig ly submitted by the Secretary of War. 

. ALLISON. Mr. President, only a word in response. The 
Senator from Florida was kind enough to hand the papers from 
which he has taken extracts to me and to the Committee on Ap- 
3 with a view of having the item referred to inserted 
in the sundry civil bill. It had such merit in the mind of the 
committee that we to its insertion, and the amount named 
in the bill was provided for. When wecame in contact with the 
conferees on the part of the House of Representatives, they in- 
sisted that it had no sce upon the sundry civil bill, it being a 
claim; and when I endeavored to impress upon the conferees the 
nature and character of the case they insisted that the amount 
suggested by the Senate was entirely too ; that the tract in 
question embraced a small area of land in rather a remote region, 
which was not worth one-tenth of what we had appropriated. 
Finally, however, with the view of getting rid of the whole ques- 
tion, they were ing to allow $1,500, and said there would be 
no difficulty in closing it up for that sum. Of course, if the owner 
of this pro is not wili ing to take the $1,500, then it will be a 
matter of consideration at the next session of Congress or ne 
Committee on Claims. So I concur with the Senator from Flor- 
ida that it is not wise to delay the progress of this bill on account 
of this amendment. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee if 
anything was done with the item of appropriation for changes in 
. — ew York post-office for the accommodation of the Federal 
courts? 

Mr. ALLISON. Nothing was done with that. That is still in 
disagreement. The conferees of the House of Representatives 
believed that that matter could very well lie over until next 
winter. We endeavored to impress npon them the importance of 
the immediate expenditure which we had provided for in the bill; 


but we could not agree, and the matter is still in conference. 
the conferees on the part of the Senate will 


Mr. HILL. I trust 


1896. 
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continue their good efforts in the direction of having an imme- 
diate appropriation. 
Mr. ALLISO „ Senator we shall do the best we 


i N. 
possibly can in that 2 ? 2 

I might say one word as respects the public-buil appropri- 
ations generally. The House of Representatives would not agree 
to any of the appropriations and increases which we had proposed 
in the Senate as to public buildings, and especially they would 
not agree to the suggestion of any increase of limit in appropria- 
tions made for various public buildings. i 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to ask the chairman of 
the committee what, if anything, has been done with regard to 
the Senate amendment making an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the Cascades of the Columbia? __ 

Mr. ALLISON. That also is still in disagreement, the House 
conferees insisting that the provision was also found in substance 
in the bill known as the river and harbor bill, and the Senate con- 
ferees, of course, insisting that we should make the provision a 
part of the sundry civil bill, leaving the matter open for the 

resent. 
p Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then, Mr. President, I hope that 
the Senate conferees will insist on maintaining that provision in 
the sundry civil bill. As has been said in the Senate more than 
once, that appropriation is absolutely essential to the early open- 
ing of the great work on the 8 of the Columbia. and if 
anything should happen to theriver and harbor bill, which I hope 

ill not, we shall be left then in the unfortunate condition of 
having a work upon which there has been nearly $2,000,000 ex- 

ended tied up for another year for lack of a few thousand dol- 
to enable the work to be opened to shipping. It can do no 
possible harm to have the provision, as the i of the com- 
mittee will agree, in both bills, though it would not look very 
well, I admit, and would be bad legislation; but in view of the 
conditions and all the circumstances surrounding us, I hope the 
vision will be retained in the sun civil bill, which we all 
ow will become a law, and not take chance of having it in 

a bill which may or may not eventually become a law. 

Mr. PASCO. I think the conferees on the part of the Senate 
were entirely correct in insisting that this was not a mere claim, 
and that it did have a proper p e opon this bill. Itis among 
the items for national cemeteries, is as much in place as any 
of those other items, in my judgment. It is necessary to ex- 
tend the cemetery in order to binges the remains of the soldiers 
buried there. It is not right they should be disturbed, and 
the Government certainly ought to enlarge the cemetery and 
make this purchase so that these remains may not be disturbed. 
I do not think there can be ee poten that the item properly 
bee upon the sundry civil bill, particularly when it is accom- 
panied by the reference to the letter of the Secretary of War, and 
it carr FS to me e e „ have felt 3 = 
accepting the report which came from the War Department wii 
reference to the actual value of the land. 

But, as I said before, I do not feel justified in asking that the 
entire report containing these numerous items should all be thrown 
back into conference on account of this unfavorable action on the 
= of the conferees. Ishall hopeif the Secr of War finds, as 

feel sure that he will, that he can not carry out this instruction of 
Congress to settle this matter with the 5 at his dis- 
posal, that he will come back and ask for the additional amount 
at the next session of Congress, and then I shall endeavor to have 
it included in one of the great appropriation bills. 

With these remarks I s leave the subject, hoping that the 
views suggested by the chairman of the committee will cause 
155 N to receive proper attention when it next comes before 

e Senate. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to call the attention of the Senate con- 
ferees to an item which is still in conference under this report, 
providing for an appropriation of $12,000 for the improvement of 
the post-office at Los Angeles, Cal. The circumstances which in- 
duced me to offer that amendment here were the following: The 
building is quite small; itis a Government building. The busi- 
ness of the office has increased so much that it is impossible to 
transact it any longer in this building unless the cellar is improved 
and certain other improvements are made, which the Treasury 
Department estimate will cost about $12,000. Ifthe appropriation 
is not made at once, the building, so far as the post-office is con- 
cerned, will have to be abandoned. It was with difficulty that I 
induced the Department to refrain from advertising for and receiv- 
ing bids for anew site. 

revenue of the office is very large. Last year the Govern- 
ment netted from it $90,000, the gross revenue being $164,000; and 
the postmaster there informs me that the revenue for the first 
quarter of this year has increased $5,000, which would indicate 
something in the neighborhood of one hundred and eighty-odd 
thousand dollars gross revenue during the year. The matter can 
not wait, as I have said, the action of future Congresses, because 
of the crowded condition of the edifice now. I introduced a bill 


for an additional public building at that place, but izi 
the condition of the Treasury, I did not pressit. I hope the con- 
EEE E e O be thie tea: ot aoe 
Department showing the necessi’ is improvem 

neeme of it will be manifest from what I have said. 

x PERKINS. I should like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee in relation to the reyenue cutters for the Pacific coast. Is 
there a disposition to eliminate the revenue cutters from the ap- 
propriations? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from California that 
the S| sangre ion for a reyenue cutter on the Pacific coast is elimi- 
nated from the bill by the conference rt. The House con- 
ferees would not consent to the construction of another revenue 
cutter on the Pacific coast this year, one being now under con- 
struction. They asked us to state what we as the most 
important, the light vessel at San Francisco bor or a revenue 
cutter; and believing that we would have the sanction and 
proval of the Senator from California, we claimed that the li 
. and the light-ship is retained in the 

. PERKINS. Mr. President, we are very grateful for the 
retention of the li 85 to guide mariners into the great port of 
San Francisco, and I felt assured that the conferees on the part 
of the Senate would insist upon that amendment. 

The revenue cutters, however, are not for California. They are 
for Oregon, Washington, and Alaska. They are a necessity to the 
Government for the protection of itsrevenues. Twocutters were 
recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Superin- 
tendent of that Service says it is most important that the addi- 
tional one which the Senate put in should be provided for at the 
present session of Congress. T hope the Senate conferees will not 
recede from their demand for the additional revenue cutter. 
While California is grateful for the favors that it has received, 
the cutter which the Senate provided for is not for California, as 
Lhave said, but for the whole Pacific coast; and I 5 
that the chairman of the committee with his persuasive logic 
convince our friends on the conference committee from the other 
House that the construction of this cutter is an absolute necessity 
for the protection of the revenues of our country. 

. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I wish to add a few words in 
favor of an additional revenue cutter for the Pacific coast. I 
looked into the question very carefully and conferred with the 
officials of the Treasury Department. I know they are 
nestlyin favor of it. I w the condition of the Revenue- 
Service on the Pacific coast. We have a few old, antiquated ves- 
sels there that are really unfit for service. AN of them put 
together to-day are not worth $150,000; probably eee not 
worth $100,000. The service there is very exacting. ere is a 
great deal to be done in connection with the Bering Sea fisheries, 
as we all know, and we are absolutely without a single revenue 
cutter that is fit for service. 

When one of the vessels was supposed to be lost in a storm, and 
it was found eventually to have been lost, there was an attem 
33 pitana ne ear ernir enkaa 

of the ~ ea p 
out only afew hours. The condition of the vessel was such that 
it had to put back into and allow the vessel to be lost. There 
is absolutely not a single vessel there capable of going out to the 
relief of a vessel in distress. The Departmentis very emphatic in 
its views on the subject. I had the honor to introduce a bill pro- 
viding for this additional revenue cutter, and it was favorabl: 
recommended, and in terms, by the artment. 
seems to me this item ought to be included in the bi 

I could talk at length on the subject, but I wish only to empha- 
size at this time what the Senator from California has stated. To 
deny this appropriation would be a very t injustice to the eus- 
toms service and to all that relates to the service on the Pacific 
Coast. We have no patrolling vessel. There are half a dozen ves- 
sels pa ing from Hatteras to Maine on the Atlantic coast. Not 
a single vessel patrols the Pacific shore. We ought to have a ves- 
sel of such a character as will endure the weather im those seas. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I can understand that the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire] and the Senator from 
California 1 —— PERKINS] feel distur that the committee of 
conference reduced somewhat the appropriations for the Pa- 
cific Coast. They should, however, be somewhat reconciled from 
the fact that other appropriations have been cut down by the con- 
ference committee in its desire to promote economy. The Sena- 
tor from Florida pan Pasco] has called our attention to one of 
the cases where the committee has acted with great zeal and 
fidelity. That is the case of Mrs. Maloney’s graveyard. It seems 
that the Government has taken a woman's land at Key West for 
a graveyard. An estimate was put upon the value of it and the 
amount was agreed upon—some few hundred dollars; I could not 
distinctly hear the statement of the Senator from Florida as to 
the amount—but the conference committee felt so pressed by con- 
siderations of economy that it cut in two the price of this poor 
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Woman's 
dollars. 
has been saved by the reduction made by the committee of con- 
ference I shall be obliged to him. 


veyard and reduced the amount some hundreds of 
theSenator from Florida will kindly tell me how much 


Mr. PASCO. About $500. 

Mr, CHANDLER. Under those circumstances, when tbe price 
of a graveyard is reduced in the case of a poor Southern widow, I 
should not suppose that the Senators from California and Wash- 
ington would expect that they could possibly retain both a reve- 
nue cutter anda light-ship. The committee could not cut the 
price for the light-ship in two or cut the price for the revenue 
cutter in two. So it left out one and retained the other. But in 
the case of the cemetery at Key West it cut the amount in two 
and made a saving of some $500, which is not much, but it is so 
much, Mr, President, in these Democratic times, when the Treas- 
ury is empty and the public welfare languishes on account of the 
kind of government we have in the White House and at the Treas- 
Br Department. 

t seems to me that there should be no hurry, and thatit would 
be well for the Senators from the Pacifie Coast and the Senator 
from Florida to make a motion to vote down this conference report 
and see whether we can not get full pay for the cemetery, and per- 
napa t additional provision made for the public good on the Pa- 

ific Coast. We have already voted down one conference report. 
There is time. We are likely to remain here some days before the 
river and harbor billis signed by the President, and the time might 
as well be devoted to discussing somewhat fully these details. If 
the Senator from Florida, instead of retiring in the face of the con- 
ference committee, had insisted upon voting down the conference 
report, or if the Senator from Washington had spoken at length 
on the subject, as he might have done, and ap ed to the Senate 
for an adverse vote, Iam sure that the report might have been 
voted down and we might have got an appropriation for these nec- 
essary and important objects at the present session, instead of 
waiting a year or two longer in order to get justice done to the 
Pacific Coast and to Mrs. Maloney. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the report of the conference committee. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate still further insist upon 
its amendments disagreed to by the House and ask for a further 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the further con- 
ference, and Mr. ALLISON, . HALE, and Mr. GORMAN were 
appointed. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5210) making appropriations to pro- 
vide for the expenses of the government of the District of Colum- 
bia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, 
and requesting a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. TELLER. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and agree to the conference asked by the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. TELLER, 

. ALLISON, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES. 


Mr. BUTLER. Imove that the Senate now proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issuance of 
interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for infor- 
mation. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the issuance of interest-bearing bonds of the United 

tates for any purpose whatever without further authority of Congress is 
by prohibited. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator from North Carolina desire to 
make some remarks upon the bill? 

Mr. STEWART. I object to any remarks pending the motion 
to take up the bill. 

Mr. B After the billis taken up I intend to submit 
some remarks. I have some very interesting remarks to submit 
with reference to the question. 

Mr. HILL. That may be, Mr. President. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish nowto have the Senate take up the bill 
and make it the unfinished business. 

Mr. HILL. Not to debate the question at all, I was simply 
going to suggest to the Senate whether it was worth while to enter 
upon a discussion 


Mr. STEWART. I rise to a point of order. I object to debate 
upon the motion to take up the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada rises 
to a point of order. 

Mr. HILL. I trust the Senator does not object to unanimous 
consent that I may make a statement. 


Mr. STEWART. I object to any kind of debate on the motion 
to take up the bill. 
Mr. L (at 40’clock and 55 minutes p. m.). I move that the 


Senate adjourn. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pending the motion of the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina . BUTLER], to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill which has been read, the Senator from New 
York moves that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. STEWART. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from New York that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HILL. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll 
on the motion that the Senate do now oo 


The Secre roceeded to call the rol 
Mr. BURRO when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY]. do not see 


him in his seat, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. CARTER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Geson]. Not knowing 
how he would vote on this question, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (when Mr. FAULKNER’S name was 
called). The present occupant of the chair is paired with the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia . ELKINS]. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was ed). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. HANsBROUGH’S name was called). 
I announce the pair between the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
HANSBROUGH] and the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. 

Mr. MITC! L of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. . 

. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN]. If he were present, I should vote“ 18 005 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was call ). I announce my 
pair with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICE]. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 13, nays 35; as follows: 


YEAS—13. 
Allison, Hale, McMillan, Wetmore. 
Baker, Hawley, Platt, 
Davis, Hill, Proctor, 
Gray, Lodge, Vilas, 

NAYS—35. 
Allen, Chilton, Lindsay, 
Bacon, Clark, Shoup, 
Bate, Cockrell, ills, Stewart, 
perry, Cullom, Mitchell, Oreg. Teller, 
B. burn, Daniel, Nelson, Walthall, 

rown, T, Peffer, Wal 
Butler, Geo erkins, Warren, 
Cannon, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, te. 
Chandler, Kyle, . 
Pry NOT VOTING-AL 

Aldrich, , Mantle. Smith, 
Blanchard, Gear, Mitchell, Wis. uire, 
Brice, Gibson, Morgan, urston, 
Burrows, Gordon, orrill, 
Caffery, rma Murphy, Vest, 
Call, Hansbrough, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Pasco, ilson, 
Carter, Hoar, Pritchard, Wolcott. 
Dubois, Irby, guar 
Elkins, Jones, Nev. wel 
Faulkner, McBride, Sherman, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], that the 
pinan 5 to the consideration of Senate bill 1341, Which has 

n read. 

Mr. BUTLER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HILL. Let us have the yeas and nays on that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 


A A aI eed re, onal, SR gee he anh apes AE SY Sead 


1896. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pending the motion of the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina, the Senator from New Hampshire moves 
that the Senate 5 to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. BUTLER and Mr. HILL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 


Mr. CARTER (when his name was called). I again announce 


my par with the junior Senator from Maryland . GIBSON]. 
. DUBOIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmrTH]. Iwill transfer 


that pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JonEs] and vote 
“nay.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (when Mr. FAULKNER’s name was 
called). The present occupant of the chair is paired with the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS]. The pair will be trans- 
ferred to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], and the 
present occupant of the chair votes yea.” 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was ed). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE}, and I withhold 
my vote. 

. PASCO (when his name was called). I again announce, 
oa for the day, my pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr. 

ILSON]. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were 
present, I should vote nay.” 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN]. If he were present, I should vote nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CARTER, I desire to announce the transfer of my pair 
with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Greson] to my col- 
1 MANTLE], and I vote “nay.” 

. MITCHELL of Oregon. I wish to inquire whether the 
senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] has voted? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then I transfer my pair with that 
Senator to the senior Senator from Rhode Island . ALDRICH], 
who is absent. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 10, nays 82; as follows: 


YEAS—10, 
Baker, Cullom, 2, Wetmore. 
Brown, Davis, Sait y 
er, Faulkner, McMillan, 
NAYS—2. 
Allen, Chilton, Mills, Shoup, 
Bacon, Clark, Mitchell, Oreg. Stewart, 
Bate, Daniel, Nelson, Teller, 
Sabet Dubois, Peffer, Tarpe 
Blackburn, Geor; Perkins, Vest, 
Banen e k. — 1 
no! ô, ug arren, 
Carter,” Martin, Roach, te. 
NOT VOTING—47. 
Aldrich, Gordon, ge. A 
Ailio 88 e Sewell, 
nchard, ray, antle, e 
Brice, Aale. Mitchell, Wis. Smith,” 
Burrows, Hansbrough, uire, 
Caffery, is, Morrill, Thurston, 
Call, Hawley, Murphy, Tillman, 
Cameron, ill, Palmer, Vilas, 
Cockrell, oar, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Elkins, Irby, Plat Wilson, 
Gear, Jones, Nev. Pri Wolcott. 
Gibson, Lindsay, Proctor, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not a quorum of the Senate 
having voted, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Cullom, dsay, Pugh, 
Bacon, Daniel, McBride, Roach, 
Baker, Davis, McMillan, Shoup, 

1221 Dubois, Martin, Squire, 
Blackburn, Elkins, i Stewart, 
Brown, Faulkner, Mitchell, Oreg. Teller, 
Burrows, e, Mitchell, Wis. Thurston, 
Butler, linger, Nelson, ie, 
Cannon, ear, Pasco, Vv 
Carter, George, Peffer, Moe 
Chandler, is, Perkins, Walthall, 
Chilton, Hawley, Pettigrew, Warren, 
Clark, Jones, Ark. Pritchard, te. 
Cockrell, yle, Proctor, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-five Senators have re- 
aee to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. 

he question recurs upon the motion of the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], to proceed to the i tion of 
executive business. - 
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Mr: PETTIGREW. I rise to submit a report from the com- 
mittee of conference on the Indian appropriation bill. I ask that 
it be printed and lie over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair rules that the Senator 
from South Dakota can not ask for the reception of the confer- 
ence 5 While a motion is pending to proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the President of the 
United States having returned to the House of Representatives 
in which it originated the bill 85 R. 1094) granting a pension to 
Francis E. Hoover, with his objections thereto, the House pro- 
ceeded, in pursuance of the Constitution, to reconsider the same; 
and it was 

Resolved, That the bill pass, two-thirds of the House of Representatives 
agreeing to the same. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 7864) to amend the immigration laws of the United States; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House further insisted 
upon its disagreement to the amendments numbered 11, 12, 13, 14, 
16, 19, 22, 23, 36, 37, 38, 83, 108, 109, 142, 144, 233, 305, 306, 307, 308, 
309, 310, 313, and 314 to the bill (H. R. 6248) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other 
p ; agreed to the further conference asked for by the Sen- 
ate on the disa; ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. Bincuam, Mr. MoCALL of Tennessee, and Mr. DOCK- 
ERY managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
7977) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
8 of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and 

or other purposes, agreed to the further conference asked for by 
the Senate on the re a votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Hooker, Mr. HERMANN, and Mr. CATCH- 
INGS managers at the conference on the part of the House. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent at this time to 
present a conference peer on the Indian appropriation bill and 
to ask that it be printed, to be considered to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
asks unanimous consent to submit a conference report upon the 


Indian appropria on bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none; = the same will be printed in the Recorp and also as a 
ocument. 


Mr. HILL. Unanimous consent has been given to present the 

report, That is all right. Iam entitled to have it read. 
Ir. GALLINGER. It is not required. 

Mr. HILL. It does not make any difference. I want it read. 

Mr: STEWART. I object. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator can not object. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object. 

Mr. HILL. I am entitled to have it read. It has been pre- 
sented, and I am entitled to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair rules that the Senate 
naning given unanimous consent that the report should be pre- 
sented, any Senator has a right to have the report read. Fhe 
reading can only be dispensed with by the action of the Senate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iwillstate that the request for unanimous 
consent embraced also a request that the report shall be printed 
in the RECORD and considered to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so stated. . 

Mr. HILL. No such request was made when you last put it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Let the notes be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
Senator from South Dakota made the request, and the Chair did 
not put in the in reference toits being considered to-morrow. 

Mr. HILL. They are separate propositions. 

Mr. STEWART (to Mr. PETTIGREW). Then withdraw the 


report. 

Mtr. HILL, The Senator from South Dakota can not withdraw 
it e He has presented it, and the Senate has given unanimous 
consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
York insist upon the reading of the report? 

Mr. . Yes; Ido. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed to 
read the report. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

an 1 object to 1 

r. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
. — aes I wanted to make a simple statement, and I was 
oul 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] rises to a parliamen- 


inquiry. 
ore BUTLER. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry, and that is 
that the matter not being disposed of, objection can be in 
at any time before itis 2 of. I therefore object to 
the acceptance or consideration of the report. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Another parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Pres- 
ident, for the guidance of the Senate. I desire to ask the Chair if 
consent is necessary to present a conference report? 


Is not a conference report a ae isa 1 
A e Chair 8 unan- 


ee eee OFFI ee As : pace 
ous consent is necessary during pendency of a motion 
oceed to the consideration of executive business. That motion 
now pending, and it requires unanimous consent in order to 
present a conference > 
5 — e GER. IL supposed that the motion had been dis- 
of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate was dividing at the 
time, and the report could only be received by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BUTLER. I call attention to the fact that the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] stated distinctly that he 
simply asked unanimous consent to present the report and would 
ask for its consideration to-morrow. It was on that understand- 

and that statement that unanimous consent was given. 

erwise I should have objected. Iclaim that that statement 

having been made, I have the right now to object to the accept- 
ance of the report. 

Mr. HILL. I must take the request as it was presented through 
the Chair, The Chair simply asked, ‘‘Is there objection to the 
present presentation of the report?” There was no objection, and 
the re was presented. en I have a right, as the Chair has 

ruled, to have the report read. nator can not now, 
after intervening matters have come up, object to its presentation 
5 Jam strictly in order. aie , 

Mr. STEWART. At all times in considering the effect of unani- 
mous- consent agreements we refer to the RECORD to inquire what 
the request was. It is always determined by the request. The 
request was distinct. The consent was given on the request. The 
request was not for anything more than the printing of the 5 7585 
and consent was not given for anything further than that. Iob- 
ject to the consideration of the report. It is contrary to the re- 
quest and contrary to the consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would have to rule, 
even under the statement of the Senator from South Dakota, as 
understood by the Senate, that the report be received and printed 
in the Recorp, that any Senator has a right, when the report is 
once received, to call for the reading of it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Lask that the unanimous-consent agreement be 
read, if there is to be a violation of it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Lask to have eg Bon read. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to have the rule relating to 
unanimous-consent agreements read. Before it is accepted any 
Senator can object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that there 
is no rule of the Senate in reference to unanimous-consent 
ments. The Chair only ruled that the request of the Senator 


eee [Mr. HILL] for the reading of the report must be com- 
with. 
a ALLEN. T call for the reading of the unanimous-consent 
agreement. 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the stenographer read. 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply wanted to to the Senator from 
Nebraska that the stenographer can not take what is being said 
and read his notes at the same time. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand that; and I do not expect him to do 
it. Ido not expect him to accomplish pan see things unless he 
has more ability than I suppose he has. ore the Chair directed 
the reading of the report I called for the reading of the language 
of the unanimous-consent agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFI If the Senator from Nebraska 
will yield the floor, the Chair will direct that the words be read. 
The stenographer will read to the Senate the request of the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] and the statement of 
the Chair. 

The Reporter read as follows: 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent at this time to 

riation bill, and 


a confer- 
ence report on the Indian appropri to ask it be printed, to 
be considered to-morrow. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota asks unanimous 
consent to submit a conference report upon the Indian a; priation bill. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and the same will be printed in the 
RECORD and also as a document. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I do not expect to be able to say 
anything orto do anything that will put an end to the filibustering 
that is going on at this time and evident desire not to take 


of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], 


but I wish to call attention to the fact that with one exception, a 
single = during the present Con since I have been 

never been a violation a unanimous-consent 
agreement. Certainly the Populists in this Chamber have never 
violated one, and I have never known such an agreement to be 
violated except in one instance. I hope the Senate will not feel 


itself at to violate this unanimous-consent ent and 
to abandon principles and honor of manhood in failing to 


it. 
Mr. HILL. What is the question before the Senate that 


gives 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not yield. 

Mr. HILL. What is the question before the Senate that gives 
the right to one Senator beyond what other Senators have? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not yield to the Senator. 

Mr. HILL. I rise to a point of order. The Senator from 
Nebraska has no right to speak. 

Mr, HILL. What gives the Senator the right 

$ s r the more than an 

one else, I should like to know? ie 2 

Mr. ALLEN. I think I shall speak, too. 

Mr. HILL. That may be. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska will 
suspend until the Chair can pass upon the point of order raised 
by the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL]. 

Mr. HILL. Others have rights here as well as the Senator. 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair willstate very frankly 
that bava rued upon the question which was submitted, there 
is now not before the Senate except the motion of the Sena- 
tor from New pshire [Mr. CHANDLER] to proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. The Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. ALLEN] has the floor, as the Chair understood, by the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. Did he request it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He did not. 

Mr. ALLEN. I raised a point of order, and I am still standing 
on the point of order. 

Mr. „It is Baie light standing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair having understood 
3 no objection was made, recognized the Senator from Ne- 


Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator from New York object? 
Mr. HILL, I zano the point, When did he request unanimous 


consent to 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska did 
not make a request, but neither the Chair nor any Senator having 
called him to order for proceeding, the Chair assumed he was 
speaking by the unanimous consent of the Senate, and he will so 
hold until the Senator from Nebraska surrenders the floor, 

Mr. HILL. And a point of order will not lie? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not after unanimous consent, 
either indirectly or directly, has been given. 

Mr. ALLEN. When I was interrupted by the Senator from 
New York, who, of course, is a great parliamentarian and is now 
manifesting his great knowledge of parliamentary tactics, I was 
proceeding sony tomake the observation that unanimous-consent 
agreements not having been violated, having been observed on 
both sides, with a single notable exception, which I think we all 
remember, during this session of Congress, I hope the Democrats 
and Republicans will not feel themselves at liberty to violate the 
unanimous-consent agreement that has been obtained, because 
the Senator from North eee BUTLER] happens to be a 
member of the Populist party and because this can be said to be 


in some a Populist measure. 
Mr. . Lam glad to hear it announced as a Populist 
measure. 


Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. ALLEN. I yield to the Senator from North Carolina. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the Senator 
from North Carolina taking the floor? 

Mr. HILL. Now, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate 
is the reading of the report submitted by the Senator from South 
8 PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. I so understand. 

Mr. GEORGE. Let us have it read. We would have been 
through with it by this time. 

Mr. HILL. Ihave no objection to the Senator from Nebraska 
ae: but I do not believe in both Senators having the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to make a correction. 

Mr. ALLEN. I yield simply for a correction or a statement, 

ld the floor 5 

Mr. BUTLER. This filibustering is not due to the Populist 

party. It would take place if a Democrat or Republican had 


1896. 
taken it up. The filibu takes place because the bill is right, 
because some Senators here do not want it to pass 


Mr. ALLEN. I think that is true. £ 

Mr. BUTLER. Because the country wants it. Itis because it 
is a just measure. That is why the filibustering is indulged in. 

Mr. HILL. Let them have all the rope between them. 
co OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska has 

e fioor. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think what the Senator from North Carolina 
says is true. I understand quite well that my talking here assists 
the Senator from New York. I am his assistant in helping to kill 
time. I realize that fully; but I can not understand and I do not 
understand, and I never expect to live to be old enough to under- 
stand, how a distinguished Senator who occupies a seat in this 
Chamber can feel himself at liberty in a public manner and openly 
to violate the courtesies of a unanimous-consent agreement be- 
cause it does not happen to originate with the party of which he 
is a member. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to know whether the Senator from Ne- 
braska intends to refer to mein stating that a Senator has violated 
a unanimous-consent agreement? 

What does the Senator want to know for? 


Mr. ALLEN. 
Mr. HILL. Simply for curiosity. 

oe ALLEN, Mr. President, I meant the Senator from New 
ork. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I desire to state right now that the 
statement is false. I have violated no agreement of the Senate; 
none whatever. I simply insisted upon my rights, and I have 
boen sustained by the Chair = py 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not propose to say that it is false or any- 
thing of that kind, but the Senator from New York will never 
live 1 — enough to convince me that his conduct was honest in 

the objection. 


makin, 

Mr. L. That may be. I never care to live long enough to 
convince the Senator from Nebraska. I stand upon my parlia- 
mentary rights. I have violated no unanimous-consent agree- 
ment. I have always maintained them where I could, and I 
maintain this one now. The Senator from South Dakota made 
the request, a the report, and I simply asked to have it 
read, just as been done hundreds of times. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York is 
occupying the floor by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GRAY. What is the question before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFI . The reading of the conference 


rt. 
HILL. I demand that it be proceeded with. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Secretary will read the re- 
The Secretary read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


on certain amendments of the K 5 — p 
expenses dian partmentand 
30; 1897, and for other purposes, havi tor fuli d free 
une „and for o ing me T and free 
VVV 
Houses as follows: 


That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 46,51, and 56. 
ent to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 71, 76, 86, 87, ae 94; and agree to the same. 


th 
ment for such supplies heretofore purchased 
to be — ro 


trike out the matter sail 
the amended — insert in lieu thereof the follo : 
“The Secretary of Interior is hereby authorized to appoint a commis- 
sion to consist of three not than of whom shall be of the 


tion of the Crow Reservation; with the Indians i 
dian Reservation, in the State of Idaho, and with the upon 
the Uintah Reservation, in the State of Utah, for the surrender of any por- 
tion of their respective reservations, or for such modification of existin, 
treaties as may be deemed desirable by said Indians and the Secretary o. 
the Interior; and with the Yakima in the State of Washington. for 
the surrender of a portion of their reservation lands, and for such modifica- 
tion of e treaties as may be deemed desirable by said Indians and the 
ted being subject to 
; and for the expenses of such commis- 


That the time for the completion of the canal, or any part 
ized by an act entitled An act granting to the Columbia 1 — 
a righ h the Yaki Indian Reservation in 
and is hereby, 
And the Sena‘ 


That the House recede from 
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after the word persons.“ in lines 2 and 3 of said amendment, the following: 
“two of whom shall be sur v. i and insert after said — 
ment the 9 enable the At -General to employ a special 
attorney for the m Indians of southern California, upon the recom- 
nes on of the Secretary of the Interior, $1,000"*; and the Benate saree to 

e same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 68, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum pro; insert “ $1,235,000"; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 77, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Insert after the word“ ota,” in line 2 of said amendment, the words “in 
full of all demands and claims upon the Government”; and the Senate agree 


to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 78, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Insert 
after the word Company,“ in line 1 of said amendment, the words “in full 
of all demands and claims upon the Government”; and the Senate agree to 


e same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered . 54, and 85, and to the same with amendments as 


ceed $167 per annum for each pupil, and for general 8 and improxe- 
ments, 0: for pay of — — of said school, $1,500; in all. 3 
Provided, That hereafter nd Indian child shall be 


And agree 

On amendments numbered 37, 64, 66, 69,and 70 the committee of conference 
has been unable to agree. 

R. F. PETTIGREW, 

H. M. TELLER, 

F. M. COCKREL 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

J. S. SHERMAN, 

CHARLES . 

GEORGE C. PENDLETON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

ae PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will go over and be 
printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate 
is on the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire . CHAN- 


DLER] to proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
Mr. CHAN DLER. Mr. President, I rise toa privileged ques- 


tion. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the message 
recently received from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will rule that that is 
not a privil question, and can not be laid before the Senate as 
a matter of ret at this time. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Then Imove that it be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Senator can not now do that, 
as there is a question pending before the Senate. 

Mr. C LER. Lask the Presiding Officer 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has moved that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, which motion is pending. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to call the attention of the Chair to 
paragraph 5 of Rule VII, and ask the Chair to read it. If I am 
wrong I will withdraw my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire that the Senate is now dividing upon 
the motion made by the Senator to peace to the consideration of 
executive business; and consequently during the pendency of that 
question nothing can intervene except by unanimous consent. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Chair hold that any question pend- 
ing at the time can not be suspended for the purpose of having a 
message laid before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. When the Senate is dividing 
nothing can be received by the Senate except by unanimous con- 
sent; and the Chair will so hold. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Chair hold that all the recent 
transactions were by unanimous consent? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so stated as each 
question was submitted to the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I t the lack of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair will state that the 
Senate is now ayang. The question is on the motion submitteđ 
by the Senator from New Hampshire, which will decide the ques- 
tion as to whether there is a goora or not. 

Mr. HILL. That may be, Mr. President, but since the confer- 
ence report has been read, intervening business having taken 
place, I have the right at any time to suggest the absence of a 
quorum, and I appeal to the good sense of the Presiding Officer 
and to the rules to sustain me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair differs in opinion with 
the Senator from New York. The Senate is now dividing, and the 
vote upon that division will test the question as to whether there 
is a quorum present or not; and during that time no suggestion 
whatever is proper. 
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Mr. BUTLER and Mr. STEWART called for the yeas and nays. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have already 
been ordered. The Secretary will call the roll. 


Mr.SHOUP. What is the question? 

The PRESIDING OFFI . The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from New Hampshire that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The Sec roceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BURROWS (when his name was called). 
with the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY 


junior Senator from Maryland [ar Karp 


vote ‘‘nay.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (when Mr. FAULKNER'S name was 
called). The present occupant of the chair is paired with the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], who is tempo- 
rarily absent. 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT]. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I am advised 
that the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], with 
whom I have a general pair, would, if present, favor the present 
consideration of the bond bill; and I therefore exercise my discre- 
tionary right, and vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I announce for the rest of the 
day 71 I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SEWELL]. 

The result was announced—yeas 12, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—12. 

Baker. Davis. Hawley, McMillan, 
Chandler, t, Lindsay, Vilas, 

7 Gray, Lodge, Wetmore. 

NAYS—#. 

Allen, Chilton, Mills, Stewart, 
Bacon, Clark, Mitchell, Oreg. Teller, 
Bate, Daniel, Peffer, Thurston, 
Berry, Dubois, Perkins, Turpie, 
Blacki 2 George Pettigrew, W. 
Brown, Jones, Ark. Pugh, Warren, 
Butler, 5 Roach, te. 
Cannon, cBride, Shoup, 

5 Martin, Squire, 

NOT VOTING—4. 
Aldri = Jones, Nev. Proctor, 
Alison, ia Mantle, y. 
Blanchard, Gibson, Mitchell, Wis. Sewell 
Brice, organ, erman, 
Burrows, Gorman, Morrill, Smith, 
Caffery, Hale. Murphy, x 
Call, Hansbrough, Nelson, 7 
Cam rris, Palmer, oor! 
mit fi pu wie 

4 Hoar, Platt, Wolcott. 

Faulkner, Irby, Pritchard, 


So the Senate refused to proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. FRYE. I submit a conference report. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object. 

Mr. STEWART. That can not be done pending another 
motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is a motion pending, Mr. President. 

Mr. FRYE. The rule says ‘‘pending a vote,” I believe. 

Mr. HILL. There is no vote pending; and the Senator from 
Maine has the right to present his report. 

Mr. FRYE. Task to have the rule read in reference to confer- 
ence reports. I think the rule says“ pending a vote.” 
ee RESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read Rule 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Rute XXVII. 
REPORTS OF CONFERENCE COMMITTEES. 


The presentation of reports of committees of conference shall always be in 
order, except when the Journal is being read or a question of order or a 
motion to adjourn is pending, or while the Senate is divi ; and when 
received, the question te to consideration of the report, if 
raised, shall be immediately put, and shall be determined without debate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under that rule the Chair will 
be compelled to decide that the motion having been made by the 
Senator from North Carolina simply to proceed to the considera- 
tion of a particular bill, and the Senate not having yet divided 
upon that question by proceeding to vote, the reception, not the 
consideration, of a conference report would be in order. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, Mr. President, under that rule I object 
= the consideration of the report. I raise the point of considera- 

on. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not think the Senator will do that, for I do 
not think the report will take any time. I am very anxious to 
get the report before the Senate, and I wish to have it agreed to 

night, because the committee will have to meet to-morrow. 


The report has been read. 
Mr. BUTLER. I do not like to be disobliging, but after all the 
trouble we have had here this evening I I am justified in, 


insisting on my motion. 

Mr. STEWART. Let the bond bill be taken up, and then the 
Senator from Maine can make his report. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not think the report will take a moment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let us first take up the bond bill. 

Ba STEWART. Let the motion put to take up the bond 
ill. 

Mr. BUTLER. It will only take a moment to have the motion 
put to take up the bond bill. 

I want to state for the information of the Senate that all I desire 
isa vote. I am not going to make a speech on the bill, though I 
had prepared some matter regarding it, but I do not desire to 
speak, and if no other Senator desires to speak there will be no 
time consumed except the time consumed in voting. A vote is all 
I ask for. I ho are understands that. 

Mr. HILL. e bill will lead to debate, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will ask Senators to 
be in order until the Chair calls attention to the latter part of the 
rule in relation to conference reports: 

And when received, the question of proceeding to the consideration of the 
report, if raised— 

Which question is raised by the objection of the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]— 
shall be immediately put, and shall be determined without debate. 

So the question before the Senate under that rule is, Will the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the conference report sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Maine? [Putting the question.] The 
ayes have it, and the conference report is before the Senate for 
consideration. 

The report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houseson 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7977) making appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain pate works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 20, 36, 38, 48, 49, 67, 

72, 207, 208, 228, 250, 251, 

‘That the House recede f disagreement to the amendments of the 

9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18. 19, 21, 2 23, 
bg, „0. 
94, 95, 


„2, 53, 54, 

78, 79, 81, 82, 84, 89,91, 
113, 114, 115 110,1 Pin 119,130, 121 
180100 146,14 
10. 


r. 
y printed), 174, 175, 176, 177, 
1, 192.143, 194,1 , 196, 197, 198, 


2 
i=] 
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ò 
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g 
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gm 
825 
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gi 
ee g 
pe 
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122, 
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and agree to the same. e 
Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its disagreement 


the following: “And 

Secretary of War 

year, beginning July 1, 1807, more than 25 per cen 
m 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the language cken out insert the two 
V 

For the purpose of strengthening and penser ing se bulkheads and pier 
along the property belonging to the eatate of J. P. Robinson, which abuts on 
the el known as Gowanus Creek Channel, the said estate of J. P. Robin- 
son, its heirs, their successors, or assigns, are hereby authorized to con- 
struct and maintain the bulkhead distant 30 feet southerly from the present 
bulkhead line, nning 470 feet from the southerly side of Bryant street 
and the easterly side of Court street, and said bulkhead shall then continue 
westerly parallel with the present bulkhead to a point distant 45 feet from 
the present easterly line of the pier at present owned by the estate of J. P. 
Robi n, and extending thence southerly in a straight line distant 45 feet 
2 said pier line to the present bulkhead line continued, a distance of about 


ee! 
“Improving Gowanus Creek Channel, New York, 
26 feet at mean low water, from the foot of Perciv: 
with the Red Hook Channel, $25,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


deepening the same to 
street Ag its junction 
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dment bered 50: That the House e from its disagreement 
F the Senate numbered 50. re to the same with an 
amendment as 5 In lieu of the language cken out insert the fol- 
lowin ragraph: 

Ni 22 harbor at Mamaroneck, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, in 
N with report of Chief of Engineers, 1887, $10,000." 


insert $1,000,000"; and 


“Amendment numbered 77: That the House recede from its ent to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 77, and agree to the same with an 


d 
amendment as follows: Strike out the word “report,” proposed to be inserted; 
ent to the amendment of the 


f the Coast and Geodetic Survey, selected him for that pi 
sich 0 s be Fe meh b 


Cone NA 58 . its Thue bod the Government.” 
And the Senate agree same. 
Amendments numbered 86 and 87: That the House recede fromits disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 86 and 87, and agree to the 
same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposa insert 
* $80,000"; and strike out all the remainder of the apb, the pro- 
viso, including amendment numbered 87; and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 90; That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 90, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the word!“ improvement,” in the second line 
of the paragraph, strike out the word fifty“ andinsert “seventy-five”; and 
the word e of the ph, insert the 


to the same. 
111; That the House recede 


em; and 
e amount of work 


from its 
aot the neiro h and insert in lien thereof the following 
ou e en Tagra; ani eu 2. e 

harbor tin’ 


riated and 
at 


now unexpended may be or dredging such interior the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of War. Any tations on such former appropri- 
ations are hereby repealed.” 


And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 126, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Restore the 1 to be stricken out, and after the word “ Pro- 
vided” in the first line of the language proposed to be inserted, insert the 
word “further”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 128: That the House recede from its 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 128, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum insert “ $20,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 136: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 136, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Restore the egy ee 8 to be stricken out, 
and at the end of it insert the following: If in the opinion of the Secretary 
of War the interests of commerce demand such expenditure”; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 167: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 167, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: [n the twelfth line of the age proposed to 

inserted strike out the word but,” after the word “ Point,” and insert 

in lieu thereof the word “until 1 and in the fourteenth line of said proposed 
language strike out the words “through the tary to the next Con- 
ess,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ to the Secretary of War on the 
first Monday in December of the current year”; and at the end of the lan- 
snage proposes insert the following: 

Ce the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to carry out the recom- 
mendations of said board, and to modify the present contract, if meyer rt 
and ust any loss with the contractor oned by the provisions of 
act, and to 0 pay the same out of the a: 3 under which the said con- 
tract was e; also to e nd the tional sum of $25,000, in his discretion. 
for such dred, as may be necessary for the maintenance of channels from 
the mouths of the Appoquinimink River and Blackbird Creek in the channel 
of the Delaware River through the dike now being constructed from Reedy 
Island to Liston Point for the improvement of the Delaware.” 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 185: That the House recede from its ent 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 185, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $10,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 199: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 199, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert $20,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 204: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 204, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Restore the langu. proposed to be stricken out, 
and in the next to the last line of the same e out the word “dams” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “locks”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 245: That the House recede from its ment 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 245, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: After the word War,“ in the fourth line of the 
language pro; to be rted, insert the following: not ex: $0,- 
000, or so much thereof as may be necessary; and rthe word river,“ in 
the following line, strike out the words “such amounts as may be neces- 
sary ” and insert in lieu thereof the word and; and the Senate agree tothe 
same. 

Amendment numbered 248: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 248, and agree to the same with an 


ment 


amendment as follows: After the word “otherwise,” 


posed to be inserted, 
insert the words“ not exceedin; reof as may be neces- 


e to 


000, or so much t: 
e same, 


amendment as follows: In the la p to 
the words such amounts as may be necessary ”; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 259: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 259, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: After the word “dollars,” at the end of the first 
proviso, insert the bal ae exclusive of the amount herein appropriated "; 

e same, 


an amendment as follows: Before the word “obtaining,” next preceding the 
words proposed to be inserted, insert the word “ultimately”; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 


5 


Glasgo ö 
Island, not exceeding 
Miami, not exceeding 
Charles, not ex $50,000, or 

and near the mouth of the Little Blue, in Jackson County, 
$20,000, or so much th y be necessary 
opposite Leavenworth and Atchison, not exceeding 
localities, or so much thereof as may be necessary; at Nebraska City, not ex- 
ceeding $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary: Provided, ‘That the 
„ may also expend such amounts as may be absolutely necessary 
atany time in the improvement of the channel by preventing erosion of the 
banks at other harbors and localities on the river. 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 280: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 280, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert $150,000"; and 
strike out all of the p: language following said sum, being the proviso; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 207: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 297, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum insert“ 000”; strike 
out all of thefirst proviso popoe and strike out the word further,“ after 
the word “ Provided,” in the second proviso; and at the end of the 
pro) to be inserted insert the following: Said canal to be constructed 
either by the Smiths Cove route or by the Shilshole Bay route, in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of War“; and the Senate agree to the same. 


o shore line above 
nd to the head of Harrisons 


Amendment numbered 308: That the House recede from its ent 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 308, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the section proj be inserted insert 


the Shon er" ad 

“SEC. 6. t the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to 
cause to be made and transmitted to the first session of the Fifty-fifth Con- 
gress a compilation giving a complete list of all the preliminary examina- 
tions that have heretofore been made, date of report, with a statement as to 
each, whether favorable or unfavorable for survey; also a complete list of 
all surveys that have heretofore been made, with a statement as to each, 
whether favorable for adoption or unfavorable, and date of report, amount 
recommended for completion and amount recommended for each, to be ex- 
pended during the fiscal year beginning July 1, W tied both the Chief of Engi- 


Taori of each project is piyon, gh er with a statement containing the 
amount of the unexpended balance to the credit of each project July 1, 1897. 
whether under construction, work suspended, or appropriation made an 
work not commenced; also the total amounts appropriated heretofore for 
the improvement and maintenance of the rivers, and total amounts here- 
tofore Speed for the improvementand maintenance of harbors in each 
river and harbor act; also the total amount of appropriation, by States, for 
the improvement of rivers and harbors.” 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 824: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 824, and to the same with 
anamendment as follows: In lieu of the language st: ‘en out insert the fol- 


lowing: 

The Paoro ary of Waris hereby directed to cause to be made accurate 
examinations and estimates of cost of construction of a ship canal, by the 
most practicable route, wholly within the United States, from the Great 
Lakes to the navigable waters of the Hudson River, of sufficient capacity to 
transport the tonnage of the lakes to the sea.“ 

And the Senate 

Amendment numbered 380: That the House recede from its ent 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 860, and agree to the same with an 
rung pean as follows: In lieu of the language proposed to be inserted insert 

e following: 

“Delaware River, with a view to obtaining a channel 600 feet wide and 80 
feet deep from a point at or near the city of Philadelphia to the deep water 
of Delaware Bay.” 

And the Sena e to the same. 

Amendment numbered 375: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 375, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In addition to the language proposed insert the 
following new paragraph: * 

Removal of dam in upper Allegheny, near Corydon, and all the dams on 
the Conewango Creek, and the rapids at or near Waterboro, in the Conewango 
Creek, a tributary of the Allegheny River.” 

And the Senate o the same. 

Amendment numbered 376: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 376, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: After the language proposed to be inserted insert 
the following paragraph: 

3 eek, with a view of obtaining a depth of 30 feet at mean low 
water. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


to the same. 
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numbered 383: See See aaa eek een ae 
Senate numbered 


Amendment 
to the amendment of the 
an amendment as follows: In the line after 
serted strike out the word 
in lieu thereof the word “for”; 
Amendm 886: 


the Senate numbered 
an amendment as follows: g Ream the word “ref: 


but one 


one preceding. insert a. asf 
“Inner harbor at Point J Judith P * 


Amendmen 
Save bosn unable to agree bb 
182, and 342. 


BINGER HER A 
T. C. CATCHINGS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. FRYE. awd SOOT ella yy The report of 
og ti te comes it been entire 


Mr. FRYE. This report which was simply sent back to the 
committee on account of a disagreement, in order that the matter 
to which the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] called attention 
might be adjusted to his 5 Which has been done, and 
in order to correct one or two errors which were discovered in the 


rt, so that the Senate has the entire report. 
. MILLS. How about the survey of Sabine Lake? 
Mr. FRYE. That survey was Everything that has 


been called to the attention of the chairman of the committee by 
Senators has been agreed to, and has been restored to its place. 
Mr. WHITE. I presume there is still a disagreement as to the 


items I referred to this morning. 

Mr. FRYE. We havenot of California at all; thesame 
items are there now. I hope the Senate will agree to the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFI . The question is on concurring 
in the report of the conference committee, which has been 5 
mitted by the Senator from Maine. 

— 2 was concurred in 

YE. I move 2m the Senate further insist upon its 

Meig aar disagreed to by the House of Re tatives, and 
ask for a further conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 


The motion was 

unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was 

appoint the conferees on the 
conference, and Mr. FRYE, 


pointed. 
REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES. 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, what is now before the Senate? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate 
is on the motion submitted by the Senator from North Carolina 


. Quay, and Mr. Ves? were ap- 


uorum. 
take up the bill I call for 
the eas and nays. 


PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not hear the sug- 
= a res Swear from New York. 
ILL. the lack of a quorum. 
ThePRESIDING FFICER. The Senator from New York 
gests the absence of a quorum. The will call the 


Secretary 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- | 


swered to their names: 
Allen, Davis. McMillan, Sana; 
Bacon, Dubois, Martin, Stewart, 
Bate, * Mills, Teller, 
ger, Nelson, Turpie, 
Brown, Pasco, Vest, 
Burrows, Gray, Peffer, Vilas, 
Butler, Harris, Perkins, Walthall, 
Jones, Ark. —— Warren, 
* 2 White. 
Seren, pat Rosch, 
McBride, Shoup, 


Cullom, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum of Senate is present. 

Mr. HILL. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The and nays were not ord 

Mr. CHAND . Icall for a division. 
a Mr. BUTLER, Mr. STEWART, and others. Question! Ques- 

on! 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The tion is on the motion of 
the Senator from New York that the Senate adjourn, [Putting 
the question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr, C LER. I ask for a division. 

Mr. STEWART, Let us have the yeas and nays first. 


ate the m. 
I am entitled to the floor on the 
| Mr. CHAND: 


authorized to 
of the Senate at the further | order. 


to the oe ar the bill in rela- | 


Mr. GEORGE. Oh, no; do not let us have the yeas and nays. 
It will be a waste of time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a second to the demand 
for the and nays? 

WART. I withdraw the demand. 

Mr. HILL. Iask for a division. 

The Senate refused to adjourn; there being on a division—ayes 


10, noes 36. 


FRANCIS E. HOOVER—VETO MESSAGE. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Chair lay before the Sen- 
received from the House of Representatives. 
I raise the point of order that itis out of order. 


LER. I wish to say to the Senator from North 
| Carolina, with all due respect, that heis not entitled to the floor. 


Mr. B 


He made a motion. Various other subjects have been considered. 
| He is not holding the floor to speak. 


makea privileged motion, 
which takes the place of his motion. = 


Mr. TELLER, eet ees 
Mr. CHANDLER. If the NE Gus gaan? ot fee 
rules he will see. The Senator should be more gentle when he 


contradicts me. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the motion of the Senator from New 
Hampshire? 

Mr. STEWART. I understand that when a motion is made to 
take up a bill, and when a privil motion intervenes and fails, 
the original motion is in order and is pending. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFI . The Chair will have section 5 of 
Rule VII read. 


5 to the Senata by : e President or —— e suspended f resentatives, and 
a 1325 time shall be su ‘or purpose. Any 
—.— so question ponding at determined without 


3 OFFICER. Under fhis rulo the 8 
under tion ay before e from the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object to its present consideration. 

Mr. HILL. It has not been laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The the Taring 9 is Hor ap for con- 
sideration at this time. It is simply t he message 
before the Senate. That is as far as the 3 


Mr. CULLOM. Let us hear what it is. 


Te eaS wat re ir pe hen See cen at 
ows: 
PE IX THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, May 21, 1896, 


ti dich N. on fed the bill ( "i, 1000) granting os 
sentatives in W it o 0 a 
2 Hoover, with ebjections thereto, "House proceeded i P coe 
suance of the ion to reconsider the sam 


Resolved, That the said . Representatives 
agreeing to pass the same. 

Mr. HILL. I ask to have the whole eee, laid before the 
Senate. Lask to have the bill and message read through. 

Mr. GEORGE. I object. 

Mr. TELLER. That can not be done. 
Mr. HILL. I have a right to have the President's message con- 


sid 

Mr. GEORGE. We can not do that. 

Mr. BERRY. It requires a motion. 

Mr. HILL. It can be done. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object to its consideration. 

Wags HILL. I submit ester ose igen E ee 

unless the Senate otherwise orde 

2 CU. M. That is right. 

Mr. HILL. We have a eee e 
of that e eee e Otherwise orders. 

Mr. STEWART. We will otherwise order when we can vote 
on the motion to take up Senate bill 1341. 

Mr. HILL. That may be. You may otherwise order, but you 
will do it in accordance with the rules, 

Mr. CHAND . I suggest to the Senator from New York 
that two or three other measures have come over from the House, 
one of which I am very anxious to reach, and that is the immigra- 
tion bill. e a amat n giaa, Com- 
ce R on 


Mr. CULLO! 
a STEWART. 9 That is always 
aos er. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill and message be referred to the 

Committee on Pensions 

Mr. GALLINGER. I trust that the bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. It is an important matter, and I trust it 
may go there by consent, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the bill 


will be referred, with the accompanying message, to 
tee on Pensions, It is so referred. 


RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. CHANDLER. [ask that the bill from the House of Rep- 
resentatives con immigration may be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The C lays before the Sen- 
ate a bill from the House of Representatives. 

The Secretary. A bill 2 R. 7864) to amend the immigra- 
tion laws of the United Sta 

Mr. CHANDLER. I * that the bill may be read in full. 

Mr. STEWART. I object. 

1 PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the bill 
Mr. „ Read it in full! That is the consideration of 
‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. No; the reading of the bill does 

mee involve its consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is the first reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. When a bill is presented to the 
Bonats aay Benator bad 8 sight $o requive iE $0 he read ia GID, It 
is the first of the bi 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is not very long. 

The bill was read the first time at length, as follows: 

ot nit enacted, to That section 1 of the act of March 3, 1891, in 

of the immigration and contract-labor acts, be, and here 
adding to the classes of aliens thereby excluded from 

States the following: All male persons between 16 and 60 years of age who 

can not both read and write the "English i or some other language. 

But no nt of a 8 now face in, or admitted to, this coun- 

be excluded because bt to read and write. 
SEC. 2. That the provisions of the act of f Starch a. 1893, to facilitate the en- 


forcement of the immigration and contract-labor laws, shall apply to the 
mentioned 


section 1 of this act. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be unlawful for any who resides or retains his 
home in a foreign coun to enter the United States for the purpose of en- 
in any trade or manual labor within borders 

of he T em mit e to tuto een 3 
e ma: come en 
country for the 7 industries, under such rules 
and lations as he may provide. 
Sec. 4. That it shall ay sae, han ‘for 2 1 any mechanical rade or manual 
ration kno’ y to emp. trade or man e 


the United States any alien w. aor, Berge retains his home in a foreign 


country: Provided, That the visions of this act shall not appl — 5 = 

joyment of sailors, — or — employees of vessels 

tates, or railroad train such as conductors, engineers, piety 
firemen, or or baggagemen, whose duties require them to pass over the frontier 
to reach the termini of their runs. 

Sec. 5. That it shall be unlawful for any alien to enter the 8 States. 
except tat tho p of the Dominion of Canada and 2 countries, 
exce places where the United States maintain an —— in- 


m board. 
BEC. “6. That any violation of the provisions of 28 shall be deemed a 
, punishable by a fine not exceeding 


all 
i ba Baported to thé coma 
SEC. 7. That this act shall take effect months — 


Mr. LODGE. eee bill may be referred to the Com- 


mittee on OS apa 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts ask unanimous consent? 

Mr. STEWART. I object to any unanimous consent. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that ‘he bill be read the second time 
and referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. STEWART. I object to any motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Chair will state that thereis 
a motion now pending before the Senate to proceed to the consid- 
eration of Senate bill 1341. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The bill now before the Senate must be 

of before—— 
STEWART. I object to discussion. 
Mr. CHANDLER. The bill is before the Senate and it must 


disposed of, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the 
Senator from Nevada to object to the second reading of the bill? 
Mr. STEWART. I do. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will lie on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. GRAY (at 6 o'clock and 4 minutes p. m.). I move that the 


Senate ad 
Mr. H III. í VFC 
The hey and 7 were not order 
Mr. CHANDLER. Lask for a division. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. A division is demanded upon 
the motion to adjourn. 
6, The Remake refused to adjourn, there being on a division—ayes 
noes 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum of the Senate not hav- 
i Big on the division, the Secretary will call the roll. 
Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names. 


the Commit- | Baso 


Allen, Cullom,’ š Pug! 
n, Daniel, McBride, 2 
Dubois. Shoup, 

Brown, George, i Nelson, Vilas,” 

Carter, Harris, Peffer N en 
T, er, arren, 

Chilton, Hawley, Perki White. 

Clark, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, 

Cockrell, Kyle, Prit 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-two Senators have an- 
Hg to their names. There is not a quorum present. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be di- 
rected to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. HILL. Ts that motion debatable? 

Mr. STEWART. It is not. 

Mr. HILL. I asked the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairis of opinion that the 
motion is not debatable. 

Mr. HILL. Iask for the yeas and nays. We should like to 
have a vote on that question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Of course the Senator from New 
York has a right to the yeas and nays, but the motion does not 
involve the question of a quorum. The Senator from Nevada 
moves that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the attend- 
ance of absent Senators. 

Mr. HILL. Upon that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Nevada, that the Sergeant-at-Arms 
be directed to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. HILL. Lask for a division on that question. 

The motion was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 29, 


noes 4, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant-at-Arms will exe- 


7 cute the order of the Senate. 


Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I rise for the purpose of making 
an effort to ascertain — 
Mr. HILL. Iask that the Senator from Kansas be permitted 
to make an effort. [Laughter. ‘ba 
Mr. CHANDLER. Lask to have the rules of the Senate en- 
forced 3 8 e execution of the order. 
ING OFFICER. Pending the execution of the 
1 5 no quorum being present, nothing can be done except by 
unanimous consent. 
Mr. PEFFER. I ask unanimous consent. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Kansas? 
Mr. STEWART. What does the Senator propose? 
Mr. PEFFER. I propose to ascertain whether we can not agree 
by unanimous consent upon some particular time when we s 
take was Senate bill 1341 and dispose of all this trouble. 
CHANDLER, I object to 83 while the Senate is en- 
acute ite oer The rule is imperative. 
The PŘES OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 


0 75 ob, to debate. 
CHANDLER Gpo 6 o opek and 10 minutes p. m.). 

8 to have m 1 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the name 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER answered to his name. 

Mr. BURROWS answered to his name. 

Mr. GALLINGER (at 6 o'clock and 21 minutes p. m.). 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. I withdraw my motion, Mr. President. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not desire to put Senators to inconven- 
ience so late in the evening. It will probably take some time for 
the Sergeant-at-Arms to secure the attendance of absent Senators, 


I re- 


Imoye 


Mr. CHANDLER. I should like the mena abr te a motion; 
but he can not make a speech. 

Mr. WHITE. He can give a notice, I presume. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will make a statement, then, if the Senator 
from New Hampshire objects to a notice being given. Iwill make 
a statement that I shall call up Senate bill 1341 early to-morrow 
1 g; and therefore I will move that the Senate take a recess 


Mr. HAWLEY. A motion for a recess is not in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Such a motion is not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina that until a quorum appears it is impos- 
sible to entertain any motion except a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at 6 o'clock and 24 minutes 
p.m.) the Senate journed until to-morrow, Friday, May 22, 
1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, May 21, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. The following prayer was 
offered by the wag ree Rey. Henry N. COUDEN: 


We invoke Thy blessing, Almighty God, our Heavenly Father, 
upon all the proceedings of this House to-day; that everything 
may be done decently and in order; that the interests of the 2 775 
ple of this great nation may be faithfully and efficiently served by 

‘these their chosen representatives. 

Especially do we ask Thy blessing u the member of this Con- 

gressional household who been called upon to give up his com- 

ion to the Angel of Death. Comfort him in the thought of a 
3 reunion in a land where there shall be no parting. This 
we ask in the name of Christ. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. GROSVENOR. . Speaker, I rise to a question of privi- 
lege. I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read the follow- 
ing ial publication made in the Cincinnati Tribune of last 


_ The Clerk read as follows: 

SURPRISED AT GENERAL GROSVENOR—HE VOTES AGAINST REPORTING A 
RECIPROCITY BILL AND SIDES WITH REED MEN—MUCH COMMENT CAUSED 
BY HIS UNEXPLAINED ACTION. 

Special to the Tribune.] 
[ WASHINGTON, May 18. 
The House is willing to abide oy, the decision of the Ways and Means Com- 
y. 


mittee on the subject of reci 
Speaker REED, Wirman INGLEY, and the committee are in favor of shelv- 


all bills of this character, and the protectionists of the House do not see 

t t way. 

At the last meeting of the Ways and Means Committee the question of 
rting any kind of a reciprocity bill this session was quickly disposed of. 

5 a vote of 6 to 4—all Republicans—the matter was laid over. HOPKINS, 
ee of the subcommittee, refused to vote for any kind of a report un- 
less upon his bill. When the final question was put, TAWNEY of Minnesota, 
STEELE of Indiana, Evans of Kentucky, and RUSSELL of Connecticut voted 
to report some kind of a bill without delay. 

They were op y Chi DINGLEY, General GROSVENOR, PAYNE, 
DALZELL, DOLLIVER, and HOPKINS, with JOHNSON, who favored a report, 
absent. 

SURPRISED AT GROSVENOR. 

General GROSVENOR's vote was depended upon for a support, and it would 
have been sufficient. Last week he informed Representative Kerr, of the 
Mansfield district, that he would cheerfully support his bill. 

But to the surprise of all, General GRosVENOR at the last moment lined up 
with the Reed faction. 


{Laughter and applause. ] 


His action has occasioned a vast deal of comment, for it is yet unexplained. 
As the manager of the McKinley movement in Teon he was thought 
— be the last man who would vote to prevent legislation along M ey 

nes. 

[Laughter.] 

True, thereis grave doubt whether any kind of a reciprocity measure could 
be put through in the few remaining days of this session, and it is possible, as 
REED contends, that business might be unsettled somewhat. 

But the friends of McKinley are disappointed in the action of the commit- 
tee, because they desired to show the people that they were willing to enact 
legislation that would promote better e relations with foreign countries. 

ASKING A REPORT. 

Representative Kerr refused to accept the action of the committee as final. 
To-day he passed a petition through the House asking that some kind of a 
hatin not necessarily on his bill, be made on reciprocity. It was readily 
signed. Perhaps to-morrow he will present it to the Ways and Means Com- 


ttee. 
Under the Reed system it has become neea Sos petition committees for 
reports, but despite the prejudicial action of the Waysand Means Committee, 
the Ohio members remain undaunted, and hope to get the Kerr bill, or one 
similar, up for consideration before adjournment. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I do not very often weary 
this House with comments upon matters of this character; and if 
there was no charge here other than that I had ‘lined up with the 

men ”— ughter. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is so serious that you must explain. 

Mr. GROSVENOR (continuing). I would try to stand that; 
and now I do not know that I could be found in any better com- 

y [loud applause]; but left to my own choice I would select a 

erent location for myself just at this time. 

But this is a matter of some serious importance, Mr. Speaker, 
and I propose to refer toit. The gentleman who made this report 
has doubtless been grossly imposed upon by somebody; and it is 
not the first time that publications of this character, from various 
sources, have found their way into public pints, for the purpose, 
apparently, of disparaging the Ways and Means Committee and 
impressing upon the country that somehow or other there was 
a great contest going on here between various and different fac- 
tions of the Republican party. Now, in the first place, as to how 
much of truth there is in this article: This special was written, 
apparently,on the 18th day of May, which was Monday, and a 
reference was made to a meeting of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee at which this subject was discussed. 

In the first place, there has been no meeting of the Ways and 
Means Committee of the character spoken of here. There was no 


meeting of the Ways and Means Committee, and the statement, - 
therefore, is without foundation in fact, or any justification in 
the records of the committee itself. There was a conference of 
the Republican members of the Ways and Means Committee for a 
proper and special purpose, and Imay as well state, and I am sure 
that the eee on the committee will not criticise it, that it 
was for the purpose of hearing the report which was to be pre- 
sented from the subcommittee on reciprocity, of which the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopxrys] is chairman. 
That report was submitted and gone over with t care, and 
approved with absolute unanimity by every Republican member 
of the committee. 

Mr. FARIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. There 
is so much confusion behind us that we can not hear, 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The whole history of the subject and the 
iden pared of reciprocity was 8 in the report; and, at 
the end of the reading and practical adoption of the report, there 
was some discussion about whether it was wise to report some 
measure other than the report itself and of the feasibility or prob- 
ability of a resolution declaring the unalterable purpose of the 
Republican 3 to carry to ultimate triumph the great doctrine 
of reciprocity, which is a doctrine of the Republican party. [Ap- 
plause.] There was no difference of opinion among the gentle- 
men present—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, Irise to a question of order. 
I raise the point that this is not a question of privilege. I do not 
think the gentleman has stated a question of privilege. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think if the gentleman had read the par- 
agraph he would not have made that point. There is a charge 
here that a member of this House pledged his vote for a certain 
matter and was relied upon for the passage of it, and then chan 
his yote to the other side and defeated it. That is a charge of dis- 
honor in the conduct of a member of Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I withdraw the point, if that is the point. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will address myself right along that 
line. There was a discussion—I have been thrown off the exact 
language I was using—as to whether it was wise to bring in more 
than a report or a resolution. I heard no word of Mr. KERR'S 
bill, and no word was said. If there was anything said it was in 
general terms in regard to all the bills relating to reciprocity. 
Then a proposition was made to report the third section of the 
McKinley law and present it here in the House, and a very dis- 
tinguished member of that committee, to whose opinion I always 
give very great weight, suggested that under the circumstances, 
and in view of the 1 tariff law, the third section of the 
McKinley Act would not be applicable, could not be made to fit, 
as it were, and the reason suggested was a very simple one. 

At the time of the enactment of the McKinley law sugar was put 
on the free list, as were all the articles that were included in the 
reciprocal terms of that act. Sugar is now on the dutiable list, 
and the suggestion was that there would have to be a reconstruc- 
tion of the tariff law in order to make that section applicable. 
Then the question came up whether at this time, near the close of 
the session, we would undertake to pass a tariff law. There was 
some talk upon that line, and possibly some expression of opinion, 
and I do not hesitate to say that Sia! ghar my opinion in oppo: 
sition to the attempt to pass the third section of the McKinley Act 
at this time, and I take the responsibility for that without any re- 
gard to where I am lining up”—whether I am lining up with 
one faction or with another faction, if there are any factions. It 
was my deliberate Thee rhea that the announcement which weare 
going to make of the pater of the Republican p was the ulti- 
mate result that could grow out of the legislation of this Congress 
at this time. I do not know how other gentlemen expressed their 
opinions. I do not remember that there wasa formal vote. There 
may have been a formal expression of opinion, but if there was it 
related to the third section of the McKinley law, and did not relate 
to the milling act embodied in Mr. KERR’S bill or any other bill. 

Pending that, this same insidious course has been pursued, and 
at the convention of millers on yesterday in the city of Cleveland 
this same misinformation was sent to them, fhat one faction of the 
Republican Ways and Means Committee had opposed reciprocity 
in the interest of the millers. Therefore it is that I stand here 
to state more explicitly than I ordinarily would the inside history 
(58 we sometimes say) of the conference that was had at that in- 

ormal meeting of members of the Ways and Means Committee. 
Nothing final was concluded. The report had to be rewritten in 
some particulars, revised in some respects, and then it was to be 
submitted to the full committee in the usual way, and every ques- 
tion of reporting a bill—either the Hopkins bill, which is the most 
comprehensive and far-reaching of the reciprocity bills, and which 
8 embody and carry with it the Kerr bill and all the other 
bills — every question of that kind was left open, to be decided here- 
after when the ultimate action of the committee upon this report 
should be had; and so it stands now. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if I can have permission, if the gentleman 
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from Nebraska [Mr. KE] will permit me, to save the time of the 


House, I desire unanimous consent to print with my remarks a 
statement sent out a few days ago ba 5 distinguished chairman 
of the Ways and Means Committee, Mr. DINGLEY, relating to this 
vay question, making plain to the country the action of the Ways 
and Means Committee, making plain to the country the reasons 
why we have done what we have done and why we have not done 
some things that it was thought in some quarters we ought to 
have done. I ask consent to embody the statement of the chair- 
man of the ne and Means Committee in my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman will 
be permitted to print the statement to which he refers in connec- 
tion with his remarks, 

Mr. KEM. Lobject, Mr. Speaker. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska pir. sa 

Mr. GROSVENOR. A man ought to know what is futile and 
what is not futile. I send the statement to the desk and ask to 
have it read in my time. 

The statement was read, as follows: 


Chairman DINGLEY of the Dake indo Means Committee, in reply to an in- 
quiry as to whether the committee has not been in receipt of many requests 
from Western millers for legislation looking to an immediate renewal of the 
reciproci ments with countries of continent which were ended 
by the tariff act of 189%, said: 

We have had many such requests, just as we have had urgent requests 
from those interested in almost every industry in the United States for leg- 
islation to restore the protective duties repealed by the same act. Those re- 

uests show how seriously the industries of this country were injured by 

e tariff act of 1894. and how mt the people. are to undo the great mis- 
take they made in 1892 in voting 70 place the Democratic party in complete 

wer under their paaro to overthrow protection inorder (as they claimed) 

benefit the country. 

But, of course, everyone familiar with legislative work understands that 
there can be no repeal of the tariff act of 1804 until both the Senate and the 
President shall become Republican, so as to act in unison with the Repub- 
lican Honse. 

“ Conscious of this fact, the Republican members of the Ways and Means 
Committee, as soon as they were appointed late in December last, unani- 
mously concurred in the view that it would be useless for the Republicans 
to attempt to frame and pass through the House at this session a general 
tariff bill, 3 reciprocity protone, which are necessarily part of 
a tariff bill or any tariff 1 1 mainly to a restoration of pro- 
tective conditions on an g. use the Democrats and the Populists, 
who have 1 majority in the Senate, would not vote for a general bill 
or tariff legislation framed on thorough protective lines, and the Democratic 
President would not ae eae it. Moreover, any bill resto full protection 
as to one industry, whether reciprocal or not, would be open to tariff amend- 
ments in behalf of other interests. e 

In view of the immediate and 1 necessity of more revenue to meet 
current expenses and maturing liabilities, ins of peoupying months in 
making an attempt to through the House a bill to generally revise the 
tariff as a mere indication of Republican 1 the Republican 5 
of the Ways and Means Committee promptly framed a simple exigency tari 
measure to continue only for two years and a half on a basis looking princi- 
pally to obtaining at once 1 9 8 on more revenue, in the hope that, not- 
withstanding the effect of the bill would be to materially aid the farmers by 
placing some duties on wool and all other industries to some extent by in- 
creasing temporarily the duties on competing imports 15 per cent, yet that 
it Soa be patriotically accepted by the Senate and the President in order to 
avoid the necessity of issuing bondsin time of peace to pay current expenses, 

„We were disappointed in this hope, as every Democrat and Populist Sen- 
ator, comprising 1 majority of_the Senate, refused even to consider the 
measure. Five so-called silver Republican Senators joined the Democrats 
and Populists in refusing to consider the bill, giving notice that they would 
support no bill looking in any way to protection unless it should be accom- 


panied with free-silver legislation. . 
“In this situation it was obviously useless to talk of any tariff and reci- 
rocity legislation at this session. Hundreds of interests each asked that the 
ommittee on Ways and Means would report and pass through the House 
some tariff bill to relieve its distress, but of course such an action was im- 
practicable. Indeed, if one such bill had been reported every other industry 
would have had friends to offer amendments on the gro that no one in- 
was entitled to preference. 


dust 
“Of course it is im ible to legislate for reciprocity arrangements ex- 
legislation. because the articles to be used in such 
Tess, 


slation 


cept as a part of tar 
arrangements and the duties to be imposed should be indicated by 1 8 
even if we had a Republican President, and much more so when Mr. Cleve- 
land is President. ith the Senate and President hostile to protective legis- 
lation any action by the House in that direction would be useless and probably 
troublesome in the future. ‘ 

“There have been some W that a bill might be cloth - 
ing the President with power to meet what is regarded as discriminating 
legislation by foreign countries nst American flour. The authority the 
President now has under the act of August 30. 1800, goes as far as any one 
would care to place discretion in the hands of President Cleveland. That 
act authorizes the President to prohibit the importation of such articles as 
he thinks proper when coming from a country which in his judgment un- 
justly discriminates against any American product. 

i: The Committee on Ways and Means has inv: ted the workings of 
reciprocity agreements made under the tariff act of 1890, and will present a 
report showing the benefits of such reciprocity, and declaring (unanimously, 
as far as the Republicans are concerned) fora return to we ey and pro 
tection as soon as the poopie shall elect a Republican Senate and President 
to cooperate with a Republican House. is seems to be all that is practi- 
cable until the Republicans secure the President, as well as the Senate.” 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, so far as my own position in this 
matter is concerned, I haveno fear. I have been recognized, ever 
since I was old enough to vote, as a Republicanand in favor of the 
protective-tariff system. I have not felt that it was my duty to 
constantly rise in my place and shout that I was a protectionist, 
because everybody knew I was a protectionist. And now asingle 
additional proposition and I am through. I have not been in- 
formed, so as to make 5 upon my mind, that there 
have been factions in the Ways and Means Committee, or in the 


general Republican eee of the House of Representatives, 
upon any of these questions. the very earliest days of this ses- 
sion it was decided without dissent in the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee that the Dingley bill should be passed and sent to the 
Senate as a tentative measure in the interest of upholding the 
Treasury and protecting the credit of the Government. 

Mr. DINGLEY. So far as the Republican members were con- 


cerned, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. So far as the Republican members were 
concerned; and, so far as the Republican members were con- 
cerned, there were no two opinions in the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee upon that question. Whatever was right about it, or 
whatever was wrong about it, I take my share of the responsibility 
irrespective of the action of any other man or any other set of 
men, and I stand by it now. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Neither was there any difference of opinion 
among the Republicans of the House. Every Republican member 
voted solidly in favor of it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I was just going to say that when it came 
into the House it was passed without dissent. Nobody waived his 
views upon the subject of the protective tariff in voting for that 
bill; nobody undertook to modify the platforms or the declara- 
tions of the Republican party; but in a spirit of patriotism we 

the act and inaugurated an effort to secure relief to the 
nkrupt Treasury of thecountry. Since that time, if there have 
been any factions I have not heard of them. I have differed upon 
questions of policy with some of the members of the committee 
and of the House, but there have been no lines drawn; the points 
of difference, if any existed, are immaterial, and I would not, if it 
had not been put in plain print, have even referred to it. 

I have never understood that the S. er of this House has 
attempted in any manner to influence the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee upon any one of these questions, nor have I understood 
that he has attempted to invade the independence of any other 
man; and I would scorn to admit that I belonged to the American 
Congress if it was composed of a body of men without manhood 
enough to assert their personal independence on this floor, but 
would be compelled to follow the dictates of anybody or any set 
of men on the floor or elsewhere. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I do not believe in factions in politics. There 
should be no factions in politics. The Republican party of the 
country is charged with the duty of rising above factions, of rising 
above partisanship, in an effort to improve the condition of affairs 
and to save the country from bankruptcy and a ruined Treasury, 
from a debased currency and overthrown credit, and to restore 
Sees and prosperity to the country in every feature. [Ap- 
plause. 

I therefore condemn this article as having misrepresented myself 
in particular, as having misrepresented the Ways and Means Conk 
mittee wholly and absolutely, and as having sent out to the coun- 
try the idea that the Speaker of this House had formed factions 
within this body and was undertaking to dictate the legislation of 
the House of Representatives. When you believe that, you believe 
in the degradation, the absolute degradation, of every member 
of the Ways and Means Committee. When you publish such a 
statement as that, you . to the world the assertion that the 
gentlemen composing that committee have not the manhood de- 
manded of an American Congressman or of an American states- 
man. And I denounce the publication from that standpoint. 

Now a word as to the young man who made the publication. 
He has doubtless been misled by somebody, or has misinterpreted 
the statement he got. And doubtless with zeal overstepping the 
bounds of discretion he made the publication that he ought not 
to have made. And Ihave said what I have said, first, for my own 
protection; second, in defense of the gentlemen with whom I am 
associated; third, in defense of the honor and the integrity of the 
House of Representatives, and fourth, in order that the coun 
may not believe that there are such things as factions here, whic 
for personal ends or for the pw e of rewarding friends or other- 
wise undertake to control lahon on the floor of the House of 
Representatives. [Applause. | 


VETOED BILL—FRANCIS E, HOOVER. 


Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up for 
1 consideration the veto message of the President on the 

ill (H. R. 1094) granting a pension to Francis E. Hoover. I desire 
that the bill shall be read first and then the veto message of the 
President accompanying it. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rolls, at the rate of $50 per 
month, the name of Francis E. Hoover, late a private of Company Iof the 
Sixty-fourth Regiment of Ohio Infantry Volunteers, in lieu of the pension 
now being drawn by him. 

The veto 8 Was read at length. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Now I desire to have read the report 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions on this message. 

Biss DOCKERY. Will the gentleman have the original report 
read? 
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Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I have no objection to its being read. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I hope it will be read. 
been referred to in the veto message. 
Mr. KIRK PATRICK. I ask first the reading of the report on 


, inasmuch as it has 


M If the gentleman will permit me, I would 
suggest that he have the original report read first and then the 
report on the message, so that we can have the case stated in con- 
secutive order. ue 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Ihave not in my possession the origi- 
nal report, but I have no objection to itsreading. I ask the read- 
ot the final report by the committee. 

Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the message of 

the President of the United States vetoing House bill No. 1094, entitled “An 


act granting a pension to Francis E. Hoover,“ submit the following as a re- 
ne of its investigation: 


e ident justifies his veto of this measure . — the nd that the 
present unfortunate condition of this soldier is not due to army service. 
t such legislation is an ‘air di on many thousan: 
worthy soldiers similarly situated. 
Your committee, after a most patient and thi h consideration of the 
reasons u by the President for withhok his ture to this bill, are 


clearly of the opinion that the justification ur is wholly untenable. 
Legislation of this scent ra h = x 
or erery Con, 


gress to t 

special e disability for which the 

— . — is granted should be of service origin. We could cite many prece- 

ents where special pensions have been nted and approved by the Execu- 
tive without reference to the ori of the disability. 

The pensions ted to our i ed generals and their widows by 

acts of rf are not always based upon disabilities directly 

traceable to the military 


Under these circumstances we can not conclude that the 
bill is an unjust discrimination eo thousands of deserving ers, but 
p ered to grant relief in this in our opinion, would be an unwarranted 
on 


1 the private. 

If we are to follow the rule laid down in this case by the President, Con- 
gress must turn a deaf ear to the appeal of every soldier, however pitiable 
and distressing his condition ey be, regardless of the merit of his service 
or the privations he endured, ess he can show that his helpless and dis- 
tressed condition is due to his army service. We can not yield our assent to 
this proposition. It is manifestly unjust to thousands of the truest and 
bravest soldiers in our v. 

The writer of this report has in mind one of these cases. The soldier was a 
strong, healthy, and robust young man, full 6 feet tall, and with an iron con- 
stitution in 1861. The firin upon Fort Sumter filled his young heart with 
pr otism, and he entered the service with five of his companions and con- 

ued therein until the surrender of Lee at otf epee During all that 
time he was in the front rank and icipated in every battle in which his 
command was engaged. He never shirked a duty nor sought refuge in time 
of Ganges, He wasalways first to respond toa call for volunteers to perform 
some deed of daring or heroism. He was never in a hospital exce isi 
some sick or wounded comrade during all of his service. H 
step from Atlanta to the sea, and from the sea back through the Carolinas to 
Washington. He was first in line at the bugle's call to march when 
the command was given. In sunshine and storm he kept place and fol- 
lowed where duty led; whether wading swamps or climbing mountains it 
was all the same to him. He slept in the mud and rain, and, in fact, endured 
all the hardships and privations of a soldier's life without a murmur. 

When the war was over he returned to his 1 free from dis- 
ease and disabilities. Fifteen years later the ips and exposures to 
which he had been subjected commenced to manifest themselves, and were 
evidenced by his bent form and feeble step. When exposed to damp or cold 
weather, rater ar ney Borage coursed down his back and spine. He wasata 
loss to account for these unless they were due to an injury received while 
assisting to recapture a cannon at Lookout Mountain, where he was thrown 
violently upon the ground and the wheel of the caisson passed over the small 
of his back. Heremembered that his injury caused him much pain in his back 
and spine for many days after receiving it, and that these would occa- 
sionally return when exposed to the wet and cold, but never supposed that 
J.. patie DOSAN OFA TENNANT aad permet TONN 

e on these e more frequent an: nt, render- 
it difficult at times to perform manual labor on his fa i 


‘arm. in 

ho was visited with ab at ag stroke of paral rendering further — —— 
labor im ble and confining him to his bed for weeks at a time. 

In his condition he applied fora pension and sought to show that 


his spinal affection was due to the injury received at Lookout Mountain; but 
where was he to obtain the proofs? One of his five companions was killed at 
Atlanta, another died in Andersonville, the third was Pp Sohne missing at Re- 
never returned. The remaining tworeturned home with him. One 
of these soon died of a wound received while on the march to the sea, while the 
most diligent search failed to reveal the whereabouts of the other, and it is 
ible he also is dead. After endeavoring for years to furnish the uired 
ney he was at last forced to make his application under the act of 1890, 
a pension at $12 per month. 

P until now heis as helpless as a babe, and requires a 
constant attendant day and night; his means are all exhausted, and this 
small pension and the charity of neighbors is all that stands between him 
and starvation. In his wretched condition he confesses his inability to show 
that his disability is due to his long and arduous service in the Army, while he 
knows that it can be traced to noother source, and he also appeals to that Gov- 
ernment he offered his life to save to protect him and his f. 


and was soon granted 
His d 


distressing details. 
With — knowledge of and intimate relations with the old soldiers of this 


country and their 


sense of justice, we feel warranted in saying that when 


made familiar with the conditions and circumstances surrounding this unf 
tunate comrade that not one of them can be found that will feel that 9 
agninst him. i was 
ce, testimony offered was directed in 
he main to the condition of the soldier and his honorable service, 
and we did not deem it essential that the proof should show his disability 
due to his army service to justify us in gran relief, nor do we think so 
now; but inasmuch as the evidence then off did not establish to a cer- 
ty the connection between the soldier's service and his disability, we 
5 that w N e by many precedents in recommend- 
g the of the a 
case. Had this connection been 
tion would have been $72 a month. 
Since filing our first re much additional testimony has been submitted, 
and a reexamination of the case convinces us that the soldier's disability is 
8 5 to his army service, and that he is therefore justly enti 
per month. 


r month under the circumstances of his 
own to our satisfaction our recommenda- 


the battles and skirmishes of 
Atlan 


ous 
to Nashville. He icipated in the battles of Spring and Franklin, an 
then in the two ood He joined in that 
active t of the remnant of Hood’s army, and asa his 
har ps ex varicose veins appeared in 
dition gave rise to 


1 th 
they would remain in that condition but a short time, when they would again 
out in festering sores. in 

army service. How much of the m from these 3 sores passed 

into the circulation and was absor into the it is quite difficult to 

tell; but that much of this did take place is evident from the fact that the 

ulcers when once healed would not remain so, but would break out again, 

7 ripen if not greater, violen 
a 


ce, 
from the statements of the physicians who haye examined 
him that legs are badly swollen and discolored. They also tell us that 
structural changes have taken place in the articulation of the joints, This 
would hardly have been looked for if the blood current had been pure. Had 
there been no other complications it is quite evident that this alone 
would have ultimately rendered the soldier helpless, and perhaps ere this. 
But in 1886 he was attacked with rheumatism, from which he never recovered. 
There were periods of partial relief from the effects of this disease, but there 
were recurrences of the attack, and each time with greater severity. About 
four years this assumed a permanent and most form. 
Every goms the body became red beep He can not now move dor 
foot. He has no use of any of the joints of the body. The spinal column has 
become perfectly rigid, and there is no power of rotation of the head—it is 
position. He can not turn himself in his bed, and 
hunger with victuals all around him. A more distressing 
condition can not be How much of this rheumatic condition is 
due to the ulceration of legs we are not fully prepared to say; but should 
it be assumed that his rheumatism is an independent disease, having no con- 
nection with the ulcerations, still we are thoroughly convinced that a sys- 
tem so weakened and debilitated by ulcerations, and whose blood current 


had been contaminated by poisons absor these festering sores, was 
ina r condition to the attacks of disease, especially one of such 
Pp a persistence as rhe Dr. Hoopingarner, a reputable and 
eminent physician of Ind., who, after examining the soldier and 

himself th the history of his case, es the following 
statement under oath: 


exposure incident to lif J t, the 
por food, the mental strain and excitement produced a poor condition of 
y, which in after years was unable to the ravages of „and in 


cted tono vicious habits. Neither has he exposed himse. 
and we are at a loss to 


With the evidence now before us we think, as we have before stated, that 
the nt disabilities of this soldier are fairly attributable to his army 
service. We find him in a most pitiable condition, utterly helpless, uir- 
ing the attendance of a strong man. He is entirely destitute of all worldly 
means, and has no income aside from the small pittance of $12 per month. 


his 5 attendant. All h 
and must continue to suffer unto 


uni eath relieves him. He gave the best days of his vigorous 
youth to his country, and out of his help! ess he asks us for and sup- 
port. If oes not give relief he must 1 poorhouse and there 
end his da Your commi never assent to this, so long as there is a 


contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentle- 
man from Kansas . KIRKPATRICK] kindly yields that the orig- 
inal report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions may be read, so 
that the whole case may be before the House. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand this to be the report on which 
the President rested his veto. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. STEELE. The President had before him the other papers 
in the case, in addition to the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The soldier served one year, nine months, and nine daysin Company T Sixty- 
fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and was honorably d harged 
from the service. Nothing appears of record derogatory to his character as 
a soldier. He was pensioned at the rate of & per month for rheumatism from 
August 1890. This pension was increased to $12 in 1893. The testimony 
does not During the 

two years this soldier has been bedridden, absolutely unable to assist 
the constant 


„requiring assistance 
moved without suffering the most excruciating pain from head to foot, with 
no hope of recovery. 


On account of the terrible suffering of this soldier and the for 


2555 „ special — — 8 Ik th 
believe the case is one ‘or the futerven’ 0} e 
soldier's disease was of rn Fe ori e would undoubtedly be entitled to 

L per month under the law, and his case is so ¢: your committee 

ea neice teat E a pam itt cae TOE aroma 
wi e recommendation o pass, e follo amendment: 
3 the word “seventy-two,” in line 5, and insert in lieu thereof the 
w S J.“ 


Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Mr. S. er, When this bill was first 
presented to the Committee on Invalid Pensions it was proposed 
to pay a pension of $72 per month to Mr. Hoover. The testimony 
offered at that time in support of the measure was confined in the 
main to the helpless and pitiable condition of the soldier and his 
honorable service. With reference to the origin of the disease 
the testimony was quite meager; and the committee, following 
many precedents and concluding that the testimony failed to show 
conclusively that the disability of the soldier was directly due to 
his army service, recommended the passage of the bill with an 
amendment fixing the pension at $50 a month. In that form the 
bill was recommended by our committee and subsequently ed. 
The President bases his veto apon the ground that the disability 
of the soldier was not due to his army service, and that its pas- 
sage would be an unjust discrimination against hundreds and 
thousands of deserving soldiers similarly situated. Now, I appre- 
hend that there is not to be found in the United States a case 
parallel to this—not one; and therefore I am not persuaded that 
the granting of this pension would be an unjust discrimination 
against any other soldier. y 

Then, again, the records of every Congress from the organiza- 
tion of this Government to this day contain precedents for legis- 
lation of this character. There is no constitutional or other limi- 
tation, so far as I know, upon the power of Congress to grant 

nsions. Nor is it essential in such cases that the disability be 

irectly traced to the army service of the soldier. In cases of 
this kind the whole matter is left to the good 8 and sound 
sense of Congress itself. The power thus ded to Congress 
has been exercised, as I have just remarked, all along the line 
from the organization of this Government to the present day, and 
was never called in question until this message of the President 
was sent to the House—never. 

Let me invite your attention, Mr. Speaker, to a few cases, not 
with the view of criticising Congress or anyone else for the pas- 
sage of the measures to which I am about to refer, but as sustain- 
ing my contention. Who will contend for a moment that the 
death of Ulysses S. Grant was directly traceable to his army serv- 
ice? Was any claim of that kind made? A similar question might 
be asked with reference to General Logan and numbers of other 
distinguished generals of the late war. In nine cases out of ten 
when pension bills on behalf of our distinguished generals or their 
widows were passed no claim was made that the soldier had died 
of diseases contracted in the service or that his disability was 
traceable to service origin. The matter was left to the sound 
judgment of Congress; and those pensions were granted because 
of the patriotic services of those distinguished officers, not because 
they had contracted disabilities in the service of the United States. 

his 1 pne an important question to this Congress; 
and if it should be sustained it places upon the power of Congress 
u limitation that has never existed prior to this time. The lim- 
itation sought to be applied here is a direct thrust at the private 
soldier, and imposes upon him burdens not im upon the 
officer. If the private soldier must trace his disability to his army 
service, why not the general or his widow? Need I say, Mr, 
8 er, that a precedent of this kind is manifestly unjust to some 
of the bravest and best soldiers this country ever saw? It not un- 
Ponny happens that such a soldier is unable to prove that his 
disability is directly traceable to his army service. It most fre- 
quently happens that the man who has a good hospital record is 
able to trace his disability to the service rather than the man who 
was eyery day upon the field in the performance of his duty. 

Is it to be said that Congress shall be limited in its power to 
grant pensions to deserving soldiers because, through the peculiar 
circumstances of the case perhaps, the soldier may be unable to 
pore that his disability originated in the service? If that is to 

the rule, I repeat, it is a limitation that has never existed here- 
tofore. So far as this case is concerned, it matters but little; but 
as a 3 it is of the highest importance to the soldiers of 
the United States. 

When this message of the President pointing out his objections 
to this bill reached our committee, we concluded that we would 
reexamine the case for the purpose of ascertaining, if possible, 
whether this soldier’s disability was traceable directly to his army 
service. We secured a large amount of testimony that had not 
previously been filed before us—— 

A MEMBER. Some of it had been filed with the Senate. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Les; a large amount of testimony that 
was filed in the Senate had not been placed before us. There was 
also testimony in the Pension Office that had been accessible to us 
all the while, but we had not deemed it necessary to go into its 


XXVITI—346 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5521 


examination. But onreceipt of this message and on reexamining 
the case we went over all this testimony. We took that on file 
in the Pension Office and that on file with the Senate Committee 
on Pensions, and also the additional testimony which had reached 
our committee by that time. Asa result of this reexamination 
we are able to say beyond any sort of controversy that this sol- 
dier’s deplorable conditionis directly traceable to his army service. 

But I want to be distinctly understood that we are not conced- 
ing for one moment that it is n as a prerequisite to grant- 
ing a pension to this man that this fact should be shown. It is a 
matter within the sound discretion of Congress and does not de- 
pend upon proof showing the disability due to the soldier’s army 
service. And although we have reexamined this case for the pur- 
pose of satisfying ourselves and the country that this man’s disabil- 
ity is directly due to his army service, we are here protesting that 
that is not essential to the power of Congress to grant a pension. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, we passed a general act in 1890, perhaps one 
of the most liberal pension bills to be found upon the statute books 
of any country in the civilized world. That bill does not equalize 
the services of all of the soldiers, but it simply permits each man 
to draw $12 a month under certain conditions. One man under 
that bill may be able to receive $12 per month whose disabilities 
are insignificant in proportion to the disabilities of another soldier. 


Is it to be said that use we passed this bill we thereby placed 
a limitation on the power of Congress to take up a ing case 
That would seem to 


of extreme hardship and treat it — £4 
be true if the precedent established by this message is to be en- 
forced in the future. We contend that the Congress of the United 
States in its power may take up any individval case of any soldier, 
whether a eneral or a private, or of the widow of a general or a 
rivate, look into the hardships of the case,into the military serv- 
ice of the soldier, and grant such relief as we, in our amet 
think proper. Itis not the province of the President of the nited 
States to place a limitation upon that power. It is not an injustice 
to hundreds and thousands of other soldiers. Why, take this pitia- 
ble case, if yo please. Here is a man on his „With his d 
in a sling the principal part of the time. He is absolutely unable 
to move hand or foot or , and would starve to death with 
victuals all around his bed. He served buta year and nine months, 
and yet there are men who served three, four, and five years. 
it to be said under these circumstances that Congress can not step 
in and administer relief in this extraordinary case simply because 
it will not or can not place every man upon the rolls at the same 
identical rate? I do not believe that proposition at all. It is 
always in the power of Con itself, and I do not believe that 
the Congress of the United States will sit idly by and tamely sub- 
mit to the limitation upon its power that must follow if this mes- 
sage becomes a precedent in the future. I believe that Congress 
should exert its power, and that its members should exert that 
power conferred upon them, and determine by their vote to-day 
in passing upon this message whether or not an extra constitu- 
tional limitation shall be placed upon the power of Congress. 

I appeal to the members of this House to stand up and insist 
upon the principle that Congress has the power to determine the 
amount that shall be paid to any poor, unfortunate soldier, and 
they may do that regardless of whether they make the bill general 
or special. [Applause.] One man may serve in the army three 
years and suffer no serious disability. Another man may serve 
two days and two nights and receive a disability that must fol- 
low him all through life. Consequently, are you able to even this 
matter up in a general bill? It is utterly and absolutely impot 
sible. e should meet all of these general cases bya general ill, 
but the extraordinary cases must be met by special legi 
and I am unable to understand upon what principle the ident 
of the United States can approve of a pension to a widow of a 
general, where it is not contended that the soldier’s death is due 
or attributable to his army service, and at the same time deny us 
the right to give this r Indiana private $50 a month. The 
truth is that this man should have $72 a month under the general 
law. There is no doubt about it, under the testimony that is sub- 
mitted to our committee. 

Under the testimony submitted when we made our first report 
he would not have received that sum under the general law, but 
the committee, exercising that power heretofore always exercised, 
recommended the passage of the bill at $50 a month, $22 less than 
the rate which the soldier would be entitled to receive in case he 
could have established that fact. 

But the strong point I wish to urge here upon this House is that 
there is no limitation on the power of Congress in granting pen- 
sions, and that this message, if it becomes a precedent, will fix a 
limitation not known to the Constitution or to the law, and will 
deprive Congress of the power to administer relief and justice in 
hundreds, yea, thousands, of deserving cases that can not be 
reached in any other way. I therefore hope that this House will 
vote solidly to pass this bill for this poor soldier, the veto of the 
President to the contrary notwithstanding. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 
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Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker 
to the President when he received this bill was the report of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions and such evidence as was on file 
in the Pension Bureau. I have caused an abstract to be made of 

the evidence there, and I send that to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[Francis E. Hoover, Company I, 5 Ohio Infantry. Certificate 
No. 1 


„the only information accessible 


STATEMENT OF FACTS. 

This claimant filed a declaration under the act of June 27, 1890, on the 25th 
of August, 1890, alleging chronic rheumatism and disease of kidneys. The 
War Department iy ton that he enlisted in the above-named organization 
February 24, 1864,and was discharged December 3, 1865. 

He was examined by the board of — bay of Salem, Oreg., May 13, 1891, 
which reported a rating of five-eighteenths ($5) for “rheumatic disability.“ 
It will be observed that the rate recommended by the board was less than 
the minimum rate allowed under the act of June 1890, yet the claim was 
allowed and certificate issued October 7, 1891, at the rate of $8 per month 
st 25, 1890, date of filing application. 

He filed a claim, under the same act, for increase September 24, 1892, in 
which he alleged chronic rheumatism and varicose ulcers due to varicose 


vi 

In an affidavit filed November 13, 1893, he states: “I became aware that I 
had varicose veins in 1891, and that these ulcers were caused from them, but 
the ulcers date back to December, 1864. When the first one appeared I was 
pos then aware that it was caused from varicose veins, as Dhyaicians now 

orm me.“ 

He was examined under this application February 27, 1893, by the board of 
surgeons at Goshen, Ind., which reported a rate of eight-eighteenths for 
rheumatism and seventeen-eighteenths for varicose veins and results, yet 
the board states in that report that the claimant is three-fourths disabled 
from manual labor.” Notwithstanding this the claim for increase was al- 
lowed and certificate issued January 23, 1894, at the liberal rate of $12 per 
month (maximum under the act of June 27, 1890, for total disability) from 
February 22, 1893, the date of the examination, for rheumatism and varicose 
veins and resulting ulcers. 

The claimant never filed an 5 under the general law, and has 
never stated whether the disabilities for which he is pensioned are due to 
and caused by his military service. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, in the report filed by the 
committee it is expressly stated that the disease is not of service 
origin. The testimony on file in the Pension Bureau corroborates 
that, and the applicant never believed that he had any just cause 
and never wade ey application for a pension under the general 
law. It is simply idle and silly to attempt to do what is attempted 
in the second report filed by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
viz, to set up the plea that the disease is owing to service origin, 
or that his present condition is attributable to it in any way. 

There are more than the usual absurdities of a plea of confes- 
sion and avoidance in the second report of the committee, 

I yield such time as he may want to the gentleman from Cali- 


fornia 1 Lou pl: 0 
Mr. LOUD. . Speaker, I opposed this case in Committee of 
the Whole when it was up for consideration, and did so upon the 
report presented by the committee; assuming, of course, that the 
committee when it takes nothing but ex parte testimony would 
present to the body that has to pass upon their labors at least as 
a case as they could make out. Now, the committee at that 
time stated emphatically in their report: 
The testimony does not show the disease of the soldier to be of service 
n. 


Upon that testimony this House acted. Now, then, if this 
House is to assume the position that was assumed by the adoption 
of this re in the granting of this pension, permit me to say to 
you in candor that it is a species of special legislation that 
will not receive the commendation, in my mind, of the sober 
second thought of the American people. There are in this coun- 
. and thousands of men who were in the service 
who are to-day totally incapacitated from performing any species 
of labor. If one man who is now disabled is entitled to a pen- 
sion of $50 or $72 a month, then they all are. Let me show 

‘ou what a special system you are here seeking to promote. It 
hea been stated upon the floor of this House that there have been 
introduced so far something over 3,000 pension bills, during this 
session of six months; thirty or forty of them have become law, 
and at the time this Congress shall close possibly a hundred will 
have become law. At that time I assume there will have been 
introduced at least 10,000 cases for special pensions; and I base 
that estimate on the rate they are coming into the Halls of Con- 
gress to-day; because the action of this body has invited every 
man in the country who was in the service to come to Congress 
and apply for a special pension. You pension some because there 
is an imaginary connection between their disability and their 
service; you pension others because of special meritorious sery- 
ices, and there is not a case presented here that some special 
ar ent is not urged in its behalf. 

fao not appear here as the special advocate of the President. 
There are very few questions upon which we agree; and I regret, 
with the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. KIRKPATRICK], that the 
President has seen fit in all cases so far presented to veto only 
the pensions of private soldiers. I believe that every case that 
has passed Congress giving an increase of pension to the widow 
of an officer, or an increased pension to an officer himself, should 
have received the veto of the President; but we are urged in the 
case of officers, and it is urged upon all sides, that we must recog- 


nize the extraordinarily meritorious services they have rendered 
the country, because they occupied positions as general officers, 

I differ with the House in that position, because a general offi- 
cer was paid a salary commensurate with the extraordi serv- 
ices he rendered his country—from $5,000 to $7,500 a year. The 
gave their talent, they gave their time, they gave they 12 
and so did you and I, sir, who served in the and received 
but $16 a month. [Applause.] We gave all we had to give to this 
country; and there should be no distinction. 

Perhaps if the facts presented by the committee in this subse- 

uent report were true this case might receive my approval; but 
the gentleman in drawing this report has shown that he has an 
imaginative mind that would surpass that of Don Quixote. On 
the top of page 2 the gentleman says: 

The writer of this report has in mind one of these cases. The soldier was 
a strong, healthy, and robust young man, full 6 feet tall, and with an iron 


constitution in 1861. The firi upon Fort Sumter filled his young heart 
with patriotism, and he entered the service with five of his companions. 


[A pisos. y : 
abestien y he talks about “marching through the mud from 
Atlanta to the sea, and from there up through the Carolinas.” I 
thought when I read this report the gentleman was talking about 
Francis E. Hoover, but when I got down to Francis E. Hoover, 
at the bottom of page 3, [found that he enlisted in February, 1864, 
and never could have marched through this mnd from Atlanta to 
the sea, because the gentleman says that he went back to Nash- 
ville; and false in part might perhaps be assumed to be false in 
whole. But I will say here, Mr. Speaker, that if the report now 
resented had been made when the case was first presented to this 
ouse I should, perhaps, have given it my approval; but the Presi- 
dent acted upon the report of the committee, and could not have 
gotten information beyond the evidence in the Pension Office. 

There is not a line or a scrap that goes to show that this soldier's 
present disability is the result of his service. To illustrate that 
point, this man never applied for a pension under any of the prior 
acts. He never applied for a pension until after the act of 1890, 
which is prima facie evidence that his present condition is not the 
result of his service. The President took the evidence before him. 
He said, as I would say and as others would say even on the eve 
of a great political campaign, that it is not right, that it is not 
proper, that it is not becoming the representatives of the great 
American people to po out a particular case, present ex parte 
testimony, and give the soldier a pension of $50 a month. the 
position which the gentleman assumes in his subsequent report is 
correct; if he has abundance of testimony to show that the present 
disability of this man is the result of his service, then I say it is 
unbecoming for him to try to pass this bill over the President's 
veto. What he ought to do is to bring before this Congress a bill 

msioning this soldier at $72 a month, the amount to which, in 

is present condition, he would be entitled if the gentleman's 
position is correct. 

Of course, Mr. Speaker, I know how members of Congress feel 
on pension cases. I know that in 1888 we made all that could be 
made out of the poor soldier. I know that we vilified, and I 
might say falsified, and made all we could out of the pension 
record of Grover Cleveland, but in 1892 evidently the sober second 
thought of the American people did not condemn that record, at 
least not to a sufficient extent to defeat him in his campaign for 
reelection. I believe, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the Hanes: 
that the sober second thought of every man here will conclude 
that the position of the President in this case is right, whatever 
it may be or may have been in some other cases. He reviewed 
the testimony before him and came to the conclusion, as I believe. 
as any fair-minded man must do, that this was a case of special 
pernicious legislation; and let me add, as I have already said, our 
pension legislation here has done more to debauch the sentiment 
of the American people than the action taken upon any other 
questions that have come before Congress. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Woop]. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, the question in regard to this veto 
message presents very fairly the issue that is made by the Presi- 
dent with the Congress. The questionis, Whether we shall apply 
one rule of evidence to a private soldier and to his widow, and 
another to an officer of high rank and to the widow of such an 
officer; whether in the one case we shall require proof of disability 
from army service, and in the other case exempt the appli- 
cant from that requirement. That is the question, and it is upon 
that which I desire the attention of the House for a few moments. 

Let me say in the outset that I do not entirely with the 
report of the committee that has been filed in the case of this veto. 
I think the President was entitled to have the case as it was made 
up in Congress and to pass upon it as it was presented to him. I 
think that any subsequent evidence which went before the com- 
mittee 5 not to have any weight with the House on this occa- 
sion, and I therefore address myself to the condition as it existed 
when the bill was reported by the committee and as it was when 
passed by this House, It has been said that an officer is entitled 
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to a pension of larger amount than the private soldier, and is en- 


titled to have that pension upon less proof, on account of his dis- 
tinguished service. That is the issue which is made here. The 
President so far has vetoed no bill granting or increasing pensions 
to officers of high rank or to their widows, although the evidence 
failed to show death or disease as results of army service. Pen- 
sion vetoes seem only to be the portion of the soldiers and officers 
of the line. 

This soldier, Francis E. Hoover, enlisted at the age of 16 years. 
Something has been said to the effect that he did not enter the 
service early in the war, but evidently he got into the Army as 
early as he could be admitted. He was in the memorable cam- 

ign in middle Tennessee in 1864, which resulted—the only in- 
stance in the history of the struggle from 1861 to 1865—in the de- 
struction of a Confederate army in a pitched battle. There have 
been a great many criticisms upon the generalship of that cam- 
paign. On the eve of the battle of Franklin there was crimina- 
tion and recrimination between the Confederate commander and 
his lieutenants, Pat Cleburne, the Stonewall of the Western Con- 
federate army, went out of thatstormy council into the fiery charge 
and to his death; but I ask you who has ever criticised the sol- 
dierly conduct of either the Union or the Confederate private 
soldiers on that bloody field? 

There has been criticism of the whole campaign that led up to 
the siege and battle of Nashville, The Confederate commander 
has been criticised. The Union commander—that sturdy Vir- 
ginia patriot and incomparable soldier, George H. Thomas—was 
on the point of being relieved. He was criticised and misunder- 
stood by the country; misunderstood by the silent commander of 
the Army; misunderstood by the President—understood only by 
the privates of the Army of the Cumberland, who always trusted 
in him. There has been much military criticism upon that entire 
campaign. It has been claimed that the stand should have been 
made at Pulaski, or at Columbia, or at Franklin, rather than at 
Nashville. But who has ever criticised the soldierly conductof the 
privates of that army; of the cavalrymen who charged and car- 
ried breastworks and forts, or even of that black line—men with 
black faces, but white souls—who charged up Overton’s Hill and 
left their dead and wounded thickly strewn along the slope? 

There has been criticism as to thé following up of the Confed- 
erate army after that battle. One officer of considerable rank 
made æ mistake and sent the pontoons on another road; but who 
has ever criticised the energy or persistence of the private soldiers 
who bore a 1875 in that relentless pursuit? In that campaign 
and in those battles was Francis E. Hoover. He fought by day 
and he marched by night. At Pulaski, at Columbia, at Spring 
Hill, at Franklin, at Nashville, he was in the fight, he was in the 
pursuit. Through mud and rain and sleet and storm he marched 
and did his duty. There is not a record of dishonorable conduct 
against him. hat is his condition to-day? Helpless—more help- 
less than an infant. If water were within arm's length of him 
he might perish from thirst, because he could not carry the gob- 
let to his lips. If food were placed in his hands he might die of 
starvation, use the arms that once supported his country’s 
flag and carried the musket in its defense are no longer under the 
control of his will and could not carry the food to his mouth. 

I can think of nothing more helpless than the condition of this 
soldier as disclosed by the evidence which came before the com- 
mittee, unless it was the condition of his own country early in 
1861, when there were foes without the capital and foes within. 
The country was affected then with a more deadly disease than 
paralysis. Our Navy—where was it? Our Treasury—where was 
the money that ought to have been there? What was the condition 
of our Army then? Lory among the privates; treason among 
the officers of high rank. And then the country in its weakness, 
its utter helplessness, reached out and leaned upon such men as 
Francis E. Hoover. It leaned upon their strength, and they gath- 
ered to its support. They saved its life. But now that country 
is strong and vigorous and powerful; and Francis E. Hoover 
turns his heart and his eyes toward it—he can not turn his help- 
less body—and asks for relief in his utter want and destitution. 
He asks the President of the United States—shall I say it?—he asks 
the Commander-in-Chief of the Army in which he once valiantl 
and honorably served, for relief; and he is told that while the offi- 
cer who made mistakes shall be exempted from proving disabili- 
ties of service origin, a private of honorable record, who made no 
mistakes, shall be ci ag to prove the pathological connection 
between the disease of his army service and his present condition, 
and that he shall make out his case beyond the possibility of a 
doubt and to a moral certainty. 

Mr. Speaker, something has been said about other similar cases, 
and it has been urged that to grant relief to this soldier would be 
an unjust discrimination against others. Sir, so far as the duty 
of this House in the present hour is concerned there is only one 
case, and that is the case of Francis E. Hoover. We ought to pen- 
sion him for the same reason that we have pensioned generals and 
the widows of generals—on the ground of previous honorable 
service and present absolute helplessness, destitution, and want. 


It may not be very long, Mr. Speaker, before the Republic will 
have occasion to summon again its young men into the ranks of 
its armies. It isa pre thing at this time to show that the na- 
tion is not ungrateful to its private soldiers. If there were but 
$50 in the Treasury the best investment that could be made of 
that money would be to draw it out and pay the first month’s 
pension to Francis E. Hoover under this act, which I hope will 
soon become a law, the objections of the President to the con- 
trary notwithstanding.” [Loud applause] 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. r. Speaker, I 
men on the other side will use some time. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York obtained the floor. 

Mr, KIRKPATRICK. Well, Mr. Speaker, as there seems to be 
nobody desiring to talk further, I will move the previous question, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BARTLETT] has been recognized. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. The gentleman will excuse me; I did 
not observe it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I have learned 
for the first time that I am a negative quantity in this body, for 
the gentleman from Kansas has just told us, upon my rising, that 
he had noticed that no one else wished to be heard on this bill. 

Mr. HARDY. He did not know that you wanted to be heard. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker 
and gentlemen, that the question before the House is whether this 
veto message of the President of the United States in reference to 
this particular measure is proper or not. There is no question as 
to our sympathy with the men who fought and won in the late 
civil war. ere would seem to me to no occasion for elo- 
quent or patriotic addresses such as that to which we have just 
listened from the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Woop]. There 
would seem to me to be no occasion for the reading of a report 
such as that which was framed by the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. KIRKPATRICK]. That report in favor of this bill contains 
two or three pages referring to some hypothetical case, some case 
radically different from the case now under consideration. 

This bill, providing for the granting of pension or additional pen- 
sion to Francis E. Hoover, was passed on one of those Fridays in 
April last when the distingnished gentleman from South Dakota 
[Mr. PICKLER] obtained control of this body, when all debate was 
silenced, when the gag rule was applied, and pension bill after pen- 
sion bill was forced through this House without any consideration. 
If r will look at the RECORD of April 3, 1896, they will 
find that no debate was allowed on this bill and that it was passed 
under the operation of the previous question. 

Now, let that be the general rule which obtains in reference to 
pension bills, You of the majority here are all-powerful; and if 
the distinguished Committee on Rules—for the ability of whose 
members I have the hippos respect and esteem-—-if that distin- 
guished committee sees fit at any time to grant the prayer of the 
gentleman from South Dakota you can have one day or two days 
or three days devoted entirely to the consideration of these pen- 
sion bills. But the next time that you bring in a rule do not give 
us ten minutes for debate; do not give us five minutes for debate; 
do not give us one minute for the consideration of any pension 
bill, but let the previous question be considered as ordered at 
once, and let each and every pension bill be passed without regard 
to its merit. 

Let me for a moment or two call your attention to the existin 
legislation, or the present system of legislation, which obtains with 
reference to pensions. We have the general pension law, which is 
all right, under which some eighty-one or eighty-two millions of 
dollars a year are paid out of the national Treasury; we have the 
dependent pension act of 1890, under which some sixty-one mil- 
lions are paid annually; and in addition to these general laws we 
have passed during the present session a law for the benefit of the 
bounty jumpers, the deserters, and for the benefit of the ex-con- 
federates—a general law which requires some six or seven mil- 
lions more per annum for its payment. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let the House understand exactly your pen- 
sion legislation. While you may gain in the main a few votes 
from the soldiers, the ex-soldiers, or the veterans, you will find if 
you persist in the enactment of this extravagant legislation united 
against you all the toilers and wage earners of this nation. The 
people at large are perfectly willing that you should pay full and 
adequate pensions. They have never objected to that. They are 
perfectly willing that a sum such as that advocated by General Gar- 
field in the years pae; should be paid to the veterans of the war; and 
you will remember that General Garfield said, if I mistake not 
away back in 1872 or 1874, that he thought we had then reached 
the high-water mark of pension appropriations; and unless in the 
future there were wanton and extravagant pension legislation there 
would be no greater sum appropriated than the sum appropriated 
at that time, 

But, in addition to the general pension law to which I have 
already referred, we have the act of June 27, 1890, known as the 
dependent pension act, and the iniquitous act of the present ses- 
sion, which is known as the Pickler bill. We have thousands of 
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ivate pension bills to which the attention of the House is drawn 
om day to day. The minority is powerless to check the passage 
of any one of these private pension bills, however iniquitous it 
may be in scope, inintent, or in operation; and it is only at long 
intervals that our attention is called to some particularly objec- 
tionable measure by the fact that the Chief Magistrate of this na- 
tion has exercised his veto power in reference to it. 

Now, gentlemen, I say that I believe the veto of this particular 
bill, granting a pension to Francis E. Hoover, is an admirable act. 
I believe it to be a most praiseworthy act on the part of the Pres- 
ident of the United States, and I, gentlemen, have failed ever to 
read any messsge of Grover Cleveland on a pension bill which 
has not teas able and honest and praiseworthy, and in the best 
interests of the Lo of this country—the veterans or the non- 
eg ast for the due and proper administration of the pen- 
sion laws. 

There is no question, gentlemen, before you to-day as to the 
power of the President to veto a bill, or as to the power of Con- 

to pass a special pension bill. The gentleman from Kansas 
(Mr. KIRKPATRICK) misapprehends in toto the situation. It is 
conceded that Congress has the power to pass these pension bills, 
however pernicious they may be, It is conceded, on the other 
hand, that the President of the United States has, under the Fed- 
eral Constitution, the power to veto a bill not only in cases where 
he thinks the Congress of the United States has proceeded ultra 
vires, or has transcended its powers, but in other cases where he 
considers the legislation, for any cause whatever, to be unwise or 
improper; and in the case under consideration the question is, Is 
the legislation wise? Is this a proper bill for you, all-powerful 

tlemen of the majority, to impose on the people of the United 
tates? No matter to what extent you may go in your approval 
of existing law in reference to pensions, I ask you to pause and 
hesitate before you vote to override the veto of the President of 
the United States in reference to this particular measure. 

In June, 1890, when the dependent pension act was passed, what 
was said virtually to the people of this country at that time? 
„Give us this dependent pension act with a limit fixed at a cer- 
tain amount,” and you know that the greatest limit of pension 
that can be granted under that act is $12 per month. If a man is 
suffering to such an extent as to be incapacitated from earning a 
livelihood either by mental or physical disease, under the act of 
June 27, 1890, he can receive a pension of $12 per month and no 
more. Now, if you pass this bill over the veto you will virtually 
enlarge the scope—the entire scope—of the dependent pension act 
of June 27, 1800, 

If you give this soldier $50 or $72 a month—and you might just 
as well vote him $72 as $50 a month—on the theory that he isinca- 
pacitated to such a degree as would entitle him to $50 a month had 
the disease been of service origin, you will open the door so that 
every man in the like situation, so that every man suffering from 
disease admitted not to be of service origin, can come in and de- 
mand a pension of $50 or $72 a month. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Willthe F me a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will not every solitary Ses act pen- 
sioning a soldier set a precedent, to be follow y everybody, 
just as much as this, and hence will not your argument apply to 
every ial act just as well as to this? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, that is a question 
somewhat broad, and I shall endeavor to answer the gentleman 
on some future occasion; but Ido not think it does apply to other 
special bills to the same extent that it applies to this particular 
measure, 

Mr. PICKLER. Willthe ee yield to me for a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Les. 

Mr. PICKLER. How can you defend the President's veto on 

ciple when his position is directly contrary to the act of 1890, 
which we pension soldiers not for disability incurred in the 
service, but for disability wherever incurred? All that we have 
done in this case and all that we claim is that instead of this man 
getting $12 a month he should have more. Now, how can you 
sustain the veto when we are acting on that very line and uphold- 
ing every principle of the law of 1890? 

7 BARTL TT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I consider that 
this is in contravention of the spirit and of the language of the 
law of 1890. i . : 

Mr. PICKLER. The law of 1890 is for disabilities, no difference 
where incurred. Now, even if it should be conceded that this man 
did not get these disabilities in the Army, still he has the disability 
and he is helpless. Now, how does it violate the principle of the 
law of 1890? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The law of 1890 fixes a certain 
limit. The idea is that the pension system under the act of 1890 
has been extended further, by the Congress of the United States, 
than in any other country in the world at any period of history. 
The principle established in the act of 1890, the promise held out 
to the people of this country on June 27, 1890, was. If you will 
give these men who fought in the war a certain sum when the 
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hase shar was not incurred in the line of duty, we shall be con- 
tent with that. If you will give us $8 or $12 as the maximum, we 
pledge ourselves to ask no more of the Congress of the United 
States.” And Senator Davis, who had that bill in charge in the 


Senate, stated that the maximum expense or cost to be im 

upon the taxpayers of the United States would be only $35,000,000 
per annum. as that promise kept? It is true that in the debate 
it was enlarged to forty-one or forty-two million dollars. Has 
that promise been kept? Do you not all know that to-day it costs 
the people of this country some sixty-one or sixty-two million dol- 
lars per annum to pay the pensions under the act of June 27, 1890? 

Mr. PICKLER. ow, I know the gentleman is a humanitarian. 
I put it to him now, what would he do in a case of this kind, with 
this old soldier in this helpless condition, when the question is 
before us as to whether we shall give him more than $12 a month 
or send him to the poorhouse? The gentleman is certainly not in 
favor of sending this old soldier to the poorhouse, is he? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I am always v. 
glad to listen to the gentleman from South Dakota, and I shall 
always endeavor to treat him with the co and amenity 
which sometimes is absent from his treatment of me. 

Mr. PICKLER. Not intentionally. 

_ Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Iam never in favor of send- 
ing any soldier to the poorhouse; but I say that, in these excep- 
tional circumstances, let the man’s own State provide for him. 
Do not call upon the Federal Congress, not to make law, but to 
break law, in favor of one individual. 

Mr. PICKLER. He came to this condition by defending and 
upholding the Federal Government. Why should it not sustain 
him, when he 9 to save it? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New Tork. Iam satay willing to yield 
to the gentleman from South Dakota for five or six questions, pro- 
vided they are all strung together, but it is impossible for me to 
address this House and to have these constant interruptions. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from South Dakota has said that 
this disability was occasioned because this man fought in the war. 
Now, if that be so, the report of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions is incorrect; because in their first report they say that the 
disability was not of service origin. You are all well aware that 
if the wound had been received or the disease incurred in the serv- 
ice, in the line of duty, then, if all these facts stated as to the dis- 
ease and the condition of the man be true, all that he would be 
required to do in order to receive $72 a month would be to file his 
application with the Commissioner of Pensions. 

It must be taken as a conceded or admitted fact that the disease 
under which this man is now alleged to be suffering is due en- 
tirely to something outside and apart from his service in the civil 
war, and it is for that reason that I say that the veto message of 
the President of the United States should be upheld by all fair- 
minded men on either side of this House, I am very sorry that 
any man should be in the condition in which it is alleged that 
Francis E. Hoover is in to-day, but because a man is suffering 
from illness is it any part of the duty of the Congress of the 
United States to vote away, not your money, gentlemen, or my 
money, but the money which is wrung from the people at large 
by taxation? And unless you use your power properly and justly, 
unless you are wise in your disposition of these pension bills, the 
time will shortly come when the people of the United States will 
rise in their power and express their disapproval of careless or 
es See or wanton pension legislation. 

hat does the President of the United States say to usin refer- 
ence to this particular measure? He says: 

The value of pension le u fi 
in its administration as does ont its iiberall pegs panto ae maua 

Now, I am in favor of being liberal and generous only in the 
cases where we should be liberal and generous, and I do not be- 
lieve in unjust discriminations. I do not believe in passing such 
a bill as this which has been vetoed by the President of the United 
States and in establishing dangerous precedents for all time to 
come. You will have not this one 9 coming in here on 
ex parte affidavits and hastily conceived evidence and asking for 
a pension of $50 a month, but you will have hundreds and thou- 
sands of men who served a days coming in and asking for, 
say, $50 to $72 a month, on the theory that they would be entitled 
to such an amountif they had incurred the disability in the serv- 
ice in the line of duty. There must be, gentlemen, some logical 
distinction. There must be some distinction, in common fairness, 
between the man who was wounded on the field of battle or in- 
curred disease in the active service of his country in the line of 
duty and the man who served but ninety days and never left his 
native town, and came out of the war unharmed and uninjured. 
Consider for one moment the dangerous practical operation of the 
act of 1890. Reflect on the fact that in one Ohio regiment 495 
pensions are now being drawn under the dependent act of 1890, 
while that regiment never left the town in which it was recruited, 
and was in the service but a few months; and there are many 


other cases like the cases of the members of that Ohio regiment. 
So it would seem to me, gentlemen, that whatever your views 
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may be of general pension legislation and of special pension legis-. 


egis- 
lation, in this cular case the veto of the President of the 
United States should be sustained. He gives us his reasons in 
terse and happily selected language. He says: 

result unfair discrimination as against man: 

F 9 and would invite Appflestſons 
which, while difficult to refuse in the face of such a precedent, must certainly 
lead to the breaking down of all the limitations and restrictions provided by 
our laws regulating pensions. 

Mr. MORSE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORSE. I would like to ask my friend from New York a 

nestion. He argues against this case, as I understand him, on 
the ground that it is favoritism and special legislation? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORSE. Now, would the gentleman vote for a general 
law to cover cases like this, of total disability—would he vote for 
a general law to cover all such cases throughout the country giv- 
ing a substantial increase under the act of 1890? 

. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I will answer the 
question propounded by the distinguished gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. Ifa man were totally disabled by a wound which had 
been received in the service in line of duty, I should be willing to 
vote to increase the sum of $72 now allowed to $100, or a sum 
larger than $100. Ifa man has lost an arm, or a leg, or an eye in 
the service, or has been in any way wounded or maimed, I should 
gladly vote for an amendment to the general law increasing the 
amount which should be allowed to the soldier; and I know no 
one who will go further than I in according the meed of praise 
and the amount of justice or bounty, whichever you may please 
to term it, to the men who were wounded or incurred disease or 
disability in the service in the line of duty. I donot think you 
can do toomuch for those men. But here we have another line of 
cases. Here we have a class of men in reference to whom itis ad- 
mitted that their disabilities were not incurred in the service in 
line of duty, but that, as in this case, they arose at some subse- 
quent period in the man’s Era probabi ten, or fifteen, or twenty 
years after the close of the civil war. : 

Now, in reference to these men, the soldiers who served for 
ninety days and who have filed, or are entitled to file, applica- 
tions under the act of June 27, 1890, they have received, in the 
sixty-one million or sixty-two million dollars which we now pay 
them, all that we ought to pay them in view of our duty to the 
people of this 3 at large, the e e the wage earners, 
the toilers of this land. But if you wish to enlarge the scope and 
operation of the dependent pension act of 1890, pee in an amend- 
ment to that act, bring in a general bill and let us debate it here. 
Perchance you will pass it. You have the power, and I daresay 
that you would all vote for it, and pass it; but in that case you 
would not be subject to the same criticism to which you will be 
subjected if you pass this bill over the President’s veto, because 
this is special legislation, because this is discriminating in favor 
of one individual by passing a measure which can apply to no 
other man in the same class. : 

Mr, Speaker, should owr views of general legislation be ham- 
pered or controlled by the fact that we have passed one bill which 
might be cited against us as a dangerous precedent? I have the 
greatest sympathy for this soldier, but I say that, in view of all 
the facts of the case—and I say it in all temperance andin a spirit 
of moderation—in view of all the facts of the case it seems to me 
that we ought not to override the veto of the President of the 
United States. 

Mr. MORSE. Then, Mr. Speaker, if I understand the distin- 
guished gentleman from New York, his position is—— 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield ten minutes to the 

tleman from Delaware [Mr. WILLIs], and after that I will ask 
or a vote. 

Mr. MORSE. The gentleman from New York yielded to me for 
a question. If I understand the position of the gentleman, he is 
willing to vote to increase the pensions of soldiers who were 
wounded in the service in the line of duty, but he is not willing to 
increase the pension of any soldier who incurred a disability, even 
though it be as great as the disability in this case, if it was not 
incurred in the Army in the line of duty. That I understand to 
be the gentleman's position. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I do not know 
that it is necessary for me to issue a manifesto to-day as to what 
I propose to do in reference to pension legislation in the future. 
I state with perfect frankness that I am opposed to the passage of 
any such bill as this, and that I am against 8 the veto 
of the President of the United States by passing this bill granting 
a pension to Francis E. Hoover. 

Mr. PICKLER. If this House sustainsthe President's veto, then 
it lays down the principle that the House of Representatives can 
not increase any soldier’s pension above the amount allowed by 
the general law. Now. we can not afford to take that position. 
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Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, it pains me to 
differ with the tleman from South Dakota, who always couches 
his statements in such moderate and modest language. The mere 
statement of a ition by the gentleman from South Dakota 
carries conviction. [Langhter.] 

Mr. PICKLER. Not with the gentleman from New York. I 
am an utter failure in that quarter. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not 
concede that the position taken by the gentleman from South 
Dakota is sound. If we sustain the veto of the President with 
reference to this icular case, we do not lay down any rule as 
to what we shall do in future when a general proposition on this 
subject is ae ap before us. We do not commit ourselves at all 
as to that. e simply say that this special discrimination is 
apropar We say that we ought not to pass this particular bill 
and that this bill having been vetoed for proper reasons, we ought 
not to override the veto of the President of the United States. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I hope that the gentleman in 
charge of this bill will move the previous question. The Labor 
Committee has had this day assigned for the consideration of its 
business and this is delaying that business. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Iam under a promise to the gentleman 
from Delaware to yield him ten minutes before I move the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I shall probably occupy eight min- 
utes of that time, and the other two minutes I will yield to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. FAIRCHILD] to present to this 
House the opinion of ex-Governor 8 Black with regard 
to the veto power. I must say that I join hands with the distin- 
guished gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] with regard 
to the immortality which the distinguished gentleman who occu- 

ies the Executive Mansion seems to be earning for himself as 

e sits in the quiet and splendid seclusion which he so much 
enjoys and vetoes these little pension bills in which are involved 
the peace and the comfort and the lives of men who risked all that 
they had and all that they knew in defense of their country in 
the hour of its peril. Here is the case of a boy who, before his 
beard had time to grow, enlisted in the army and followed Sher- 
man from Nashville to Atlanta and fought in every battle through- 
out that memorable campaign for the upholding of that flag and 
the preservation of the principles of this Government to which 
the gentleman from New York so felicitously refers in many 
instances. 

Now, at the very meridian of his life—poor and sick and help- 
less—he comes here and asks us to overstep the rigid limitations 
of the pension lawsand allow him enough to make him comforta- 
ble through the few p months that he may have on these 
sublunary shores. And lo and behold! the great man who occu- 
pies the chief office at the head of the nation has found out—dig- 
ging down through a great mountain of business, perhaps—has 
found out that in connection with this particular bill no special 
evidence has presented itself that the disability with which this 
man is dying can be definitely and circumstantially traced as hav- 
ing originated in the military service. 

I say, sir, with what little knowledge I have of the Constitu- 
tion and the history of its adoption, that the veto power was 
never intended to be applied to a case like that; that it is an abuse 
and tion of the veto power to apply it to a case of this 
sort. [Applause.] It is something like a reassertion of that idea 
that came the President of the United States when he said 
he had Congress on his hands,” to come here and in the face of 
the overwhelming majority by which this bill was ed send us 
this veto. I congratulate him on having so noble a defender and 
so successful an advocate as the gentleman from New York. It 
occurs to me that their minds are cast somewhat in the same 
mold, and I do not want the gentleman from New York to con- 
sider himself in a great degree complimented by that remark 
either. [Laughter.] But in considering the various subterfuges 
that have been resorted to under the name of arguments“ and 
the excuses that have been made for opposing these pension bills, 
I was especially struck with the remarks of the gentleman from 


New York in his speech against the pension bill which was before. 


the House a week or two ago. After mauling this House for a 
solemn hour with his platitudes on that subject, he treated 
us to alittle extract from the immortal words of Fitz-Greene 
Halleck. He quoted for us Marco Bozzaris, and this was the ex- 
cuse he made for not helping these men in the last hours of their 
8 strife. He said they had their compensation, and he 
recited the lines 
But to the hero, when his sword 
Has won the battle for the free, 
2 voice sounds like a prophets word; 
And in its hollow tones are heard 
The thanks of millions yet to be. 
That was the gentleman’s excuse for not supporting pension 
legislation. He intended to comfort these poor fellows with “ the 
thanks of millions yet to be.” [Laughter and applause. ] 
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stanza preceding the one which he quoted: 


Come to the bridal chamber, Death! 
Come to the mother, when she feels, 

For the first time, her firstborn's breath; 
Come when the blessed seals 

That close the pestilence are broke, 

And crowded cities wail its stroke; 


e e ocean storm; 
Come when the heart beats high and warm, 
With banquet song, and ce, and wine; 
he groan, the knell, the pall, the bier 
‘Ana oti we know, or dream, or fear , 
Of agony are thine. 

Yes, sir; here isa woman in the loneliness of her widowhood, 
facing death in its most solemn and aggravated form, her hungr 
children around her. What would the gentleman do, as indi- 
cated in the very apt and beautiful quotation that he used on that 
occasion? He would clothe the orphan with ‘‘the thanks of mil- 
lions yet to be”! He would comfort the broken-hearted widow 
with the thanks of millions yet to be”! He would shed a light 
in that deserted household with ‘‘the thanks of millions yet to 
be”! He would stand by the bedside of this poor fellow who is 
ready to go to the poorhouse, sick and hungry, and he would tell 

` him that the soldier has something else to console him, for in the 
**hollow tones“ of death are heard ‘‘ the thanks of millions yet to 
be”! [Loud laughter and 8 ering 

Now, sir, I congratulate Grover Cleveland and the honorable 
gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] on the unity of spirit 
which they manifest in a case like this. 55 mewed applause. ] 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I now call for previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thequestionis, ‘‘ Will the House 
on reconsideration agree to pass this bill?” on which, as required 
by the Constitution, the yeas and nays will be taken. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 196, nays 47, not 
voting 112; as follows: 


YEAS—196. 
Acheson, Curtis, Iowa Huff, Reeves, 
Adams, Curtis, Kans. Hunter, Royse, 
Aldrich, Ala. Danford, Hyde, Sauerhering, 
Aldrich, III. Daniels, Jenkins, Shafroth, 
Alen, Utah Da Johnson, Cal Shannon, 
Anderson, De Witt, Johnson, N. Dak. Sherman, 
Andrews, Dingley, Kem, Shuford, 
Arnold, R. I. Dolliver, Kiefer, Simpkins, 
twood, Doolittle, Kirkpa Skinner, 
Avery, Dovener, y, Smith, th. 
beock. dy, Layton, Smith, Mich. 
Baker, Kans, Ellis, Lefever, Eog 
Baker, Md. Evans, Leighty, Sou hard, 
Baker, N. H. Faire Leo Spalding, 
Bar A Faris, Lew Sperry, 
Barney, Fenton, Linney, Stahle, 
Barrett, er, Linton, Steele, 
Belknap, F Long, Stewart, N. J. 
Bell, Colo. Fowler, Low, Stok 
pig i Gamble, y, Stone, C. W. 
Bishop, Gardner, Mahon, Strait, 
Blue, Gibson, Strong, 
Brewster, Gillett, Mass. McCall, Mass. Strowd, N. O. 
Broderick, Graff, McCall, Tenn. Sulloway, 
Bromwell, Griffin, McClure, t, 
Brosius, Griswold, McCormick, Talbert, 
Brown, Grosvenor, McEwan, Tawney, 
Brumm, Grout, McLachlan, Tayler, 
Bull, Grow, Mercer, Thomas, 
Burrell, Hadley, Milliken, Towne, 
Burton, Mo. Pagers Milnes, Tracewell, 
Burton, Ohio er, Nebr. Minor, Wis. Y, 
Calderhead, Halterman, Mondell, Treloar, 
Cannon, Hardy, ‘oody, Upde: A 
Chickering, Harmer, Morse, Van Horn, 
Clark, Iowa Harris, Murphy, Van Voorhis, 
Clark, Mo Hartman, Newlands, Walker, Mass. 
Cockrell, Hatch, Northway, Walker, Va. 
Codding, Heatwole, Odell, Wanger. 
Colson. Hemenway, Otjen, Warner, 
Connoll 1 Henderson. Overs Watson, Ind 
Cook, Wis. Henry, Conn. Parker, Watson, Ohio 
Cooke, III. Hermann, Payne, Willis, 
r, Wis. Hicks, rson, Wilson, Idaho 
n! eet Enea 
skler, o 
Crowther, Hooker, Poole, Wood, 
Crump, Hopkins, Powers, Woodman, 
Cummings, Howell, ince, Wright. 
NAYS—47. 
Abbott, Denny, McCreary, Ky. 
len. Dockery, McCulloch, Sayers, 
Elliott, S. C. McDearmon, Spencer, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Erdman, McMillin, Sulzer, 
— Tex. eres 8 
` oney, 
Buck, Hendrick, Neill, Terry, 
y, Lester, Otey, ayer, 
Cobb, Little, Owens, adsworth, 
T, Tex. Loud, P Williams, 
Culberson, * 2 Yoakum. 
De Armond, McClellan, Ys 
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Mr. MORSE. They could not get any bread and butter in that |. 
way. 
Mr. WILLIS. I wish he had commenced with that beautiful 


A 
we Hubbard, les, Stewart, Wis. 
Catchin Hulick, Miller, Kans. Stone, W. A. 
i Huling, Miller, W. Va. Strode, Nebr. 
Coffin, Hull, Miner, 7 horp, 
Cooper, Fla. Hurley, Tucker, 
Cowen, Hutcheson, Mozley, Turner, Ga. 
Cox, Johnson, Ind. oonan, Turner, Va. 
Crisp, Jones, Ogden, Underwood, 
gonen Joy, Patterson, alsh, 
Curtis, N. Y. Kendall, Perkins, Washington, 
aizell, Kerr, Pitney, Wellington, 
Dinsmore, Kleberg, Price, eeler, 
Downing, Knox, Pugh, ite, 
Draper, Kulp, Ray. Wilber, 
Ellett, Va. Kyle, Reyburn, Wilson, S. C. 
Fitzgerald, Latimer, Robertson, La. it 
Fletcher, wson, Robinson, Woomer. 


So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the bill was passed. 
The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

. DALZELL with Mr. Crisp, 

. JOY with Mr. COWEN. 

. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania with Mr. TURNER of Georgia. 
. DRAPER with Mr. BAILEY. 

. WooMER with Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 

. STEPHENSON with Mr. DINSMORE. 

. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania with Mr. LIVINGSTON, 

. MozLEY with Mr. Moses. 

. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, 

. JOHNSON of Indiana with Mr. Cox. 

. SNOVER with Mr. MADDOX. 

. WILBER with Mr. JONES. 

. BowErs with Mr. MINER of New York. 

HL. with Mr. OGDEN. 

. WILLIAM A, STONE with Mr. BLAck of Georgia. 

. APSLEY with Mr. MILES. 

. COFFIN with Mr. Lawson. 

. MILLER of West Virginia with Mr. WOODARD, 

. HULICK with Mr. PRICE. 

For this day: 

HEINER of Pennsylvania with Mr. CATCHINGS, 

KL with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. 
. CURTIS of New York with Mr. RUSK. 
. LEISENRING with Mr. KENDALL. 

. MILLER of Kansas with Mr. CROWLEY. 
. PERKINS with Mr. HALL. 

. RUSSELL of Connecticut with Mr. MEREDITH. 

. WOODMAN with Mr. WILson of South Carolina, 

. HILL with Mr. PATTERSON. 

Bach with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

. BOUTELLE with Mr. TUCKER. 

. BENNETT with Mr. LocKHART. 

. GILLET of New York with Mr. McLaurin, 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. MEYER. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 
[Applause.] 


LABOR COMMISSION, 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The reg order is the special order assign- 
ing this day for the consideration of a bill the title of which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R.6119) authorizing the appointment of a nonpartisan commis- 
sion to collect information and to consider and recommend legislation to 
meet the problems presented by labor, agriculture, and capital. 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House, the House will 
now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Payne in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill H. R. 6119. 

The bill was read at length, 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. McMILLIN. Before the gentleman from Pennsylvania be- 
gins I would suggest if it is not possible that we might be able to 
make some arrangement by which there would be an extension 
of time allowed for debate. Under the rule the debate must ter- 
minate on the bill at 4 o’clock. An unexpected debate on a veto 
me has consumed all of the time allowed for the considera- 
tion of this bill excepting one hour and seven minutes. 

This is one of the most important matters; it is a very e 
commission, one of the most expensive that has been au 


ensive 
orized 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5527 


for years past, the salaries for which alone amount to over a hun- 
dred thousand do , and we ought to be able to make some 
arrangement to have adequate time for the discussion of the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. e Chair would sug; to the gentleman 
that that could not be done in Committee of the Whole. We are 
now acting under an order of the House. 

» Mr. McMILLIN. I beg pardon. I had not observed that the 
House had resolved itself into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I desire to state for the information of the 
gentleman, and for the House, that every effort has been tried to 
induce a member of the House to waive objection to unanimous 
consent in this matter, but he declines to doso. There is no hope, 
therefore, in the direction of unanimous consent. It is the inten- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to consume a few min- 
utes only in explaining the bill, then ask the committee to rise and 

o back into the House for the purpose of securing an order to 
imit the debate to a very short time so that we may have the 
consideration of amendments and a yote upon them with as little 
delay as possible, and I hope that arrangement will be accepted 
by the members of the House. 8 

Mr. McMILLIN. Anything looking to an adequate considera- 
tion of the matter I will heartily concurin. I have no desire to 
consume any time, but it is a question of so much importance that 
there ought to be some method by which we could secure an ade- 
quate extension of the time allowed for debate. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, the bill now before the Honse 
is designed to better our industrial system. No demand of the 
people in any age has met with such general response as the de- 
mand for a better industrial and social organization of society. 

No sentiment has attracted such widespread attention or has 
had such rapid growth. Our Government is republican; and to 
be effectual and durable it must have proper regard for all depart- 
ments of human activity. Legislation must have just respect for 
the wage earner and for the wage payer, for the producer and con- 
sumer. This Government can not endure if more than one-half 
of its people are discontented, distressed, and suffering, for it is 
a Government of all and by all. y; 

Mr. Chairman, this bill calls attention to the fundamental prin- 
ciple of our Government—the equality of man—and seeks a more 
equitable distribution of the burdens and benefits of our free Gov- 
ernment. While it is not the function of the State to guarantee 
individual happiness, it is its function to guarantee each indi- 
vidual the right to pursue happiness, and so enact laws that one 
class may not be compelled of necessity to work solely for another 
class, regardless of their personal comfort and improvement. 
Rights do not belong to one class and duties to another. Phys- 
ical, intellectual, and moral ability can not be made equal, but 
each capacity may be met; each cup, be it large or small, may be 
filled. Circumstances can not be made equal, but law can be 
adapted to circumstances. 

r. Chairman, the danger to this Government is not external, 
butinternal. In the progress of human society the battles of the 
world are shifting from conflict with nations to a conflict within 
nations for better government and more equitable laws. We must 
recognize the fact that more are now peacefully 8 and 
enlisted in the cause of industrial equity than in all the armies of 
the world. The people of civilized nations will not always con- 
tinue to fight for national honor and supremacy while their indi- 
vidual rights are not protected within the nation. National glory 
must henceforth be based more and more upon the prosperity and 
Len} ee of the individual citizen. After more than six thou- 
sand years of experience the people are beginning to learn that 
government belongs to them; that they arenot owned by the gov- 
ernment, but that they own the government, and that it must 
T ct their rights by meeting their just demands. 

laws are derived from the governed, they should meet the just 
demands of all the governed. This nation took the most advanced 
stand in civilization, and is the best prepared to meet the indus- 
trial issues of to-day by building on the foundation it laid more 
than one hundred years ago by conforming law to its declared 
principles of right, freedom, and equality, and thus organize our 
social and industrial system upon amore just and equitable basis 
than has yet obtained in the world. 

Mr. Chairman, in entering upon the discussion of the subject- 
matter of this bill I wish to e three observations in regard to 
man, which are stated in the first chapters of Genesis. 

irst, the unity of the race and equality of man was shown in 
creation; God created man and gave him dominionas man. He 
was to “subdue the earth,” and “have dominion over the fish 
of the sea, over the fowls of the air, and over every living thing 
that moveth upon the earth.” But he was not given dominion 
over his fellow-man. 

Second, before God created man it was said: “And there was 
not a man to till the ground.” 

In the third place, man was told by the Creator: In the sweat 
of thy face shalt thou eat bread till thou return unto the ground.” 
To all, therefore, who believe in the Bible account of creation, 


which I believe is also in strict accord with science, fact, and his- 
ry, these three things are indisputable: 


irst. That when created man, he gave him dominion as 
man, not over his fellow-man, but over beast and bird and fish; 
over all animate nature below him. 

Second. That he was to till the soil as his chief occupation. 

Third. That his life was to be sustained by labor. 

All this agrees with reason; shows equality in creation; that sus- 
tenance comes from the ground; that labor is the normal condition 
of man; and it is a fact that no man enters into rest unlessitis upon 
his own labor or the labor of others. The government, therefore, 
that does not strive to meet these three great cardinal principles 
of reason and revelation in the highest possible degree will per- 
ish from the earth. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill provides for the appointment of a non- 
partisan commission, to be composed of five members representa- 
tives of labor, five representatives of agriculture, five of manufac- 
turing, and five of business and professions. The importance of 
labor to our pang and well-being can not be overstated. Labor is 
one of the foundation principles upon which organized societ 
rests. All kinds of labor is necessary, from digging in the dite 
to measuring space and counting the stars, yet the lower forms 
of labor are more intimately connected with our existence and 
needs. The most despised is often the most useful. The man who 
digs the foundation is more important to the structure than he 
who frescoes its walls. Without the grading of the roadbed 
there would be no stockholders, no locomotive, or railroad presi- 
dent. If all manual labor were to stop, if all wage earners were 
to cease work, there would be no value in property and a large 
part of the race would perish. 

That our relations are most intimately bound up with the wage 
earner is shown by the many strikes and lockouts in recent years 
which have entailed great suffering and loss of property, as well 
as the sacrifice of life. 

I submit a summary from Hon. Carroll D. Wright, Commis- 
sioner of Labor, on the subject of strikes and lockouts from Jan- 
uary 1, 1881, to June 30, 1894, being a period of thirteen and a half 
years. For this period it will be seen that there were 14,390 
strikes; that there were 69,167 establishments involved; that there 
were 3,794,406 employees thrown out of employment. 


It will be also seen that the loss to strikers was $163, 807, 866 
For the same period in lockouts the loss to em- 

IGVGOS WES oe an antec ems cua ce eee cue 26, 685, 516 
Assistance to strikers by labor organizations 10, 914, 406 
Assistance in lockouts saa i<=-<..2-< A S 2, 298 

Total loss to employees 203, 932, 076 
Loss to employers for the same period by reason of 

GIRON r he . . 82, 590, 386 
Loss to employers for the same period by reason of 

1 EES AEE A es Si eee ere ee 12, 235, 451 

Total loss to employerss 94, 825, 837 


Total loss to both employees and employers. 298, 757, 913 


These figures represent the actual loss to the ies en 
and do not represent the enormous loss which incidentally came to 
the community by reason of such disturbances; but the injury to 
society, the demoralization, suffering, and death, can not be esti- 
mated. All adinit that something must be done, and a commission 
composed of those directly interested in this great labor problem, 
in my judgment, is the proper means through which to seek the 
cause of this violent disturbance and propose a remedy, as our leg- 
islative bodies are not meeting the issue. Again, Mr. Chairman, 
the agricultural industry is the most important of all industries. 
All civilized life depends upon the products of the soil. All food 
and clothing come from the soil; yet this most important indus- 
try is greatly depressed. The constant settling in the value of 
farm 93 and farm lands in recent years in a large portion of 
the United States has made great discontent and unrest among 
farmers. Many of them can not hope to have their children suc- 
ceed them in husbandry, and they are exhausting their limited 
means to fit them for pursuits in the crowded town or city. 


In1870 the value of farm lands in the United States 


$9, 262, 803, 861 


80, 068, 000, 000 


The value of farm lands was, therefore, about 33 per cent of the 
value of all property. 


In 1880 the value of farm lands in the United States 


$10, 197, 096, 776 
43, 600, 000, 000 


The value of farm lands was, therefore, only about 24 per cent 
of the value of property in 1880, 


In 1890 the value of farm lands in the United States 


the value of pr 
farm lands 


These are startling figures when we consider that the value of 
farm lands is not increasing in due proportion to all other property; 
that agriculture is the foundation of all other industries, an i that 
40 cent of the toiling people are engaged in tilling the soil. 

o country can prosper when the agricultural interest is suffer- 
ing. is commission is needed by the farmers not only because 
of these facts, but on account of their growing discontent as shown 
by their various organizations and protests against unequal burdens 
and discriminating laws. Even if the agriculturists had noth- 
ing of which to complain or to adjust, they are needed in such a 
conference as this to aid in seeking a way out of the manifold 
labor troubles which so vitally affect their interests as well as 
those of the whole population. 


In regard to the importance of the manufacturing 
industry, I will state that in 1890 the number of 
persons 10 years of age and upward engaged in 


all coctipations . nnecroe ace 22, 735, 661 
Of this number there were engaged in manufac- 

FCCJ7777˙ö*C0GGGG0G0ͤ0—00ẽ mn wap Ee a ely Bree 4, 712, 622 
Of this number there were engaged in agriculture 8, 303, 000 


The total wage receivers of all classes were 


14, 920, 525 
The number of manufacturing establishments in 


LOW WARS a sccc E cha T ET E pec eereeuas 355, 415 
Capital employed wass $6, 139, 397, 785 
Total number of employees was 4, 476, 884 
Total wages paid was-_-.._........---..-..-.--.-- $2, 283, 516, 529 
Cost of materials used wass ͤ4«46æ $5, 162, 044, 076 
Total value of manufactured products was $9, 872, 437, 283 


It will be seen from this statement that of the 22,735,661 of all 
occupations 4,712,622 were engaged in manufacturing and me- 
chanical industries. More people are engaged in this industry 
than in any other, with the exception of farming. The greatest 

cent of actual loss by reason of strikes and lockouts comes to 
none nee in manufacturing and their employees. Great good 
should ultimate to those engaged in this industry by wise consid- 
eration of the violent disturbances which so vitally affect all con- 
cerned. 

This commission is designed also to benefit all other business 

ursuits and the professions. The disturbed condition of affairs 
entailed great loss upon the business community. The loss 

of $298,757,913, as shown in table quoted, in thirteen and one-half 
years to the laborers and the employers of labor is but a fractional 
part of the loss sustained by transporters, merchants, and others 
engaged in business pursuits. Business men have and will con- 
tinue to suffer great depreciations in value and increasing losses 
unless a better adjustment is made. Business men need and 
business interests require a just and more satisfactory settlement 
of differences with those with whom they deal and upon whose 
labor and products successful business must depend. e better 
labor is protected in all its rights the greater will be the security 
for earnings. No intelligent business man can oppose any just 
and fair effort to harmonize conflicting interests in a 1 and 
peaceable way, for all such must know and see from the history 
of the recent past that the great industrial problem may shortly 
be met by violence if not worked out in peace by law. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill is designed to give an impartial hearing 
to those who complain of discriminating laws and unequal bur- 
dens. It is ted that it will be composed of the ablest and 
best of each 1 —— 5 named. It will bring into conference repre- 
sentative men of labor, agriculture, manufacturing, and business, 
thus bringing together the aggrieved and those against whom the 
grievance is made, whose duty it will be to consider the disturbing 

causes and recommend laws looking toward a more just distribu- 
tion of the burdens and benefits of our free Government. It is 
designed to be impartial, nonpartisan, seeking exact facts and 
conditions, and to conform legislation to the foundation principles 
rt io Government—to place all men on an equal footing ore 

e law. 

I believe such a commission the most practical way to meet the 
issue. Our nationaland State legislative bodies are not so consti- 
tuted as to give proper time to the consideration of the industrial 
questions presented in this bill. They have not met and are not 
meeting them, as discord, strikes, and violence are constantly in- 
creasing. These bodies are not made up equally of representative 
men, such as are proposed by this bill; they are besieged by men 


`- CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 21, 


lobbying for oun privileges, while none are lobbying for the 
good of all. If, therefore, such representative sich ae axe pro- 
posed—men who suffer most from the great conflict of interest— 
can not in recommending more equitable laws looking to a 
peaceful solution of the question involved, it can not be solved by 
a free government in a peaceful way. 

Mr. Chi an, I believe Congress is the proper body to authorize 
the appointment of such a commission, as it is composed of mem- 
bers coming from all parts of every State. However jealous we 
may be of the rights of the States, no one can object to such a 
commission making recommendations to Congress and furnishing 
information to the States which may be of the greatest value. 

Again, the commission could utilize a large amount of statisti- 
cal information gathered at great cost by various agricultural and 
labor organizations, and 1 could use to great advantage 
the information collected by the various labor committees ap- 
pointed in recent years, both State and national, in our own coun- 
try, and 5 other nations most advanced in civilization. The 
facts so ably compiled by the Hon. Carroll D. Wright, Commis- 
sioner of Labor for the United States, would be of incalculable 
value, This, together with the findings of similar commissions 
appointed by 32 of our different States, could be utilized, It 
would also have the benefit of the completed work of the English 
royal commission of labor, and also the rogressing work of the 
higher council of labor established in 3 and the higher 
council of labor appointed in Belgium. Not only would it have 
the benefit of all such recently accumulated facts, but it would be 
in position to study the best laws of civilization and the best 
thoughts of the age, and thus be able to recommend more equita- 
ble laws than now exist, looking to the solution of the most vital 
and pressing political and economic questions of the age. 

Labor statistical bureaus are of recent origin, and were first 
established in the United States—the first one in Massachusetts 
in 1869. They have since been established in 32 of our States, 
The first Commissioner of Labor, the Hon. Carroll D. Wright, 
was appointed under the General Governmentin 1885. The — 
lish royal labor commission was appointed by royal warrant dated 
April 2, 1891, and was composed of 27 members. The fifth and 
final report of this commission was made to both Houses of Par- 
liament in June, 1894. The German commission of labor statis- 
tics was appointed in 1891, and it consists of 14 members, 168 civil 
servants, and 84 assistants, The higher council of labor was es- 
tablished in France in 1891. It consists of 50 members, chosen 
from among manufacturers, workingmen, and persons well in- 
formed 8 0 economics and social questions. The Belgians' higher 
council of labor was appointed in 1892. It consists of 48 members, 
chosen in equal numbers from workingmen, employers, and spe- 
cialists in economic science. Both these latter are authorized to 
examine into and recommend legislation. These foreign commis- 
sions are cog as enc re ae to el plese civilized nations are 
progressing along the line of our dec rinciples of equali 
which are recalled by this bill. N p N 

Mr. Chairman, after referring to these foreign commissions I 
wish to state that some of the most important results in our own 
history have been accomplished through the instrumentality of 
commissions, notably among which was the production of the 
Constitution of the United States. On the 28th day of March, 
1785, the joint commissioners of the States of Virginia and Mary- 
land met at Mount Vernon, under the auspices of Washington. 
These commissioners prepared the terms of a compact between the 
two States for the jurisdiction over the waters of Chesapeake Bay 
and the rivers that were common to both States, and, conforming 
tothe wishes of Washington, they requested Pennsylvania to grant 
the free use of the branches of the Ohio River within its limits for 
establishing the connection between that river and the Potomac. 
The preliminary object of the commission being fulfilled, they took 
up matters of general policy and recommended to the two States 
uniform duties on imports,a uniformity of commercial regulations, 
and a uniformity of currency. George Mason was charged with 
a report of their doings to the legislature of his State—Virginia. 

In pursuance with this, the legislature of Virginia invited all 
the States to appoint commissioners to meet at Annapolis on the 
first Monday in September, 1786. This convention ame the 
ground of hope of the nation. No State north of New York was 
represented or south of Delaware, save Virginia. It was a meet- 
ing of central States, and it resulted in calling a convention of 
all the States to meet at Philadelphia on the second Monday of 
May, 1787. The result of this convention of commissioners was 
the forming of the Constitution of the United States which saved 
and perpetuated the Union. 

There was great disturbance and distress then,and Congress 
and the States were powerless to meet the situation. It should 
not, therefore, be forgotten that it was a commission, an advisory 
body and not a legislative one, that wrought this great change 
and perpetuated this Government. 

Now, under the Constitution, as then, under the Articles of Con- 
federation, neither Congress nor the State governments are meet- 
ing the disturbed condition of our new industrial environmenta, 


1896. 


ane eee Tono open to us now, as then, is through a commis- 
sion, an advisory body. t 
Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Labor did not consider the 
commission too large to represent a continent such as ours, with 
its vast and varied industries. The differencein climate, the dif- 
ference between plain and mountain, the difference between North 
and South, East and West, give rise to great industries in one 
section that are not well understood in another; all of which 
should have representative men serve on the commission. Even 
the number provided for will not represent all, but it is believed 
that it will have reasonable knowledge of all the great pursuits of 
our country, and will be in full sympathy with all, so as to hear 
and recommend for the greatest good of the greatest number. 
e a, 
gain, the Committee on Labor do not think the appropriation 


raw 


p 
The history of the world teaches that God holds nations repon 
est 
this nation has been as false to its declared principle f e 
i ity de- 


e have wantonly 2 many of its forests, its animals, fis 
ilizing them for the benefit of man, and 


possession not in right, justice, or mercy, but by physical force 
and endurance. 

Mr. Chairman, with a continent vast in extent, incomparably 
rich in soil and mineral, teeming with vegetable and animal life; 
with its mechanically multiplied labor forces, capable of sus- 
taining hundreds of millions of inhabitants; and yet with only 
65,000,000 there have been and are yet large numbers out of work, 
seeking employment and finding none; many needy, hungry, and 
poor; all this with granaries and storehouses full of all the com- 
modities of life; yet millions of laborers can not earn and have 
no money to buy. We have thus recently presented the anoma- 
lous condition that in the time of the greatest abundance we have 
had the greatest want. This can only be accounted for upon the 

oong of unequal opportunities, unequal privileges, and unequal 

istribution. 

We have been as brave and patriotic as any people; we have 
fought three foreign wars and the greatest civil war in recorded 
time; we have been as generous to forgive as we were brave in 
battle; yet in business we have been prodigal of our inheritance 
and unjust in its distribution. 

r. Chairman, the massing of capital and labor which has been 
caused by the discovery and use of steam and electric power and 
invention of modern machinery has brought us to face a new in- 
dustrial problem of the greatest magnitude. History furnishes 
us with no precedent or example for its solution, This age is one 
of concentration, corporation, and centralization. It is an age of 
organization; and if organized capital deals with labor it must 
expect to deal with organized labor. Organization on the one 
hand implies organization on the other, so that there may be two 
equal parties to the agreement, otherwise the first party would 
dictate and the other submit. Ours is the contract system. While 
this is the best order of society that has yet obtained in the world 
yet men will not continue to contract as freemen while believ- 
ing that they must submit as slaves. 

There must be two parties to the contract. 

Industrial corporations largely control the production and ex- 
change of this continent. assed capital and massed labor are 
largely controlling pce, manufactures, and 8 
the very sources of supply and demand upon which all depend. 


-~ CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5529 


uently in conflict that all the relations of 
life are being distur Society has rights which must be re- 
spected by both these contending forces, and its good order and 
demand a settlement which should be equitable, just, and 


durabil 


Applause. | 
, this centralization of capital and labor has produced a 
world-wide war of competition in which labor suffers, fortunes 
are wrecked, and homes are destroyed. Honorable competition is 
considered the life of trade, but the weapons which are more and 
more being used are cruel; they are reduction of wages and adul- 
teration and counterfeiting. Low bids are made to secure large 
contracts, with no other hope to meet them than by the reduction 
in wages, and labor has lost in all these battles. Another weapon 
in this competitive battle is adulteration. This occurs in medi- 
cine, food, and raiment. There are adulterations and counter- 
feiting in all we eat, drink, and wear, thus endangering health, 
comfort, and life. While we have adequate laws to punish the 
counterfeiting of money, the more dangerous and damaging coun- 
terfeiting of the commodities of life goes unpunished. pening 
aye for silver or brass for gold is punished, the other sho 
more severely punished. The first means only loss in value, 
the latter means loss in value and endangers health and life. Dis- 
honest men en in the war for gain grow rich in selling coun- 
terfeit commodities, while many honest competitors fail and their 
fortunes are wrecked. 

Mr, Chairman, the war of competition, as now waged, instead 
of being the life of trade, too frequently means the death of one of 
the contending parties or a combination in which the people lose. 
Property won by fair 8 or honest toil will be respected; 
but won by jal privileges, unjust competition, or fraud in 
adulteration not be respected. and the time is fast approach- 
ing when such methods of acquisition will not be tolera! The 
holder of such property can not atone in acts of charity, return- 
ing in part to the few that which he has wron y taken from 
the many. [Applause.] Philanthropy is one of the noblest traits 
of man; but it should 5 in teaching, in lifting up the 
race, in caring for the disabled, the suffering, and the helpless. 
All that others require is an equal chance in the race of life, with 
none to hinder and none to handicap. They require justice, not 
charity. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, it is most apparent that our laws have in no 
sense kept with the new discoveries, inventions, and de 
ments of the age. The world has made more advancement in 

hysical development and scientific discovery in the last one hun- 

red years than it did in the preceding six thousand. While the 
founders of this Republic declared new principles, yet the laws 
they adopted were largely taken from a monarchy, and belon, 
toa darker age, when labor was o had no voice in the 
Government, and had not eyen the right of organization. We 
thus put our new wine into old bottles,” and they are bursting. 

We say, Government exists for the people,” yet we adopted 
the laws of those who say that the people exist for the govern- 
ment.” New conditions confront us on every hand, in the concen- 
tration of capital and organized labor, in new improvements, in 
the instruments of husbandry, in the mode of manufacturing, 
transportation, travel, and communication. All these have been 
revolutionized within a eration. We have been offering pre- 
miums for inventions, discovery, and development, for labor-say- 
ing machines and devices of all kinds, until we have chan the 
whole order of industrial pursuits, of production and distribution. 
While we have had thousands inventing and discovering, wehave 
offered no premiums for talent or energy; have had no men study- 
ing these new conditions and adjusting laws to our new environ- 
ments; hence there is friction, discontent, and violence, destroy- 


ing peace, property, and life. 

Stax Miller has stated that the word mankind is not found in 
human 1 before Christ. There was nothing in language 
to express the kinship of the race. It was Mede, Persian, Gre- 
cian, , bond and free. But since the human race has 
learned its kinship and the word mankind has expressed this rela- 
tion—this brotherhood—the laws of society must more and more 
recognize the obligations and rights growing out of this relation. 
Our Government is one government, our body politic being one 
body; when, therefore, any ‘‘one member suffers, all members 
suffer with it.” When a number of the members of the human 
body suffer, and are not speedily healed, the body dies; so event- 
ually will the body politic die if many members suffer. By not 
caring for others, we injure ourselves, as, for example, poverty 
and the want of sanitary conditions breed physical disease. This 
is true in a community, in a nation, and in the world. Even the 
world is bound together by ties of humanity which may not be 
disregarded without injury. Pestilence follows famine. This 
was recently demonstrated by the outbreak of cholera in Russia, 
which caused many deaths in other nations, and for a time af- 
fected the commerce of the world. If a small portion of the loss 
sustained by other nations had been spent in promptly relieving 
want, and caring for the afflicted in Russia, millions of money 
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would have been saved, and the angel of death would not have 
spread its wings over the world. It must not be forgotten that in 
our body politic when one member suffers all the members suffer. 

In the last analysis of human government it will be found that 
it must be based upon principles which meet the highest wants 
and guarantees the best good of all in view of our common origin, 
common interests,and common destiny. No . can 
exist without a community of interests. ity can not be 
denied nor favors granted. Every man according to his ability 
must contribute part, otherwise he becomes a privileged person. 
No man can obtain true success who lives and acts solely for self. 
A purely selfish existence is worse than no existence. The highest 
happiness is to be and do for others, and no government of the 
people and for the people can fulfill its mission unless it has con- 
e Sea: view the highest good of all. We in this self-govern- 
ment have plighted faith to each other. Every loyal citizen must 
be protected in all his rights, because he is a citizen and a part of 
this Government. No discrimination in favor of any individual, 
company, or class can be tolerated in such a Government, yet the 
cry of discrimination comes to us from every State and district 
over the whole continent, and it demands prompt consideration 
and just action. 5 

Mr. Chairman, the Fifty-third Congress spent the larger part of 
two sessions discussing the silver question and the tariff issue, 
and a considerable portion of this session has been spent discussing 
the same subjects. These two questions, important as they are, 
constitute only a part of the great industrial issues; yet upon this 
fractional part Congress has consumed all this time, leaving the 
greater needs of the people unanswered. It will be found that 
when this labor question—the industrial issue—equality, which is 
the final problem of the world—is understood, that tariff and the 
coinage of silver areonly a small part of it. In fact, we have been 
doing like the Pharisees of old, Tithing mint, anise, and cum- 
min,” and have omitted the weightier matter of the law, judg- 
ment, mercy, and faith.” These we ought to have done, and 
not left the others undone.” As important as tithes, tariff, or sil- 
ver may be, they are not e peor The laborer and agri- 
culturist are not organizing and protesting on account of the 
co e of silver or the tariff issue, but on a question of right: 
and right, like truth, is eternal and will prevail. The levying of 
tariff will not settle it. 


Protection re, ager the product of the underpaid labor of Europe 


can never settle the question of equality and just distribution 
among our people. This has been demonstrated in both tariff and 
free-trade countries. In European countries, which are not dis- 
turbed by tariff agitation or the free coinage of silver, we find the 
industrial question to the front and eich nay Rae very existence 
of nations. In all our discussions how often have we heard the 
rights of the laborer, the farmer, the manufacturer, and business 
man spoken of except in connection with tariff and free trade or 
the free coinage of silver? Yet their rights are superior to both, 
and the disturbed condition of the country can not be settled by 
the adjustment of these questions. I believe in protection, and 
have advocated it in this House upon both moral and economic 
grounds. I believe in bimetallism; in the widest possible use of 
silver with safety to our business interests, and that all dollars 
should be equal in value, but do not believe in either one or both 
of these measures as a cure for all the ills of society. Ido not, 
therefore, believe in “cure-alls,” but do believe in ‘‘all cures,” 
[Applause. ] y 
in, too much of our law is made up of compromise meas- 
ures. Allcompromise laws, from the Missouri Compromise to the 
present time, if not in all time and in all nations, have been dis- 
appointing if not disastrous. If there be any t compromise 
law in nature scientists have not yet discovered it. 
any great compromise law in the Bible theologians have not yet 
unded it. We can not compromise truth or principle, facts 
or figures. If there be no great compromise principle in nature, 
reason, mathematics, or revelation, compromises should not enter 
so largely into our law. 

I believe that in the last analysis of this industrial problem, in 
view of our common origin, interests, and destiny, the golden 
rule will be its solution, and that a large per cent of existing laws 
will be stricken from the records by inserting, “Al things what- 
soever ye would that men should do to you, do ye even so to them.“ 
This is in strict accord with our declared fee of freedom 
and equality, and we must return and build again upon this ever- 
lasting foundation of justice, mercy, and right. 

Mr. Chairman, therightsof woman must be more fully recognized 
in the future than they haye been in the t. She is constantly 
entering new industrial fields and meeting their requirements 
with fidelity and ability. Her advancement in intellectual and 
moral pursuits is without a parallelin history. She is beginning 
to dominate along all the lines that lead to the betterment of the 
race. She has built and endowed more institutions of benevo- 
lence and charity for the relief of want and suffering in the past 
fifty years than were established by both sexes in all p: ing 
time. Yet, notwithstanding all this, many of her sex still toil in 


If there be- 


sweat-shops, 9 uneven battle for child and home with 
avarice and greed. is blot upon civilization must be removed, 
and woman’s rights and influence be recognized in any future 
movement for the betterment of our industrial system. [Ap- 


plause.] 
The requirements of this enlightened age for a better industrial 
and social system must be met. Too many of the toiling millions 


are not properly housed, fed, clothed, and educated. 

They must have homes, not hovels; must have proper food, 
clothing, education; must,in our unlimited fields of industry, have 
a chance to sow and reap and rest after toil; must share in the 
comforts of life, if they endure its burdens, 

Mr. Chairman, it is painful to live in a land of such bounty and 
see so much suffering. It is distressing to feast while so many 
are hungry; to be clothed in comfort while many are clad in scanty 

rarments or rags; to be sheltered in pleasant homes while so many 
ive in hovels; to meet distress on every hand and be unable to 
relieve it. Individual effort can accomplish but little; only by 
united effort, upon 8 of humanity and by doing unto 
others as we would have them do unto us, can our Government 
be established upon a foundation which no storm can move? 

Mr. Chairman, all this can be done and more; not out of our 
abundance, but out of our superabundance. This is sufficient to 
meet every physical want and relieve all distress that comes from 
man’s inhumanity to man. 

Mr. Chairman, while this bill seeks to meet the just demands 
of all classes, it must, however, be borne in mind that this is not 
a class government, not a government of laborers, farmers, manu- 
3 transporters, or business men, but is a government of 

e people. 

No one class established this government in eight years of war; 
no one class saved it in four years of rebellion, and no one class 
can ever govern it unless it be by despotic rule. 

Mr. irman, as this nation was the first on earth to declare 
the true principles of government, my greatest desire is that it 
shall be true to these principles and go on winning new fame and 
glory, living through the ages, and that wherever its flag floats on 
sea or land it may be the symbol not only of freedom but of 
equality. [Loud applause. ] 2 

I wish to call attention to the general wish of the people, es 
cially of the labor and farm interest of our country, in favor of this 
measure, as shown by petitions, resolutions, and letters addressed 
to the Labor Committee of the last Congress, and also to the Labor 
Committee of this Congress, some of which I append: 


New YORK, January 7, 1895. 


My DEAR Stn: It is with more than ordinary pleasure I note that House 
bill 7758 has been referred to the Committee on Labor, of which you are the 
honored chairman, and that the prospects are good for a favorable report 
from the committee to the House. 

In my report as president of the American Federation of Labor, to the 
fourteenth annual convention, recently held at Denver, Colo., I took occasion 
to say the following in reference to the bill: 

“A bill was introduced by the Hon. THOMAS W. PHILLIPS in the House for 
the purpose of i a commission, to be ap inted by the President, for 
the purpose of inquiring into the condition of industry, and to what extent 
the le have been deprived of the rights guaran by the Constitution 
of the United States and the Declaration of Independence, The bill pre- 
scribes that representatives from organized labor, business men, and farmers 
shall be appointed. 

“The executive council indorsed the bill and organized labor generall 
approved it, forwarding resolutions to their respective Con; en an 
Senators certifying to that effect. It isdesirable that the bill beforeits final 
passage should receive the consideration of this convention to say whether 
any amendments may be og hes 

“Copies of the bill will be laid before the appropriate committee to which 
this subject may be referred.” 

The subject-matter was referred to the committee on president's report, 
which subsequently requested that a special committee be appointed for the 
purpose of expressin; e sentiments of the convention thereon. Thes; 1 
committee reported in favor of the bill and recommended its indorsement by 
the convention. It made the following recommendations: 

“We would also recommend that, in case the said bill becomes a law, all 
matters indorsed by this body A bog pet, ayy as action shall be sub- 
mitted to the representatives of labor provided for in the bill, and that 
efforts be put forth by the executive council to secure the appointment of 
union men as such representatives. 

“ We would further recommend that all bodies affiliated with the Ameri- 
can Federation of Labor 3 their respective Senators and Representa- 
tives in Congress to vote for the of the above-named measure." 

The report of the committee, I take pleasure in saying, was adopted by the 
convention by an 5 ority. 

In all likelihood I may be in Washington during the coming week, and if I 
am I deem it both a pleasure as well asa duty to call upon you in con- 
nection with this bill and other measures in which the o: ed wage work- 
ers of our country are interested. 

Truly, yours, SAML. GOMPERS. 

Hon. LAWRENCE E. McGann, 

Chairman Committee on Labor, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


PHILADELPHIA, PA., December 1}, 1894. 


Sır: Understanding that your committee have now under consideration 
H. R.7756, introduced by Congressman PHILLIPS of Pennsylvania, being “A 
bill authorizing the appointment of a nonpartisan commission to collate in- 


formation and to consider and recommen legislation to meet the problem 
presented b; 
sonal and o! 
possi 


labor, agriculture, and capital,” I beg leave to offer my per- 
cial indorsement of the P: tions therein contained. Itisnot 
ble within the prescribed limits of a letter to give all my reasons therefor, 
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but suffice to say for the present that it seems to me this would be a practi- 
cable way, not only of securing the best information as a basis for the making 
of laws 5 the interests of all classes, but would, to a considerable 
extent, do awa. ith the necessity for various o izations of labor, capi- 
and agriculture sending committees to W: m to influence l 
tion and lobbying in theinterest thereof. The 2 of the urban Work- 
classes is so closely inter woven with that of the agriculturist and the 
manufacturer that I doubt very much if any of us know where the interests 
ot each begin orénd. Such a commsssion sepen by the bill would have 
the combined advantage of being representative of all classes, and securing 
information hardly accessible under other conditions. 
The weight of recommendations from such a commission to the lawmaking 
power of States and nation would certainly be much greater than similar 
recommendations coming from any other source, inasmuch as it would be 


and representative of 
concurrence of the large constituency I have 


nonpartisan 
Believing I voice the heart 
the honor to be affiliated with and represent in the above indorsement, I am, 
JNO. W. HAYES, 


Very truly, yours, 
General Secretary-Treasurer. 
Hon. LAWRENCE McGAnn, 
Chairman Committee on Labor, Washington, D. C. 


HARRISBURG, PA., December 22, 1894. 


DEAR Ste: My attention having been called to House bill No. 7756, Fifty- 
third Congress, second session, entitled “A bill authorizing the rte pena 
of a nonpartisan commission to collate information and to consider and rec- 
ommend legislation to meet the problems presented by labor, culture, 
and capital,” and having examined the said with much care, I had it laid 
before the Farmers’ Alliance council of this country, where it met, after dis- 
cussion, with unanimous approval. 

This week it was laid before the council of the Pennsylvania State Farm- 
ers’ Alliance and Industrial Union, its provisions and the measure 
‘was practically unanimously approved. 

The bill has bean laid before a ority of the members of the executive 
committee of the National Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union, and has 


their approval. 
Personally, I hope it will become a law ata ery oniy day, as the agricul- 
tural element of the United States, I am sure, be 


greatly gage | 
the labors of a commission appointed in the manner propcsed by the 
H. C. DEMMING. 


refe ` to. PEEN 
Lets 4s Secretary Executive Committee 
National Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union. 


LAWRENCE E. McGann, M. C., 
Chairman of the Congressional Committee on Labor. 


Des MOINES, IOWA, December 18, 1894. 


Dear Sin: H. R. 7756 having been called to my attention, I take great pleas- 
ure in informing you that it meets my most Nee 
It seems to me that the bill promises more for the harmony of conflicting 
interests at this time than any other measure now pending in Congress. 
3 you for bay oionn of so just and timely a measure, and 
sti or its immediate passage, I am, 
Re J. R. SOVEREIGN, 


Respectfully, yours, 
5 12 Grand Master Workman, 


Hon. T. W. PHILLIPS, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 7, 1396. 
A bill, known as the industrial commission bill” (H. R. 21), has been intro- 
duced in the first session of the Fifty-fourth The position of the 
National Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union on the proposition is as fol- 


lows: 

We favor the a tment of a e vere commission to collate informa- 
tion and to consider and recommend legislation to meet the problems pre- 
sented by labor, agriculture, and capital. Inasmuch asit is to be preliminary 
to proposed wholesome national tion, and us the work of such a com- 
mission will gra many facts and figures into official form, all at the ex- 
pense of the General Government, we indorse such legislative action. 

In indorsing such a commission, however, we are firmly of the opinion that 
the appointment of the commission should be surrounded by such safe 


as to re the appointment of members favorable to the industrial d 
The expenses of such a commission should be kept within the limits of strict 
economy. 
7 W. BOWDEN, Chairman. 
O. R. WHITE, 
E. M. WARD. 
Conference Committee N. F. A. and I. U. 
Certified copy. 


J. W. BOWDEN, Chairman. 


OFFICE OF GENERAL ASSEMBLY, ORDER OF KNIGHTS OF LABOR, 
Washington, D. C., January 20, 1396. 
GENTLEMEN: We, the undersigned general officers of the Knights of Labor, 
acting on behalf of the entire organization, cordially commend our favor- 
able and prompt consideration the bill H. R. 21, introduced by Hon. T. W. 
PHILLIPS, of Pennsylvania, which is entirely acceptable to our members. 
Most respectfull 


A J. R. SOVEREIGN, G. M. W., 
M. J. BISHOP, G. W. F. 
JNO. W. HAYES, G. S. T., 


B. MARTIN, 
Members of General Executive Board. 
The COMMITTEE ON LABO: 


R, 
House of Representatives, Fifty-fourth Congress. 

From the report of the committee on the president's repok, made to the fif- 
teenth annual convention of the American Federation of Labor, held at New 
York, N. Y., December 9 to 17, inclusive, 1895, the following extract is taken: 

“Renewed efforts should be made to secure the passage of the Phillips bill, 
which was defeated at the last session of Congress, and a committee should 

appointed by this convention to urge the passage of this bill. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., March 18, 1896. 
DEAR SIR: We have carefully considered the bill H. R.21, commonly known 
as the bill creating a commission to inquire as to what } lation is necessary 
tothe best interests of the people, and as it goes tothe House from your com- 
mittee we gladly lend it our indorsement. 


Ita to us as astrietly nonpartisan and impartial measure, and we com- 


— a it singles out no —_ a or ty to conduct said inves- 
ion and proposes no legislation in favor of any class, creed, or party. 
ere it 9 we would not feel that we could lend it our indorsement 


or 3 
ery truly, yours, 


Brotherhood. of, M A Trainmen. 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers. 
Order of Railroad Telegraphers, 
Hon. TROMAsS W. PHILLIPS, 
Chairman Committee on A 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
[Mr. ParLLIrs having yielded the floor temporarily, the follow- 
ing proceedings took place:] f 
. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
now rise. 
The motion was to. 
o> committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker resumed the 
chair. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
2 on Rules to present a privileged report, and move its 

option. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the order of the House adopted on May 20 be so modified as 
to allow the consideration of House bill No. 6119 to continue until Friday, 
May 22, at 4 o'clock. General leave to print remarks on said bill is hereby 
given for ten days. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. HENDERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles, 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1822) for the relief of W. A. Austin & Co.; 

A bill (S. 1338) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Durham, in the State of 
North Carolina; 

8 A Din (S. 105) for the erection of a public building at Aberdeen, 

A bill (S. 1434) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
John W. Branham, late an assistant surgeon in the United States 
Marine-Hospital Service; 

A bill (S. 2101) to extend the provisions of an act to provide for 
the muster and pay of certain officers and enlisteđ men of the vol- 
unteer forces; 

A bill (S. 1500) for the relief of William M. Masi, ex-postmaster, 
and Benjamin He , Lawrence R. Bresnahen, John W. Griffin, 
George W. Hoyt, and Charles W. Riner, as sureties upon his 
official bond as postmaster at Cheyenne; 

A bill (S. 163) providing for the erection of a public building at 
the city of Tacoma, in the State of Washington; 

A bill (S. 1831) for the relief of William J. Bryan; 

A bill (S. 594) for the relief of Augustus Boyd; 

A bill (S. 1122) for the relief of Sally Hardmond; and 

A bill (S. 901) amending section 4716 of the Revised Statutes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
reports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon to bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 888) to amend an act entitled “An act to incorporate 
the Capital Railway Company,” approved March 2, 1895; and 

A bill (S. 2221) for the relief of settlers on the Northern Pacific 
Railroad indemnity lands. 

The message also announced that the Senate had with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 225) to provide for the transfer of the 
Fort Omaha Military Reservation to the State of Nebraska, asked 
a conference with the House on the bill and amendments, and had 
appointed Mr. WARREN, Mr. SEWELL, and Mr. WALTHALL as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The m e also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R.5675) authorizing the construction of 
a wagon and motor bridge over the Missouri River at St. Charles, 
Mo., asked a conference with the House on the bill and amend- 
ments, and had appointed Mr. Vest, Mr. Quay, and Mr. NELSON 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate. . 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills and joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 485) for the relief of Kate Eberle, an Indian woman; 

A bill (H. R. 3337) amending the act of June 8. 1890, entitled “An 
act to authorize the President to ee an officer of the Navy or 
the Marine Corps to perform the duties of Solicitor and Judge- 
Advocate-General, etc., and to fix the rank and pay of such 
officer,” and for other purposes; 
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A bill (H. R. 7816) for the relief of John S. Burwell, adminis- 
trator of the estate of A. L. Burwell, deceased; 
A bill (H. R. 8107) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Red River of the North; and 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 174) granting permission to the circuit 
m 


and county courts in Rocking County, Va., to occupy the 
Federal court room in Harrisonburg, Va. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 8109) making appropriations for forti- 
fications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, 
for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and 
for other purposes; in which the concurrence of the House was 


nested. 

the message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the report of the committee of conference, and had further insisted 
upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 7977) making appropria- 
tions for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain pub- 
lic works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives, asked a further conference 
with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
‘and had appointed Mr. FRYE, Mr. Quay, and Mr. Vor as the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the House nonconcur in the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill H. R. 8109—the fortifications appropriation bill—and 

to a conference on the disagreeing vote thereon. 
e SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DALZELL in the chair). Is 
there objection to the request of the gentleman from Nebraska? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

CONFERENCE REPORT ON RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present at this time a 
conference report on the river and harbor bill, which will take 
very little time to dispose of. I will not ask the reading of the 

rt. The situation is this: There are two amendments about 
which there was some mistake, and in order to correct them the 
Senate disagreed to the report of the conference committee. I 
desire for the 3 therefore, to disagree to the entire report. 

The SP R. The report will be read. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman, I understand, reports an en- 
tire di ent on the part of the conferees of the two Houses. 

Mr. HOOKER. Not an entire disagreement. 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). The question I wish to ask is 
this: That places the bill, as I understand it, in the position that 
it was in prior to the appointment of the conferees on the 2 of 
the House. If that be true, I desire to raise the point of order 
upon the amendments of the Senate, under Rule XX—— 

The SPEAKER, The Chair does not think it does place it in 
that position. 


The Chair ought to state in regard to the question brought up 
in connection with this matter a few days ago, that so far as the 
Chair has been able to find there is no objection, in point of par- 
liamentary law, to asking unanimous consent that the action that 
was taken should be taken under the circumstances. The Chair 
thought also that the question of reconsideration could not be raised 
because at the time it was presented the order was partially exe- 


cuted. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, now, Mr. Speaker, that order having 
entirely failed, as I understand the situation, it requires some fur- 
ther action of the House to continue the conferees of the House in 
their position. In other words, the river and harbor bill, after 
the report made 8 the gentleman [Mr. HOOKER], is precisely in 
the situation which it was when it lay upon theS er's table as 
a message from the Senate, and in that view of the matter I now 
raise the point of order that under Rule XX all of the amendments 
of the Senate must be considered in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I understand that a conference report is pre- 
ee on which there is an agreement reported as to all the items 

ut six 

The SPEAKER. So the Chair understands, 

Mr. HEPBURN. I understood the gentleman to say that there 
was an entire disagreement between the two Houses? 

Mr. HOOKER. Oh, no; that is not so. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is what the gentleman stated. 

Mr. HOOKER. Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so understand it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And it was upon that statement that I based 
what I have said. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, there has been an entire agree- 
ment on the part of the committee of conference on all the 
amendments proposed by the Senate to the House bill except six. 


Mr. HEPBURN. I did not so understand the gentleman. 

Mr. HOOKER. Now, I stated that there were two items in 
the bill about which an error had been made, and the Senate, for 
the purpose of correcting that error, asked a di ment as to 
the entire report; and they having made that disposition of it, I 
thought proper to take the same course here, and to move a con- 
ference for the purpose of correcting those two items. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is as I understood the gentleman. He 
reported an entire disagreement between the two committees, 
th Bane cies the case I want to make and insist upon my point of 
order. 

8 CANNON. I understand the gentleman reports an agree- 
ment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. He has not yet officially reported an agree- 
ment. He has reported a total disagreement. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of 
the Chair to Rule XX—— 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk began reading the conference report. 

Mr. HOOKER (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, that 
Mir. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, a parlia sity 

$ Nr. er, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 7 

Mr. HEPBURN. I want to know whether we are acting on the 
verbal report made by the chairman of the committee or upon 
some document? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman presented a conference zapori, 
= = Chair correct? The Chair the gentleman from New 

ork. 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes; a conference report. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There was no statement of that kind. 

The SPEAKER. And the Chair had ordered the Clerk to read 
the conference report. It is impossible for the House to know 
what is before it until it is read at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But I want to call the attention of the Chair 
to this matter and ask that the notes of the reporter be read, if 
necessary. The gentleman made his report as a verbal one, and 
he made the statement that there was an entire disagreement 
between the two committees. That made a different parlia- 
ee situation of his bill from the one that he is now seeking 

make. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that we ought to 
have the lar order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If hein fact made a verbal report, if he re- 
ported an entire disagreement between these two committees, then 
this bill occupies the parliamentary status which it had prior to 
the appointment of the conferees. 

Mr. HOOKER. I think we had better have the report read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. The gentle- 
man sends up a report which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the report. 

Mr. CANNON (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. CANNON. As this takes time from the special order, and 
as I understand from the gentleman’s statement that he is going 
to ask the House to disagree to the conference report, I rise for 
the popoe of asking unanimous consentthat the further reading 
of the report may be dispensed with, and the gentleman then can 
make his motion. 

Mr. HOOKER, Ihave no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the reading of the 
conference report will be dispensed with. 

Mr. KEM. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

„ The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Kem] 
objec 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the conference 


report. 
or text of conference report, see Senate proceedings of 


May 9 

Mr. PBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of 
the House to the recent message from the Senate, showing that 
this conference report has been di eed to by the Senate. Then 
I want to call the attention of the Chair to the report made by the 
gentleman—the verbal report. I want further to call the atten- 
tion of the Chair to the fact that any report from a conference 
committee dissolves the committee of conference, and that there 
is no conference committee after the report has been made. Now, 
in view of these propositions, I submit to the Chair that the parlia- 
mentary status of this bill is precisely the same as it was when it 
came here from the Senate as a message from the Senate, and that 
the amendments made by the Senate are in precisely the same 
condition as they were before action of any kind was taken by the 


ouse. : 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will pardon mo 
at this 5 

Mr. HEPBURN. Let me make my point a little further. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to be interrupted. 

Mr.HEPBURN. Then let me furthers t that these amend- 
ments of the Senate, pobe Dy? ropriations of money, must, under 
Rule XX of this House, rst considered in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. I make that point now, 
that this bill, being in the situation that it was when it was re- 
turned with the Senate amendments, when it first came from the 
Senate, that those amendments, under our rule, must first be con- 
5 in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

The SPEAKER. What does the gentleman do with the action 
of the House in nonconcurring in the Senate amendments? 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is what I desired to call attention to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I take it, Mr. Speaker, that that action, so 
far as it can be removed 

The SPEAKER. So far as it can be removed; but can it be? 

Mr. HEPBURN. It seems to me by subsequent action it can. 

The SPEAKER. How about the action the House has taken 
when it refused to concur in the Senate amendments? That is the 
action of the House of Representatives, and it can not be over- 
ruled by the er. 

Mr. PBURN. Now—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hearthe gentleman from Iowa 
on that point. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I suppose, Mr. Speaker, if the Chair has 
already reached a conclusion, it is not worth while for the gen- 
tleman from Iowa” to try to move it. [Laughter.] 3 

The SPEAKER. Perhapsnot, after the statement the Chair has 


e. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I move to disagree to the confer- 
ence report and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that the gentleman’s mo- 
tion be to insist on the disagreement of the House to the Senate 
amendments and agree to the conference. 

The gentleman from New York moves that the House insist on 
its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate and agree to 
the conference asked. 

The motion was 

The SPEAKER. 
as conferees. 


to. 
he Chair will appoint the same gentlemen 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. PRU- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the Presi- 
dent had approved and signed acts of the following titles: 

On May 20, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 708) to increase the pension of Albert Ellis; and 

An act (H. R. 3189) to increase the pension of John S. Cochenour. 

Nore.—The following bill was presented to the President on 
May 8, 1896, and not having been returned by him to the House 
of Congress in which it originated within the ten days prescribed 
by the Constitution, has become a law without approval: 

An act (H. R. 5254) granting an increase of pension to Ebene- 
zer G. Howell, late a private Company F, One hundred and six- 
tieth New York Volunteers. 


LABOR COMMISSION. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union has had under consideration the bill 
H. R. 6119, and has come to no resolution thereon. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the order. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to limit the debate? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Not at this stage. 

The nee to go into Committee of the Whole House was 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Payne in the chair. 

De PHILLIPS resumed and concluded his remarks as printed 
above. 

The CHAIRMAN. If no other gentleman desires to address 
the committee, the Clerk will read the bill by sections. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the preamble. 

Mr. LOW. Mr. Chairman, I ask the status of this bill at the 
present time and the condition of the debate? I understood that 
there were two or three gentlemen on the other side who intended 

on this subject. 
e CHAIRMAN. The Clerk is now reading the bill by para- 
graphs for amendments. The Chair waited for gentlemen to 


in general debate, and no one seemed to claim the floor, 
Mr. LOW. We can have the same privilege to-morrow, as I 
understand it. 
The CHAIRMAN. No. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly that must not have been understood 
by gentlemen. There are a number of gentlemen who. propose to 
indulge in the general discussion. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York desire 
to take the floor? 
Mr. LOW. Not to-day. I propose to take it to-morrow. I 


yielded to gentlemen on the other side. 

The C MAN. If no gentleman desires to take the floor 
all general debate so far as the bill is concerned will be closed, 
and the bill will be read by paragraphs for amendments. [After 
a rage The Clerk will read. 

. LOW. Mr. Chairman, I will take the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York. 

Mr. LOW. This Congress since convening has considered rey- 
enue bills, bond bills, appropriation bills; it has discussed inter- 
national questions and other important business, all of which 
were national inc and of vital importance to our couhtry. 
Now we have been presented with a question of great impor- 
tance—one that touches the relation between capital and labor. 

It is not my purpose, Mr. i , in advocating the pomego 
of the bill, to portray distressing scenes nor oppressions which 
toilers have had to endure while battling in the field of labor for 
the necessities of life; neither do I propose to call your attention 
to the imposition capitalists have had to suffer and put up with 
by and through the despotic rules of labor unions. 

Capital and labor have been in conflict time and time again for 
many decades, disturbing the peace and prosperity of our business 
centers. It does seem to me with all the intelligence that the peo- 
ple of these United States possess, remedial legislation ought to be 
secured with a view of harmonizing these two great interests 
which have made the world what it is to-day. It is a fact, and it 
can not be controverted, that the human race, whether it is in 
this or any other country, is composed of classes ranked accord- 
ing to their training, education, and pocmiar fitness for the sphere 
in which they live, and no law, no 8 or sentiment can 
change these conditions while the world exists. There must be 
leaders, there must be hewers of wood and carriers of water, aud 
there will always be the rich and the r, but happiness and 
contentment ought to be within the reach of every person living, 
without regard to class. In this gosi Government of ours legis- 
lation is a potent factor in guarding the people's interest; there- 
fore it seems wise and proper that we should take into considera- 
tion one of the greatest questions that confronts the people of the 
United States, and that question is the labor question. It is one 
that has been growing in importance, spreading in influence, until 
its agitation is felt in every section of the country; it slumbers at 
times, only to awaken with renewed vigor. Any time spent by this 
House in considering this bill will be devoted to a measurein which 
every American citizen is interested. 

The many disturbances in the labor field, such as discontent and 
strikes, which often culminate in violence, bloodshed, and loss of 
life, evince that there is a demand for something more than a 
superficial investigation of these twin interests—labor and capital. 

he agitation between employer and employee has been goin, 
on throughout the world for years, entail ine loss of time ot 
money to both. The very fact that there has been so much trouble 
between the two shows a power and strength on the part of both 
that can not be overlooked or ignored. 

Unsettled public questions will ever be present and continue to 
vex us until changes of a proper character take place. This re- 
quires reasoning from an 3 standpoint. 

There has been a growing disposition on the part of the em- 
ployer and employee to adjust their differences amicably. The 
subject is a deep one for legislation, requiring much thought and 
study and consideration at the outset. It is not expected that 
members can do more than consider the bill; after that turn the 
matter over to a committee as suggested in the measure, and leave 
it to them to analyze. They will have the power to examine men 
in every grade and condition in life. They will follow business 
of all kinds from the laborer’s work up to the employer and capi- 
talist. When the masses see that the Government is interesting 
itself in the importance of contentment among all classes, then 
there will be no need of a labor candidate in the field of politics, 
for he who is chosen by the poopie will represent all classes, 

If you have a chance sit down and talk with the workingman. 
With few exceptions you will find him interesting; experience in 
life has given him many ideas. Severe trials may have w: his 
opinions on some questions, for his is a nature more to be touched 
by things seen than things told. He knows that his capital is 
labor and that it can not draw interest unless employed; an idle 
day means no income for that day; for unlike other capital it can 
not be hoarded, hence idleness at any time can not be made up, 
and the toileris the loser. When you talk over the situation with 
him yon find that his demands are not extravagant. He does not 
want to usurp the position of the capitalist; he has no desire to 
live in the same luxurious manner as that of his employer, but he 
does want to be able at all times to pay the rent of his humble 
home and provide for himself and family the necessities and ordi- 
nary comforts of life and have a dollar left in his pocket wher 
Monday morning comes around, 
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With an intelligent, active, and determined board of commis- 
sioners, I firmly believe that excellent results will reward their 


labors, productive of t benefit to the masses, and goa long 
way toward formulating some remedy for existing evils in the 
labor field, at the same time giving full protection to capital. 

We want contentment among all classes, and in order to obtain 
that people must broaden their views. This bill suggests an open 
field to enter upon, where candid men can have an opportunity, 
free from politics, to discuss questions and theories which sooner or 
later we must meet. In considering this bill we must not lose sight 
of the fact that the remedial legislation suggested is for our own 
people—citizens of the country, the masses who support and main- 
tain our form of government. Among the- masses is the wealthy 
capitalist, one who employs labor in orme out his plans. Who 
is he? An American citizen, an upholder of our laws. We have 
also among the masses the laborer, toiling to complete the plans 
of the former. Who is he? An American citizen, ever ready, too, 
to uphold the laws of our land. Both American citizens, both in 
the a arena of life, both have their missions to fulfill, and both 
want their country to prosper. The nation depends upon them 
both, not only in time of peace but in time of war. Thus far the 
disadvantage has been with the toiler, whose opportunities for 
employment have not always been within his reach. Wages are 
often so small that when he is forced into idleness he has nothin 
saved with which to bridge over a dull time. He looks aroun 
his humble home and sees want and poverty; then he compares it 
with that of his employer near him, who enjoys not only the com- 
forts of life but the luxuries; then he thinks and thinks, and while 
he knows that he lacks the training and the executive ability to 

lan, to carry out industries as a leader, yet he feels that the gap 
tween himself and employer is too great. Busy times come 
around again and we find him employed. He sees busy times 
ahead, and with the remembrance of his deprivations of the past 
his inclination is to get higher wages, sometimes more than his 
employer can pay. 

On the other hand, the employer is striving to make all he can out 
of his employees; hence there exists a conflicting element within an 
industry, and prosperity can not thrive under those circumstances, 
Harmony and success can be reached only through the avenue 
of reciprocity which ought to exist between capital and labor. 
Withdraw capital from an industry for any length of time and it 
will suffer. ithout labor ye ere of all kinds would stop, and 
absolute want would follow, affecting rich and r alike; hence 
capital and labor are coordinate interests. Neither can live any 
length of time without the other. 

Capital is a purchasing power. There its function ceases, for it 
has neither brain nor thought, but both are requisite in preserv- 
ing and keeping it safe. Labor has both brain and thought, and 
through their agencies capitalis produced. The prosperity of any 
nation depends upon rich men, the skilled workman, and the toiler. 

What workingmen want is not charity; they do not ask for 

tuities, but merely an opportunity to fairly fight the battle of 

ife. They do not want ba rea of wealth on one side with- 

out some consideration on the other, for that is the side that aids 
in the production of wealth. 

History has sprovon that in countries where the common people 
are doing well the nation is prosperous, and that nation is most 

t and powerful. [Applause. 

With all due respect to capital, and giving it the fullest meas- 
ure of consideration, let me say that it is to the toiler that we are 
indebted for many of the comforts and luxuries of life; hence his 
wants merit our earnest consideration. 

Capital can seek unlimited fields for investment, but labor has 
its special sphere, divided among the masses. The bricklayer can 
not take up any other calling, neither can the carpenter, painter, 
or blacksmith. 

The CHAIRMAN. If no other gentleman desires to address the 
committee the Clerk will read the bill for amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Szo. 1. Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States is hereby 
authorized and directed to appoint a commission, to be called the industrial 
commission. com: as follows: Five men representative of labor, five men 
S oF taba CAAA TETA Licking EOY ona or iba TANTES 

jority o! 
major i part in the last Presidential 2 

Mr. PHILLIPS. On behalf of the committee I desire to offer 
an amendment to this section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in lines 5, 6, and 7 of section 1, the words “five men representa- 
tive of labor, five men representative of agriculture, and five men represent- 
ative of business"; and ins thereof, “three men representative 
of labor, three men representative of agriculture, three men resentative 
of manufacturing, and three men representative of business and the profes- 


Mr. TRACEY. I move toamend the amendment by striking 
out the word “ three” wherever it occurs and inserting ‘‘ two.” 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I object to that amendment. e amend- 
ment which Ihave offered has been submitted by the authority of 
the committte, who have given the bill very careful consideration. 
In view of the vast and varied industries of our country a com- 


mission of smaller number than that which the committee pro- 
pose would not meet the requirements of the case. I trust that 
the amendment which I haye offered will be adopted. 

_ Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa par- 
liamentary qe Is another amendment in order? 

The CHAIR . Twoamendments to this section are already 
pending. A substitute would be in order. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I desire, then, to offer the fol- 
lowing as a substitute: After the words President of the United 
States,” in line 3, insert the words by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate,” and let the following part of the section 
provide as at present for 5 men representative of labor, 5 men rep- 
resentative of agriculture, 5 men representative of manufactures, 
and 5 men 5 of business, so that the section will pro- 
vide for a of 20 men in all. 

Mr. PHILL Mr. Chairman, this commission as originally 
proposed was to consist of 7 representatives of labor, 7 represent- 
atives of agriculture, and 7 representatives of business, makin 
21 in all. As now 8 to be amended by the committee, it 
will be composed of 5 men representative of labor, 5 representa- 
tive of agriculture, 5 representative of manufacturing, and 5 rep- 
resentative of business and the professions. Thus we shall haye 
4 divisions of 5 members each instead of 3 divisions of 7 members 
each. As amended, the commission will consist of 20, instead of 
21 members, and there will be a new division, that of manufac- 
tures. It was thought that in view of the vastness and impor- 
tance of our manufacturing industries they should be distinctly 
and separately represented, 

This amendment was adopted after correspondence with gen- 
tlemen representing that branch of industry. The gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] also suggested this amendment. I 
hope, therefore, that the amendments will remain as they are 
recommended by the committee; that is to say, five in each group, 
three of whom are to be appointed by the President, and two to 
be selected by each division after it is appointed. The reason for 
requiring these subsequent 5 Was for the purpose of 
su eee any talent that might be lacking. 

e bill provided originally for seven erg ee of labor, 
five of them to be appoin by the President and two by each 
division of the commission after their appointment. We have 
reduced the number to three who are be appointed by the Presi- 
dent and two in each group to be selected by the commission, in 
orde, as I have said, to supplement any talent that might be 

acking. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Are they to be confirmed by the Senate? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. No, sir; the bill does not require confirmation 
by the Senate. ; 

I hope the gentleman will yield, therefore, and not press the 
amendment. We have made a careful investigation of the sub- 
ject, and we are satisfied that the great interest of agriculture 
could not be properly represented on this commission with three 


men. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will you permit a question? Has the commit- 
tee made an estimate of the probable cost of the whole business? 

Mr. TRACEY. It will cost $252,000 for salaries for the two 
years alone. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. We have not made any exact estimate. 

Mr. BRUMM. Well, have you any estimate—an approximate 
estimate? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. It will be about $300,000 for the whole com- 
mission for its full term of two years. 

Mr. BRUMM. That I understand only includes salaries? 

Mr. PHILLIPS. No; that includes the whole expense, 

Mr. BRUMM. Does that include the cost of acquiring informa- 
tion outside, sending for persons, papers, and so on? 


Mr. PHILLIPS. Les; $50,000 is set a for that purpose. 
Mr. BRUMM. Why not allow the ident to appoint two, 
and these two another, thus making in all 12 rather ikan 20 men? 


Mr. PHILLIPS. I will explain that again. You take, for in- 
stance, the agricultural industries of the country—the Pacific 
Coast, the great West, the Northwest, the South, and the East, 
and the Middle States. How can three representatives of the 
agricultural interest represent such a diversity of interest and 
such a vast continent as this? Take, if you please, all of the varied 
industries—the mining, the manufacturing, the iron, the coal, the 
shipping, and the railroad interests. We want these industries 
fairly represented, and we do not think the commission is too large 
to represent a continent so vast as this, with interests so vast and 
varied. And while we are spending millions of dollars for de- 
fenses on land and sea, we should not hesitate to spend such a 
small sum to e sence and recommend remedial legislation for 
the benefit of our industrial interests. It should be remembered 
also, that the expense and loss involved in one great strike would . 
pay the cost of such a commission a dozen times over. [Applause.] 

I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker ee Te 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE reported that the Committee of the 


J ator ees ica eae 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5535 


Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under con- 
sideration the bill H. R. 6119, had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate still further insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. 6248) making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, numbered 
11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 19, 22, 23, 36, 37, 38, 83, 108, 109, 142, 144, 233, 305, 
806, 307, 308, 309, 310, 313, 314, disagreed to by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, had asked a further conference with the House on 
the disagreeing votes of thetwo Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. CULLOM, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. COCKRELL as the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate tothe bill (H. R. 
6249) making appropriations for current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various tribes of Indians for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, 
and for other purposes. s 

The message also announced that the Senate had bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 


uested: 
EPN bill (S. 3011) for the relief of Nicolai Bros.; 

A bill (S. 3008) authorizing the employment of day labor in the 
construction of certain municipal buildings and works in the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 3001) granting a pension to Alfred Bigelow, of Nor- 
folk, in the State of Nebraska; 

A bill (S. 2945) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Alabama River by the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company; 

A bill (S. 2944) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Cahaba River, in Bibb County, Ala., by the Mobile and Ohio 
Railroad Company; 

A bill (S. 2943) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Warrior River by the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company; 

A bill (S. 2499) to amend an act entitled “An act to incorporate 
the Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway Company”; 

A bill (S. 2473) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for 
holding terms of court in the district of Montana,” approved July 


20, 1892; 

A bill (S. 2394) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing at Salem, Oreg.; 

A bill (S. 2306) to amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to copyrights; and 

A bill (S. 2284) for the relief of actual settlers on unsurveyed 
public lands, 

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I see that the Senate has dis- 
agreed to the conference report; and I move that the House fur- 
ther insist on its disagreement and agree to the request for further 
conference on the part of the Senate on the bill H. R. 6248, the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

e motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. 

McCatx of Tennessee, and Mr. DockERx. 


RACHEL PATTON, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a veto mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, which the Clerk will 


The Clerk read as follows: 


To the House of Representatives: 

I herewith return without pprova House bill No. 1185, entitled “An act 
granting a penean, to Rachel Patton.” : 

John H. Patton, the husband of the beneficiary, was a captain in an Illinois 

iment, and was killed in action June 25, 1883. 
December, 1863, the beneficiary was pensioned as his widow at the rate 
of 1270 a month. 

She received this pension for thirteen years and until 1 when she mar- 
ried one William G. Culbertson. Thereupon, because of such marriage, her 
name was dropped from the pension rolls pursuant to law. 

In 1889, thirteen years after her re and the termination of her pen- 
sion, she pocu a decree of divorce against her second husband on the 
ground of desertion. : 

She has a small income, but it does not appear that alimony was allowed 
her in the divorce proceedings. 

It is proposed by this bill to pension her at the same rate which was allowed 
her while she remained the widow of the deceased soldier. 

It can not be denied that the remarriage of this beneficiary terminated her 
8 relation to the Government as completely as if it never existed. 

e statute which so provides simply declares what is approved by a fair 
and sensible consideration of pension principles. Asa legat, roposition the 
pensionable status of a soldier's widow, l by her remarrt , can not be 
recovered by the dissolution of the second marriage, Waiving, however, 
the application of strictly legal Lg or pe to the subject. there does not ap- 
pear to be any sentiment which should restore to the pension rolls as the 
widow of a deceased soldier a divorced wife who has relinquished the title 
of soldier's widow to again me a wife, and who, to secure the expected 
advantages and comforts of a second marriago, has 5 8 — quite willing to 
forego the provision which was made for her by the vernment solely on 
the grounds of her soldier widowhood. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
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Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move to refer the bill, with the 
message, to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
The motion was agreed to. 
PRINTING OF IMMIGRATION BILL. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privi- 


leged report from the Committee on Printing. 
he Clerk read as follows: 
Your committee, having had under consideration House resolution No. 365, 
providing for the printing of 10,000 copies of the immigration bill which 
passed the House May 2), 1896. for the use of the House of Representatives, 


recommend that the same do pass. 
immigration bill passed this day be 
onse. 


Resolved, That 10,000 copies of the 
printed for the use of the 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Task a vote upon the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. y 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. ODELL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to present a report from the 
Committee on Accounts, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, having had under consideration House resolu- 
tion No. 346, authorizing the employment of two additional laborers by the 
Postmaster for a period not exceeding thirty days, at a salary of $3 per day, 
respectfully report in favor of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster of the House is hereby authorized to em joy 
two laborers, at $3 per day, for such time, not exceeding 5 as — 
be necessary to distribute and deliver to the members of this House the gar- 


den and flower seeds which are arriving in large quantities, said laborers to 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—MITCHELL VS. WALSH. 


Mr. MAGUIRE. Mr. Speaker, I have pre the views of 
the minority in the contested-election case of Mitchell vs. Walsh. 
The report is now presented within the timeagreed upon between 
the members of the minority and the majority of the committee. 
Lask leave now, by unanimous consent, to file the views of the 
minority. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. Ma- 
GUIRE] asks unanimous consent to file the views of the minority 
in the contested-election case of Mitchell vs. Walsh. 

rs M. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Objection.is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Kem]. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
1 from the Speaker's table and referred by the Speaker as 

ollows: 

A bill (S. 1434) for the relief of the legal representatives of John 
W. Branham, late anassistant surgeon in the United States Marine- 
Hospital Service—to the Committee on Claims, 

A bill (8. ai Bee provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Durham, in the State of North 
Carolina—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1122) for the relief of Sally Hardmond—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 901) amending section 4716 of the Revised Statutes— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 594) for the relief of Augustus Boyd—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 163) providing for the erection of a public building 
at the city of Tacoma, in the State of Washi m—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 105) for the erection of a public building at Aberdeen, 
S. Dak.—to the Committee on Public Buildi and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1831) for the relief of William J. Bryan—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1822) for the relief of W. A. Austin & Co.—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1500) for the relief of William M. Masi, ex-postmaster, 
and Benjamin Hellman, Lawrence R. Bresnahen, John W. Griffin, 
George W. Hoyt, and Charles W. Riner, as sureties upon his offi- 
cial bond as postmaster at Cheyenne—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2101) to provide for the relief of certain officers and 
enlisted men of the volunteer forces—to the Committee on Mili- 


tary 
ELEANOR CARROLL POE. 


Mr. PICKLER, I desire to present a privile report from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions on the bill §. 804, and move 
that the House agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ý IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, May 18, 1896. 
Resolved, That the Senate disagrees to the amendment of the House of 
Representatives to the bill (S. 804) 1 a pension to Mrs. Eleanor 
Poe, and a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
rered that a G Me, Mirenen of Wisconsin, and Mx 
5 T. GALLINGER, „ MITCHELL O 
BAKER be the conferees on the part of the Senate. i 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota moves to 
nonconcur in the amendments of the Senate, to insist on the dis- 
agreement of the House, and to agree to the committee of con- 
ference asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker appointed as con- 
ferees on the part of the House Mr. Tuomas, Mr. CROWTHER, and 
Mr. Layton. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr, FAIRCHILD, for two days, on account of important busi- 


ness. 
To Mr. BLACK of Georgia, DO R on account of sickness. 
To Mr. TURNER of Georgia, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. DRAPER, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 


family. 

To Mir. MILES, for the rest of the week, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia, for ten days, on account of im- 
portant business. e 

Mr. DINGLEY. I withdraw the motion to adjourn, 

FORT OMAHA MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to move that the House 
agree to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 225) to proviđe for the transfer of the Fort Omaha 
Military Reservation to the State of Nebraska. 

The bill and amendments were read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves that the House agree 
to the conference requested by the Senate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. fore that is done, I should like to under- 
stand the amendments of the Senate. Are there any changes of 
importance? 

.MERCER. Oh, no; the amendments only consist of changes 
in four or five words. ; 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is there anything in the bill that makes the 
United States liable? 

Mr. MERCER. Oh, no; the general tenor of the bill is as it 
passed the House, 

Mr. DOCKERY. This bill transfers the reservation to the State 
of Nebraska, does it not? 

Mr. MERCER. It did that when it at the House, 

Mr. CROWTHER. By a lease simply. 

Mr. DOCKERY. How much land is involved? 

Mr. CROWTHER. Eighty acres. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is the value? 
£ = MERCER. Thereportsaysforty thousand or fifty thousand 

o 2 

Mr. DOCKERY. Has the United States reserved the right to 
resume ion and control at any time? 

0 Mr. MERCER. Oh, yes; at any time the Secretary of War 
esires. 

The motion of Mr. MERCER was agreed to; and the Speaker 
appointed as conferees on the part of the House Mr. BISHOP, Mr. 
TRACEY, and Mr. MCCLELLAN. 

And then, on motion of Mr, DINGLEY (at 5 o’clock and 12 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. MILNES, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8726) to provide 
for the payment of certain claims against the District of Columbia 
by drawback certificates, repo: the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1923); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the Territories, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R.8885) amending and ex- 
tending the provisions of an act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act 
approving with amendments the funding act of Arizona,” approved 

une 25, 1890, and the act amendatory thereof and supplemental 
thereto, approved August 3, 1894, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1931); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. s 

Mr. FISCHER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred House bill No. 8893, reported in lieu thereof a bill 
(H. R. 9118) to ratify an agreement with the Indians of the Sho- 
shone or Wind River Reservation, Wyo., and making an appro- 

riation to carry the same into effect, establishing the Wyoming 

ot Springs Reservation and making an sortoon on for the 
survey thereof. accompanied by a report (No. 1932); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


Mr. HILBORN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2271) to authorize a re- 
tired list for enlisted men and appointed petty officers of the 
United States Navy, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
pania bya tepon (No. 1934); which said bill and report were re- 
5 to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the concurrent resolution of the Senate (Sen- 
ate Con. Res. No. 38) relating to patents to lands sold by the 
Union Pacific Railroad Company to bona fide purchasers, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1949); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally N dros from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs: The bill (H. R. 3470) for the relief of Arra M. Farns- 
worth. (Report No. 1922.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 7460) to increase the pension of Sarah E. Jackson 
widow of Richard H. Jackson, late brigadier-general of United 
States Volunteers, to $50 month. ( ort No. 1924.) 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 6968) granting a pension to John Carr. 
(Report No. 1925.) 

an Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Claims: 
me x — 5 (H. R. 2610) for the relief of A. H. Sympson. (Report 

o. 1926. j 
A bil (H. R. 6595) for the relief of Smith R. Mershon. (Report 

o. 1948.) 
ee 70 (H. R. 464) for the relief of W. J. Tapp & Co. (Report 

o. 1927. 

By Mr. DE WITT, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 8252) for the relief of Lizzie Hagny, as administratrix of 
the estate of Frank B. Smith, deceased. (Report No. 1928.) 

95 Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims: 

The bill (S. 3122) entitled An act for the relief of Bridget 
Lane.” (Report No. 1929. 

The bill (S. 308) entitled “An act for the relief of Daniel W. 
Perkins.” Soa ait No. 1935.) 

By Mr. COUSINS, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 8966) to authorize Commander E. S. Houston, 
United States Navy, to accept a paaa from His Majesty the 
Emperor of Germany. (Report No. 1930.) 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(S. 34) entitled An act for the relief of Clara A. Graves, Lewis 
Smith Lee, Florence P. Lee, Mary S. Sheldon, and Florence P. 
Lee, I representative of Elizabeth Smith, deceased, heirs of 
Lewis Smith, deceased.” (Report No. 1936.) 

5 Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 

e bill (S. 1857) entitled An act granting a pension to Nathan 
Mitchell.” (Report No. 1937.) 

The bill (S. 996) entitled An act to increase the pension of 
Capt. Isaac D. Toll.” (Report No. 1938.) 

he bill (S. 341) entitled An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Napoleon B. ove.” (Report No. 1939. 

The bill (S. 760) entitled “An act granting a pension to Rhoda 
Chick.” (Report No. 1940.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: The bill (S. 1946) entitled “An act granting an increase 
of pension to Elijah N. Parkhurst.” (Report No. 1942.) 

y Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R.1944) to pension Catharine C. Goodrich according 
to the military rank of her husband. (Report No. 1943.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 9139) granting a pension to Margaret J. Young, 

rted in lieu of House bill No. 9035. (Report No. 1944.) 

he bill (H. R. 9138) granting an increase of ion to Maria 
Kelly, reported in lien of House bill No. 8789. (Report No. 1945.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 1148) entitled An act granting a pension to Celesthia 
A. Whitney.” rt No. 1946.) 

By Mr. THO , from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 2133) entitled An act granting a pension to Mary E. 
Ely.” (Report No. 1947.) 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, from 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, reported 
adversely (Report No.1941) the bills (H. R. 6053 and H. R. 6126) 
for the purchase of letters patent of the Dickenson self-righting 
and ee lifeboat; which said bills and report were laid on 
the table, 


re 
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PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
s ne following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mr. WOODMAN: A bill (H.R.9119) to provide an elastic 
currency—to the Committee on Banking and ney. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 9120) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to promote the safety of employees and travelers upon 
railroads by compelling common carriers engaged in interstate 
commerce to equip their cars with automatic couplers and con- 
tinuous brakes and their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, 
and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1893—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 9121) to extend North 
Capitol street to the Soldiers’ Home—to the Committee on the 
pe Nr. BULLS A b N (H. R. 9122 ting condemned 

y Mr. $ il (H. R. 9122) granting condemned guns 
and cannon balls to the Soldiers’ Home at Bristol, R. I.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 9123) to prevent forest fires 
on the public domain—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9124) to protect the forests on the public do- 
eae from destruction by fire—to the Committee on the Public 

ands. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A resolution (House Res. No. 366) providing 
that Wednesday, May 27, 1896, be allotted to bills reported from 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries—to the 
Committee on Rules, 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A resolution (House Res. No. 368) for the 
relief of Lauretz Olson—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: A resolution (House Res. No. 369) to print 
the views of the minority in the contested-election case of J. Mur- 
ray Mitchell vs. James J. Walsh—to the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 9125) for the relief of Ed- 
mond B, Miller, of Tennessee—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9126) for the relief of Nelson McLaughlin, of 
Tennessee—to the Committee on ims. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 9127) for the relief of 
W. A. Procter—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R.9128) for the relief of George 
e of Jefferson County, W. Va. —to the Committee on War 

ims. 

By Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H.R.9129) granting a pension to 
Emma T. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 9130) for the relief of William 
R. 8 alias Harmon Davidson to the Committee on Mili- 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: A bill (H. R. 9181) to 


have George Itzkine honorably discharged from the United States | Rul 


service—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 9132) for the 
relief of W. D. Catlett, of West Virginia—to the Committee on 


ims. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 9133) granting a pension to 

Capt. J. Francis Ho to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. OTEY: A bill Ce R. 9134) for the relief of Charles T. 
a.—to the Committee on Claims. 


port, and Toronto, Ohio, favoring the passage of House bills Nos. 


4566 and 838, to amend the laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Petitions of citizens of Colden and Buffalo, 
N. Y., for favorable action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, to 
amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petition of George S. Harness and 20 other 
citizens of West Virginia, praying for relief for the 8 
Church at Petersburg, W. Va. —to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FENTON: Petition of citizens of West Union, Ohio, 
asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to 
amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FOOTE: Petition of citizens of Franklin, N. V., asking 
for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HALL: Petitions of citizens of Salisbury, Brunswick 
Green City, and Bucklin, Mo., asking favorable consideration of 
House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petitions of citizens of Salamanca, Frank- 
linville, and Gowanda, N. Y., for favorable action on House bills 
Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the postal laws—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HULICK: Petition of citizens of Mason, Ohio, asking 
favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, amending the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HULL: Petitions of citizens of Des Moines, Pella, Swan, 
Knoxville, Nevada, and Milo, Iowa, asking for favorable action 
on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, amending the postal laws—tothe 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: Petitions of citizens of 
Reynolds, Lisbon, St. Thomas, Dickinson, Ardoch, Buffalo, Pem- 
bina, and Churehs Ferry, N. Dak., for favorable action on House 
bills Nos, 4566 and 838, to amend the laws—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KYLE: Petitions of citizens of Charleston and Oxford, 
Miss., in favor of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Petition of Knights of Labor of Washington, 
D. G., in favor of House bill No 6119, for the appointment of an 
impartial committee to investigate the labor problem and suggest 
remedy—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Petitions of citizens of Riverhead and 
Glen Cove, N. Y., asking favorable action on House bill No. 838, 
to reduce letter „and House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of citizens of Williamson, N. Y., 
favoring the passage of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of George E. Green and 46 other citi- 
zens of Binghamton, N. Y., urging the passage of House bill No. 
260, to increase the pay of letter carriers—to the Committee on 


es. 
By Mr. REED: Resolution of the national convention of rail- 
T commissioners, held at Washington, D. C., May 19 and 20 
1896, protesting against the passage of House bill No. 8536 and 
Senate bill No. 2967, to amend the interstate-commerce act—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STRONG: Petition of citizens of Delaware, Ohio, ask- 
ing for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, amend- 
ing the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 


Plunkett, 5 
By Mr. S MAN: A bill (H. R. 9135) to pension Napoleon | Post-Roads. 


P e eto e 
y Mr. ( uest): i i to reim- 
50 the depositors 1 Bank- to the Committee 


on Claims. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 9137) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George F. Davenport—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARRETT: Petition of certain residents of Melrose, 
Mass., praying for favorable action on bill to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class matter and bill to reduce letter 
age to 1 cent per half ounce—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

cH Biot CRUMP: Petitions of citizens of Bay City, West Branch, 
Cheboygan, Standish, and Rogers City, Mich., for favorable action 
on House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petitions of citizens of Bellaire, Bridge- 
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By Mr. TRELOAR: Petition of citizens of Vandalia, Mo., ask- 
ing for favorable consideration of House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, 
to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petitions of citizens of Oakfield and 
city of Niagara Falls, N. Y., favoring the passage of House bills 
Nos. 838 and 4566, amending the postal laws—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: Petitions of citizens of 
Spanos: and Southbridge, Mass., asking for favorable action on 

ouse bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: dee to accompany House bill to 
increase the pension of George F. Davenport—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WILBER: Petition of Schenectady Technical Associa- 
tion, of Schenectady, N. Y., in regard to House bill No. 7251, re- 
lating to the metric system to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. - 

Also, petition of citizens of Schenectady, N. Y., in favor of 
House bills Nos. 4556 and 838, amending the postal laws—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
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SENATE. 
FRIDAY, May 22, 1896. 
Prayer ir the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of 5 pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 18th instant, a list of all judgments rendered by 
the Court of Claims in favor of claimants since the 6th day of 
April, 1896, in Indian depredation cases, including the names of 
claimants, the amount claimed, and the amount of judgment re- 
covered in each case; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


rinted. 
£ He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolution 
of the 19th instant, a schedule of all claims allowed by the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury under appropriations the bal- 
ances of which have been exhausted or carried to the surplus 
fund under the provisions of section 5 of the act approved June 
20, 1874, since the allowance of those embraced in House Docu- 
ment No, 322 of the present session, upto and including the 2ist 
instant, amounting to $63,214.89; which was read. 

Mr. COCKR . Imove that that communication and ac- 
companying papers be printed and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ta ial order be made that it be 

rinted forthwith and returned from the Printer. It ought to be 
one in the course of two hours. 

The motion was eed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 9th instant, a statement showing the number of 


aliens employed in the Navy Department; which was ordered to 


lie on the table, and to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to submit a conference report. 

Mr. CHANDLER. My colleague will allow the immigration 
bill to be referred? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 7864) to amend the immigration laws of the 
United States was read the second time by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

JOSEPH R. WEST. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 673) grant- 
ing a pension to Joseph R. West, brigadier and brevet major-general, United 
States Army Volunteers, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 


lows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
amount proposed to be inserted insert “seventy-five”; and the House agree 


to the same. 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
W. N. ROACH, 
GEORGE L. SHOUP, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The report was concurred in. 

REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issuance of 
interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I trust the Senator from North Carolina 
will permit us to go through with the morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina after the morning business is concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well; Ido not want to interfere with rou- 
tine business. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the General 
Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Cleveland, Ohio, 
remonstrating against the sale of 3 liquors in the Capitol 
building at Washington, D. C.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a memorial of the General Conference of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating 

inst the manufacture or sale of liquor in any building under 
Gorana control; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 
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Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Mount Pleasant 
Citizens’ Association, of Washington, D. C., praying for the pas- 
sage of Senate bill No. 3123, relative to highways in the District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. GEAR presented the petition of W. F. Merrick and 69 other 
citizens of Iowa, praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law 
for the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Nash- 
ville, Tenn., praying for the enactment of penon giving relief 
to the suffering Armenians in Turkey; which was oy. to the 
Committee on 


oreign Relations. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3395) granting a pension to Carrie H. 
— reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 4724) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary L. Aleshire, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2373) granting a pension to Elvin J. Brown, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3182) granting a pension to Susan E. Cunningham, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R.3229) for the relief of Hannah Newell Barrett, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2143) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily M. Van Derveer, 
widow of the late Brig. Gen. Ferdinand Van Derveer, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R.4354) granting a pension to Mrs. M: Gould Carr, 
widow of the late Brig. and Byt. Maj. Gen. Joseph B. Carr, United 
States Volunteers, deceased, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3161) amending and extending the provisions 
of an act of Congress entitled “An act approving, with amend- 
ments, the funding act of Arizona,” approved June 25, 1890, and 
the act amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto, approved 
August 3, 1894, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3071) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
over the Monongahela River from the borough of Braddock to 
the township of Mifflin, Pa., reported it with amendments. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. GALLINGER 
on the 2ist instant, intended to be proposed to the general defi- 
ciency appropriation bill, the amendment E that hereafter 
all printers and bookbinders and all skilled mechanics, such as 
carpenters, machinists, etc., employed in the Government Print- 
ing Office shall be paid at the rate of 50 cents per hour for time 
actually employed, reported favorably thereon, and moved that 
it be 4 to the Committee on Appropriations; which was 
agreed to. 

Site HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R.5258) granting an honorable 
discharge to John B. Besler, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. . 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (S. R. 138) for the relief of James P. Veach, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (S. R. 68) for the relief of James P. Veach, reported 
1 thereon, and. the joint resolution was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. R. 137) granting a life-saving 
medal to Henry Adsit Woodruff, of New York City, N. Y., re- 
ported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely, 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
to whom the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 3205) direct- 
ing the Interstate Commerce Commission to prepare a uniform 
freight classification; which was read twice by its title. 

MESSAGES AND PAPERS OF THE PRESIDENTS. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrent resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, reported it without onenen and it was Cona 


ered by unanimous consent, and agr 


Resolved by the Houseof Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 15,000 additional copies of the Messages and Papers of the Presi- 
dents, Richardson’s compilation,of which there shall be 5,000 copies for the 


1896. 


Senate and 10,000 copies for the House of Representatives, to be distributed 


and disposed of, including the fraction in case, as provided in the House 
joint resolution numbered 170, approved on the 30th day of April, > 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3200) to enable the personal 
representative of E. M. Shield to bring suit Bos ee the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3201) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from William Repp; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with ve accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Mili- 

Airs 


r. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3202) for the regulation 
of cemeteries and the disposal of dead bodies in the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
umbia. 


Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 3203) granting an increase 
of pension to Aurelius Roberts; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 3204) granting an increase 
of pension to Sylvester Walters; which was read twice by its title, 
ich referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


REGULATIONS CONCERNING FILLED CHEESE, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Imove that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of what is commonly called the filled-cheese bill. I hope it 
will be acted yee 1627 tly, without further delay. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has not been 
concluded, the Chair will state. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill ask the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate after the morning business is over that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] addressed the Chair to 
submit a motion to proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
1841, and the Chair stated to that Senator that he would be recog- 
nized for that purpose at the conclusion of the morning business, 
The Senator from Ohio asks unanimous consent, as the Chair 
understands, that the Senate proceed tothe consideration of a bill 
which will be read by title. 

Mr. BUTLER. t is the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is the bill commonly known as the filled- 


cheese bill. 
A bill (H. R. 8008) defining cheese, and also 


The SECRETARY. r 
imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, impor- 


tation, and rtation of filled cheese. 
Mr. BUTLER. That bill will lead to discussion, and I feel com- 
pelled to ob; 


ject. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT., Objection is interposed to the request 
of the Senator from Ohio. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
2 owe to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 

»rinted. 

r. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on n 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the 25 deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 


BIOGRAPHY OF CONGRESS, 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the resolution which I submitted 
day before yesterday be referred to the Committee on Printing. 
e motion was agreed to; and the resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Printing, as follows: 

Resoived, That Benjamin Durfee be, and he is hereby, directed (in addition 
to his other duties and without extra compensation) to prepare an alphabet- 
ical biography of Congress from the foundation of the Government to the 
present time. 

REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Morning business has closed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of Senate bill 1341. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana rise 
to present morning business? 

. TURPIE. I appeal to the Senator from North Carolina to 

permit me to call up a bill to relieve Charles W. Rinehardt from 
the charge of desertion. It is a House bill, that has been pending 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5539 


during the whole session, and I should like to have it considered. 
It will not be a subject of discussion. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I can not hear a word the Senator says. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana will re- 
peat his request. 

Mr. TURPIE. I appeal to the Senator from North Carolina to 
allow me to call 5 the bill (H. R. 2054) to correct the military 
record of Charles W. Rinehardt and to grant him an honorable 
discharge. It is a House bill, and all that is lacking is action on 
the part of this body. It will not lead to any discussion. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will state to the Senator from Indiana that 
as soon as Senate bill 1341 is taken up I will give way for that 


Hoe i 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the request of 


the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. BUTLER. Lobjectnow. I shall not object when Senate 
bill 1341 is taken 


up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from North Carolina to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the aes 
ther issue of interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Con- 


gress, 
Mr. HILL. This being an important question, I desire a full 
Senate. I 2 the want of a quorum. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll,and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 
Allen, Davis, McBride, Sewell, 
Allison, Dubois, McMillan, Sherman, 
Bacon, Faulkner, Martin, Stewart, 
Baker, Gallinger, Mills, Teller, 
Bate, Gear, Mitchell, Oreg. Th 
Berry, Gray, Morrill, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Hale, Nelson, Ves 
Brown, Hansbrough, „ Vi 
Burrows, Harris, Peffer, Walthall, 
Butler, Hawley, Perkins, Warren, 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, Wetmore, 
Cockrell, Kyle, 1 n ilson. 
Daniel, Lindsay, Pugh, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-one Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. The question is on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from North Carolina to proceed to the consid- 
eration of Senate bill 1341. 

Mr. HILL. On that question I call for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jerse per: Surrxl], but I will trans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from [Mr. Cannon] and vote. 


I vote “yea.” 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS]. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired 


with the Senator from Hlinois 8 5 PALMER], but I will transfer 
nee pair to the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE] and vote. 
vote yea. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], but I am in- 
formed that he is in fayor of this measure. I therefore exercise 
my discretion and vote yea.“ 

r. THURSTON (when his name was called). Ihave a general 
pe: with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], 
ut as I am advised that he is in favor of the present considera- 
tion and p e of the measure now sought to be brought before 
the Senate, and with tbat understanding, upon all matters affect- 
ing its consideration I shall exercise my discretion and vote. I 


vote *‘ yea.” 
Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON . = 
The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. GEAR. 1am paired with the senior Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. GorpoN]. If he were present, I should vote “ nay.” 


Mr. SEWELL, On this question I am paired with the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. If he were present, I should 
vote “nay.” 


Mr. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. WorLcorr] is paired with 
the junior Senator from Ohio Mr. Brice]. If my colleague were 
present, he would vote yea.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—34. 
Allen, Daniel, Mitchell, Oreg. Teller, 
Bacon, Dubois, Pasco, urston, 
Bate, Georgs Peffer, Turpie, 
Berry, Hansbrough, Perkins, Vest, 
Blackburn, Harris, Pettigrew, Warren, 
Brown, Jones, Ark. Pritchard, White, 
Butler, 3 Pugh, ilson. 
Chilton. rtin, Shoup, 
Cockrell, Mills, Stewart, 
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NATS -. 
AIL Davis, Hawley, Moi 
aS aS Se ne ide anh 
urro a 
Caftery,” Gey, McBride, ilas, 
Chandler, Hale, McMillan, Wetmore. 
NOT VOTING—35. 
Aldrich, Ikins. Lodge, Roach, 
Blanchard, Faulkner, Manih Sewel, 
Brice, Gear, Mitchell, Wis Smith, 
Call, i organ, uire, 
Cameron, Gordon, Murphy, Iman, 
Cannon, Gorman, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Carter, oar, Platt, Walthall, 
Clark, Irby, r, Wolcott. 
Cullom, Jones, Nev. - Quay, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1341) to prohibit 
the further issuance of interest-bearing bonds without the con- 
sent of Congress. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask the Senator from New York to yield to 
me oe purpose of asking unanimous consent to call up House 

ill 2057 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill, which will be 
read for information. 

Mr. PEFFER, Would it not be better to lay the pending bill 


temporarily aside for the purpose of considering the bill? I ask 
that that may be done. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Kansas pardon me a 
moment? 


Mr. PEFFER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask the Chair whether that 
would prejudice in any way the bill the Senate has just voted to 


take up? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent that the pending bill be temporarily laid aside for 
the purpose of considering the bill indicated by the Senator from 
Indiana. 

Mr. BUTLER. Such consent will retain the pending bill in its 
poper lace as soon as that bill is disposed of? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

CHARLES W. RINEHARDT 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 2054) to correct the military record of Charles 
W. Rinehardt and to grant him an honorable discharge, which 
had been reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an 
amendment, in line 3, to strike out the word ‘‘ War” and insert 
the words “the Navy”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to correct the military record of Charles W. Hine. 
oe gf een TE 
Ee adare Aag discharge as of date August 15, 1882. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

COMMUTATION OF HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senate to consider, with- 
out prejudice to the bill which has just been taken up, House bill 
No. 1436, which the Committee on Public Lands have reported, 
and it is desirable to have it passed soon in order to effect its ob- 


ect. 
i The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that the pending bill be laid aside 3 
for the purpose of considering the bill indicated by him. there 
objection? 
. BUTLER. Will it lead to debate? 

Mr. VILAS. It will take but a few moments, and it can be 
passed without the least interference with the pending bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will it lead to any discussion? 

Mr. VILAS. I think not. 

Mr. BUTLER. If it leads to any discussion the Senator will 


not press it? Soh 
Mr. Oh, no; I shall not press it; I will give way. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 1436) to quiet title to 
lands in persons who purchased the same in good faith without 
notice and for a valuable consideration, and to enable the Goy- 
ernment to issue patents on such lands, and that commutations 
of homestead entries shall take effect from date of settlement 
and not from date of entry, which had been reported from the 
Committee on Public Lands with amendments, in section 1, line 
12, after the word “ proofs,” to insert ‘‘and that no other reason 


why the title should not vest in the entryman exists except that 
the commutation was made less than fourteen months from the 
date of the homestead settlement, and that there was at least six 
months’ actual residence in good faith by the homestead entry- 
man on the land prior to such commutation”; in line 18, after 
the word ‘‘heirs,” to insert and“; in line 19, after the word 
representatives,“ to strike out ‘‘assigns, grantees, mortgagees” 
and insert ‘‘as of the date of such final certificate of entry”; and 
in line 21, after the word “thereon,” to insert and the title so 
patented shall inure to the benefit of any grantee or transferee in 
good faith of such entryman subsequent to the date of such final 
certificate”; so as to make the section read: 

That whenever it shall appear to the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office that an error has heretofore been made by the officers of any local 
land office in receiving premature commutation proofs under the homestead 
laws, and that there was no fraud practiced by the entryman in making such 
pon and final payment has been made and a final certificate of entry has 

n issued to the entryman, and that there are no adverse claimants to the 
land described in the certificates of en whose rights originated prior to 
making such final proofs, and that no other reason why the title should not 
vest in the entryman exists 22 that the commutation was made less 
than fourteen months from the date of the 
theré was at least six 
stead en 


representatives, as of the date of such final certificate of eid bones a patent 


i nefit of any 
grantee or transferee in good fai subsequent to the date 


of such final certificate: Provided, That this act shall not apply to commuta- 
tion and homestead entries on which final 8 have Tas 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill relating to com- 
mutation of homestead entries, and to confirm such entries where 
„ proofs were received by local land officers prema- 

urely.“ 
WILBUR F. COGSWELL. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask the Senator from North 
Carolina to yield to me a moment that I may call up House bill 
2042, a pension bill. The beneficiary is a resident of my town, 
and it is a very meritorious case. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let the Senator couple with that a request that 
the pending bill be temporarily laid aside, so that it will not be 
preju 5 

Mr. MITCHELL of Ship, se I ask that the pending bill be 
8 aside for 8 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e Senator from Oregon asks unan- 
imous consent that the pending bill be laid aside temporarily for 
the purpose of considering a bill, which will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Secretary read the bill (H. R. 2042) to increase the pension 
of Wilbur F, well; and by unanimous consent, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Wilbur F. C 
well, late an assistant engineer in the United States Navy, at the 
rate of $50 per month. 

Mr. MIL I give notice that I shall object to any further 
unanimous consent after this bill is di of. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Task leave to call up the.conference re- 
port on the Indian appropriation bill. I move the adoption of 
the report. 

Mr. BUTLER. In order that there may be no misunderstand- 
ing, I ask unanimous consent that the pending bill be temporaril 
laid aside in order that the conference report may be consider 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was unable to hear the 
Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to inquire of the Chair whether 
the consideration of the conference report will affect in any way 
or displace the biil before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will not displace the pending bill, 
the Chair thinks. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the report of the committee 
of conference on the bill (H. R. 6249) making appropriations for 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, as printed 
in the Senate proceedings of yesterday. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The report has been read. Lask that it be 
concurred in, 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate insist upon its 


1896. 


amendments and ask for a further conference with the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the further con- 
ference; and Mr. PETTIGREW, Mr. , and Mr. CocKRELL 
were appointed, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the 
bill (S. 673) granting a pension to Joseph R. West, brigadier and 
brevet major-general, United States Army Volunteers. A 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its 
eanor 


the di ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 

i Ar. THOMAS, Mr. CROWTHER, and Mr. LAYTON managers 
at the conference on the part of the House. 

The m further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 225) to provide 
for the transfer of the Fort Omaha Military Reservation to the 
State of Nebraska; agreed to the conference asked for by the Sen- 
ate on the disa ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. Bishop, Mr. TRACEY, and Mr. MCCLELLAN man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 7977) making appropriations for the construction, repair, 
and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes; f er insisted upon its di ment to 
the amendments of the Senate numbered 130, 132, and 342 to the 
said bill; agreed to the further conference asked for by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. HOOKER, Mr. HERMANN, and Mr. CATCHINGS man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House, 


REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES. 


Mr. MILLS. I demand the regular order. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issuance of 
interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

Mr. HILL. . President, I appreciate the anxiety of my friend 
from Texas [Mr. Mitts] to hear my remarks upon the pendin 
measure. Perhaps there are some other Senators who do not fee 
that interest in what I may say on this subject. 

Mr. President, the crime, the alleged crime of 1873,” is nothi 
compared with the crime that will be perpetrated if this bill shal 
pass the present Congress and become a law. Stri of all its 
unnecessary verbiage, condensed as it is, it is a bold p ition 
for the repeal of the resumption act of 1875, a repeal of the only 

rovision of law that exists for the successful maintenance or re- 
phate of the paper currency of the country. It does notin so 
many words or express terms repeal the law of 1875, but by declar- 
ing that forno 8 50 whatever, no matter what necessity may 
exist therefor, s there be moneys de gat by the issuing of 
bonds for the redemption of the greenback currency of the coun- 
egi is in effect a repeal of the resumption act of 1875. 
. President, it is a startling position. Such will 
not solve the silver question. It will not solve the financial ques- 
tion. That will still confront the Senate and confront the coun- 
try. Itwill simply embarrass the Government. Itsimply puts 
in peril the finances of the country. It is a measure leading in 
the wrong direction. 

Of those who in the days of 1875 opposed the resumption of 
specie payments I have nothing tosay. There were those who 
op such resumption in 1875. There are those in the Senate 
to-day who think any resumption act whatever is unnecessary. 
There are those in the Senate to-day who seem to think that the 
Government can maintain a paper currency without anything 
provided for its redemption. There are those who vote for the 
issue of Treasury notes without providing anything with which to 
redeem them, ere are those who think it is the province of this 
Government simply to issue its promises to pay without providing 
any fund whatever for redemption. To these paper-money men 
I have no appeal whatever to make. To the men who want to 
establish a paper currency without any redemption fund with 
which to maintain it I have nothing to say. Itis a part of their 
creed; it is a part of their theory; it is a part of the tem of 
finance which they want inaugurated in this country. y are 
fiat-money men. : 

Mr. President, it was oer announced by the sponsor 
of this bill and by the leader of the Populist party upon this floor 
yesterday that it is a Populist measure. So be it. itis. Let 
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there be no misunderstanding of it. It is boldly avowed to be a 


Populist measure. 

What is the effect of this proposed act? What is the act of 18752 
The act of 1875 simply provided the method and manner of re- 
deeming the paper currency known as the United States notes. 
There were greenbackers in those days as now who thought that 
no redemption fund was necessary, who wanted an irredeemable 
paper currency, who said that the simple fiat of the Government 
is sufficient for its money and nothing else is needed, that there 
shall be no hard money back of it, nothing that requires labor and 
wealth to profuce. That is their theory. They can consistently, 
of course, support this measure. It is part of their principles, a 
part of their creed, a part of their policy. 

Mr. President, I am not one of those who believe that it is either 
good policy or that it is right for this Government to put afloat its 
promises to pay without something substantial back of them, some- 
thing that is money in fact, something of intrinsic value, something 
that will take labor to produce, something that possesses all the 
ee of money, of hard money. 

r. President, I do not now propose to review any of the de- 
cisions of the courts of our country as to what constitutes money. 
The subject is an old story. I know not what the courts might 
decide now if the question were presented anew. I am opposed 
to the issuing of back currency or paper money to circulate 
as money, . the absence of a proper and complete and 
full redemption fund always ready to redeem such paper money 
upon pnah at the Treasury. 

As I said a few moments ago, there were those who thought 
and who still think that no redemption fund is necessary for 
paper money. They prefer the “ battle-scarred greenbacks,” and 
want nothing back of them. They want no fund provided with ` 
which to redeem paper money; they want to compel by decree of 
law that the iat shall take it asa legal tender for the payment 
of debts. ey do not want any redemption now or hereafter. 
This is the theory of finance upon which this billis based. This 
is the theory of those who clamor and have recently clamored for 
the repeal of the resumption act of 1875. 

Of course the Senate may pass this bill. I do not believe there 
is a Senator here who thinks it will the other House. Ido 
not believe there is a Senator here who thinks that the President 
can consistently approve of the measure. It is not because I am 
anticipating that the bill is to become a law, but because I dis- 
like to see good friends, with whom I Aere upon many financial 
problems, place themselves upon record as they do by this vote in 

avor of an irredeemable paper currency, for that is what this 
scheme is, that I am opposing this unwise and dangerous meas- 
ure. Insu ce and in effect it repeals the only act u the 
statute booksof the United States that provides securely and safely 
for a redemption fund. 

What is the argument? The friends of the bill assert that we 
need no redemption fund; we want none. The fact that it will 
cripple the Government does not concern them in the least. 

t is the effect of apropo repeal? The revenues of the 
Government are now insufficient even to meet its ordinary ex- 
mses. We keep constantly making appropriations from the 
, extraordinary appropriations as well as ordinary appro- 
prato, which will soon exhaust its funds. Senators upon this 
oor have justified their votes in favor of 1 appropriations by 
panting to the funds in the Treasury, p there by the sale of 
mds. We can not refuse to look at the situation that confronts 
us. A tariff bill has been passed—no matter how or why passed. 
which does not realize sufficient moneys for the support of the 
Government. When you exhaust your reserve fund as well as 
your annual revenues, in the end there will come a time when 
there is nothing left for the ee your paper currency 
nothing for redemption p at 1s then to be done? 

If your revenues do not bring you sufficient moneys, how are you 
to provide a fund with which to keep your paper currency afloat 
except by borrowing, when your revenues will not even support 
the ordinary expenses of Government? This bill is nothing more 
nor less than plain, open, bald repudiation. Repudiation is what 
this bill means. Dishonor is what this bill means. Degradation 
of your currency is what this bill means, The ‘‘crime of 1873,” 
so called, pales into insignificance compared with the enormity of 
this contemplated measure. 

We have now over $100,000,000 in 
about $168,000,000 of other funds. e presentation of green- 
backs, which can be made under existing laws, will, of course, if 
they are redeemed, reduce either the gold reserve or silver funds 
inthe Treasury. The so oeni of the appropriations made at this 
session of Congress will largely reduce the amount of money on 
hand. The contracts entered into for the future, authorized b 
legislation here enacted, will draw largely upon these funds an 
in the near future exhaust them. 

It may be said that this is a safe measure to pass, because in the 
future there will be provided sufficient revenues to meet all these 
required expenditures. When the reserve funds are drawn it will 


old in the Treasury, and 
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be said, We shall provide a tariff which will furnish ample rey 
enues for the expenses of the Government, and also for the re- 


demption fund.” Let Senators be not deceived. You know the 
political complexion of this Senate; you know how it is divided 
upon the financial question, and divided in reference to other ques- 
tions. The man who expects any tariff legislation of any conse- 
quence in the next year or two will be disappointed. The ver 
make-up of this Senate, the very lines upon which it is divided, 
and upon which it is likely to be Scand for the next two years, will 
revent any sufficient revenue legislation to adequately replenish 
e Treasury. 
Assuming, then, for the purposes of this argument, that the 
Wilson bill, so called, will ae do better in producing revenue than 


it has done during the past two years, the question is presented, 
What is to be done? How is the situation to be met? repeal- 
ing all laws for the issue of bonds. Is that the answer? Is it then 


expected that Congress is to 1 some other mode or method 
of redemption? Is that the theory; is that the idea? Every time 
during an interval of peep Bee when the reserves are so low that 
redemption must stop is there to be an extra session of Congress 
called? What are we to do during next September or next Octo- 
ber? Is Con to be convened to pass a revenue bill—a revenue 
bill which will take weeks and months to pass? Is that an ade- 

uate remedy? No; this measure, this infamous scheme, takes 
the Government by the throat; it holds up” the Government; 
it substantially paralyzes the Treasury, es your greenbacks 
irredeemable, and it destroys the only fund and means provided 
by which your greenbacks can be redeemed. 

I need not enter into any discussion of the question of the 
authority to issue bonds under the act of 1875. Those who have 
zealously favored this bill have doubted the legality of the issue 
of bonds for the purposes of redemption. I might say, if there is 
no authority now existing, why expressly prohibit such issue? 
Why do an unnecessary thing? Mr. President, it is because they 
believe and are convinced that the authority exists now under the 
act of 1875 that they want to further embarrass and strangle the 
Government. If there shall be no tariff legislation enacted in 
the next year and this bill should be passed, how are you to re- 
deem your paper currency that will be presented? , It is not the 
silver question which is here involved; it is more than that. It 
is the integrity of your Government; it is the honor of the Gov- 
ernment. The question involved here is the preservation of the 
good faith of the Government, which demands that our paper 
currency shall always be redeemable in the coin of the Govern- 
ment. 

I hear some good friends say, Oh, pay in silver. That is the 
solution of the difficulty.” Is it? Let us see. Suppose to-day 
that the Secretary of the Treas should proceed to coin the 
seigniorage—that is, all that is available, for against the remain- 
der of the bullion in the Treasury notes have been issued, and 
they are outstanding among the people. You have therefore 
er vou have mortgaged that bullion fund, and you can not 
reissue or use it without taking up your Treasury notes. 

There seems to be a prevalent idea in the minds of some that 
there is a fund of two or three hundred million dollars of bullion 
which the Government has which can be coined and the coined 
money put right back into the Treasury for the uses of the Goy- 
ernment. That is not true. That isa false notion, a false idea. 
If every particle of the bullion in the Treasury was coined, the 
most that could be realized for the uses of the Government for 
the payment of its expenses, or for redemption purposes, would 
be about $55,000,000 additional, and that is all; and that is the 
seigniorage, so called. That whole sum, if coined, would pay 
but a small portion of the appropriations already made and to be 
made by the present Congress. It would be but a drop in the 
bucket” toward an adequate redemption fund, Thisis an im- 
portant fact which is not generally understood. 

_Mr. GEORGE, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 


tion? r 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). Does 
the Senator from New York yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. Lask the Senator from New York if he believes, 
under the act of 1875, or under any other act now in force, money 
can be raised for the purpose of paying the ordinary expenses of 
the Government or for any purpose other than the redemption of 
greenbacks? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I have answered that a dozen times 
before. Money can be raised for the purpose simply of redeeming 
the greenbacks, of course, and for no other express specific pur- 

But need I again elucidate the point? hen your green- 
barks are presented for redemption and they are redeemed in gold, 
need I tell the Senator from Mississippi that then those green- 
backs are funds of the Government? A law has been , to 
which I propose to call the attention of the Senate before I am 
through, which compels the Secretary of the Treasury to reissue 


kad 


those yer greenbacks again to pay the appropriations which you 
have made. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, that may be true. 

Mr. HILL. It is true. 

Mr. GEORGE. That vee be true, yet it is no justification to 
retain upon the statute books a law authorizing the issuance of 
bonds for the purpose and intent of securing money to run the 
Government upon. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, nobody is proposing to issue bonds 
with which to pay the expenses of the Government. I said it be- 
fore, and I 5 it. Senators, it seems to me, must be able to 
comprehend the distinction which I make. The act of 1878, passed 
after the act of 1875, defined this question, defined the status of 
redeemed ee and I should have supposed, when the law 
of 1875 said that money should be provided with which to redeem 
greenbacks, that of course it meant their subsequent cancellation. 
I should have supposed that one redemption would have ended the 
question; that it of course would have ended it; that when they 
were redeemed they were paid; they were no longer obligations 
of the Government; as when a man pays a note, ordinarily that 
would be a cancellation of it; he would not keep that same note 
in his possession to reissue it to the next man who came along. 
But you passed a law in 1878 which said that when the greenbacks 
were paid it should be the auty of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to reissue them; that he should not cancel them, he should not 
retire them, but should reissue them to pay the expenses of the 
Government. 

Mr. LINDSAY. That is good Democratic doctrine. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, will the Senator from New York 
allow me to interrupt him? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. The act of 1878, taken in connection with this pro- 
vision of the act of 1875, imposed upon the Government and npon 
the Treasury a continuing duty from time to time to pay in coin 
the greenbacks as they should be presented, even those that were 
reissued and were coming back in this endless chain which has 
been so often spoken of. 

Mr. HILL. Between 1875 and 1878 there-was a considerable 
amount of greenbacks redeemed, and the question arose what was 
the legal status of those greenbacks; a very interesting and novel 
question. Thestrictconstructionists claimed, and Ithink properly 
80, that the United States notes were in effect canceled; that they 
were paid; they were virtually exhausted; that they were done 
away with; that there ought not to have been anything afterwards 
done with them except that the Secretary of the Treasury might 
properly destroy them. That was the contention. While that 
question was being discussed, about which there were conflicting 
opinions, the old Greenbackers, of whom there are still remnants 
in the Democratic party, were clamoring for the reissue of these 
greenbacks. They wantedan irredeemable currency; they wanted 
a paper currency that was circulating; they did not want any true 
redemption, and finally the act of 1878 was passed, a most unfor- 
tunate measure, because it perpetuated the existence of paper 
money in this country and has led to the difficulties which con- 
front us to-day. 

I will tell the Senator from Mississippi how you can absolutely 
prevent the Secretary of the Treasury from using any of these 
greenbacks thus redeemed for the expenses of the Government. 
All you have to do is to add a little amendment to the pending 
bill, which I intend to propose, in order to carry out your scheme 
in full and reach the alleged difficulty of which you complain: 

It is further provided that upon the redemption of any United States notes 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall not reissue the same. A 

Mr. GRAY. They ought to be destroyed. 

Mr. HILL. I do not care very much what becomes of them. 

Mr. President, what is the complaint of those who now wish to 
repeal the last vestige of legislation for the protection of the 
Treasury in the redemption of greenbacks? hen I ask them, 
Do you want to keep up an irredeemable paper currency? some 
say they do, and some do not know whether they do or not. The 
law of 1878 says that United States notes must bereissued. That 
is a duty imposed upon the Secretary of the Treasury, a duty 
which he can not escape, which no—if I may use that expres- 
sion—silver Secretary of the Treasury could 5 7520 If Congress 
makes an appropriation, and the Secretary of the Treasury has 
not other funds, he, of course, takes any funds which may in 
the Treasury to meet the appropriation. 

The complaint is further made that after the greenbacks are 
redeemed and are placed back in the Treasury, subject to all 
appropriations and all expenses of the Government, the Secretary 
of the Treasury does use these redeemed greenbacks for the pay- 
ment of appropriations for the expenses of the Government. Mr. 
President, there is no law to prevent it. On the contrary, there 
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is a law absolutely requiring it tobe done. Yet, instead of bring- 
ing in a bill Proposing to repeal the law of 1878, which would keep 
this fund of eemed greenbacks intact and prevent the use of 
these redeemed greenbacks in the future, they bring in this meas- 
ure, which absolutely stops the accumulation of any redemption 
fund. If my friends here with whom I differ upon this question 
want to stop what they call the use of the redemption fund for 
the payment of the expenses of the Government, if that is the 
complaint, if that is the wrong which is being done, then let them 
accept the amendment which I may suggest, which will absolutely 
prevent the use of these greenbacks for any such purpose. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask the Senator from New York would it not 
be better for Senators on both sides of the Chamber, seeing the 
trouble in which the Treasury is placed, to lay aside partisan views 
and pass, as suggested by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], 
a revenue bill for the purpose of raising the necessary funds? I 
think that would be the way to meet this difficulty, rather than 
using funds raised by the sale of bonds for an entirely distinct 
and a octal purpose. 

Mr. HILL. Those will be welcome words to the ears of the 
Senator from Ohio. A 

Mr. SHERMAN. Idid not hear a word the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi uttered. [Laughter. 

Mr. HILL. I will inform the Senator from Ohio, in behalf of 
my friend from Mississippi, that he suggests whether, in the in- 
terests of pure, unadulterated patriotism, we should not on both 
sides accept the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio to proceed 
immediately to prepare a revenue bill which will provide ample 
revenues for the support of the Government, and I say—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from New York allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New York 

a? 


Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. I prefer to be the organ to eros my own 
opinions rather than to have even the distinguished Senator from 

ew York do so for me. 

It was stated by the leader—I believe he is called the leader—of 
the Democratic side of this body that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury laid great stress upon the fact that there was a large deficit. 
The Senator from Ohio agreed with that—and he is the leader on 
the other side—and suggested a mode which was very agreeable 
to me, that the Senate on both sides ee on some nonpartisan, 
fair revenue bill for the purpose of meeting the necessary expenses 
of the Government. If those words from me are welcome to the 
Senator from Ohio, as suggested by the Senator from New York, 
then I am very glad to have so distinguished an authority to be 
in consonance with my views upon that subject. 

Whilst I am up, if the Senator will allow me, I will repeat in 
public what I have said privately—and what I believe has been 
said by some members of this body—that it appears to me to be 
an absolute shame. when it is acknowledged on all hands that there 
is a deficit, and a very large deficit, in the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment as compared with the expenditures, that we should sit 
idly here and quarrel with each other as to who is responsible for 
this unfortunate state of affairs rather than devote our time and 
attention for the purpose of formulating a measure which will 
produce the necessary revenue. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator from New York allow me 
to say a few words, if it will not interfere with what the Senator 
is about to say now? 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator want to ask me a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; I wanted to answer very briefly the re- 
marks made by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. 

Mr. HILL. I yield. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I said yesterday and I say to-day in all seri- 
ousness that I think for the Congress of the United States to ad- 
journ without some provision being made to meet the current 
expenses of the Government would be an outrage, a shame, anda 
disgrace that would fall upon both branches of Congress, but 
more especially upon the Senate. 

We have gone on in the most affluent way, like a spendthrift 
who has just come into the possession of a fortune, and we have 
made appropriations to the extent, as near as I can gather from 
the Committee on Appropriations, of somewhere from fifty to one 
hundred million dollars more than the current revenues of the 
Government that will accrue during the next fiscal year. The 
President of the United States has no power to borrow money 
except for a single purpose, and undoubtedly he will not do it 
except for that purpose. This Senate has refused to give him the 

ower to borrow money at a lower rate of interest, and it refuses 

in this bill, in the most ignominious manner, to 8 any 

measure whatever to redeem United States notes. It is the act 

of a bankrupt, and of a dishonest bankrupt at that. What I 

55 suggested ought to be done, and everybody knows it ought 
one. 

This bill proposes to the only provision by which is main- 
tained the parity of silver and gold, and that is purpose of it. 
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Those who advocate the measure know there is no other way of 
doing it. This measure is now mere moot-court talk in the Sen- 
ate, because the Houseof Representatives will not pass such alaw, 
thank God, and therefore we are wasting our time and exposing 
ourselves badly before the people of the United States, because 
everybody knows this bill can not pass the House of Representa- 
tives. Weare taking it up at this inopportune time merely to 
debate old questions over again. 

Mr. President, I think it would be wise if the Democratic 
party—I would leave out our Populist friends, who have notions 
that I do not believe they will advocate in a year or two—I think 
it would be wise if the Democratic , one of the 17 0 politi- 
cal organizations of this country which has existed for a long 
period of years and was in power almost from the time of Jeffer- 
son down, except during and since the war, could demonstrate 
that it was strong enough and powerful enough to free itself from 
the popular whims and passions of the moment and take up and 
consider measures for the relief of the Treasury. 

The Republicans of the House of Representatives have sent youa 
bill. It may not please you; it does not please us; but it was a bill 
intended to meet the very difficulty that we shall encounter on the 
ist day of July next, a temporary bill, made so purposely, and not 
a bill framed upon the theories and arguments of the Republican 
party nor upon the theories and arguments of the Democratic 
party. It may not be a good bill; but the Democratic members, 
joining with the Populists without even a hearing, laid it on the 
table by striking out all of it after the enacting clause and sub- 
stituting a provision for the free coinage of silver. 

The Democratic party can not escape the responsibility in this 
matter, and the people of the United States will remind them of 
it over and over again. The conservative element, especially in 
the Eastern States, will know that whatever difficulties occur by 
a deficiency of revenue must rest upon the Senators here who 
destroy this bill when they might have taken it up, removed its 
errors, and made provision, and ample provision, for various 
sources of income to supply the deficiency. 

I said before, and I say now, that in order to supplement and 
add to the provisions contained in the House hill which was sent 
to us I would vote for a moderate tax on tea and a moderate tax 
on coffee, and I would increase the tax on sugar if it was thought 
to be n . That would depend entirely upon the figures, 
Suppose you should get the figures from the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and they should tell us that it would be necessary to 
raise fifty, or sixty, or seventy million dollars more than the exist- 
ing revenue law provides for, it would be our duty to provide in- 
creased revenue. The House bill would raise about thirty or forty 
million dollars, and the Senate should take up that bill and add 
to it increased taxes. 

That is the business of the Senate. It is their constitutional 
prerogative to make amendments to revenue bills and change 
them as they may deem necessary. If we do not do that, it seems 
to me that the Senate of the United States will fall below the 
high standard it has so long held in the history of the country, 
and that it will grossly neglect the duties which we are sworn to 
perform. If we do not do that, we can not help but feel that on 
the ist day of July next the President of the United States will 
be justified in calling us back here to do what we ought to have 
done in the past. That is my position. 

In expressing these opinions I have no party feeling whatever. 
I think on this side we have done the best we could. We have 
attempted to change the revenue bill sent to us by the House of 
Representatives. e sent it to the Committee on Finance, where 
it could be considered fairly; but that bill was summarily disposed 
of, first in the Committee of Finance and then in the Senate. 
Now, we have no jurisdiction in the way of securing additional 
revenue unless we take up that rejected bill and act upon it, 
because we have no other bill upon which we can formulate a 
tariff. The House of Representatives must originate such bills, 
and we have not the power to do it. The only bill which we could 
utilize for that purpose is the bill which has been ignominiously 
rejected and laid upon the table and is there to-day. 

That is all I desire to say. 

Mr.GRAY. Will the Senator from New York pardon mea 
moment? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] in regarding this as a crisis in the histor 
of this country and in the history of the Senate of the Unit 
States. I believe with him that to adjourn without some reme- 
dial legislation for the evils with which we are threatened and 
the evils which we are now suffering would be, in his language, 
an outrage and a shame. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May J ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. GRAY. In one moment. Ishall be through in a moment. 

Mr. President, I want to say to the Senator from Ohio that if 
his committee, or if he will give the assurance that it is supported 
on his side of the Chamber sufficiently, will propose a measure for 
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increasing the revenue, a measure to reasonably increase the rey- 
enue, such as he last indicated, of which there can be no doubt at 
all as to its effect—I mean a small duty on tea and a small duty 
on coffee and an increased duty, to use the words of the Senator, 
if necessary, upon sugar—he will find enough votes on this side, I 
8 pass such a measure, and I make that offer now with 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Democratic party is in the 
minority com with the Republicans of the Senate. 

Mr. Gma Of course we are. We are not responsible for 

m. 

r. SHERMAN. The House of Representatives is nearly three- 
fourths Republican, and I do not know but more. There is in 
that House a majority so large that you can hardly measure it. 
The Senator’s proposition is that on the only measure of relief 
apon which we can act we will disregard the action of the House 

Representatives, the only body that has the power to originate 
taxes, that we will tear their manuscript bill into pieces and dis- 
regard it, in order to take up the idea of purely a revenue tariff. 
A great majority of the other House believe as I do that every tax 
ought to be levied with a view if possible to promote an American 
rte Soo while it produces revenue. 

Mr. GRAY. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yet the proposition now made by a minority 
of this body is that we, who at least constitute a A haben in the 
Senate and a great majority in the House of Representatives, 
shall entirely ignore the action of the House and select three or 
four items of taxation on the food of the poor. They would have 
us confine the taxes to tea, coffee, and sugar. I say that a more 
liberal spirit and a broader spirit must prevail. e must take 
into consideration the views of the House of Representatives, and 
if they have not provided vite means, I will join with the 
Senator in any tax—yes, I would levy a tax on your coat or your 
clothes or 88 vou have to secure adequate revenues. 

Mr. GRAY. pi 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Delaware permit me? 

Mr. GRAY. In just one moment. I was afraid that the Sen- 
ator from Ohio did not thoroughly understand himself when he 
made the offer. He spoke of a patriotic nonpartisan offer, and in 
that regard I desired to cooperate with him; but now he modifies 
his proposition, and says we must accept in addition the measure 
that came from the House, which, in my opinion, is demonstrably 
a purely protective measure that would produce no increased reye- 
nue, but would be much more likely to decrease, as the McKinley 
Act, its prototype, did decrease, the revenues received from cus- 
toms taxation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why could not the Senator, then, propose 
amendments? Let us take up the bill in the Senate; you can pro- 
pose your amendments, and if you have a majority 

Mr. GRAY. I want a revenue measure proposed on a non- 
partisan basis; a measure that will produce revenue and not one 
in which we are compelled, in order to get revenue, to pay toll 
for the benefit of interested classes who wish to use this exigency 
of the Government in order to benefit their own pockets. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls attention to the 
25 Pasg the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] is entitled to 

e floor. 

Mr. HILL. I was simply going to suggest that the tariff bill 
which is on the table better be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York has 
the floor, and unless he yields to some other Senator he is entitled 


to Segoe” : 
DANIEL. I only rose for the purpose of asking the Sena- 
tor from Delaware a question. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New York 
pan to 7 from Virginia? 


i . Certainly. 
Mr. DANIEL. I marety rose to ask the Senator from Delaware, 
who was upon his feet tendering the good offices of the Democratic 
side to the Republican leader to support one of their measures, if 
he would vote for a Democratic proposition to coin the seignior- 
age in order to furnish the depleted and broken-down Treasury 
with a little money? 

Mr. GRAY. I did not stand here and make a tender of the 
Democratic side. I said there would be cooperation on this side 
in the direction indicated by the Senator from Ohio, for the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] has just asserted the same 
thing. I undertake to assert that there will be N Ape enough 
on this side of the Chamber for such a measure, if it should 
introduced, to enact it into a law. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator vote for a proposition to coin 
the ag Se a and give a little money to the Government? 

Mr. GRAY. That is not the way to get money. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from New York allow me 
te HILL I yield to good friend the tor from N 

$ „ Iyi my Sena m New 
Hampshire. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to make a suggestion to the Senator 
from Delaware. The motion has been made once or twice to take 
up in the Senate the House bill upon the Calendar, and it has 
failed. I now suggest to the Senator, in view of the tender he has 
made of his own assistance—we know not whose else as yet that 
he now move to take up the bill (H. R. 2749) to temporarily in- 
crease revenue to meet the expenses of the Government and pro- 
vide against a deficiency. 

Mr. GRAY. No; I will move to take up an honest measure, 
but I never will agree to take up a fraud. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It has been reported to the Committee on 
Finance with an amendment. This business must come down to 
some specific proposition at some time, and the conversations be- 
tween the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Gray] will not pring ua to anything specific. 
If wecan get this bill upand can reject the free-coinage amendment 
which is proposed by the majority of the Finance Committee, we 
can arrange all these other details with the aid of the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] and the Senator from New York 
Ea HıLL] and other Senators, and make actual 550 in the 

usiness of getting the country out of the crisis which the Sena- 
tor from Delaware appreciates so fully, but does not seem to be 
ready to yy to ey 

Mr. GRAY. The difficulty with the proposition of the Senator 
from New Hampshire 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. GRAY, I will be through in one moment. 

Mr. HILL. I yield. 

The difficulty with the proposition of the Senator 
pshire is that the bill to which he refers is a bill to 
increase the revenue of the protected classes of this country 
and not a bill to increase revenue to the Treasury of the United 


States, 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is a bill which we can amend, if the Sen- 
ator from New York will allow me. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator from New Hampshire will agree to 
amend it in a way different from that I will join with him. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iwill agree to vote to amend it. Iwill make 
a tender —I think I will have about as many Republicans with me 
as the Senator from Delaware has Democrats when he makes an 
offer on the floor—I make a tender to the Senator of my own sup- 

rt and the support of many Senators upon this side of the 

hamber in the Action of amending the bill in the interest of 
patriotism. 

Mr. GRAY. I will be glad to cooperate with the Senator from 
New Hampshire in that direction. 

Mr. The Senator from New Hampshire says he makes a 
tender. The trouble is, it is not a legal tender, and it can not be 
accepted on this side. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. HILL. I hope the Senator from Mississippi will not forget 
the main proposition involved here. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire to say a word or two 
in relation to the condition of the Treasury. I represent nobody 
in what I say but myself. I am the humblest member of this 
body, and I do not pretend to control its proceedings. I have 
been profoundly impressed by what has been said by the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], as well as by what has been said here- 
tofore by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman], as to the 
unfortunate condition of the Treasury. I believe we have reached 
a point where, to appropriate an idea expressed by the Senator 
from Ohio, we ought to lay aside isan motives and undertake 
the patriotic duty of furnishing the necessary money to pay the 
expenses of the Government. 

desire to say to him, and to Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber, who only lack one of paying a majority in this body, 
that if they will propose any measure along the lines I shall indie 
cate they will have one accession on that question, which will 
give them a majority, whether anybody else goes that way or not. 
1 do not think they ought to present us witha protective measure 
now. That will not do. I do not think they ought to undertake 
to pass a measure here which will excite partisan debate. I think 
we ought to pass a tempo measure for the purpose of raising 
revenue, and in order to do that I will indicate some of the meas- 
ures for which I am willing to vote. 

I am willing to vote for a tax on beer. I am willing to vote for 
axevenue tax on wool. I think that ought to have been put in 
the bill that we passed in 1894. I am willing to vote for a reve- 
nue tax, the very same tax that was incorporated in the act of 
1883, on lumber. I am willing to vote for a tax, a fair revenue 
tax, on teaandon coffee. I am willing, also, toincrease the tax on 
certain species of tobacco, on cigars, manufactured and imported, 
and on cigarettes. I am willing, also, to vote for a revenue duty 
on any agricultural product that is imported from Canada into 
the United States. $ 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I ask the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi what he would e a revenue duty on wool? 

Mr. GEORGE. I should say about 30 or 40 per cent ad valorem. 
I would not be particular about it,however, so it was not pro- 
tective. 

Iam willing, also, to go to the free list and put a tax on statuary. 
Iam willing to put a tax on the fine paintings which are intro- 
duced here, and if there be any other article upon the free list 
which is used generally by the people of this country, not con- 
fined to consumption by the poor alone, I am willing to vote for a 
tax upon it. I will do that upon my own responsibility without 
reference to what action is taken by any other Senator on this 
side of the Chamber. I believe we ought to raise revenue. 

I voted to amend the tax bill from the House in a way which, 
if we had so amended it, I believe we would have had plenty of 
revenue. I believe that if we had substituted the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver for the bill which came from the other House 
there would have been such an advance in the papon and 
business of the country as would have resulted in bringing us an 
increased revenue—sufficient revenue. But as it is certain that 
such a bill can not pass, I will vote to reconsider that, and to take 
it away from the tariff bill, provided only we can get a fair, non- 
partisan, and reasonable revenue measure which will yield suffi- 
cient money to pay the expenses of the Government. I think it 
is our duty to do that. : 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from Mississippi, 
then, join with the Republicans on this side, or as many of them 
as will vote that way, to take up the House tariff bill and see if 
we can not amend it in such a way that we can agree to it and 
pass it? 

Mr. GEORGE. I hesitate to answer in that way for the reason 
that I think there ought to be some understanding before that 
question is mooted as to what is to be done. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to make an inquiry of the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi. He speaks of additional taxes to raise rev- 
enue. I can not comprehend what is the immediate necessity for 
revenue. There is $270,000,000 cash balance in the Treasury, and 
it seems to me what afflicts the country now is a surplus and not 
a want of revenue. With the present deficit going as high as 
thirty to thirty-five million dollars a year, it will take several 
years to draw down the surplus toa healthy amount, I do not 
see any immediate necessity for revenue. The difficulty is that 
we haye impounded our money and we get too much revenue 
into the Treasury. 

Mr. GRAY. It got there by issuing bonds. 

Mr. HAWLEY. By borrowing. 

Mr. STEWART. Stop issuing bonds and then there will be 
enough for two or three years. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ihad assumed that it was the general under- 
standing, both on this side of the Chamber and on the other side, 
that there was a large deficit in the revenues. I am willing to 
make that deficit good along nonpartisan lines, so that there will 
be no necessity to borrow money to pay the appropriations of 
Congress. Ihave said all I desire to say upon that question. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Missis- 
sippi a question. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky will 
suspend. The Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] is entitled to 
the floor. Permission must be asked from him. 

Mr. HILL. Iyield. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Missis- 
sippi if he does not think it would be a simpler line of procedure 
to reduce the appropriations rather than to increase taxation un- 
der existing circumstances? 

Mr. GEORGE. I have been on that line all the time. I always 
thought that when a man got into financial difficulties there were 
but two ways to get out of them—one to reduce expenses and the 
other to increase profits. I do not see any chance to reduce ex- 
penses. On the contrary, as far as I see the tendency is to increase 


them. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Will the Senator from New York yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, it seems to me there will not be 
much trouble for Senators to come together by making just a few 
concessions here and there. I do not profess to speak for anyone 
but myself, but I will state that I will vote for any reasonable 
revenue bill which is designed to raise reyenue to conduct the 
Government, provided it is coupled with the free coinageof silver. 

Senators will recollect that five Senators voted here not long ago 
against taking up the Dingley tariff bill, so called. Those Sena- 
tors have been indorsed almost unanimously by their people on 
that issue. Every one of them will be a delegate to the national 
convention. I myself, for instance, received every vote but five 
in our State convention, with the distinct understanding on the 
part of the delegates, as I read the instructions, that I shall not 
vote for any tariff bill now or hereafter unless it is coupled with 
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the free coi of silver. Now, with this condition confronting 
us here, just t few and trifling differences of opinion among 
Senators around the Chamber, I see no reason why we should not 
go ahead and adjust the tariff bill in accordance with the convic- 
tions of each of us, raise revenue for the Government, and adjourn 
and go home. 

Mr. HILL. The proposition to go home will meet with the 
entire approval of the American people. [Laughter.] In the lan- 

e of a distinguished gentleman from Alabama in the other 
ouse, Where were we at,” Mr. President, when I submitted to 
an interruption in regard to the tariff? 

The side discussion which has been had—and I was very glad to 
pamit it, even to the extent of hearing the views of the Senator 

rom Nevada pi STEWART], who was not so kind to me last 
evening when I wanted to make a few brief observations—has 
illustrated the difficulty which confronts us. The very discussion 
which has been had, the tenders upon each side of votes which 
nobody can control, show the difficulties that are in the way of 
agreeing upon a tariff bill. 

First came the parna I roposition of my rash friend the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], who rushed pellmell into 
the arena with the declaration that he is anxious, earnestly desir- 
ous, of cooperating with the great Republican leader upon the 
other side. I was rebuked the other day by the distinguished 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], whose State stands 
by him as well as the State of Idaho stands by the Senator from 
that State . DuBoIs], because I spoke a few words of commen- 
dation of the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. FREEMAN] 
and I was substantially sought to be read out of the pure o å 
Jacksonian-Calhoun party. 

Here comes my friend the Senator from Mississippi, who ten- 
ders his vote, his voice, and his influence in this Chamber for the 
purpose of enacting a nonpartisan tariff bill, and immediately 
the distinguished Senator from Ohio nibbles at the bait, and he 
welcomes him with open arms. He says, Of course, we want to 
have a tariff bill,” and then he gets into a discussion with my 
friend the Senator from Delaware 52 8 Gray], who rather 
„calls“ him. Then the Senator from Ohio retracts and says, Of 
course, I mean a bill satisfactory to the great Republican House, 
whichmust be largely consulted.” So, immediately, all their non- 

rtisan professions go to the wind, andafter all each stands upon 

is fundamental party principles. 

The Senate as it is at present constituted contains an element, 
a bold, vigorous, I will not say unscrupulous minority of silver 
ree: ready to take a great tariff measure by the throat in 
order to procure the free coinage of silver. They are true to their 
convictions. They seem to think that the free coinage of silver is 
just as important to the great Republic and to the Republican 
party as is the tariff. They are acting consistently from their 
standpoint in taking the ition they do. There are four or five 
of those Senators, and I think upon a muster they could get sey- 
eral more who sympathize with them, but do not have quite the 
courage they have, In the light of all those Senators being sus- 
tained at home, I think in the near future, next December, when 
the next Congress meets, they will rally more upon that side than 
now. This side is divided upon the financial question tosome ex- 
tent. The other side is divided, both sides differing as to what 
should constitute a nonpartisan tariff bill. How is a tariff bill 
to be formed, then? 

Mr. President, the experience of the past is that tariff bills are 
framed by political parties. They are not perfect; necessarily 
they are imperfect; but in the main there has been no such thing 
in the history of this country from an early day as a patriotic 
nonpartisan tariff bill. We are 1 by parties, and we will 
continue to be governed by political parties as time rolls on. 
These proffers of Senators are all right enough for political effect. 
I am sorry the distinguished Senator from Ohio is not here. I 
think I recollect an interview with him after the election last fall, 
when he was flushed with the victory that resulted from the 
efforts of his party. He said, Yes; there must be tariff legisla- 
tion; but I shall insist that in any tariff bill that is enacted by the 
next Congress there shall be a duty upon wool.” 

He knew that the Democratic party had in the main championed 
the idea of free raw materials. He knew that the Democratic 
party were unanimous upon this side of the Chamber in favor of 
free wool. He knew that it was utterly impossible for us toagree 
upon any such tariff, and it was very easy, therefore, for him to 
tender to Democrats upon this side a tariff bill which he knew 
they could not consistently accept. Had they not just passed (I 
do not refer to myself, because my own personal record upon the 
subject is of no special consequence) the Wilson tariff bill after 
great deliberation, putting wool upon the free list? If the party 
was committed to anything upon that subject it was committed 
to that. It could notretreatin less than a year and a half—before 
the experiment had been fully tried. Therefore I do not take 
much stock in these nonpartisan professions of willingness to pre- 
pare and agree upon a nonpartisan bill. 
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No, no, Mr. President; be not deceived. There will be no tariff 


bill passed at this session. If the President calls an extra session, 
there will be no tariff bill passed. Next session there will be no 
tariff bill po; and a year from now there will be no tariff bill 
$ not these very differences of opinion which we have 
ere disclosed prove it? Need I call other witnesses here? I 
might imitate the course pursued once by a distinguished Senator 
when he called Senators as witnesses here and there to give their 
testimony. What kind of a hotchpotch tariff bill would we have 
here if every SE sai up and stated what he wanted? Tariffs 
can not be constructed that way. 

Therefore the point I make is that with the Senate constituted 
as it is, with no pro t of any material changə in the future 
upon this subject, with this Senate divided among Republicans, 
Populists, and Democrats, they also in turn divided—a faction of 
the Republican party divided upon the propriety of passing any 
tariff bill at all unless coupled with the free coinage of silver 
how can any man outside of an insane asylum there is any 
prospect of agreeing upon a tariff bill to produce revenue? Yet 
with that situation staring us in the face, and in the meantime 
with the country pledged to the maintenance and redemption of 
your greenback paper currency, when you have not adequate rev- 
enue, when you can 3 provide means except by bor- 
rowing to redeem the pledges which you have given out to the peo- 

le, you propose to take the Government by the throat and repeal 

e only safeguard there is for the protection of the honor and 
the credit of the Government. 

That is the situation. It can not be disguised. The Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] made a suggestion and said, Coin 
the seigniorage.” If coined it would not last a month, and you 
could not coin it in a whole year. Thecoinage of the seigniorage 
would afford but little relief—a mere trifle. But it is said, Open 
your mints to the free coinage of silver, and there will be money 
enough.” You can not get any money into the Treasury in that 
way. As I said before, some people think there is a bullion fund 
of two or three hundred million dollars, and that all you have to 
do is to coin it and put it right into the Treasury to the credit of 
the Government. It is not true. Sup to-morrow a bill for 


eyes coinage of silver should pass. hat would be the effect 
of i 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from New York allow me to 
ask him a question? 


Mr. HILL. Not now. What would be the effect of it? Every- 
body who has silver bullion would take it to the Treasury and have 
it coined into silver dollars, and take his dollars away with him. 
Where does the Treasury get any benefit? How does that replen- 
ish the Treasury? Some gentleman suggested that it would im- 
prove to some extent the general prosperity of thecountry. That 
maybe. Iwill not discuss that question now. That is an indirect 
benefit. It might, or it might not. Free coinage does not specific- 
ally put any money into the Treasury, and you have to have either 
gold or silver, and you have not enough of either to redeem the 
paper currency. You have to earn it. You have to receive it 
from revenue, and you can not get revenue if you do not have 
taxation. Yet, with this situation confronting us, you propose to 
take the Government by the throat and stop redemption. When 
there is a deadlock here, by men adhering to their convictions, it 
is proposed to refuse to allow the President to borrow the money 
oe age io keep your greenbacks afloat. That is the situation. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from New York allow me? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand the Senator from New York to 
assert with some confidence that there will be no such change in 
the political personnel of the Senate at the next session, even as 
will enable the Senate to pass or agree upon a tax bill. 

Mr. HILL. That is my view. 

Mr. GEORGE. With the acknowledged inability on the part 
of the present Senate and on the part of the next Senate to pass 
any revenue bill to increase our receipts, does the Senator propose 
that we must get in the condition and remain in the condition 
during all the next Congress, two years beyond this, of relying 
upon the act of 1875 as the means of procuring revenue to pay the 


of the Government? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the situation is indeed a grave one. 
If we are running behind at a rate of $30,000,000 for annual ex- 
penses, which is abont the figure, and with the large appropria- 
tions made by this Congress in pending bills in addition, and you 
can not agree upon a tariff measure necessary to produce it, and 
Ithink you can not, notwithstanding the offers and professions 
which have been made here, then Isay, sir, that it is prudent-it is, 
in fact, the height of wisdom—to leave upon the statute book the 
measure which gives you authority to redeem the greenbacks 
which may be presented, and after they are redeemed gives you 
funds with which you can legitimately pay the expenses of the 
Government. In other words, if you can not agree upon a tariff 
bill to get your revenues, shall you stop the Government or shall 


you borrow? It is honorable to borrow, and notwithstanding the 
stabs that have been made at the credit and honor of the Govern- 
ment it can borrow and borrow cheaply even now. Therefore I 
say there are but two courses to pursue. Either provide your 
revenues upon the one hand, or if you are so situated politicall 
that it can not be done, then borrow your money. But I woul 
not strike off from the statute book the only authority you have 
got to 8 your Government afloat. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator from New York allow me a 
question at that point? 

Mr. HILL 


È . Yes. 

Mr. PEFFER. Does the Senator from New York pretend to 
represent the views of the Administration in the remarks he has 
just made? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I supposed that even the Senator 
from Kansas comprehended my position upon this floor. I have 
repeatedly said that I do not assume to represent the present Ad- 
ministration. I sustain that Administration when I think it is 
right; I oppose it when I think itis wrong. I am not identified 
with its interests. Iam not even consulted by it. 

Mr. President, I fail to see the significance of the question 
‘whether I represent the Administration.” Sir, Senators upon 
this side of the Chamber, with whom my personal relations are the 
most pleasant, and I hope they will continue to be, although we 
differ upon this subject, I have seen vote for appropriation after 
appropriation for which I could not conscientiously vote, piling up 
enormous appropriations and pointing to the very fund in the 
Treasury realized from the sale of bonds as the place where they 
are going to get the money to meet the opro pramana. 

Sir, if I represented this Administration, if I were the President 
of the United States, which I suppose, Mr. President, from the 
— outlook, I never will be [laughter], I would tell my party 

iends, ‘‘If you do not give the Treasury some relief I will sto 
paying out the moneys to meet these appropriations.” I woul 
exercise the discretionary power vested in the Chief ate in 
regard to these . for great public works, and I would 
stop them until Congress should provide moneys n for 
them and necessary for redemption also. I would not lel the 
paper currency which was provided by my predecessors in office, 
and for the existence of which I was not responsible, go to pro- 
test. I would take the last dollar in the Treasury—I was almost 

oing to say rightfully or . redeem such currency. 
YT would maintain the honor and credit of the Government at 
hazards, and I should expect the people to sustain me. 

Sir, I misjudge the character and the cour and the firmness 
of the present President of the United States if he does not take 
substantially that position. I believe, sir, that he will insist at all 
hazards, at all risks, at all times, that our paper currency of the 
country shall be redeemed in coin, in something of value, in some- 
thing that labor and wealth will produce; and he will see that 
when we declared away back in 1869 that the Government would 
redeem its paper money in coin such pledge shall be kept. Mr. 
President, I would not sanction the programme of refusing to 
raise adequate revenue, of refusing to strengthen our necessary 
reserve, and then tolerate extravagant appropriations and spend 
them for the benefit of particular localities. I would sop these 
appropriations, as he has a right to do, although undoubtedly, sir, 
reluctant to do it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from New York yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from New York tell me that 
if he were President of the United States he would stand by the 
doctrine expressed by him in his speech at Elmira, N. Y., Decem- 
ber 4, 1892, to pay out silver coin to bring it to a parity, or favor 
the free coinage of silver to bring it there, as he said in that 
speech it would do, and that nothing else would do it but that? 

Mr. HILL. Is that your question? 

Mr. BUTLER. That is the question. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, all the information the Senator has 
upon the silver question he seems to have derived from that Elmira 
speech. I will * say to the Senator 

Mr. BUTLER. I want to say to the Senator from New York 
that it is very good doctrine and I am sorry that the Senator will 
not stand by it. He was acandidate for President then. He said 
a few days ago that the South had declared for Grover Cleveland 
and the free coinage of silver; that they did not get the free coin- 
age of silver, but they got Grover Cleveland. 

Mr. HILL. That is ancient history. 

Mr. BUTLER. It seems if they gotten DAVID BENNETT 
HILL they would not have gotten free coinage. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, a word about that Elmira s 5 
Evy time I rise to speak, or somebody else does, my friend from 
North Carolina grabs that Elmira speech. Did the Senator from 
New York say this?” Did the Senator from New York say 
that?” He absolutely threatened the other day to put that Elmira 


1896. 
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speech in the RECORD. Let me tell my dear, good friend from 

orth Carolina I myself put that Elmira speech in the RECORD a 
year or two ago, and it is there now. 

Mr. BUT . Then you are right on the record. 

Mr. HILL. It will stand. It has nothing inconsistent in it 
with any position that I have taken here to-day. Study it, my 
good friend, and you will understand the silver genon a great 

eal better than you do now. [Laughter on the floor and in the 


Lar pln 
: The PRESIDING OFFICER. There must be order in the gal- 
eries. 

Mr. HILL. Now, Mr. President, here is the situation: Last 
evening when this bill was moved I recognized the fact that prob- 
ably a majority of the Senate desired to pass it, probably at this 
session. I thought it would be unwise to take it up. The moot 
discussion which has been spoken of by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
ee, I presumed would be inaugurated; perhaps nothing 
new could be said upon the subject; and I was going to suggest 
that possibly some arrangement might be made by which a vote 
might be had upon it. But the moment I proceeded to make a 
single suggestion the impetuous Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
Sure ar jumped to the front and would not let me say a single 
word, and I concluded that I would take a course whereby I 
would be enabled to say something, if not last night, at least 


y. 
Now, if the Senate desires to pass this measure, well and good; 
it has the power to do so. We all know the complexion of the 
other body; we all know the views of the President of the United 
States. It can not become a law. I do not think it is a wise 
measure, my Democratic friends, and I speak to you in all candor. 
I do not think it is a good measure on which to go before the peo- 
ple. It actually injures the silver cause. It has nothing to do 
specially with the silver cause. With the free . of silver 
to-morrow secured, as I have explained, you will still have to get 
the money with which to redeem your paper currency, and you 
have got to get that money, not by the coinage of silver, be- 
cause the silver belongs to the men who own the bullion—you 
have got to get that silver or you have got to get that gold from 
taxation, and if you can not agree upon a tariff bill, you have got 
to get it under the law of 1875. 

Now, shall we go to the country upon this e Ama- 
jority of the Democrats upon this side of the Chamber, I regret to 
say, want us to go to the country on a proposition upon which 
we can not get a solitary vote in the Northern States. The old 

- Democratic State of New York, which was Democratic and I hope 
it will be Democratic again, stood by our good friends in the South 
and West in all the fights they made in the past for their rights 
and endeavored to sustain the Democratic cause. We are asked 
now to go to the country with a majority of Democrats sustaining 
such a measure as this to repeal the last ye of legislation left 
with which to sustain the honor and credit of the Government. 
Do zon expect us, with such a measure, to keep up our party in 
the Northern States? Itis clearly unwise legislation. It is fool- 
ish legislation. It is unnecessary legislation. It is a Populist 
measure, and you have espoused it. 

Mr. President, it is the height of folly. It is 1860 and 1861 over 
again. It will surely divide the old Democratic party as it was 
divided in the past. Iam not now in this part of my argument 
‘complaining of y ur advocacy of the free coinage of silver. Itis 
a question which, I have frankly stated over and over again, is a 
matter about which good men may honestly differ, but I do think 
and feel that it is a mistake to plant ourselves upon the issuance 
of an irredeemable paper currency and call ourselves hard-money 
Democrats. No, no, Mr. President, we have enough to contend 
against in the North now, with a tariff bill which cuts down the 
revenues of your Government greater than was ever anticipated. 
We have hard enough work to keep up the old Democratic party 
in the North without having this agra im upon us. It 
makes my friend from Kansas r. PEFFER| smile. Usually, 
with that sober countenance of his, he listens to all we have to 
say, but when I picture the fact that the old Democratic party 
can not stand this strain he even indulges in a smile. Of course 
it suits the Populists. Just such measures suit those who want 
to destroy the Democratic party. 

Now, Mr. President, what good will it do? Why, it is said we 
are making a record. Les, that is true. Weare making a record, 
such asitis. It is a record which will bring dishonor and defeat. 
Our friends would have us pass this bill and go into the fall cam- 
paign in the months of August, September, and October with the 
greenbacks presented at your Treasury repudiated. With sucha 
result we could not carry asingleStatein this Union. Talk about 
previous follies of the party; talk about our tendencies toward 

eenbackism; this would be the worst step ever taken, Mr. Presi- 

ent. The Democratic party can stand a good deal, but it can not 
stand this. We must see to it that when the notes of the Govern- 
ment, for which its honor is pledged, are presented for payment 
they shall be met—metin the coin of the Government; met in hard 
money, and redeemed. That is the Democratic theory. That is 


the true theory of our Government. That is the honest policy, 
It is the only peter we can pursue. 


Mr. BAKE ill the Senator from New York yield to mea 
moment to make a brief statement with reference to the bill? 

Mr. HILL. Les, I yield for a few moments. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, this bill appears to be harmless 
upon its face; but at the present time and under existing circum- 
stances I regard it as one of the most dangerous bills ever pre- 
sented to any ee hn body. 

It is quite evident that on the 4th day of March, 1897, we shall 
have a Republican President, Major McKinley, or some other 
equally good, honored, and trusted Republican. And in order to 
maintain the honor and credit of the country it is essential that 
we have sufficient revenue to pay the current expenses of the Gov- 
ernment. It is admitted by all parties represented in this body 
that the Gorman-Wilson bill does not produce revenues sufficient 
to py, ordinary current expenses; that under such bill there is, 
and will be so long as it remains on the statute book, a deficiency 
of from fifty million to one hundred million of dollars annuall 
in the national revenues. And no method is provided with whi 
to raise money to supply this deficiency. The Senate of the United 
States, by its action at this session, has refused to place upon the 
statute book any law increasing the revenues, although Demo- 
crats, Populists, and Republicans alike admit that we need more 
revenue, 

The Democratic Senators, the Populist Senators, and five silver 
Republican Senators have gone into the RECORD as opposed to 
any tariff legislation. Treya Democrats, six Populist and 
five free-coinage silver men have voted against tariff legislation. 
These Senators combined constitute a large majority of this body 
and dominate all legislation, and that they will continue so to con- 
duc themselves I have no doubt; and if they do, and the Presi- 
dent is shorn of all power to sell bonds to raise money to protect 
the ANE of the nation, then bankruptcy and repudiation are in- 
evitable. 

Under existing conditionsand circumstances this bill, if enacted 
into alaw, will be, in my judgment, the greatest crime of the nine- 
teenth century. The years of sorrow and trouble through which 
we have and are now passing will be nothing in comparison to 
the evils the legislation proposed by this bill will prođuce. 

A government long without revenue can notexist; a free 
will not Ing submit to such condition. Revolution will come, 
peaceably, I hope—forcibly, if nec —to maintain the honesty 
and integrity of the nation. This bill attacks the financial hon- 
esty and integrity of the Government; it foreshadows panic, dis- 
turbance, and repudiation. 

It at once seeks to unsettle the finances of this country and to 
destroy the equality of our circulating medium, composed of gold, 
silver, and paper money, all as as gold, 

We need money to maintain the credit of the nation. -This bill 
seeks to destroy the only method left to maintain the credit of the 
nation. 

That Congress, as now constituted, will not cooperate in raising 
sufficient revenue to pay the expenses of the Government has been 
established by the deliberate act of the Senate; and that it will not 
maintain the present monetary system is apparent by the adyo- 
cacy of the present bill by free-silver Democrats, free-silver Re- 
publicans, and paper-money Populists. 
oa the reasons herein given I shall cast my vote against this 

III. 
Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas a 
question before he closes. Does the Senator from Kansas approve 
of the issue of bonds by the Government under the present 9 
istration? 

Mr. BAKER. I will answer that question in this way: When 
I first came to the Senate of the United States at the present ses- 
sion I would have voted for this measure, because I then was 
under the impression and thoroughly believed that the ub- 
lican party, aided and assisted by a sufficient number of patriotic 
mwen from the other side, would place upon the statute book a rev- 
enue law that would give us the money requisite to pay the cur- 
rent expenses of the Government. When I saw that effort de- 
feated, when I saw the Senator from Colorado and four other 
e joining their forces with the free-silver Democracy 
and refusing to take up any tariff legislation, then I changed my 
mind upon the subject. As I believe that there will be a Repub- 
lican President in 1897, and that we must have revenue in order 
to carry on the hie teats of the Government or else go into shame, 
disgrace, and bankruptcy, I changed my mind, and I am now in 
favor of leaving this little vestige of power where it exists, be- 
cause when that time comes the Democratic party and the ardent 
free-silver men will combine again and hold up this great Gov- 
ernment and say it shall haye no legislation at all. For these 
reasons I am in favor of leaving this little vestige of power right 
where it is now. 4 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas 
one aR 

The P. IDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado will 
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, ag for a moment. The Chair is com d to call attention, 
under the rule, to the order of business. e hour of 2 o'clock 
having arrived, and there being no unfinished business and no 
ial order, under the ninth rule the consideration of the Calen- 

is in order. 
Mr. BUTLER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate shall 
with the consideration of the bill that is now before the 


ate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILSON. I object. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move to take up Senate bill 1341, the bond 
bill, which has been under consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Caro- 
= 19588 that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate 

Mr. HILL. Is it proper to take me off the floor in the midst of 
my speech? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
vig pha it certainly was the duty of the Chair, under the rule, so 

0. 

Mr. HILL. The clock is to blame, not the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No, sir; the clock was right. So 
was the Chair. The a is on agreeing to the motion of the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for the yeas and nays on the motion. 

Mr. WILSON. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). 
the senior Senator from New J eg har 
fer that pair to the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon]. If the 
Senator from Utah were present, he would vote yea.“ I vote 


(13 * 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS], but I trans- 
fer my pair to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] and vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON]. If he were present, 
I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I will 
transfer my p with the Senator from IIlinois [Mr. PALMER] to 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE]. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I announce my 
pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], but I am in- 
formed that he is in favor of this measure, and I therefore exercise 
my discretion and vote. I vote yea.“ 

. PUGH (when his name was called). I havea general pair 
with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoi: Paier 
. IRBY 


Tam paired with 
SMITH], but will trans- 


I transfer to the senior Senator from South Carolina 
and vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GEAR. I transfer my pair to the senior Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and vote “nay.” 

Mr. BRICE. I have a general pair with the junior Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. WotcoTt]. I do not know how he would vote on 
this question. I presume he would vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. TELLER. I will state that my colleague [Mr. WoLcoTT] 
would vote “ yea,” if he were here. 

Mr. BRICE. I am informed that the junior Senator from New 
York [Mr. Murpuy] is not paired, and I will transfer my pair to 
that Senator and vyote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MORGAN. I peed over with the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Quay]. I will transfer that pair to the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. Turpie], who is not in the Chamber, and vote 


ét en. 

Mr. DANIEL (after having voted in the affirmative). I have 
recorded my vote, but inquire if the Senator from Washington 
[Mr. SQUIRE] has voted? š 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then I will withdraw my vote. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Washington voted yea” on 
the former vote. 

Mr. STEWART. He voted ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. DANIEL. Very well; I will let my vote stand. 

Mr. BATE (after having voted in the ahitinative). Is the vote 
of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Brown] recorded? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that his 
name is not recorded. p ; 

Mr. BATE. Then I will withdraw my vote. I am paired with 
that Senator. 
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Mr. BUTLER. I call the attention of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee to the fact that the Senator from Utah [Mr. Brown] voted 
“yea” on the former vote. 

r. BATE. I am informed that the Senator from Utah voted 
„ea.“ I will then let my vote stand. 
The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 
Allen, l, Mitchell, Oreg. Roach, 
Bacon, Dubois, eee Stewart, 
Bate, ‘ASCO, 
Berry, Hans ough, Peffer, Thurston, 
Butler, Jones, Ar Perkins, White. 
m. Kyle Pettigrew, 
Clark, Martin, 
Mills, Pugh, 
NAYS—27. 
Allison, Davis, Hawley, Pla 
FCE 
ice, 8, vy erman, 
Burrows, i ge, W 
Caffery, fient McBride, WAA 
Chandler, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Wilson. 
Cullom, Hale, Morrill, 
NOT VOTING—33. 
Aldrich, Gibso Murph: 
Blackburn, 88 chon Woah 
Blanchard, Gorman, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Brown, tor, Walthall, 
Call, Hoar, uay, Warren, 
Cameron, Irby, Shon Wolcott. 
8 gme Ney. rat 
Jarter, 0 squire, 
„ Mantle. Time, 


So the motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 1341) to 
prohibit the further issuance of interest-bearing bonds without 
the consent of Con 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
will proceed. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, before this pleasant interruption 
which we have had, we were discussing the question as to the 
probability of agreeing upon a patriotic, nonparti tariff bill, 
and I expressed some apprehension that possibly we might not be 
able toagree. The question then occurs, if we shall be unable to 
agree 51 855 any increase of revenue in the immediate future, and 
this bill should become a law, what would be done in regard to 
the redemption of United States notes? Mr. President, use 
for a reply from any friend of this bill who wants to explain the 
situation in which the Government would be, and what course 
would then be pursued. 

Mr. PLATT. I am not a friend of the bill, but does not the Sen- 
ator understand that the object of this bill is to prevent the possi- 
bility of the redemption of United States notes in gold? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Or at all. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the same difficulty will exist of re- 
deeming them in silver. It is nota question of redeeming them 
in . 5 or silver; it is a question of redeeming them at all. 

. PLATT. That is very true. 

Mr. HILL. It is the question where you would get the silver, 
let alone where you would get the gold. The President of the 
United States could not issue silver bonds if this bill should pass, 
Assuming, then, that this bill is to pass Congress and become a. 
law; assuming, as it has been clearly demonstrated, that you are 
to have no change in your revenue system for the next two years, 
which is clearly shown by the attitude of this Senate, what is to 
be done with the Treasury notes when they are presented for 
i ais a 

Mr. EFFER. Will the Senator allow me a question at that 

int? 
P ir HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PEFFER. I submit to the Senator, in case the Secretary 
of the Treasury changes his present policy to one which is strictly 
legal, and proposes to redeem the greenbacks and Treasury notes 
with silver coin, in my judgment that would immediately stop all 
be eg for further redemption. 

r. STEWART. We have $50,000,000 for that purpose. 

Mr. HILL. The $50,000,000, I have already explained, will last 
but a short time. The difficulty with the explanation of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas is that it does not explain. For whom does he 

ak? Does he speak for the holders of greenbacks? 

Mr. PEFFER. No. 

Mr. HILL. I think not. He has heretofore in this Chamber 
disclaimed the idea that he 8 the holders of greenbacks, 
and now is he to step forward and say that they will not be pre- 
sented for redemption? If they are presented, isthe question I put 
to the Senator. The right to present them is an option which 
exists not with the Senator from Kansas; it exists with the owners 
of the greenbacks, and when they present them for redemption 
with your Treasury exhausted, and with neither silver nor gold, 
and no means to provide revenue, pray tell me what kind of a 
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. would then be presented? In what dilemma would the 
vernment then be placed? 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow me to read him a 
statement—— 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask permission to be heard for a moment. 

8 HILL. The Senator from Kansas seems to have the right 
of way. 

Mr. PEFFER. I will yield to the Senator from Ohio in a mo- 
ment, but what I wish to say comes in properly at this point. 

The Senator from New York speaks about discretion and states 
that the discretion in this matter of redemption in one coin or 
the other belongs to the creditor. I insist,in the presence of the 
Senator from New York and in the presence of our history, that 
there is no such discretion allowed, and there never has been any 
such discretion allowed; thatthe discretion is upon tno pert of the 
Government and not upon the part of the holders of these notes. 
If I made a mistake in the use of the words before I beg pardon, 
but what I wish to say is this, that the debtor, when he has several 
different kinds of legal-tender money, has always had in banking 
history, in business history, in Government history, the right to 
determine for himself which he will offer in payment; that he may 
make his own selection and choose the money with which to pay. 
If that policy were adopted and the interests of the Government 
would prevail i of the interests of the speculators and the 

ld gamblers, then this business of redeeming Treasury notes 
in gold would stop immediately, and the country would have no 
further trouble on this subject. 

Mr. SHER. I want to read to the Senator from New York 
a statement in regard to the silver certificates. 

The silver dollars in the Treasury are pledged ifically by 
law for the redemption of the silver certificates. e amount of 
standard silver dollars to-day in the Treasury is $363,590,000; the 
amount of standard silver dollars outstanding and in circulation 
among the people is $348,322,504, leaving only a margin of about 
$15,000,000. Those silver dollars are all pledged for the redem 
tion of silver certificates alone, silver certificates being payable 


Ga ger in silver. 

. TELLER. I should like to t to the Senator from 
Ohio, if he will allow me, that we have bullion to the amount of 
$178,000,000 and more, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Bullion purchased by the Treasury notes, 
which are outstanding. 

Mr. TELLER. We have $55,000,000 of silver bullion, which 
does not represent notes or ne else; and under the system 
of redeeming the notes in gold there is no sense in maintaining 
that silver; but there is $55,000,000 of free silver bullion in the 
Treasury. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, a portion of the statement of the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is avery fairone. All that 
the Government 

Mr. TELLER. I would inguire what is not fair in it? The 
statement is absolutely true. 

Mr. HILL. I was referring tothe statement in reference to the 
seigniorage, so called; I mean that itis fair to this question in- 
volved. I did not mean to accuse the Senator of any unfairness. 
Of course he does not suppose I would. The proposition is this: 
For the p of redemption of any kind we have only, first, 
what we ize from revenue and, second, what we have on hand. 
That is a very clear proposition. From only two sources have we 
any redemption fund. First, what we have on hand, realized 
from revenues and from the sale of bonds, which will in the near 
future be exhausted by appropriations of the Government. No 
one denies that. In the second place, you can realize about $55,- 
000,000 seigniorage, which, when coined, belongs to the Govern- 
ment. That is your apial, and that is ail. en you use the 
seigniorage you have nothing left with which to redeem your Gov- 
ernment obligations when your gold reserve and other moneys 
have been exhausted. Now, the question—and I state it again— 
is not a question of redeeming in gold or silver; it is a question of 
redeeming at all in either metal. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HILL. I will be more kind to the Senator than he was to 
me last evening. Yes; I will yield to him. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, we have in circulation nearly 
$350,000,000 now of silver certificates. 

Mr. HILL. I would suggest to the Senator not to go clear back 
to the A B C of the question. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishall be brief. Those silver certificates re- 
main in circulation and constitute the only good money we have 
out in circulation. 

Mr, HILL. Whatis the amount? 

Mr. STEWART. Nearly $350,000,000 of silver certificates now, 
which, as I say, is the only good money. It does not come back; 
it is not necessary to redeem it; it stays out among the people, 
and does, I think, three-fourths of the entire business of the 
country, 


What would be the condition if we took away the royal preroga- 


tive of the Executive to on the Government by raising rev- 
enue through the issuance of bonds? What would bethe situation? 
That is the question. In the first place, we know very well that 
silver certificates stay out; that they do not come in for redemp- 
tion, because they are redeemable in silver. Greenbacks and 
Treasury notes are also redeemable in silver, and we could con- 
sa them into good money if we redeem in silver according to 

W. 

We have now in the Treasury, I believe, about 5114, 000, 000 of 
gold. We have in the Treasury, which it is the duty of the Sec- 
retary to coin, $55,000,000 worth of silver bullion. That would 
be a pretty good fund to start on and to pay out the silver first. 
The gold we have got there will last as long as the present law 
remains if it be kept there. But that is not all. Those silver 
certificates being such good money that when they come into the 
Treasury they can be converted by the Treasury, they can be 
exchanged for the silver itself, and the Government can take the 
current revenues ad libitum, as they come into the Treasury con- 
stantly, and pay out silver certificates, which are coniing in daily. 
They can be exchanged by the Secretary for silver and the silver 
which is in the Treasury can be used in that way for the redemp- 
tion of Treasury notes and greenbacks. 

The resumption act provides, in the first instance, that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall redeem these greenbacks with any 
money in the Treasury which comes in by var of reyenue and is 
applicable to the redemption of greenbacks. Havingin the Treas- 
ury one hundred and ten or one hundred and fourteen millions of 
gold, having a surplus of $55,000,000 of silver bullion, and $35,- 
000,000 more, making $90,000,000, we have over 8200, 000, 000 of avail- 
able coin for the 3 of outstanding backs and 
Treasury notes. Inasmuch as a large portion of our revenue is 
paid in silver certificates, as they come in they are exchangeable 
at the counter for silver coin, and an abundance of silver coin is 
constantly coming into the Treasury in that way; and so you have 
got an endless chain of supply, an unlimited supply, as the reve- 
nues come in with which to redeem your greenbacks. 

All this act proposes to do is to resume the function of Congress, 
which has been usurped by the Executive, to provide for the cur- 
rent revenues of the Government. How ridiculous the idea that 
it is unusual or prejudicial to the credit of this Government that 
the function provided in the Constitution shall be maintained, 
that the independence of the coordinate branches of the Govern- 
ment shall be observed, that Congress shall provide revenue; and 
the idea that Congress is not as patriotic as the Executive and will 
not attend to it, or that the credit and honor of the Government 
will not be preserved, is absurd. There can be no question about 
the duty of taking from the Executive this power, this dangerous 
power, the exercise of which by Charles I was the principal cause 
of his overthrow. The raising of revenue by the Secretary of the 
Treasury without the sanction of Congress was unheard of ina 
republican form of government until the recent u tion. 

HILL. Mr. President, I always like to listen to my friend 
from Nevada. He seems to believe what he baya, while some of 
those, I think, who argue upon the other side hardly can be 
charged with that. I want to ask my friend from Neva 
tion or two. 

Mr. STEWART. Then I stand up. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator see any reasonable prospect of 
sg Ain revenue legislation? 

. STEWART. At this session of Congress, to increase taxes? 

Mr. HILL. At this or the next session, 

Mr. STEWART. To increase taxes? 


Mr. HILL. Yes. we already h ME 
e air y have a surpius in the g 
tor think, 


a ques- 


Mr. STEWART. 

Mr. HILL. About what time will it be, does the Sena 
before we shall have any revenue legislation? 

Mr. STEWART. We ought to go on for two or three years; 
but if it be necessary, before there is any more revenue legisla- 
tion, with the Fade law we ought to draw out the $150,000,000 


of surplus in the Treas before we put any more in and take it 
away from the people. e Constitution has trusted Congress 
by providing that Congress shall have power over this matter. 


HILL. I did not know but the Senator would be willing 
to fix some date, say two or three years hence, when there will be 
a likelihood of some additional tariff legislation. 

Mr. STEWART. There will not be any necessity to raise more 
revenue during this century under the existing law. It will take 
the balance of the century to draw down the surplus to reasonable 
proportions. That is settled; and I think we can trust the Con- 
gress of the United States in the next century as well as we can 
trust ourselves. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, exactly how the Senator from Ne- 
vada is going to figure, with no increase of revenue for the next 
three or four years, with simply the amount of money we have on 
hand, and with the ordinary present revenues coming in from the 
sources which the Government has, that we are going to survive, 
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I can not see, because the amount of money in your 
be substantially exhausted within the next year. That has already 


been demonstrated over and over again. in mind that if this 
bill passes we can secure no borrowed money. All the money re- 
ceived by the Government must be from revenues; and I say 
within the next year your revenues will be exhausted. 

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator anticipate that the defi- 
ciency during the next year will be $170,000,000? 

Mr. HILL. All the appropriations have not been yet made by 
this Congress, but the deficiency will be very large. I ask the 
Senator within what period does he himself think this fund will 
be exhausted? 

Mr. STEWART. I think it will be about four or five years. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, my friend is very confident; but it 
will be but a very short period, under existing conditions, when, 
if greenbacks are presented, the gold reserve will be drawn down. 
My friend sees no difficulties or Senge to the country in that. 
Be that as it may, the point I am ing is, that while the pres- 
ent deadlock continues, and it is likely to continue for the next 
year or so, and the Treasury funds becomesubstantially exhausted, 
what will you do with the greenbacks which are presented? It is 
not a question of paying in silver. You will not have the silver 
with which to pay, because, as the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] says, all the silver that re can possible procure, aside 
from taxation, is the $55,000,000 of seigniorage in the Treasury. 

Mr. STEWART. Oh no. 

Mr. HILL. What would you have on hand, then? 

Mr. STEWART. Weshould have thesilver certificates coming 
into the Treasury every day. 

Mr. HILL. The silver certificates come in simply as part of 
your revenue that is all. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Precisely. That does not change the situation. 
The silver certificates must be redeemed in something, and the 
bullion in the Treasury, other than the N is mortgaged 
for your silver certificates. It does not really belong to the Gov- 
ernment. In other words, it is an even thing. They both repre- 
sent the same thing. The bullion must meet the silver certificate 
and the silver certificate the bullion. It is not an available fund 
for the Government for purposes of redemption. 

That, Mr. President, is the situation; and there is no Senator 
who will rise in his place and tell us what is to be done if this bill is 
passed when the present redemption moneys are exhausted and 
you have no new revenues coming into the Treasury. 

Mr. PEFFER. [asked the Senator a question amoment ago 
which I have no doubt he overlooked in the tumult we had here— 
whether or not in his opinion. if the Secretaryof the Treasury should 
exercise his lawful discretion and say to the people, We will re- 
deem your greenbacks in silver when we have more silver than 
we have gold”—if the Secretary of the Treasury would exercise 
that discretion, if he were to pursue that course, does the Senator 
believe that there would be any drain upon the Treasury? 

Mr. HILL. The difficulty is not as to the question of redemp- 
tion in gold or silver; the difficulty is that when the Government 
is constantly running behind it becomes a mere question of time 
when all the redemption funds will be exhausted. 


Mr. PEFFER. The Senator either does not get my meaning or 
else he is evading an answer. I do not know which, The Senator 
himself can tell. 


Iput this proposition first, that the Secretary of the Treasury 
has the lawful discretion to redeem greenbacks and Treasury 
notes in silver whenever he wishes to do so in the interest of the 
Government. Now,I put the question directly to the Senator 
whether, in his opinion, if the Secretary were to pursue that pol- 


and pro to redeem these Government notes in silver, 
would not that course immediately have the effect to stop all runs 
upon the Tre ? If the Senator answers that question “Yea,” 


then I ask whether or not the revenues which are now being 
received from year to year would not be sufficient for the next 
four or five years, at any rate, without a change of the tariff law? 

Mr. HILL. The mere fact that the Secretary of the Treasury 
would announce that he was going to pay the greenbacks in silver 
would not affect the question one way or another. It is a ques- 
tion of funds, and not a question as to what particular coinage he 
shall pay in. 2 
Mr. PEFFER. But, again, if this policy is pursued the green- 
backs and the Treasury notes—— 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me to put to him a question? 

Mr. PEFFER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HILL. About how much are we annually running behind 
now? 2 7 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not think we are running behind now. I 
think we are catching up, to use a schoolboy’s expression —that 
our deficits from year to year are less than they have been in the 
past two or three years. 

Mr. HILL. I will commend that statement to my friends on 
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this side of the Chamber, who would be very glad to have that 
statement established as a fact. I have heard it disputed upon 
the other side. 

Mr. PEFFER. The best authority in the world that we can 
have is the President of the United States, who has told us sev- 
eral times within the last year that it is not a question of revenue 
with the Treasury. The guage in one of his m 85 
remember correctly, was this, that we have a comfortable sur- 
plus of some sixty-three millions on hand, but it is not gold, and 
the difficulty is as to gold. The President wants to pay green- 
backs in gold. 

Mr. HILL. The difficulty will not be with payments in gold 
or silver in the future. It is a question whether we shall have 
any at et fund of either gold or silver. So long as we are 
running behind our ordinary expenses at the rate of $30,000,000 
a year, and with appropriations that are being made here in ex- 
cess of our revenues far beyond that sum, if we do not have more 
revenue it is a question of bankruptcy in the end, unless the Pres- 
ident calls a halt and refuses to recognize these large appropria- 
tions as available at present. 

Mr. PEFFER. Again, if the Senator from New York will allow 
me, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has repeatedly ex- 
pressed the idea that the Secretary of the Treasury has the power, 
and has frequently exercised the power, and is doing it now, an 
some of his subordinates are doing the same thing, of refusing to 
make contracts where there is not sufficient revenue in the Treas- 
ury or in procos of coming in with which to pay the indebtedness 
that would be incurred thereby. 

Mr. HILL, Iam very glad my friend has spoken about that. 
This, then, is his expectation, that if there is no new tariff legis- 
lation, if the revenue law does not produce more than it seems 
likely to produce now, and if there are no new receipts coming 
into the ury, the public works are to be nded. That is 
the way you are going to get money with which to redeem your 
paper currency. at does it; that solves the difficulty, it is true. 

that the spectacle to which we are invited? Is that the feast to 
which we are asked to sit down? Is that the way this Government 
is to be continued, by cutting off the expenditures on account of 
3 which have been made? 

f course that is a remedy. All the President has to do is to 
stop all the works, to stop every appropriation, to absolutely dis- 
pense with them, although Congress solemnly voted these 
moneys. What will the Senator's constituents say to that course? 
That may be the only course left for the Administration of this 
Government to pursue. That, Mr. President, of course can be 
done, and all these appropriations cut off. Then of course you 
will have moneys with which to redeem; but who expects to do 
that, Mr. President? 

Mr. PEFFER. That would be better than selling bonds. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, it is not better than selling bonds. 
There is not a dollar of your bond money wasted. If there are 
public works to be constructed, and you have not got the revenue 
with which to construct them, you must borrow the money. Of 
course you must pay some interest upon if. You can not issue 
your irredeemable Treasury notes, as the Senator voted to do the 
other day. Of course it is an easy way when you want money to 
simply issue Treasury notes. That proposition was voted for by 
several Senators the other day, as though that was a remedy, as 
though those notes did not represent a debt, as though they had 
not to be met at some time in the future and be redeemed. 

No, no, Mr. President; the stoppage of all the public works in 
this country will give you adequate moneys to redeem when the 
source of revenue from bonds shall be cut off. But is that the 
kind of administration you want? No, Mr. President. An Ad- 
ministration that would voluntarily follow that course must be 
driven from power. 

Now, I appeal to my Democratic friends to observe what the 
Senator from Kansas, one of the leaders of the Populist party on 
this floor, wants us to do. He wants to crowd the Democratic 
party into the condition of cutting off the possibility of raising 
money by the issuance of bonds, and cutting off the revenues. 
Then he wants to stop the ky aro works of the country. What 
show would we then stand against the Populist party or any 
other party in the Government? And yet some Democrats seem 
bent upon following just such a course as that, and think they 
are going to preserve and strengthen the Democratic party. It is 
folly. Itis madness. It is political suicide. 

Mr. PEFFER. If the Senator will allow me, he undertakes to 
state my view, and I have no object in view—— 

Mr. HILL. You have undoubtedly some patriotic policy in 
view. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator is in the habit of coming in be- 
tween my sentences at such a point as to make them ridiculous. 

Mr. HILL. I do not know anybody more to blame for that 
than the Senator himself. [Laughter. 

Mr. PEFFER. If the Senator will allow me for a moment, he 
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assumes that my object is to destroy the Democratic party by dis- | [Mr. STEWART], who seems to think he is in league with this side 
honorable means. I do not want to destroy the Democratic party | of the Chamber, and he has actually taken a seat here on the 


by such means. 
Mr. HILL. I do not accuse the Senator of using dishonorable 


means. 

Mr. PEFFER. I do desire to destroy the Democratic party, and 
I also desire to destroy the Republican party, but I want it to be 
done on high grounds, honorable grounds, I want a popio 
themselves to take care of this ung. The old parties will in a 
very short time disintegrate. The Democratic party now is dis- 
heh aia on the money question. It is simply a question of 

e 


If the Senators who are saprana in this matter by the distin- 
guished Senator from New York and their friends would take the 
course laid down and advised by the Populist party, it would even- 
tually redeem both the Democratic party and the Republican 
party and bring all the goyerning forces of the country back to 
where the fathers used them. 

Mr. HILL. And then the millennium will come. [Laughter.] 
No, no, Mr. President, I do not accuse the Senator of endeavoring 
to destroy the Democratic party by any dishonorable means on 
his part; not at all. But he is not doing all this for fun. He has 
not that intense desire to serve the public that he wants us to be- 
lieve. He is a shrewd Kansas politician, and a good one at that, 
and he thinks he can drive the Democratic party into a false and 
Wrong ponton, that is all, and he is trying to do that; and there- 
fore day after day he is speaking against bonds, bonds, bonds, and 
not a word about preserving the honor of the Government. 

Not a word about insufficient revenue; not a word about the 
difficulties that confront this Administration. He asserts that 
this Administration is dishonoring the Government by its course, 
ruining the people, overtaxing them. Then hesays that we will 
not agree ye any revenue bill; we will prevent the issue of 
bonds, and then if you can not run the Government successfully, 
why, stop all your public works”; and then he expects us to 
appeal to the people for support. That is a fine scheme mapped 
out by the Populist Senators. Democratic Senators seem to be 
following in their lead and apparently expect to be sustained by 
the Democratic party. No, Mr. President, an unwise policy is 
sought to be pursued here by those who seg Seay this measure. 

The other day the argument was made that it was wrong for 
the President to use the proceeds of the bond sales—that is, the 
redeemed greenbacks—to pay the current expenses of the Govern- 
ment. After you have used up the $50,000,000 seigniorage coined 
what would you do then to pay me expenses of your Government? 
There is no answer to that. ere can not be any answer to it. 
I have suggested a way by which gentleman, if they want to, can 
stop the use, directly or indirectly, of any of the proceeds of the 
sales of bonds to pay the current expenses of the Government; 
and yet you will not adopt that course. You want to keep these 
greenbacks afloat. You want them issued and reissued. You 
want an irredeemable paper currency. 

I suggested an amendment providing further that upon the re- 
demption of any United States notes the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall not reissue the same. That settles it. If you object 
to the President using directly or indirectly the proc of bonds 
with which to pay the current ordinary expenses of the Goy- 
ernment, then amend this bill by stopping the reissue of green- 
backs, and that settles the question. No, no, Mr. President, 
they want the greenbacks to be reissued. Under existing law 
they compel the President to reissue them, and then they cut off 
the only means, except a limited and insufficient revenue, that he 
has to properly redeem them. The free coinage of silver does not 
settle this question of redemption at all, as I “have repeatedly ex- 
plained. It willnotfill the coffers of the Treasury. It will simply 
enable the owners of silver bullion to take the bullion to the 
Treasury and get money therefor. It does not help the Govern- 
ment one penny. You can coin your seigniorage, and that is all. 

Mr. President, as I have said before, there is not any prospect 
of tariff legislation being enacted—none whatever—now or in the 
near future. The same combination that prevents it or the same 
influences that have prevented it in the past will prevent it in the 
future. Therefore we must meet this question and meet it 

uarely. This is simply a scheme whereby the President of the 

nited States shall be e from redeeming greenbacks as 
they are presented. at is all there is of it. It is repudiation, 
pure and simple and undisguised. It can not be evaded. Of 
course if you had revenues and plenty of them, then it could be 
done; but when your revenues are exhausted, your money on 
hand is exhausted, and you can not borrow money, your green- 


backs must go unredeemed. 

From% party point of view I object to this course. I do not 
wish to detain the Senate after I have expressed my views fully 
upon this question. If the Senate wants to pass the bill, it has a 
right to pass it, and I would not have objected last evening to a 
vote being had after I had made afew remarks if I had not been 
suddenly cut off by my impetuous friend the Senator from Nevada 


Democratic side. My Populist friend the Senator from Nebraska 
Mr. ALLEN] announ that this is a Populist measure. My 
riend from Colorado is over here getting Democratic votes to sus- 

tain a Populist measure, 

Mr. PEFFER., We always have pickets in a fight. 

Mr. HILL. They are trying to pick off the Democrats in the 
fight. That is the business of the Populists. I do not blame them 
for being over here trying to disorganize our party, trying to make 
them follow false gods and false teachers, but I object to Demo- 
crats going off and following these men, crazy as they are u 
the subject of finance. A man may sincerely believe in the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver and not believe in this bill. He 
is not obliged to believe in the pending bill. The most earnest 
friends of silver can consistently oppose the bill. A sincere friend 
of silver can well say, These obligations of the Government must 
be redeemed in something.” 

If the revenues are insufficient and there is no prospect of tariff 
legislation, why forbid the President from borrowing? What 
will be the t? He can well say from his standpoint that at 
every opportunity he-will vote for the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver. That is a different thing. That relates to establishin 
a new system of finances for the country. That affects the vol- 
ume of money. That affects our general business relations. It 
may directly or indirectly aid business. That may be true. Iam 
not now going to discuss the silver question proper. But free 
coinage will not bring you revenues with which to take care of 
this large volume of paper currency which is afloat. 

As I said at the outset, there are those who think that paper 
money should not beredeemed. There are those who op any 
specie resumption in 1875. There are those who think that bonds 
are an invention of Wall street. There are those who think that 
all the money in the country is owned by Wall street instead of 
by the people. It is useless to address argument to such men. 
But this bill presents an entirely different question from the gold 
and silver question proper. It is a question of paper money. It 
is a question of taking care of that paper money. It is a ques- 
tion of keeping the paper money ata parity with your gold and 
your silver. You must always keep a fund sufficient to redeem 
those notes whenever they are presented, and when you cut off 
these sources of redemption it is repudiation, unless at any time 
when a man presents one of these notes you are prepared to give 
him coin in place of it. That is the true position; that is the 
right position; that isthe correct position; that is the true Demo- 
cratic doctrine. 

I have detained the Senate longer than I expected upon this 
question. If Senators think this is a proper bill, they will exer- 
cise their own . in voting for it. I wash my hands of the 
whole business. I think it was unwise to inject it at this session. 
1 think it was unwise for the Democrats to support it in view of 
the present delicate situation of the party upon the financial 
question. I have avoided as far as I could any discussion of the 
gold-and-silver question proper, which Isay is not involved in this 
matter. We have difficulties enough to contend with without 
adding this. 

Mr. President, let it once be understood that the party to which 
we belong is attempting to cripple the business of the country by 
not maintaining a sufficient fund with which to redeem the paper 
currency, and there is an end to our prospect of success. We may 
as well count the days until we shall retire permanently from 
power. Sir, all my ambitions and all my hopes are involved in 
the success of that party to whose support I have given the best 
days of my life. It is said I represent in part a great financial 
center of the 8 I beg to remind my Democratic friends 
that the city of New York but once in its recent history has given 
a Republican majority, and that was upon a local issue. In the 
days of our distress, when other localities disappointed our e 
tations, the great stronghold of Democracy has been the city of 
New York. It has saved the country by its immense majorities 
on many an occasion. Thousands and thousands of business men, 
its bankers and its merchants, have maintained their fidelity to 
the Democratic cause. They differ with you upon the details of 
the financial question, but they are loath to believe that you are 
in favor of irredeemable money. Do not attempt to convince them 
that they are wrong. 

Mr. President, we can not maintain our party in the North—in 
the Middle or Eastern States—upon any such theory. Let it be 
understood that we shall provide ample funds at all times with 
which to redeem our paper currency, and then we will solve the 
gold and silver question satisfactorily thereafter, and we can main- 
tain the grand old Democratic party, which in the history of the 
country done so much for its glory and its honor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, we should consider this ques- 
tion as if we were the only legislative body, the supreme and final 
authority, in the United States. It is altogether wrong and quite 
useless to be thinking of some cooperative body or of some executive 
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officer who shall remedy the we do. Weare responsible, 
and shall be held to be responsible. We shall deserve just as 
anoh 5 glory or of infamy as if we alone had passed and executed 
such a law. 

Now, what is this great deliberative body, which has managed 
to keep the respect of the country for a hundred years, about to 
do by the coming vote? What is the situation? is is the bill: 

That the issuance of interest-bearing bonds of the United States for any 
5 whatever without further authority of Congress is hereby pro- 

It is a short, absolute, sweeping, thorough bill. What are the 
obvious facts, that need not dwelt upon? Everybody, every 
intelligent boy, knows that the revenue is largely insufficient, and 
that it has been for some years. In the next place, the Senate re- 
fuses even to consider a reyenue bill. I am disregarding party 
lines. I am talking about the Senate and not the Democratic 
party or the Populist party or the Republican party. The Senate 

to consider even for a moment a revenue bill. 

In the third place, the Senate is about to forbid the Government 
from borrowing money for any purpose whatever. Does anybody 
need to be told what these things mean? Now, the Senate, I say, 
can not avoid the responsibility which will remain upon us; and, 
in my judgment, if we carry this bill through, whether it becomes 
a law or not, it will be one of the foul spots—the foul spot, the 
only foul spot, I may say—on the record of this great body, that in 
the opinion of the Senate it is for the good of the country that the 
bill become a law. 

I positively, with allr + for my honored colleagues, can not 
believe that that is the belief of the Senate. It is horrible; it 
is altogether impossible. I would resent the charge if I were on 
the other side of the globe and heard somebody say the Senate was 
about todo such athing. We might just as well say that we will 
not pay bonds as to say we will not issue bonds; for we can not 
redeem existing bonds; we can not pay them without issuing 
others, for our revenue is deficient. 

Now, Mr. President, this is pace ene nobody has shown 
it better than has the distinguished Senator from New York [Mr. 
HILLI- this is e this is anarchy; it would be infamy. 

I have nothing to add, desiring only to place on record my total 
and earnest oa SE of the measure. 

Mr. MILLS. . President, I have listened to-day to two of 
the most extraordinary addresses I have ever heard in my life. I 
have heard a three hours’ argument made by the Senator from 
New York [Mr. HILL] to the effect that it is the duty of the Gov- 
ernment to borrow money to carry on its ordinary expenditures. 
I have heard a plea from him and an impassioned exhortation by 


the Senator from Connecticut 7. HAWLEY] denouncing the 
effort to take out of the hands of one man in this coun e SA 
Ə gr 


traordinary power to enslave its whole population, that 
of foreign and domestic money changers may be satisfi 

It has been seriously maintained in this body that the American 
people are incapable of sending representatives to their Legislature 
who will have the integrity and the capacity and the patriotism 
to levy taxation to obtain revenue to carry on the Government. 
It is assumed and gravely assumed by the distinguished Senator 
from New York that the present Congress, the Congress to come 
and the one to come after that, and all the other Congresses, 
suppose, will pass no law for the raising of revenue by taxation 
to meet the current expenses of the Government, and it is argued 
that this extraordinary power must remain upon the statute book, 
allowing the Secretary of the Treasury to sell a thousand or two 
thousand millions of bonds, or three or five thousand million dol- 
lars of bonds, the limit only to be defined by the measure of the 
greed of those who wish to have investments in the blood and 
sweat of the American people. 

Mr. President, if such a scheme had been proposed a hundred 
years ago to our fathers, they would have denounced it in the Sen- 
ate of the United States. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Texas allow me? 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 4 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator think that the present Congress is 
likely to agree upon some revenue bill? 

Mr. LS. It does not make any difference about what the 

t Congress is going todo. If the present Congress does not 

its duty to the people of the United States, the people are still 

sovereign and every element of their power is unwasted, and they 
will send to Congress those who will do it. : 

Mr. President, when the Constitution was formed it placed the 
power in the Congress to lay and collect revenues for what pur- 
pose? To pay the debts, to provide for the common defense and 
general wetara of the Union. One of the grandest of all the 
statesmen this country ever produced said he would make but one 
amendment after the Constitution was formed, and that was to 
take from the Government of the United States altogether the 
poner to borrow money. Why is it that the Senator from New 

ork and the Senator from Connecticut do not help us to lay and 
collect some duties, some excises, in order to pay the debts and 


gono for the common defense and general welfare of the United 

tates? Why do they not support propositions to raise revenue 
by taxation to carry on the Government, and why have both of 
them and the forces behind them op at all times all efforts 
to lay just and equitable duties and excises upon the property- 
owning oe of the United States to help to support the burdens 
of this Government? 

The Senator from New York has been a conspicuous advocate 
and defender of the moneyed interests of this country. He refused 
to vote for the tariff bill which is now upon the statute books. He 
would not vote for an income tax. The Senator from Connectiout 
would not vote for an income tax. He would not vote to put an 
internal-revenue tax on manufactured articles which brought in 
a hundred and thirty-odd million dollars a year during the last 
3 of the war and just after it was over; but it was swept away. 

t was said that it was an inquisitorial tax, because it struck tlie 
wealth of this country. I will vote with him to day and every 
day that I stay here, and I will vote with the Senator from Con- 
necticut every day to put a direct tax on these protected manu- 
factures and take a part of the protected price from those goods 
and put it into the public Treasury. But I will not get any sup- 
port from the Senator from Connecticut, nor will I get the vote 
of my distinguished friend the Senator from New York. They 
will not vote for any tax on wealth. They will pile the tax to ex- 
haustion on consumption, which falls on the poor people of this 
country, which falls by indirection, so that they do not see it 
when it comes. They only know there are hard times. They only 
know there is a want of employment for labor. They can not see 
how the blow is coming, but it comes because this is the only 
Government on earth which excuses all wealth from taxation 
and puts the whole burden upon the backs and shoulders of the 
Bs propia of the 3 

Mr. I understood the Senator from Texas to say that I 
would not second his efforts to pass a proper revenue bill. Ithink 
that is the charge, is it not? 

Mr. MILLS. Let the Senator make his charge. 

Mr. HILL. Is not that it in substance? 

Mr. MILLS. Let the Senator make his charge, whatever it is, 
and I will answer it. 

Mr. HILL. I am asking if that is not the charge. 

Mr. MILLS. I do not know what the charge is. Let the Sen- 
ator himself make it. 

Mr. HILL. I suggest to the Senator whether in his patriotism 
he would be willing to vote for a duty on wool, as the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] said he would? 

Mr. MILLS. I do not want to vote for a duty on wool, and I 
do not want to vote for a duty on woolen goods. 

Mr. HILL. That shows the difficulty there is in agreeing upon 
our own side. 

Mr. MILLS. No, the Senator is not talking about me. He is 
talking about the Senator from Mississippi. He is avoiding the 
issue, 

Mr. HILL. Iam simply showing the difficulty of agreeing 
upon a tariff bill and the unlikelihood of any bill being passed at 
this session or the next session of Congress. 

Mr. MILLS. Very well. There is just as much difference be- 
tween the Senator from New York and the Senator from Missis- 
sippi as there is between him and myself. We differ about those 
oe The Senator from Mississippi feels that wool ought to be 
taxed. I do not, and I have my reasons for it. I know very well 
that if you put a tax on wool, you have to put what is called 
a compensatory duty on woolen goods; and I know the whole of it 
goes to the manufacturer and that the woolgrower does not get 
a cent of it, and he never has. 

The Senator from Mississippi perhaps does not think so. He has 
not investigated the question as much as Ihave. It does not occur 
to him that if we put a tax on wool we have to raise woolen goods 
in the same proportion. If you do not do it, and permit wool to 
come in untaxed and woolen goods to come in untaxed, you destroy 
all the woolen manufactures in this country, and our wool will 
have to be exported to a foreign market to be manufactured, and 
instead of having the advantage over the foreign woolgrower that 
he has to pay the cost of transportation to the United States in 
order to compete with us, we shall have to pay the cost of trans- 
portation to the foreign market to compete with him there. 

Mr. GRAY. It all falls on the consumer. 

Mr. MILLS. I do not want to be drawn off to these side ques- 
tions. 

All this most remarkable Pipes) all this most revolutionary and 
un-American plea, for bond sales are based upon the assumed 
proposition that you can not pay the Treasury notes of the United 
States in anything but gold, notwithstanding they are made paya- 
ble in coin by the declaration of law. It is said if we pay in sil- 


ver the silver will soon be exhausted. We have had day by day 
for months, for a year, a surplus of some twenty-five or thirty 
million standard silver dollars in the Treasury, over and above 
all the outstanding silver certificates, which may be applied in the 
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redemption of these notes; and, as I said once before, $1,000,000 is 
enough. 
Do you sup 


pose, Mr. President, or does any other sensible man 
suppose, that the holders of the greenback notes will present them 
for redemption in silver? The greenback is every bit as good in 
the whole circulation of this country as the silver dollar. What 
object could there be in the exchange? There would be an object 
in asking for gold. Paper is more convenient than silver. and that 
is one of the frst requisites of circulation. Nobody will come to 
the Treasury to exchange a Treas note, which a man can put 
in his yest pocket, for a thousand dollars in silver that he will 
have to hire a conveyance to tr rt. No,sir; that is notin the 
play. What he wants is gold, and he wants the gold because the 
Government has not got it. He wants the gold because he can 
compel the Government to sell him bonds. He wants the gold 
because if he can get the Government to agree that he be 
paid in gold alone he can compel the Government to pay him in- 
terest,and hecan secure a profitable investment for his idle money; 
and for large capital there is no such investment as the bonds of 
an honest government, a rich government, and a powerful and 
prosperous people like ours. 

Mr. President, does it not seem a most absurd contention on 
the part of the Senator from New York and those who — 15 with 
him that these notes must be redeemed in gold and gold alone, 
and the power to sell bonds for gold shall remain upon the statute 
books in order to provide the country with revenue for its current 
administration, when it has been denounced to us by high au- 
thority as an endless chain; that it takes the gold out of the 
ERORE that it puts back the gold again when the bonds are 
sold, and the endless chain puts out the gold again, and day by 
day and month by month and year by year this monumental pile 
is 1 upon the shoulders of the American people and upon 
their children, born and unborn, in order to constitute an invest- 
ment to the bondholders, foreign and domestic? It does not serve 
the purpose for which it is contended here. The President has 
said to us that he does not need any money for current expendi- 
tures. He has said that he had a comfortable surplus. I do not 
agree with him. I agree that money is needed. At one time it 
seemed as if the deficit was falling away and that we would come 
to a par between nditures and receipts by the 30th of June, 
1895. But that has been dissipated, and we do need more revenue 
to meet the current expenditures of the Government. If this 
Congress does not afford it the next one will. The people will 
spont, and speak so as to be heard, and speak so as to be obeyed. 

they do not, then all of our theories about the capacity of the 
people for self-government will have been exploded, when they 

it their Government to fall because it has not energy enough 
in its legislative branch and has not power and virtue enough in 
the constituency to send men to Congress who will make the 
proper levies of taxation and appropriation to run the Govern- 


ment. : 

But, Mr. President, it is a strange sort of contention for a Demo- 
crat on this floor to become the enthusiastic advocate of bonds, 
I was prepared to see the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] 
get up and denounce as eee the effort to repeal this most 
extraordinary war power placed upon our statute books, that gives 
to one man the power at his pleasure to enslave the whole nation, 
because by the sale of bonds for thirty years, as he has been do- 
ing, he can sell a thousand million or ten thousand million dol- 
lars’ worth; and there would be a cry of repudiation, indeed, if 


the people could not pay the interest and pay the principal of 
that debt. But the Democratic people who ori 4 ated the party to 
which the Senator from New Vork and myself belong nearly 


in this century to teach to their children and to teach to the people 
of the United States the great evil of a bonded debt. They have 
told us that one generation has no right or power to bind another; 
that each generation comes upon the earth and is entitled to its 
enjoyment as long as it lasts, but that it must leave the earth to 
its successors unencumbered. 

They have told us of the facility and warned us the evil 
of increasing the bonded indebtedness. The bonded indebtedness 
of this country in the earlier stages of the Republic was paid rap- 
idly. The bonds ran for only short periods, and it was made the 
duty of the legislature to lay and impose a tax consecrated to the 
extinguishment of that debt within a reasonable time and eman- 
cipate the American people. But,strange to say, when one cen- 
tury has gone, we see rising in the Senate of the United States a 
great leader of the Democratic party, who tells us it is one of the 
main features of the Democracy that we must obtain the mone 
to support the current Administration of the Government by sell- 
ing interest-bearing bonds, and argues to say that we can not pass 
a tariff-tax measure; that we can not pass an internal-revenue-tax 
measure; that we can not any measure of taxation that raises 
revenue of any kind at all; that we are utterly incapable; and as- 
suming that as a fact, he labors for three mortal hours to 8 
upon the Senate of the United States the importance of selli g 
bonds to meet the current Administration of the Government an: 
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continue to doit. If we should adopt that policy, the fool killer 

ought to be turned loose on the Senate; we are unworthy of the 

ition we occupy here; we are unworthy to be called Senators 

y a free American people; and the American people will not be 

long in discovering that we are unworthy to hold the position to 
which they have accredited us. 

I am not to be alarmed, Mr. President, by the denunciations of 
the Senator that this is Populist doctrine. This was the doctrine 
of the Democratic party before the Populist party was in the egg- 
shell, before it was ever dreamed of. It was advocated by Demo- 
crats eighty years ago—sixty, fifty, forty, thirty, twenty years ago; 
and it has come down to us as good American doctrine, the doc- 
trine of the people. I am not to be driven away from the cardinal 
doctrines of free government and just government by the charac- 
terization of the Senator from New York that I am following the 
leadership of the 3 The Populist 1 I do not think 
are entirely beyond hope of recovery. They do some things 
and they advocate some things, and many things, to which I dis- 
agree, but they do occasionally fall in line with some good old- 
fashioned Democratic doctrine, and whenever they do I am willing 
to meet them and to share with them the honors of ing into 
effect the Democratic policies of our fathers. The Populist people 
do not believe in irredeemable national-bank notes; they do not 
believe in a currency issued by corporations for the benefit of cor- 
porations; they do not believe in giving to corporations the pare 
to contract and expand the currency. They sat at the feet of 
Democracy and learned in those lessons the doctrine of the fathers 
of Democracy. It was the doctrine of Andrew Jackson, and it 
was the doctrine before Andrew Jackson. Yet, with all the strong 
denunciation and the long denunciation of irredeemable paper 
money by the Senator from New York, he confined himself to 
Treasury notes and never once spoke about the irredeemability of 
national-bank circulation. Is not that as irredeemable as the 
Treasury notes? It is redeemable by law in the Treasury note, 
and if the Treasury note is irredeemable, the bank note that is 
redeemable in an irredeemable note must be irredeemable, too. 

Yet the Senator did not give us the benefit of his opinion upon 
the subject of national- notes. The Senator wants a monu- 
mental national debt. He wants it as a pedestal, as a foundation, 
upon which to erect a mammoth and monumental system of na- 
tional banking in this country and turn the whole circulation of 
the country into the hands of corporations with the power to con- 
tract and expand as much as they please and when they Tyrer 
and they always will please whenever it is to the interest of their 
pockets either to expand or contract, to apana and put prices u 
and contract and tear them down, and sell out the country an 
pocket the profits of the transaction. Yet there is no condemna- 
tion of that. He was as “gentle as any sucking dove” when he 
was talking about irredeemable paper money. 

Now, the great value of the Treasury note is that the Power to 
contract and expand is in grasp of the representatives of the peo- 
ple. It is a power that can not be exerted without the repre- 
sentative feeling the strong cord of responsibility that ties him back 
to his constituency, He has gotto be called to account for his ac- 
tionin that t. Butthenational bank corporationsare respon- 
sible to nobody but to the stockholders, They want to drive the 
silver out of circulation; they want to drive the greenbacks out of 
circulation; and then mey will occupy the whole tield with gold 
as the only basis. But tell me when in the history of this country 
the banks did not drive the gold out too? When, in the history of 
this country, since banks have been created with a power to con- 
tract and expand the currency at their will, did it not drive both 
metals out of circulation and give the people wildcat currency 
worth 10, 15, 20,30 cents, sometimes nothing, in the dollar? Prices 
go away yonder and then they commence contracting. Theyhold 
their annual association. They agree about what they are going 
todo. They understand their business thoroughly. It isa very 
intelligent corps of people. They do not 5 upon that ques- 
tion because they know that they are very erable upon it, and 
they direct all their shots on the credit of the country, . g 
for the maintenance of the national credit; demanding bonds in 
order to keep up the credit of the country. 

Suppose you carry on the business of selling bonds until you 
can not pay what you owe; you can not pay your principal, and 
your bonds to protest. Your people are too poor because the 
ve wealth of 3 2 We from 9 Pog- a 

ar rests upon not a do upon perso: property, not 
a dollar upon railroad and bank Stocka: and all those things, in 
order to support an Administration that requires from five to six 
hundred million dollars a year. It all falls upon consumption, on 
food, onraiment,on shelter. This whole burden fallson thestrong 
arm of thelaborer, the mechanic, the cabinetmaker, the blacksmith, 
and the farmer at his plow. 

It is a very easy thing to get up in the Senate of the United 
States and talk in great, round, eloquent numbers about public 
credit while you are enslaving the people. What is all this ag- 
gregation of wealth in the Bast, from whence the Senator from 
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Connecticut comes, who denounces our action here as repudiation? 
His face was almost swollen with rage while he denounced the 
effort to emancipate ourselves from this most extraordinary power 
as an act of repudiation. How is it that that is the money-lending 
section of the country? Isit as rich as your delta of the Missis- 
sippi? Is it as rich as your fertile lands in Alabama? Texas raises 
about one-third of the cotton of the whole United States and one- 
fourth of the whole world, and yet with all of these advantages 
she can not accumulate wealth; but New England, New York, 
the great manufacturing centers, are the money-lending and the 
banking sections of the conntry; 

They have got the money. It isthrough a it is by the 
infamous system of taxation that excuses the wealth and prop- 
erty ofthe country and putsall the burden upon labor, that destroys 
our markets and grants them a monopoly to sell at exorbitant 
prices. How sickened we are occasionally when we see an ac- 
count in our newspapers of some American girl being sent to 
Europe to be sold for a title, despising the institutions of the 
country where she was reared, sap waged the people from whose 
pockets she has been enriched, so that she becomes an object of 
sale, her father and mother exposing her to the highest bidder all 
over Europe to be bid for by dukes and counts and earls and no- 
bodies, whoever they may be, who have atitle. All this business 
of piling up great bonds and concentrating great wealth and es- 
tablishing a system here by which the r are made poorer and 
the few are made richer is tending all the time to undermine the 
institutions of the country. It is tending to let down the whole 

t democratic fabric of this Government, and it is one that as 
ong as I stay in public life I shall oppose with all my might. 

. President, all this extraordinary devotion to the enslavement 
of the American people by piling upon them interest bonds I would 
have expected from the other side of the Chamber—the men who 
come here to represent the great corporations, manufacturing and 
banking and others; butof the men who come here confessing the 
creed of equal and exact justice to all as the first and fundamental 
element of a Democrat, I am a little surprised that my distin- 

uished friend from New Yofk should be the advocate and de- 
ender of the system. It is the duty of the American people, 
through their representatives in the Senate and House, to pay 
their 1 debt and stop the interest as rapidly as ible. 
When my friend from Ohio gets up his filled-cheese bill, I give 
him notice now that Iam going to test the sincerity of some of 
our people on this floor by offering to fill in a little more of that 
bill, and to put an internal-revenue tax on the manufactures of 
iron, and steel, and copper, and lead, and zinc, and all the metals, 
and cotton, and wool, and flax, and hemp, and jute. All these 
are protected. You have enormous duties levied upon the peons 
that places an enormous amount of revenue in the pockets of these 
rotected classes. I want you to pay some of them into the public 
easury, and there I want it to remain, pledged as a fund for the 
urchase and redemption of the bonded debt of the United States. 

e shall then see who is in favor of equal and exact justice to all; 
who is in favor of emancipating the people from this cancer (Jef- 
ferson called it a cancer) which is eating at the vitals of the people. 
The people want that debt paid. They want the interest bbe Li 
They want the requirements of the sinking fund religiously ob- 
served until that debt is extinguished. ey want to see the 
expenditures of this Government on account of its debt lessened, 
and all its expenditures lessened, and they want to see it come 
down to an honest, economical administration of public affairs, and 
the money to rie a it taken by a just system of taxation. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, in discussing this question it 
may be well to understand what the law and the facts are. That 
will have something to do with this question as well as rhetoric. 
By the law certain duties are im upon the Secretary of the 
Treasury in the redemption of United States notes. I read now 
from the resumption act. After providing for resumption, or 
making it the duty.of the Secretary of the T. to redeem 
Treasury notes on the ist day of January, 1879, the resumption 
act provides: 

n e e of the to and provide for 
3 6 or — — red he is authorised to use 
any surplus revenues, from time to time, in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, and to issue, sell, and of at not less than par, in coin. 
either of the descriptions of bonds of the United States described in the act 
of Congress approved July 14, 1870, entitled “An act to authorize the refund- 
ing of the national debt,“ with like qualiti vileges, and exemptions, to 
the extent necessary to carry this act into effect, and to use the proceeds 
thereof for the purposes aforesaid. 

The act of 1890, under which the Sherman notes were issued, 
makes those notes redeemable in gold or silver coin at the option 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, Hut the third section of the act 
declares that the Secretary of the Treasury shall coin sufficient of 
the bullion purchased under the act to provide for the redemption 
of the notes issued thereunder. So all the obligations of the United 
States are redeemable in coin. 

The bonds are expressly payable in coin, 8 and interest. 
It was so declared, ex industria, in the act of July 14, 1870. It 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


was provided in that act that the bonds authorized therein to be 
issued should be paid in coin of the then standard value. The 
coin at that time consisted of silver dollars containing 4124 grains 
of standard silver, and the silver dollar was the unit of account at 
that time. The gold coin was of alarger denomination. That 
was the law, and that is printed on every one of the bonds of the 
United States now outstanding. There is no mistake about what 
the law is. Then the Secretary is authorized to sell bonds to buy 
coin when there is not sufficient coin in the Treasury coming from 
the ordinary revenue with which to redeem these greenbacks. 

There never has been any authority to issue bonds to redeem 
Treasury notes of the act of 1890. the contrary, there is a 
prohibition against selling bonds for that purpose, because the 
act provides how coin shall be obtained. Itis to be obtained by 
the coinage of the silver in the Treasury, and that by implication 
excludes any other mode of obtaining coin for that purpose. That 
he may sell bonds to buy coin to redeem the greenbacks when there 
is not enough in the Treasury there can be no doubt. 

Now, what is the condition of the coin in the Treasury? In the 
first place, the cash balance in the Treasury, in round numbers 
is $270,000,000. Of that $270,000,000 there is abont $114,000,000 of 
gold coin. I can not state the exact amount, because gold is go- 
ing out every day. There is about $114,000,000 of gold coin. e 
Treasury statements show that there has been issued $350,000,000 
of silver certificates—I speak only in round numbers—that there 
isin the Treasury some 374,000,000 silver dollars, leaving 24,000,000 
silver dollars in the Treasury for which no certificates have been 
issued. There is also in the Treasury, say, $11,000,000, speaking 
in round numbers, of silver certificates. These silver certificates 
may be exchanged by the holders for silver dollars. The Govern- 
ment can exchange them for silver dollars whenever itis conven- 
ient to do so. That makes 35.000, 000 silver dollars available for re- 
demption. In addition to that, there is $55,000,000 of uncoined 
silver in the Treasury, which it is the duty of the Secretary to 
coin, making, in round numbers, $90,000,000 of available silver 
and about $114,000,000 of available gold for redemption purposes. 

The President of the United States informs us that there is 
abundant revenue; that there is no necessity to sell bonds except 
to get gold. We say that there is no necessity for that purpose, 
because the law expressly provides that these obligations may be 
paid in silver. That question was solemnly decided by nearly a 
three-fourths vote of the two Houses of Congress in 1878. It is 
plainly written in the law. No man can mistake the law in that 
regard. 

Then we find ourselves with $270,000,000 cash balance, nearly 
$100,000,000 of which is silver and over $100,000,000 gold. Can 
anybody suggest a possible reason for the sale of more bonds? 
There was no necessity for the last sale of bonds, or the one before 
it. There wasas us then in the Treasury, as the President of 
the United States informs us. The reason for selling bonds is to 
discriminate between the two coins and violate the platforms of 
both parties. Both parties have declared over and over again in 
their national platforms that they were in favor of the use of both 
gold and silver as money, without discrimination; and the only 
reason for selling bonds now is to enable the Secretary of the 
Treasury to violate the law. He is only authorized to sell bonds 
to the extent necessary to buy coin when there is a deficiency in 
the Treasury. There being no deficiency in the Treasury, it is a 
bald violation of law, and he has been violating the law. 

The other reason I have given for selling bonds is to discrim- 
inate between gold and silver and to degrade silver. If the law 
on the statute book had been observed there would have been no 
panic in 1893; there would have been no raid on the Treasury to 
get gold for the gold gamblers, because there has been at all times 
ample provision for silver to meet all the Government obliga- 
tions. e know very well that if the law had been executed 
there would not have been a word said; nobody would have made 
or pretended to have madea raid upon the Treasury, any more 
than they did upon the French treasury or the German treasury, 
which were situated precisely as our ee There they haye 
the option to pay in either gold or silver. They tell all comers, 
“If you demand gold for export we will pay you in silver.” Their 
credit was not injured. If this law had been executed, the credit 
of the United States would have been preserved. Itis the repeated 
violations of law, after the Secretary has piled up the money of 
the country to lie idle in the Treasury, thus ruining business, 
and the scandals which have been created by the sale of bonds, 
which have affected the credit of the country more than anything 
else. The scandals with regard to the mode of disposing of these 
bonds have gons on from year to year. 

After all this, Senators say it would be repudiation to stop this 
Executive usurpation; it would be udiation for Congress to 
assert its power under the Constitution. Nobody believes that 
Congress does not have the credit of the nation at heart as much 
as the Executive. Besides that, legislation is delegated to Con- 
gres as a coordinate department of the Government, and it is its 

uty, from which it can not shirk. The idea, the pretext here, 
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that Congress will not do its duty, and therefore we must abdi- 
cate our duty and let usurpation go on in the land,is not to be 
entertained. 

T have heard statements here this morning about the revenue 
and the passage of bills for its increase. It was said that parties 
in this Chamber could not agree upon particular methods, and 
therefore we should allow the President of the United States to 
exercise the same powers which Charles I and other us rs have 
exercised—to raise revenue without authority of law. I say that 
no Senator can maintain for a moment that there is not sufficient 
revenue in the aarp andif the Secretary of the Treasury has 
any power to issue bonds, either for gold or silver, it is only to the 
extent necessary to get coin. Does 1 say that with $270,- 
000,000 in the Treasury 5200, 000,000 of coin or bullion eonverti- 
ble into coin—there is any necessity to issue bonds to buy coin to 
redeem those notes? Everybody knows there is no such neces- 
sity; and when it is admitted that there is no such necessity then 
it follows that there is no such power. 

We have allowed this to go on without rebuke. At whose be- 
hest has it been done? It is not the people who are suffering for 
coin, not the people who are suffering for a circulating medium, 
not the people who are ground to powder by the gold gamblers and 
the money changers who manage the affairs of this country, who 
want these bonds sold. Itis those who te in them, those 
who make their $10,000,000 out of them, who want bonds sold. 
They control the banking fraternity on the other side of the At- 
lantic, and the banking fraternity on this side of the Atlantic 
controls this Government and compels it to violate the most 
sacred laws, compels it to issue bonds when we have a surplus in 
the Treasury, compels it to issue bonds for speculative purposes 
contrary to the plain provisions of the law. 

This is adangerous power. It never was intrusted by the Con- 
stitution to the Executive; it never can be intrusted in any free 
government to an executive. It is the highest legislative func- 
tion to raise revenue either by taxation or by borrowing money. 
Place in the Executive the power to borrow money, and your li 
erties are gone. Liberty can not exist where that power exists, 

use it makes the Executive supreme. He is the Commander- 
in-Chief of the armies and navies. Give him command of the rev- 
enues of the Government by the unlimited power to borrow money 
and you have a despotism as rank and as extensive as any other 
ever created on the earth. There never was a more bold defiance 
of law and usurpation of power than the issue of bonds to buy 
coin and to redeem the greenbacks when there was ample coin 
in the Treasury and when there was no authority to issue the 
bonds, because they can only be issued to the extent necessary to 
provide coin. x 

Now, the plain proposition is, Will Congress assert its legisla- 
tive function, or will it go on and let the Executive issue more 
and more bonds and have more scandals? 

Talk about the credit of the Government! The credit of the 
Government has been more injured by violation of law than by 
any other cause. All that has injured the credit of this Govern- 
ment for the last five years has been the violation of law and the 
declaration that we were insolvent. The Governments of France 
and Germany were not injured by executing the law. If we had 
executed the law there would have been no raids on the Treasury. 

These bond dealings are bringing the Government into disre- 
pute. See how the bankers of Europe distrust this country, dis- 
trust our finances, distrust our 3 because we proclaim 
ourselves insolyent—with a Government like ours, with $1,100,000,- 
000 of circulating medium in silver and in paper, dependent upon 
what gold we can borrow. Of course we have no credit. Our 
credit has been destroyed by the administration of the Govern- 
ment, and our credit will never be restored until Congress makes 
laws and sees that they are executed—sees that they are not vio- 
lated. There is power in the two Houses of Congress to require 
the Executive to obey the law. The machinery is provided when 
usurpation occurs; and to stand idly by and give up these powers 
to the Executive is entirely wrong. 

I tell you, Senators, there is nothing which shocks me teers of 
the United States so much as the issue of bonds by the utive 
without Congressional sanction. There is nothing which alarms 
patriotic men so much as this. Can anybody believe that Con- 
gress will not make proper preparation and provision for emer- 
gencies? I claim the pee of law are sufficient, are ample, 
that the revenues of the Government will be sufficient for years, 
according to the present rate of deficiency, and that this surplus 
ought to be drawn out of the Treasury. Isay that the suggestion 
which has been made in the Senate that we tax the shirts off the 
backs of the American people so as to make them pay something 
they did not agree to pay in order to maintain the credit of this 
Government is an outrage, when the Executive declares that we 
have no credit, when the Executive makes his own laws, and when 
we lie supinely by and do not resist his usurpations. 

It would be hailed with delight if Congress should pass this bill 
and put an end to these scandals and to these usurpations. Let 


the legislative department of this Government assert its inde- 


dence. We must have three de ents or we have no free 
N Everything now is done at the other end of the 
Avenue; nobody dares speak out against this usurpation. Iam 
glad this question is before the Senate face to face, and I believe 
it will be answered manfully and independently. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have no desire to protract this 
debate; but on a bill which seems to me as dangerous as this bill, 
I desire to state my own position very clearly. I do not think the 
question is one that lends itself to much debate. The use of gold 
or silver, the question of money standards is not involved, still 
less is the question of the proper policy to be pursued in regard to 
the tariff. It is a plain question here of honesty and good faith. 
We know, as a matter of fact, that the Government revenues are 
short and show a monthly and annual deficit; we know that the 
Senate is unable and unwilling to pass a bill to give the Govern- 
ment additional revenues. If this bill passes it means that we 
shall not only be placed in a position where we can not redeem 
our coin obligations, but that we shall be unable to meet the just 
debts incurred in the ordinary running of theGovernment. This 
bill means the practical repeal of the resumption act, for it takes 
away the power to sustain the reserves of the Treasury given 
by that act. It will amount in six months to a virtual repudia- 
tion. > 

Mr. President, I am well aware that this bill, if it passes the 
Senate, will not the House of Representatives. It is true that 
a Republican House would kill this bill if it ever allowed it to 
come to a vote. It is equally true that a President, at least nomi- 
nally Democratic, would veto it if it ever reached him. It is also 
true that the performances of the United States Senate in regard 
to the great question of revenue and the great question of the 
public obligations have been such as to prevent people from giv- 
ing much weight to what the Senate does, But when business 
is in the condition that it is now men do not stop to reason too 
carefully; and it will go out to the world, if this bill passes, that 
the United States Senate has deliberately voted to put the Gov- 
ernment in such a position that it can by no means whatever meet 
its current obligations or pay its coin notes. That is what this 
bill means. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question at 


that point. 

Mr. LODGE. I decline to be interrupted. I should like to fin- 
ish what I have to say. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts de- 
clines to yield. 


Mr. LODGE. It amounts to a direct repudiation. That will 
be the effect. Business is very bad, it has been very bad; men are 
very sensitive; business is very sensitive. The action of passing 
this bill will be another blow to the business of this country. If 
it passes here to-day or to-morrow you will see a repetition of the 
alarm, the fear, the panic, which have beset business at different 
times during the last two or three years. 

The only plea I desire to make at this moment is that the Sen- 
ate should s this blow to the business of the country. We 
know here, if it is not understood elsewhere, that this bill can never 
become law; that it can not pass the House of Representatives; 
that it can not, if it passes that House, get by the President's veto. 
We know that itis merely an exhibition of a certain power in 
this Seii and although it is 5 8 without 
party cohesion or party responsibility anywhere on these ques- 
tions, nevertheless this action will be disastrous and 1 to 
the already stricken business of the country. 

I hope, Mr. President, that the Senate will at least spare the 
country this last blow to its business. Why should we alarm 
business further by taking this perfectly useless and yet menacing 
and dangerous action? 

I have nothing further to say, Mr. President. I only wished to 
make my earnest plea that the Senate would not pass this dan- 
gerous and dishonest bill, which can do infinite harm by its pas- 
kanasa BEDRU can by no ibility become law. 

: . CLARK. . President, 1 rise for information only. I am 
impressed by the speeches that I have heard with the importance 
of this vote. Ido not desire to give my vote to any bill or any 
policy that means repudiation; I do not desire to N 8 my vote for 
anything that means dishonor to the credit of this nation; I do 
not desire to give my vote to anything that savors of anarchy. I 
care nothing for prophecies of evil to come. I am impressed by 
the reasons which have been given against this bill; and if th 
have their foundations in fact, I desire to vote against the bill, 
and I should be glad to ask the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] if he were in his seat; but, as he is not, I take the lib- 
erty of asking the Senator from New York in good faith if there 
is anything in this bill, from the Calendar number at the top of it 
until the bill closes with the word prohibited,“ that prevents 
the Government of the United States freon borrowing every dol- 
lar that is necessary not only to redeem the greenbacks, but to pay 
the current obligations of the Government? 
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Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wyoming 
yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. CLARK. Lasked a question for information, hoping that 
it might be answered. 

Mr. HILL. The act of 1875 is the only authority upon the stat- 
ute book which gives to the Secretary of the Treasury the right to 
issue bonds for any purpose whatever; and if that act shall be 
wiped out, no bonds can be issued for any purpose. I state that 
upon my investigation of this subject. e Secretary of the 
8 a year ago suggested to Congress, and the House passed, 
a measure which geoon that there should be authority in the 
Secretary of the mry at all times to issue certificates of in- 
debtedness for the purpose of meeting temporary deficiencies in 
revenue. The recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury 
was not complied with. A bill did pass the House of Representa- 
tives in reference to that subject, but it did not pass the Senate, 
and therefore there w ao ee ee, ene for the purpose of 
raising money to supply temporary deficiencies. 

Mr. CLARK. I am obliged to the Senator for the candor of his 
answer, because it convinces me of my own opinion as to the ne- 
cessity of the passage of this bill and as to its passage at this 
time. In voting for this bill I shall vote as though the Senate of 
the United States were the final arbiter of this question. I will 
not assume to say that the Republican House of Representatives 
will not stop an Administration in its mad career of selling bonds 
upon every provocation without the consent of Congress. 

I understand that this bill means to cut off from the Chief Ex- 
ecutive and from the Secretary of the Treasury the right, at their 
own will and at their own pleasure, whenever they shall see fit, 
to sell interest-bearing bonds of the United States for the pur- 
pee of resumption, or for any other ppoe whatever. To that 

have been unalterably opposed, and I am now unalterably op- 

toit. I believe, if it has never been a bad policy for this 

ernment before, that the circumstances, that the scandal, that 

the infamy,if I may say so, of selling bonds within the last twelve 

months should appeal to the Congress of the United States to take 
that power from the Executive here and now and forever. 

The Congress of the United States has patriotism enough, Mr. 
President, in my judgment, to see that no repudiation come 
upon this Government. Our obligations having been issued by 
the on of Congress, Congress will see to it that they are not 

u 5 
ite HILL. Will the Senator permit me a moment? 

Mr. CLARK. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator have that confidence in the judg- 
ment and ability of this Congress to e, that if to-morrow 
there should be a raid made upon the Treasury for the redemp- 
tion of greenbacks, and there should not be sufficient money in 
the Treasury to meetit, this Congress would give authority to the 

I. Ri, bem ne t prepared to for Co 

5 I ham not p answer for Congress. 

Mr. HILL. Then what would be done? 

Mr. CLARK. I am prepared to answer for myself; and while 
the silver 1 in my judgment, enters not into the consid- 
eration of this matter, and while I bow to no man in my allegiance 
to silver, I will say to the Senator from New York that, so far as 
Iam concerned, if the exigency should arise that we were on the 
brink of bankruptcy, as he says—and it can not arise with that 
suddenness—my voice and my vote would be given to save the 
country by any reasonable measure that might be presented to 
Co ; and I have no reason to believe and I have no reason to 
intimate that any other member of either House of Congress would 
fail in his duty to his country on an occasion of that kind. 

Mr. HILL. Has not the Senator heard here repeatedly from the 
lips of almost a majority of the members of this Senate that under 
no circumstances would they vote to issue bonds in time of peace? 

Mr. CLARK. I have not. 

Mr. HILL. And yet, how do you expect this Congress to give 
relief, if the President should send in a message asking for it? 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, I have never heard the statement; 
I have never seen the vote recorded to which the Senator alludes. 
I believe in the patriotism of Congress to meet any great emer- 
gency, because the history of my country teaches me that Con- 
gress aware ae been patriotic in emergencies. The countr 
never has n barkrupt, although it has often been threatene 
worse than it is threatenedatthis moment. There never has been 
a time in the history of this nation, Mr. President, when our coun- 
try has been so threatened by usurpation of the Executive power 
as it is threatened now. 

Mr. 1 What is the usurpation of which the Senator com- 
plains 
Mr. CLARK. I complain of many things, not in a querulous 
manner, as the Senator intimates in his question, but I say, Mr. 
President, that there never has been a time in the history of this 
nation when the executive power of this Government so over- 


shadowed the legislative power, to the great danger of the coun 
in my judgment, as at the present time. Hy, 

Take any of the constituted committees of this body; take the 
Committee on Public Lands, of which the distinguished Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. Duzots] is chairman, take the committees of 
which any of the Senators may have cognizance. If a matter of 
legislation affecting certain States comes before the Committee on 
Public Lands, what is the first question that is asked by that com- 
mittee? Is it the question that this bill ought to become a law? 
Is it a question as to the policy which should be pursued in rela- 
tion to the public lands? Not atall. The question is: Had we 
not better, and must we not, send this bill to the Secretary of the 
Interior or to the Commissioner of the General Land Office to get 
his opinion as to whether it ought to become a law or not? 

_ Mr. HILL, Does not the Senator know that the custom of ask- 
ing the opinion of the Departments of the Government in relation 
to measures affecting the particular Departments has existed for 
a great number of years? 

i 3 Paon EDA Pe rd 5 80 it 25 more for the sake 
of getting on recor or the sake of getting opinions, 

a eae et aa ie ee 

Zé . Yes, it is for the purpose of getting the facts. 
For the purpose of getting facts inquiry is issible; but show 
me the report that comes from one of the Executive Departments 
of this Government. It is not the facts that are given; it is an 
mate as to how the law will operateif the bill should be passed 
in W. 

Mr. President, I intended to make no extended remarks. I can 
only say that, believing as I do that the object and intent and pur- 
25 of this bill is to curtail the powers of the Executive of the 

overnment in the control of our financial affairs, and believing 
that Con alone, under the present conditions and circum- 
stances, should have the right and the power and the authority to 
say when and where and what kind of bonds and paper of this 
Government shall be issued, I am in favor of the bill. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, if there was ever any necessity on 
the part of the Government of the United States for adopting a 
measure to resume ie payments and enacting into law the 
provisions of the act of 1875, commonly called the resumption act 
that necessity exists to-day and now. Under the provisions of 
that act we did resume specie payments, and this country was 
extricated under the Administration then in power from all the 
disasters and troubles that menaced the country from an irre- 
deemable paper currency. 

It is true, sir, that there was a provision in a subsequent act 
the act of 1878, which was utterly at variance with the theory and 
principle of the act of 1875, which was not entitled to be called 
wise finance, making itobligatory upon the Treasury of the United 
States, after the demand obligations of the Government had been 
redeemed in coin, to reissue them. After that law was putin 
force there grew upa practice in the Treasury of thb United States, 
afterwards recogn by law, of providing and setting aside a 
sum in gold coin, established at $100,000,000, in order to secure the 

y redemption of all the demand obligations of the United 
tates and to give confidence to the business of the country. That 
policy has been 2 from that time to this by all Administra- 
tions, and this Administration, in its management of the fisc of 
this country, has thought it Srana yh beg m it to maintain that 
policy and to keep in the Treasury of the United States a sum in 
gold coin that should not be less than the $100,000,000 recogni 
y law as necessary to the stability of the constantly reissued 
greenbacks and the paper currency payable in coin that was ac- 
cumulating from time to time by virtue of enactments of Congress, 

But, Mr. President, that is notall. That is not the full meas- 
ure of the duty imposed law upon the Administration. In 
1890, by the law known as the Sherman law, which provided for 
the purchase of 4,500,000 ounces of silver bullion every month, and 
the issuance and payment therefor of Treasury notes to be re- 
deemed in coin, these demand obligations of the United States 
were enormously increased, and yet the gold reserve remained at 
the old figure of $100,000,000. Still more, that law made it the 
duty of the United States and of the Executive Department to 
maintain the “two metals on a parity with each other upon the 
present legal ratio or such ratio as may be provided by law.” That 
was a duty imposed ay Congress after due consideration, after 
exhaustive debate, and it has been lived up to from the time it 
was e until this day; and because of those obligations im- 
posed upon the Treasury of the United States, because of this 
unwise financial method, of paying obligations and then reissuing 
them, thereby putting the Treasury of the country in a position 
anomalous, I will venture to say, among all the treasuries of the 
civilized world, we find the Government now struggling under 
conditions that have never been leled in the history of civil- 
eee on the face of the earth. 

I admit, sir, that the machinery of the law of 1875 for the main- 
tenance of the gold reserve is awkward, expensive, extravagant, 
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and that it imposed undue burdens upon the American people; 
but the law is there, and Con has refused with one of its lit- 
tle fingers to touch the burden which it placed upon the Treasury 
of the United States. When the law of 1890 was repealed, what 
did we do? Did we reform in any respect this anomalous, this 
unfortunate condition? Not at all. e repealed the purchase 
clauses of the act of 1890, it is true, but we again declared in a 
form of law that— 


The efforts of the Government should be steadily directed to the establish- 
ment of such a safe system of bimetallism as will maintain at all times the 
equal power of every dollar coined or issued by the United States. 


Where? At the Treasury, as the Senator from pap [Mr. 
GEORGE] said the other day when I was speaking on this sub- 
ject in an interlocution with some one who had the floor? No, 

o, but “in the markets“ of the world. Howis that to be done? 
Senators say here it must be done by paying out silver to a cred- 
itor who demands gold and paying out gold to one who demands 
silver. Instead of pursuing the only course that a wise man would 
pursue under this obligation of duty to maintain the parity of the 
two coins in the markets of the world by indifferently paying 
either at the demand of the creditor, Senators say it was the duty 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to pay in the coin that was not 
demanded, to discriminate against the creditor, and thereby main- 
tain the parity of the coins. 

I can not believe that Senators are sincere when they say they 
have confidence that that plan and that practice would have main- 
tained the parity which to-day, and up to this hour, happily exists 
throughout all the borders of the United States. Why is it that 
this boasted parity which our silver friends on both sides of the 
Senate sometimes speak of is maintained to-day? Why is that 50 
cents or thereabouts of silver, measured in gold, when coined is 
maintained at a parity with a gold dollar of 100 cents? It is be- 
cause the Treasury of the United States up to this time has held 
itself out as willing to pay indifferently either coin as it may be 
demanded in order that the parity may be preserved, not as an 
Sr at the counters of the Treasury, but in the markets of the 
world. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me? 

Mr. GRAY. I will hear the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. GEORGE. Lask the Senator, if asilver dollar is on a parity 
witha gold dollar and just as good asa gold dollar, why the creditor 
of the Government should demand gold instead of silver? 

Mr. GRAY. The very fact that that duty was enjoined by 
Congress upon the Administration testifies to the anomalous con- 
dition existing at the time when those laws were enacted. Never 
before in the history of this country, or in any other that I know 
of, was such a duty imposed upon an executive. And why was 
it? It was because the commercial ratio between the silver dollar 
and the gold dollar was not what the mint ratio was. It was be- 
cause an ounce of silxer was not worth in the markets of the 
world and commercially 129 cents. It was not worth more than 
70 or 80 cents, as the market might happen to be at the time. 

Mr. MILLS. Doesmy friend the Senator from Delaware think 
that the parity of the two dollars is kept and preserved alone by 
the action of the Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido. 

Mr. MILLS. Then the Senator has no objection to the unlim- 
ited coinage of silver? It would not disturb the parity, would it? 

Mr. GRAY. I do not understand the Senator. I have objec- 
tions to the unlimited coinage of silyer. 

Mr. MILLS. Why? 

Mr. GRAY. Because it would put us upon a monometallic sil- 
ver basis, in my belief. 

Mr. MILLS. Would that disturb the parity? 

Mr. GRAY. Of course. 

Mr. MILLS. Then the Secretary of the Treasury has nothing 
to do with the parity? 

Mr. GRAY. He could not maintain it with free coinage. I 

hope I do not haveto teach sucha distinguished leader of my party 
asthe Senator from Texas what, it seems to me, with all deference 
to him, are the A B C’s of monetary science, that when a metal is 
coined at a ratio not corresponding with its commercial ratio, 
nothing but the limitation of that coinage and the discretion given 
to the Secretary of the Treasury can maintain the parity. 
Mr. MILLS. I agree with the Senator from Delaware, but that 
is not the question. The Senator says the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may either maintain or disregard the parity of the two metals 
by the manipulation of the two dollars, gold and silver. I deny 
eet aia to disturb the parity by any manner of payment. 

Mr. GRAY. Suppose a silver dollar or two quarters con- 
taining less silver together than is contained in the half of asilver 
dollar should be brought to the Treasury and other money de- 
manded for them, and the Secretary of the Treasury should an- 
nounce the policy that hereafter he would only exchange for those 
silver coins weight for weight, instead of money exchangeable 
with all the current coins of the United States, what would those 


coins be worth in the market? You could not buy a bag of peanuts 
with them without æ discount. 

Mr. MILLS. Suppose Congress should make two half dollars 
legal tender in payment of every gola obligation for a dollar of 


the United States; then they woul 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. I acknowledge the tyrannical force 
that is contained in a legal-tender act. You can force me to scale 
my debt by compelling me to take a depreciated coin for a debt 
that I contracted when that coin perhaps was at par with the 
most valuable coin current in the country. When you come to 
the execution of legal-tender laws, it is one thing, but I am talk- 
ing about men upon whom the shackles of such a law do not rest, 
and when we are free to accept or decline, then there is another 
condition and there is another question as to the currency of the 
common coin of the country. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator admits that the law can force 
him to scale down his debts and take one half dollar on payment 
for a dollar, he admits at the same time that the law can force the 
debtor to pay two dollars for every one that he agreed to pay, by 
laws that have appreciated the standard of value. 

Mr. GRAY. I have already, in such fashion as I was able, dis- 
cussed the matter of the depreciation of silver and the appreciation 
of gold. It is a question of monetary economics, and I do not care 
to discuss it now. 

All I want to say in regard to the proposition of the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] is, that we are to repeal the resum 
tion act of 1875 and put nothing in its place. It seems to me to 
an act of political suicide and that we ourselves are bankrupting 
our own Treasury, stabbing and destroying the life of our own 
Government, and 5 the faith that the Government has 
pledged to the people of the country and to the creditors of the 
Government. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I tell the Senator from Delaware what I 
propose to put in the place of it? This puts in the place—— 

r. GRAY. I do not see anything in the place of it in the 
Senator’s bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator can interpret the plain reading of 
the English language. It puts the power and responsibility upon 
Congress, upon the two Houses, in place of the will of one man. 
Does the Senator think that the President of the United States is 
more patriotic than Congress, and that Congress can not be trusted 
to represent the wishes of the people? 

Mr. GRAY. I think he is quite as patriotic. 

Mr. BUTLER. Quite as patriotic. Then let us have Congress 
consulted before the debt of this country is increased for any pur- 
pose. This is a constitutional duty of Congress, and Congress 
FACT has had the power to delegate it to the Executive or to any- 
one else. 

Mr. GRAY. Since these bond issues have commenced for the 
p se of maintaining the parity of the two coins in the markets 
of this country, nearly two years have ela ; Congress has been 
in two sessions in this city,and it has failed to withdraw that 
power from the Executive. If it had chosen, or if ithad been will- 
ing, it could have passed a law similar to the one proposed by the 
Senator from North Carolina at any moment of its existence. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is a pity it did not do it. 

Mr. GRAY. It never done so, and the Executive of this 
country was authorized to accept that nonaction as the will of 
Congress; that they did not intend to restrain him from acting 
upon the will of Congress as expressed in the act of 1875. 

Mr. BUTLER. So much the greater reason for acting now. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. It is perfectly within the competence 
of Congress to repeal the act now. The Senator had a right to 
introduce his measure, and we are now debating it, and when Con- 

expresses its will in accordance with the bill of the Senator 
from North Carolina that power will cease to be exercised by the 
President, and all the uences that I and many on this floor 
who agree with me believe will happen will fall upon the people 
of this country. Panic, business s tion, wretchedness, and 
want will stalk like specters all over this broad land of ours. If 
it had not been for the agitation of the unwise, uneconomic, un- 
philosophical free coinage of silver we would have been to-day, in 
my belief, on the highway to that prosperity of which we hear 
now that the advance agent has started from the banks of the 
Ohio River. No, sir; it will not come with that or any other ad- 
vance agent. It will not come until the people of this country, 
through their representatives, bring about—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. One moment. It will not come about until the 
people of the country, through their representatives, bring about 
that repose, that confidence in the stability of the great measure 
of value in all the markets of the world which can only be brought 
about 5 a standard that is stable and fixed, and not liable to be 
attacked by ies either in or out of this Chamber. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator predicts disaster if this act is 
repealed. I should like to ask the Senator from Delaware what 


be just as good as gold. 
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there has been in the history of this country, from its formation 
down to this time, that le him to believe there would be any 
disparity between gold and silver if they were both admitted upon 
terms of equality to the mint? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not intend to be led aside into all the excur- 
sions that questions of that kind might lead to, but I will say to 
the Senator from Nebraska that there is this in the history of the 
country, there is this in the monetary experience of the world, 
that the one essential to business prosperity, to the p erity of 
a country civilized as is ours, is a monetary stability, stability in 
the measure of value 

Mr. ALLEN. I agree with the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. And confidence that when a dollar is put into a 
business enterprise a dollar of similar standard value will be 
returned, and not a depreciated one, 

Mr. ALLEN. Iagreetothat; but I call the attention of the Sen- 
ator—I do not want to interrupt him unnecessarily—to the fact 
that there never was a disparity between gold and silver as coins 
in this country until that disparity was made by legislation, and 
even under the partial disparity made by the legislation of 1873 
we accumulated from 1878 to 1890 about $236,000,000 of gold, not- 
withstanding we were coining silver under the Bland-Allison Act 
and the Sherman Act. 

Mr. GRAY. We went on coining silver; and because the dis- 

ity did not come at once, or because the difficulty of maintain- 
ing the parity was not immediately apparent, does not argue that 
it would not have come under the Bland-Allison Act, a conserva- 
tive act in comparison with anything thatcame afterwards. But 
$2,000,000 a month was coined, and there was no accumulation of 
silver at that time upon which to pile those dollars. 

So we went on, until the act of 1890 more than doubled the coin- 

of silver and in addition to that provided for the increase of 
the legal-tender demand obligations of the United States, dollar 
for dollar, for every dollar’s worth of silver that was bought. Be- 
cause a reservoir of water into which a pipe or stream is leading 
does not overflow its banks in a single hour or a single week or a 
single month does not argue that it will not goon until it does 
overflow, when the disastrous flood will come. 

Mr. ALLEN. It never has come. 

Mr. GRAY. It came, I think, in 1893, when we were called 
here to repeal the Sherman Act providing for the purchase of the 
silver and the issuance of the Treasury notes, which then had dis- 

laced gold to such an extent that it was leaving the country and 
Repletizig the reserve that had always been held in the Treasury to 
maintain the paper issues of the country. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to call 
his attention to a fact? 

Mr, GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I call the attention of the Senator to the fact that 
from colonial days down to early in 1893 there had been no dis- 
parity between gold and silver in this country until Mr. Harrison 
announced to the world that he would redeem all forms of paper 
money in gold. Thereupon began the panic which has continued 
from that time ever since. 

Mr. GRAY. The time is too short for me to undertake to 
answer—— 

Mr. ALLEN. It is a historical fact. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not agree with the Senator’s statement of 
what is a historical fact. I have no doubt he thoroughly believes 
it is a historical fact. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think I can prove it. 

Mr. GRAY. Icertainly do not believe—for that is not a his- 
torical fact, it is a matter of opinion—that the consequences of 
those transactions were such as he states. 

Mr. ALLEN. When did our gold begin to leave us? The Sen- 
ator must confine himself to facts. 

Mr. GRAY. It began to leave us shortly after the passage of 
the act of 1890. I have not the figures now. 

Mr. ALLEN. It never started to leave us in the world 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, yes, it did. 

Mr. ALLEN. Until Mr. Harrison declared it his policy to 
make every dollar as good as every other dollar, meaning that 
he would redeem all forms of money in gold. 

Mr. GRAY. The argument post hoc, propter hoc can be made 
by anybody. I do not believe in cause and effect such as stated 
by the Senator from Nebraska, and I have not the time now, for 
it would only be consuming time unnecessarily, and be a diversion 
from my purpose when I rose, to answer him, My Korin was 
to point out that the proposition of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. BUTLER] to repeal the resumption act leaves the Gov- 
ernment strip stark naked and helpless before the money 
sharks and gold gamblers of New York, about whom the Senator 
from Nebraska has so much to say. 

As long as we have these anomalous conditions confronting the 
administration of our fiscal system, as long as we have the de- 
mand notes, not only greenbacks but Treasury notes, outstanding, 
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all of them authorizing the holders to draw upon the pie of gold 
in the Treasury, it seems to me it is madness, it is folly on tne 
po of the Senate of the United States to attempt to take away 

om the Executive the only power he has to meet and defend the 
Treasury against such attacks. Repeal, then, if you will, but take 
away from the President and the Administration the command 
of law that now exists on the statute books that he shall maintain 
the parity. Take off from him the burden which you have placed 
upon him if you are going to disable him from maintaining that 
burden, paralyzing his arm, defeating every purpose he Baa to 
carry out — 5 will of Congress as enacted into law in 1890 and 
again in i 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr, President, I do not intend to detain the 
Senate long this evening or to engage at any length in this debate. 
I merely wish to express my conclusion, 

I am very sorry that this bill has been introduced, not that it 
will do any harm in the one sense of the word, for it is a harm- 
less project. It will fall dead as soon as it passes the Senate. It 
will not be acted upon by either the House of Representatives or 
the President of the United States, in my sudan’ The evil 
which will be done by the bill will be that it will excite agitation, 
create alarm among the most timid of all people in the world, 
those who are conducting the business of banking and those who 
engage largely in other business where they are either compelled 
to borrow or where they are enabled to lend money. This little 
bill, which seems to some of you so harmless and so plain, will 
create a great deal of trouble, a great deal more distress than we 
are aware of, and will probably lead to grave doubts as to our 
ability to maintain specie payments. 

Now, there is another thing. The law of 1875 is just as much 
a contract between the United States and the holders of its 
bonds as a contract between two individuals by which one indi- 
vidual borrows money and agrees to give a mortgage to secure 
the repayment of the money. This was done in the act of 1875. 
It must be remembered that the act of 1875 was the beginning of 
the process of resumption. It did not accrue until four years af- 
terwards, but the details and the mode and the manner of resump- 
tion were pointed out by the resumption act. That act is a con- 
tract made between the people of the United States and every 
holder of a United States note just as much a contract as one be- 
tween two individuals for the loaning or borrowing of money. 

That contract contained the stipulation that the United States 
would after a fixed period redeem those notes in coin at the will 
of the holder of the note. It is a stipulation which is expressed 
on every note of the United States. It is an obligation of the 
United States expressed 88 in a law defining the form of the 
contract and printed on the face of every note issued. It is just 
as much the obligation of the United States as if the law were 
written over and over again on paper and signed and re-signed as 
the most formal business paper that could be drawn up. It is the 
law. It is the contract, and that contract is between every indi- 
vidual holder of a note and the United States of America. 

The United States can not violate that contract in any of its 
terms. Ifit does, it stands in the position of a person perfectly 
able to pay, but seeking to avoid the obligations of his contract. 
That is the position of the United States. By the terms of that 
contract it was the agreement of Congress that the Secretary of 
the Treasury, an officer always at his post, an officer who is charged 
with these financial duties and not Congress, should pay the 
notes when presented, and in order to enable him to do so, it au- 
thorized him to sell certain classes of bonds to pay them, and he 
was authorized to say which of those classes of bonds should be 
sold in order to provide the money. That is a contract, an obliga- 
tion with terms and details, and we are bound byit. The means 
of paying the notes and the authority to issue bonds of a partic- 
ular description to secure their payment is as much a part of the 
contract as if it was 1 7 1. on the face of the note. 

The people of the United States are bound by contract, and for 
more fifteen years that contract has subsisted. It was passed 
in 1875. It went into operation the Ist of January, 1879. From 
that day to this that contract has been preserved inviolate, and this 
is the first time, I believe, in the history of our country when it is 
proposed to violate such an obligation. 

ow, sir, you repeal this authority conferred upon the Secretary 
of the Treasury to issue bonds. Who else can issue them? Con- 
gress, it is said, may authorize their issue. The 5 of the 
Treasury is a public officer who is always at his post. The char- 
acter of the bonds is defined by law. Every man when that law 
took effect knew that a 44 per cent bond, or a 4 per cent bond, or 
a 5 per cent bond, either of which might be sold, should be used, 
and those particular classes of securities were set aside and mort- 
gaged to the holder of these notes. You have no right to change 
them. You have no right to take away the power from the Sec- 


retary of the Treasury—I mean in the broad, moral sense. It is 
the duty of every man to fulfill his obligations; especially is it the 


duty of every government to fulfill its obligations, 


ere the 


1896. 
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stipulations are made. Lou prope to repeal all authority to 
issue any of this character of bonds and leave it for Congress. 

Suppose, sir, no such law as that had been upon the statute 
books when the bonds were sold here in the spring of 1895. Sup- 
pose it had occurred then, in the midst of excitement, when people 
were alarmed. It was believed that we were going down to the 
silver standard and that 3 would be in chaos. Why, sir, 
it was with great difficulty and only at a sacrifice that even the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the ident were able to arrest 
the torrent. If Congress had been in session it would have taken 
them six months to decide what should be done, Congress is not 
an executive power; it has no executive duties. It is a “ig reser 
power. It passes laws, and those laws must be obeyed literally 
and strictly by the executive officer, but Congress is totally in- 
competent to execute any law except that which relates to its own 
rules and regulations. 8 

The executive and legislative powers are necessarily dissevered 
and entirely inconsistent with each other. Is it the idea that 
these notes should not be paid until Congress is in session and 
then that a bill should be introduced to say what kind of security 
shall be given, whether it would be paid in silver or gold, whether 
the Democratic party is in power, or the Republican party is in 
power, or the Populists are sufficiently strong to make the two 

at parties utterly unable to do anything? Is that the condi- 

n you desire? f 

Why, Mr. President, the more I think of this proposed measure 
the more it seems to me indefensible and wrong, as violating the 

mblic faith, as in every respect undesirable. Now, we must re- 
Lp our notes. We must maintain our contracts. We can not 
do otherwise. If the Government of Great Britain would violate 
one of its contracts with its people we would denounce them in 
unmeasured terms. We have from the foundation of our Goy- 
ernment preserved the public credit with untarnished faith. 
From the time of Alexander Hamilton and Thomas Jefferson, 
when they first provided for the coinage laws, and from the time 
they provided for the funding of the public debt up to this hour, 
the public debts of the United States and the public contracts 
made by Congress have been religiously observed. 

This is a gross violation of the public faith, pledged to creditors 
at home and abroad. I do not say that the notes will not be paid, 
that Congress will not be sg seme by public opinion to sell 
bonds to pay them, but the difficulties of convening Congress, 
the uncertainty of their action, their effort to pay in silver, the 
disregard of express . for their payment—all these and 
many other causes will impair the credit of our securities, and is 
apparent to everyone. Therefore, I say this is a repudiation of 
a public debt. I denounce it as a repudiation. It is as bad as if 
we should pass an act that we will not pay the publicdebt. It is 
just as bad to violate any one of the stipulations made in that 
contract as to violate the main one, that we will pay these notes 
in coin whenever presented. So the public mind will be disturbed 
by even the fact that the Senate of the United States has taken 
this action, the place where, of all others, the obligations of con- 
tracts ought to be preserved, that serene body of old men, as it 
Ne es the Senate would be when this Government was 

‘orm 

It was supposed that this Senate would be the conservative check 
upon a numerous and tempestuous body of Representatives, and 
prevent unwise and hasty legislation, and yet we here, the part of 
the Government of the United States which it was thought could 
be most safely relied upon, violate the most sacred contracts made 
by the people of the United States. You strike out the resump- 
tion law; you leave these outstanding notes without defense or 
protection; then you will have your silver certificates, which are 
pag in silver dollars, and there are but little more silver dollars 

ere than enough to pay the silver certificates. You will then 
have forced upon the people, to the extent of the amount now 
coined and in the Treasury, 370,000,000 silver dollars, when we 
have been unable, with all the efforts that have been made by the 
executive department, to holdin circulation more than $60,000,000 
. any time. Now about $50,000,000 are outstanding in circula- 


on. 

So with your Treasury notes issued for the purchase of silver 
bullion. ey are being gradually paid off, as they ought to be; 
but do you say that no provision shall be made for the United 
States notes, the most sacred obligations of all, that they shall be 
dishonored? Do you say that they shall travel all over the world 
with only the promise to pay? Sir, during the war we had to 
issue those notes. The United States promised to pay $1, but did 
not say when or where, and the result was that our notes went 
down, down, until they were worth only 40 cents on the dollar. 
The pride and honor of the people of the United States, the gen- 
eral sentiment of the country, gradually raised those notes up to 
the par of gold by the promise to pay them on demand when pre- 
sented at the Treasury of the United States. And when power 
was given toa Chief Executive officer to sell bonds, to the 


credit of the United States and to pay these notes in that way, in 
coin, at that time in 1875 there was no controversy between silver 
and gold. Silver had been dropped out by the act of 1873, and in 
1875 it began to be perceived that silver was falling below the 
margin of gold. 

In 1878 what is called the Bland-Allison Act was passed. But 
this contract was made at a time when both silver and gold were 


at with each other, and now it is proposed to violate the faith 
by which we pledged to redeem those in coin. The United States 


exacted for their bonds gold coin, and now it is pro to pay 
both bonds and notes in silver worth but 50 per cent in gold. 

It is pro to re this law; it is a direct, open, papable 
violation of the law. It is a crime to be denounced, and not a 


measure to be voted on. It may pass the Senate here in the hurry 
of the closing days of its session, but I believe every man who 
votes for it will feel the injury that he has done to his standing 
and to his character. I say now that it is as much a crime for 
any agent of the United States to violate a public engagement as 
itis for him to violate his own obligation, whatever may be its 
terms. I regard this simply then as a violation of public faith, a 
thing that ought not to pass. It will only injure the Senate of 
the United States. Thank God the House of Representatives still 
stands on the right side, and the President of the United States 
will aid that House in preventing any such action. [Applause in 
the galleries. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] dwells at some length upon a contract which he says 
we made with the bill holders, but the Senator does not state 
truthfully what that contract is. He knows, and everybody here 
knows, that we never made a contract to pay in gold. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I said in coin. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly, but the Senator assumes that it was 
gold. That ide Sipe: this question to the American people, as 
it has been done by the Senator from Ohio for man ys and 
many years. He knows very well that the letter and the spirit of 
that law is preserved when we pay in silver coin, and he knows, 
as every other man knows, that every dollar of silver coin in this 
country in circulation is the equal of every gold dollar. Now, 
upon what theory, upon what ground, that is not an insult to the 
intelligence of the American people,can the Senator stand here 
and say that we are violating the pledged faith of the Govern- 
ment? That is arrant nonsense, and it is untruthful. The Sena- 
tor knows that we violate no moral or legal obligation when we 
pay according to the letter of the contract. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to discuss this question now, but 
I can not allow statements of that kind to go unreproved and 
unrebuked. The whole argument of the Senator is that the peo- 
ple of this country can not trust the legislative department, but 
can trust the executive. It is the argument of the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY] in extenso that the people can not leave the 
question of raising money to meet the obligations, whether they 
are the current obligations or the plighted obligations with refer- 
ence to the redemption of paper, to the legislative department, 
but must leave it to the executive. 

It has been a fundamental principle of English law for hundreds 
of years, which we incorporated into our Constitution, that the 
appropriations for current expenses and to meet Government ob- 
ligations were to be provided by the legislative department. It 
is an abandonment of the legislative function when we turn it 
over to the executive. That a Democrat from the Democratic 
State of Delaware should present such a doctrine is most aston- 
ishing, except upon the fact that the craze to maintain the gold 
standard has destroyed all sorts of honest politics and all sorts of 
honest opinions, and is, I think, rapidly destroying the Democratic 
party, as it will undoubtedly destroy the Republican party before 
the craze ends. 

Mr. President, the Congress of the United States is 5 
the Constitution, it is bound by the demands that the people i 
make upon it to meet every obligation. If there is an obligation 
to meet the greenbacks with coin, the people of the United States 
will see to it that Congress meets it. ere is no attempt to repu- 
diate on the part of the silver men, 

The Senator from Ohio talks about the sacredness of contracts. 
I remember when the Senator from Ohio declared that the person 
who would not take a 40-cent greenback in exchange for any 
debt that the Government owed him was a robber and a thief. 
Mr. President, he his mind very soon after that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not think I used those words. 

Mr. TELLER. He used the words robber” and “‘ extortioner ”; 
that it was extortion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not “thief.” 

Mr. TELLER. He wasa robber. He could hardly be a rob- 
ber without being a thief. 


Mr. President, I amentirely willing, so far as I am concerned, to 
trust the legislative department of the Government. TheSenator 
from Ohio knows, however, that there would be no necessity 
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whatever for legislative interference if the letter and spirit of the 
act of 1875 had been carried out. Heknows, as I said before, that 
that act meant silver coin as well as gold coin, and he knows that 
to-day the Government has $55,000, of seigniorage coin that 
can be made into silver dollars which every holder of a greenback 
will take, unless he be an exporter of coin. There is not a busi- 
ness man in this whole country who wants a gold dollar in ex- 
change for a greenback except for export. The Senator is speak- 
ing in the interest of the exporter of coin, and not in the interest of 
the honest holder of the greenback. No one pretends that that 
$55,000,000 of seigniorage is piange for any ; we have 
that in addition to the silver certificates and silver dollars in the 


easury. 

We have enough to make up the amount of $178,000,000 that lies 
idle in our Treasury. The Senator says it is pledged for the sup- 
port of the Treasury notes. The Senator knows that under the 
peaa system, as conducted by the late Administration, and con- 

ucted by this Administration, and as he will insist shall be con- 
ducted by the next, that $178,000,000 will perform no more money 
function and be no more valuable to the American people than if 
it had been dumped into the sea. Yet with a people to-day stag- 
gering under burdens such as no free people ever did stagger under, 
with our industries depressed and destroyed as had never been the 
case since our flag floated, he is willing to borrow $178,000,000 
more of money, and put the cost of that borrowed money upon the 
American people, that he may accommodate the exporters of gold 
to European markets. 

Mr. President, I shall not go into a discussion of this measure. 
I want to vote on it. I want to cast my vote in favor of saying, 
in the first place, that I will trust the American Con to main- 
tain the credit of the American Government, and in the second 
place, that I will trust no Executive, whatever may be his name 
or character or to whatever party he belongs, to perform the dis- 
graceful acts which have been performed within two years with 
reference to the issue and sale of American bonds. 

The Senator from Delaware talks about what will happen. He 
talks about the alarm. So does the Senator from Ohio. That is 
their stock in trade. That is the black beast that is held up to 


frighten the American ple from having a fair and decent mon- 
eta: established in 


in this 0 Whom are you going to 
frighten? The bankers in New York City, he says. 1893 they 
created a panic to compel the Congress of the United States to ac- 
cede to their demands, and they have indicated very plainly within 
a few days in the public press, the great public press of New York 
City, that they intend to repeat that thing again. 

Mr. President, let them do it; and if we should ever get a man 
at the head of the Treasury Department who has the nerve of a 
Jackson, and the honesty of his predecessors as a general thing, he 
will put every one of those banks in liquidation, as might have 
been done in 1893, to pay them for the dastardly act by which they 
brought upon the country the panic of that year, uncalled for 
and unnecessary, that is still following the American people with 
its dire results and the effect of which is likely to be felt for years 
to come. 

Mr. President, I repudiate the su ion of the Senator from 
Ohio that I am any less honest than he. Noact of mine upon this 
floor or anywhere else justifies him in saying that I have less 

for the integrity of our credit than he has; nor can this be 
said of the men who voted with me for a decent monetary system 
that would bring back to this country prosperity and with it 
maintain the credit of the American Government. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I think that the Senate and the 
country would be at a loss to understand the very great excite- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] upon this ques- 
tion without some information that I hold inmy hand, and which 
will, I think, explain his great concern. This is a circular [exhib- 
iting] sent out by a syndicate of the national banks, This is the 
first copy that has gotten to the public. It explains why they 
want to keep this power to burden the country with debt in the 
hands of the Executive. It shows a conspiracy on the part of 
these bankers and bondholders to capture the national conven- 
tions of the two old parties and nominate men for President whom 
they can control. Here are their instructions sent out to the 
banks over the country calling upon them to control the two old 
party conventions and put up men who will stand for their infa- 
mous and thieving processes and methods, 2 

Mr. President, I am going to have this circular read and put in 
the RECORD, but before doing it I want to 5 © something said 
by the Senator from Ohio . SHERMAN]. He said that he de- 
nounced this bill of mine as an attempt at repudiation, and to 
tarnish the honor and credit of the country. It is astonishing 
how a man who has been one of the chief actors in committing so 
many financial crimes against our people, a man who has gone 
into a conspiracy to rob his own people for the benefit of foreign 
shylocks, can have the face to stand fe 4 here and attempt to defend 
his actions. He knows that this bill is right and honest. He 


knows that the preni policy of the Treasury Department is not. 
Mr. President, I denounce the action of the present Secretary of 
the Treasury as dishonest in trying to maintain the parity by dis- 
criminating against silver coin and paying out the other exclu- 
sively. He is trying to create a disparity. I denounce it. and I 
denounce equally the action of those who support it, as being det- 
rimental to the best interests of the American people. I ask that 
this bank circular sent out, which was handed to me by a bank 
official, may be read, and that it be put in the Recorp in full, 
heading, signature, and all. Thank God, there are a few bank 
officers who will not become tools and agents of the gold trust to 
wi ie and damn their own people. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. e Secretary will read as requested, 

The Secretary read as follows: 
THE AOA BANKERS’ ASSOCIATION, 


WALL STREET AND 90-4 BROADWAY, 
New York, March 23, 1896. 
President. Eugene H. Pullen, vice-president National Bank of the Republic, 
New York; it vice-president, bert J. Lowe, Lowry Banking Com- 
ny, Atlanta, Ga.; chairman executive council, Joseph C. Hendrix, presi- 
t National Union Bank, New York; r, William H. Porter, vice- 
resident Chase National Bank, New York; secretary, James R. Branch, 
Wall street, New York.] 
To the Bankers of the United States: 

At a meeting of the executive council of the American Bankers’ Associa- 
tion, held in this city on March 11, 1896, the following declaration was made 
by unanimous vote: 

THE EXISTING STANDARD OF VALUE. 


“THE EXECUTIVE COUNCIL OF THE AMERICAN BANKERS’ ASSOCIATION 
DECLARE UNEQUIVOCALLY IN FAVOR OF THE MAINTENANCE OF THE EXIST- 
ING GOLD STANDARD OF VALUE AND RECOMMEND TO ALL BANKERS AND TO 
THE CUSTOMERS OF ALL BANKS THE EXERCISE OF ALL OF THEIR INFLUENCE 
AS CITIZENS IN THEIR VARIOUS STATES TO SELECT DELEGATES TO THE PO- 
LITICAL CONVENTIONS OF BOTH THE GREAT PARTIES WHO WILL DECLARB 
UNEQUIVOCALLY IN FAVOR OF THE MAINTENANCE OF THE EXISTING GOLD 
STANDARD OF VALUE.” 

Your influence is earnestly requested to give practical effect to this action. 

THE NEXT CONVENTION. 

The next annual convention of the association is to be held in St. Louis, 
Mo., on September 22, 23, and 24, and it is intended to make the convention 
of unusual interest to bankers, and to devote the programme chiefly to the 
discussion of banking questions by members. To this end short, compact 
questions involving — practice or problems are solicited from all parts 
of the country. 

ARE YOU A MEMBER? 


The association seeks to unite all banks and bankers in one efficient national 


return inclosed blank. 
WAR UPON BANK CRIMINALS. 
& attention is called to the protective feature of the association, which 


is developing into great practi benefit. Through it the association be- 
comes the aggressive agent of its members against professional bank crimi- 


Every bank in the United States should cooperate in this important work. 
This association recently captured the forgers who swindled a bank in San 
Francisco out of $20,000in gold. It hasample evidence to show that criminals 
know who are members of the association, and are selecting nonmembers 
for attack. Ten burglaries, yielding over $50,000, were recently committed 
against nonmembers, and in one instance a burglary was abandoned because 
of the discovery that the bank involved was a member of the association. 

EUGENE H. PULLEN, President. 

JAMES R. BRANCH, Secretary. 

JOSEPH C. HENDRIX, 

Chairman Executive Council. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from North Carolina a 
question about that circular? 

Mr. BUTLER. You may. 

Mr. GRAY. Where did the Senator discover that secret and 
criminal missive? 

Mr. BUTLER. It speaks for itself. 

Mr. GRAY. Isay where did the Senator discover it? 

Mr. BUTLER. ere did I discover it? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not think it is my duty to tell the Senator 
who furnished it to me; but I challenge him or any other man 
who stands for the bankers on this floor to say that that is not a 
true copy of the resolution passed, a copy of which was sent to 
every in America. 

Mr. GRAY. I hope it is a true copy, but I do not understand, 
and I want to understand, about this conspiracy, among other 
things, to punish forgers, bank thieves, and other cri 
against the ponio 

Mr. BUTLER. I simply had it read in full to show that it was 

muine and referred to bank matters as well as to other matters; 

ut if the Senator from Delaware will look at it, he will see that 
the resolution directing the bankers of the country to use their 
efforts to capture the two old parties is put in black type and in 
big letters at the head of the circular, and everything else is in 
small PAS to the matter of details. 

Mr. Y. 1s this meeting to be held at night and in secret? 
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Do they propose to meet in darkness, or is it to be a meeting in 
open daylight, as American citizens are entitled to meet? 

Mr, BUTLER. I do not know whether in the night or in the 
day; but these actions are so damnable that they ought to meet in 
midnight darkness; and I can not see how any honest man in the 
day or in the night can indorse it. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam not indorsing it yet until I can find out what 
are the ial matters the Senator from North Carolina finds fault 
with. it is nota dark-lantern and secret organization, not one 
that indicates a conspiracy against somebody, but is to meet in 

n daylight, in the presence of their fellow-citizens, exercising 

e right of American citizens, as manufacturers, for instance, get 
together and devise means of electing Mr. McKinley or somebody 
who represents the protective idea, I am at a loss to know what 
it is the Senator condemns in these American citizens exercising 
the right of association and combination. And I wish to know 
whether we live under a tyranny that is to be created by the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina, and a junta of such as he who are tosit 
in judgment upon what American citizens may or may not do? 

Mr. BUTLER. It is under the tyranny of a majority of the 
American voters. 

Mr. GRAY. You have not got that majori 

Mr. BUTLER. And under the tyranny 
which is a terror to all evil doers. 

Mr. President, I want to say in this connection that the more I 
study the question of the demonetization of silver and every act 


yet. 
common justice, 


which has been passed on finance by this Government from 1869 
to 1870 and 1875 and since, the more I believe that eve oe of 
ee 


those acts was ig by the bondholders. I believe 
silver was struck down to increase the value of their bonds, to 
increase the purchasing power of the money in which the bonds 
will be paid. I believe that silver was struck down in the interest 
of the bondholder. There have been many other effects to follow 
it, but it was done with one purpose, and it was backed by one 
set of men and one focalized influence, and that was the holders 
of wealth, who conspired to rob the American people to make 
themselves richer. 

Mr. President, I call that a conspiracy, because it isa united 
effort of the gold power of this country to control both the old 

arty conventions and to nominate a man who will do their bid- 
2 If the ublican party should elect their candidate for 
President (Mr. McKinley, or whoever he may be), and he should 
call to be Secretary of the the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN], as he probably would, then | suppose that the next 
Secretary of the would pursue the same policy which the 
present n pursues in defiance of law and the spirit of law, 
and pay coin obligations in gold alone, when he knows and the 
present Secretary of the Treasury knows, that that appreciates 
gold and depreciates the other coin, silver. Itnot only appreciates 
gold, but it puts down the price of products, puts down the price 
of American labor, and makes the standard which measures values 
grow shorter, causes money to get scarcer, debts to get bigger, 
while the people suffer and the bondholder grows fat and rich. 

Can it be possible that we are to have the next Secretary of the 
Treasury carrying out that criminal and infamous policy as the 
1 one is? I fear from the speeches that we have heard from 

im to-day, and the great concern that he shows that this power 
shall be left in the hands of the President, that if the Republican 
pe should elect the next President we shall have Mr. SHERMAN 
a Secretary of the Treasury and that the Carlisle policy will con- 

nue, 

This endless-chain robbery was first started by the ublican 
paty under Secretary Sherman; it has been indorsed and contin- 
ued by the Democrats under Mr. Carlisle, and now we are threat- 
ened (with the help of the banks) with a return of Mr. SHERMAN 
to the Treasury Department to continue and consummate this evil 
and direful wrong. 

The gold power may not be able to capture both Houses of the 
next Congress, but they are determined to own the President, and 
therefore the Senators from New York and Ohio are anxious to 
keep this power to issue bonds in the hands of the President. 

ALLEN. Mr. President, I think it is entirely proper be- 
fore this imporant bill shall pass—— 

Mr. HILL. I call the attention of the Senator from Nebraska, 
with his permission, of course—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. To the assurance made by the distinguished Sena- 
tor from North Carolina [Mr. Butter] that the friends of the 
measure were not intending to | el oe in the debate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not think we will participate to any very 
great extent, and yet I do not think I shall be prevented from say- 
ing 2 5 5 I desire to say by the remark of the Senator from New 

or 

Mr. HILL. Ihave no objection to the Senator's doi 
the contrary, I welcome the Senator into the debate. 
called his attention to the fact. 


so; on 
merely 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I think ranges good amoto pe: 


gin to tell the truth respecting this important bill, and I want to 
review very briefly some of the arguments that have been made 
by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 

The Senator from Ohio became quite indignant and character- 
ized this bill as a measure of repudiation and those who advocate 
it as repudiators, because it was intended to take from the Chief 
Executive the power to issue the bonds of the Government ad 
libitum. The Senator from Ohio said, with his uliar kind of 
logic, that seems to be made to fit every occasion, that it was a part 
of the contract when the resumption act of 1875 was d that the 
notes that had been issued by this Government, the greenbacks, 
should be redeemed in coin. I agree entirely with the Senator 
from Ohio that that statement is true. When the Congress passed 
the act of 1875, the resumption act, it did pledge the faith of the 
Government and the revenues to the redemption of all forms of 
paper money that had been issued; and while it can not be said in 
a strict | sense to be a part of the contract, because the notes 
had been issued before the resumption act became a law, yet the 
Government by the e of that act became morally bound to 
redeem the outstanding notes in coin. 

The Senator from Ohio also characterized any person who dis- 
putes his statement as a repudiationist. He visits all such per- 
sons with the full weight and power of his wrath, and yet I say 
the Senator from Ohio has himself given more aid and comfort to 
repudiation and has been a greater repudiationist than any Sen- 
ator in this Chamber for a quarter of a century. He has encour- 
aged the poles which converted the coin-resumption act of 1875 
into a gold-resumption act and has helped wrest it from its orig- 
inal purpose and meaning. His aid was given to this work as 
Secretary of the Treasury a few years ago; his voice and his vote 
have been given to it in this Chamber; and I have been told that 
the Senator has been the chief adviser of the present Administra- 
tion respecting the financial policy it has pursued. At any rate, 
he has been a visitor at the White House and was a visitor there 
in 1893 more times as an adviser than the distinguished chairman 
of the Finance Committee of the Senate. 

Mr. President, if it is ey ual to observe the provisions of the 
resumption act of 1875 and redeem our outstanding notes in coin, 
was not the Senator from Ohio a repudiationist when he advised 
the President to refuse to redeem them in both gold and silver 
coin? Of course, redemption in gold and silver coin does not 
answer the purpose of the power which moves the Senator from 
Ohio and the Senator from New York. 

Then the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] sings the old son 
that has been sung here for three years to my knowledge, wi 
that peculiar air of an ghee of knowledge that characterizes 
the gold advocates, that the two coins are kept at a parity now by 
the construction given the law by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
The Senator from Delaware tells us that the parity is maintained 
between gold and silver now by the construction placed on the 
Sherman Act of 1890 and the previous coinageacts. There is not 
a school child 10 years of who does not know that the parity 
has been stricken down and does not exist to-day. There is no 
parity. Why stand in the presence of the American people, then, 
and say to them that a parity exists between gold and silver when 
one has been made the chief and the other subsidiary metal? Sil- 
ver was stricken down by the criminal action of Congress in 1873, 
the chief mover in which event was the senior Senator from Ohio. 
There never has been a parity between the two metals from that 
time to this, and yet the tor from Delaware tells us that if we 
resume the redemption of our notes in silver we shall go o a condi- 
son a silver monometallism and destroy the parity between gold 
and silver. 

Mr. President, that statement is a mere dream of the Senator, 
and it is a bad dream at that. There is not the slightest thing in 
our history to prove or to support the assertion. e coined sil- 
ver in our colonial days, and that silver stood at a parity with 
gold until the crime of 1873. There had never been a disparity 
between the two coins until that time. In 1873, when the crime 
for that is what it was, a crime against civilization and the nanpi 
ness and prosperity of our country—was committed by the de- 
monetization of silver, silver was at a premium over gold almost 
4 per cent. Of course it was a nice thing to do to demonetize sil- 
ver. It was an honest thing to do to strike down one-half of the 
money of the country and increase the indebtedness of the people 
one-half and correspondingly depreciate the prices of labor and 
products. Having obtained advantage by this criminal act, it is 
pro to hold it, to the detriment of the country. 

Then the honorable Senator from Delaware fails to note that 
after the partial remonetization of silver in 1878 by the Bland- 
Allison Act, instead of gold coin taking to its heels and fleeing 
the country, as he assumes it would now under free coinage, 
we actually accumulated $236,000,000 in gold more than we had 
from 1878 until 1893, at the time of the unconditional repeal of 
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the purchase clause of the Sherman Act. The history of the 
country is against the assumption and the assertion of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware. 

Have we any right to suppose that under a system of free coin- 
age, if inaugurated now, the condition of the country would be 
different from what it was in the past A distinguished colonial 

enry 


statesman, I think it was Patrick , said that the only way 
to judge the future is by the past; and judging the future by the 
past under a system of absolute and unrestricted free coinage as 
well as under partial coinage, gold coin, instead of disappearing, 
has been increasing. No, sir; gold monometallists are not afraid 
that gold will be driven away by free coinage. Shylock has the 
contract that calls for the pound of flesh, and he proposes to en- 
force it in dollars that have swollen“ from 100 to 200 cents under 
gold appreciation, and to take from the debtor $2 of his produce 
and in the products of his labor and his field where $1 was in the 
first instance contracted. 

Then the Senator from Delaware grows indignant again as 
respects maintaining the ity. Mr. ident, how can the 
parity be maintained between gold and silver when one is demone- 
tized and the other is coined without restriction? When the two 
metals are placed on an equality before the mints, when you give 
them equal monetary functions, when you permit silver to do 
that which gold is permitted to do alone, you will put the two 
metals on a parity, and until you do that a disparity between the 
coins will exist and be maintained as a result of legislation. 

Mr. President, for the purpose of deceiving—for it could have 
been for no other purpose, I think—in 1893, when we repealed the 
purchase clause of the Sherman Act, there was inserted in the 
repeal bill a part of the Democratic platform. I presume that is 
the only way in which it will ever be transmi to posterity as 
1 of the permanent history of this country. Here is the 
P $ 

SEC. 7. We denounce the Republican legislation known as the Sherman Act 
of 189) as a cowardly makeshift, fraught with possibilities of danger in the 
future which should make all of its supporters, as well as its author, anxious 
for its speedy repeal. We hold to the use of both gold and silver as the stand- 
ard money of the country— 

If any Senator will refer to the repealing act of 1893 he will find 
this language— 
and to the co: of both gold and silver without discriminating inst 
either metal or charge for mintage, but the dollar unit of coinage of both 
metals must be of equal intrinsic and exchangeable value, or be adjusted 
through international agreement or by such safeguards of legislation as shall 
insure the maintenance of the parity of the two metals and the 
of every dollar at all times in the markets and in the payment of 
we demand that all paper currency shall be kept at with and redeemable 
in such coin. We insist upon this policy as espe: y necessary for the pro- 
tection of the farmers and laboring the first and most defenseless 
victims of unstable money and a fluctuating currency. 

It was thought necessary to put a part of that plank of the 
Democratic platform of 1892 in the act of 1893. But was there 
any attempt after W the repeal bill of 1893 to supplement 
it by free coinage? e were told at the time by the Democratic 
edad that immediately on the p of the repealing act of 1893 
a bill would be introduced here and into the other branch of Con- 
gress for the free and unlimited coinage of silver. That bill has 
not been introduced. The honorable chairman of the Finance 
Committee at that time, who is unfortunately absent from the 
Chamber as a result of ill health, told us in repeated . 
that the Democratic party, was pledged to the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver, and that as soon as the repeal bill of 1893 should 
become a law a measure looking to free coinage would be intro- 
duced and would be passed speedily through both Houses of Con- 
gress, and would receive the approval of the President. That is 
the last we have heard of it. 

Mr. BUTLER. It has been suggested to me that we can not 
get a vote to-night, as several Senators desire to speak. There- 

ore I should like now, while the Senate is fairly full, to ask 
unanimous consent to vote on this question on Monday next at 4 
o'clock. That seems to be to those with whom I have conferred 
Teta hour, and I hope it will be satisfactory to the 


ate. 
Mr. HILL. What hour does the Senator say? 
Mr. BUTLER. At 4 o'clock on Monday afternoon. 
Mr. HILL. I have no doubt there will be ample time between 
now and then to make all the speeches desired. 
‘ a ae ISON. I will suggest to the Senator to make the hour 
o'clock. 
Mr. HILL. I do not think there is any objection to that. 
Mr. ALLISON. It may be necessary to act upon some confer- 
anen reports, and if the time is fixed at 5 o'clock that may be 
one. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit to the Senate 
the request of the Senator from North Carolina. 
Mr. BUTLER. At the su ion of the Senator from Iowa 
per SER I will change the hour to 5 o'clock, and ask that 
vote 


ual power 
ebts; and 


en on this question at 5 o’clock on next Monday. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I do not object, with the understanding that 
the right is reserved to all Senators to move amendments at that 
time, before the vote is taken. 

Mr. PLATT. That is right. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Without debate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Without debate. 

Mr. PLATT. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina 
asks unanimous consent that the vote upon the pending bill be 
taken at 5 o’clock on Monday next. Is there objection? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Reserving the right to all Senators to move 
amendments at that time. 

Mr. ALLEN. The amendments to be considered under the five- 
minute rule? 

Mr. CHANDLER and Mr. PLATT. Without debate, 

Mr. PUGH. We do not want debate. 

Mr. ALLISON. If there is to be no debate on the amendments, 
„ my suggestion as to 5 o'clock, and will say 4 
o'clock. 

Mr. HARRIS. In order that we may have no misunderstand- 
ing about the consent agreement, do I understand the s stion 
of the Senator from New Hampshire to be that after 5 o’clock 
every Senator shall have the right to offer amendments which 
shall be voted upon without debate? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Tennessee precisely com- 
prehended my meaning. 

Mr. PLATT. Perhaps the hour had better be made 4 o'clock, 
if that is to be of the agreement. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Let the agreement stand at 5 o’clock. 

Mr. BUTLER. I now desire, on the suggestion of several Sen- 
ators, to change the request that the debate on this question shall 
cease at 4 o'clock on Monday, and that at 5 o'clock the final vote 
shall be taken—not later than 5 o’clock—that the time between 4 
and 5 be devoted to the purpose named by the Senator from New 
Hampshire . CHANDLER] to offer amendments to be voted 
upon without debate. 

Mr. HILL. Do J understand that amendments can be presented 
at 5 o’clock? 

Mr. BUTLER. No; at 4 o’clock—the final vote to be taken not 
later than 5 o’clock. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The objection to that is that we might not 
get through. What I meant to suggest to the Senator was that 
at 4 o’clock debate should cease and we should then proceed to 
vote apon all amendments without debate, and when the amend- 
ments have been completed that the final yote be taken. 

Mr. BUTLER. The final vote, however, upon the amendments 
and the bill to be taken not later than 5 o’clock. 

Mr. CHANDLER. We may not get through by that time. 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me the Senator wants to reserve 
more time than is necessary. If we are to do nothing but offer 
amendments we ought to vote by 5 o’clock. We ought to get 
ree with the amendments by that time if we do not debate 

em. s 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not want to have two different hours 
agreed upon. At4o’clock we cease debate; amendments are then 
in order; all amendments offered are to be voted upon, and then 
the bill is to be voted upon before we adjourn. 

Mr. TELLER. Amendments are in order from this time on. 
Senators can commence offering amendments nowif they choose. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire, 
if he will permit me, that to start at 5 o’clock—— 

Mr. PLATT and Mr. STEWART. Four o’clock. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will result ina half hour or an hour when the 
Senate will not have a quorum present, and there will be inability 
to obtain a vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Therefore I understand 4 o'clock is to be 
the hour according to the present request of the Senator from 
North Carolina. 

Mr. ALLEN. 
are to be put in. 2 

Mr. BUTLER. Senators are to begin to put in amendments at 
4 o'clock, and they are to be voted upon without debate. Now, it 
is clear that unless there is a string of 100 amendments or more, 
amendments without limit, they certainly can be disposed of with- 
out debate in an hour. 

Mr. ALLEN. DoI understand 


the proposed unanimous-con- 
sent 5 to mean that a vote shall absolutely be taken at 5 
o'clock? 


Mr. CHANDLER. I do not anticipate any delay, and I do not 
understand the anxiety of the Senator from North Carolina to 
have the voting on amendments to end in an hour. I might want 
to offer an amendment, and the Senator from North Carolina 
might, at 4 o’clock, offer the McKinley Act itself as an amend- 
ment, which would mod more than an hour to read it. 


Mr. BUTLER. Li 
Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator is likely to do so. 


Four o'clock is the hour when the amendments 
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Mr. CLARK. I should like to know if, as a matter of fact, the 
Senator eee doing it. $ 

Mr. CHANDLER. Isubmit the eer proposition, that at 4 
o'clock debate shall end and we s o on and finish the bill, 
reserving the vig t to every Senator to offer amendments. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And positively to stop at 5 o'clock, when a 
vote shall be taken on the main question. 

Mr. HILL. Five o’clock. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not agree to that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is what I was afraid of. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Suppose Senators do not cease offering 
8 5 o'clock? 

Mr. HAWLEY. What is the use of an agreement at all if you 
are going to make that kind of ee Ge 

Mr. C DLER. That we finish the bill before we ad- 


journ. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I shall have to object. I think to-morrow some 
time we can better arrive at an agreement, after the debate has 
gone on a little further, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is 8 

Mr. HILL. Task the Senator from Nebr [Mr. ALLEN] if 
he will yield for a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. ALLEN. If I can go on in the morning, the bill retaining 
its place 

r. HILL. Itis the unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is the unfinished business, and the 
Senator from Nebraska has the floor. 

Mr. ALLEN. My speech is not yet through. I wish to con- 
clude it in the morning, when the bill is laid before the Senate, 
and now, as there is routine business to be transacted, I yield the 
floor for to-day. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disa- 
greed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.8109) 
maing ee for fortifications and other works of de- 
fense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy 
ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes; asked a 
conference with the Senate on the di eeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. NER of Nebraska, Mr. 
Groot, and Mr. BOUTELLE managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FRYE. I ask the Senator from New York to withhold the 
motion to adjourn which he proposed to make, 

Mr. HILL. Very well; Is not press the motion. 

Mr. FRYE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the ruft votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1977) “making appropria- 
tions for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works 
on rivers and ‘bors, and for other purposes,” having met, after full and 
free conference have to recommend and do recommend to their 
ctive Houses as follows: p 
at the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 342 and agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 130, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 


lieu of the language wa insert the following: 
“ For a deep-water harbor for commerce and of refuge at Port Los Suga 
in Santa Monica Bay, California, or at San Pedro, in said State, the locat — 85 


said harbor to be determined by an officer of the Navx, to be detailed by the 
Secretary of the Navy, an officer of the Coast and etic Survey, to be 
detailed by the og mage ener ned of said Survey, and three experienced civil 
engineers, skilled in ri n work, to be appointed by the President, who 
shall constitute a , and who shall personally examine said harbors, the 
decision of a majority of which shall be final as to the location of said harbor, 
It shall be the duty of said board to make plans, fications, and estimates 
for said improvement. Whenever said board U have settled the location 
and made report to the Secre of War of the same, with said plans, speci- 
fications, and estimates, then the Secretary of War may make contracts 
for the pesos wea of the improvement of the harbor so selected by said 
board, ing to the project 70 ich 5 by them, at a cost not exceedin 
in the aggregate 2 900,000. N is hereby appropriated, so much thereo 
as may be necessary to be for the expenses of the 
of the civil engineers for their services, the amount to be determined by 
the N Fog War: Provided, however, That if the board hereby consti- 
tuted, as in section provided, shall determine in favor of the construc- 
tion of a breakwater at Port Los Angeles, no expenditure of — 4 p of the 
money hereby haf sh coher shall be made, nor any contr or the con- 
struction of such breakwater be entered into until the Southern Pacific 
Company, or the owner or owners thereof, shall execute an agreement and 
file the same with the Secretary of War that any railroad company, or any 
Ff omen engaged in the business of transportation, may share in the use 
of the pier now constructed at Port Los Angeles and the approaches and 
tracks leading thereto, situate westerly of the easterly entrance to the Santa 
Monica tunnel, upon such just and equitable terms as may be agreed upon 
between the es, and if they fail to agree, then to be determined by the 
Secretary of War; and before any expenditure of the money hereby appro- 
viated is made for the construction of a breakwater at Port Angeles said 
uthern Pacific Company, or the owner of the tracks and approaches lead- 
ing to said pier, shall execute an agreement and file the same with the Secre- 
tary of War, that any railroad or transportation company or corporation de- 
siring to construct a wharf or pier in Santa Monica Bay may, for the purpose 
of approaching such wharf or por and for the purpose of constructing and 
operating the same, cross the track or tracks, approaches, and right of way 
now used by the Southern Pacific Company under such regulations as may be 
prescribed by the Secretary of War and upon the payment of such compen- 
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sation as that officer may find to be reasonable: Provided further, That in 
event said harbor is located at Port Los Angeles no greater royalty on the 
rock used for the construction of the breakwater than cents a cubic yard 
shall be charged, and the Southern Pacific Company shall rgeno more than 
one-half a cent a ton-mile for freight on rock transported over its road.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 122, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
At the end of the language pro’ insert the following: * but no such con- 
tract shall be ente into until the board provided for in this act to deter- 
mine the location of a deep-water harbor for commerce and of refuge, as be- 
tween Port Los Angeles, in Santa Monica Bay,and San Pedro, in the State of 
California, has made its report to the Secretary of War, and not at all if said 
report shall be in favor of San Pedro as the location of said harbor"; and the 


Senate to the same. 
ree WILLIAM P. FRYE, 
M. S. QUAY, 


G. G. Rey soe 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The report was concurred in. 
FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 8109) making 9 for fortifi- 
cations and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for 
the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes, and requesting a conference with the Senate on 
the disa eee of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments di d to by the House of Representatives and agree to 
the conference asked by the other House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
7 75 ay the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. PERKINS, 

T. ALLISON, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 


CYRUS THOMAS, 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Senate to take up the bill (H. R. 4910) 
granting a pension to Cyrus Thomas. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded toconsiderthe bill. It proposes to pay to Cyrus 
Thomas, late second lieutenant Battery B, First Vermont Heayy 
Artillery, and sergeant Company B, Eleventh Vermont Infantry, 
a pension of $50 per month, in lieu of the pension which he now 
receives. e 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, orđered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


„MARKET PRIVILEGES FOR FARMERS. 


Mr. GALLINGER, I ask unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation of the joint resolution (S. R. 148) for the relief of farmers 
and truck men in the city of Washington, D. C. 

Mr.BUTLER. The requests for unanimousconsent are granted 
with the understanding that they do not displace the present bill 
and can not do so, of course. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Certainly not. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be ETRE for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

STATEN ISLAND RAPID TRANSIT COMPANY. 


Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent to call up a local measure, 
the bill (S. 2628) to amend the act approved February 9, 1881, to 
grant theright of way for railroad purposes through certain lands 
of the United States in Richmond County, N. Y. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN LITTLE AND HOBART WILLIAMS. 


Mr. THURSTON. Task for the present consideration of the bill 
S. 795) for the relief of John Little and Hobart Williams, of 
maha, Nebr. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to John 
Little and Hobart Williams $1,423.75, being the amount 2 5 them 
as reported by the Court of Claims. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be i hort for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LSON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was eed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 50 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, May 23, 
1896, at 12 o'clock meridian, 
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May 22, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Fray, May 22, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupkx. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, in the vote on the pension of Mr. 
Hoover I voted “yea” yesterday, under the apprehension—— 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 

Mr. FOWLER. r. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey desires to 
make a personal statement. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I entered into an arrangement 
with the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] for a pair, and 
received a letter from him stating certain cases that we agreed 
upon and others which he desired to vote, which were par- 
ticularly the election cases, and from that I understood our pair 
was limited. But upon reading the letter I am under the impres- 
sion that I should not have voted on the Hoover matter. I there- 
fore desire to make this explanation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska demands the 
regular order, which is private business. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the reports of the com- 
mittees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 5731) to regulate the practice of medicine and 
surgery and to punish persons violating the provisions thereof in 
the District of Bolumbia; and ; 

A bill (H. R. Linge donning the standard shape and size for dry 
measures in use in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 


The message also announced that the Senate had 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 673) 
granting a pension to Joseph R. West, brigadier and brevet major 
general, United States Army Volunteers. ey 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 5210) making appropriations to 

vide for the expenses of the government of the District of Co- 
umbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other pur- 
poses, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to 
the conference shea | by the House on the Somers Oar of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. TELLER, Mr. ALLISON, 
and Mr. COCKRELL as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
7664) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the year ending June 30, 1897, and for other 

mrposes, had further insisted upon its amendments numbered 2, 

„4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 22, 23, 24, 25, 28, 
82, 61, 91, 92, 93, 94, 96, 97, 109, 111, 112, 115, 120, 122, 123, 124, 126, 
127, 128, 129, 188, 189, 140, 141, 142, 143, 145, 146, 147, 161, and 190, 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had asked a further 
conference with the House on the di ing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and hadsappointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and 
Mr. GORMAN as the conferees on the of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
7977) making appropriations for the construction, oe a and 
8 of 1 3 8 on rivers = har red 85 

or other 5 7 ill further insigted upon its amendmen 
5 130, 132, and 342, disagreed to by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, had asked a further conference with the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Faye Mr, Quay, and Mr, VEst as the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6249) making 
appropriations for current and contingent expenses of the Indian 

nt and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other pur- 
s, had still further insisted upon its amendments numbered 

, 64, 66, 69, and 70, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
had asked a further conference with the House on the ng, ad 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. PET- 
TIGREW, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. COCKRELL as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 


ed to the 


3 the bill (H. R. 2042) to increase the pension of Wilbur 
. Cogswell. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the following resolution: 

Resolved 


and d of, including the fraction in case, as provided in the House 
joint resolution No. 170, approved on the 30th day of April, 1896. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill 
(S. 3170) to authorize the Butler and Pirabu Beroan Company 
to construct and maintain a bridge across the e iad River; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
2 8 from the Speaker's table and referred by the Speaker as 
‘ollows: 
A bill (S. 3011) for the relief of Nicolai Bros.—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 
A bill (S. 3008) authorizing the employment of day labor in the 


construction of certain municipal buil and works in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on District of Columbia. 


A bill (S. 3001) granting a pension to Alfred Bigelow, of Nor- 
folk, in the State of Nebraska—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

A bill (S. 2945) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Alabama River by the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (S. 2944) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Cahaba River, in Bibb County, Ala., by the Mobile and Ohio 
Railroad Company—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

A bill (S. 2943) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Warrior River by the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (S. 2499) to amend an act entitled “An act to incorporate 
the Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway Company 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 2473) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for 
holding terms of court in the district of Montana,” approved July 
20, 1892—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (8. 2394) to provide for the construction of a public build- 
ing 5 Oreg.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds, 

A bill (S. 2306) to amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to copyrights—to the Committee on Patents. 

A. bill (S. 2284) for the relief of actual settlers on unsurveyed 
public lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 3170) to authorize the Butler and Pittsburg Railroad 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Alle- 
gheny River—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

JOSEPH R. WEST. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a conference 


sig ky 
he report of the committee of conference was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S.673) grant: 
a pension to Joseph R. West, brigadier and brevet major-general, 
States Army Volunteers, having met, after full and free conference have 
2015 to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
ws: 


House, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Jn lieu of the 
2 t proposed to be insert seventy-five"; and agree 
same. 


J. A. PICKLER 

HENRY F. THOMAS, 

C. J. ERDMAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


GEO. L. SHOUP, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 

re 3 
e conference report was to. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the conference report was agreed to was laid on the table. 
EXAMINATION AND CLASSIFICATION OF CERTAIN LANDS IN THE 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privile report 

from the Committee on Public Lands on the bill (H. R. 5819) to 


provide for the examination and classification of certain lands in 
the State of California, and I desire to call it up. 

The SPEAKER. The report does not have to be made in open 
House. Itis not in order to make it in the House. 

Mr. ELLIS. The Senate has submitted certain amendments to 
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the House bill, which previously passed the House, and they asked 
for a conference. The bill was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, and the committee report it back with the recommen- 
dation that the House agree to the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. But the Senate amendments require consid- 
eration in Committee of the Whole, do they not? 

Mr. ELLIS. Lam not sure about that. Ithink perhaps they do. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has examined them, and finds they 
do. In that case the bill goes to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to submit a parliamen- 

inquiry as to this case. 
e SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LOUD. Here is a House bill. 

The SPEAKER. It is a public bill, and therefore not in order 
to-day 7575772 unfinished private business. 

Mr. LOUD. It is a privileged matter. 

The SPEAKER. It is not a privileged matter except on the 
8 8 business. 

r. ELLIS. Then I withdraw it for the present, and will call 
it up at some subsequent time. 
e SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the matter should go to the 
Committee of the Whole, under the rules of the House. 

Mr. LOUD. If the Chair will allow me one moment, If this 
report be made and it then go to Committee of the Whole it then 
will lose its privileged character. 

The SPEAKER. It can not lose any privileged character by 
going where the rules require it to go. 

Mr. LOUD. It seems to me strange how this, being privileged, 
got to the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state precisely how it went to 
the committee. Being a House bill with Senate amendments, with 
a request for a conference, it went to the committee. That com- 
mittee had the right to rae 9 because the Senate requested a 
conference. Being reported, it goes to Committee of the Whole 
because that is the rule of the House. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, but, Mr. Speaker, I see matters of a similar 
character every day presented to the House and the House privi- 
leged to take some action on the matter. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state any case? 

Mr. LOUD. Why, appropriation bills and pension bills with 
Senate amendments on them. 

The SPEAKER. Appropriation bills can not be considered 
under those circumstances except by unanimous consent. Pen- 
sion bills for increases of pensions, with Senate amendments, or 
Senate amendments representing increases by the Senate are not 
within the rule of measures like this, where a new item is pre- 
sented involving a new appropriation, which Rule XX of the 
House sends to the Committee of the Whole. The matter is very 
clear. That bill was submitted to the Chair, and the Chair was 
not aware that there was a new appropriation in it on a cursory 
examination; but on a careful examination it is quite evident 
there are expenditures not in the original bill, and relating to a 
new or cognate subject—that is, including another State. 

Mr. LOUD. It is the same subject-matter, though relating to 
another State. 

The SPEAKER. Relating to another State and making other 
expenditures. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC INDEMNITY LAND SETTLERS. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference report. 
It is the one which we had up the other day. It was then read 
and laid over until yesterday morning, but I let it go over until 
this morning so as to give gentlemen an opportunity to examine 
it. The 18 iad was read and also the statement, but an objection 
was made by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] to one 
feature of the substitute bill presented by the conference commit- 
tee. I would like to dispose of the bill now, and if the gentleman 
from Arkansas desires, Iwill yield him time to explain his objection, 
2 the floor. If, however, the other business of the House 
is in such a situation that this will interfere, I do not care to press 
it at this time. k 

The SPEAKER. There is other business pressing. 

Mr. LACEY. Then I will withdraw the report for the present. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference 

report on the river and harbor bill. 
e conference report was read. 
The report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the d ga Bees of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7077) making appropriations 
for the construction, Tepat, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other ie Soto having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 20, 36, 38, 48, 49, 67, 
73, T4, 75, 83, 104, 142, 157, 158, 160, 172, 207, 208, 223, 250. š 
t the House recede from i ent to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4 


ts d 
6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 19, 21, 22, 23, 
4, 25, 20, 27, 28, 20 BO, Bl, AY 25 J, d5, 30, 40, ll. A2 43, Al. U. 17,61, G2, 89,64, 58.50 
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roposed 
f 8 That mn making such contracts 
Secretary of War shall not obligate the Government to pre any one fiscal 
July 1 0 mes than 25 per cent oi 


E 


“Improving Gowanus Creek Channel, New York, by deepening the same 
to 26 feet at mean low water, from the foot of Percival street to its junction 
with the Red Hook Channel, $25,000." 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 50: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 50, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the language s en out insert the fol- 
lowing yarsgreph: 

“Improving ħarbor at Mamaroneck, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, in 
accordance with report of Chief of Engineers, 1887, 810, 00.“ 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 71: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 71, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $20,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 76: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 76, and ee tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proj insert ** $1,000,000"; and 
strike out the words recommended in said”; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 77: That the House recede fromits disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 77, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the word “report,” proposed to be inserted; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 80, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the language 2 to be inserted insert the following: 

“And that when said C. P. Goodyear, his heirs and assigns, have procured 
a 200-foot channel of a minimum epth of 23 feet at mean h tide, $30,000 
shall be paid therefor; and when he has secured a channel feet wide, 24 
feet deep at mean high tide, an additional Poo shall be paid therefor; and 
that all of said deepening of said bar shall be completed within three years 
from the date of the of this act: Provided, That no payment shall be 
made to said Goodyear or his ! representatives except upon a certificate 
of the Secretary of War, made after personal survey by an experienced offi- 
cer of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, selected by him for that 8 that 
such depths and widths have severally been obtained by him or m; and 
said officer make to Congress a report in detail of the amount of work 
done, its cost, and its value to the Government.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 86 and 87: That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 86 and 87, and agree to the 
same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
** $80,000""; and strike out all the remainder of the ph, being the pro- 
viso, 8 amendment numbered 87; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 90: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 90, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the word “improvement,” in the second line 
of — h, strike out the word “fifty and insert “seventy-five”; and 
after word “million,” in the seventh line of the 8 insert the 
words and fifty thousand”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 107, 108, 109, 110, and 111: That the House recede 
from its disse rocment tothe amendments of the Senate numbered 107, 108, 
109, 110, and and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the entire ph and insert in lieu thereof the following h: 

“Tmprovi arbor at Manistee, Mich.: Continuing improvement nae g- 
ing the interior channel, $15,000; and all moneys heretofore appropriated and 
now unexpended may be used for . pe such interior channel at the dis- 
cretion of the Secret of War. Any itations on such former appropri- 
ations are hereby repealed.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 126, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Restore the ay i gt gone to be stricken out, and after the word “ Pro- 

ded in the first line of the language proposed to be inserted, insert the 
word “ further"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 128: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 128, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $20,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 136: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 136, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Restore the language Deg rr to be stricken out, 
and at the end of it insert the following: “If in opinion of the Secretary 
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of War the interests of commerce demand such expenditure "; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 167: That the House recede from its disagreement 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 167, and 
an amendment as follows: In the twelfth line of the age PTO 
be inserted strike out the word “ but,“ after the word “Point,” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word until“; and in the fourteenth line of said 
language strike out the words “through the Secretary to the next Con- 
sang and insert in lieu thereof the words to the Secretary of War on the 
Monday in December of the current year“; and at the end of the lan- 
insert the following: 
9 Secretary of War is hereby authorized to carry out the recom- 
mendations of said and to modify the present contract, if necessary, 
and ust any loss with the contractor oned by the provisions of this 
act, and to pay the same out of the appropriation under which the said con- 
tract was e; also to expend the tional sum of $25,000, in his discretion, 
for such d. g as may be necessary for the maintenance of channels from 
the mouths of the Appoquinimink River and Blackbird Creek in the channel 
of the Delaware River through the dike now F from Reedy 
Island to Liston Point for the improvement of the Delaw: 85 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 185: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 185, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pr insert " $10.000”; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 199: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 199, and ee to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro; insert $20,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 204: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 204, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Restore the language proposed to be stricken out 
and in the next to the last line of the same strike out the word “dams” and 


to the same with 
to 


guage proposed to 
pat sna words “such amounts as may necessary“; and the Senate agree 
e same. 

Amendment numbered 259: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 259, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: After the word “dollars,” at the end of the first 
proviso, insert the words “exclusive of the amount herein appropriated”; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 260: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 260, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Before the word “obtaining,” next preceding the 

to be inserted, insert the word “ ultimately"; and the Sen- 


an amendment as follows: Strike out of the lan, 
all after the word Commission“ and insert in 
For the purpose of improving the channel by 8 erosion of the 
000 luffs, or so much thereof 

as may be necessary; at ‘Rocheport, not exceeding $50,000, or so much thereof 


Charles, not exceedin, 000, or so much thereof as may be necessary; at 
and vent the mouth of the ET TA Blue, in Jackson County, Mo., not exceeding 
$20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary; on the banks of the river 
te Leavenworth and Atchison, not exceeding $15,000 at each of said 
localities, or so much thereof as may be necessary; at Nebraska Cit: not ex- 
ceeding $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary: Provided, That the 
on may expend such amounts as may be absolutely necessary 
at any time in the improvement of the channel by preventing erosion of the 
banks at other harbors and localities on the river.’ 
And the Senate — — the same. F 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro; insert $150,000"; and 
strike out allof the proposed langu: wring said mans, belo the proviso: 
and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 297: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 297, and to the 5 Pag 
e 
afte 


the word Provided,” in the second proviso; and at the end of the language 
to be inserted insert the follo ies canal to be 


the follo 3 
the 3 of War is hereby authorized and directed to 
tted to the first 


acompilation giving a complete list of all the preliminary examina- 
Fons that aes none A e, date of report, Titha statement as to 
amount 


pended during the fiscal year b 
neers and 5 in charge; also a — aesa ink of all projects now un- 


der construction or maintenance, together with the year when and if 
modified, when; the total amount expended on projesi and estimate of 
amount to complete the same, and amount reco) by the 


Chief of Engineers and by the e eer in charge to be e: ded during the 
fiscal year beginning July 1, 1898, the amount appropria: for each project 
by this act, making reference to the — Sos of the ef of Engineers, where 
report of each project is given, together with a statement containing the 
amount of the unexpended balance to the credit of each project July 1, 1897, 
whether under construction, work suspended, or appropriation made and 
work not commenced; also the total amounts 5 heretofore for 
the improvement and maintenance of the rivers, and the total amounts here- 
tofore 1 for the improvement and maintenance ot harbors in each 
river and har bor act; also the total amount of appropriation, by States, for 
the improvement of rivers and harbors.” 

And the Senate a to the same. 

Amendment numbered 324: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 324, and agree to the same with 
= amendment as follows: In lieu of the language stricken out insert the fol- 

owing: 

“The Seep | of War is hereby directed to cause to be made accurate 
examinations and estimates of cost of construction of a ship canal, Py the 
most practicable route, wholly within the United States, from the Great 
Lakes to the navigable waters of the Hudson River, of suficient capacity to 
9 the tonnage of the lakes to the sea.” 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 860: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 360, and agree tothe same with an 
1 as follows: In lieu of the language proposed to be inserted insert 

e following: 

“Delaware River, with a view to obtaining a channel 600 feet wide and 30 
feet deep froma point at or near the city of Philadelphia to the deep water 
of Delaware Bay.’ 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 375: That the House recede from its ment 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 375, and agree to the same withan 
amendment as follows: In addition to the proposed insert the fol- 
lowing new paragraph: 

Removal of dam in upper Allegheny, near Goran, and all the dams on 
the Conewango Creek, and the rapids at or near Waterboro, in the Conewango 
Creek, a tributary of the Allegheny River.” 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 376: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 376, and to the same with 
to be inserted insert 


an amendment as follows: After the language pro 
the following 8555 

= Po simi Greek. with a view of obtaining a depth of 30 feet at mean low 
water.’ 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 383: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 383, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In the line after the language roposed to be in- 
serted strike out the word from.“ before the word m ed,” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word! for“; and the Senate agree to th a 

Amendment numbered 386: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 386, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: After the word “refuge,” in the next paragraph 
but one preceding, insert a new paragraph, as follows: 

Inner harbor at Point Judith Pond.“ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 130, 132, and 342: The committee of conference 
here i" gee to agree on the amendments of the Senate numbered 130, 

an 


WM. P. FRYE, 


G. G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House agree to 
the conference report, insist upon its disagreement to the Senate 
amendments numbered 130, 132, and 342, and ee to the con- 
ference asked for by the Senate. I send to the Clerk’s desk the 
statement which accompanies the report. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 
The bill as it passed the House carried appropriations amount- 
ing ciel be eek al ed be Sane SS LE ee ed es $10, 453, 800. 00 
And contracts amounting to... 51, 721,210.91 
As the bill passed the Senate it 12, 752, 350.00 
And contracts amounting to 60. 473, 121.91 
The cash items have been reduced in conf , 000. 00 
And the reduction in the amount of projects p 
ERG Mees cnpe anche E A O anita 4. 110, 823.00 
The Senate amendments upon which no agreements have been 
reached involve appropriations amounting too 100, 000. 00 
, wana nkaia cain taskan 8, 341, 000. 00 
W. B. HOOKER 
BINGER HERMANN. 
T. C. CATCHINGS. 


ed 
am 
concerned. 

Mr. HOOKER. Now, Mr. Speaker, if there is any gentleman 
who desires to debate this matter, I am willing to yield time for 


that purpose. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Idesire to be heard; but I suppose the gentle- 
man himself desires to make a statement. 

Mr. HOOKER. I will make mine after you get through. How 
much time do you desire? 

Mr. DOC. ._ Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. HOOKER, I will yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 


uri. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I suppose the tleman will yield me five 
minutes additional if I require it. = 5 
Mr. HOOKER, If necessary. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask the attention of the House 
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for a very few moments, but even if I desired longer time I would 
be unable to secure it. Iam in favor of proper appropriations 
for the improvement of the facilities for water transportation, 
but I am opposed to this bill because it carries riotous appropria- 
tions not warranted by the condition of the Treasury or the con- 
dition of business of the country. I know, Mr. Speaker, that what 
I may say will not be punctuated by applause. I realize that fact 
as well as any Representative on this floor. As my friend from 
California p r. Loup] aptly suggests, ‘‘ We are all in it.” That 
expresses the whole situation. [Laughter.] When this bill left 
the House it carried, including the indefinite appropriation for 
the Monongahela River, appropriations and liabilities aggregat- 
ing $65,148,770.91, having received the affluent consideration in 
debate of forty minutes all told, without the right of amendment. 
As reported to the Senate by the Senate Committee on Commerce 
it carried in direct appropriations $12,690,550, the indefinite appro- 
priation of $3,000,000 for the Monongahela River, and authorized 
contracts of $63,353,121, making a grand total of $79,043,671. 

Mr. Speaker, in this connection I desire to call attention to 
the rapidly increasing totals of the river and harbor bills, alto- 
gether out of proportion to the progress of the country, Since 
1878 the appropriations have been as follows: 

APPROPRIATIONS. 


Spee tne eae ree re ae ETI 88, 201, 700. 00 
PRAISE Ge PEA (vb 7, 846, 600. 00 
Te Cea ARIES ERA AE ONT a(t He IEA el 8,951,500. 00 
J TT 11,441,300. 00 
Sige ee ee one eee Eee ie ae ae 18, 738, 875.00 
Py Ey irene ee nce aR ae REP ONAL OMe 13,049, 200. 00 
Cc To E A AR 14.473, 900. 00 
F170 BSD cS RD SMD ER RN 22. 397, 616.90 
MOQ) es eee ee 825, 136, 205. 00 

Gontracts authorized 13.282. 975.00 88, 419, 274. 00 


Mr. HOOKER. If the gentleman will pardon me a moment, I 
wish to say that he has not correctly stated the amount for 1890. 
As 1 understand, it was $13,282,979. : ; 

Mr. DOCKERY. But the contracts were additional to the direct 
appropriations of that bill. The statement to which I am re- 
ferring was prepared by the accomplished clerk of the House Com- 
mittee on Appropriations; and I venture to say it is correct. 

In 1892 the appropriations were $21,154,218; contracts author- 
ized, $31,760,521; total, $52,914,739. In 1894 the appropriations 
were $11,473,180, and no contracts authorized. In 1896, in the 
pending bill as passed by the Senate and sent to conference, the 
aggregate of specific appropriations was $12,690,550; Mononga- 
hela Raver, indefinite, $3,000,000; contracts authorized, $63,353,121; 
aggregate, $79,043,671. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the gentleman will allow me— 

Mr. DOCKERY. I can not yield. I have only ten minutes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will give the gentleman some of my time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I decline to be interrupted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYNE). The gentleman 
from Missouri is entitled to the floor and declines to yield. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, it is obvious that the liabilities 
under the contract system are rapidly increasing. The contract 
system was recognized for the t time in the river and har- 
bor bill of 1890, the amount of contracts then authorized being 
A In 1892 the amount leaped to $31,760,521; and this 

ill as reported to the Senate authorized contracts amounting to 
$63,353,121; and the gentleman from Pregon [Mr. HERMANN] sug- 
gests that the amount should be $100,000,000. I regret that the 
efforts of the gentleman from Oregon, in behalf of that State, were 
not . the people of his district in the recent conven- 
tion which nominated someone else as Representative in Congress; 
because by his 9 1 1 and ability he has furnished through 
river and kaher bills the greatest source of revenue to the State 
of Oregon that it has ever enjoyed. 

Mr. HERMANN My friend from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] 
will allow me to say that the issue to which he refers was not 
raised before the people of Oregon; and if the people of Oregon 
had had the decision of the matter it would, I believe, have been 
decided very differently, so far as I am concerned, and by a very 
large majority. The people of Oregon favor the most liberal wa- 
terway improvements, and have indorsed my action in Congress 
many times, for which I feel grateful to them. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iagree with the gentleman—— 

Mr. HERMANN. They believe in public appropriations for 
p es of this kind. 

. DOCKERY. Ido not know the ability of the tleman 
nominated as successor to my friend, but if I had resided in Ore- 
gon and been called upon to name a Republican for the oe 

he have supported the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. 
MANN]. 

Mr. Speaker, I now desire to call the attention of the House to 
the views of a distinguished citizen of New York; and I commend 
them to the brilliant young New Yorker [Mr. HOOKER] in charge 
of this bill. They are the views of Chester A. Arthur, submitted 


to this body when President of the United States, in the celebrated 


veto of the river and harbor bill of August 1, 1882. 
appropriate to this occasion. I quote the message: 


To the House of Representatives: 

Having watched with much interest the progress of House bill No. 6242, en- 
titled “An act making appropriations for the construction, repair, and pres- 
ervation of certain works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes.“ 
and having since it was received carefully examined it, after mature consid- 
eration I am constrained to return it herewith to the House of Representa- 
aves in which it originated, without my signature and with my objections 

oits pas 3 

Many of the appropriations in the bill are clearly for the general welfare 
and most beneficent in their character. Two of the objects for which provi- 
sion is made were by me considered so important that I felt it my duty to 
direct to them the attention of Congress. my annual message in Decem- 
ber last I ur the vital importance of legislation for the reclamation of the 
marshes and for the establishment of the harbor lines along the Potomac 
front. In April last, be special m , I recommended an appropriation 
for the improvement of the Mississippi River. It is not necessary that I sa 
that when my signature would è the bill appropriating for these an 
other valuable national objects a law, it is with great reluctance and only 
under a sense of duty that I withhold it. 

My principal objection to the bill is that it contains appropriations for pur- 
poses not for the common defense or general welfare, and which do not pro- 
mote commerce among the States. ese provisions, on the contrary, are 
entirely for the benefit of the particular localities in which it is proposed to 
make the improvements. I re such appropriation of the public money as 
beyond the powers given by the Constitution to Congress and the President. 

feel the more bound to withhold my signature from the bill because of the 
peculiar evils which, manifestly result from this infraction of the Constitu- 
tion. Appropriations of this nature, to be devoted pay to local objects, 
tend to an increase in number and in amount. As the citizens of one State 
find that money, to raise which they in common with the whole country are 
taxed, is to be expended for local improvements in another State, they de- 
mand similar benefits for themselves, and it is not unnatural that they should 
seek to indemnify themselves for such use of the public funds by securing 
appropriations for similar improvements in their own neighborbood. 


I invite especial attention, Mr. Speaker, to the following sen- 
tence, inasmuch as it emphasizes the appropriate suggestion just 
made by the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup]: 

Thus as the bill becomes more objectionable it secures more support. 

Again, President Arthur says: 

This result is invariable and necessarily follows a neglect to observe the 
constitutional limitations imposed upon the lawmaking powers. 

The appropriations for river and harbor improvements have, under the in- 
fluences to which I have alluded, increased year by year out of proportion to 


the progress of the country, t as that has been. In 1870 the te 
975,900; 1875, $6,648.517.50; in 1880, $8,976,500, ant in fs, 


They seem 


appropriation was 


$11,451,000, while by the present act there is appropriated $18,743,875. 
While feeling ever: tion to leave to the islature the responsibil- 
ity of determining what amount should be appropriated for the p of 


the bill, so long as the appropriations are confined to objects indicated by the 
grant of power, I can not escape the conclusion that, asa part of the law- 

ing power of the Government, the duty devolves upon me to withhold 
my signature from a bill containing appropriations which in my opinion 
greatly exceed in amount the needs of the country for the present fiscal 
year. It being the vrago to provide money for these purposes by annual ap- 
propriation bills, the President is in effect directed to expend so large an 
amount of money within so brief a period that the expenditure can not be 
made economically and 1 

The iat bln oe re of public money is an evil not to be meas- 
ured by the value of t money to the people who are taxed for it. They 
sustain a greater injury in the demoralizing effect produced 1 those Who 
are intrusted with official duty through all the ramifications of Government. 

These objections could be removed and every constitutional purpose readily 
attained should Con enact that one-half only of the aggregate amount 
provided for in the bill be appropriated for expenditure during the fiscal 
year, and that the sum so appropriated be expended only for such objects 
named in the bill as the 8 of War, under the direction of the Presi- 
dent, shall determine; provided that in no case shall the expenditure for any 
one purpose exceed the sum now designated by the bill for that purpose. 

I feel authorized to make this suggestion because of the duty im d upon 
the President by the Constitution “to recommend to the consideration of 
Congress such measures as he shall judge necessary and expedient”; and be- 
cause it is my earnest desire that the public works which are in progress shall 
suffer no injury. Congress will also convene again in four months, when this 
whole subject will be open for their consideration. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, August 1, 1889, 


Mr. Speaker, I have read the veto ey of that prince among 
gentlemen, that splendid American President, who, called to the 
Presidency under circumstances peculiarly embarrassing, so ac- 

uitted himself in the discharge of the duties of that great office 
that in his retirement to private life he carried with him the grate- 
ful benedictions of the whole people. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill to me is more suggestive of the profligate 
expenditures of the kings of France in the years immediately pre- 
ceding the Revolution than any bill called to my attention during 
my Congressional service. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Missouri has expired. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I should like a few minutes more. 


Mr. HOOKER. Lyna the gentleman two minutes additional. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow 
me— 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman must excuse me. If I had 
more time I would pore yield. 

Mr. HOOKER. will 


yield the 8 so much additional 
time as he may require to answer t 
from 5 7 ate OPKINS]. 

$ Y. Very well. 
Mr. HOOKER. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Now, in the first place, I want to ask the 


e question of the gentleman 
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gentleman this question: Whether he can see any parallel between 
the expenditures of France, to which he has referred, under the 


kings there, and the expenditures under this bill, which are for 
the benefit of the whole people? And, in the second place, is there 
an item in the bill—and if there is I wish he would point it out— 
which is objectionable and which can not be advocated and sup- 
ported on the ground of public good? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Why, Mr. Speaker, there was not a King of 
France who ever laid the heavy hand of the taxgatherer upon the 
people who did not claim to do it in the interest of the people. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Oh, no! 

Mr. DOCKERY. Andthereis not asingle item in this bill that 
does not come here challenging our approval in the name of the 

ple. [Ap lause.] And I say further that you know, and I 
1 ye not the time to analyze the items of this bill 
in the limited time accorded me—you know that while the bill has 
many meritorious features, yet it is honeycombed with local pro- 
jects for private popes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Name one of them. 

Mr. HOOKER. Point them out. 

Mr. DOCKERY (continuing). And, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. TOWNE. Let me interrupt the gentleman from Missouri 
to ask if it would not be better for him, instead of reading criti- 
cisms upon a bill 14 years of age, to point out the items in the 
present bill which he regards as worthy of reproach, or which are 
unjustifiable? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I was about to say that I have 
not gone into the details of this bill because I was assured by the 
pote eae in charge of the bill that I could not secure more than 
ten minutes’ time for discussion. 

Mr. HOOKER. I will yield you time to point them out. 

Mr. DOCKERY (continuing). And I have to indulge, perhaps, 
in generalities, because the time is so limited. 

I know, Mr. Speaker, that my protest will beunheeded. I know 
that my voice will fall on dull ears; I know the claim will be 
made here and throughout the country that the enormous total of 
this bill, covering as it does about eighty millions of liabilities, is 
for the public weal. But I desire to Sa 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. DOCKERY 3 But I appeal from this tribunal 
to the great body of the American people. [Laughter on the Re- 

ublican side.] I appeal from the Representatives here whointend 
70 support this bill to the farmers of the country, to men who fol- 
low the plow and toil for their sa subsistence; I appeal to the 
men who work in the fields and in the factories and in the mines, 
and to the men who are engaged in the various business avoca- 
tions of the country 

Mr. HOPKINS. And they will all repudiate you. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DOCKERY (continuing). Lappeal to the vast army of men 
who earn their bread by their daily toil. I appeal, Mr. Speaker, 
to them to condemn this riotous, this enormous, this unjusti- 
fiable, this profligate appropriation of 1 money. [Applaus.] 

Mr. HOOKER. Now will you yield for a question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. If time were conceded I would be glad to 

ield to any gentleman. But the gentleman from New York will 
ve his own time. 

Mr. HOOKER. I will yield you abundance of time. 

Mr. DOCKERY (continuing). If it were conceded by 8 
that the incoming Administration is to be Democratic, then it 
might be lated by some of us that these stupendous liabilities 
you are imposing on the people and upon the Treasury are in- 
tended to embarrass such an Administration. 

Mr. HULICK. Nobody thinks that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But with the confident assurance which you 
make, with the claim that the incoming Administration is to be 
Republican, I am at a loss to understand the Hoy whaah piles 
up appropriations and liabilities to more than $600, „000. 

Sir, I do not know who will be the next President. 

A MEMBER. McKinley. 

Mr. DOCKERY (continuing). It is alleged by our Republican 
friends that their will triumph, and that the gentleman 
from Ohio will be the next President of the United States; but I 
ho 

Mr. COLSON. If he is, one thing is certain—you will never 
praise him until after he is dead. sgh b 

Mr. DOCKERY (continuing). I hope his friends on this floor 
will protest against the further ravishing of the Treasury [deri- 
sive laughter on the Republican side], that will result in its impov- 
erishment and the embarrassment of the Administration. 

In conclusion, Mr. § er, let me say again that I invoke the 
aid of all the people in denunciation of this bill, which will still 
further deplete the Treasury, already embarrassed in so far as 
current revenues and expenditures are concerned oy bigest and 
laughter on the Republican side], and intimidate the business 
interests of the 1 now suffering from ocean to ocean, 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman yield to me now for a 

? 


Mr. DOCKERY. I yield the floor to the gentleman. 

Mr. HOOKER. Itis unfair in the gentleman, after conceding 
him the time, not to answer a question which I wish to ask in 
good faith. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly, I will answer it. 

Mr. HOOKER. And it is this: You supported the fortification 
bill, I believe, which provided for an appropriation of about $80,- 
000,000, did you not? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iwas not in this city when that bill was con- 
sidered by the Committee on Appropriations. I was called away 
on a mission unnecessary to refer to 

Mr. HOOKER. Then by your absence the Treasury must have 


suffered pa 

Mr. DOC Y. And I donot think I was present when it was 
considered on the floor of this House. 

Mr. HOOKER. Just another question. I will yield toyou five, 
ten, or fifteen minutes’ time if you will point out a single item in 
this river and harbor bill which is not justified by the report of 
the engineer. 3 

Mr. C . Mr. Speaker, it is known and has been known 
Tor years that the estimates of the Departments for appropria- 

ons— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from New 
York yield to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. HOOKER. No; I do not yield. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Very well; lam cut off from the answer I 
should like to make. 

Mr. HOOKER. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. 5 

Mr. PBURN. . Speaker, I assure you that I have no ex- 
pectation of in any manner disturbing the convictions of the House 
with regard to the immediate necessity of passing this bill. I 
know that there are a large number of gentlemen who, on various 
occasions, notably this morning, haye made it manifest that they 
Hs gel it as imperative that the bill should pam; and I can always 
tel P Speaker, how much of an appropriation 
is in a particular district by the vociferous manner in which mem- 
bers of the House always resent adverse criticism. The gentle- 
men who are most intent on showing their disapprobation of 
everything that is said in opposition to this measure are almost 
ee ene who have succeeded in securing the greatest possible 
amount. 

But, Mr. Speaker, gentlemen have been very anxious to have 
some one point out the iniquities in this bill, while the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] was using the first ten minutes 
allotted tohim. Did you want anything of that kind, gentlemen? 
You passed this bill without debate, and I make the affirmation 
here now that not one section has been considered in this House, 
Why, Mr. Speaker, was there ever anything known in all the history 
of villainous legislation like this? venty-five million dollars in 
round numbers taken out of the Treasury of the United States, 
and not one section of the bill has yet been read for amendment. 
Not one paragraph had a moment's deliberate consideration, 
There was not an opportunity to say a word in opposition to the 
way ee iniquities of the measure. 

And now gentlemen have the insolence to get up on this floor 
and demand that the opponents of this bill shall point out wherein 
its iniquities lurk. Shame on such false pretense! Shame on it, 
Isay! It is unworthy of the American Congress. If this bill is 
what you claim, if from every line of it there is to come bless- 
ing, why did you, coward-like, get away from investigation? 

Applause on the Democratic side.] Why did you do it? Mr. 
peaker, I have no time in ten minutes to address myself to the 


‘provisions of this bill further than to call attention to one of the 


amendments proposed now. As the bill left this body fifty-odd 
millions were provers for in the nature of contracts. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] succeeded in getting an amend- 
ment on the bill, by consent, that 25 per cent Sees should be avail- 
able in any one year. I say that practically the conferees have 
taken out that wholesome provision from this bill and that prac- 
tically the whole sum of $74,000,000 may be saddled upon the Gov- 
ernment in a single year—— 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). Notin the way of payments, 
but in the way of deferred payments u which the contractor 
will secure his interest in the increased demand that he will make 
for the work. 

Mr. HOOKER. Will you permit me a question? You do not 
desire to be otherwise than fair? ‘ 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ido not. Will you read the fifth section in 
your time? Do not take it out of my time. 


Mr. HOOKER. I will give you abundant time. The modi- 
fications made by the conference committee, so far as these con- 
tinuous contracts are concerned, will not change the appro- 
000,000 for any one fiscal year under these contracts to exceed 


Mr, HEPBURN. Ihave not said that they would. 
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Mr. HOOKER. You say it would all become available in one 


year? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; I did not say that. 

Mr. HOOKER. What I say to you to correct you is this: That 
if all these contracts entered into are made by the Secretary of 


War immediately when he is authorized to do so, and all the 
money provided for under the bill, he can not expend in any 
one fiscal year, under the bill as it stands now, to exceed $16,612,- 
873. Now, under the bill as it passed the House the amount that 
could be expended by the Secretary of War in eg no year under 
the continuous contracts was $14,307,000, so the difference which 
you say the conferees have made is simply $2,000,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman has entirely misunderstood 
what I said. I said that under the provisions of your recommen- 
dation the Secretary of War can burden the Government of the 
United States with an amount equal to every dollar, in debts, of 
this seventy-odd millions, and you make it worse because we all 
know that when a contract is to be made covering a period of four 
years and there are deferred payments, the contractor will insist 
upon such an increased sum for his work as will cover the interest 
on the deferred payment. That is the point I made. 

Mr. HOOKER. Your statement was that the Secretary of War 
could pile up on the Government an indebtedness of $75,000,000 in 
a year. I want to siy to you that under the bill it is not true. 

r. HEPBURN. It is untrue to this extent—that he has $12,- 
000,000 or $13,000,000 to pay out, and the residue he could pile up 
on the Government of the United States through contracts. 

Mr. HOOKER. My dear sir, he can only expend $12,000,000 
and some odd 8 thousand dollars, which is provided in the 
annual appropriation, and not exceeding $16,000,000 in any year 
under contract. 

Mr. HEPBURN. He will expend this sum of $12,000,000 and 
then the additional sum of $16,000,000, and all between these sums 
and the gross sum covered by this bill he may saddle upon the 
Government as debt under the contracts. He can make the Gov- 
ernment of the United States responsible in the nature of con- 
tracts, and for the deferred payments made the contractor will 
recoup himself in additional sums he will demand for his work. 
Is not that true? 

Mr. HOOKER. No, sir: because it is stated in the bill pre- 
cisely how much can be expended in any one fiscal year. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is as to the first payment. Now, let 
me confound the gentleman with half a dozen sentences from his 
own bill: 

SEC. 5. That under the authority to make contracts for materials and work, 
under the provisions of this act, in addition to the sums appropriated herein, 
the Secretary of War shall not obligate the Government to pay, in any one 


* 
Hscal year, beginning Jul 000 upon the 


1, 1897, more than $400; 
for any one of the works herein placed under the contract system, except as 


herein otherwise specifically authorized to do: Provided, Any part of the an- 
nual allotment herein provided for, not earned and paid for, material fur- 
nished, or work done in one fiscal year, may be paid for material furnished 
and work done under the contracts in any subsequent fiscal year: Provided 
further, That nothing herein con shall be so constru as to prevent 
the Secretary of War from making contracts for the whole or any part of 
the works placed under the contract system in such manner as may be 
deemed best, payments, however, to be made as stated in this section. 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir; and that is just what I say here. 
Here is the limitation; and notwithstanding the $60,000,000 in 
contracts authorized here, the Secretary of War can not obligate 
this Government to pay more than $16,000,000 in any one fiscal 


ear. 
y Mr. HEPBURN. That is true; but here is an indebtedness 
to the other amount, and here is interest in the form of a larger 
demand that will be made because of the deferred payments. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I think that is plain. 

Mr. HER. N. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? I desire to ask the gentleman if he is familiar with this 
experience under the contract system—that in almost every case 
there has been asaving of from 25 to 33 and even 50 per cent under 
contract system; and that this $76,000,000 to which he refers is 
merely a possible approximation of the cost, but does not repre- 
sent the actual ultimate expense. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I am free to admit that the con- 
tract system is the better system if you will make the paym 


con 


ents 
promptly. There is no question about that. Heretofore, under 
the old system, we have been in the habit of appropriating 25 per 
cent, about, of the estimated cost of the work, and the contractor 
could only get a contract for the amount appropriated that year. 
There would be a necessity for assembling four reali nena 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HEPBURN. My time was largely occupied by the gentle- 
man from New York. 

Mr. HOOKER. Do you desire further time? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOOKER. How much time would you like? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Just about as much as you had, 

Mr. HOOKER. About five minutes? 
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Mr. HEPBURN. So t, Mr. Speaker, there would be four 
contracts always to complete a work,and in the payment of each 
contractor he must have Speen for the assembling of his 
plants, the assembling of his ds, and the deterioration of the 
work during the suspended period of work. Under this system, 
to some extent, that difficulty will be obviated; but where you 
make deferred payments you have got to do as every debtor does; 
you have got to pay interest in some form or other upon these 
millions; and in addition to that, the difficulties of getting ake 
8 out of the Songran of the United States, where a debt is 

ue, is something that the people of the United States know 
of, and we will have to pay, in all of these contracts, for the repu- 
tation that we have upon matters of that kind. 

Mr. HERMANN, the gentleman will permit me to inter- 
rupt him, I will say that admitting all that the gentleman has 
said, the gentleman will still see that there will be very great 
saving, amounting to from 25 to 30 per cent; and inasmuch as the 
gentleman is one who is in fayor of economy in public expendi- 
tures, surely he would not prefer the old system to this, when 
there has been such a large saving in the amount that has been 


be: ogee: under this 3 7 
r. HEPBURN. the gentleman understand he was ask- 
DER a question? 

r. MANN. Iam asking whether you do not believe that 


the present system is far better, even assuming that it is neces- 
sary to pay a considerable sum in the form of interest on the 


i aoe 
Mr. PBURN. Well, I will not ask you another question. 
[Laughter.] Mr. Speaker, if I had had the time I would have tried 
to point out some of the ditures carried in this bill that I 
think are not for the public interest. Some are good, but many 
items are bad, very bad. I would have referred again, as I have 
often referred in times t, to the pretended improvement of the 
Mississippi River, especially for the p of emphasizing the rea- 
sons which possibly inspire the eloquence of the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. CaTcHINGs] on these occasions. I remember 
seeing a few days ago, in one of the public prints, resolutions 
adopted in the county convention of a county within the gentle- 
man’s district. One of those resolutions went on to recite that 
the Democrats there assembled did not agree with that distin- 
guished gentleman upon national questions; that upon those 
oeae he was all wrong and did not represent his people; but 
at he had been so useful to the people of that district in securing 
appropriations to build levees along the Mississippi River to pro- 
tect their plantations from inundation that, notwithstanding the 
fact that they were not en rapport with him upon political matters 
generally, they instructed their delegates to vote to continue him 


in 
I do not hestitate to say, Mr. Speaker, that all the good that has 
been accomplished by the appropriations which have been made 
in river and harbor bills for that section is found in the reclama- 
tion of swamp and overflowed lands from the incursions of the 
waters of the Mississippi River. We had here, and the commit- 
tee had before them, the report of the Secretary of War in rela- 
tion to the so-called Mississippi improvement, in which he stated 
that $27,000,000 had been expended upon that river since the 
organization of the Mississippi River Commission, and that the 
only result as to the one in navigation was that there 
been an increase of 18 inches in the channel depth of the river 
in two places! That is the testimony of the Secretary of War 
upon that subject, and I call attention to the fact that after an 
expenditure of $27,000,000 there were last year twenty-three points 
on the Mississippi River RE in the region of the ‘‘improvement” 
where there was a channel depth not exceeding 4} feet. Twenty- 
seven million dollars expended, and the navigation of the river 
still in the same condition substantially in which it was when the 
first dollar was e ded! And yet, because there are voters 
along that river, and because the aid of their Representatives here 
is necessary in order to pass the river and harbor bill, that work 
is continued year after year and that Commission has a renewed 
lease of its power, and the work of building now goes on. 
Mr. Speaker, I was glad when the gentleman from Missouri 
pr DOCKERY] read the m of President Arthur of less than 
ourteen years ago, in which he called attention to the wonderful 
rapidity of the growth of the river and harbor bill through means 
which he mildly criticised. At thattime the bill had reached only 
$18,000,000, but in fourteen years, by progressive steps, we have 
gone on and on in these raids upon the Treasury until to-day there 
is the enormous sum of $74,000,000 carried and provided for in the 
bill under consideration and no remonstrance against it. 
Mr. HERMANN. Weare becoming wiser in our legislation. 
Mr. HEPBURN. If we goon at this rate—and there is every 
reason to believe that we shall, for I have no expectation that the 
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next House of Representatives will be more virtuous than this, or 
the succeeding one more virtuous than the next—if we go on at 
this rate, I leave the probable enormous increase of future river 
and harbor bills to the prophetic wisdom of some of the friends of 
this measure. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I will detain the House only a few 
moments with reference to this report. In ot pee what has 
been done I desire to say simply this: The bill as it passed the 
House carried an appropriation in cash of $10,453,860. It carried 
continuing contracts aggregating $51,721,210.91. The cash appro- 
priation was incre: by the Senate to 812,752,350 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HOOKER. I will. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Suppose that the gentleman should be con- 
tinued in the next Congress as chairman of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors—— 

Mr. HOOKER. You are supposing something that may not 
occur. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I hope it will. 

Mr. HOOKER. Thank you. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Suppose that should be so, and that there 
should be the same class of meritorious appropriations” pre- 
sented to that Congress that have been presented to this, would 
not the gentleman favor a like bill to this for the next Congress? 

Mr. HOOKER. If I were honored with the position which the 
gentleman suggests, I would favor a bill which I thought would 
meet the demands of the people [applause]; and I will say to the 

mtleman that I think this bill meets the demands of the people 

a greater extent than any river and harbor bill that has ever 
been passed by the Congress of the United States. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then would not the gentleman give us an- 
other bill of the same character next year? 

Mr. HOOKER. The gentleman is going further into the future 


than I can see. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, in view of the probability of that, is it 
not unfair for the gentleman to lay such stress on the compara- 
tive smallness of the mere cash appropriation in this bill? 

Mr. HOOKER. I think not. 1 think that, as I go on, I will 
demonstrate to the House that I am correct. To continue, Mr. 

- Speaker, I was about to say that the cash ah aban was in- 
creased by the Senate to $12,752,350. The Senate increased the 
contracts to $60,000,473.91. In conference the cash appropriation 
has been reduced to $12,551,350. The contracts authorized by the 
bill as it passed the Senate have been reduced in conference $4,110,- 
823, so that they now stand,as agreed upon in conference, at 
$56,357,308.91. 

The Senate in its amendment provided for eight additional 
continuing contracts—one at Winyaw Bay, South Carolina, car- 

ing an appropriation of $1,996,250; one at Oakland Harbor, 
California, carrying an appropriation of $666,000; one at Santa 
Monica, Cal., $2,998,000; one at Wilmington Harbor, California, 
$842,000; one at Providence River and Narragansett Bay, Rhode 
Island, $707,000; one at Bayou Plaquemine, Louisiana, $1,173,250; 
one at Columbia River Boat Railway, Oregon and Washington, 
$2,064,477, and Lake Washington Canal, Washington, $1,400,000. 
That has been reduced, as I stated a moment ago, $4,000,000, with 
two projects yet in dispute between the conferees, the one at Wil- 
mington, Cal., and the other at Santa Monica, aggregating about 


500,000, 
gs Mr. or the bill as it passed the House placed a limi- 
tation upon these contracts; in other words, the House bill pro- 


vided that in any one fiscal year the Secretary of War should not 
expend under these continuous contracts more than 25 per cent 
of the amount estimated for the completion of the project. That 
has been amended in the Senate by a provision which states t hat 
not toexceed $400,000 shall be expended on any one project in any 
single year. That is the panarat provision in the bill applying in 
all cases except four projects, if I remember correctly—one the 
Hennepin Canal—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. May J ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HOOKER. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Do J understand the gentleman to say that 
as to all the cases in this bill where the amount of the contract 
authorized is less than $400,000 the whole amount may be paid in 
per ge year? 

. HOOKER. That is correct. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, will the gentleman tell us what amount 
of payment may be ip rio under that provision, together with 
the other percentage, during the fiscal 8 ending in 1897? 

Mr. HOOKER. I shall endeavor to do so before I get through. 
The Senate provision, as I was saying, modified the House pro- 
vision. There are four projects in the country as to which there 
is a limitation that not to exceed 25 per cent of the amount esti- 
mated to complete the work shall be expended in any one fiscal 

ear. One of these is the Hennepin Canal; another the project at 
uth; another the improvement at Buffalo; and a fourth the 


harbor of refuge in Delaware Bay. Ihave had a computation 
made of the amount which would be expended under these con- 
tracts by both the House provision and the Senate provision, pro- 
vided the Secretary of War should let the contract for the entire 
amount estimated for the 7 50 paging of the work. If he should 
let all those contracts provided for in the bill, for the full amount 
estimated, there would be expended under the continuous con- 
tracts in one fiscal year $16,000,000 under the Senate provision 
and $14,000,000 under the House provision. 

Now I wish to say further that experience has demonstrated 
that there has been saved on the of the Government by this 
system of continuous contracts all the way from 10 to 50 per cent 
in the different projects throughout the country. We have com- 
pleted and paid all the continuous contracts heretofore authorized 
except an expenditure of about $4,000,000, Therefore I say I am 
justified in the statement that while this provision as it now stands 
in the form adopted by the Senate authorizes the expenditure of 
$56,000,000 for continuous contracts, according to the figures that 
have been furnished us by the Chief of Engineers, these contracts 
will be let for from ten to fifteen million dollars less than the 
amount authorized; in other words, there will be a reduction of 
from ten to fifteen million dollars at least from the $56,000,000. 

Now, if the Secretary of War be prohibited from obligating the 
Government to pay upward of $400,000 on any one of these con- 
tracts in any one fiscal year there can not be in any event, after 
the cash e have been exhausted, more than 516, 000, 
000 which the Government will have to pay. 

I wish to say further that it is not at all likely that all these 

rojects will be in such a condition that the contracts can be let 
immediately after the ge of this bill. It may be some little 
time before they are all contracted for. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If there are 860,000,000 

Mr. HOOKER. Fifty-six million dollars I said. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, for convenience I will say $60,000,000, 
If the amount in the aggregate may be $60,000,000, may not $15,- 
000,000 mature during the next fiscal year on the continuing con- 
tracts—— 

Mr. HOOKER. No, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Then you will have to add that to the $12,- 
000,000 carried outright by the bill. Now I wish to know what 
portion of these contracts will fall under $400,000; because all of 
them may mature in the first year. 

Mr. HOOKER. There are, I will ay o the gentleman, very 
8 two or three—less than 8400, 000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. So that you have there $27,000,000 or 828, 
000,000 that may possibly be expended. 

Mr. HOOKER. No, sir; there are no circumstances under 
which this Government can be obligated to pay under these con- 
tinuous contracts more than $16,000,000 in one year if every one 
of these contracts be let. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But the bill itself carries $12,000,000 in addi- 
tion to the contracts. Add that amount to the $16,000,000 and 
you have $28,000,000. 

Mr. HOOKER. Iam not including the $12,000,000 in the con- 
tinuous contracts. They are two separate and distinct proposi- 


tions. 
Mr. DOCKERY. We shall have in addition the usual bill next 


year. 
Mr. HOOKER. The gentleman is making a prophecy for next 

ear. If we come back here—and I hope you will all come back 
in the 9 okie Congress—and a river and harbor bill is prepared, 
I hope, as I said a moment ago, that the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors will prepare a bill which will meet the urgent demands 
of the commerce of the country, and that they will have the 
courage to urge such a bill, even if it does take a few million 
dollars to make the appropriations. 
Mr. HENDERSON. I would like, with the gentleman’s per- 
mission, to ask him one or two questions. 

Mr. HOOKER. Certainly. . 

Mr. HENDERSON. I want to know, first, whether these con- 
tinuing contracts, in the main, involve the completion of the works 
which embrace them and for which the appropriations are made 
by this bill? 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir; they are to complete the contracts. 

Mr. HENDERSON, So that you will in the future eliminate 
them from the necessity of further appropriations? 

Mr. HOOKER. They will be eliminated; all of them. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Now, if I understand you correctly, under 
the provisions of this bill, which we are now considering, $12,000,- 
000 is the minimum and $16,000,000 is the maximum that can pos- 
sibly be expended or called for by the Secretary of War, under the 
operations of the bill, from the Treasury during the next fiscal 


year? 
Mr. HOOKER. No; not quite that. Twelve millions, I will 
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state to the gentleman, of cash appropriations are made by the bill 
for the two years. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Or at the rate of $6,000,000 a year. 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir. Now, there may be, if the contracts 
are all let by the Secretary of War, and are entered into by the con- 
tractors when he has the authority under the bill to let them, and 
at the estimated cost they are supposed to involye—the maximum 
amount that the Government would be obliged to pay is about 
$16,000,000 by reason of them. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Then, doI understand that four millions 
may be added to the twelve millions, making sixteen millions; or 
is 115 additional sum of sixteen millions to be added to the twelve 
millions? 

Mr. HOOKER. The cash appropriations and the continuing 
appropriations are two separate items. 

r. HENDERSON. At all events, you are sure that twelve mil- 
lions will be e ded during the year? 

Mr. HOOKER. No; during the two years that the bill runs. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Very well. Then there may be sixteen 
millions more, in addition, within the two years? 

Mr. HOOKER. Whenever the Secretary of War enters into the 
contracts, if he enters into all of them that he is authorized to 
enter into by the bill, he may obligate the Government to pay the 
amount of $16,000,000 under them. 

' Mr. HENDERSON. ‘And in addition to that you have what 
you call the cash appropriations,” amounting to six millions a 
year for the two years? 

- Mr. HOOKER. Yes; that is correct. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is to say, you expect the twelve mil- 
lions to run over a parioa of two years? 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON. And so, with the sixteen millions added. 
make 8 total which may be called for during the year of 
Mr. HOOKER. That is correct. 

Mr. HENDERSON. And that is the maximum that the Gov- 
ernment can be called upon to pay during the next year under 
the operation of this bill? 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But my friend from New York does not in- 
clude the three millions of indefinite appropriations—— 

Mr. HOOKER, I have included all of the appropriations that 
the bill carries. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But I mean the indefinite appropriation for 
the improvement of the Monongahela River. 

Mr. HOOKER. Oh, well, I do not know that we will go into 
that this year. That is a very indefinite subject. We will leave 
that to succeeding Congresses. p 

Mr. DALZELL. Nobody knows anything about it yet. 

Mr. HOOKER. And it is not fair to charge it up as an appro- 
priation in this bill, because it is impossible to state when the mat- 
ter will be called to the attention of Congress. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Well, it may not be definitely fixed, but the 
gentleman from Pittsburg is on the trail. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DALZELL. And hopes to get there some time. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Then, if I understand the gentleman from 
New York, if the Secretary of War exercises the paca ih 
to him under the bill and provides for all of this work it will in- 
volve the Government in an expenditure of not exceeding $22,- 
000,000 for the next year. 

Mr. HOOKER. That is correct. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In the light of the comparative statement 
made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] of the vetoed 
bill of fourteen years ago, I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Iowa if he can give us a comparison in the matter of the depth of 
water sufficient to accommodate the coastwise and internal trade 
of the United States at that time as compared with the present 
time, and the amount of water transportation in use to-day as 
compared with fourteen years ago, for the purpose of showing 
whether it is or is not true that the increased expenditures for 
rivers and harbors have not kept with the increased commerce 
and depth of water required to float it? 

Mr. HEPBURN I see the gentleman from New York is pro 
erly overwhelmed with the magnitude of the expected answer. Tt 
would take volumes to tell it all. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOOKER. Well, I hope the gentleman will give us the 
information as speedily as possible. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why does the gentleman juggle with the 
idea of $6,000,000 a year? Does not the gentleman know that 
every dollar of the $12,000,000 may be appropriated and expended 
within one month after the 30th day of June next? 

Mr. HOOKER. I do not, and it is not even fair to insinuate 
that it could be done. 

Mr. HEPBURN. We are speaking now of the appropriations 


that are authorized by the bill. The gentleman from New York 
is talking about spreading them over two yor time. 
Mr. HOOKER. Does not the gentleman know thatit frequently 


occurs that i ae are made for projects throughout 
y 


the country and the 


years? 

Mr. HEPBURN. The most of them go back into the Treasury, 
however, if they are not expended within two years. 

Mr. HOOKER. There are millions of dollars to the credit of 
various projects that have not been expended. 

Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question. 

x ra N of Ohio. Will the gentleman answer one ques- 

on j 
Mr. HOOKER, I demand the previous question. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. I believe I was i 
the gentleman should answer my question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing te 
the conference report and insisting on the disagreement to the Sen- 
ate amendments which are not included in the conference report. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and na 

Mr. 3 Yes, let us have the yeas and nays. Give us 
a record. : 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and there 
were 33 in favor of the demand and 128 against. 

Mr. HOOKER. Let us have tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Speaker pro tempore appointed 
Mr. HEPBURN and Mr. HOOKER. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported on the demand for 
the yeas and nays—ayes 48, noes 141. 

Accordingly (more than one-fifth voting in favor thereof) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DOCKERY. A parliamentary inquiry. As I understand, 
the question is on agreeing to the conference rt? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the conference report and on insisting to the disagreement to the 
Senate amendments not included in the conference report, and 
agreeing to the further conference asked by the Senate. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 189, nays 56, not 
voting 110; as follows: 


are not expended in two, three, and four 


, and I think 


YEAS—189. 
Acheson, Doolittle, Kiefer, Robinson, Pa. 
ms, Dovener, Kirkpatrick, Russell, Conn. * 
Aldrich, Ala. Ellett, Va. Knox, Sauerhering, 
Arnold, R. I. Elliott, S. C. Kyle, Sherman, 
Atwood, Ellis, . 5 
Avery. Evans, Latimer, Smith, NI. 
283 Faris, Lefever, Smith, Mich. 
Baker, Md. Fenton, Lei A Southard, 
Bankh her, Lester, Spalding, 
Barham, Fitzgerald, Lewis, Spar 
Barney, Fowler, Linton, Spencer, 
Barthold: Gardner, Little, perry, 
Bartlett, N. Y. ibson, Loud, Stahle, 
Belknap, Gillet, N. Y. Loudenslager, Steele, 
Bennet illett, Low, Stewart, N. J. 
Berry a, Graff, Mahany, Stewart, Wis. 
Bing Griffin, Mahon, Stokes, 
Bishop, Griswold, Marsh. Stone, C. W. 
Blue, Grosvenor, McCall, Mass. Strait, 
Broderick, Grow, McCleary, Minn. S. t, 
Bromwell, Hadley, McClellan. Taft, 
Brosius, Halte McCormick, Talbe 
Brown, Hardy, McCulloch, Tawney, 
1 N. Harmer, McLachlan, ihe 
+5 erry, 
Burrell, a McRae, Th < 
0} Hartman, Mercer, Towne, 
Cannon, Hatch, Meredith. Y, 
Clark; Iowa Hemenway, Miller, W. Va. Treloar, 
rk. Mo. Henderson, illiken, Van Ho: 
Clarke, Ala, Hendrick, Minor, Wis. Van Voorhis, 
Cobb, Henry, Conn. Money, Walker, Mass. 
Colson, Hermann, Moody, Walker, Va. 
Cook, Wis. Hicks, Mo alsh, 
Cooke, III. Hilborn, Murphy, Wanger, 
Cooper, Fla. iil Neil Warner, 
Cooper, Tex. Hooker, Northway, 
Cooper, Wis. Hopkins, Odell, Watson, O 
Crump, Howe, Otjen, Wellington, 
Culberson, Hubbard, Owens, Willi 
Cummings, ulick, Parker, Willis, 
Danford, Huling, Payne, Wilson, Idaho 
Daniels, Hunter, Phillips, Wilson, N. Y. 
Dayton, Hurley, Pickler, Wilson, S. C. 
Denni Jenkins, Poole, Wright. 
De Witt, Johnson, Cal Powers, 
Dingley, Johnson, N. Dak. ce, 
Dolliver, endall, Reyburn, 
NAYS—56, 
Abbott, De Armond, ire Shuford, 
Allen, Utah ery, Metal Tenn. Skinner, 
Anderson, E McDearmon, Sorg, 
Andrews, Grout, Miin Stallings, 
Baker, Kans. Hager, Mondell, Strong, 
Baker, N. H. Hainer, Nebr. v. Strowd, N. O. 
Bell, Colo. H Overstreet, =) 
U. Tex. Hepburn, Pendleton, Tate, 
Burton, Mo. Kem, Pitney, Tracewell, 
Ciardy, Kleberg, Raney, 8 
Krell. Layton, Royse, ilson, Ohio 
Connolly, Leighty, Sayers, ‘ood, 
Crowther, Linney, Shafroth, Woodard, 
Shaw, Yoakum. 
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NOT VOTING—110, 

en, Dalzell, La eng A 
Aldrich, III. Dinsmore, Leonard, Robertson, 
Gone Dray » i R Il, Ga. 

ey, 5 8 usse] 
8 Pn. Eddy, te, Scran 
Bailey, F Maddox, Settle, 

1 vod Gal ae? —— Ky era 
Bartle ‘oote, , Ky. nover, 

h, F McEwan, Southwick, 

G Gamble, McLaurin, henson, 

Black, N. Y. Goodwyn, Meiklejohn, Stone, W. A. 
Boutelle, Hall, Meyer, Strode, Nebr. 
Bowers, y, iles, oway, 
Brewster, Heatwole, Miller, Kans. 
Brumm, Heiner, Pa. Miner, N. Y. Tucker, 
Calderhead, Henry, Ind. Moses, Turner, Ga. 
Catchi Hitt, Mozley, Turner, Va. 
9 — 715 x Horell 2 ayer, oot, 

ding, OW oonan, nderw 
Coffin, ` Huff, Ogden, Wadswo 
Corliss, Hull, Patterson, Watson, 
avon 5 Be kins, Whites” 

r 

ox zo 2 , Ind. Bree Tem n, 
Crisp, ónes, gh, 
Crowley, oy, Quigg, W. J 
Curtis, Iowa Kerr, ys 
Curtis, N. Y. Kulp, Reeves, 


So the motion of Mr. HOOKER was agreed to, 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. Crisp. 

Mr. Joy with Mr. COWEN. 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. TURNER of 5 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. DINSMORE. 

Mr. DRAPER with Mr. BAILEY. 

Mr. MILLER of West Virginia with Mr. WOODARD. 

Mr. Huxick with Mr. Price, 

Mr. Kur with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. ApsLEY with Mr. MILES. 

Mr. Corrin with Mr. Lawson. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE with Mr. BLACK of Georgia. 

Mr. HULL with Mr. OGDEN. 

Mr. Bowers with Mr. MINER of New York. 

Mr. ADAMS with Mr. McLaurin. 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. JONES. 

Mr. SNOvER with Mr. MADDOX. 

1 JOHNSON of Indiana with Mr. Cox. 

Mr. MozLxx with Mr. Moses. 

Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania with Mr. LIVINGSTON, 

Mr. Woomer with Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 

Mr. LEFEVER with Mr. TURNER of Virginia. 

For this day: 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. HUTCHESON. 

Mr. Cobpixd with Mr. HALL. 

Mr. Coruiss with Mr. MEYER. 

Mr. RoBINsoN of Pennsylvania with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 

Mr. Henry of Indiana with Mr. TUCKER. | 

Mr. Goopwxx with Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. BARRETT with Mr. 

On this question: 

Mr. RICHARDSON with Mr. CaTCHINGS, 

On this vote: 

Mr. FAIRCHILD with Mr. McCreary of Kentucky. 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I see that the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] is announced as being paired with the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WoomER]. 

e RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I voted on this conference 

rt. I find Iam paired with the gentleman from Mississippi 
. CATCHINGS]. therefore withdraw my vote. If he were 
present, he would vote “yea” and I would vote “nay.” 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Š er, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Crisp]. I desire to withdraw my vote, as I 
do not know how he would vote. 

The result was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. HOOKER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the conference report was agreed to was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the same conferees. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. e er, I rise to a privi — — report 
ha conference report on the part of the House conferees touch- 

the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

e Clerk proceeded to read the conference repo 

For text of conference report, see Senate 1 of May 19. 
. CANNON (Garing the reading). Mr. Speaker, as the re- 
port is quite ibid ask to dispense with its reading. There is 
a statement signed by the conferees on the part of the House 
2 effect of the agreement. ee it is in order to 


R — 


‘erence report. 


ask to dispense with the reading of the 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Clerk will omit 
the reading of the conference report. [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


_ The rs on the of the House of the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes the two Houses on the amendments of the Ronee to the bill 
(H. R. 7664), making — riations for sundry civil of the Govern- 
ment for „submit the follow: written — eer in ex- 
planation of the e ect of the action recommended and vege the 
conference committee in the accompanying conference report on each of the 


Senate amendments, 
On amendment num i: Makes immediately available the appropria- 
3 — — t = 8 riates $15,000, ae s gio the Sen: 
amendment num es as - 
Ge caps arts ope cS pend byte oun 
ent num TO) tes „as pro} e Hor 
instead of 312,000, as p: z R Sonata, for — H 


Butler, and Winder buildin; 
On amendment numbered 21: uires the ton, and of the Treasury to 
submit a plan for a hall of records in Washington, an 2 W o upon . 
suitableness of a site for such building, as pro 
On amendment numbered 26: Strikes out the Pe Base a te 5 atid pro- 
the Senate for wharf at a 25 2.84.5 Hey, West, Fla. 
foe $0, ght basen, baprea, aud g aae r Ber gaip ropose ni by 
ng ouses, an ro es, AS 
the Senate, as follows: 000 for {fog signals: Appropri Harbor. M — 
setts, $4,500 for rango lig} ces or near entrance of Í Maurice River, New Jersey, 
$5,000 for a fog pe ss Menominee light station, Michigan, ‘and $500 for 
and range lights at Coos Bay, Oregon; strikes out the appro; tions of 
009 each, pepo by the Senate, for the Overfalls Shoal light vessel, 
ew Jersey, an 2 ef light vessel for the Bae coast; au the 
construction of a steam light vessel for Shoal, North Carolina, to 
cost not ex A soap to be paid for out of th ihe unexpended balance of the 
appropriation for the establishment of a light-house on said Diamond Shoal; 
authorizes the construction of steam light vessels for Fire Island, New York, 
and S bor, to cost under contract not exceeding each, 


and appropriates $40,000 toward each; and authorizes the construction of two 
steam tenders for the Second and for the Seventh and Eighth 1 + rp Reser 
war 


districts, to cost under contract $75,000 each, and appropriates $37, 
the construction of each. sii g 


On amendments a En 5 41. and 42. Oy eer! e 2 Light-House Estab- 
lishment: App 000, as proposed b instead of $320,000, 
as 8 o Senate, for expenses Ate — V ; $430,000, as pro- 

the ouse, in oa 3 98 y the Senate, for ex- 
pees of buoyage, an the Sanita: to establish gas 
joys at heme on 2 Be 2 2. ver. 

On amendments numbered 43, 44, 45, 46, and 47, rela’ to the Revenue- 
Cutter Service: Inserts the provision pro the Senate, permittin; 


officers and others of the HevenneCutter Service to make allotments of the 


the Pacific coast 
On amendment numbered 48: Strikes out, as 8 by the Senate, the 
appropriation for $600 for rent of office for agent for the Post-Office Depart- 


ment to supervise the distribution of stam — 75 
On amendments numbered 49, 50, 51, 52, 53,54, 53, 56, and 57, relating to the 
$20, 000, roposed by the atte 


e Brie mee ee eet 

tead oi as p e Senate, for tion, topogra: 

and hydrography of the coasts Yt California, n. and Washington, pò and 

the resurvey of San Francisco Harbor; strikes ou the increase proposed b: 

the Senate in the 8 of the Superintendent; and mak 1825 a transfer of $2,500 

from a general item of office expenses to the salary ro 

1 smenam 868 Ser Of relating to othe, 82 Koem: 
ppropria as pro; y the House. tead oi X as pro} 

by the Senate, for 8 fixtures, etc.: $153,225, as proposed by the 

Senate, instead of $143,225, as proposed by the House, for ors hg een exhi- 


bition, and 33 of collections: and $4.000, as propose by, we Honus; in- 
stead of $8,000, as 5 Senate, for repairs to buildin 
On amendment 88 Appropriates $67,000, instead of i as pro- 


pi vy * House, and $70,000, as proposed by the ‘Senate, for the National 
ica 


9 n 72. 73, 74. 75, 76, and 


m care to the Fish Co: on: Increases the amount for employees of 
6 Co; 


$3,020, as by the Senate; appropriates $9, as pro- 

posed by the House, instead of $0 „ as 8 by the Senate. Yor ex: 

mses o tration; $110,000, instead of $105. AEAN hi her 
on o! 


ouse, and 000, as proposed the Senate, for 
— 4404050 as proposed by Senate, for a hatchery in South 


mendments numbered 78 and 79: Makes the text of the 5 
tort the Interstate Commerce Commission read as p: by the Senate and 
e of — current app 


to conform to the languag: 

On eea e numbered t appropriation, as proposed by the 
House, instead of $100,000, as Ba a Senate, for contingent 4 expenses, 
independent treasury. 

On amendment numbered 81: Appropriates $55,000. 
House, instead of $70,000, as 8 
of silver coin. 

On amendment numbered 82: Makes the S approp 
ver coins ee only to uncurrent 


roposed by the 
by the Senate, for ths aaa 


9 for recoinage of sil- 
silver coins, as pro) 


by the Se 

x 95 numbered 83: ropriates $150, as proposed by the Senate, 
BA y John Lampman as a rew for arrest! 8 bur 2 — 

On amendment 8 84: Appropriates 13 000, instead of $125,000, as 
pro by the Senate, for expenses 


by the House, and $137,000, as pro) 
e quarantine service. 

On amendment numbered 85: Strikes out the appro (peg ag of $1,000 pro- 
posed by the Senate for collecting statistics in relation to criminals and 


33 numbered 86: Strikes out the appropriation of a Bode 
posed by the Senate for Tre ye a d on copper the map of the United 
ead amendments numbe 89, and 90, relating to the Capitol baling, 
2 as follows: Thirty thousand dollars, as p proposed DY y the Senate, 
oe ARETE by the House, for work at the Capitol; Sg for 
flags for 0 Capito! 500 for cleaning and repairing works of art in the 
Capitol, on Hy for repatrs an d Soren to the steam heating and 


ventilating apparatus of th: 
lating appar . — 86: A riates $10,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
y the House, for 2 plats of 


On 
ate, instead of $2,000, as pro 
On amendment numbered 98: Authorizes, as proposed by the Senate, the 


Jaate 


surveys. 
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cit < aaa age Dak., to use Sibley Island, in the Missouri River, for a 
ablic 
Pon — eee 99, Kam 101, and 102, relating to the 8 
topograp: 


proposed by the Senate, for 


Survey: Increases the amow 
N the amount for gauging streams from 


pops pol from $150,000 to $175, 
$35,000 to $50,000. 


On amendments numbered 108, 104, 105, and 106. relating to the 77 55 10 for 
the Insane: 5 Powe instead of $13,000, Aa proosa Ey the House, 
and $16,000, as proposed by t 


6, he Senate, for general repairs and improvements; 
$1,500 for laboratory extension, and $6,000 foe electric fans and eee r 


as pro Senate, and 3 out the appropriation of $7,000 55 
— y rar Moor for „ j 8 

On amendment numbered trikes out the Sear ee of $1,500 pro- 
posed by the Senate for a school at Circle o guy Al; 

On amendment n 108: Appropria 000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, instead of $5,000, as pro’ ja the House, for rein moti motor ka. 

On amendment numbere 3 e Sen- 


riates $1,500, as 
ate, for salary of consul at Alexandroren rieh Turkish d O a proposet 
een m posed by the Senate, T 
arse tes $10, as pro e Senate, for 
of Rock island B 3 5 
the House for m 


guns, 
On amendment numbered 119: Limits the ice for concrete or aspbalt 
A ae in the Po the Loses of Washington Bracks 15 per square yard instead 
0 as 
On amen mt mum bared 121: Strikes out the appropriation of $15,000 pro- 
poen by the Senate for paving roadways on the east and south sides of Pho 
82 5 — 5 and Navy baninga 
On amendments numbered pres es 134, 135, and 136, relatin; 


to mili- 
tary Appropriates $300,000, as the House, instead of $400, 
as ee W for 8 on of å by the Hous ande ment o 
itary posts; $100,000, as p: by the Senate, arg of 778000 as pro- 
posed by the House, for the ey oF, tat Spol kane, may pA 
2 the te, instead of $50, as proposed by ne hon wg ‘ort 
ley, Kans.; $40,000, eon the Senate, for Fort Har- 
rison, Mont.; $40,000, instead o oe by the Senate, for Fort 
D. A. Russell, Wyo.; 3 8 propad y e the Senate, 
for the e post at available 


the appropriation for 3 moving Fort We Wayne Vilttarz Res eee 
On amendment numbered 137: Makes a verbal correction in the text of the 
appropriation for the improvement of the Yellowstone National Park. 


m amendment numbered 144: Appropriates $1,500, instead of $2,058, as 
posed by the Senate, „ and use of land included in the — 
cemetery at Key West, 

On amendment numbered 148: Strikes . — the c ee of $6,000 pro- 
posed by the Senate for a cable to Alcatraz Isla 

On amendment numbered 149: Strikes out the Peart of $800 pro- 
posed by the Senate for a mili telegraph line in 

Onamendment numbered 150: Appropriates $15,000, as proposed FE the Sen- 
ate, for the California Débris Commission. 

On amendment numbered 151: Strikes out the appropriation of ro- 


posed by the Senate for the sag pha Rigs Hospital at Hot Sp: rings Ar 
On amendments numbered 157, 158,159, and 160, relat- 
ing to the National Home me Diss led e e Soldiers: Strikes out 


the appropriation of $4,000 p = Senate for a new coal shed at the 
Eastern Branch, Togus. Me: 15 tes $4,200, as Le ot by the Senate, 
instead of peg =a „as G am ouse, for additio boilers at the schoo 
ern Branch d strikes out the proposed increase by the 

ate of the salary ofthe neral treasurer of the Board of t Managers — 


On e numbered 162: Appropriates $40,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, ins 5 as p Dy the House, for defending suits in claims 
against ne United States. 


On amendment numbered 163: A 


a 91775 and 178. 8 to expenses of 1 25 States courts: Popken int 


PX 
te for suc 308.212 as as proposed 
ie the House and $5.921.212 ia 
On amendments ainn ai 79. 181, and 182, relating to the Senate: Au- 


rters of body; a ri- 
r repairs to bry Maltb y Building. 8 


800 for rent of warehouse for 
storage 000 for repairs and improvements to the 
Senate stables and grounds. 


On amendment numbered 183: Appropriates $12,500, as hig apa the Sen- 
ate, for the purchase of historical aT biioations of Ji 3 hes 
On amendments numbered 184, 185, 186, 187, and 188: Strikes out the increase 
pe paee by the Senate in the allotments of Fb ol ep for printing and 
ing for the Geol Survey 8 the Library of one and author- 
= the priata of 5, ae of reporte of the Denion urvey relatin; 
the gauging of streams for distribution by the Geological Sarees eaten, 


gress. 
On 38 numbered 189: Restores to the bill the provision posed 
by the H ving to each member of the House for distribution e $ 
8 of the „ RECORD heretofore required to be sent by 
5 of Documents to popes or school libraries. 
amendment numbered 191: thorizes the payment to the Cotton States 
and International Exposition Company the um balance of the appro- 
tion for the 5 buil: and exhibit at the Atlanta E. tion 
and paid by said company in connection with said 


y: 
On amendments numbered 2.3, 4,6, 7,8, 9,10, 11. 12. 13,14, 15, B 17,18,19, and 22: 
2 appropriations for and exten Sonning the limit of cost of certain public 
ings. 
On amendments numbered 23, 24, and 25, relating to the marine hospital 
at Chicago, III. 


On amendments numbered 28 and 82: Appropriating $30,000 for lights 
55 rem ena 8 Ohio, and $15,000 for a light-house on Swan „in the 
ribbean 


On amendment numbered ôl: A: 98 $250,000 for an additional fire- 
proof building for the use of the National Museum. 
On amendments numbered 91, 92, and 93, relating to the lighting of the 
corn wend cht numbered UI: Appropriating $55,000 for ventilation of th 
ame ent numbere pprop: g or veni jon e 
Senate wing of the Capitol. 


On amen t numbered 96: In the appropriation for surveys and 
resurveys of public lands from 28000 te fe 


On amendment numbered 97, relating to the reclamation of arid lands. 
On amendment numbered 100: Aora App: g Pauro e to Ga the Govern, 
Appropriating $ ls, Belgium. 


ment to take part in the International 
Q ndments ap E — — at papers and 
On eee . 115: Appropriating $500 for the arsenal at Colum- 


bia, Tenn. 
On amendment numbered 120: Appropriating $1,500 for a children’s play- 


oye x 124, 125, 126, 127, d 129, relating to 
pain 
and elecrie lam 


On amendments num 
the price to be paid for 1 15 in the grounds. 

On amendments n 5 Seed 1 ona 143, relating to the im- 
provements of certain aa an the gon 

On amendment numbered 145: eee 81.000 for . — in repair 


the Guilford battle ground. 
On amendments ‘Sumbered 146 and 147, relating to the and medical 
eld hospitals, 


treatment of destitute patients and to the — ence and 

On amendment num 161, relat e disbursement of appropria- 
tions for the National Home for bl 5 Soldiers. 

On amendment numbered 1%: Appropriating $100,000 for additional ground 


for the Government Printing Office, for the p of boilers, and the erec- 
tion of a boiler house. 


The Senate, by its amendments, added to the bill $6,577,257.10. or this ae 
under the terms of the conference agreement, the Senate ap eer a 
008, the House agrees to $1,810,070, and there cae in 


JOSEPH D. SA 
Managers on the part of the House, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, a word or two in explanation of 
this report. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man 

Mr. CANNON. I will make my statement, and then the mat- 
ter of debate will be arranged. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I merely wanted to ask what 
Sen will be made for the discussion of the conference 
report 

Mr. CANNON. I propose to hold the floor if I can and yield to 
gentlemen for remarks directly upon the conference report, such 
as are fair and businesslike and lead to a speedy conclusion. 

Mr. Speaker, the Senate by its amendments added to this bill 
$6,500,000. Of this sum, in the report just read the Senate re- 
cedes in round numbers from $3,000,000—the sum of $2,990,000, to 
be exact; the House agrees to Senate amendments aggregating : 
$1,810, 000, and there remain in dispute between the House and the 
Senate, as 5 the report, items aggregating $1,777,000. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of the Honse 
very briefly to the matters in real difference between the House 
and the Senate, and if they were out of the bill we could come, I 
think, as to most of the other items, to a desirable and early agree- 
ment. If gentlemen will take the bill as it passed the Senate 
(House print), they will find these items that are most annoying 
in the first 21 amendments. 

Mr. MORSE. Seventeen public-building bills. 

Mr.CANNON. Inthe main public-building bills. Gentlemen 
are aware that the 2 of the House has been and is not to 
enact legislation au a public building, and to the grief 
of many of us, that tie eon condition of the Treasury and the coun- 
try is such that this can not be done, or at least itis not being 
8 e e under the rules of the House, . public 

is not in order upon a general app: ppropriation nor is 
1. 10 reap order to break the limit of the pahia uildings. For in- 
stance, a limit is fixed when a public building is authorized by 
legislation, and frequently for one reason or another legislation 
is subsequently had increasing the cost. That is the practice of 
7 7 House in its legislation. 
This bill was a clean bill in that respect when it passed the 
House. In the Senate they added these 20 or 21 amendments. A 


year ago, as to one amendment, numbered 2 in the bill, a public 
building at Boise City, Idaho, was authorized and $50,000 appro- 
priated. Since then the site has been obtained, but no plans, and 


Thess will be none until next winter. The Senate amendment ap- 
e | propriates $50,000 and enlarges the limit of cost to $200,000. There 
is a similar amendment as to a phe building at Camden, N. J., 
also at Cheyenne, Wyo.; and there is an absolutely new author- 
ization made for a public building at Fortress Monroe, Va., upon 
this bill, one that never has been authorized otherwise. There is 
also the ‘enlargement of the limit for a building at Helena, Mont., 
and also an 8 pat of the limit of cost of a public building 
at Kansas City, from $1,200,000 to $1,316,000. Now, we kept 
items of this kind off this bill by points of order in the House, be- 
cause they were not in order. The House conferees declined to 
agree to these Senate provisions; and unless the House recedes 
from its disagreement to those Senate amendments, or instructs 
its conferees to recede, I do not see Any prospect of agreement, 
unless the Senate recedes. I want to state the matter very 
frankly to gentlemen, so that the House, if it sees proper, can 
take action in the premises, either along the line of er dis- 
agreement or along the line of receding from the disagreement 
to the Senate amendments. 

Now I come to three or four matters that for the good of the 


1223 TTT ee OTF ee Ee ST) Sepa 


5574 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 22, 


8 8 5 service ought to be provided for, and I ask the attention of 
e House to them: 


Amendment numbered 11: For court-house and post-office at Los angoles, 
ae 12005 additions to and alterations in the court- house and post-office build - 


It is the alterations that made this appropriation necessary. 
But for them this money could be paid out of the ordinary general 
appropriation for the repair of public buildings. The facts are 
that at Los Angeles last year the postal revenues were in round 
numbers $150,000, and the net revenues $90,000. They want this 
appropriation to finish the cellar or basement of that little public 
building, and the work must be done or else they will have to move 
into a rented building. Nevertheless, your conferees did not feel 
at liberty to agree even to that provision, although it could not 
be classed as the construction of a public building, or the break- 
ing of the limit of cost of a public building, because the building 
is already up. It is for the House to take such action as it may 
desire touching the matter. 

Then there is an item: 

For making certain proposed alterations in the post-office building in New 
York City, arranging and furnishing certain rooms in accordance with plans 
prepared by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, $60,000. 

I am frank to say that upon reading the report of the Supervis- 
ing Architect and upon full inquiry I am satisfied that these al- 
terations ought to be made, that the partitions ought to be taken 
down, the rooms changed somewhat, and some of the stairways 
altered—all for the good of the public service. But for the altera- 
tions this work also could be paid for out of the general appro- 
priation for repair of pe buildings; but technically it comes 
within the rule, and therefore it is for the House to either insist 
further on its disagreement or to take such action as it may deem 


‘oper in the premises. 
a DANIELS. These alterations will double the room. 


Mr. CANNON. Yes, I understand that, as the 1 from 
New York [Mr. DANIELS] says, the room would be doubled by 
these alterations. 

I want to call the attention of the House now to amendments 
numbered 18 and 19, found on page 6. Gentlemen know the new 

t-office building in this city, on Pennsylvania avenue, near 
eventh street. That is a great building, eight stories in 
height—— 

. SAYERS. Mr. 1 I desire to suggest to the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill, if he will permit me, that he should call 
attention to the fact that the difference between the House and 
the Senate is not so much on amendment No. 18 as on No, 19. 

Mr. CANNON. I thank the gentleman. I will explain that in 
a moment. The first floor of this great building is to be occupied 
by the city post-office. The other seven floors are to be occupied 
by a clerical force that is now occupying rented quarters. That 
will be the greatest Government office building in this city or in 
this country. 

There is a desire to change the plan of the two upper stories, 
making certain alterations so as to accommodate a greater num- 
ber of clerks. Then the Supervising Architect has made some 
change in the finish, so that the bai mng can not be completed 
within the limit, and if it is to be finished as it ought to be—I am 
not now justifying the changes in plan which the Supervising 
Architect has made—if the building is to be finished as it ought to 
be, the limit will have to be broken to the amount of $410,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. With the gentleman’s permission, I will say 
that the effect of breaking the limit—that is, of agreeing to amend- 
ment No. 19 as proposed by the Senate—would be that in eight- 
een months from to-day nearly 3,000 clerks of the Government 
who are now occupying rented buildings would be transferred to 
this new ffice building, and the rent of the quarters now 
occupied would be saved, as well as the rent of the building in 
which the city post-office now is. All that is involved in amend- 
ment No. 19. 

Mr. DINGLEY. What would be the saving in rent? 

Mr. SAYERS. I should suppose about $100,000 a year. 

Mr. PAYNE. When could the building be occupied if we did 
not break the limit? 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Texas has stated the facts 
better than I could have done it. The gentleman from New York 

Mr. PAYNE] asks, if the limit is not broken and this sg a eee 
is not made, when can this building be occupied by the Govern- 
ment? I suppose that it can not be occupied in full at all until 
the limit is broken, but it will make a difference of six months 
whether this appropriation is made now or made next winter. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Do J understand the gentleman to say that 
the building can not be covered in and the lower parts of it oc- 
aapi without the limit being broken? 

. CANNON. Ithink it can be covered in and the lower part 
occupied, but not the two upper stories. The changes in the plan 
are such that if they are to be made economically this appropria- 


tion ought not to be postponed, 
Mr. MILLIKEN. This appropriation, as I understand, does 


not contemplate the change in the roof which was proposed some 


time ? 
N Oh, no; this Senate amendment does not touch 
the question of the roof at all. 


Mr. CANNON. Well, there is nothing in this about the roof. 

Mr, PAYNE. I understand that this change in plan has been 
already made, and that the building can not To completed until 
the necessary a ar pce is made. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman is correct. On the merits I 
am frank to say that from every standpoint I think this appro- 
priation ought to be made; but as it involves legislation, 8.4 as 
this is a Senate amendment, the committee of conference thought 
proper to report it with the other amendments and make a frank 
statement about them, so that the House could take such action 
as it deemed proper. 

There are several 3 buildings authorized outright by Sen- 
ate amendments. For instance, a court-house and . at 
Salt Lake City, for paronan of site and commencement of con- 
struction, $75,000. ere is also one at Fortress Monroe, and 
there are several other cases in which the limit is broken. Great 
effort was made to break the limit also, I believe, on the post- 
office building at Omaha. 

Mr. DINGLEY. These are new buildings for which there is 
now no authority of law? 

Mr. CANNON. There is authority of law for that building; 
but they want to break the limit. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But as to the one at Salt Lake City? 

Mr. CANNON. That is entirely new. The Senate did not 
on the Omaha building and many others. It did put on the Kan- 
sas City building. Now, it is for the House, with full knowledge, 
to deal with the question as suits its judgment, waiving, if the 
House chooses, its objection to N Te in connection with the 
Senate amendments, or insisting, if it desires, that the amendment 
shall not be agreed to. And let us understand that, if the House 
so insists, then, according to the courtesy and the rule between 
the House and the Senate, where one body insists on legislation 
upon an appropriation bill and the other will not yield, the pro- 
vision should go out of the bill. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Will the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations allow me a question? 

Mr, CANNON. A 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. ill the gentleman kindly explain to 
the House the status of the Senate amendments so far as they 
affect the public buildings at Boise City, Idaho; Helena, Mont., 
and Cheyenne, Wyo.? 

Mr. CANNON. The House disagrees to those amendments. A 
year ago, as I understand, public buildings were authorized at 
those three places, at a cost of $150,000 each, and $50,000 was 
appropriated lately, within the last month or two, and sites, I be- 


lieve, have been acquired at those three places. 

vide WILSON of Idaho. Sites have been selected, but not ac- 
quired. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, selected, but not yet acquired. We in- 


quired fully of the Supervising Architect about those three build- 
ings; and he informed us that in no event would pen be put to paper 
on the plans in less than twelve months from the time when he 
spoke, which was February last, when we were making the ex- 
amination. The Senate amendment provides for breaking the 
limit at each one of those points; that is, legislating so as to make 
the cost of the building in one case $200,000, in another $250,000, 
and in another $300,000. That is legislation; and it is for the 
House to say whether it will concur. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. I understand the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations tosay the information coming from 
the Supervising Architect is that under no circumstances can 
these buildings be provided for within twelve months. 

Mr. CANNON. They can not even commence on the plans. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Now, appropriations having been on 
the statute book for two years, does not the fact which the gen- 
tleman mentions show a woeful condition of affairs in the Super- 
vising Architect's Office? Does it not show neglect, or at least a 
deficiency in the matter of clerks, or something wrong in some 


sa Eee 
Mr. SAYERS. These appropriations, as I recollect, were not 
made two years ago. 

1 ESON of Idaho. They were made in the last sundry 
ci ill, 

Mr. CANNON. One year ago. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, one year ago. 

Mr. CANNON. We know how the public service stands. It 
takes time to acquire these sites. Of course there is much about 
the 2 service on which I am willing to “swap horses” with 
my friend from Idaho during the coming campaign, he telling my 


constituents and I telling his how bad the Administration has 
been and what a wonderfully poor condition the Treasury is in, 
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Mr. SAYERS. I hope you will tell the whole truth while you 
are about it. pa hter. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, having said that much 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Has it not been the policy of 
the Appropriations Committee of this House to prevent the break- 
ing of the limit in respect to any of these public buildings? 


r. CANNON. Oh, yes. 
Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Does the gentleman, then, 


concur in the action of the Senate increasing the limit on these 
public buildings? 
Mr. CANNON. Well, Iam submitting the matter to the House. 


Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Why not either condemn or 
approve the action of the Senate? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I can say to my friend that the House 
conferees will not agree to these public-building matters involving 
legislation without some indication of the sentiment of the House, 
and it is entirely within the power of any member of the House to 
get a vote on any of these questions as to whether the House should 
recede or not. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. In view of the action of the 
distinguished chairman of the Committee on Appropriations in 
shutting out 1 of members of the House to break the 
limit in any of these cases, should not the gentleman, in order to 
be entirely consistent, condemn the action of the Senate in break- 


ing the limit? 

. CANNON. Well, I di with the action of the Senate. 
But I want to be entirely candid. The wants of the public service 
are such that if you ask me for my individual opinion I will say 
that if I had the power I would break the limit of the appropria- 
tion of $400,000 to finish the post-office building down here on the 
Avenue, so that we could six months earlier house those clerks who 
are now in rented buildings. If I had the power I would do an- 
other thing. I would make such repairs and enlargement in the 
public building in New York City as to double the court-room 
accommodations. If I had power I would do another thing. I 
would allow repairs to be made in the basement of the public 
building at Los Angeles to accommodate the rapidly growing 
business at that point, instead of forcing them out into the street 
to rent buildings to accommodate the public service. 

Now, having said that much, perhaps I may say further that I 
5 with what J hear sub rosa no, perhaps not sub rosa, 
but hear quietly and have heard to-day and yesterday and several 
days before on the floor of the House. Gentlemen are naturally 
desirous of securing public buildings in their various districts. 


Mr. HOPKINS, e ought to have one in Elgin, Put that in 
and I am with you. [Langhter.] 
Mr. CANNON. e gentleman says put in a building for 


Elgin and he is with me. Well, if the Senate had put in one at 
Joliet I would be very grateful. [Laughter.] It is a most interest- 
ing town, a growing town, an important place, and ought to have a 
public building; and many of the people there are saying: CAN- 
NON is chairman of the Committee on Appropriations; he can get 
us a public building at Joliet if he wants to, and we ought to have 
it.” ell, you all know what that amounts to. They are sug- 
porion I can not meet. I would be glad to see a proper public 
uilding put there. 

Mr. DALZELL. You have already, I believe, quite a consider- 
able public building at Joliet. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; and a good many Pennsylvanians are 
occupying it. [Laughter and applause. ] 

So it is, gentlemen, I realize the embarrassment, that as this is 
not a public-building session of Congress, we all will have to face 
the embarrassment of explaining when we get home, Why did 
not you get us a public building?” You can say the revenues of 
the Government did not allow it at this time. Ah, but they will 
say, Why did not you get it if other people could? So and So 
got a public building and So and So got another one.” That is the 
way gentlemen argue with me, and I am e stating the facts 
to you as they appear. I would be very glad indeed if it was 

ible to supply many of these places that ought to have panio 
mildings. There is no doubt about that. But I think I have 
stated candidly the difference between the two Houses on these 


points. 

Mr. HICKS. Before the gentleman leaves that, I would be glad 
if he would explain a little more fully the action with reference to 
the appropriation of $60,000 for the post-office at New York, and 
what action has been taken in reference to additional site for the 
Public Printing Office. 

Mr. CANNON. I will come to that a little later on. I have 
already referred to it in part. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois what 
is the aggregate of increase in public buildings made by the Sen- 
ate amendments over the House appropriations? 

Mr. CANNON. The increase of the appropriations by the Sen- 


ate amendments for public buildings is $702,300, and the Senate 
legislation authorizes the further expenditure of $1,000,087 for 
public buildings on amendments, 


Mr. HARTMAN. Another question; if you please: Have you 


any objection to the public-land survey increase made by the Sen- 


ate remaining in? 

Mr. CANNON. I will say tomy friend that I hope we can make 
an adjustment of that matter in the next conference. It was can- 
vassed fully and a call for additional information made upon the 
Commissioner of the Land Office. In my judgment, the House 
provision is all that can be expended. But it is fairly open for 
consideration. 

Mr. PICKLER. How much is the difference? 

Mr.CANNON. The difference is between $250,000, appropriated 
by the House, and $400,000, as the Senate proposes. 

Mr. HARTMAN. In order to test the sense of the House on the 
Senate amendments, unless some other gentleman wishes to make 
the motion, I will make a motion at the proper time to instruct the 
conferees to recede from their disagreement to the Senate amend- 
ments. 

Mr. CANNON. It is competent, of course, for the gentleman 
to move to recede. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I will do that. 

Mr. SAYERS. Before such motion is made, the House should 
be asked to concur in the conference report, so as to eliminate 
from a further conference all of the items upon which we have 


Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; there will be an opportunity to make 
that motion, I will state to the gentleman from Montana. after we 
have acted upon the report. 

Now, there is a matter of very considerable interest and im- 
portance to which I wish to direct the attention of the House for 
a few moments. I refer to amendment numbered 190, on page 126 
of the bill. This is a provision to enable the Public Printer, with 
the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, to purchase two 
lots of land immediately adjoining the present site of the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office, containing in all about 16,000 square 
feet, for the purpose of erecting a boiler house and coal shed in 
connection with the Government Printing Office, and also to give 
light and ventilation to the new building belonging to that office 
now approaching completion. The provision is also made in the 
amendment for condemnation proceedings in the event thata 
satisfactory arrangement can not be made for the purchase. 

I will place in the RECORD, with the consent of the House, a 
letter from the Public Printer touching this matter. I think I 
can state the substance of it perhaps more quickly than it can be 
read. Gentlemen know that last year we made an appropriation 
for the se of constructing a new addition adjacent to the 
present Public Printing Office, and it will be completed within a 
month or two—the ist of July, I am informed, to be accurate, 

Now, the heating plant is so situated in connection with the old 
office that there is constant danger of fire, and it is insufficient to 
heat this new building. It is absolutely necessary, if that build- 
ing is occupied beyond November next, that there should be an 
additional plant for heating and for power. It is estimated that 
this will cost about $100,000 to purchase the lot of ground and the 
requisite power house and fixtures. Now, it seems to me that 
this ought to be done. It can not be done unless the House does 
it. This is a Senate amendment. It would have been subject to 
a point of order if it had been offered in the House. I think it 
ought to be done without reference to what eventually may be 
done touching the Printing Office. You know that has been an 
old matter of contention between the House and the Senate, and 
it ought to be solved, but in the meantime—— 

Mr. HICKS, May I ask my friend a question? 

Mr. CANNON. amoment. In the meantime the Printing 
Office is down there, and from sheer necessity an appropriation 
was made to put up a new additional building. Now, even if we 
commence, as I think we ought to commence in the near future, 
to construct an entire new Printing Office that will meet the 
demands of the public service, yet I regard it as an absolute 
necessity that this ground should be purchased or condemned, 
and that the heating plant should be erected so as to utilize, with 
safety to life and limb and efficiency to the public service, the 
buildings that we now have there and must occupy, pending the 
time that provision is made for a new office. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. This is new legislation, is it not? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; Iwill state it fairly. We have not agreed 
to it. It is for the House to further insist on its disagreement or 
to recede; but Iam stating what the facts are, so that the House 
may act re to its best judgment, with such information as 

can give it. 

Mr. HICKS. Does not the chairman of the committee think 
that if we should make this large appropriation now it will prac- 
tically settle the Printing Office question? 

Mr. CANNON. I do not think so. It is not a large appropria- 
tion. It is $100,000, and I regard it as an absolute necessity, even 
if we get a new Printing Office within the next four years. Ithink 
this is absolutely necessary in the meantime. I do not regard it 
as settling the matter of a Printing Office permanently. 
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Mr, HICKS, Is it not a fact that the Public Printing Office 


nen yan i is now is considered unsafe and in a very us con- 
on 

Mr. CANNON. And n unsafe because of the location 
of the heating plant and the boilers, which are absolutely insuffi- 
ere heya the new building which has just been erected as an 

on. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. What will the cost of the 
new building be? 

Mr. CANNON. One hundred and twenty-one thousand dollars. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. And the heating plant is to 
cost $100,000? 

Mr. CANNON. You have to buy land on which to erect the 
building for the heating plant, and it is proposed to buy 16,000 
feet of ground adjacent to the present building, and then to erect 
the boiler plant. The estimate for the whole thing is $100,000. 

Mr. HI Would it not be sufficient to buy a small piece of 
ground, just enough for the heating plant? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, ground is quite cheap now, and my 
judgment is that the proposed plan is better. However, that isa 
matter of administration that could be considered hereafter. I 
do not want to go into the merits of the Public Printing Office 
question. I am . the House such information as I have, 
and my opinion in this matter, after investigation. Now, havin; 
said this much, I should like to take as little time as possible, an 
to get to direct action upon these various provisions. In order 
that we may progress, I will move the adoption of the conference 
report. Then these other amendments will be . ; 

- Mr. HICKS. There is one item, No. 22, which my friend has 
missed. Will he kindly oxen the necessity of it? 

Mr. CANNON. That relates to the repairs on the public build- 


5 Fo New York. 
. LOUDENSLAGER. It is not agreed to. 
Mr. HICKS. It will be objected to. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to be heard. 
Mr. CANNON. Let us adopt the conference report. Does the 


tleman o any item in the conference report? 
5 — BARTLE 


has been upon ti the conferees. 

Mr. CANNON. Will five minutes answer the gentleman? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I have been cut off on five 
minutes too often, I want about fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Ican not yield fifteen minuteson a single item 
in the conference report. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The gentleman told me when 
he first brought the matter up that I should have a reasonable 
amount of time. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I must be consulted as to what that is if 
it comes out of my time. I can not yield fifteen minutes on a sin- 
gle item of the conference rt. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. After the conference report is 
adopted I can not get a hearing on this question at all. 

.CANNON. Will five minutes be enough for the gentleman? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Lask for ten minutes. Iama 
member of the Committee on Appropriations, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman and 
then see whether he wants any more time or not. I will do the 


best I can for the gentleman. 
Mr. Speaker, before I yield to the tleman from New York I 
and letter from the Public 


will insert in my remarks memoran 
Printer before referred to: 


PRESENT DEMANDS. 

The battery of three steam boilers now constituting the power and heating 
plant of the Government Printing Office is located in the center of the group 
of buildings. 5 are now the most serious menace to life which threatens 
the 88 and the same danger threatens the safety of the whole Print- 

prope: 


3 of the three boilers in use for 7 
—.— he requirements of the present power service is 581 horsepower, 
ving but 49 horsepower for contingencies, a power margin far too narrow 
for safety in average service. 
The ability of the steam plant in furnishing an ave: power and heating 
the past winter was only met by the addition of a economizer 
to one of the boilers, and by the utilization for the first of exhaust steam for 
heating pope, The economizer is but an extension by the addition of 
another boiler erected aboye the old boiler, thus gaining 1,000 square feet of 
555 h panied by dark days, the requirements 
cold weather, when accom: ys, the men 
of the power and lighting plant are beyond wre safe capacity of the boilers, 
and consequently the full requirements of the office are not met at such times. 
Should an emergency arise, withdrawing one of the boilers from service 
for repairs or cleaning 2 Prag day other than Sunday or a holiday, it 
would be impossible to meet the wants of the office at a period when the 
maximum steam service is required. 


NEW DEMANDS, 


The new west building, which will be turned over to the Public Printer in 
June next, can not be heated next winter or furnished power from the pres- 
ent steam plant. Its uirements in steam must be met from a new plant, 
which can not be erected except by the purchase of land. The pro new 
boiler house and two 300-horsepower boilers will not only meet the require- 
ments of the new building in heat and power, but will afford a margin in 
steam service for the whole office, insuring greater safety, and meet in part 

ve demand for a duplicate steam equipment, thus making 


TT of New York. I wish to oppose an item that | ™ 


it | priated for the purpose of giving members of 


possible to continue work in the office without tion in 
accident to any one of the boilers. FFF 


Be — — — is — a . eee demand for somatie legisla- 
regard e wor. blic printing than in this particu- 
lar matter of additional steam facilities.. 


OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington, D. C., April 30, 1898. 


ting, 

building, now nearing completion at this office; in fact, this plant is a of 
the work contemplated in such erection, inasmuch as it was intended, in con- 
nection with the erection of the new building on the lot line of adjoining 
owners, that the purchase of the adjoin d was to be made and the 
buildings removed, that light might be tted into the two lower stories 
of the new building. As it is now many of the ows are completely 
darkened by the adjoining 8 

It was also understood and sta by me that the present boiler plant 
would not be sufficient and could not be enlarged to furnish heat for the win- 
ter for the new west building, The erection of five additional rooms to 
office, under the appropriation of $75,000 in 1894, caused me to utilize every 
resource of the present boiler t, that the present power and heating 
demands of the office might be met, and which is inadequately met during 


the severity of winter. 
There is no in either in er or heat in our present plant to furnish 
heating facilities forthe new meg 3 to be aig a in June. Such occu- 
vacating the building in November next unless 


pene will be followed b 
eat is provided. No addition can be made to the present steam plant of the 


office except by purchase of land for the erection of the new plant. 

All other dangers attending life and property in this office lessen before the 
danger incident to the tremendous steam energy concentrated within the 
group of buildings here, and which must be operated days, nights, and Sun- 

ys, with scarcely ordinary opportunities for withdrawing the fire and 
cleaning the boilers. 

The demands on the steam service are now greater than ever, and the danger 
greater, I have mentioned this danger in eer ii reports and verbal state- 
ments. Ifthe new boiler plant is erected, I will use it entirely for power 
purposes, and use the old boilers within the office exclusively for heating pur- 

removing in a larger degree the great pressure of steam, thus lessen- 

the danger to life and property. 
presentation of this matter to the Senate Appropriation Committee 
was in line of suggestions as made by members of the Committee on Printing, 
and not with a view of leaving your committee uninformedin the matter on 


y part. 
Most truly, yours, TH. E. BENEDICT, 
Public Printer. 
Hon. J. G. 9 e Ae 
Chairman Comm on Appro; ions, 
` House 8 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen 
of the House, I desire to call the attention of the House to one 
item which has been inserted in the Senate, and which I say is im- 
proper and in my opinion is a fraud. I am conversant with the 
use of the English language; I am generally moderate in tone and 
in statement; and when I make the statement that a particular 
item is a fraud, I think I shall be able to sustain it in the course 
of my remarks, even if I have but five minutes. You will find on 
pege 119 an item in these words: To purchase from Gen. James 

. McBride.” Of course I may remark in passing that there is 
no such rank as “ general” in this country. He might be a ma- 
jor-general or a brigadier-general; but Iam informed that this 
gentleman was never either. 

But it matters not what title he is found to have; here is an a 
propriation of $12,500 improperly inserted by the Senate and whic 
suc ‘ully escaped the versions of the watchdogs of the 
Treasury in either body represented on this conference committee, 
What is this . It is to pay to Gen. James D. Me- 
Bride the sum of $12,500 for a series of what? For what they are 

leased to term historical publications,” whereas they are mere 

i . They are six in number. The largest is subdivideđ 
into three segments. In this [exhibiting] is a facsimile of the 
Declaration of Independence; next we have the officers of Gov- 
ernment in the year 1876, because that was the one hundredth an- 
niversary of the Declaration of Independence—that is, the mem- 
bers of one ial Congress. Then we have in this set [exhibit- 
ing], 1892, the officers of Government, because, forsooth, that was 
the four hundredth anniversary of the discovery of this country. 
Then we have three little tablets, representing each segment of 
the larger di „making four in all. Then we have the seals 
of the United States, taken from books in our libraries, taken from 
Benson J. Lossing’s encyclopedia, only the seal of the United 
States being reproduced in an enlarged and improper form. We 
have all of these seals reproduced from books in our libraries, and 
then we have these poor vignettes of the Presidents of the United 
States—cheap and poor, imperfect and faulty in execution beyond 
all conception or description. 

5 5 Do you say that $12,500 is appropriated for those 
ngs 

Mr. CUMMINGS. That is what it is. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What was the gentleman’s 


question? . 
propriated for these three things? 


Mr. LACEY. Is $12,500 a 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The sum of $12,500 is appro- 
Congress three sets 
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of these worthless di 
2 3 ignettes of the Presidents, and the oth 
0 ve , the ign e ents, an e er, 


The larger I have already 
are segments of the r, and the other 


the alleged seals of the ents of the Government. And 
for his valuable biographies of the signers of the Declaration, 
whatever word of truth be therein, gentlemen, is obtained from 
this book which I now holdin my hand. [Lossing's Lives of the 


Signers. ] 

will only call the attention of the House to one or two biogra- 
phies. He tells us that John Adams was a teacher. I am unable 
to find that statement in the Life of Mr. Adams. In reference to 
Samuel Adams, he tells us that he was educated for the ministry. 
Iam unable to find that statement in ing. In reference to 
the other signers, he tells us that some of them were elected dele- 
Katan to the Proyincial Congress, and of others who were equally 

elegates, as to that fact he is silent. But I will call attention to 
one or two biographies. For instance, beginning with Button 
Gwinnett, of Georgia, he says: 

He offered himself as a candidate for the office of jer- ; his 
competitor was Colonel McIntosh. Mr. Gwinnett was defeated, and, with 
mistaken views, he looked upon his rival as a personal enemy and challen; 
General McIntosh. They met with pistols, and at the first fire both were 
ere Mr. Gwinnett einen Bi e could well have said, snes language 


of Hamilton when fatally wounded in a duel by Aaron Burr: lived 
like a man, but I die like a fool.” 


Mr. Lossing tells us: 

He offered himself as a candidate for the office of brigadier-general, and 
his competitor was Colonel McIntosh, a man highly esteemed for his mens 
bearing and co ous disposition. Mr. Gwinnett was defeated, and, 
mistaken vie he looked u his rival as a personal enemy. They 
met with and at the first fire both were wounded, Mr. Gwinnett 
mortally; and in the prime of life, at the early age of 45, his life terminated. 
He could well have said, in the lan; of the lamented Hamilton, when 
fatally wounded in a duel by Aaron : “I have lived like a man, but I die 

Of course there is no plagiarism there! 

I desire now to call attention to the biography of Charles Car- 
roll, of Maryland. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask five minutes more. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman really want five minutes 
a Laughter. | 

. BARTLETT of New York. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield it to him. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. This gentleman tells us that 
Charles Carroll was the last vestige that remained on earth of 
those who stood sponsors of our infant Republic and was regarded 
by the 2 of the country with the greatest veneration. 

Mr. Lossing says: 

1 te f x — h le of this 
eee wit !. neob Hk Baby Oa OT A Drapia died he 
was the last v that remained upon earth of that holy brotherhood who 
stood sponsor at the baptism in bl of our infant Repubiio. 

Now, gentlemen, do you pro to agree to a report which 
gives $13,500 to a man for ing up these diagrams—a man 
utterly unknown in the realm of scho ip, aman utterly un- 
known to the students of this country? Why, Mr. Speaker, men 
like McMaster, or any of our great historians, would never have 
the hardihood to ask the Congress of the United States to make 
such a shameless appropriation as this. These diagrams cost, as I 
am credibly informed, something like a cent apiece, and we are 
to make an appropriation of $12,500, not to benefit the more in 
any way whatever, but merely because Mr. James D. McBride 
has influence enough to secure an appropriation of this kind in 
the sundry civil appropriation bill. I tell you, gentlemen, this is 
a most dangerous appropriation. Think fora moment. When I 
begged the House to allow the sum of $10,000 to be appropriated for 
the publication of our Revolutionary archives and of the papers of 
the Continental Congress, one of the watchdogs of the = 
whose cunning attention this item has escaped, interposed an o 
jection, and I was prevented from securing that appropriation 
for that proper and laudable object. Now, will this House allow 
an appropriation of $12,500 for such a purpose as this—a purpose 
which I venture to assert can obtain no advocacy whatever on the 
floor of this House? 

Mr. CANNON. Just a word, Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gen- 
tleman from New York, and then I will ask a vote on the adop- 
tion of the conference report. I do not know whether this is a 
particularly meritorious item or not. The House conferees came 
to an agreement with the Senate conferees upon this Senate 
amendment—for it is a Senate amendment—and it may be well to 
turn to page 119 of the bill and see what it is: 

Purchase of historical publications: That the Secretary of the Senate be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to purchase from Gen. James D. 
McBride 2,500 complete sets of his historical publications, entitled“ Important 

riods in the History of the United States, portraits of the Presidents of the 

nited States the sealof the United States and seals of the executive, 
judicial, and legislative departments of the Government”; and that said 
ublications be distributed by the Secretary of the Senate as follows: 2 sets 
ay the use of the Senate of oe States, 2 sets for the — of the House 


Representatives, 3 sets to Senator, Representative, Delegate in 
Congress; 1 set to the President, 1 set to the Vice-President, i set to the Chief 


Suaian of Che athe Staten, 3 set bo enchaescdintn astice; Lent to onch mam: 
8 Cabinet, hens 
ecutive Departmen: 
. ; 42 sets to 
hae ese among the various United States embassies and tions; 88 sets to 
ar 


the Department for distribution among the various pais post schoo) 
a 1 set to the Mili Academy at West Point and 5 sets to the wat 
tional Homes for Disabled Volunteer diers; 2 sets to the ment of 


sets tothe N rtment 
for distribution among the various vessels of the United States ag Dire 


ment of culture for distribution among the various agricultural . —— 
in the United States and Territories. and 860 acta to the Commission 

Education for distribution among the various public libraries and educational 
institutions in the United States. And the sum of $12,500 is hereby appropri- 
ated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to en- 
aola the said Secretary of the Senate to carry into effect the provisions of this 


The cost of the 2,500 complete sets is put by the amendment at 
$12,500. Now, it is very easy to ridicule this work. It is easy to 
hold up some minor part of it and say, Behold,” and it is apo 
cially easy for the gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT], 
cause there are very few men who have his ne and universal 
knowledge, who, like him, have ransacked all history and all lit- 
erature so as to be able to detect all errors. I looked, in common 
with others, at these historical sketches and illustrations, and to 
my poor inartistic eyes they looked very well, and conveyed much 
of useful information which, it seemed to me, as it seemed to the 
Senate committee and to the Senate itself, was fit and apt for dis- 
tribution to the various public libraries and the various Depart- 
ments of the Government. And in saying that I think the work 
is apt for distribution, I do not rely on my own ju ent, but do 
take the opinion of the Bureau of Education of the United States, 
which has warmly recommended it,and has recommended the 
purchase of many times the number of copies covered by this 
amendment. 

That is not all, The Senate Committee on Education earnestly 
recommended it,as I am informed, and, according to my under- 
standing, prepared the amendment which was adopted by the Sen- 
ate. It may be that the item is a very improper one. If so, and 
the gentlemen of this House think it is so improper that this con- 
ference report, which settles differences between the two Houses. 
to the extent of $5,000,000 on a multitude of items, should be voted 
down and sent back, well and good; they will take that action, 
We found the amendment on the bill, and, after inquiry and ex- 
amination, the conferees on the part of the House agreed with the 
Senate conferees to submit the item to the House in the confer- 
ence report. Of course, if we had had the benefit of the advice of 
experts like the 88 from New York, possibly we might 
have been saved from making the mistake, if it is a mistake. I 
nir POWERS. Mr. Speaker, [ ris lia uiry. 

z 3 x er, Í rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
I wish to ask whether the adoption of the conference report will 
preclude a motion to recede from any action taken in it. 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, is there not some way by which we 
can vote against this item without voting against the whole con- 
ference rt? 

Mr. C. ON. Yonu can vote it out by voting down the con- 


ference Wig 

Mr. DALZELL. Then I hope we shall do that. 

Mr. LACEY. It ought to be done. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman says it ought to be done. I 
will ask him if he has examined this work? 

Mr. LACEY. I have heard your statement, and you have not 
answered the gentleman from New York. I think there ought to 
be some way to vote out an appropriation so frivolous as this. 

Mr. CA ON. Iwill say to the gentleman that, in my judg- 
ment, it is not a frivolous appropriation. The House did not put 
it onthe bill. The Senate inserted it, and they did so on the rec- 
ommendation of the Bureau of Education and of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Education, and the amendment seemed to be insisted 
upon to such an extent that the House conferees agreed to it. I 
want to say, however, that in assenting to the Senate amendment, 
I did so because, in my judgment, it appeared to be an apt expend- 
iture of the public money, and was supported by the opinion of 
those who are my peers and superiors touching such subjects or 
objects of appropriation. I am quite content, without personal 
feeling, that the House take such action as it may see proper 
touching the adoption of this report. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Would a motion be in order 
to instruct the conferees to recede from their agreement to amend- 
ment numbered 183? 

The SPEAKER. The conference report must be accepted or 
rejected as a whole. 

Mr. CANNON. I move the previous question. 

Mr. HARDY. I rise to a 3 inquiry. Would it be 
in order for me to make a motion to strike out the provision for 
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urchasing 2,500 sets of Gen. James D. McBride’s historical pub- 


cations and insert in lieu thereof a provision for the purchase of 
“ horse books”? I think they would be more beneficial to us and 


our constituents. 
That is a very good inquiry to be addressed to 


Mr. CANNON, 
the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Harpy] 
can answer that question for himself. 

Mr. CANNON. I move the previous question. 

Mr. POWERS. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to 
make at some stage of the proceedings a motion to recede from 
the disagreement of the House to a Senate amendment—not the 
one row in question. Will that be in order after the vote on the 
adoption of this report? a 

e SPEAKER. Is it a matter included in the report? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; it is a matter on which there has been 
no agreement, and the motion of the gentleman can come in after 
the report is sopen 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Vermont 
[Mr. Powers] will be in order after the vote upon the adoption 
of the report if it refers to any amendment not embraced in the 
report. 

Fhe uestion being taken on ordering the previous question, it 
was ordered. 

Mr. DALZELL. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. Will the 
adoption of this report commit the House to the purchase of these 
2,500 sets of historical publications? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. DALZELL. Then I hope the report will not be adopted. 

The question being taken on sg Set the conference report, 
ee on a division (called for by Mr. CAN NON) —ayes 59, 


noes 80. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 59, nays 151, not 
voting 145; as follows: 


YEAS—59. 

Abbott, Doolittle, Loudenslager, 
Aldrich, Il. Fischer, Marsh, mith, 
An Gamble, McCreary, Ky. Smith, Mich. 
‘Arnold. R. L Gardner, McLachlan, le, 
Avery, Griffin, Milliken, Stewart, N. J. 

oldt, Grout, Minor, Wis. Stewart, Wis. 
Berry, Hainer, Nebr. Mondell, Tawney, 
Blue, terman, . 1 Towne, 

r, Northway, på A 

II. Hartman, Parker, Van Ho: 

m, Mo. Hil Pickler, Van Voor 
Cannon, Hurley, Pitney, arner, 
Clark, Mo. Leise a Powers, Wilson, Idaho 
Daniels, Long, Robinson, Pa, ‘ood, 
Dolliver, Low Sauerhering, 

NAYS—151. 

Acheson, Ellett, Va. Leo 
‘Aldrich, Ala. Elliott, S. C. Lester, Southard, 
Allen, Utah an, Lewis, Spalding, 
Anderson, F: Linney, Sparkman, 
Atwood. Fenton, Linto; Spencer, 
Baker, Kans. Little, Sperry, 
Baker, Md. 8 a, 
poker, H. Ainet ae M: Sannes 

n. ett, Mass. 7; es, 

Griswold, McCleary: Min. Stent m 

ê; wo! eary, 

Bartlett, N. T. Grosvenor, McClellan, 7 

Grow, McClure, Strowd, N.C 
Bell, Colo. Hager, McCormick, Sulloway, 
Bell, Tex. 3 McCulloch, Taft, 

erick, H McDearmon, Talbert, 
Bromwell, m, McMillin, Tate, 
Brown, Hart McRae, Tayler, 
Bull, Hatch, Milnes, Terry, 
Burton, Ohio Heatwole, Moody, Trace 
Clardy, Hendrick, Morse, Tracey, 
gael Har Jaa. 888 

rke, nderw 
Codding, 8 Otey, Walker, Mass. 
Cook, Wis. Hubbard, ` Otjen, alker, Va. 
„ Beara a 
* e earson, anger, 
Cousins, Johnson, Cal. Phillips, Watson, Ind. 
Crowther, Kem, Poole, Watson, Ohio 
Crump, Kendall, ince, Wellington, 
So eee wi 
owa se. 
Kleberg, Russell, Conn. Wilson, S. C. 
Danford, Knox, Scranton, W. sf 
Kyle, Shafroth, W. 
Armond, Shuford, yess, 
De Witt, Latimer, Simpkins, Yoakum. 
dy, Leighty, Skinner, 
NOT VOTING—145. 
Adams, Belkna Brosius, Connoll 
‘All 3 ETS head, Cone Fla 
er per, 
Apsley, Bishop, Catchin; Cooper, 
Arnold, Pa. X Chick x Cowen, 
Babcock, Black, N. Y. Cobb, Cox, 
Bailey, Boutelle, Cockrell, Crisp, 
Barre wers. fn, Crowley, 
Bartlett, Ga. water, Colson, Oaxansings, 


Hopkins, ercer, Settle, 
Curtis, N. Y. Howard, Meredith, Shannon, 
Deny, Howell, Aaron Bua 
ingley, owe es, erman, 
Dinsmore, uff, Miller, Kans. Snover, 
ery, ulick, Miller, W. Va. Southwick, 
Dovener, Huling, Miner, N. Y. Stephenson, 
Downing, ull, Money, tone, W. 
Draper, Hutcheson, M Strode, Nebr. 
Ellis, 3 yde, Tiä Meee ag —.— 
vans, ohnson, ewlan wanson, 
Fairchild, Johnson, N. Dak. Noonan, Thomas, 
Fletcher, Jones, en, Thorp, 
Foote, Joy, Overstreet, Tucker, 
Foss, Kerr, Patterson, Turner, Ga. 
Fowler, Kulp, Payne, Turner, Va. 
W. Lawson, Pendleton, aper, 
Hadley, Layton, Per adsworth, 
Hall, Lefever, Price, Wash: n, 
Hanly, Livingston, Pugh, Wheeler, 
Heiner, Pa. Lorimer, Eg, White, 
Hemenway, Low, ey, Wilber, 
Henderson, Maddox, Ray, Wi N. T. 
Henry, Ind. Mahon, Reeves, Wilson, Ohio 
Hepburn, McCall, Tenn. Re Woomer. 
Hermann, McEwan, obertecs: la 
Hitt, MeLaurin, Rusk, 
Hooker, Meiklejohn, Russell, Ga. 
So the r of the committee of conference was rejected. 
att, fe e roll call, 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent to make 


a statement for one minute, accompanied with an inquiry touch- 
ing 5 effect of this vote. 

Mr. M. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I will ask the Speaker to state 

Mr. KEM and others. ar order. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. . Speaker, I demand that we have 
order on the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. WILLIs). The ar order 
is called for, and order is demanded on the floor. Now, gentle- 
men, you have a greenhorn“ in the chair; do me the respect to 
Roce quiet while the roll is being called. [Laughter and ap- 
plause. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the call of the roll, when 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

On this vote: 

r. MILLER of Kansas with Mr. Dockrry. 

. MERCER with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 
. BINGHAM with Mr. CaTCHINGs. 

. Foore with Mr. ELLETT of Virginia. 

. HADLEY with Mr. MONEY. 

. Evans with Mr. Layton. 

. HOPKINS with Mr. MOMILLIN. 

. PAYNE with Mr. COBB. 

For this day: 

Mr. FAIRCHILD with Mr. MEYER. 

Mr. SOUTHWICK with Mr. COOPER of Texas, 

Mr. HENDERSON with Mr. WHEELER, 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, when I voted I was under the im- 
pression that we were voting simply on the single amendment pro- 
viding the $12,500 to pay for a certain publication. I have since 
learned that the effect of my vote would be to reach the entire 
N report, and I desire therefore to change my vote from 
sé no” 46 aye.” 

The SPEAKER. The change will be made. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I was absent in conference com- 
mittee, but believe I am paired on this question. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I was a t, Mr. Speaker, in con- 
ference. If present, I should have voted ' no” on this proposition. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House fur- 
ther insist on its disagreement to all the amendments of the Sen- 
ate on this bill, and ask a conference—the report having been 
rejected—on the di ing votes of the two Boia: 

r. LESTER. I think, Mr. 5 that a motion to recede 
from the disagreement of the House to the Senate amendments 
would have precedence of the motion of the gentleman. I move 
var 5 recede from its disagreement to the amendments 
to this bill. 

The SPEAKER. That would embrace the entire report. 

Mr. LESTER. I had reference to the amendments relating to 
public ee 

Mr. SAYERS. I suggest to the gentleman from Illinois, in- 
asmuch as the question r ting the public buildings has been 
submitted to the House, whether it would not be well to takea 
vote on them this afternoon. It will obviate coming back to the 
House again with a disagreement as to that part of the report and 
then a ey for a vote. 

Mr. CANNON. As I understand it, my motion that the House 
do further insist on the disagreement as to the Senate amend- 
ments leaves it in order for any gentleman who desires to do so 
to move that the House recede from its disagreement to any one of 
the amendments and agree to the same. Am I correct? 


1896. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, then, I am quite content that such mo- 
tion shall be made, especially as to those public buildings provided 
for in the Senate amendments. There is not much trouble, I will 
say, as I understand it, about an agreement with the Senate if 
the question of public buildings that the Senate has put onto the 
bill could be eliminated. š 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If that question is to be taken up, Mr. 
n I would like to have a few minutes to be heard upon it 
myself, 

Mr. LESTER. Mr. Speaker, I will modify my motion, which 
was to recede from the Pronk disagreement to the Senate amend- 
ments indicated by the gentleman from Illinois. Do I understand 
that his motion would cover all of the amendments, public build- 
ings and all? 

The SPEAKER. Which is the amendment the gentleman de- 
sires to move to recede from? 

Mr. LESTER. With reference to the public patima: 

Mr. CANNON. All of them? I would have to ask for a sepa- 
rate vote on that question. 

Mr. TERRY. I desire to make a motion with reference to one 
of the Senate amendments. I move, sir, that the House recede 
from its disagreement to its amendment of the Senate numbered 9. 

Mr. LESTER. I move to recede from its disagreement to all of 
the amendments relating to the public buildings. 

The SPEAKER. Can the gentleman give the numbers of the 
amendments? 

Mr. LESTER. I think they are numbered 2 to 22, inclusive. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to ask a separate vote on amendment 


190 also. 

Mr. TERRY. I move to recede from the disagreement to the 
amendment I have suggested, which I will read. It is in the fol- 
lowing words: 

(9) For court-house and t-office at Little Rock, Ark.: For additional 
amount to construct an addition to the United States court-house and post- 
office and enlarging judge’s chamber and the offices of the marshal and clerk 
of the circuit and istrict courts, and for an elevator, $43,000. 

Now, I desire briefly, if in order, to support my motion. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from Illinois has charge of 
the matter. 

Mr. CANNON. Lask for a vote. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I wish to submit a parliamen inquiry. 
Mr. Speaker, is it in order to move, as a substitute for the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Arkansas, to recede from the House 
disagreement to all of the Senate amendments mentioned in the 
report as having been disagreed to? The list is found on page 5, 
in the last five lines of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the more orderly course 
would be to vote upon the question of insistence on the disagree- 
ment as to such matters on which a separate vote is not demanded, 
then if there be separate votes demanded upon other amendments 
they should be taken separately. 

Mr. CANNON. That is eos 

Mr. TERRY. Lask for a division, then, in regard to the public 
buildings, 

Mr. CANNON. I will indicate the amendments, Mr. Speaker, 
on which separate votes will be asked. 

The SPEAKER. There are other matters about which there is 
no dispute, and the Chair suggests that they may as well be dis- 
posed of, and then the amendments be taken up in their order. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. I will ask a vote on amendments 
numbered 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9,10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, and 22. 
This will cover the public buildings. ; 

Mr. SAYERS. I suggest that you also include the amendment 
numbered 190, on e 126. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest to the gentleman that probably it 
would be better to first vote upon all matters outside of the amend- 
ments to which he has referred, and then have such separate votes 
as may be necessary on the remaining amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois will send the 
list to the desk. 

Mr. SAYERS. Amendment 190, on page 126 of the printed bill, 
is the amendment to which I call the gentleman’s attention. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; I ask a separate vote on that, too. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendments on which 
a separate vote is demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On amendments numbered 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 
22, and 190. 

The SPEAKER. Now, the gentleman from Illinois moves that 
the House insist on its disagreement to all the other aniendments 
except those named, and ask a committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first of the excepted 
amendments, which is amendment numbered 2. 

Mr. ATWOOD. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Do I 


3 that these excepted amendments are now passed by 
e House 
The SPEAKER. They are not passed. All except those are 


passed. 
Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask if we can not have a vote on 
all of these ee buildings in one proposition? 


Mr. DINGLEY. No, sir; not ay. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
ments must be taken up separately. 
second amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
mE public building at Boise City, Idaho: For continuation of La 
79700 oa the limit of cost of said building and site is increased from $150, 
Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, pending the vote, if I have 
the power to do it, I will yield five minutes to the chairman of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds [Mr. MILLIKEN]. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Give me ten minutes, 
„ I will give you five minutes, and see if you 
n n. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Possibly I can say all I know in five minutes. 
I hope that these amendments providing for increased limit of 
cost and for the establishment of new public buildings, pro 
in these ate amendments, will be di eed to, and that the 
committee of conference will be instructed to insist upon their 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate. This is the most 
vicious way of legislating that is known to Congress. . 
Now, we have a committee in this House—perhaps some of you 
have heard of it—a Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.- 
Before that committee have been pending a great number of bills 
for the establishment of public adage ak for the increase of the 
limit of cost, and similar matters. e committee haye acted 
upon them. They have made reports upon between thirty and 
forty of them, but those reports have not been filed in the House 
because the committee have been informed, from a source which 
they consider entirely authoritative, that the bills could not be 
considered in this House in this session. As somebody has said 
here to-day, this is not a public-building session. Many of those 
bills are quite as important as, and some more important than, any 
that are found in this list. For instance, there is a bill for the 
purpose of strengthening the ironwork in the first story of the ap- 
praisers’ stores building in New York. That building has been 
put up one story. Experts have examined it and decided, and 
this decision is indorsed by the 1 Architect's Office, that 
it is utterly useless to go any further in the erection of that build- 
ing until an appropriation is made for strengthening the ironwork, 
because it is not sufficiently strong to hold up what will be stored 
in there after the building is completed. That work must stop 
unless this appropriation is made. Is there a stronger case than 


that in this bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is that in this bill? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. No; that is not in this bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iask the gentleman where that bill is? A 

Mr. MILLIKEN. It is in the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 

Mr. HOPKINS. It has not been reported? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. No report has been made from the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds to this House, for the reason 
that the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds have been 
distinctly given to understand that no bills from that committee 
would be considered in the House if they were reported. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Given to understand that by whom? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, in the first place, I know it from my 
own judgment. In the second place, I have it from so many peo- 
ple in this House that it is not necessary for me to spend any part 
of my five minutes in giving the gentleman that unnecessary 
information, 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. It is information that is very neces- 
sary to the House. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. There are between thirty and forty public- 
building bills before the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, every one of which is as important as these projects 
that are included in these Senate amendments to the sundry civil 
bill. Gentlemen who have those bills can not get consideration 
of them in the House. If nothing is done here they may go home 
to their districts and say, We have fared as well as anybody 
else. It has not been the policy of this Congress to pass public- 
building bills because the state of the Treasury is such that it will 
not bear the appropriation. We have not the money in the Treas- 
ury to pay for the erection of these buildings.” 

But suppose you put into the bill now under consideration the 
few that are no more worthy than the others. Then when a 
gentleman goes home to his district and his constituents say, 
Why did you not get our public-building bill through?” what 
can he say? They will say to him, Why, other fellows got theirs 
through.” Here are 17 public-building bills in this sundry civil 
appropriation bill, carrying almost a million and half of dollars. 


Consequentl the amend- 
The Clerk will report the 
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I have gone through the list. Here is a 0128 005 Boise City, 85 LOUDENSLAGER. We have considered that report? 


Idaho, $50,000. Another in Camden, N. J., 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. But is there any app: iation? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Another for the extension of the limit at 
Cheyenne, Wyo., $100,000, and soon. Now, here in this bill is an 
5 pee for a hall of records. I ask if any gentleman of 
t ouse has examined that bill? Does any gentleman in this 
House know where that hall of records is to be located? Does any 
gentleman in this House know how much is going to be the cost 
of that building? Iknowsomethingaboutit. Ihave reason tosay 
that I know nobody has asked for that hall of records 
except a gentleman who wants to sell his land and some other 
gen en who do not want it occupied by somethi i 
not be as good as a hall of records. [Loud applause. 
one thing you have got in this bill. Isay, Mr. Speaker, that when 
a gentleman proposes a bill that will not bear the investigation of 
a committee, a bill that comes into this House without investiga- 
tion in regard to its merits, a bill that will not bear investigation 
by a committee of this House, and that can not get a report from 
a committee of this House, it should never be considered here 
because it is put on as an amendment in the Senate. [Loud 
applause. 

me 5 the most vicious legislation has been carried through 
in that way. How was it when the appropriation was made and 
this penitentiary wall was built up around this Capitol at a cost 
of more than a million dollars, defacing the Capitol and making 
it worse than before? Did that come from the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds? No; it was stuck on an appro- 
riation bill in the Senate and went through without = y 
Sota anything about it. That has been done over and over 
again. It was done in the last Congress and before the last Con- 
gress. I think the older members of the House will remember 
there was an effort to pass through Congress a certain bill to buy 
a place for a Public Printing Office. 
he Senate insisted upon that from Congress to Congress. I 
it, and so did many others. I opposed it in the last 
ouse, and we defeated it here. What is the result? That propo- 
sition on the part of the Senate was that we should buy the land 
of a certain gentleman who had friends over there and yay peU 
a foot for it. It has been sold since for 30 cents a foot. man 
who owns it to-day only paid that for it, and told me so himself. 
[Applause.] I think we have been justified by the facts in op- 
g that measure. While I know that many of these buildings 
In here are meritorious, I hope the House will vote to instruct the 
committee to insist upon its disagreement to all these amend- 
ments; and if the gentlemen who have bills in here want to 


have them , and of course they do, let them go through in 
a legitimate way. [Applause.] Let them be examined by a com- 
mittee of the House and a committee of the Senate, and when 


they come into this House let them come in here with a report 
which shall state what the merits are, and what the cost is going 
to be, so that the House can act intelligently upon them. you 
pass these bills to-day you establish a precedent which you can 
not afford. 

Why, gentlemen, what use have you for your Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds if it is to sit here and report its 
bills and not have them considered in the House, and the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations are going to fix the locations, are goin 
to authorize public buildings, are going to pass on the cost an 
limit the cost of public buildings, and all that? Why do you not 
let the river and harbor bill go to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions in the same way? There is just as much sense in that. It 
is true that comes in an omnibus bill and public buildings do not. 
There will be just as much sense 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question now? 

Mr. LIKEN. Yes. 8 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Give me a little more time, will you? 

Mr. CANNON. How much? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. I will give the gentleman a couple of minutes. 

Mr, MILLIKEN. Give me five. 

Mr. CANNON. I think the House understands the matter, 
and I have to yield to the gentleman who makes the motion. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I say there is just as much sense in this 
House refusing to pass the river and harbor bill and let the Sen- 
ate put all those projects upon an appropriation bill as an amend- 
ment and send them over here as it is for them to put on appro- 
priations for public-building bills, : 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Will the gentleman now permit a 
question? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Yes, sir. 5 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. The Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors have made a report to this House, have they not? 

Mr, MILLIKEN, They have. 


8 = e have. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Your committee has not made a re- 
port that we can consider. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. It is not our fault; it was not intended by 
the House to bills of that kind. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. How many of these are new buildings pro- 
vided for in this bill? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I have not looked them all up. Some of 
them are new buildings, and some are increases of the limitation, 

Now, I want to say 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. One minute more. 

Mr. CANNON. Iyield one minute more. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. So far as the appro riation for the purchase 
of land connected with the present ic Printing Office is con- 
cerned, I have only this to say: I am always willing to make the 
appropriations n to carry on that concern at present, but 
it was only to-day that I met a gentleman who is attorney for a 
very good citizen of Washington, a man whom I very much ad- 
mire personally, who has been for the last three or four Congresses 
endeavoring to get the Government to buy his land and fix the 
Public Printing Office upon it, and the 5 said, Well, if 
the ming oes, it will fix it so we can sell good old Andy’s land.” 

ughter. | 

Mr. C ON. And who is good old Andy? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. A better man than you or I, and that means 
that he is good enough for anybody. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CAN NON. Ido not know him, but I suppose the gentle- 
man from Maine, judging from his reference, must know him. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well,as he is a good man probably the gentle- 
man from Illinois does not know him. [Laughter.] Now, Mr. 
Speaker, I repeat that I hope these bills will all be voted down on 
general principles, so that our friends.who are not fortunate 
enough to get in their bills at presen: may go in at the next ses- 
sion and haye their bills considered and passed in a legitimate 
way. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. CANNON. ryen now to my colleague on the committee 
p SAYERS], and rwards I will yield to the gentleman from 

aho. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I have listened to the speech of 
the tleman from Maine . MILLIKEN] and I do not concur 
in all that he has said. I do not think this House will act wisely 
if it does not make the appropriation contained in the Senate 
amendment for the continuance of the construction of the new 
post-office building in this city. That building ought to be com- 
pleted as soon as possible and the limit ought to be broken for this 
reason—— 

Mr. MILLIKEN (interposing). If the tleman will pardon 
me, I will say that I forgot to refer to that. 80 far as that work 
is concerned, it is the finishing up of the building, and I would 
make it an exception. 

Mr. SAYERS. There are several other items to which the gen- 
tleman forgot to refer. Now, Mr. Speaker, in reference to the 
new post-office building in this city, if it be completed in accord- 
ance with the terms of the Senate amendment, within twelve or 
eighteen months of this time, there will be room provided not only 
for the city post-office, but for 3,000 clerks or thereabouts for 
whose accommodation the Government is paying to-day about 
$100,000 a year in rent of private buildings in this city. If the 
Senate amendment in reference to this building be agreed to—I 
shall move to recede from our disagreement to that item—gentle- 
men can rest assured that in eighteen months at the furthest the 
city post-office will be moved into the building, and 3,000 Goy- 
ernment employees or more will also find offices there, and there 
$100,000. clear saving to the Government every year of fully 

100,000. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to repeat that I 
agree with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] about the 
new post-office building here and that I regard it as an exceptional 
case. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Idaho. 
= Ale CANNON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 

0. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Mr. S er, the amendment that I 
want to call the attention of the House to is No. 2, Which reads: 

For public building at Boise City, Idaho: For continuation of — po 
25 —_ the limit of cost of said building and site is increased from $150,000 to 

I want to say, Mr. 3 that I can admit all of the criticisms 
of thechairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and avoid the effect of them so far as this item is concerned. 
There are, so far as I know—and I think Iam correct in the state- 
ment—three States in this Union which have no public Federal 
buildings whatever in them. The State which I have the honor 
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to represent upon this floor Idaho is one that has no public build- 
ing in it, A public building there was provided for in the last 
sundry civil bill which Congress. There was an allowance 
of $150,000 in that bill for a 1 building at Boise City. An 
appropriation was made for the purchase of a site. That site has 
been selected, and the title thereto will soon vest in the United 


tes. 

Now, this bill provides an appropriation of $50,000 to commence 
the building. So far as the question of the advisability of erect- 
ing a building there is concerned, it is not open to discussion. It 
has been decided by the Congress of the United States. The 
building ought to be erected there. That question has been sub- 
mitted to the Senate Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and they have unanimously recommended it. e Senate has 

assed it. It has been submitted to the House Committee on Pub- 
ic Buildings and Grounds, and their subcommittee has reported 
it favorably. 

The last sundry civil bill provided for this public building. I 
want to remind gentlemen of what they all know on reflection, 
that in every State in this Union there is need for at least one 
public building. We need a public building in Idaho. We have 
the United States courts there; we have the surveyor-general’s 
office there; we have the United States land offices there; we have 
the depnty collector of internal revenue there; we have several 
other United States Officials there; the records of the United States 
courts are there. Therefore, as a bald business proposition, if 
any business man on the floor of this House had occasion to rent 
for the transaction of his business the room which it is necessary 
to rent for the United States officials in Idaho in order to transact 
the public business, he would certainly, as a matter of economy, 
erect a building of hisown. From that point of view alone, for 
the mere saving of rent, a public building should be erected there 
costing at least $200,000, as provided for in this bill. 

Now, I say again, that the criticism which the chairman of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds has made here is 
without force as against this item, and I submit in all fairness 
that this appropriation ought to be made. 

Mr. CANNON. Task for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that separate votes 
are to be taken on each of the amendments, and that the previous 
question is considered as ordered. 

Mr. LESTER. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that the pre- 
vious question has been ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia does not under- 
stand that the 5 question has been ordered. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I move the previous question on these 
various amendments. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TERRY. Does the previous question which the gentleman 
asks for apply to the amendment which has just been considered 
or to all of them? 

The SPEAKER. It applies to all of them. 

Mr. TERRY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit that as a matter of 
fairness and common justice each man here is entitled to be 
heard on these amendments—— [Cries of Order!“ 

And I hope the House will not perpetrate the glaring injustice 
of refusing members the chance to advocate the merits of proposi- 
tions in which they are interested. [Renewed cries of ‘‘Order!”] 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent that the previous 
question may be considered as ordered upon all these amend- 
ments severally; that five minutes be given for debate on each 
side upon each amendment, and that the vote be taken separately 
on each amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KEM. Iobject. : 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
arra p Kem]. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TERRY. hope the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
will withdraw the demand for the previous question, and give us 
an opportunity to discuss these propositions. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, is it in order for me on this first 
amendment to move the previous question? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I move the previous question on the 
amendment just read, relating to the public building at Boise 


City. 

The revious question was ordered. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the Chair state the question? 

The SPEAKER, The question is on receding from the disagree- 
ment of the House and EE Tee the Senate amendment with 
relation to the public building at Boise City. 

The question was decided in the negative; there being on a divi- 
sion (called for by Mr. WILSON of Idaho)—ayes 39, noes 127. 

The SPEAKER. The noes have it; and the House insists on its 


nonconcurrence in the amendment. 


Mr. CANNON. I now ask that amendment numbered 3 be 


The Clerk read as follows: 


For public building a N. J.: For construction 2 d 
and the limit of — per a is increased 8000 r 

Mr. CANNON. I believe I have the floor. I will ask the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. LOUDENSLAGER] whether he wishes 
to occupy five minutes? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. If I can not convince the House in 
less than five minutes I do not think I shall be able to do so at all. 

Mr. CANNON. [yield to the gentleman for five minutes. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, this amendment, I am 
glad to say, does not come under the criticism of the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN]. It is liar in that respect. The 
act authorizing the construction of this building was in 
1884, In securing the land upon which to erect the building there 
was some delay; and when the title to the site had been perfected, 
the Secretary of the Treasury, under the advice of the Supervising 
Architect, refused to authorize the construction of the building 
on account of the insufficiency of the amount appropriated. 

The city of Camden had grown wonderfully in ulation dur- 
ing the short period which had ela since this ding was 
authorized. In 1884 the pen receipts were only $20,000; at this 
time they are $70,000. ides, sir, the Government, after ob- 
taining possession of the site in the heart of that city constructed 
an unseemly board fence around it, which at the present time is 
in some places partly torn down and in others altogether destroyed. 
In this condition it makes a constant rendezvous at night and 


even in the daytime for disorderly boys and tramps, so t it is 
a nuisance to the city. 

Only $25.000 is asked at this time. The importance of the 
structure and its necessity have been upon by the Commit- 


tee on Public Buildings and Grounds in previous Congresses. The 
business of the post-office alone warrants the construction of this 
building. Besides the post-office there is located in the city of 
Camden an office for the internal-revenue collector of that district. 
The collector of the port is also located there. The number of 

t- office employees in the city of Camden has increased from 21 
in 1884 to 63 at this time. 

It seems to me that the House, when it has presented toit a 
meritorious matter like this, ought to give it fair consideration. 
It may be impossible for us to bring all these matters before the 
House at one time. We must take them up singly. Lask, there- 
fore, that fair consideration be given to this amendment. The 
3 proposed is one necessary to be made. The present 
attitude of the Treasury Department practically permits a nui- 
sance in the city of Camden. This amendment of the Senate ought 
to be adopted. That is all I have to say. [Applause.] 

Mr. C ON. Lask a vote on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to recede and 
concur in the Senate amendment, 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. CANNON. Lask unanimous consent that this session be 
extended after 5 o’clock until this bill is disposed of. 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska -Kem]. [Laughter.] 

ə» Mr. CANNON. t the next amendment be reported, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

4 
ed beara dating g reat 
$150,000 to $250,000. 


y 


mo For continuation of build- 
ding and site is increased from 


Mr. CANNON. I yield a few minutes to the gentleman from 
Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL]. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, the amendment now under 
consideration is one of those amendments that was objected to by 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN], but I submit if there 
are to be no public buildings erected in the far West until we 
a re from the present committee of this House on Publi 
Buildings and Grounds, this session will pass without even be- 
ginning the construction of any one of the public buildings so 
much needed, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, you will get a report as soon as the bill 
can be got through if it has merit. 

Mr. MONDE Further, the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds of this House has had under consideration this prop- 
osition and I understand that they have gone this far, that they 
have determined whenever in their wisdom they see fit to report 
to the House a provision for any public building, that this public 


building shall be one of them. 
8 MILLIKEN . The gentleman ought to be grateful to us for 
at. 


Mr. MONDELL. The conditions existing at Boise City and 
Helena are similar to those existing at Cheyenne, and it is one 
of three capitals of sovereign States of this Union that have no 
public buildings. 
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We have a beautiful city, situated at the v 
continent, a magnificent city; we have an excellent statehouse, 
and beside it we wish to pine a splendid public building, onethat 


summit of the 


is appropriate to a tS that character, and that will be an orna- 
ment to the nation. e have the full complement of Federal 
officers necessary and usual in a capital city, and we wish to have 
the proper appropriation made to suppiy waes we so much need 
there in the way of a public building. e want a building well 
enough ccnstructed to reflect credit upon the nation in the capital 
of our Stats; and we ask you, therefore, to support this amend- 


ment. [Applause. 
The SEEKER The question is on the motion to recede from 
a disagreement and concur in the Senate amendment. 
The motion was rejected. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next amendment., 
„The Clerk read as follows: 


(6) For -office at Fortress Monroe, Va.: That the sum of 


the hereb riated, out of in th 3 
same ere approp , out of any mone: e 
othe: a Ace 


ury not 
for the erection of a post-office building at Fortress 
Monroe, Va., upon the Government reservation. The said building shall be 
erected u ifications, and contracts to be approved, in the man- 
ner 8 by law, by the Secretary of War, and to cover quarters for the 
postmaster and office accommodations for customs officer and United States 
commissioner. Nor shall * plan for the erection of said — be — 
proved by the Secretary of War involving an expenditure exceeding the said 
sum of $15,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask a vote. 

The question was taken; and the House refused to recede from its 
disagreement. 4 

So the motion was rejected. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 

AA ublic building at Helena, Mont.: For continuation of buildin 
gat an the limit of cost of said building and site is increased from $150, 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to recede and 
concur. 

The motion was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

(8) Strike out: 

For post-office and court-house at Kansas City., Mo.: For continuation of 
building he present limit, $50,000." 

Fer post-office and court-house at Kansas City, Mo.: For continuation of 
building, $50.000; and the limit of cost of said building and site is increased 
from 000 to $1,316,000.” 

Mr. CANNON. In fairness to the gentleman representing the 
Kansas City district I ponui to yield to him for a few moments. 

Mr. V HORN. Ionly wish a minute or two. ` 

Mr. Speaker, it is necessary to state that the bill as originally 
prepared, appropriating money for this work, required the ground 
to embrace an entire square. The simple fact is that in the pro- 
curing of the ground and the grading necessary, which could not 
be foreseen by anyone—nothing except experience could demon- 
strate it—it is found that the building can not be completed within 
the present limit. That is all there is of the matter, and I hope 
the 5 will recede from its disagreement to the Senate amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the motion to recede and concur 
was rejected. 

The Clerk reported the next amendment of the Senate, as fol- 
lows: 


* 

(9) For court-house and ffice at Little Rock, Ark.: For additional 
amount to construct an addition to the United States court-house and post- 
office and enlarging judge’s chamber and the offices of the marshal and clerk 
of the circuit and district courts, and for an elevator, $43,000. 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker. ; 

Mr. CANNON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. TERRY]. 

Mr. TERRY. Iask the kind attention of the House while I 
endeavor to show the merits of this proposition, and I ask only 
fair treatment upon the merits of the case. I desire to say, pen- 
tlemen, that this proposition stands upon n than 
any proposition which you have considered, as I undertake 
to show. 

In the first place, I will say that the necessity for the E ahs 
ment of the public building at the city of Little Rock has already 
been ee by Congress at a 83 session. We appro- 
priated $58,000 for this purpose. e Secretary of the Treasury 
sent down there to inau te that work, and found that on ac- 
count of the peculiar architecture of the building and on account 
of the kind of stone that was used in its construction, namely, 
Ohio stone, that it would cost more to carry out the project than 
Congress had allowed. Therefore he sent to the Speaker of this 
House a recommendation and estimate for $43,000 more. Now, 
this is not one of the cases spoken of by the gentleman from Maine 
par: MILLIKEN] in which there has been no estimate. There has 

na careful estimate upon this proposition, and the amount 
that will be required is definitely ascertained. Further, I will 


say that this is urgently needed, as I will show you, by a letter 
from the United States circuit judge of that district, Judge Cald- 


well, with whom many of you are acquainted. He wrote me the 
following letter: 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, EIGHTH CIRCUIT, 
Little Rock, March 28, 1892. 

My DEAR Srp: I have just seen a copy of your bill relating to the United 
States building in this city. 

I have said and written so much about this building in the past that I have 
grown weary of the — Pe My lettersare on file in Washington protesting 
against laying the foundations of the building under the limitations and re- 
strictions of the act making the first appropriation. 

I said then, and time has verified the correctness of ey OSes, that the 
building which it was proposed to erect would be found totally ees ey to 
accommodate the public officers and business aped to be provided for 
within its walls. I knew this was so so far as it related to the United States 


courts. 

I pleaded for two court rooms, or a judge's chambers large enough fora 
chambers court room, but all in vain. There is but one court room and the 
judge’s chambers is barely large enough to contain my bookcases, a table, 
and two or three chairs. 

The result is that when there are two judges here and it is desirable to hold 
two courts at the same time, as it frequently is, we are unable to do so ex- 
cept when the county court-house is not in use and is loaned to us, or we can 
get in the State house. 

The want of another court room is a source of expense to the Government 
and at delay and cost to parties and witnesses. 

The t court of appeals ought to hold its winter sessions at this place, 
and doubtless would do so if we had a court room, but under existing condi- 
tions it is out of the question. 

w mow 3 the 3 iad the og errno OR zonr Inor 
at the present building does n nish adequate accomm: ons for 
United States courts. 


HENRY C. CALDWELL, 
Circuit Judge. 


Yours, truly, 
Hon. W. L. Terry, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 

Now, gentlemen, as you have it there, the Government of the 
United States has to depend upon the courtesy of the county of 
Pulaski for the privilege of holding one of its courts. Only a 
small sum is asked. The Secretary of the Treasury says it is nec- 
essary. He has sent in an estimate. It has all been determined, 
and you have here the letter of a Federal judge who stands as 
high as any man in the United States showing you the deplora- 
ble condition of affairs at Little Rock for the want of this im- 
provement. I appeal to the sense of fairness of the House, that 
upon so meritorious a matter as this you permit the amendment 
of the Senate to stand. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on receding and concurring. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TERRY) there were —ayes 52, noes 116. 

Accordingly, the House refused to recede and concur, and in- 
sisted upon its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate. 

CONFEREES ON THE FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees upon the bill H. R. 
8109, the fortifications appropriation bill, Mr. HAINER of Ne- 
braska, Mr. GROUT, and Mr. BARTLETT of New York. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of 5 o'clock having arrived, the 
House will now take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening, when 
the gentleman from New York, Mr, PAYNE, will act as Speaker 
pro tempore. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 p. m. 
Mr. Payne took the chair as Speaker pro tempore, and directed 
the reading of paragraph 2 of Rule XU, which was read by the 
Clerk, as follows: 

The House shall on each Friday at5o'clock p. m. take a recess until 8 o'clock, 
at which evening session private pension bills, bills for the removal of polit- 
ical disabilities, and bills removing — 2 — of desertion only shall be consid- 
ered; said evening session not to extend beyond 10 o'clock and 30 minutes. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar for the 
consideration of bills under the special order. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT) there were—ayes 35, noes none. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from South Caro- 
lina raises the point of no quorum. 

Mr. TALBERT. I desire, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No debate is in order. 

Mr. TALBERT. I desire unanimous consent to make a state- 
ment. 

Mr. KEM. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. TALBERT. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

5 the motion of Mr. Woop was agreed to; and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar, with Mr. HEPBURN in the chair. 

ELLA D. CROSS. 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 997) 
granting a pension to Ella D. Cross. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension rolls, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the general pension laws, the name of Ella D. 
widow of Richard D. Cross, late lieutenant-colonel of the Fifth 
New Hampshire Volunteers. 
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Mr. WOOD. Isug that the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. SuLLOway], who prepared the report in this case, can 
make a statement which will satisfy the House quite as well as 
the 8 of the long report. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, we are apparently on the eve 
of this session, so that it might be a proper time to review the 
work that the Committee on Invalid Pensions and the Committee 
on Pensions have performed and laid before the House. I have 
caused to be prepared a list of all the bills passed by the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions and the Committee on Pensions, to- 
gether with the amounts, rank, etc., which I ask unanimous con- 
sent to print. I do not desire to take up the time of the House to 
read it; and yet the House ought to know what it contains. I 
therefore, Mr. Chairman, ask unanimous consent to print this, 
instead of reading it to the House at this time. 

Mr. KEM. Regular order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to print the document in his hand. Is there 
objection? 

r. KEM. I object. A 

Mr. PICKLER. Ihope the gentleman will withdraw his objec- 
This report has been prepared from the committee records. 

Mr. KEM. I object. ô 

Mr. LACEY. I move that the gentleman be permitted to print 
the document. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I will read it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa moves that leave 
be granted to the gentleman from Pennsylvania to print the docu- 
ment in his hand. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

The document is as follows: 

COMMITTEB ON INVALID PENSIONS. 


3 
j s| 3 
BE 
Name. Date. g 8 Rank. 
38 
|p 
S. 804 _.... Allaback, ence G Feb. 13,1898 | 336 |...... $30 | Colonel. 
H. R. 4721. Al ; ---| Mar. 3,1 620 |.-.... 20 tain. 
H. R. 4841. Mar. 6,1898 | 1195 30 | Colonel. 
H. R.2969. Mar. 9,1898 | 681 |. 20 | Captain. 
H. R. 4548. 8 12 vate. 
H. R. 1948. 14 Do. 
H. R. 1505. 15 First neat 
eng., 
8.80 Abbey, Geo. A Mar. 31,1896 | 1059 20 vate. 
H. R. A5. Anderson, Pater Apr. 6, 1890 1186 30 
H. R. 7824.) Api legate, Wm T. . Apr. 20, 1896 |...... 30 
H. R. 7067. o | seh as l 50 Do. 
8. 80] Allard, Mary -........|...-.do-..... 8 Do. 
8.1343 ....| Adams, Enoch G. . . May 7, 1896 |.-...- 50 
H. R. 2800. Brooks, Martha 12 i 
H. R. 2151. Blackman, Agnes A. Feb. 10,1896} 881 8 Brigade sur- 
geon. 
H. R. 1616.| Bricker, Michael ....| Jan. 18,1898 | 0 12 | Private. 
H. K. 4908.| Beach, Hattie . s 513 12 Do. 
H. R. 3857_| Brewer, Thomas 539 17 Do. 
H. R. 5667.| Brinton, Maria B. RAN 536 8 Do. 
H. R. 2110.| Box, Marcus . .. do . 616 25 Do. 
H. R. 1500.| Bagley, Geo. W Mar. 2,1896| 642 12 | Carpenter. 
H. R. 6466. Barnard, Geo. V.. . Mar. 3,1 661 30 | Private. 
8.46 Brown, William 9 609 20 Do. 
8.246 .....| Blunt, Nancy Carson do 612 5 Sa - gen- 
e 4 
H. R. G88. Boyd, Sarah A A z 17 AON 
8.143 Bliss, Maud Adelle. d. 2 vate. 
— . Bachelder, Elvira 12 Do. 
8.2014 ....| Bull, Sarah A 25 | Major and 
aymas- 
r. 
H. R. 6319. 30 | Private. 
H. R. . . 
H. R. 6556. 30 Do. 
H. R. 5938. 50 | Brigadier- 
general. 
H. R. 3852. Bradbury, Josiah P.. Mar. 18,1896 | 831 30 | Private. 
S. 1672._..| Brown, Lue R Mar.17,1896| 7 2% First lieu- 
tenant. 
H. R. 410.| Blinker, Elise 50 | Brigadier- 
general. 
H. R. 1046. Brown, Dolly 8 847 12 | Private. 
S. 1291....| Boughton, Celeste A. Mar. 19,1896} 859 |. 75 | Brigadier- 
ne 
S. 1276... Britton, John L.. 30 Private 
H. R.? ster, Jno. T.. 50 | Sergeant. 
H. R. 6233.) Boatwright, Jno. J. 30 | Private. 
H. Do. 
8. Do. 
H. Teamster. 
8. Private. 
H. Captain. 
H. Assistant 
surgeon. 
H. R. 4517. Private. 
E Ris? Sergeant. 
7457 rgean 
H. R. 7647. Private. 


COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS—continued. 


Unfavorable. 


Favorable. 


---------| Apr. 16,1806 | 124 Second lieu- 
eee 
E rgean 
Buckingham, Jane L| Apr. 27, 1800 1516 Lieutenant- 
colonel. 
s -| Brock, Strather do . 1548 ivate. 
8.1902 . Burch, Jennie E. Nurse. 
H. R. 1295. Bailey, Sophronia ..-|..... do Private. 
H. R. 6489. Busick, Sam L... May 5, 1896 . 
S. 2504 ....| Beckford, W. First lieu- 
tenant 
H. R. 3040. Barker, Mary FF . . do 1605 Private. 
H. R. 283. Bombard, Carlos do- 1738 Do. 
5 Cogswell, Eva Davis. Jan. 20, 1896 Brigadier - 
ne! 
H. R. 147..| Case, Geo. W.... Jan. 13,1896 | 53 Private 
H. R. 711..| Church, Uzziel B. Jan. 16,1896} 558 
H. R. 925. Corbett, Annie J.. . Feb. 6,1896| 44 
H. R. 281. Casper, Jos. A.. . do 280 Brevet maj. 
gen. 
H. R. 5140. Private. 
S. .. ptain. 
H. R. 1888. Corri; Thomas. Private. 
S. 780 Carroll, Helen Mor- Feb. 13,1896 | 353 Major-gen- 
rell. eral. 
H. R. 1022. Private, 
H. R. 4598. Do. 
HE Ii. —— 
H. R. 1894. Brevet brig. 
gen, 
H. R. 4354. Brevet maj. 
gen. 
H. R. 2042. Asst. eng., 
Navy. 
H. R. GIT. Chamberlin, Mary E... do Captaln. 
H. R. 158_.| Collins, Mary vate. 
H. R. 4405. First lieut., 
Revenue 
— ©, 
S. 997 . Cross, Ella D... . Mar. 17, 18908 84 Lieutenant- 
colonel. 
H. R. 4608. Chapman, Lydia. Mar, 23,1896 | 900 |.....- teorsman. 
S. 878 .....| Chamberlain, Jared | Mar. 90, 186 1010 Private. 
H. R. 5008. Cunningham, Jane. Mar. 31. 1896 | 1044 |...... 
S.1806 4 Sergeant. 
H. R. 2221. Colonel. 
H. R. 3189. Captain. 
H. R. 5710. Captain and 
provost 
8.2514 ....| Colwell, Annie E. Apr. 16, 1896 | 12900 Sergeant. 
H. R. 7928. . 
H. R. 5854. Private. 
S. 2378 ....| Callahan, Andrew M. . do 
H. R. 4790. . Cardier, Malachi . . do . . . 1478 Prixate. 
H. R. 6829.| Calloway, Wm.. . . Apr. 27, 18900 Do. 
H. R. 3221.| Dalton, John Jan. 3, 1896 188 eamster. 
H. R. 3008. Dulaney, Jane . . Jan. 16, 180364 ᷣ 61 Colonel. 
H. R. 5814. Davis, Cassie A. ͥ Feb. 13,1896 | 364 Private. 
S. 1203....| Doubleday, Mary. do 354 Major-gen- 
eral. 
H. R. 75. Davenport, Mary F. .] Feb. 17,1896 | 47 8 lieut., 
avy. 
S. 746.....| Donohoe, Elizabeth | Feb. 27,1898 | 541 Colona. 
H. R. 3498. Dodge, Oliver Private. 
H. R. 1892.) Darragh, Catharine.] Mar. 6, 18900 713 Do. 
H. R. 4744.) Dennis, Adam . Mar. 9,1896| 899 |...... Do. 
H. R. 4655.| Driscoe, Fred A... . Mar. 10,1896 | 87 Sergeant. 
H. R. 3333.| Daugherty, Thos.S. |.....do......| 70 Private. 
H. R. 4401. Dawson, Barton S.. Mar. 17, 1806 848 Do. 
S. 148.....| Dillon, Catharine . .. do Do. 
H. R. 6803.) Day, Ellen Do. 
H. R. 7205.| Drake. Alphonso. do Do. 
8.1787 _...| Duncklee, Nancy Do. 
H. R. 6159.| De Russy, Helen A... Brevet brig. 
n. 
8.1975 ....| Duncan, Julia Jones . do 1219 Brevet maj. 
m. 
H. R. 3316.| Dodge, Cora .. Apr. 16, 1898 137 Colonel. 
8.821 .... Dunn, James W. . . do . . . 1314 ivate. 
H. R. 476. Daniels, Christiana. Apr. 20, 1806 
H. R. 3108. Durnell, Jesse . do . 1 erg pee 
ilot, Na 
H. R. 3798.| Davenport. Laura E. Apr. 27,1896 | 1515. Private: ay 
H R. 6830_| Davidson, William Do. 
H.R. $427.) Doebler, John. Captain. 
H.R. 401. Dixon, Joseph 8 Private. 
H. R. 357. Dustin, Elmira E. Colonel. 
H. R. 7424.| Deming, John.. Captain. 
H. R. 708.. i vate. 
H. R. 708. Elis, Albert . . . Jan. 30,1898 | 183 Do. 
S. 3482... Evans, Jno. E. . . Jan. 23, 1806 125 Sergeant 
Marine 
S. 1271....| English, Elizabeth M | Feb. 14, 1806 328 Bear. admi- 
H. R. 4275. Enochs, Annis H.. Feb. 20,189 | 462 |...... Brevet brig. 
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3 
No. Name. Date. 8 Rank. 

8. 1887... Erving, Ellen O Brevet ma- | 8. 180 .. . Haughey, Thomas J. Apr. 27,1896 $20 | Private. 
jor-gen-| H.R. is Hollenbank, Nancy | May 4 12 | Nurse. 
eral. 8.893 ____. H Mary B.. May 5, 1806 30 | Colonel. 

H. R. 2985.| Estex, Lemuel J Private. 8.1737 ... James G. do 12 | Private. 

H. R. 5855. Elliott, Emily. Do. H. R. 2850. Herrick, Harriet F.. 9 12 Do. 

H.R. 1095.| Ermer, Annie M Do. H. R. 4009. Mary 8 May 7,1898 80 | Colonel. 

H. R. . Enright, Richard C Colonel. H. R. 28086. Ho Isaac A , 1896 12 | Priyate. 

H. R. 7333. oo m. O Private. B. 1 Ingalls, T. Clarkson. r. 50 Do. 

H.R. 487| Early, Jno: P- Sergeant. | B. 240.. p| Jones, Chas. E..... Jan. 27,1806 ode Pde 

H. R. 3689 Private. H. R. 4756.| Jardine, Catherine R| Feb. 6,1896 50 | Brigadier 

H. R. 4220 3 23,1896 | 124 Assistant os 
surgeon. H. R. 4968.| Jackman, Helen A.... do 12 Lieutenant. 

8. 640 . Fisher, Jos. W.. . .. . Feb. 10,1896 | 330 Colonel. H. R. 17. Johnson, Levi T. E. Mar. 5, 1896 30 | Private. 

8.8112 F. b. 13,1898 | 357 Rear-ad mi- | H. R. 27 Jennings, Daniel D 80 Do. 
ral. H. R. 5792.| Jameson, Julia 50 | Brigadier’ 

8.137 .....| French, Wm. W... . Feb. 24,1898 | 510 Private. generaL 

S. 6236 Mar. 6,1896| 712 Colonel. H. R. 4281. Johnson, George 50 | Private. 

4 S. 1405. .. Johnson, Haus 50 |. Corpo 

8. 4604 Fisher, Jane Private. H. R. 5081. Jones, AE 50 

§.3499 . Foss, Eliza A Corporal. H. R. 8102.| Jones, Dora 80. vate. 

5. 4930 Forward, — 75 Private. H. R. 3187_| Jones, Frances - 80 

8. 7736 Tyffe, Clifford Rear-ad mi- H. R. 901. Keith, Andrew 30 | Private. 
ral. H. R. 1605.| Kelley, Anna 12 | Seaman, 

8.5077 ....| Fitzpatrick, Eliza- | Apr. 16,1896 | 130 Private, H. R. 468. Kiernan. 50 General. 

H. R. 1251 Kehl, John 30 | Private. 

8.1113 ....| Foster, Geo. W.. . . Apr. 20, 1988 H. R. 3937 sited 25 | Spy. 

y eed ey pects = 2 vate. 

R. 60283.| Kearney, Eliz. Wa Major - gen- 

H.R. „William b. eral. 

H. R. JG „Harriet C S. 1485... Kimball, Nathan do 100 | Brigadier- 

8. 404. Goldwater, Samuel k meral. 

H.R. Greig, Carrie L. „ 5, 1896] 6844 8. 1215 angal „Ellen Mar. 38,1896 8 | Private. 

S. 1493....| Kelly, Clare. Mar. 5, 1896 50 | Brevet maj. 

8. 616. . G Matilda OD ounces gen. 

H. R. S. 905..... Keefe, Mary W. Mar. 23, 1896 30 | Captain. 

H.R. H. R. 5895.| Ken Anna N P r 8 | Private, 

H. R. Brigadier- | H. R. 7349.| King, Lewellyn D.. Mar. 30,1896 30 Do. 
general. H. R. 6099.| Kirkpatrick, Mar- | Mar. 81,1898 12 | Nurse. 

H.R. Greer, William . 17,1896 | 823 Privates pret 

S. 1310....| Gould, Shubael . 2,1898 | 1140 50 Do. S. 1017... K e, Robert . Apr. 6, 1890 12 | Private. 

H. R. 55. Glover, Josephine do . o A E Brevet lieu- | H. R. 7740.| Keiser, Lewis. 48 72 Do. 
tenant. H. R. 7073.| Kline, Solomon Apr. 9, 1596 50 Do, 

H. R. 6843. Gearkee, John H 8 666 |_..... S. 719. Knowilton., Harriet .. 9 25 jor. 

8.2008 .. Gibbons, Fanny . 7,1896 | 1158 S. 1038... Kutz, Re a E Apr. 16,1896 12 | Private, 

Moale. H. R. 6844.| Kempster, Paul Apr, 27,1896 12 Do, 

H. R. 3007. Grant, Kate ; — Ree H. R. 6090.| Kidd, Fletcher S ay 7, 1896 100 

H. R. 401. Gardner, Nicholas ..| Apr. 17, 1806 | 1408 H. R. 3001.| Lapham, Cynthia A. Feb. 13,1896 17 | First lieu- 

B.itit....| Gerard, Emma do 1828 }...... tenant. 

b H. R. 126..| Lindsay, Martin Feb. 27, 1896 Private. 

H. R. 8053. S. 819. „Catherine. Mar. 10, Nurse. 

B. 625 .....| Groshon, Nellie L.. Apr. 23,1896 | 1479 |_...-.|--...- H. R. 6408. Ladd, Andrew R. .. do Private. 

B. 2353 .... H. R. 6472.) Lewis, Olive M.. Mar. 16, 1896 Seaman. 

1 H. R. 5402. Leet, Sarah B_......- Mar. 31, 1896 Bvt Meus. 

-K. [Gearkee, Jonn H.. . d 1060 col. 

H. R. 100. Hoover, Francis E. Jan. 27,1896 | 167 |---.... H. R. 7688.) Laughlin, John M.. Apr. 7, 1896 Private, 

B. Au.... . Hall, Mary A. . . . Feb. 6,1896 | 283 S. 2194....| Leggett, Weltha Post Apr. 27, 1896 Major-gen- 

H. R. 4000. Houk, Mary B.. .- do . 25 eral. 

H. R. 204. Hough, Caroline A. Feb. 10,1896 | 8883 H. R. 1186_| Lister, Jane Private, 

H. R. 6073.| Lyon, Sarah A Do. 

H. R. 5251. Howell, Ebenezer G.... do 332 |...... 30 8.1139 ....| Loudermilk, A.S 8 

H. R. 138.. 12 H. R. 6872. lfrida O Colonel, 

H. R. 1141. 12 S. 1356....| Larrabee, Elizabeth 

H. R. 995.. 24 . 

8. 111... 30 H. R. 3331.| Lindsay, James Colonel Mo. 

H. R. 1004. 50 Militia, 

H. R. 3216. 30 H. R. 1139.) Mowatt, Caroline D. Jan. 13,1896 Major. 

H. R. 569..| Hamilton, Sophia J..| Feb. 6, 1806 805 50 H. R. 1109.| Marshall, Elizabeth Feb. 10,1896 Private. 

H. R. 483. Morris, Wm. H. Feb. 17, 1806 Brevet maj. 

H. R. 1730. Hull, Ann Catharine. . 17,1896 | 434 |....-. 50 n. 

H. R. 5580.| Hunley, Archibald Feb. 20,1898 | 458 10 H. R. 4904. „Sarah -......|--... OD canvas vate. 

H.R. 5712.| Hines, John W. do . 0 30 H.R. 2844.| McNeil, Martha do Brigadier 

eneral, 

H. R. 979.. Heitenatian, Frances Feb. 27,1896} 563 17 H. R. 4753.| Mulford, Lambert L. Feb. 24,1896 Pits t i 

. nan 

H. R. 4888. Hager, George 8 | Private. 8.705. .... rag e d B... Feb. 27,1896 Private. 

H. R. 4963_| Hudson, Joseph J.. . do 72 Do. H. R. 3480.| Mann, il - Mar. 2,1896 Do. 

H. R. 3890. 12 Do. B. 247 . McGrath, Wallace. Mar. 3,1896 Lieutenant. 

H. R. 5050. 80 | First lieu- | H. R. 4283. FE . Corporal, 
te sergeant, 

H. R. 6546. H. R. 3877. 7 r Henderson A Private. 

H. R. 519. Harris, Ira H. R. 1800. Martin, Marg . Do. 

S. G84... McKibben, Marion Mar. 10, 1896 Colonel. 
H. R. 6247-_| Moore, Jennie E. Mar. 16, 1596 30 | Private. 

H. R. 7422. ir ac Ae W.. 80 H. R. 6552. 30 | O 

H. R. 1066.| Hatfleld, Ella Mar. 30, 1896 25 S. 724 50 | Brevet colo- 

H. R. 4629.| Harless, Wm. R.. 12 | Private. nel. 

H. R. 7660.| Howard, Samuel M.. 2A. Do. H. R. 6540. 30 | Private. 

H. R. 7490. „Mary Eliz..|.....do...... 30 | Pay direc S. 757 25 | Captain. 
tor.Navy. | 8.1128 . 50 | Brevet maj. 

H. R. H. Hyre, Henry O Private. H. R. 4528. 20 | Captain. 

H. R. 7082. Head. Albert Captain. H. R. 3100. 72 | Sergeant. 

S. 1816 . Heckman,ElizaCraig}.....do...... i H. R. 3600 12 | Landsman. 

H. R. T332. 12 Do. 

H. R. 6922.) Harris, Catharine do H. R. 5010. i 20 | Private. 

8.1303 .. Holly, Charlee T. H. R. 5703.| Macauley, Mary M 8 100 30 | Brigadier- 

H. R. 7648.| Harrington, Charles do gene 

H. R. 1168.) Hill, Josiah P H. R. 7071-| Mansfield, Alma Apr. 20, 1806 |... 20 

8. 4% . Hays, Johnson . . Apr. 20,1896 | 1465 |......)--.... H. R. 1820. McNeil, Neil . 8, 1896 12 | Notenlisted. 

8.1949 .... 1 8 1392 |. 8.2200 ....| Morgan, Wm. H Apr. 20, 1896 y 30 | Private. 

H. R. 8408. 5 -| Apr. 23,1896 | 1471 3 S. 80 Murray, Wm. J Apr. 23, 1806 | 1584 12 | Telegraph 

H. R. 5846. Herrington, James M. do . Navy. dopt. 


8. 1636 ....| Masters, John G. B $8 | Private. 
8.2045 . Mattack, Harriet R. 12 | Sergeant. 
§. 2255 ....| Meserth, Lorenzo 12 | Private. 
H. R. 8184.| McMillan, Jesse 12 Do. 
H. R. 700. McGaughey,James A A Do. 
H. R. McKinsey, Samuel 72 Do. 
8.1051 . New, Elizabeth -.... 20 | Captain. 
§.1044 _.__.| Newman, Mary 12 | Private. 
H. R. 4361. Nesbitt, Wm. H 30 Do. 
H. R. 1508. Newton, Anna Max. 75 N 
eral. 
H. R. 6528. Nichols, Clara L. 7⁵ Brovet maj 
6.2129 ....| Nolan, Annie E. 50 | Major. 
8 Nichols, John 36 Sergeant. 
8.138 _.... Jam 50 | Seaman. 
H. R. 4823. 12 | Nurse. 
H. R. 995.. 12 Private. 
H. R. 1185. 20 | Captain. 
H. R. 2340. 12 Private. 
H. R. 2797. 12 Do. 
H. R. 3993. 30 Do. 
H. R. 5711. 50 | Captain. 
H. R. 5226. 50 | Colonel. 
H. R. 6134. 12 vate. 
H. R. 988..| Pauley, Hiram P. 10 Do. 
H. R. 5046. Parker, Abram H. 50 Do. 
H. R. 3306.| Purdy, Theodore V. . 8,1 50 Do. 
B. 79 Philbrook,Caroline E Mar. 3. 18 25 or. 
S. 804._...| Poe, Eleanor Caroll..| Mar. 6,1896 | 7. 50 | Colonel. 
H. R. 4264.| Pelham, Mary.. 12 | Private. 
H. R. 6166.| Parker, Minne. 30 Brevet brig. 
gen. 
H. R. 5880. 72 | Corporal. 
H. R. 3990. 20 Gap 
S. 1915... 30 vate. 
H. R. 4875. 24 Do. 
H. R. 2620. 20 Do. 
8. 1505... - 12 Do. 
H. R. 5061. Ira 12 Do. 
H. R. 6234. R 12 Do. 
H. R. 5183. 30 Do. 
EE om | Ba SL] Bl ont 
8 70. rpo: 
H. R. 6792. t, Hann: -17,1898 | 858 12 | Private, 
H. R. 3932. rin onia Feb. 13,1896 | 358 12 Do. 
S. 1100 . ] Reynolds, Russell N.| Mar. 5,1898 | 640 20 Do. 
H. R. 6603_| Reynolds, Patrick F. . 9, 1896 14 Do. 
H. R. 53. Richards, Lucinda 12 Do. 
H. R. 5620.| Reid, George E 6 Do. 
H. R. 5080. Ross, Francis M 12 Do. 
8. 601 ..... Rodgers, Clara R. 25 | Major. 
H. R. 6293. erty, Peter 45 | Private. 
8. N. .. Ri n, James . do . 188 Do. 
H. R. G80. Roberts, Robert K 30 
H. R. 5665. Rice, Henry F F 30 | First lieun- 
tenant. 
H. R. 8633_| Roberts, Nancy 20 
H. R. 2224. illing, Le — 50 | Private. 
H. R. 4526.| Scott, Jonathan 72 Do. 
H. R. 6132. tt, Thomas M. 20 Do. 
H. R. 5996.| Stowell, Sophronia S 25 | Major. 
H. R. 421. er, Elizabeth 12 | Private. 
H. R. 2818. Stine, Rita. 17 | Lieutenant. 
H. R. 4020. meer, Wm. Lor- 30 | Colonel 
ng. 
H.R. 6111. 8 Elizabeth A 17 | Private. 
S. 1522 ....] 8 , Catheri 5 12 Do. 
H. R. 6046.| Stacey, Mary A 12 Do. 
S. 1000 . Spencer, Wm. Lor- 30 Colonel. 
R. 
S. 1342 ....| Smith, Lena DD 50 | Brigadier- 
ne 
H. R. 1311. Sentman, . 30 vate. 
H. R. 183. Sweatt, Ira H. 12 Do. 
H. R. 6730. ford, Edward C 0 50 | Sergeant. 
H. R. 2725. 8 N Henry 21 Private. 
H. R. 4498. li, Anne 20 Do. 
H. R. 5853.| Stucker, Arminda... A 12 
H.R. 4534.| Stahel, Julius H. do 100 9 n- 
eral, 
H. R. 3165. Schroder, Henry W.. 9 30 
J. 1223 ....| Somerlat, Maria.. Apr. 7,1898 | 1161 12 | Private. 
H. R. 3102. Sheppard, Wm.... . . Apr. 9, 1896 | 1193 50 Do. 
8.1810 ord, Susan N.. Apr. 16,1896 | 1431 12 Do. 
H. R. 7898. „Wm. B.. Apr. 20, 1896 | 50 Do. 
H. R. 7105. Shulz, Augustus 2 2¹ 
H. R. 4191. , Geo ..| Apr. 23, 1896 | 1483 2 Do. 
8.2238 ....| Stevens, Simeon (SSE 20 Do. 
§.1105 ...- 1 r oe AU 122 12 Do. 
H. R. 1874. bert Apr. 28, 189 30 
H. R. 7421.| Skinner, James B... 100 
H. R. 4490. 30 
H. R. 8173. 20 | Captain. 
H. R. 7883. 12 vate. 
H. R. 7885. 12 Do. 
H. R. 577.. 8 Do, 
H. R. 4298.| Thompson, Annie 20 | Captain. 
a ed ‘ownsend, Horace..| Jan. 27, oy ESS] A vate. 
H. R. 5000. Thornhill, French W Feb. 27 188 535 |... 30 (*) 


„Assisted father, surgeon Eighth Wisconsin Infantry, not mustered into 
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Unfavorable. 


H. R. 4910. Thomas, Cyrus n 510 $50 3 
s and ser; 
H. R. 3755. Thompson, Mary C. Mar. 10,1898 | 743 20 ‘ain en- 
eers. 
H. R. 6644. Thayer, John M. Mar. 12, 1800 100 | General. 
H. R. 3045. Thorp, Thomas J . 26, 053 |...... 50 | Private. 
H. R. 2257.| Twomey, Chas. H. Mar. 30,1898 | 1042 |...... 30 8 
H. R. 6600. Tyler, N 8 1088 75 Brevet maj. 
n. 
H. R. 5793.| Tweddle, Mary L.. Apr. 2,1896 10883 20 5 8 
H. R. 55. Trumbull, Frances P Apr. 7,189% IId 50 Brevet brig. 
n. 
H. R. 7800. Trine, Samuel G. . Apr. 9,1896 | 1223 30 First lieut. 
H. R. 4539.| Tyrrell, Zolman Apr. 13, 1896 30 | Private. 
S. 16. Towne, Samuel C Apr. 16, 1896 2 Do. 
H. R. 5193. rston, Emma ra Pe pia 20 | Captain. 
H. R. 305. Udell, Grotius N.. . Apr. 13, 1896 50 vate. 
H. R. 2143. wae Deveer, Emily | Feb. 13,1896 75 33 
a ner: 
H. R. 525. Veneers, Charlotte Mar. 16,1896 | 942 |...... 50 Brovet maj. 
X n. 
H. R. 3842. Vunk, Edward . Apr. 13, 1896 | 1239 45 vate. 
H. R. 7 Vantine, Joseph E. Apr. 20, 1896 12 5 
H. R. 7653. 5 Ambrosr | May 4, 1890 12 Private. 
H. R. 481. Wa 72 Do. 
H. R. %52.. 12 Do. 
H. R. 1020. 80 Do. 
H.R. 1104. 12 Do. 
H. R. 1181. 20 | Captain. 
H. R. 2621. 12 W 
H. R. 420. Wilson, Eliza 8 12 Private. 
H. R. 2689. Weirer, Charlotte.. Feb. 13,1896 | 359 12 
H. R. 120. Woodbury, Harriet. Feb. 17, 1896 12 
H. R. 2358. Arminda. 20 | Captain. 
H. R. 4547. 30 Private. 
H. R.5311. 12 Do. 
H. R. 4720. 10 Do. 
H. R. 6483. 12 Do. 
H. R. 4001. 12 Do. 
H. R. 3409. 40 | Assistant 
H. R. 3182. Welton, Charlotte L. Mar. 5,189% | (7 17 | Lieutenant. 
H. R. 5338.) White, Ann Eliza . Mar. 9, 18 12 | Private. 
S. 807 Williamson, Charles Mar. 16,1896 | 822 |...... 17 Assistant 
su 
H. R. 4287. Widmer, Gabriel . z.. 30 Private. 
8. 1511. 8 Stew- | Mar. 17, 18908 845 50 beg nono 
avy. 
H. R. 3481.| Wing, James L.. Mar. 19, 1896 | 868 30 Private. 
S. 678 Wee, Joseph R. 50 | Brevet maj. 
n. 
S. 1888... Walker, Wm. 17 25 vate. 
H. R. 7346.| Worswick, John A. 30 Do. 
H. R. 7115. Warbrook, James.. 12 Do. 
8 Webber, Betsy J. 12 Do. 
H. R. 4901.| Wilcoxton, Richard. 12 
H. R. 6268. WW. c5c.- 80 | Ac mas- 
ter, Navy. 
S. 504. .... 50 | Sergeant. 
H. R. 7983. 15 | Lieutenant, 
F.R S87. 2 | Captain 
HR. 6827. | de 
S. 140... 20 Do, 
H. R. 8242. 25 | Major. 
H. R. 8522. 12 | Private 
H. R. 3699. 12 Do, 
H. R. 7212. 42 | Colonel. 
H. R. 1171. 12 | Private. 
H. R. 358.. 17 Do. 
S. 1924._..] Yeaton, Carrie L ....| Mar. 2,189% | 600 |...... 12 Do. 
H. R. 2395.| Young, Benj. E. Apr. 13, 1896 128 2 Do. 
S. 2175....| Young, James Loyd.| Apr. 27, 1896 1510 17 Do. 
H. R. 4519.| Zellers, John 17, 1806 882 30 Do, 
Total per month for privates A 
Total ae month for . — E AOE E E EE E E — na 
Excess for privates over offloers a 860 
Total per annum for privates. 264 
Total per annum for P cers FF ̃ ˙ ü ˙ EE a 7 841 
Excess for privates over offlc ers — “10,020 


Total per month 
Total per annum. 
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2 
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E 
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fa 
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H. R. 205. Andrews, Henry V.. 
H. R. 6%4.| Andrews, Lucinda 1 2 
H. R. 4484. H. R. 4976.| Abercrombia, Abner 1232 8 
8. 255 lazi 30 
ELR. 
§. 1149____| Chilcott, Sophia J.. .. do H. R. 7849. „Electa L.. 1697 8 
S. 1119. H. R. S018. Bostwick, Bethany. 1374 12 
H. R. 8162 H. R. 60. Bunker, Joseph S...| 1244 8 e 
H. R. 8844. H. R.1793. tt. ----| 1591 12 | Mexican war. 
H. R. 7811. H.R. 1801 Š 555 3 Widow of private, Mexican 
H. R. 8848. war. 
H. R. S. H. R.73}7.| Bethea, Levey M. 1990 25 | Mexican war. 
H. R. 5818. H. R. 712. Brasie, Ron. 1499 20 | Private, lar Army. 
H. R. 4007. H. R. 5279. 12 2 volutionary war. 
H. R. 3708. H. R. 4481. 30 | Lientenant, Mexican war. 
H. R. 7128. H. R. 2. 12 Daughter, Revolutio: war. 
H. R. 7460. H. R. . 50 Widow of colonel, U. S. 
H. R. . Kelley, Cathariue PEETA N Do. H. R. 2373. 20 | Private, U. S. 
H. R. 7160. A 12, 1896 Asst. sur- | H.R. 5400. 40 Widow, leutenant-command, 
geon. er, U. s 
8. 2187 May 11,1893 | 1789 Unsigned | H. R 4395 12 | Daughter, Revolutionary war. 
conscript, | H. R. 6581. 50 Rear admiral, Na 
H. R. 446. 35 | Lieutenant, U. S. N. 
H. R. 7290.| Lykins, Jackson May 12, 1800 H. R. 1810. 35 idow, z 
H. R. . May 11, 1896 | 1765 uae H. B. 2141. Private, N. Y. war. 
H. R. 8451. McConaughey, Sam P H. R. 1474. 12 | Private, U. S. Infantry. 
8. 2. Cook, 8 | Wi , Mexican war. 
8. 2549.... S. 511... n, 15 | Indian war, 1856. 
H. R. 2018. H. R. 4721. 8 | Widow, Mexican war, 
S. 2441. S. 2817_._.| Dodge, Lan 30 | Captain, U. 8. A. 
H. R. 2408. H. R. 2742. vis, J. J 8 | Private, Mexican war. 
H. R. 712. H. R. 2284. 8 | Black Hawk war. 
H. R. 5007. H. R. 7431 J 12 | Seaman, U. S. N. 
H. R.5670. H. R.5345- glish. 100 Nay. 
H. R.6535. H. R. 11 12 | Daughter, war 1 
H. R. 2180. Freeman, — 633 12 | Pri „Mexican war. 
H. R. 7153. H. R. 1602. „Jane L. 1555 20 | Colonel, Mexican war. 
H. R. 153. H. R. 5175. Gentry, Nancy... 8 wur. 
H. R. 1052. H. R. 35. Greene, Carrie H....| Taz 8 s 
S. 20 H. R. Greene, John 1645 | (*) Private, U. S. A. 
Si (get H E Are Christ isti iana. 12 | Danghter, Revol tionary 
— — KR. ' 4 2 ug . Revolu: war. 
H. R. 6902. H. R. 50. Gunn, Calvin . 24 ian 3 
H. R. 7055. H. R. 114. Gullett. John E- 13 Do. 
H.R. 1534. H. R. 482.| Hull. Gere. 12 | Mexican war. 
H. R. 8788- H. R. . 20 | Indian war. 
H. R. 6373. Eliza 8 Do. 
S. 1503... 8 | Mexican war. 
H. R. 4887. 8 Do. 
H. R. 4122. 20 Indian war. 
f. K. 88 ls Seaman, U. S. N. 
H. R. wor. 25 | Major, U. S. A. 
H. R. 3581. H. R. 7743. 8 Private, Mexican 
H. R. 6118 H. R. 483. 12 | Daughter, Revolutionary war. 
H. R. 4313. H. R. 717. 8 war. 
HI. R. Gl. H. R. 4090. 30 Widow, general, Mexican war. 
8.1611 H. R. 5784. 50 | Lieutenant in U. S. N. 
H. R. 7206. H. R. 5002. 12 Daughter, Revolutionary war. 
KA H. R. 6282. 30 | Mexican war, 
S. 2081 S. . 12 Do. 
H. R.5788. H. R. 4355. 18 | War 1812. 
H. R. 1825. 8 | Indian war. 
H. R. 1826. 8 Do, 
H. R. 1827. 8 | Widow, Indian war. 
H. R. 3007. 20 | Mexican war. 
H. R. 7080. Su 12 war, 
H. R. 3404. berts, E. 8 | War 1812. 
H. R. 91... Russell, William 12 Indian war. 
H. R. 6008. Carr, John H. R. 12. Hann 12 | Revolutionary war. 
8.2913 .. Cheeko, Nettie A0 H. R. 2231. 8 | Mexican war. 
H. R. 763..| Carmody. do H. R. 1062. 8 | Indian war. 
Wa H. R. 3386. 30 | Mexican war. 
H. R. 5837. Lieut.-colonel, H. R.3749. 50 | Lieutenant, United States 
: 55 . d 1908 Capati: — . — CRA 
. 1898 —__. rivate. R. 3428. 50 i r-general, U. S. 
H. R. 7627. Do. H. R. 6634. 8 . aae 
H. R. 6966. Do. H. R. 1018. 30 Mexican war. 
H. R. 7585. Colonel, brevet | H. R. 710. 17 Lieutenant. U. S. A. 
brig. gen. H. R. 1189. 12 Revolutionary war. 
H. R. £37.| Stanley, Edward Private. H. R. 1420. 75 | Surgeon-general, U. S. A. 
8.2341 ..._| Tuttle, George E Do. H. R S264 40 | Widow, major, U. S. A. 
8. 28. Martha Do. H. R. 3453. 12 | Seaman. 
B. 2188._.. Lieutenant col- | H. R.6820. 12 | Revolutionary war. 
onel. H.R. 7501. 8 | Indian war. 
H. R. 2363.) Gein, Louis H . . do - 30 | Second lieutenant, | H. R. 7584. 12 | Revolutionary war. 
H. R. 1944. First lieutenant. | H. R. 12. 12 Lieutenant, U. S. A. 
H. R. 1064. 15 | Mexican war. 
H. R.9091. Corporal. H. R. 28. 20 ian war. 
H. R. 8789. Private. H. R. 78. 8 | Mexican war. 
2 8138. Do. BS 1050. 5 ö U. S. M. O. 
. 1040 1513. Revolutionary war. 
S. 9005. 8 Do.. H. R. 0037. 12 | Mexican war. 
H. R. 5225. 8 war. 
S. 1148....| Whitney, Celesthia |.....do--....| 1946 | (+) Do. H. R. 6900. 12 | War of 1812. 
A. H. R. 2359. 8 can war. 
{Not rated. 
$To pay back pension due husband from date of his application. Rated by Pension Office. 
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Mr. ERDMAN. This shows that it will take several million 
dollars every year to earn the sum that will be required to pay the 
amounts that you have appropriated. I want the real soldiers— 
nearly a million of them—who are on the rolls to-day at $6, $8, $10, 
and $12 a month, to look at this list, to examine it, to see who are 
the favorites of the Republican party, who are getting $100, $75, 
$50, and $30 a month, and let them wonder why they are not 
selected as the favorites. 

I admire the courage of a few of you who, knowing what was 

ht, have dared to stand up and assert it. ; 
nfortunately, the Republican arrogates to itself the 
md title of the sole conservator of the entire stock of patriot- 
in the land. Unfortunately, I say, inasmuch as the tendency 
of its teachings and its doctrines in this is to make patriot- 
ism a mere commercial contract and to render the future Grand 
Armies of the Republic mere aggregations of mercenaries, hire- 
lings, Hessians or Janizaries. If I may be guilty of an allitera- 
tion, let me say, Stop your unholy traffic in patriotism, pensions, 
and politics, and make the pension roll a roll of honor.” Your 
purpose has been and is now, instead, to make it a political poll- 
ing list. How far from honorable that is you may fe for 
yourselves when I tell you that in the good city of Philadelphia, 
the city of phenomenal Republican majorities and of phenomenal 
- political fraud and corruption—in the good pega Boe Brotherly Love, 
they place npon that list the names of dogs. the fall elections 
of 1894, when you proudly boasted of your enormous majorities 
there, you had upon that list the name of the dog William Rifle— 
so determined by a Republican ju _ If you care to have his 
picture on the pages of the RECORD I will lend you the cut. Let 
me hear no more about voting the unfortunate colored people of 
the ‘South until you yourselves stop voting dogs. Go and pro- 
claim to the country that all that the Fifty-fourth Congress will 
do for the old veterans is to place on the pension roll galvanized 
rebels, bums, bounty jumpers, and deserters, and then emphasize 
por illegal misconstruction of the act of 1890 by enacting it the 

W. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I have the greatest respect 
for my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. ErpMaNn]. He evidently 
is conscientious in his course with regard to pension bills in this 
House. But as he deliberately makes the statement that Repub- 
lican members here are politically partial in their votes 5 
pensions, I say that the facts confute him. I have been a member 
of this House for nine years. 


New York; and the onl 
in that 
a mon 
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of Mrs. John Newton, the widow of a gallant general who never 
voted a Republican ticket in his life. 


pshire. 
Mr. ERDMAN. Did the gentleman understand me to say that 
political favor was shown on the floor of the House in pension 


matters? 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I understood from the re- 


marks of the gentleman who has just concluded [Mr. Cummunes] 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania had said so. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I admit that the inference was a fair one from 
the very incorrect and erroneous statement of the gentleman from 


New York. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I am very glad to hear the 


gentleman from Pennsylvania make that statement, and as I rose 
only to confute his supposed assertion I have nothing more tosay, 
and I ask for a vote in this case. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


MES, JANE STEWART WHITING, 


The next business 5 8 PETRO Oae a the bill (S. 1511) 
granting a pension to . Jane Stewart iting. 
The bill was read, as follows: 5 


Ba it etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $75 per 
month, the name of Jane Stewart 8 widow of the late Commodore 
W. Danforth Whiting, of the United States Navy, 


Mr. MILNES. Let us have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. THomas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1511) 

granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Stewart Whiting, adopt as their own the 

ollowing l from the Senate report, and recommend the of 

the bill with an amendment striking out the word “seventy-five,” in lino 5, 
in lieu thereof the word “fifty ™: 

* Mrs. ting is the widow of the late Commodore William Danforth 
Whiting, who entered the naval service of the United States in March, 1841, 
and was retired 5 5 13, 1882. 

Commodore iting belonged to an old American family. He was born in 
, Mass., May 17, 1823. His father was Gen. Henry Whiting, who 
served in the Indian wars and in the war of 1812; his mother was Eliza 
Whi „ In 1841 Commodore Whiting was appointed a midshipman from 

usetts, and he was attached to the sloop Cyane, of the Pacitic Squad- 
ron, from 1841 to 1844; from that year to 1846 he served on the frigate Columbus, 
East Indian Squadron ; he then went to the Naval School, and on A: 
romoted to passed midshipman ; in 1840-47 Midshipman 
he sloop Levant at the capture of Monterey, Cal., when the Am: 
can ay age hoisted at that place, on July 7, 1846. 

“In Midshi ting was attached to the sloop Marion, of the 
3 and in 1553 he was at the Naval Observatory at Wash - 
ington, and in the Coast Survev from 1854 to 1857, on the steam fri 
that vessel laid the Atlantic cable in 1857. On May he 
ioned as a lieutenant on tem- 

From 1858 to 1860 Lieutenant Whi was on the 
coast of Africa, and on the Macedonia in the following 


ear. 
2 “He was executive officer of the sl Vandalia at the capture of Port 
the steamer Wyandotte in the 
y 16, 1862, he was 
commissioned lieutenant-commander, and on 3 Ottawa took part 
the school-ship Savannah, and in the foll — 3 of 
e va: an 0 low ear er 
89 commissioned as fae nant — on Jul 2 1888 aud 
Navy-Yard in 1867-18 and 187172 being in 
77... tact Taek 
g was a cn cy on Au ý 
was ordered to the command of the Worse i North Atlantic 
Station, under Admiral Scott, where he remained from 1871 to 1875. In the 
first year of his cruise Captain Whiting took out contributions of food and 
Franco- 
was 


Ningara when 


sloop Marion, off 


clothing from the American people to the French sufferers of th 
Prussian war. 


0 

for some time at the Naval Asylum at Philadelphia, he 
r in , Chief of the Bureau of Navigation at Washington. In 1881 
health and almost total blindness, the result of a stroke of 
which knocked him down while in active service, caused him to retire from 
the service. On October 12, 1881, by act of Congress, he was retired with the 
rahkof commodore, After his retirement Commodore Whiting lived in New 
York. He was an hereditary member of the Society of the Cincinnati. being 
a direct Se Timothy Whiting, who fought in the battles of Lex- 
ington and Conco: 

* When the U. S. S. Marion was ordered from the west coast of Africa at the 
ae of the civil war, Commodore Whiting and Admiral Stanton, it is 
said,were the only wardroom officers who remained loyal to the United States, 

In 1849 odore Whiting was married to Jane Stewart, who was bornin 
Cork. The marriage took place in Boston. Mrs. Whiting and four children 
survi 


ve. 
“Testimony submitted to your committee shows that Mrs. Whiting is in 
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very straitened financial circumstances, and in view of that fact and of the 
long and valuable services of Commodore Whiting your committee recom- 
mend the passage of the bill.“ 

The amendment recommended in the first paragraph of the re- 
port was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

BARTON S. DAWSON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4494) granting a pension to Barton S. Dawson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Barton 8. 
Dawson, late private in Company L, Second Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Cavalry, at the rate provided for total blindness, and requiring the regular 

rsonal attendance of another person, said pension to be in lieu of the 
pension he now receives. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amend- 
ment, striking out all after the word “ rate,” in line 6, down to the 
end of the bill and inserting the words $30 per month in lieu of 
his present pension.” ; 

e amendment was a to. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call attention to 
this case as one where a private soldier is given $30 a month, 

Mr. MILNES. You ought to have given him 850. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman on my left says we ought to 
have given him $50. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire, in connection with what has been as- 
serted here this evening, to say that in my opinion there never has 
been a Congress which, within so short a time, has advanced the 
pensions of as many private soldiers and noncommissioned officers 
and of the widows of such soldiers and officers, as the present one. 
{Applause.] Further, Mr. Chairman, without undertaking to be 
exact, I venture the assertion that there have been five cases of 
the pensions of private soldiers or of their widows raised during 
this Congress, for every one where we have raised the pension of 
officers or of their widows. There has not been a deserter, there 
has not been a bounty jumper, there has not been a man dishon- 
orably discharged, pensioned during this Congress. Nosuch per- 
sons have been put on the roll. 

As to the statement which some gentlemen are so industriously 
trying to send out over the country that we are seeking to pen- 
sion officers and officers’ widows to the neglect or the detriment 
of private soldiers or their widows, I want to say that it is not 
true. It is true that in some few cases that have come up here, 
while I individually may have believed that a less pension would 
have been sufficient, yet I have honored the judgment of my col- 
1 es on the Committee on Invalid Pensions and the judgment 
of the Committee of the Whole in passing upon those cases, and 
where they have found a destitute old widow of some ant offi- 
cer, or where they have found an old officer himself in distress, 
as in the case we disposed of to-day on a conference report, the 
case of a man 75 years old, a eae who has had an invalid 
wife for seven years, whom only ten days ago he buried—in such 
cases and in the cases of the destitute widows of these old officers, 
where, to keep them out of the rhouse, the Committee of the 
Whole have advanced their pensions beyond what the general law 
would allow, I have honored the judgment of my colleagues and 
of the Committee of the Whole, and have not hesitated with them, 
under such circumstances, to vote to advance the pensions. 

It is a very easy matter, Mr. Chairman, to arraign the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions and the party in power for having pen- 
sioned afew of these old officers and their widows at a higher rate 
than the general law allows. Itis a very easy matter to go out 
among the private soldiers and make such representations to them. 
But I do hope that the private soldiers and the noncommissioned 
officers of this country—and I served in the ranks for more than 
two goa do hope, I say, that they will not be deceived Dy Paci 
cry that a few old officers and the widows of a few old officers 
have had their pensions advanced, because it is simply the old cry 
in another form and is intended to discredit the pension roll by 
seeking to array the country against pensions of all kinds by work- 

i p a prejudice against the persons who receive these pensions. 
ow, in conclusion, as to the policy of this Congress and the 
polis of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, as evidence of what 

e a raer on Invalid Pensions have held and intend to hold, 
and what I believe the Committee of the Whole will sustain them 
in, I send to the Clerk's desk a resolution which was unanimously 
adopted by the committee, which shows that we intend in no case 
to make any advance for officers or their widows except where 
there is destitution, and which further shows that for every case 
where we have raised the pension of an officer or the widow of an 
officer we have raised the pensions of at least five privates or non- 
commissioned officers. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas marked confusion and delay have resulted from the want of some 
uniform rule in the consideration of private pension bills: Therefore. 


Be it resolved, That it is the sense of the House that all private pension bills 
should be drawn according to the rates of pension indicated by the general 


nsion laws unless the evidence should clearly show that a higher rate is 
justly required to relieve actual distress, the question of the soldier's rank 
ing considered wholly aterial in determining an exceptional rating. 

Resolved, That all recommendations from committees should be in harmony 
with the sentiment of the foregoing resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying this bill aside to 
be reported favorably. 

Mr. ERDMAN. In the statement which I incorporated in my 
remarks of a few moments ago will appear the name and rank of 
every man for whom our committee bas provided a pension, to- 
gether with the amount of the pension. I have also computed 
and abstracted up to within ten days ago the result of the work 
of the committee, and that will show practically as many officers 
pensioned as privates; and in the monthly and annual amount of 
pension the preponderance is largely in favor of the officers. 

Mr. PIC. R. Not one-fifth as many officers as privates have 
been pensioned. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I refer the gentleman to the statement of the 
actual number. The count can be made by any member who 
doubts my word. 

Mr. MILNES. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILNES, I should like to ask the gentleman whether he 
has not voted for almost every one of these pensions to generals 
and other officers, and to the widows of officers? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Probably I have voted for a number. 

5 And for pensions ranging from 850 to 875 a 
month? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Whatever I regarded as meritorious cases I 
have sustained. 5 

Mr. MILNES. I have several times called the gentleman’s at- 
tention to the fact that he has voted for every one of these bills. 

Mr. ERDMAN, Ihave voted for a good many; Ihave not voted 
for all of them. 

Mr. Chairman, the other side takes pride in claiming credit for 
all that is done by this House. Gentlemen on that side are wel- 
come to the credit of what my statement shows. What any indi- 
vidual member here or there may haye done will count for little. 
It is what you do as a whole, as a party, that you have to be 

msible for. 

. WANGER. I wish to occupy but a moment to call atten- 
tion to the fact thatall cases of the character of the one embraced 
in this bill ought to be promptly relieved, and there ought to be 
a method of relief when Congress is not in session as well as when 
we are sitting. A soldier who is so stricken by disease as to re- 
quire the constant assistance of another person ought certainly 
to have a pension of $30 a month. I hope this bill will pass, and 
I trust the Committee on Invalid Pensions will very shortly re- 
port a measure which will enable every man who is thus disabled 
to present a petition to the Pension Bureau in order that relief 
may be granted whenever necessary. 

The question being taken on the amendment reported by the 
committee, it was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TALBERT. Lask unanimous consent to take up House bill 
No. 4281. I do this at the request of a friend. The beneficiary in 
the bill is an old soldier now in distress. Under a misapprehen- 
sion I objected to the consideration of the bill the other day. I 
ask unanimous consent for its consideration now. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I object. 


DOLLY S. BROWN. 


8 35 next business was the bill (H. R. 1646) for the relief of Dolly 
Brown. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to 1 on the pension roll the name of Dolly 8. 
Brown, dependent mother of Irving Stevenson, late of Company D, Third 
Regiment New York Cavalry Volunteers; and that said Dolly S. Brown be 
pa a pension of $12 per month, subject to the provisions of the pension 

ws; this pension to date from the date of the above-named soldier's death, 
namely, September 20, A. D. 1879. 


Mr. SPALDING. Let us hear the report. 
The report (by Mr. POOLE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1646) for the relief of Dolly 8. Brown, after duly considering the same, submit 
the following report: 

5 the son of Dolly S. Brown, was one of three brothers 
whoe ted in Company D, Third New York Cavalry, August 12, 1851. PA | 
Stevenson served honorably until August 11, 1864, when he was penniga j 
with his 8 He applied for and received a pension at the rate o! 
per month from the date of his discharge until April 30, 1879, when he di 
never having married. 

His mother, Dolly S. Brown, formerly Stevenson, filed a claim for a pen- 
sion under act of June 27, 1890, alleging that the soldier's death was due to 
army service. This she was unable to establish, and the claim was rejected. 
The evidence before your committee shows that the soldier suffered from 
rheumatism and resulting disease of the heart while in the sop and tl 
he was treated for those after the war, and that he was found d 
in his bed, the evidence being, as stated by physicians, that his death was 
due to heart disease. x 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5589 


The claimant, Dolly S. Brown, the mother of 


Stevenson, always cared 
for the son after her re „and until his death. She is now 84 years of 
age, is yey ate has a small piece of property, the rental value of which 
would be, if rented, but $120 per year, has no children capable of supporting 
her, is beyond work, and in all human probability can not live long to enjoy 
any oe on, and in view of these facts and the strong probability that the 
death of the soldier was due to army service, your committee recommend the 

= pa the bill with an amendment, striking out all after the word laws,“ 
In e9. 

The question being taken on the amendment reported by the 
committee, to strike out, at the end of the bill, all after the word 
laws,“ in line 9, it was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably. 

SILAS ADAMS, 


Mr. COLSON. There is a bill on the Calendar (H. R. 4841) 

anting a pension to Col. Silas Adams, who was a member of the 
fast Congress. Colonel Adams died a few days ago, leaving a 
widow who is now without the means of support. I ask unani- 
mous consent that this bill be now taken up and passed with an 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent to take up out of its order House bill No. 4841. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

` GEORGE JOHNSON. 

Mr.BROMWELL. The objection I made a few moments ago 
to the request of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TAL- 
BERT] was made under a misapprehension. I therefore withdraw 
my objection. 

r. TALBERT. I then renew the request. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is competent as a motion. 

Mr. TALBERT. I move, then, that the Committee of the 
Whole take up the bill (H. R. 4281) granting a pension to George 
Johnson, of Lenox, Iowa. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $72 per 
month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the general pension laws, 
the name of George Johnson, late a soldier in Company C, Nineteenth Regi- 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and now a dent of Lenox, lowa, 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Amend by striking out “seventy-two,” in line 5, and inserting fifty“ in 
lieu thereof; by st out soldier,“ in line 7, and inserting private“ in 
lieu thereof, and by striking out all after the word ** Infantry,” in line 8. 

Also amend title by striking out all after the word Johnson.” 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to concur in the sec- 
ond, third, and fourth amendments proposed by the committee. 
I think the Committee of the Whole ought not to concur in the 
amendment proposing to reduce the amount of the pension from 
$72 to $50 a month. I havea personal acquaintance with this sol- 
dier. I have known him for a number of years. I know him to 
be absolutely helpless. He is paralyzed. For years he has been 
unable to turn himself in his bed. He requires the constant 
attendance of another person. Even the smallest offices necessary 
to himself he is entirely incapable of performing. He can neither 
dress nor undress himself, and if there is anywhere in the history 
of pensions in this country a case where a soldier is entitled to 
the fullest and the largest pension allowed by the law—the pen- 
sion of $72 a month—this is such a case. 

The trouble about it is in the Department. This soldier was 
shot pe ah oe hip, the ball passing clear through his body. He 
is absolutely paralyzed on the left side. The paralysis is gradual 
and progressive. He is paralyzed just as completely on the right 
side; but the surgeons in charge, who did the scientific examina- 
tion, said that, while the paralysis of the left side was due to the 
shot he received, there was no satisfactory evidence to show the 

alysis of the other side as arising from that cause. While two 
oards who examined hima with unanimity that the paralysis 
is due to the same cause, yet the De ment has held otherwise 
in view of the statement to which I have just referred. At least 
a half dozen physicians testify that it is a case of entire paralysis; 
but I have never been able to satisfy the officer in charge that this 
was the truth. p 

I know all about the case myself. I took an appel years ago 
and argued the case before the then Assistant retary of the 
Interior, but he chose (while he increased the pension $6 a month 
at that time) to follow the direction of the officers of the Depart- 
ment rather than the decision of the eight or ten medical officers 
who were testifying under the solemnity of an oath, and some of 
them on official duty, that the disability was total and was con- 
tracted in the service. 

I hope, therefore, Mr. Chairman, without detaining the commit- 
tee, that the committee will not agree to the amendment to reduce 
this amount as proposed, but leave it at $72 per month. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I just desire to state the rea- 
son why I asked that this bill should be taken up out of its regu- 
lar order. I objected to unanimous consent the other morning 


for its consideration, but afterwards I had a conversation with 
my friend from Iowa, and-he told me the facts in regard to the 
case and the condition of this old soldier, showing him to be 
brave, true, and loyal. I ascertained from him that he was to- 
tally incapacitated and unable to do anything, and I thought in 
justice to him that I would ask unanimous consent to consider it 
among the very first cases to-night to be taken up. I hope there 
will be no objection to that course, as a matter of justice to him, 

I have nothing more to say. [A mawe 

I ask a vote ton the three amendments 
and afterwards on the fourth amendment of the committee. 

The question was taken on the three amendments in gross. 

The said amendments of the committee were to. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. BLUE in the chair). The Clerk will 
now report the amendment on which the gentleman from Iowa 
asks a separate vote. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

in line 5, strike out “‘ seventy-two” and insert “fifty.” 

Mr. PICKLER. I shall not resist the raising of this pension to 
$72 a month. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


SILAS ADAMS, 


Mr. COLSON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee take 
up, out of its order, the bill (H. R. 4841) granting a pension to 
Silas Adams, 

The Chairman, having submitted the motion, decided that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. STRONG. Irise to make a point of order, Mr. Chairman, 
that that bill can not be taken up out of its order without unani- 
mous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN, It has been held to be in order. The Chair 
will again submit the motion. 


The question being again submitted, the motion was as to. 

Mr. STRONG. That was not the point of order I ©. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will. report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to gae on the pension roll the name of Col. Silas 


Adams, of Liberty, Casey County, Ky., and pay him a pension of $50 per 
mon 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: In line 6, strike out “fifty” and insert “thirty”; so that it 
will read $30 per month. 

Mr. COLSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the words 
„Colonel Silas,” in line 5, and insert Melissa”; also after the word 
“Kentucky,” where it appears in the bill, insert the words “widow 
of Silas Adams, deceased, late colonel of the First Kentucky Cay- 

„ and strike out “him,” in line 6, and insert her.“ 

Colonel Adams died a few days ago, and I wish to amend the 
bill to give the pension to the widow. 

Mr. HICKS. I am inclined to think that the gentleman had bet- 
ter offer a substitute rather than undertake to amend the bill, as 
the amendment is entirely new matter. This is a bill granting a 
pension to Col. Silas Adams. 

Mr. COLSON. I have offered an amendment to correct the 
name. 

Mr. HICKS. I was sayin; had better offer a substitute, I 
raise the point of order. o not think that the bill can be 
amended to meet wno dag the gentleman has in view. However, 
if he is willing to take the chance, I do not propose to press the 
matter, as I do not desire to obstruct the business of the com- 


mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. HEPBURN). The Chair thinks the 
amendment is competent. But the first question is on the com- 
mittee amendment, to strike out ‘‘fifty” and insert thirty.“ 1 

Mr. POOLE. I understand that this is a proposition to pension 
the widow of the beneficiary named in the bill, who since the bill 
was drawn has died. 

Mr. PAYNE. The House seems to be dividing? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CoL- 
son] has offered an amendment with reference tothename. The 
question will first be taken on the amendment proposed by the 
committee. As many as favor the committee amendment will 


agr. LEWIS 

5 IS. Mr. Chairman, before the vote is taken, I desire to 
say a word. This House has passed a number of pension bills for 
the widows of majors and captains, and men below the rank of 
Colonel Adams, granting them pensions at $50 and larger sums, 
and I want to say to this committee that it is a matter of simple 
justice that this pension should be allowed at $50. 

Among all the thousands of brave men who followed the flag 
of thiscountry through the civil war there was no braver, no more 
chivalrous soldier than Silas Adams; and if the services of any 
man eyer entitled his widow to $50 per month the widow of Silas 
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Adams is entitled to that pension on account of his brilliant and 
noble services to the Union. I protest against any reduction of 
the pension. It is due her and justtoher, Iknew Colonel Adams 

mally. I knew him during the war; and his superiors, since 
his death, the men that he served under, have borne willing testi- 
mony and published to the world their tribute to the character of 
this soldier, 


They have poken of him in the highest terms of eulogium and 
panegyric. High as that eulogy was, and brilliant as it was, it 
was no more brilliant than the e ter and services of this sol- 
dier. No terms of praise can be too strong, now that he sleeps in 
the grave of a hero, a patriot, and an American soldier, Splendid 
as are the words uttered of him, they are nothing but the simple, 
plain, honest truth. He was a soldier, a gentleman, a patriot, in 
the broadest sense of the term. Besides that, Mr. Chairman, he 
was a member of this House, serving with distinction during the 
Fifty-third Congress. His widow is éntitled to this pension. 
Speaking on her behalf in the , feeble manner that I am able 
to to-ni cht. remembering his illustrious record, proud of it as I 
am, in the name of old Kentucky, with every drop of blood in m 
veins tingling with admiration for that grand old soldier an 

triot, 1 of this committee to perform an act of simple justice 

his poor, forlorn, and desolate widow, and give her the pittance 
of $50 a month. epee) . 7 

Mr. PICKLER. Silas Adams died since this bill was 
reported? 

Mr. LEWIS. Yes, he died a few days ago. 

Mr. PICKLER. What do you want to do? 

Mr. COLSON. To substitute the name of his widow. 

Mr. LEWIS. To substitute his widow's name. 

Mr. PICKLER. Do that first, and then we will determine what 
pension we will give her. f 

Mr. COLSON. Ihave made that motion. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What is the committee amendment? 

Mr. PICKLER. To strike out fifty“ and insert thirty.” 

Mr. MILNES. That has been agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. No; it was not announced. 

A Mewper. The negative vote was not taken. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I trust that amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. HICKS. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HICKS. The inquiry I desire to make is this: How can 
this be a committee amendment to the bill, when the beneficiary 
named in the bill has died since the bill was reported 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not answer that question. 

Mr. HICKS. And the name of the beneficiary in the bill has 
been changed without the consent of the committee. How can 
the committee amendment apply? i 

The CHAIRMAN. No change has yet beenmade. Thisis a 
bill to ion Col. Silas Adams. 

Mr. HICKS. Yes; but he has died. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If I understand the parliamentary position 
correctly, the gentleman from Kentucky in e of the bill 
pro to amend the bill so that the pension to be voted here 
vill go to the widow. That can be done without sending it back 
to the committee, and I trust it will be done. Now, as to whether 
the ion shall be $30 or $50 a month, I desire simply to say a 
eek Colonel Adams was a distinguished member of this House. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Should a pension be granted for that? 

Mr. HOPKINS. His services throughout the war were as emi- 
nent as those of General Cogswell, whose widow has received $75 
a month; as eminent as those of General Ewing, whose widow has 
received $75 a month; as eminent as those of Colonel Dustin, from 
my own district, whose widow has received, at the hands of this 
committee, $50 per month. He came from the border section, where 
it required courage and love of country to do what he did. His 
services make some of the brightest Rages not only in the history 

of the State of Kentucky, but in the history of the United States, 
and if this committee proposes to do absolute and fair justice pt 
will vote down the amendment on by the committee, an 
fi the widow of this grand soldier of the late war $50 a month. 


ud a 8 
Mr. CROW . Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Ilinois who has just taken his seat whether the fact 
that Colonel Adams was a-member of this House is any reason 
why he should be pensioned, or his widow? : y h 
. HOPKINS. I referred to that simply to identify him as 
the colonel who served his country during the war in the manner 
I have so feebl ` 
Mr. CROW . Mr. Chairman, this bill has been carefully 
considered by the Committee on Invalid Pensions. After mature 
and careful consideration of all the facts which came before that 


committee, we determined to give Colonel Adams, the beneficiary 
of this bill, the full sum which would be allowed to him had he 
died or been injured in the service and in line of duty; and now 

thousands of soldiers of this land, and 
of soldiers in this country who get not 


it would be an outrage u 
the widows of thousan 


to exceed $8 and $12 a month, to give this lady more than she 
could receive if she could prove her husband's death was traceable 
to his service. We have given the beneficiary exact and Squat jus- 
ticein this bill. We give all that the law would allow, and now to 
raise the widow, after he is dead, $20 per month more than she could 
receive under the law would simply be doing an injustice to thou- 
sands of widows of private soldiers in this land, and thousands of 
soldiers who themselves can not receive a pension. We are try- 
ing to give exact justice; and I ask the House to stand by the 
oon the Committee on Invalid Pensions. [Cries of ‘Yote! ” 
“Vote!” 

Mr. NES. Mr. Chairman, a few moments ago we passed 
a bill to pension a soldier who was totally blind. In the report of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions it was stated that that soldier 
required the attendance of another person all the time, and we 
gave to that soldier but $30 a month. Now, I desire to say that 


in my ju ent this bill is subject to the point of order that you 
can not substitute the name of 5 for the one in the bill 
inaprivate pension bill. If it is insisted on giving this widow 850 a 
month I raise that point of order; but if itis that you 


will let it remain at $30 per month, all that she would be entitled to 
if her husband had been killed in battle, then I have no desire to 
raise such point of order; but I do insist that to give this widow 
$50 a month, where there is no claim whatever of disability, isan 
outrage upon the soldiers of this country; and the people of this 
country do not want that kind of pension legislation. refore, 
if gentlemen interested in the will agree to allow the pen- 
sion at $30 a month I will not raise the point of order. I reserve 
the point of order. 

. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, my friend from Illinois 
Hopxrns]} made an eloquent and patriotic speech on this question. 
I want to ask him a question in connection with it. It was pro- 
posed by the bill originally introduced to give to Colonel Adams 
only $30 a month. I want to know upon what principle of equity 
or law he i ge to give $20 more to the widow than to the man 
who earned the ion? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I can say to the gentleman that if that bill had 
come in here to grant a pension to Colonel Adams at $30 a month, 
I should have voted in favor of giving him $50 a month. I think 
his services to the country warrant that figure, and that the com- 


mittee did not do him 1 : 
Mr. McMILLIN, e are very charitable with other people’s 
money. 


Mr. COLSON. Mr. Chairman, to put the matter at rest, rather 
than bave a point of order raised, I am willing that the bill should 
pass at $30 a month. 
Mr. PICKLER. What is the widow's name? 
Mr. COLSON. That is inserted in the bill. 
Mr. PICKLER. I ask that the Clerk read the bill as the names 
are now substituted. 
Mr. STRONG. Mr. Chairman, this was a proposition to take 
this bill up out of the regular order. I made the point of order 
at that time. I did not know that it was to pension the widow of 
Colonel Adams. I knew nothing about the bill. But I want to 
make this statement: I was not objecting to the passage of the 
bill, but I was objecting to taking bills ap out of their order. 
Some of us have come here night after night to attend these ses- 
sions. We have been careful to take up no time by useless discus- 
sion, if we could help it. I do not propose now that others shall 
come in and have their bills taken up out of the re order 
just at the time when we have reached our bills. That is the onl 
point I want to make. I believe the point is well taken, and 
will make it rere it becomes necessary. 
The CHAIR The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment recommended by the committee. 
Several Memerers. What is the amendment? 
The CHAIRMAN. To strike ont “fifty” and insert thirty.“ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
i Mr. COLSON offered an amendment; which was read, as fol- 
OWS: 

Amend by st s Sy 
S 
Cavalry, deceased.“ 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I tothe gentleman that he offer a sub- 
stitute for the bill. If, when this matter comes up in the House, 
the Speaker shall hold the same as he held when the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] raised the point upon bills 
donating condemned cannon, the gentleman certainly can not get 
this bill through. 

Mr. PICKLER. No point of order is raised yet. 

Mr. HICKS. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. ERDMAN. But the point can be raised when the bill comes 
up in the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, it has not been raised yet. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


“ Melisha 
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The title of the bill was amended so as to conform to the amend- 
ment in the body of the bill. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I demand the regular order. 
Let the bills be taken up in their order on the Calendar, 


HARRIET R. MATLOCK. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I move to take up for 
present consideration the bill (8. 2045) granting a pension to - 
riet R. Matlock. 

Mr. MILNES. I object. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I do not ask unanimous consent. I 
move that the bill be taken up. 

5 MILNES. I raise the point of order that that motion is not 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I move as a substitute that 
we take up the bills on the Calendar in their order. 

The C MAN. That is not necessary, because if the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New Jersey should be voted down; 
the regular order would be a matter of course. 

Mr. PAYNE. Somebody else may make a motion to take up 
some bill out of its order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair submits that if the motion of 
the gentleman from South Dakota should be adopted we would be 
in precisely the same condition that we are in now, because any 
gentleman could still move to call up any particular bill. The 
rule is clear, 

Mr. PAYNE. The rule is that the Committee of the Whole 
shall determine the order in which business shall be considered, 
and if the committee make an order to consider the bills in their 
order on the Calendar, that is the end of it. 


The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read clause 4 of Rule 
The Clerk read as follows: í 


In Committees of the Whole House business on their calendars may be taken 
up in regular order, or in such order as the committee may deter: unless 
the bill to be considered was determined by the House at the time of going 
into committee; but bills for raising revenue, general appropriation bills, an: 
bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors shall have precedence. 


TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey Mr. LouD- 
ENSLAGER] moves to take up for consideration the bill indicated 


hin. 

by PICKLER. I desire to say to gentlemen that they have 
every morning to ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
their special bills, and it is not fair to take up Friday night in this 
way. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. LouDENSLAGER, 
and it was rejected. 

CALEB L, JACKSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6417) to complete the military record of Caleb L. Jackson, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


L. Jackson as a member of Company D, One hundred and forty-sixth Regi- 
ment of New York Volunteers, and it shall be held and considered that the 
said Jackson died on or about the 4th day of June, 1863, while in the 7 50 
service of the United States and on account of disability incurred in suc 
service and in line of duty. 


Mr. MILNES. Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. PARKER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6417) entitled “A bill to complete the military record of Caleb L. Jackson,” 
beg leave to submit the following report, and recommend that said bill do 


pass wi t amendment. 
This is a bill enacting that the of desertion bo removed and that it 
while in service. 


an 

ine but that of death in ares the letto Z 
e mili record, a last r, and a memorandum 

an affdsvit made by bis captain are annexed. ` SORN, 


Case of Caleb L. Jackson, late or Company D, One hundred and forty-sixth New 
York mfantry Volunteers, 

It is shown by the records that Caleb L. Jackson was enrolled August 30, 
1882, as a private of Company D, One hundred and KEN see New York In 
fantry Volunteers, to serve three years. Hea have served faith- 
reg 6 until June 4, 1863, when he is reported as absent without leave. 
—— 3 company, which re in service until July 16, 

as 


he was a deserter, and hisname was dropped from the com- 


pany muster rolls. 
In an 8 for removal of the charge of desertion, Mrs. Lovina Wood - 
cock, of Lewis Count; declared, September 26, 189. 


wid d that about five years ago one Cook, 55 
son's OW, an about five one a e 
stated to her that while the y was on the from 


Sylvester O. Cock and Andrew Dorn, comrades, in affidavits dated July 31, 


1891, testified that at the time Jackson became separated from his co: 
Manassas. 


on the march near „in June, 1863, he was sick and unable to keep up 
with the column, and therefore fell out of the ranks. 

The afflunt Cook, who was the first sergeant of the company, added that he 
was instructed to report Jackson as absent without leave. 

A number of relatives and neighbors have testified that nothing has been 
seen or heard of Jackson since June, 1863, and that it was the general belief 
of the soldier's relatives and intimate friends that he died about June, 1583. 
A search of all records of this Department fails to any evidence of 
this man’s death or burial, or any clue to his whereabouts subsequent to his 
reported unauthorized separation from his company on June 4, 1883, at which 
date the command was on the march to Gettysburg, Pa. 

Upon this presentation of the case the Department was constrained to 
deny the application for removal of the charge of desertion, the evidence 
submitted not being deemed sufficient to establish that the soldier died in the 
service, and because the case did not come within any of the provisions of 
the act approved 1889, which was at the date of denial and which is 
now the only law in force governing the subject of removal of charges of 


desertion. 
submitted. 
F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Colonel, United States Army, Chief Record and Pension 


RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, 
War Department, March 5, 1396, 


The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


Camp NEAR FALMOUTH, April % [1363]. 

My DEAR COMPANION AND CHILDREN: I set down this evening to writes 
fieu lines to you to let you know how Iam. Iam well at preasant and I 
thoes fieu lines will find you all the same. Henry is as well as useual. I 
would have written to ge before this but as our regiment was out on picket 
for the last four days that I have not had eny opertunity to write to you the 
boys Norman and Chester are a gaining very fast so that they are a to 
move all of our sick ones from our Division to Washington or Philidelfia I 
do not know which so that Chester and Norman are a away from us 
to Morrow and as we are under marching orders to start to morrow mo 
at 8 o'clock for the Battlefield some whare but I know not whare as yet, so 
thought I would write a fieu lines to you this evenin Bs ples it may be for 
the last time but whether it is or not if it is my lot to a victim on field 
of Battle I mean it shall be sayed that I fell at my post in defending my 
Countryes wright. 

I know not when I shall have a opertunity of writing to you sequin as 
our Mail ROS pe DREN OF going from us I had a chance to send by 
one of our men that has got his and isa going home tomorrow morn- 
ing and I shall write to you if Spairs m e at the first chance I 
ean get again you may write to me just when you haye a mind thare may be 
some chance of mail coming to us but I cant tell but I dont want you should 
fret or worey yourself about me for I stand just as good a chance of my life 
as eny other man and my prair is to God that my unprofitable life that I may 
again see you all again but if I never more meat with you here on th my 

rair is that we may prove faithful to God that we may all meat again in 


eaven. 

Tell the children all to strive to be good and to give thare harts to God 
while in thare youthfull days that if they never more see thare father here 
on earth that they meat him in Heaven tell Genettey for me that I want she 
should to love the Lord with all her hart so when I hear from you all 

n that I may here that you are all enjoying the love of God in your harts. 
Chester promised me to day that when he go tothe General Hospital he would 
write to you and let you know whare he was so-.that 7 5 can Write to him so 
that you will know how they are getting along I had a letter from Orian to 
day he write that they are all well. 

expect if we dont martch to morrow that the Pa ter will be here to 
morrow morning and if he does I will send you_ my Money home as quick as 
I can doso. So I must close by biding you all Good Night Pray for me this 
is from your Husband 
C. L. JACKSON, 
To LAVINA JACKSON AND CHILDREN. 
the same as use’ 


; ual 
This letter is addressed to “ Mrs Lavina Jackson Poart Leyden Lewis Co 
N. Y. St.“ and post-marked Washington D.C. Apr. 18 1863” 


Maron 6, 1898. 
Affidavit of James G. Brindley, late co: Company D, One hundred and 
forty-sixth New York Volunteers, e before W E. Merriman, Albany, 


N. V., notary, on March 3, 1893, 52 years old. 


I well remember Caleb L. Jackson, who enlisted sometime August, 1862, 

for three years or the war in a — which was afterwards Company D. 
One hundred and forty-sixth New York Volunteers, of which I was ca 
I had known said Jackson, having resided in the same town. Until June, 
1863. he was a faithful and soldier. On the forced march from camp 
near Fredericksburg to Gettysburg, he being then a man of middle age, 
with many others fell out of the eral oh as I now believe, from exhaustion an 
not from a desire to avoid oan ihn I know that he has not been heard 
from since that time. There being no other alternative, he was reported 
absent without leave and eventually dropped from the rolis as a deserter. 
I now firmly believe that he was either captured and died in or was 
killed in a skirmish with the enemy. He was an honest citizen and enlisted 
from ee motives, as did also his son, and I believe that the charge of 
desertion made by me at the time ought to be removed. 


Supposed to be in comptroller’s office, Albany, N. Y. Filed March 3, 1393, 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, on last Friday night, when I 
asked consent to lay aside such bills as this, some gentleman, I for- 
et who it was, stated, as I understood, that this particular man 
d been shot down on the field of battle. Am I correct? I ask 
for information. 

Mr. PARKER. No, sir; this is the first time that this bill has 
been called up. This man fell out of the ranks on the march to 
Kona; bee and was never heard of in. The letter which the 
gentleman has heard read in the report,if he has listened to it, 
shows that this man did not go away; that his controlling idea was 
that of duty, first to his country and afterwards to his family, and 
that the charge of desertion against him is one that ought to be 
removed on the highest gro 

Mr. TALBERT, 1am not objecting. I am just asking for in- 
formation. 
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The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN ZELLERS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4519) granting a pension to John Zellers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secret: of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $50 per 
month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of John Zellers, of Coffeyville, Kans., late of Company K, Sixth-eighth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and Company B, One hundred and forty- 
fourth Regiment of Ilinois Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. KIRKPATRICK) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4519) granting a pension to John Zellers, having had the same under consid- 
eration, beg to report as follows: $ 

John Zellers was a private in Company K, Sixty-eighth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and Company B, One hundred and forty fourth Regi- 
ment Illinois Infantry. He is now drawing a Fe at the rate of 812 pe 
month under the act of June 27, 1800. This soldier prosecuted a claim under 
the act of July 14, 1862, but for want of a hospital record was unable to show 
his injury to be of service origin. He received an injury to his right leg in 
the line of duty at or near Alexandria, Va., and was sent to the hospital, but 
declined to stay, notwithstanding his injury, and went forward with his 


9 

e did not consider the inj serious, but it continued and grew worse, 
until he was finally discharged at the expiration of his term of service. 
This . to the leg resulted in varicose veins and has gradually progressed 
until the use of the limb is 3 destroxed, and he is required to use 
crutches a great part of the time. is lim x 

requiring constant treatment. And the disease is progressing with no ho 
of recovery, and it is only a question of a year or so at most when death 
must relieve him of his suffering, from which he has seldom ever been free 
the close of the war. He is now in destitute circumstances, without 
means of support, and is wholly incapable of performing any kind of labor, 
either manual or otherwise. 

Your ebmmittee therefore recommend that the bill be amended by strikin, 
out the word “fifty,” in the fifth line, and inserting in lieu thereof the wo 
“thirty,” and by adding to the end of the bill the words ‘in lieu of the pen- 
sion now being received,” and that the bill as amended do pass, 


The amendments recommended in the last paragraph of the re- 
were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


GABRIEL WIDMER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4267) granting an increase of pension to Gabriel Widmer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre 
authorized and directed to grant to 
Twenty-third Michigan Infantry, an increase of 

month on account of total disability. 

The committee recommended an amendment striking out the 
word “fifty,” before “dollars,” and inserting ‘‘ thirty.” an 
amendment striking out the words ‘‘on account of total disa- 
bility.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


HANNAH R. QUINT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R, 
6792) granting a pension to Hannah R. Quint. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to apiece ae the pension roll the name of Hannah 
R. Quint, widow of Brian W. Fletcher, late of Company B, Fourth Maine In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension of $12 per month. 


Mr. MILNES. Let us have the report. 

The report (by Mr. THOMAS) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6792) granting a pension to Hannah R. Quint, having given the matter care- 
ful consideration, respectfully report: 

Brian W. Fletcher, to whom the claimant in this case was married Decem- 
ber 12, 1850, served from June 15, 1861, until July 21, 1861, when he was killed 
in battle at Bull Run, Va. % 

Mrs. Fletcher was e poea married to one Daniel Morrison, who de- 
serted her, and she secured a divorce from him on that ground. 

Again she married, this time aman by the name of Orin Quint, from whom 
also she was divorced on account of cruelty and nonsupport. She is now 
over 66 years of age, is unable to work on account of age and loss of health, 
and is in destitute c mstances. A 

In view of the fact that she was the wife of the soldier from 1850 until he 
was killed in battle, and is now in need, the committee recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill. 


The question being taken on laying the bill aside to be reported 
favorably to the House, the Chairman declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

‘ Mr. BABCOCK. I ask for a division, Mr. Chairman, and pend- 
ing that, I ask unanimous consent to make a brief statement in 
Bs Be to this case. This widow, whose husband was killed in 
the first battle of Bull Run, is now over 66 years old, entirely 
helpless, and without means of any kind. She been supported 
by a distant relative, a gentleman named F. S. Bestow, who lives 
at Elroy, Wis. He has been employed by the Northwestern Rail- 
road Company as a tie and timberinspector. During the past week 


limb is covered with running sores, 


since 


of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
abriel Widmer, late of Company 
on at the rate $50 per 


he has met with a serious railroad accident, from the effects of 
which he may die at any hour. He has been entirely dependent 
upon his salary, and this widow has been dependent upon him for 
her support. She is now absolutely without means, and, as I have 

ust stated, the gentleman who has supported her is now on his 
back expecting death atanymoment. If this is not a case appeal- 
ing to the sympathy of this committee, I know of none such on 
the Calendar. 

A MEMBER. What amount of pension does she ask? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Twelve dollars a month only. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman state 
pied ie times this lady has been married since the death of the 
soldier 

Mr. BABCOCK. Twice. 

Mr. MILNES. And twice divorced. 

The question being taken, the bill was laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House; there being on a division—ayes 50, noes 23. 


CELESTE A, BOUGHTON, - 


The next business was the bill (S. 1291) granting an increase of 
pension to Celeste A. Boughton, widow of Byt. Brig. Gen. Hor- 
ace Boughton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Celeste A. Boughton, 
widow of Byt. Brig. Gen. Horace Boughton, late of the United States Ear 
retired, and to pay her a pension of $100 per month, in lieu of the pension she 
is now receiving. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


In line 8 strike out “one hundred and insert “seventy-five”; soasto make 
the pension $75 a month. 


Mr. CROWTHER. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. Pool) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1291) 
3 an increase of pension to Celeste A. Boughton, widow of Byt. Brig. 
Gen. Horace Sige ‘tae ving considered the same carefully, believe the bi 
is meritorious and recommen: . us substitute for x R. 122. 

The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions embraces all the salient 
points, and it is respectfully adopted as the views of this committee and 
appended hereto as a partof this report. 


[Senate Report No. 129, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1291) t- 
ing a pension to Celeste A. Boughton, widow of Byt. Brig. Gen. Horace 
Boughton, have examined the same, and re 

General Boughton was born at Rust, N. X., March 23,1833, and was educated 
at Genesee Wesleyan Seminary and Genesee College. He studied law in 
Rochester, at which place he entered the bes ay first lieutenant of the 
Thirteenth New York Volunteers in April, 1861. ter he was made captain 
and was promoted to lieutenant-colonel of the One hundred and forty-third 
New York Volunteers and brevet brigadier-general of the United States Vol- 
unteers for gallant and meritorious services during the war. Throughout 
the entire war he served with ability and distinction, participating in all the 
battles in which his command was en; d. From 1866 to 1870 he was United 
States assessor for internal revenue for the Fourth district of Texas, and was 
a delegate to the national Democratic convention at New York in 1368, In 
1870 he was the Democratic nominee for United States Senator from Texas 
but was defeated by M. C. lton. After a long and painful illness oi 
twenty years General Boughton died in the city of Washington in November, 
1894, at which time he was pensioned at the rate of $100 per month. 

In 1890, when an applicant for increase of pension by special act, General 
Boughton made the following statement to the Pension Committee: 

At the breaking out of the war in 1861 I was engaged in the study of law in 
Rochester, N. Y. Iwas young, strong, and in perfect health, with a decidedly 
promising future. 

“On the 17th day of April, within forty-eight hours of the issuing of the 
first proclamation of the President calling for volunteers, I laid aside all per- 
sonal matters and commenced raising a company of men to meet the call. I 
met with such success that I was mustered into the State service with m 
company, as first lieutenant, on Sunday, April 21. The com y was aL 
rectly ordered to rendezvous at Elmira for regimental organization, and con- 
stituted a part of the New York Volunteers, which, after o ization was 
completed, was tched for Washington, D. C., and was the first volun- 
teer regiment to reach there, and was among the first volunteer regiments 
to cross the Potomac River, at 5 

“I commanded the company d g the battles of Blackburns Ford, Bull 
Run, and the operations of 1861, and was promoted to captain in January, 

862; en; in the Penirsula campaign of 1862, parti ting in all the 
numerous battles in which the command was engaged until after the battle 
of Antietam. In October, 1862, was promoted to the rank of lieutenant- 
colonel and assigned to the One hundred and forty-third New York Volun- 
teers. I was shortly after promoted to be colonel, and with that re; ent 
served until after the close of the war, when I was mustered out with the 
rank of brigadier-general by brevet. I was in command of a brigade during 
a considerable portion of the time of the Chattanooga and Atlanta campaign, 
and during the war (afore ee in upward of twenty-five battles, never 
missing one in which the forces with which I was connected were en 5 

“I was continuously in active service from the beginning to the end of the 
war, and, as the records of the Pension Office will show, acquired the founda- 
tion of a disability which has rendered me a permanent and comparativel 
helpless invalid. Iam unable to dress myself or prepare any food, and it 
unsafe for me to be without a constant attendant. I am unable to earna 
dollar, and the pension I am now receiving is entirely inadequate to the sup- 

‘amily. 


port of myself and f. 
“I therefore most re: tfully and urgently ask that I may be allowed a 
pension of $100 per mon My disabilities have greatly increased since the 
nting of my present pension. Iam now suffering from three incurable 
infirmities, viz, paralysis, e. Hlepsy. and hernia, which render me as nearly a 
physical wreck as it is possible for a man to be. 
“Since the stroke of paralysis, which disabled me, I have been discharged by 
the court in bankruptcy, and have not since been able to accumulate a dollar, 


“HORACE BOUGHTON.” 
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The claimant is now in receipt of a pension of $30 month, which the 
prone’ bill proposes to increase to $100. In supportof her claim Mrs. Bough- 
submits the following: 


“ WASHINGTON, D.C., January 17, 1896. 


“SIr: I have before your committee a pension bill asking for an increase 
of pension. I wish to enlist your attention and consideration to its merits as 
they are presented. Iinclose the statement made by my husband, General 
Boughton, as to his condition at the time his pension of hoo per month was 

ted to him. You will see by the doctor's certificate, which I inclose, his 
elpless condition for sixteen years—he was an invalid for twenty years. All 
but two years of that time I was his constant nurse. His suffer were so 
reat he became insane, and was treated at St. Elizabeth’s for about one year. 

cared for him through those terrible attacks of epilepsy from 1877 to 1891, 
the time of his death. Icared for him as a mother does for her helpless child. 

“The cause of this terrible condition which blighted my life, as well as his, 
was his service during the war. The pension records will show that the first 
cause of ape i was for hig ere and valuable services rendered while goin; 
to the relief of Burnside at Knoxville. If I remember the details, Genera 

side's command was being starved out and Lee’s forces marching down 
on them. General Sherman, knowing Colonel Boughton's command, One hun- 
dred and forty-third Regi t of New York Volunteers, had 18 engineers 
among them, came to to see if General Boughton could get his forces 
across by daylight. This was 5 o'clock in the evening, and by daylight the 
next morning the troops and artillery wereacross. The current at this point 
was very strong. The structure would be swept away. The difficulty of 
doing this only a soldier can know. General . Was in the Water all 
night. He had accomplished the work, but at what a cost to his future life 
and those belonging to him! 

“My husband was in good financial condition before the war and after the 
war, but his shattered health prevented him from looking after his business 
affairs or ever e g in business afterwards. From time to time I dis- 
poet of my property: sold my diamonds and other personal property, try- 

seny means to restore my husband’s health. I have even sold my rings 
to buy medicine. We mortgaged our home for the necessities that seventeen 
years of helpless sickness entails. Iam now in middle age,my nervous con- 
stitution broken, without means of support or anyone to care for me in sick- 
ness. The pension I now receive, $30 per month, just pays the interest and 
taxes on my home. It seems to me that I ought to receive the same consid- 
eration that the widows of officers of equal rank and service, If my husband 
had come out of the service minus an arm or leg or an eye, he would not have 
been incapacitated from engaging in his profession, the law, and given me 
the comfort and support that a wife has a right to expect from her husband, 
and which is the pride and pleasure of the husband to give. 

“Ido not ask for the pension for political services nor from sentiment, but 

m the fact submit and in recognition of the services of my husband to 
his country, in rende: which he was deprived of health and the means of 
support for himself and family, and for the long years of patient service that 
I bestowed upon him. I see no reason why his life and e would not have 
been prosperous had it not been for disease contracted in the service. In 
contrast with such a prospect, as appears by the statement of his physician, 
he was rendered a physical wreck until death claimed him, leaving me almost 
as great a wreck and alone without means of support. His anxiety as to my 
future was quieted by the assurance of friends in both branches of Congress 
that his pension would be continued tome. I most earnestly hope that this 
assurance will be ratified by the action of the present committee. 


“ Very respectfully 
5 “CELESTE A. BOUGHTON. 
“Hon. J. H. GALLINGER, 
United States Senate.” 


As bearing on the question of Mrs. Boughton’s devotion to her husband 
during his long and painful illness, and the valuable services she rendered 
him in the ca ty of a nurse, attention is directed to the following letters 
from Judge Arthur and ex-Congressman Hare, of Texas: 


“WASHINGTON, D. C., January 20, 1896. 


“Sir: It ree me great pleasure to say that I have been acquainted with 
Mrs. Gen. Horace Boughton since 1872, and have been familiar with the cir- 
cumstances of her family, and especially with the protracted and painful ill- 
ness of her husband. Such was the character of sickness that for all the 
years it continued he required constant attendance and nursing, both by day 
and by night. There were short intervals when he was not so ill, but the 
symptoms of his disease were constant, and it often appeared asif they would 

rove fatal. Perhaps the most distressing 8 were attacks of epilepsy, 
n Which he e quite unman: le and uired peculiar treat- 
as Ode it would have been impossible to anyone to haye rendered except 
Mrs. Boughton, who had been accustomed to them. 

“I desire also tosay that in 1872 Mrs. 8 1 was in the bloom of youth and 
strength and the enjoyments of social life of Washington. Very soon after 
that time General Boughton’s condition of health became very much impaired 
by ysis, which rendered him entirely helpless for years, and, of course, 
e 8 constant watching and * and expenditure of their 
means, which has left Mrs. Boughton dependent upon her pension of $30 per 
month. I have never witn such se cing devotion of a wife to ka 
husband for so many y which taxed every moment with anxiety; and I 
have often been astounded with her endurance under the severe strain to 
which she was subjected. 

“I respectfully refer with confidence to the honorable record of General 
Boughton during the war, and trust that the circumstances of the case will 
induce the committee to report favorably upon the application for increase 
of pension, and will recommend the amount asked for. 


ili ay ee “ARTHUR MacARTHUR 
“Hon. JAcoB H. GALLINGER, x 
“ United States Senate.” 


“ WASHINGTON, D. C., January 20, 1896. 
“Srr: At the request of the widow of Gen. Horace Boughton, I take the 
liberty of writing what I know about the condition of har hashes during 
the last four years of his life, and the attendance she gave him in his sick- 


ness. 
I first became acquainted with General Boughton in 1866; knew him about 
five zoa in Texas. I was a member of Congress when his pension was 
to $100, and I believe his is the only case in which I gave active aid to 
increase any pension. For four years preceding his death I visited him as 
many as two or three times a week while I was in attendance in Congress. 
The records will fully disclose his physical and mental condition, but I pre- 
sume will not state the ceaseless and unremitting care his wife, now his 
widow, always and under all circumstances gave him. 
have often wondered how she could endure it. The general was subject 
to attacks of epilepsy, which I have witn „that were simply terrible, and 
at such times every moment end sound was noted and promptly met. Her 


attentions were something more than the care of a mother for her child, be- 
cause a child will instinctively protect itself, when at times the general could 
not eyendothis. I have often wondered how she could have the physics and 
mental endurance to stand this ever-recurring, terrible trouble. No 

but an extraordinary will power could have sustained her; but I will no 
dwellon this. I simply say, to my knowledge, during the last four years of 
the General’s life he was cared for and all his wants attended to by his wife, 
whose devotion has never, in my observation, been excelled, and who, with- 
out this, would undoubtedly haye attained a high standing in social life. 

“Isay to this committee that Mrs. Boughton isthe peer of any lady in refined 
social life; that she has doubtless had ambition to excel; that she abandoned 
all those glittering allurements, so attractive to most women, and faithfully 
and fearlessly, and at all times, stood by and eared for him more than an in- 
valid husband, and if there is a widow in this land who deserves the highest 
pension that can in the line of precedent be awarded, Mrs. Boughton is one, 
and has earned and merits it. 

Her husband was naturally one of the most elegant and accomplished men 
Jever met. He was of a social nature, and his home was visited by the most 
intelligent class of our people. That she was deprived of the association and 
companionship of such a husband by the requirements and demands of his 
country seems to call for more than ordinary recognition for her. 


Aa yor: “SILAS HARE, 
“ Ex-Member Congress, Texas. 
“Hon. JACOB H. GALLINGER, 
** United States Senate.“ 


As showing the amount of property owned by claimant, her affidavit is 


8 and also an affidavit from M. A. nger, a real-estate 
0 ty: 
“On this day personally came before me, the undersigned authority, Celeste 
A. Boughton, and, being first duly sworn according to law, upon her oath 
deposes and says: S 
That she is the widow of Gen. Horace Boughton; that between the yong 
1873 and 1875 her husband lost all his property; that she owned some 
estate in her own Fs which she sold; she also owned some valuable per- 
sonal property, which she also sold, and the proceeds of these sales were used 
as the means of support for herself and her husband until her husband was 
awarded a pension and arrearages of pension amounting to $3,000. With this 
arrearages money her husband bought a home on Second street, this 
city, where they lived ten years, their means of support being her husband's 


pension. 

About 1890 they sold this home on Second street at a small advance on the 
cost and invested the proceeds in the property on Nineteenth street, in which 
she now resides, at the purchase price of $7,000, paying in cash on such pur- 
chase the sum of $3,600, and assuming the payment of a mortage of $4,000 on 
the property. This mortgage has not been paid. The interest on this mort- 
gare and taxes amount to $08 per annum; my pension, $360 per annum, 

eaving a balance to me annually of $52. With this $2 and the uncertain in- 
come of renting a few rooms furnish my sole and only support, so that my 
net income for support will hardly exceed $100 per annum. 2 
“*CELESTE A. BOUGHTON.’ 
“Subscribed and sworn to before me this 20th day of Jan A, D. 1898. 
“[SEAL.] BENJAMIN MART. JR., 
“ Notary Public, District of Columbia,” 


“ JANUARY 20, 1896, 


“I, M. A. Ballinger, a real-estate broker. on = 0 oath say that I sold the 
property numbered 619 Nineteenth street N W., Washington City, on or about 
September, A. D. 1890, to Celeste A. Boughton, at and for the price of $7,600, 
WY do not a E Cine —— 
I do no eve ro’ in ni r is W. one 
more than it was in September, 1500. i 
“M. A. BALLINGER. 


“ Subscribed and sworn to before me this Jan 20, 1896. 

“[SEAL.] ROBT. V. HUGHES, Notary Public.” 

The above facts conclusively show that General Boughton had an excep- 
tionally honorable military record; that he suffered extremely in consequence 
of his military service for nearly a quarter of 3 that his wife nursed 
him tenderly sees | all that time, and even dis of her personal pr 
erty to procure for him the comforts and medical treatment that he so maok 
needed. It isalso shown that she is now in straitened financial circumstances. 

Your committee recommend the of the bill, after being amended’ 
Wed striking out, in line S. the wo: “one hundred” and inse: g in lieu 

ereof the word “seventy-five.” 

Mr. PICKLER (interrupting the reading of the report). Mr. 
Chairman, I think that enough of this report has been rea The 
residue consists simply of letters. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
sal asks that the further reading of the report be dispensed 
wit 

Mr. KEM. I object. ; 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Chairman, a few moments ago the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER], in making a speech to his 
constituents, mixed with it a little campaign medicine by trying 
to make it appear that there had been no discriminating legisla- 
tion in favor of officers and the widows of officers as against pri- 


vate soldiers and the widows of privates. I desire to call the at-` 


tention of the gentleman to the bill now under consideration and 
to com it with the bill which we sed a moment ago. 
While the bill just passed gave to the widow of a private soldier 
a pension of $12 a month, this bill proposes to give to the widow 
of an officer $75 a month. If that is not discriminating legisla- 
tion, I should like the gentleman from South Dakota to explain 
why itis not. And if this coincides with the statement he made 
awhile ago on the floor of this House, I should like to hear him 
explain how it does. 

r. PICKLER. I hope the gentleman will tell his constituents 
that by his frivolous objections this evening he has prevented a 
good many soldiers from getting pensions. I will say that I did 
not vote in committee for this pension of $75 a month. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Chairman, I was not through. 
Mr. PICKLER. I have the floor, I believe. 


* 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Nebraska he Ken] to yield the floor. 

Mr. KEM. I had not yielded the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN, Then the Chair will recognize the gentle- 


man again. 

Mr. HARDY. Well, I object, Mr. Chairman. aughter. | 

Mr. PICKLER. I rise to a point of order—that the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. Kem] has spoken to this bill once, and is not 
entitled 2 ain. 

The C The Chair, it seems, was under a misappre- 
a supposing that the gentleman from Nebraska had yielded 

e floor. 

Mr. PICKLER. He did. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska states that 
he did St and therefore the Chair recognizes him to continue his 
remarks, 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from South Dakota, 
in reply to my request for him to explain the discrepancies exist- 
ing here, started out with a campaign speech, and he proposes to 
so Be that off on the people of this country as an answer to my 
request for him to explain the discrepancies that stand out so 
plain that the wayfaring man, though a fool, can not fail to recog- 
nize them. The gentleman from South Dakota may go into the 
RECORD here from time to time with his campaign speeches and 
with his oratory in favor of ‘‘ the old soldier,” and he may succeed 
in fooling his constituents, but he could not fool mine, nor the 
intelligent constituents of any gentleman on this floor, either of 
others’ or himself even, i ee such claptrap sort of argument as 
that. It is an argument, Mr. Chairm an, not worthy of a member 
on this floor. k 

This kind of legislation has been going on here all through the 
session of Congress, and every gentleman here, whether he ac- 
knowl it or not, knows it to be true that the pension legisla- 
tion of this session of Congress has been entirely discriminating 
in favor of the officers, and the pensions to officers and widows of 
officers, as against pensions to privates and their widows. The 

Recorp is full of such discriminations. 

- challenge the statement of the gentleman also as to the fact 
that you have pensioned a greater number of privates and their 
widows in proportion than you have granted pensions to officers 
and the co is of officers. I venture to say that it is not true in 
any sense of the word. I venture to assert, and the RECORD will 
disclose the fact, that the statement is not worthy of considera- 
tion, and it does not bear any semblance of truth. We have not 
been pensioning in any like proportion the widows of privates 
and the privates themselves, as compared to the widows of officers 
and of officers who have received consideration at the hands of 
this committee. 

I protest, therefore, against the gentleman from South Dakota 
going into the Record with such misleading statements, for the 
p and the sole purpose, in my opinion, of deceiving the peo- 
ple of this country as to the attitude of the Republican party in 
reference to pension matters. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman—— ; 

Mr. KEM. I make the point of order that the gentleman 

alread. ken on this question. [Laughter.] 

. PICKLER. 1 did not have a chance to do so. 
-Mr. KEM. Will the Chair rule on the point of order? 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I believe that I have the floor. 

Mr. KEM. I make the point of order that the gentleman has 
already made a speech on this bill and can not be heard under the 
rule. 


Mr. PICKLER. I could not have had the floor, for the gentle- 
man himself said I did not have it, and claimed i. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska claimed 
that he had the floor, and the gentleman from South Dakota had 
no opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. KEM. Well, he was heard anyhow. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the gentle- 
man from Nebraska that when he says I am trying to deceive 
the people upon the subject of granting pensions he is not talking 

ignorance, but he knows that the statement is a false one. 

I want to say that he is the very man who prates about being 
the friend of the people, of the 3 man, on this floor, who 
claims to represent the people”; and yet on yesterday he ob- 
jected to the discussion of the labor bill, recommended and peti- 
toned for by all of the labor organizations of this country. 
[Applause.] Yes, you are the man who objected to the consid- 
eration of a bill that the laboring people over this countr 
want, and by your sole objection that bill was refused the consid- 
eration to which it was justly entitled. You refused them a 
standing here that is given to anything that is for the benefit of 
monopoly and that will aid monopolistic tendencies in this coun- 
try. You have never been found standing in opposition to mo- 
nopoly; but day, when the laboring p= si of this country 
ap to this House for justice, you were on your feet, ready 
to object. 


case. I do not 


Now, again, to-night I want to say to the gentleman from Ne- 
braska that I have ever, as I have to-night, opposed the grantin. 
of large pensions to the officers of the Army or to the widows o 
officers, excepting where there are extraordinary and unusual excep- 
tions. Ithink the House will bear me witness to that fact. I have 
done as much as any man on this floor to prevent the granting of 
large pensions where it was possible that justice could be done in 
any other way. 

ut here is a case where a woman's husband, a most distin- 
guished officer, as the report shows, was receiving a hundred dol- 
lars a month pension during his own lifetime, and although I 
opposed ee the amount of the pension fixed in the bill in 

e committee—I may be permitted to say that much yet if there 
is any case that has merit in it, that goes beyond the puaa law, 
this seems to be one. Sheis shown to be in poverty, has no prop- 
erty, and while I voted against the bill in committee, as I have 
said, and I refer to this because the gentleman has attacked me 
personally, for this is a larger pension than is granted in many 
other bills heretofore by the House, but I am not attackin 
the judgment of the committee which reported in favor of $75; i 
is still less than this soldier received during his lifetime. And I 
assert again, the assertion of the gentleman from Nebraska to the 


contrary notwithstanding, that we have no more percent- 
age of bills for general officers and the widows of general officers 
in this Congress than in any other Con as compared with the 


pensions to privates, but at the same time let me say we have re- 
ported a much larger percentage of pensions for privates and the 
widows of privates than has ever before been presented from any 
committee to this House. 

Now, you can pass on this bill as you like. I did not vote for 
the bill in committee, and would not vote for any bill in commit- 
tee granting so large a oe unless it was a very exceptional 

eve t you should give the widow of any 

ponera ofñcer more than she would receive under the general law; 
ut, as I have said, there have been exceptional cases, where the 
widow was destitute and in want, where the soldier had a most 
distinguished military record, and where the question was one of 
iving her an opportunity of living by an advance of ten or twenty 
ollars a month rather than going to the poorhouse. And Iam 
not going, by the demagogy of the gentleman from Nebraska 
or any, other man in this country who cries out inst the Re- 
publican party, to be driven into a position which is unworthy of 
any man who occupies a seat on this floor. I will not be driven 
into doing an act of injustice to the widow of a general officer 
any more than I would to the widow of a private soldier. [Ap- 


planse. 

Mr. HAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, it appears by 
z zooa that the highest rank this officer attained was that of 
colonel. 

Mr. MILNES. Lieutenant-colonel. 

Mr. PAYNE. No; colonel. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. He had the full rank of col- 
onel as it appears by the report. In accorđance with the action 
of the House in like cases, therefore, I move to strike out ‘‘ seven- 
ty-five ” and insert“ cs 0 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In ie 8, strike out “seventy-five” and insert ‘fifty "; soas to read 0 a 
month,” 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, before that I wish to read a half 
dozen lines from the report. I do not wish to detain the commit- 
tee and will not add another word: 

The above facts conclusively show that General Boughton had an excep- 
tionally honorable 3 A record; that he suffered extremely in conse- 
quence of his military service for nearly a quarter of a century— 

The record shows that he laid out all night in the water during 
his military service, which was the cause of his trouble. 
that his wife nursed him tenderly during all that time, and even d 


of her personal property to procure for the comforts and medical treat- 
ment that he so much need: It is also shown that she is now in straitened 
financial circumstances. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agroei to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BAKER 


Mr. CROWTHER. I desire to call the attention of the distin- 
guished gentleman from New York to the fact thatthousands upon 
thousands of private soldiers of this nation who are even now unable 
to obtain pensions of eight or twelve dollars per month under the 
law also lay in the morasses of the South, in the swamps, in the 
water, and that this tleman, General Boughton, a brevet 
brigadier-general who obtained oniy theactual of a lieutenant- 
colonel, was receiving $100 a month pension. 

Mr. PA . It appears in the report that he was a colonel. 

Mr. CROWTHER. ers ell. It is now proposed to i 
his widow 3 . The committee, after consid 
the question, v $75 a month, and now we propose to reduce 


to that amount of money which we consider and believe right 
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and just in such cases. Fifty dollars a month is sufficient. It is 
but just to the other soldiers of this nation. This is one of those 
discriminating bills that enable the statesman from Nebraska to 
talk to his constituents and the patriot from Pennsylvania to 
talk to his, and it is time that this committee should come down 
to a line that will meet with the approbation not only of the old 
soldiers of this nation, but of the people of the nation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER]. 

Mr. S. Mr. Chairman, I submit that this report does 
not show that this soldier attained a higher actual rank than that 
of lientenant-eolonel. It is true that he was afterwards brevetted 
as a brigadier-general. Now, there were hundreds, and I do not 
know but what there were thousands, of men who were brevetted 
after the close of the war, until to-day we find that they are almost 
all colonels or brigadier-generals. I believe that I am the only 
private who is left. 

Mr. HICKS. Oh, no; there are several of us here. 

Mr. MILNES. It is claimed that this man rendered particularly 
meritorious services for the Union. I have not the slightest doubt 
that he did. It is claimed that he lay out in the water all one night. 
Why, pot hase friend from New York, there were thousands of pri- 
a soldiers, yea, hundreds of thousands of private soldiers, who 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes; and every one of them who was totally dis- 
abled, as this man was for sixteen years—every one of them who 
requires the constant attention of a nurse, as this man did, receives 
$72 a month pension. : 

Mr. MILNES. No, they do not. We E one to- night 
for only 80 a month who was totally blin: 

Mr. PAYNE. They receive $72 a month under the law. 

Mr. MILNES. You pensioned one to-night for only who 
was totally blind, and who needed the constant attendance of 
another This is not the case of the soldier himself. This 
ishis widow. Brave and t as he may have been, I say $50 
a month is all we ought to pay to this widow, and the country 
will not support you in paying these extravagant pensions. Let 
us scatter them around a little more. Let us give them to the 
men who fought the battles. The lientenant-colonels and the 
major-generals were not the men who suffered the hardships dur- 
ing the war. They received large pay. They carried no knap- 
sacks; they carried no muskets. They did not stand out on the 
picket line. They rode horses and had servants to attend to them, 
and had soft snaps during the war. And I want to say further 
that in the great charge at Gettysburg it was the private soldier 
who fell nearest to the rifle pits of the enemy. In the charge 
upon Vicksburg it was the private soldier who fell in the trenches 
in nine cases out of ten. 

Now, I am willing to make distinctions, and I do make distinc- 
tions, between the man of high rank and the private soldier, but I 
say that no such distinction as this should prevail. I say that 
850 a month is enough. Let us give the rest to some other gallant, 
brave soldier who deserves it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I want to ask the gentleman a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan Hi 
* pag to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] 

Mr. ES. Yes, I do. 

Mr. HOPKINS. A little while ago the pension claim of the 
widow of Colonel Adams, of Kentucky, was before this commit- 
tee, and I made and supported a motion to give that widow $50 a 
month. Colonel Adams was a full colonel and commanded a 
brigade during a large 8 of the war. The gentleman who 
now has the floor [Mr. MILN ES] insisted that his widow should 
receive but 830 a month. I want to ask him and I want to ask 
the members of this committee how they can reconcile the two 
cases, where they propose to allow $75 per month to the widow of 
a lieutenant-colonel and only $30 a month to the widow of a full 
colonel who commanded a brigade? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Colonel ghton was a full colonel. 

Mr. MILNES. The record shows that this man was brevetted 
a brigadier-general. It does not show that he ever served in that 
capacity. think $30 a month is enough in either case, but Iam 

illing under the circumstances of this case to vote for $50. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me to read two lines 
zan the report? 


= ES. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iread from the second page of the report: 

In October, 1862, was oted to the rank of lieutenant-colonel and as 
signed to the One hi and forty-third New York Volunteers. I was 
shortly after promoted to be colonel, and with that regiment served until 
after the close of the war, 2 J was mustered out wit 


ticipated in 
forces with 

Mr. MILNES. 3 reply to that that this officer 
does not say himself that he was mustered as a colonel. He was 
promoted and brevetted a brigadier-general. 


Mr. POOLE. Mr. Chairman, I have had in my possession the 


official records, showing that this man was mustered in as a 
colonel, and that he did serve as a commander of a brigade. 

Mr. MILNES. The report does not show it. 

Mr. POOLE. The report that is there is a part of the Senate 
report, and we made it our report. 

r. TRACEY. Imovetostrike out‘ fifty” andinsert “thirty.” 
[Cries of “ Vote!” “*Vote!”]} 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER] 
to strike out“ fifty and insert ‘‘ thirty.” 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, upon what theory does any mem- 
ber of this committee propose to vote $75 to this widow after 
having voted $30 to Colonel Adams’s widow? 

Mr. PAYNE. May Lanswer you? 

Mr. BLUE. Yes, sir. = 

Mr. PAYNE. The committee was compelled to vote $30 to 
Colonel Adams's widow because of a threat made by the gentleman 
from ee En MILNES] that unless the friends of the bill 
consented to he would make a point of order against chang- 
ing the bill so as to apply to the widow. 

r. SULLOWAY. And in that case there is no evidence that 
he died of disease contracted in service at all. x 

Mr. PAYNE. Iknow. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, on what theory is this to be made 
an exception to the general law? The fact that the husband slept 
out or was out one or two nights in inclement weather is not suf- 
ficient. The fact that he was brevetted a brigadier-general makes 
no difference, because he would take rank only when he served 
by orders in the rank of brigadier-general. That has nothing to 
do with the pension that should go to him or to his widow. In 
reply to the gentleman from New York, I will say the common 
soldier who is in a helpless condition receives $72 a month. If I 
understand the facts in this case correctly, this comrade during 
his lifetime received $100 a month. There is no principle of equity, 


-there is no basis upon which this law can be enacted, by which 


you will give this widow $75 per month while you give the widow 
of another colonel only $30 per month. There ought to be some 
equity in this; there 4 to be some fixed limit adopted here. 
Let us be equitable and fair about it, and strive to have some rule 
of action by which we shall be governed. 

Mr. PIC R. It is very hard to put all the facts in the report 
that come before the Committee on Invalid Pensions. The re- 

rt shows that this lady broke down her health in waiting upon 

er husband. 

Mr. HICKS. And pars her fortune in caring for him. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think $50 is sufficient in this case. 

Mr. BLUE. Now, Mr. Chairman, so far as that is concerned, 
the fact that this widow spent her fortune upon her husband is 
no good reason why she should be granted a large pension. How 
are you to establish a rule governing pension legislation as to how 
many dollars of the widow’s money shall be devoted to the care 
of the husband? If you do such a thing you will have to go into 
an examination to ascertain how much money has been spent in 
that way in each case. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Doesnot the gentleman think the grant- 
ing of a pension of $30 amonth to Colonel Adams's widow was too 
low, rather than that this is too high at $50? 

Mr. BLUE. No, sir. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, here and 
now, that when the widow of an officer is pensioned above the gen- 
eral law it ought to be in some extreme case. 

Mr. PICK That is right. I believe in that. 

Mr. BLUE. And I think that to go onshouting Vote!” “Vote!” 
“Vote!” when a matter of such consequence and absolute im- 
portance as thisis being considered is unworthy of this committee 
and this House of Representatives. This matter should be dealt 
with fairly and justly. We have had too much of this business 
of giving widows of general officers large pensions. Let us estab- 
lish a rule that the people willapprove. There are hundreds, aye, 
thousands, of women in the State of Kansas just as good as thi 
widow, just as as the widow of Colonel A: just as desery- 
ing as either of them, who are glad to get $12 a month, 

. POOLE. Did not the gentleman a few weeks ago advocate 
and vote for a bill granting $75 a month to the widow of General 
Blunt of Kansas? 

Mr. BLUE. Oh, yes; I voted to give $75 a month to the widow 
of aman who was the hero of a hundred battles and who rose 
from the ranks to be major-general; but here you are seeking to 
give this ion to the widow of a lieutenant-colonel. 

Mr. PICKLER. The record of this officer is as distinguished as 
the one 5 from Kansas talks about. 

5 BLUE 8 ee e e —— noman 
who served in volunteers west of the is rior 
that of General Blunt. „ 

A MEMBER. He was a Kansas man. 

Mr. BLUE. Yes; he was a Kansas man; and you made the 
pension exceptional in that case because it was an exceptionally 
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meritorious case, and I did advocate and vote for it. But, Mr. 
Chairman, at the same time I sought to cut down the pension of the 
widow of Brigadier-General Gresham from $100 to $75 a month. 
General Blunt rose to the rank of major-general, and you gave 
his widow $75 per month, while the widow of General Gresham, 
who rose only to the rank of brigadier-general, was given $100 a 
month. What equity was there in that? 

Mr. TALBERT. . Chairman, I trust that gentlemen on the 
other side will not waste time in talking. Let us proceed with 
this pension business. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLUE (continuing). It was said of the old man, General 
Blunt, that he never lost a battle, and he never permitted the 
enemy to hunt him; he found them. 

Mr. KEM. ‘Does the gentleman from Kansas believe that a sol- 
dier ought to be pensioned because of rank alone? 

Mr. BLUE. No, sir. 

Mr. KEM. Iso understood the gentleman from what he said a 


moment ago. 

Mr. BLUE. No, sir. Rank should count as a factor in deter- 
mining the question, but the fact that a man held the rank of 
brigadier-general, if he performed no service, ought not to induce 
us to give him a pension rated according to that grade. That is 
why 9 of the brilliant services of General Blunt. 

Mr, DY— 


The rank is but the guinea’s stamp, 
The man’s the gowd for a' that. 

Mr. BLUE. I am always enamored of the voice of my friend 
from Indiana, Mr. Chairman, but I trust he will be parliamentary. 
Thave nothing more to say as to this case. Thirty dollars a month 
is a fair pension, I think, to give to this widow, and I am willing 
she should have that amount. 

A MEMBER, She is drawing that now under the law. 

Mr. BLUE. Well, she ought to be content with that. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to call atten- 
tion to this fact, which must surely be plain to every member. 
Unless we place ourselyes upon the provisions of general law as 
to the rating of these pensions, it becomes an endless scramble 
for the largest amount possible in each individual case as it comes 
before us, and the time of the House and of this Committee of the 
Whole will be consumed uselessly unless we come to the plain, 
businesslike proposition of holding to the general rules laid down 
under existing law in the rating of these pensions as we pass upon 
them from time to time. 

If a resolution should be adopted by this committee which will 
bring us to that course of action we can economize time and labor 
and reach deserving cases that we shall not be able to reach if 
we continue our present course during the remaining days of this 
session and of this Congress. If the laws to-day are not adequate 
with respect to the 3 of officers of rank and their widows, 
I submit that the plain, businesslike course to pursue would be to 
introduce a bill which would give just and fair consideration to 
those claims, pass that bill into law, and stand upon it. [Ap- 


use. 

We bond come to that line of action at once. Then the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions will have a definite rule to stand upon. 
It has been demonstrated here time af ter time that when that com- 
mittee does observe the law as to rating and presents a case with 
clear evidence to support it, the House, or this Committee of the 
Whole, frequently reverses that recommendation. Hence the 
committee has no means of knowing what rule this House would 
have it follow in submitting bills for consideration here. 

Some such rule of action must be adopted before we can eyen 
hope to avoid this fruitless waste of time. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, much has been said 
about the inconsistency of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, but 
I desire to call the attention of the Committee of the Whole to 
what I consider their inconsistency upon many occasions, and I 
desire especially to call attention to the inconsistency of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas. This Committee of the Whole had under 
consideration three or four weeks ago a bill to pension the widow 
of a man who in early life graduated at Annapolis and at the 
breaking out of the war occupied the position of a cadet. He 
asked leaye of absence from the Navy Department that he might 
recruit soldiers for the war. He recruited a regiment, and, accept- 
5 Sg position of colonel, rose to the position of major-general, 
which he earned by gallant and meritorious services during the 
war. Resigning that ition at the close of the war, he went 
back to the humble rank of a cadet, and rose in the Na i 5 
step until he reached the position of rear-admiral. i m- 
mittee of the Whole denied to that man’s widow any greater pen- 
ae aE tres E Mr. BLUE] speaks of the gallant 

e gentleman from Kansas . BLUE] speaks o e 
services of a soldier from his inte, I find that it is the interest 
of each member of this House to speak in high terms of any sol- 
dier coming from his State, regardless of the services of those who 
come from distant States. Applause. | I want to say to you, 
gentlemen, that the consistency of this ittee of the Whole 


ek to be maintained; and in view of the fact that the widow 
of Rear-Admiral Samuel F. Carter (and I did not know him except 
from his record) was granted only $50 a month, no officer of the 
Army or Navy and no widow of any such officer should be re- 
garded as worthy of a higher rate of pension. 1 

Mr. BLUE. should like to ask the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. LOUDENSLAGER] one question. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Certainly. 

Mr. BLUE, Did I not vote to cut down the pension of Gen- 
eral retin be widow from $75 to $50; and was not hea Kansas 
man 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I believe you did. But I wish to say 
to the gentleman from Kansas that he was not so earnest in ask- 
ing for the pension of the widow of Samuel F, Carter as he should 
have been if he had been consistent. 

Mr. BLUE. You are mistaken about that. 

Mr. POOLE, Mr. Chairman, as I voted for this bill in the com- 
mittee, I wish to say a word in behalf of the pension for this 
widow. The fact is, General Boughton’s services were simpl 
heroic. Herose from therank of first lientenant to that of colonel, 
and afterwardscommandedabrigade. While performing services 
of great value to the Government he contracted a disease from 
which he afterwards suffered alysis, resulting in insanity, so 
that the last twenty years of his life were a blank. During that 
penoa of helplessness this poor woman took care of him, and in 

oing so sacrificed everything she had in the world. As the result 
of her self-sacrificing care of her gallant husband she is now broken 
in health, and it is no more than fair she should receive this pen- 
sion of $75 a month, which I hope will be granted. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Is she not possessed to-day of 
real estate in this city? 

Mr. POOLE. She is the owner of a piece of property in this 
city; and I will tell you how she got it. There was a small insur- 
ance on the life of her husband, with the proceeds of which she 
bought this place. There is now a 3 upon the property 
for all it will bring. I have the assurance o real estate men 
of this city that the property in not worth a dollar more than the 
incum ce upon it. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment to the 
. fixing the pension at $30 a month) there were—ayes 

noes 33. . 

Mr. HICKS, I ask for tellers, Mr. Chairman, Certainly a 
measure of such merit as this is not going to be defeated. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. HICKS. I very much re the action of the committee 
on this meritorious measure, and if insisted upon I must, as an act 
of justice, demand the peere of à quorum, 

Several MEMBERS. Too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. On this 8 the ayes are 61, the noes 
33. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania raise the point of no 
uorum? [Applause.] The ayes have it; and the amendment to 
the amendment is agreed to. 

The question being taken on the amendment as amended, there 
were on a division (called for by Mr, Hicks)—ayes 70, noes 36. 

Mr. HICKS. I must insist upon my point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN (having counted the committee). There are 
130 members present. The amendment as amended is agreed to. 
The question is now, Shall the bill as amended be laid aside to be 


80 favorably? -> 

a . POOLE. moye to amend by inserting ‘‘ $50” in place of 
Mr. PICKLER. Itis too late to make that motion. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the motion is not in order, 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably. 


ELIZA G. PYNE. 


Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of a bill-— [Cries of Regular order!”’] ntle- 
men, I have been here for the last seven years, attending all your 
sessions—— 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next bill. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 3990) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Eliza G. e. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Eliza G. Pyne, widow 
of Charles M. Pyne, who was ca tain of unassigned company of the Forty- 
second Regiment United States Infantry, at the rate of per month, 

The report (by Mr. McCLELLAN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3990) ting a pension to Eliza G. Pyne, widow of Charles M. e, late 
ca . of Forty-second United States Infantry, having care- 
fully examined and considered the facts and- circumstances presented, 
respectfully report as follows: 

Capt. Charles M. Pyne enlisted April 15, 1861, and served as corporal, Com- 
pany. A, Third ct of Columbia Infantry, in General Stone's brigade, to 

uly 15, 1861; appointed second lieutenant Sixth United States 9 e 
gost 5, : gallant and 


1861; brevet first lieutenant August 30, 1862, for 
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meritorious services in the second battle of Bull Run,“ being there wounded 


in left leg. He was taken prisoner and excha’ in October, 1862; ate 
inted first lieutenant August 8, 1863; appointed captain to rank from July 
1866; was retired from active service mber 15, 1870, for disability 


Oak Swamp, Malvern 
tle of Bull Run. 
He died in service February 4, 1892, from heart disease, brought on by ex- 
+ rentang in severe attacks of inflammatory rheumatism, and the 
eart peng much weakened by anesthetics ad tered for fiveamputations 
of his left leg, the bone being so shattered by the wound as to render the five 
amputations necessary. 
idow filed application for pension under general law March 28, 1892, and 
under acts of June 27, 1890, and March 26, 1892, both of which were rejected, 
the medical referee holding (September 12. 1894) that 5 
The evidence filed does not satisfactorily show the real cause of soldier's 
fatal malady; that a full and complete medical 1 his condition from 
rheumatism during last ten or twelve years of his life and also disease of 
heart since its manifest development should be furnished. The condition of 
amputated stump during last illness and 5 0 prominent symptoms 
present during said illness, and mode of denth should be fullx shown.“ 
Dr. G. B. Bailey, Elizabeth, N. J., filed affidavit April 29, 1893, that he 
treated soldier past twelve years for rheumatism, and during the month 
receding his death for valvular disease of heart. During these twelve years 
1e was unable to perform any manual labor, and died February 4, 1892, from 


valvular disease of heart. 
Dr. I. Heer, colonel, United States Army, retired, filed affidavit April 29, 


y. 1 
1893, that while on duty in Washington, D. G. as attending surgeon, soldier 
frequently reported to for treatment for rheumatism and valvular dis- 
ease of heart. This was during latter part of 1889 to time he left the city. 

Dr. D. R. er filed affidavit February 17, 1892, that he had known soldier 
forty years. und man par to enlistment. Shortly after receiving his 
wound was called toattend him with Drs. esand Coolidge. Everything 
done to save limb, but as ball had produced compound comminuted fracture 
(of both tibia and fibula, I believe) amputation became necessary. Since that 
time have never attended him. Within few years before his death was com- 

lled to reject him for life insurance on account of heart trouble and Bright's 
disease of kidneys, which diseases were due, no doubt, to his army service 
and wound received and various Spanos performed. 

November 7, 1894, Dr. Bailey filed supplemental affidavit. During last 
twelve years soldier suffered frequently from rheumatism and valvular dis- 
ease of heart. During last few months of life heart disease became gradu- 
ally worse, general ay ah taking phs and was unable to lie down. anag 
last few weeks of life the stump of his left leg, which had been amputa: 
below the knee, became swollen and inflamed. 

Widow's claim under act June 27, 1890, rejected December 6, 1804, on ground 
of nondependence, she having an income of $400 or $500 a year. Widow was 
married to Captain Pyne November 12, 1873. 

In view of the testimony presented, 7 — committee believe that soldier's 
font was due to service origin, and therefore recommend the passage of 

e 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr, LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I want to make a 
single request. I want to ask consideration of a bill that will take 
but a minute to dispose of. I refer to Senate bill No. 2045, grant- 
ing a pension to Harriet R. Matlack. Ihave never asked the in- 
dulgence of this committee before. 

This is a poor widow, very old, and I ask consent to take up the 
bill and have it considered now. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request of the 
gentleman in the form of a motion. 

The question was submitted, and the motion was rejected. 


AUGUSTA TULLER. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I have not taken five minutes of the 
time of the committee since we first met here in December. Irise 
now to ask unanimous consent, if it be necessary, to consider a 


bill—— 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa point of order. I ask 
that 5 order be proceeded with. 

Mr (continuing). This is a bill for the relief of Augusta 
Tuller, a woman who is over 90 years old, partly blind, without 
an propery of any kind ; 

Me. PICKLER. Let us pass the bill. £ 

Mr. HILL (continuing). She is wholly dependent upon her 
rot oars for support. Can I have two minutes to pass the 


Mr. PICKLER. Let us pass it. 

Mr. HICKS. I move that the bill be taken up for present con- 
sideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll of the United States, 
subject to the provisions of the pension laws the name of Augusta Tuller, the 
daughter of Isaac Way, a Revolutionary soldier, said woman being now 90 
years of age and dependent. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommend the adoption of 
the following amendment: In line 5 strike out the words ‘‘subject 
to the provision of the pension laws” and substitute therefor the 
words at the rate of $12 per month.” 

The amendment recommended by the Committee was to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass, 
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MARGARET J. YOUNG. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I ask consent to make a brief 
statement not exceeding two minutes. That is all I ask. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I ask for the regular order. 

Mr. HULICK. Let us proceed with the Calendar. 

Mr. CANNON. If it be necessary, I will make a motion, Mr. 
Chairman, which I think the House will not object to when they 
hear what it is. I move to take up for present consideration the 
bill H. R. 9130, Calendar number 1209. It is far down, as you will 
see,on the Calendar. This is a very deserving case. 

I want to say a word in reference to it, and I am sure there can 
be no objection to taking it up. In 1844 Margaret Young, the 
beneficiary of the bill, took an 8-year-old orphan, an illegitimate 
child, from the poorhouse—a child that was being mistreated and 
abused there—and raised the boy to manhood. 1861 this boy 
volunteered in the Union Army, and lost his life in the war. 
He was a good soldier in the Army; he served as a private. The 
woman is now nearly 80 years old, without any means of sup- 
port, receiving aid from the public, and I ask the House, in just 
a minute, to pass this bill giving her a little pension of $12 a month, 
to keep her out of the poorhouse as she kept this foster child from 
Kapp Tes a boy that lost his life in the service of his country. 

plause. 

The question being submitted, on the motion of Mr. Cannon, it 
W 


as agreed to. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Mar; $ 
J. Young, dependent foster mother of John H. Jones, late a private in - 

1 yF, ee Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension of 
per month. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 


recommendation that it do pass. 


ETHAN A, SELLMAN, 


Mr. FENTON. Mr. Chairman, I do not think that I have ever 
taken two minutes’ time of this committee, and therefore I feel 
warranted in moving to take up House bill numbered 4490, a bill 
to restore the name of Ethan A. Sellman tothe pension rolls. Itis 
1023 on the Calendar. I think when the committee, if they will 
permit me to do so, are informed as to the character of this bill 
there will be no possible objection to it. This man is more than 
70 years old, almost blind, and his name was stricken from the 
rolls eighteen years ago on an affidavit made by an enemy. The 
evidence is forty-nine to one in his favor. 

The bill is reported favorably from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and I can assure members that no more meritorious bill 
has ever been before the House at any session of Congress in fayor 
of ed man. Lask the consideration of that bill. I move that it 
be taken up for present consideration. 

25 8 was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 49, 
noes 14, 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. No quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the committee now rise, 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no! 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, no quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw the motion if the point of order 
is withdrawn. I think gentlemen begin to see now that perhaps 
I have had some justification for my contention with the Com- 
1 8 on Rules so that I could get time to pass some of these 
Pt FENTON. Have you seen a more meritorious bill than 
is 

Mr. PICKLER (continuing). Ihave been complained about 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iam not out of order, with all due deference 


to the Chair. angna] z 
The CHAIR . The point of no quorum has been made. 
Mr. FENTON. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that there is no 

more worthy bill than this on the Calendar. 

The CH MAN. Thepointofnoquorumismade. Thecom- 
mittee will be in order. r counting the House.] One hun- 
dred and seven gentlemen—a quorum—present. Upon this ques- 
tion the ayes are 49 and the nays are 14, The ayes have it, and 
the bill is ordered to be taken up. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it e pee etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to restore to the pension roll the name of Ethan 
Sellman, late of conn gt Po Fiftieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, at 
the rate of $7 per month from September 4, 1878, until the of this act, 
and at the rate of $12 per month and after the passage of thi 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amend- 
ment striking out all after the enacting clause and inserting in 
lieu thereof the following: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on 8 roll the name of Ethan A. Sellman, late a pri- 
vate in Company E, Fiftieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 


him a pension of month, without any deduction or retention on acco 
of . — — cond to him. z os 


5598 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 22, 


TheCHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendmentrecom- 
mended by the committee. 
Eno EOE NAR ARTOA ae 3 
e as amended was ordered aside, reported 
recommenda’ 


to the House with a favorable tion. 
GRAY'S BATTALION OF ARKANSAS VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the committee do now rise; and 
pending that, Iyield to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. NEILL] 
to make a request. 

Mr. NEILL. I move to take up the bill (H. R. 1061) granting 
a ion to Gray’s Battalion of Arkansas Volunteers. 

The motion was agreed to. 5 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The clerk will read the bill sent up by the 
gentleman from 5 . NEILL]. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is not this a general pension bill? It is a bill 
to pension a battalion. 

. NEILL. It isa private bill, just the same as the bill to 
pension the Missouri battalion, which has been considered here. 

Mr. PICKLER. I donot think we have jurisdiction of this bill 
at this session. 

5 The Chair can not determine until the bill 
read. 

Mr. MCRAE. The House has already decided to consider the 
bill, Mr. Chairman. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the names of all of the 
honorably Wing officers and enli men of Gray’s battalion 
of Arkansas Volunteers raised under the act of Congress of May 13. 184), for 
service during the war with Mexico; and the names of surviving widows of 
such officers and enlisted men, subject to the limitations and regulations of 
the promon laws of the United States for pensioning the survivors of the war 


Mr. PAYNE. Iraise the point of order that that bill can not 
be considered to-night. : 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. The bill 
can not be considered at this session. 
The House has 


Mr. MCRAE. The point of order is too late. 
already determined to consider the bill. 
Mr. PAYNE. The House has not the power under the rules to 


Mr. MCRAE. It is in order. It is a private bill, and not a pub- 
lic bill. 


Mr. PAYNE. You can not 8 bill considered in this way. 

Mr. NEILL, It is a private bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is not a private bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ir has held that the point of order 
is well taken. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes a to have it. 

Mr. McRAE. I call for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ayes appear to have it. The ayes have 
it, and the committee determines to rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Payne having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HEPBURN, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the bills S. 1511, 
H. R. 4494, H. R. 1646, H. R. 4281, H. R. 4881, H. R. 4841, H. R. 4519, 
H. R. 4267, S. 1291, S. 3398, H. R. 4490, and had directed him to re- 

the same to the House with sundry amendments, and with 
the recommendation that as amended the bills do es also that 
the committee had had under consideration the bills S. 997, H. R. 
6417, H. R. 6792, H. R. 3990, H. R. 9139, and had directed him to 
report the same to the House without amendments and with the 
recommendation that the same do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PICKLER. I ask unanimous consent that on all these bills 
the previous question be considered as ordered to their passage, 
withten minutes’ debate in the House on either side. 

Mr. MCRAE. I object, and I make the point that the hour of 
10 o'clock and 30 minutes has arrived. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 10 o’clock and 30 
minutes having arrived, the House, under the rule, stands ad- 
journed until to-morrow at 12 o'clock noon. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. WANGER, from the eee eee e main ae 
to Which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 


8356) to establish a life-saving station at or near Great Boars 
Head, on the coast of New Hampshire, reported same with 
amendment, pe by a (No. 1952); which said bill 
and report were referred to the ittee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


rt (No. 1954); 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2783) entitled An act to establish a life- 
saving station on the coast of New Hampshire or Massachusetts, 
between the Hampton and the Merrimac rivers,” reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1955); 
which said bill and report were referred to the 9 of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8823) to 
apply a portion of the proceeds of the public lands to the endow- 
ment and support of mining schools in the several States and Ter- 
ritories, for the p of extending similar aid in the develop- 
ment of the mining industries of the nation as already provided 
for the agricul and mechanical arts, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1953); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred House bill No. 8560, re- 
ported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 9149) to regulate the establish- 
ment of submarine telegraphic cable lines or systems in the United 
States, accompanied by a rt (No. 1956); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

. PENDLETON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8850) to amend an 
act passed at the first session of the Fifty-fourth Congress, entitled 
“An act to grant to railroad companies in Indian Territory addi- 
tional power to secure 1 5 grounds,” reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a (No. 1965); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr, SHAFROTH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9123) to prevent 
forest fires on the public domain, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report 5 1975); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9124) to protect the forests on the public 
domain from destruction by fire, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1976), which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BROSIUS, from the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service, to which was referred House resolutions Nos. 355, 356, 
357, 358, 859, 360, 361, and 362, re in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (House Res. No. 370) directing the Secretary of State, the 
Secretary of the Treasury, the Seeretary of War, the Attorney- 
General, the Postmaster-General, the Secretary of the Navy, the 
spent of the Interior, and the Secretary of Agriculture to fur- 
nish to the House certain information 5 to 8 in their 
respective Departments, accompani y a report (No. 1979); 
bee ecg resolution and report were referred to the House 

endar. 

Mr. NOONAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Forei 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
5378) to amend the law establishing a port of delivery at Des 
Moines, Iowa, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1980) which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 

bill (H. R. 7727) granting an honorable discharge, with 
back pay and bounty, to John Courtney, late private Company D, 
Sixth Regiment Kansas Cavalry Vounteers. (Report No. 1957.) 

The bill (S. 1381) entitled An act to remove the charge of de- 
ag om the military record of Patrick Larkin.” (Report 

0. $ 

Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(H. R.5183) for the relief of William J. Landram’s estate. (Re- 


port No. 1959.) 2 
By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 
eè bill (S. 2787) entitled “An act a pension to Simp- 
son Everett Stilwell.” (Report No. 1960.) 
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1896. 
The bill (S. 2829) entitled “An act gran a pension to Plumy 
E. Marden.” (Report No. 1961 = 


The bill (S. 1300) entitled hn act for the relief of Hannah 
Newell Barrett.” (Report No. 1962.) 
The bill (S. 2754) entitled “An act granting a pension to Jerusha 


Hayward Brown.” (Report No. 1963.) 
The bill (S. 937) entitled An act granting an increase of pension 
paan E. y, widow of Maj. Clifton Comly.“ (Report No. 
-) 


The bill (S. 1960) entitled An act ees an increase of pen- 
sion to Lucy Ord Mason.” (Report No. 1966.) 

The bill (S. 522) entitled “An act for the relief of George Hughes, 
of Portland, Oreg.” (Report No. 1967.) 

The bill (H. R. 8689) granting a pension to Hannah Dowd Van- 
derford. ( 1 No. 1968.) 

The bill (H. R. 8542) granting an increase of pension to Elisha M. 
Luckett. (Report No. 1969.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: The bill (H. R. 8242) 0 an increase of pension to 
Maj. L. F. Warner. (Report No. 1970.) 

By Mr. McCLELLAN, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 2863) to grant increase of pension to Lonis H. Gein, 
Company F, Fifty-fifth New York Volunteers. (Report No. 1971.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill Abe R. 7928) granting a pension to John Cook. (Re- 

0. 1 

The bill (H. R. 9091) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
B. Harris. * o. 1973.) 5 

By Mr. P. R, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (S. 347) entitled “An act to remove the charge of desertion 
and grant an honorable discharge to Helmuth F. Sceckel.” (Re- 
port No. 1974.) 

By Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia: The bill (H. R. 8346) for the relief of Nicolai Bros, (Re- 
port No. 1977.) 


ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, under clanse 2 of Rule XIII, reported adversely (Report No. 
1978) the bill (H, R. 4448) to repeal all provisions of the law for 
the payment by the United States of one-half of the appropria- 
tions for the Distriot of Columbia; which said bill and report were 
laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

= 5 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 9140) to donate certain con- 
demmed cannon to the city of Pensacola, Fla., for ornamental pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 9141) to provide for the 

urchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
lenwood Springs, in the State of Colorado—to the Committee 
on Public 8 and Grounds. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 9142) to regulate pria in 
ae peice of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 

umbia. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 9143) to protect 
public forest reservations—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: A bill (H.R. 9144) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to provide for allotment of land in severalty to 
United Peorias and Miamis in Indian Territory, and for other 
tag approved March 2, 1889—to the Committee on Indian 


airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9145) to authorize and empower the Secretary 
of the Interior to adjust and settle the accounts of the Kaskaskia, 
Peoria, Piankeshaw, and Wea Indians—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 9146) to provide 
for the revision and adjustment of the sales of the Otoe and Mis- 
souria Reservation lands in the States of Kansas and Nebraska, 
and to confirm the titles under said sales—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 9147) to grant right of 
way over public domain for pipe lines in the State of Kansas and 
the Indian Territory—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 9148) to confirm the title to 
certain public lands in the State of yas wed By and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 9150) granting a service pen- 
sion to all honorably dischar, officers, soldiers, and sailors of 
the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H. R.9151). to authorize the Secre- 

of War and the Secretary of the Navy to make certain dis- 
tion of condemned ordnance, guns, cannon balls in their 
respective Departments—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R.9168) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge over the e ray River from the city 


of Mc to the township of Allegheny Coun’ 
8 Committee on Interstate and Foreign 5 * 

By Mr. TRACEY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 188) in favor of 
ee, bimetallism tothe Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 9152) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to grant an honorable discharge to Mathew , late a 
member of Battery H, First Regiment Rhode Island Light Artil- 
lery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 9153) for the relief of the execu- 
tors of the late John Grant, late a mail contractor with the United 
States—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 9154) to pension Robert San- 
a Northcott at an increased rate—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions, 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 9155) t- 
ing a pension to John Feaghey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 9156) granting an increase of 
pension to M, F. Whitney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 9157) granting a pen- 
sion to Blanche E. Barlow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 9153) granting an increase of 
pension to one Mary J. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9159) for the relief of Capt. William E. Cum- 
min—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 9160) for the relief 
.of James D. R. Green—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H.R.916t) for the relief of Thomas 
Mnller—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 9162) for the relief 
= e heirs of John W. Johnson—to the Committee on the Public 

nas. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 9163) granting an increase of 
pension to W. H. Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 9164) to remove the charge 
of desertion from record of Robert Mallion—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9165) to pension Benjamin F. Bates, late a 
corporal of Company K, Fifth Michigan Volunteer Infantry—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9166) to pension Milo Osterhout, Company 
H, First Regiment Michigan dharpahooters to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9167) to pension Samuel Glascow, late a mem- 
ber of what was known as the 8 Hunter's Regiment of Ohio 
Infantry to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Underclause 1 of Rule XXII, the following 2 and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolutions of the Pennsylvania Medical 
Society, against the passage of Senate bill No. 1552, for the further 
prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BARRETT: Petition of Horace F. Burr, of Walden 
Mass., for an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Remonstrance of 206 members and delegates 
of the Medical Society of the State of Pennsylvania, against the 
passage of Senate bill No. 1552, entitled “A bill for the further 
prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia,” or 
5 payi similar measure—to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of members of Battery H, First Regi- 
ment Rhode Island Light Artillery, for the passage of a bill gmr 
ing an honorable discharge to Mathew Logan. to accompany House 
bill 9152—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Petition and remonstrance of Andrew Wright 
and 47 others, of Fairview, Mich., against the continuance of the 
Paa Marquette statue in the Capitol—to the Committee on the 

. . 

By Mr. DENNY: Petition of citizens of Natchez and Woodville, 
Miss., for the of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, to amend 
laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. HICKS: Sundry petitions of citizens of Lansdale, 
Littlestown, Emlenton, ing, Philadelphia, Quakerstown, 
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Parkers Landing, New Wilmington, Scranton, Reynoldsville, 
Titusville, Erie, Ligonier, Gibsonton, Canton, Brookville, Allen- 
town, Dunbar, New Kensington, Martins , Lancaster, Water- 
ford, Pittsburg, Watsontown, Waynesburg, West Chester, West- 
moreland, Bloomsburg, Edinboro, Wilkesbarre, Hanover, Indiana, 
Johnsonburg, Kittanning, and Spartansburg, in the State of Penn- 
Sylvania, and citizens of Providence, R. I., praying for favorable 
action on House bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage, and bill No. 
45£6, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Trades League of Philadelphia, oppos- 
ing the 8 of House bill No. 8536 and Senate bill No. 2967, to 
amend the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, protest of Knights of Labor of Spangler, Pa., against the 
enactment of House bill No. 6119, for the appointment of an im- 
partial committee to investigate the labor problem and suggest 
Tremedy—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HITT: Petitions of citizens of Lanark, Leaf River, Mount 
Carroll, Belvidere, Cedarville, and Polo, III., asking favorable ac- 
tion on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: Petition of 45 citizens of Galt, 
Sacramento County, Cal., against the acceptance of the Marquette 
statue and praying for its removal from the Capitol building—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: Petition of W. S. Edwards and 157 
other citizens of Caney, Kans., and vicinity, praying for the pas- 

of a bill permitting citizens of Kansas and others to go to 
Indian reservations for the purpose of collecting debts contracted 
off of reservations—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINTON: Petition of citizens of Tecumseh and Clin- 
ton, Mich., asking favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 
4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, remonstrances and petitions of citizens of Columbus and 


Galt, Cal., in relation tothe Marquette statue—to the Committee 
on the Library. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: Papers to accompany House 
bill for the relief of James D. R. Green—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

B . McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolutions of Philip Cut- 
land Post, No. 109, Grand Army of the Republic, of the State of 
Minnesota, favoring a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McRAE: Papers to accompany House bill No. 9161, for 
the relief of Thomas Mullen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Sundry petitions of citizens of Kingsley, 
George, Cushing, Pringar, Remsen, Schaller, Sioux City, Ashton, 
Superior, Granville, Ida Grove, Mapleton, and Paullina, Iowa, 
relating to House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, to amend the postal 
laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. ` 

By Mr. SPALDING: Papers to accompany House bill to pen- 
sion Milo Osterhout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill to pension Samuel Glas- 
cow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill to remove the charge of 
desertion Fom the record of Robert Mallion—to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Resolutions of the Board of 
Trade of Chicago, protesting against the passage of House bill No. 
8536 and Senate bill No. 2967, amending the interstate-commerce 
law—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the board of directors of the Manufacturers 
and Producers’ Association of California, relating to the importa- 
tion of convict-made goods, and favoring the protection of free 
labor from competition with convict labor—to the Committee on 
Labor 


Also, petitions of citizens of Antigo and Thorp, Wis., asking 
for the passage of House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the 
pem laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 


By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of E. A. Corning, J. T. Smith, and 
81 other citizens of Wayland, Mich., favoring the passage of House 
bill No. 2626, for the protection of agricultural staples by an export 
bounty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Ansel Lamport and other citizens of Colvin, 
Mich., to accompany House bill No. 1103, granting a pension to 
James V. Burch—to the Commiitee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WELLINGTON: Petition of citizens of Oakland, Md., 
praying for favorable action on House bills Nos, 838 and 4566, to 
amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 7 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of citizens of Durant, Miss., for fa- 
vorable action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, propona amend- 
i lp paS postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 
ings will be read by the Secretary. 
r. CHANDLER. I suggest the lack of a quorum. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 55 will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Chilton, McMillan, Pritchard, 
Allison, Cullom, ills, Pugh, 
Baker, Da Mitchell, Oreg Sherman, 
Bate, 3 itchell, Teller, 
Berry, linger, Morrill, Turpie, 
aoe Gos . Walthall, 
rown, rgo, „ 

Burrows, Hale, Peffer, Warren, 
Cameron, Hill, Perkins, White, 
Carter, Kyle, Pettigrew, Wilson. 
Chandler, Lodge, tt, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-three Senators have answered 
to theirnames. No quorum is present. What is the pleasure of 
the Senate? 

ee SHERMAN. I move that the names of the absentees be 
called. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio. 

The motion was 1755555 to. 

ENT. The Secretary will call the names of 


The VICE-PRES 
the absentees. 

TheSecretary called the names of the absent Senators, as follows: 
Aldrich, Elkins, Jones, Ney. Shoup, 

m. Faulkner, Lindsay, Smith, 
Blanchard, ibson, McBride, Squire, 
Brice, Gordon, tle, Stewart, 
Butler, rman, s Thurston, 
Caffery, ray. man, 
Call, Hansbrough, Murphy, V 
Cannon, rris,, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Clark, Hawley, Proctor, Wetmore, 
Cockrell, oar, Quay, olcott 
Daniel, rby, oach, 

Dubois, Jones, Ark. Sewell, 


Mr. CHILTON. Itake occasion to state that the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. MARTIN] is necessarily absent. He is paired on the 
ponios nd bill with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 

AULKNER]. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. Harris, Mr. Vinas, and Mr. ROACH en- 
tered the Chamber and answered to their names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 12 o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.). 
Forty-seven Senators have answered to their names. A quorum 


is present. The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings will be read 
by the Secretary. 

Mr. MILLS. Iask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
Journal be dispensed with. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Texas? 
Mr. CHANDLER, I object to dispensing with the reading of 


the Journal. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. The Journal 
will be read. 

Ave Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent that the further read- 
ing of the Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
objects. The Journal will be read. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the Jour- 
nal of 5 

The VICE-P IDENT. The Journal stands approved. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 2ist instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 2488) to amend an act entitled“ An act to authorize 
the Denison and Northern Railway Company to construct and 
operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other 

urposes”; and 

An act (S. 2032) to grant right of way over the public domain 
for pipe lines in the States of Colorado and Wyoming. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had, on the 22d instant, approved and signed the following 


acts: 

An act (S. 2936) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Niagara River in the town of Lewiston, in the county of 
Niagara, State of New York; 

An act (S. 2508) to establish customs ports of delivery at Pueblo, 

, and Leadville, Colo., and for other purposes; 
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An act (S. 1865) to authorize the Secretary of War and the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to make certain disposition of condemned ord- 
So guns, and cannon balls in their respective Departments; 


an. 
An act (S. 61) for the relief of Frederick Gramm. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 19th instant, a supplemental list of judg- 
ments rendered by the Court of Claims amounting to $1,015,131.64, 
which have been presented to that Department and require an 
appropriation for their payment; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture, transmitting, in response to a resolution of 
the 9th instant, a statement showing the number of aliens em- 

loyed in the Department of Agriculture; which was ordered to 
ie on the table, and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
re of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 
18th instant, a report of the Chief of Ordnance of the record of 
the action of the range-findér board and the Board of Ordnance 
and Fortification in relation to the Lewis range and position 
finder; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the At- 
torney-General, transmitting a list of judgments rendered inst 
the Government by the circuit and district courts of the United 
States under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1887, to provide 
for bringing suits against the Government of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Buffalo 
Marine Firemen’s Benevolent Association, of Buffalo, N. Y., re- 
monstrating against the enactment of legislation allowing Cana- 
dian seamen and firemen to man American vessels on the Great 
Lakes, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of Iron Molders’ Union, 
No. 150, of New Castle, Pa., praying tor Government ownership 
and control of the telegraph lines; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Trades League of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., remonstrating against the adoption of certain pro- 
posed amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Butler, Pa., 
remonstrating against the sale of beer on Ellis Island; which was 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of Swatara Council, No. 858, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Middletown, Pa., praying 
for the passage of the so-called Stone and McCall immigration 
bills; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of Encampment No. 45, Union 

Veteran Legion, of Butler, Pa., praying for the passage of a ser v- 
ice-pension law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
s He also presented sundry papers to get one the bill (S. 3140) 
restoring to the ion roll the name of John E. Watson, hereto- 
fore introduced by him; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of Typographical Union, No. 
80, of St. Paul, Minn., praying for Government ownership and 
control of the telegraph lines; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of Printers’ Union, No. 
829, of Coldwater, Mich., praying for Government ownership and 
control of the telegraph lines; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Macomb County, Mich., and a petition of the 
Methodist Church of Mount Clemens, Mich., praying for the en- 
actment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which 
were referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Society of Friends of the 
District of Columbia, praying that the age of protection for girls 
in the District of Columbia be raised to 18 years; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Nashville, 
Tenn., praying for the enactment of iis Scena giving relief to 
the suffering Armenians in Turkey; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the affidavit of James B. Edgerly, of 
Farmington, N. H., in 5 of Senate bill No. 3096, granting 
an increase of pension to Stephen D. Avery, of Petersburg, in the 
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county of Boone, Nebr.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE. I report back from the Committee on Appro ria- 
tions, with sundry amendments and a report, the bill (H. R. 9203) 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the fiscal year ee June 30, 1896, and for prior years, and 
for other purposes. I ask that it be printed with the report, and 
give notice that I shall request the Senate on Monday morning, 
after the routine morning business, to take up the bill for sae. 
eration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill and report will be printed, 
and the bill placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the petition of the members of the Baltimore 
Annual Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, praying 
that a law be enacted to prevent the nullification of State anti- 
gambling laws by extending to interstate gambling by telegraph 
the penalties provided for interstate ling by mail and ex- 
press, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce; 
which was to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5279) granting a pension to Jerusha 
H. Brown, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4921) to relieve the North 
Georgia Agricultural College from the payment of $450 for dam- 
aged gun, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. ROACH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1501) for the relief of Mrs. Lucy Alexander 
Payne, widow of Capt. J. Scott Payne, Fifth United States Cav- 
alry, ee eee it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 741) for the relief of the Baptist 
Church at Corinth, Alcorn County, Miss., to submit an adverse 
report thereon. I ask that the bill be placed upon the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed upon the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. : 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Immigration, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R.7864) to amend the immigration laws 
of the United States, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1178) granting a pension to Sarah 
Weedon Jones, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2969) to grant a pension to Mrs. Lucy A. Allen, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6826) granting a pension to Rhoda Augusta Thompson, 
daughter of the late Thaddeus Thompson, a private in the Revo- 
lutionary war, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6603) to pension the minor children of Patrick F. 
seer nels reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 1826) granting a penon to Henry Prince, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R.1827) granting a pension to Nancy B. Prince, widow of 
Elbert Prince, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon, 

ENLISTMENT OF STEWARDS IN THE NAVY, 


Mr. HALE. Iam directed by the Committee on Naval Affairs 
to report a joint resolution to meet a decision of the Comptroller 
which shuts out men from the privilege of reenlisting in the Navy. 
I ask that the joint resolution be put upon its passage. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 149) exten ing the benefits of sections 
1426 and 1573 of the Revised Statutes to all enlisted persons of the 
Navy was read the first time by its title and the second time at 
length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the benefits of honorable disc’ „as 
conferred by section 1426 of the Revised Statutes, and of three months 
upon reenlistment after honorable discharge, as conferred by section 155 
upon seamen, ordinary seamen, landsmen, firemen, coal heavers, and 
be, and the same are hereby, extended and made applicable to all enlis 
persons in the Navy. 

Mr.HALE. The Comptroller has decided, against all precedent, 
that stewards are not included as enlisted men. The joint reso- 
lution is intended to cure such a case. 

y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution 


/ 


j 


5 concluded. 
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The joint resolution was to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 

Mr. HALE. I submit a letter of the Secretary of the Navy on 
the subject, and ask that it be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


COLONIAL CHARTERS AND STATE CONSTITUTIONS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. On the 7th day of February last a resolu- 
tion submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] was 
referred to the Committee on the Library. It was reported back 
with a favorable recommendation and referred to the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. I 
am now directed by the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate to report back the resolution 
favorably. Let it be read. 

Mr. C DLER. I ask that the resolution be read, and I call 
the attention of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], the chair- 
man of the Committee on Printing, to it. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be-read. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Quay Feb- 
ruary 7, 1896, as follows: 

be a com- 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Library cause eee ee 


tion of the colonial chartersand constitutions of each 


ther with all amendments thereto at any time in force, arranging 
the same in chronological order for each State, with suitable explanatory mat- 
ter and indexes, and that the expense of said compilation be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not know what will be the cost of the publi- 
cation. Therules are yery clear as to a certain limit. Such a 
matter should go to the Committee on Printing. If the cost is 
below the limit, I do not object to the adoption of the resolution; 
otherwise let it be referred. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will state 
that there is no provision made in the resolution for printing. It 
is to be a compilation, which of course will be of no use unless it 
is printed; and, exactly like the proposition yesterday to have Mr. 
Durfee make a certain compilation, it should be referred to the 
Committee on Printing before it is finally acted upon, because 
printing will necessarily follow the compilation. 

Mr. HALE. It is to be supposed that the cost of printing such 
a document will be much more than $500. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Much more. I therefore move that the 
resolution be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a single word. My indi- 
vidual judgment is that it will cost a much larger amount than 
$500. The cost ought not to be taken from the contingent fund in 
any event, it occurs to me. I quite agree that the resolution 
should go to the Committee on Printing. 

In this connection I submit a paper somewhat explanatory of 
the scope of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution and accompanying 
paper will be referred to the Committee on Printing. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Ifthe morning business is through, I move to 
proceed to the consideration of what is considered a privileged bill. 

Mr. 3 of Oregon. If the morning business is 
through 

Mr. MILLS. The morning business is not through. I wish to 
introduce a bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has not been 


that I may be allowed one moment. 
Heretofore bills re om the Committee on Finance in rela- 
tion to taxes have been privile bills. I have been every day 
for a week trying to get up a bill that has been reported from the 
ittee on Finance, the bill in to filled cheese. Itisa 
bill in which the people of the United States, especially farmers, 
are deeply interested. I hope the Senate will allow that bill to be 
taken up, I believe it can be disposed of in a short time. 

Mr. E. I trust that the bill will be taken up. The people 
of the Northwest are petitioning very strongly in favor of the 
filled-cheese bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The ae of the East, too, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave telegrams without number from 
all parts of the United States urging its 23 Ido not want 
to interfere with the morning business, but I ask the Senate to 
allow the bill to be taken up. As a matter of course, it does not 
displace any business at 2 o’clock, but let it be taken up now, and 
we may be able to it through before 2 o’clock. 

Mr. CHELL of Oregon. Mr. President 

Mr. MILLS. I wish to introduce a bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I gave notice heretofore that yes- 


Mr. SHERMAN, I ho 


terday I would move to proceed to the consideration of the joint 
resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States, 
by direct vote, 


oviding for the election of United State Senators 
t on the statement of the Senator from Ohio 


that he had previously given notice for yesterday, I gave way and 
changed m . — f 
Mr. SHERMAN. I tried to get up the filled-cheese bill yester- 


day, and could not do it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am in favor of the Senator's 
bill, but I can not afford to be crowded out every day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have been crowded ont. The moot court 
question was brought up yesterday and took the entire day. 

Mr. MITCHELL of . Iam not responsible for that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has not been 
concluded. The introduction of bills and joint resolutions is next 
in order. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. . 


Mr. MILLS introduced a bill (S. 3206) to grant a right of way 
through the new Fort Bliss Military Reservation to the El Paso 
and Northeastern Railroad Company; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MORRILL (for Mr. Procror) introduced a bill (S. 3207) 
donating condemned cannon and cannon balls to Stow Post of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Calais, Vt.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3208) for the relief of Rev. J. 
A. Gilfillan; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. AKER introduced a bill (S. 3209) to grant right of way 
over the public domain for pipe lines in the State of Kansas and 
the Indian Territory; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 3210) granting a pension to 
Anna P. Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 3211) to provide for the 
revision and adjustment of the sales of the Otoe and Missouria 
Reservation lands in the States of Kansas and Nebraska, and to 
1 the titles under said sales; which was read twice by its 

e. 

Mr. THURSTON. I ask the Committee on Indian Affairs to 

ive the bill prompt and favorable consideration. It is concern- 
ing a matter of considerable importance, and it is very necessary 
that a prompt revision and adjustment of the sales of the Otoe 
and Missouria Reservation lands, in the States of Kansas and 
Nebraska, should be made, in order that titles to those lands may 
be confirmed. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. GEAR in uced a bill (S. 3212) granting a pension to 
Moreau J. Burt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS ( uest) introduced a bill (S. 3213) to reform 
the currency of the United States and insure its integrity; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3214) to authorize Joseph 
J. Kinyoun, passed assistant surgeon of the Marine-Hospital Serv- 
ice, to accept a medal from the President of the Republic of Vene- 
zuela; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have here some translations of letters 
transmitting the medal, which I move be printed as a document 
and per sae | with the bill, to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3215) to increase the pension 
to William C. Gano; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the 8 paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 3216) donating condemned 
cannon and condemned cannon to the Wyoming State Sol- 
diers’ Home, at Cheyenne, Wyo.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S.3217) granting a pension to Mrs. 

, and referred 


Mary E. Morrison; which was read twice by its ti 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 150) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury to refund to A. Beecher and 
others certain internal-revenue taxes illegally collected; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


HENRY A. DU PONT AND OTHERS, 


Mr. SHERMAN, If the morning business is over 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have morning business myself 
to present. Iam instructed by the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections to report a resolution and ask for its present considera- 
tion. : 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

5 there be allowed out of the contingent fund of the Senate to 

A 500 in full 


— A ERR Goke unsel fi Sa for an is pme 5 2 
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seat in the Senate the United States as ‘a Senator from the State of Dela- 


ware. 
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Resolved ther, That the further sum of be allowed to James L. 
Wolcott, John Bassett Moore, and William F. Kurtz, counsel in opposition 
to the claim of Henry A. Du Pont, the same to embrace all their disbursements 
and expenses in the prosecution of their case. 

Mr. PEFFER. What is the first payment proposed? 

Mr. MITCHELL of n. It is $2,500 in each case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair suggests that the resolu- 
tion should be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Conti + Expenses of the Senate. 2 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes; I presume that reference is 


necessary. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so referred, 
TRIAL OF CITIZENS ARRESTED IN CUBA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
and, on motion of Mr. MoRGaN, was, with the eee 
papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, an 
ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate of the United States: 


I transmit herewith, in response to a resolution of the Senate of the 16th 
3 of the Secretary of State, to which are attached copies in 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And hold the floor against other 
Senators when the morning business shall have been concluded, 
I hold that he can not do it, because that, without any intention 
apon hopa of the Senator from Ohio, is an imposition on the 

ir. e Chair was not presumed to know for what purpose 
the 9 i 75 Ohio cast The Chair 3 the a 
from Ohio, and very properly, supposing, I imagine, as a ma 
of course, that he intended to present morning business. But the 
Senator from Ohio said: No; I supposed the morning business 
was through. I move to take up the filled-cheese bill.” The 
Chair replied: ‘No; the morni usiness is not through;” and 
thereupon recognized five or six tors for morning iness, 
What 8 against is the right of the Senator from Ohio to 
hold the floor during that time and haye recognition at the con- 
clusion of the morning business as against other Senators. 

Mr. HALE. It is not precisely that 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. t is the case. 

Mr. HALE. Is it not an everyday occurrence that a Senator 
rises, when morning business is not yet concluded, for something 
outside of morning business, and the Chair recognizes him, but in- 
forms him that morning business is not concluded? Now, is it 
not almost the uni custom that that Senator is given first 
recognition when the morning business is over? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, I think not. 

Mr. HALE. He does not, perhaps, hold the floor, but the Chair 
frequently says, The Chair will recognize the Senator at the 
conclusion of the morning business,” and it is a courtesy, almost 
invariably ted, that he will then have the first opportunity. 
I think the Senator from Oregon must remember that. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to say, in reply to the 
Senator from Maine, without any reflection upon the Senator 
from Ohio, or the Senator from Maine, or the Chair, or anybody 
else, that such a proceeding is an imposition, not only upon the 
presiding officer, but upon every other Senator. I simply wish 
to enter my protest against it as being a very bad practice. 

Mr, C DLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Ore- 
gon, who has been arguing against the right of the Senator from 

hio to recognition, upon what ground he places his own claims 
to recognition. Certainly if two Senators are on the floor when 
the morn business is concluded, it is entirely within the dis- 
cretion of the Chair to decide which Senator he will recognize. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Undoubtedly. TheSenator from 
Oregon is making no objection to that. 

Mr. CHAND But the Senator seemed to assume that if 
he could possibly get the Senator from Ohio off the floor he would 
be entitled to it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. No. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Oregon himself pro- 
longed the morning business, and then he took the floor and 
claimed the privilege of making a motion to take up the measure 
in which he is interested, to the exclusion of the Senator from 
Ohio, who had been on the floor all the time. . 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There must be no misunderstand- 
ing about the matter. The Senator from Oregon did not assume 
at all that he had a right to the floor as inst every other Sen- 
ator; but the facts are simply these: Peni the morning busi- 
ness, and before its conclusion, the Senator from Ohio pi Met 
the Chair and was recognized. The Chair informed the Senator 
from Ohio that morning business was not concluded. The Senator 
from Ohio took his seat. Five or six Senators, myself among the 
number, were recognized for morning business. At the conclu- 
sion of the morning business I addressed the Chair, and was rec- 
ognized. The Senator from Ohio claimed that I should not be 

i because of the fact that he had addressed the Chair 
pen morning business. Those are the facts, 

Mr. . The conclusion of the morning business was 
not announced, and it was to be presumed that when the Senator 
cree Oregon rose under the circumstances he rose to morning 

usiness. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not wish to take up further 
time. 3 hope the Senator from Ohio will go on with his bill and 


Mr. SHERMAN. Les. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I inquire whether the Chair has announced 
that morning business is concluded? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks that announcement 
was made. Possibly it was not, however. The Chair will recog- 
nize the Senator from Tennessee for morning business, 
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CUTIVE MANSION, : 
Washington, May 23, 1896. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 6) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing for 
the election of Senators by the votes of the qualified electors of 
the States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave a motion pending. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Ohio could not 
make a motion, I submit, while morning business was pending. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The motion I have made, by the uniform 
courtesy of the Senate, will be entertained. _ 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
I want to ascertain the parliamentary status of the measure that 
was under discussion last evening pon to the adjournment of the 
Senate, and when it will properly be laid before the Senate, 

Mr. SHERMAN. It comes up at 2 o'clock, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It comes up at 2 o’clock as the un- 
finished business. 

Mr. ALLEN. [shall insist upon its being taken up at 20’clock 
as the regular order. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, It is the unfinished business; it 
comes up at 2 o'clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It comes up at 2 o’clock as the un- 
finished business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I insist on my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the Sena- 
tor from Ohio and the Senator from Oregon each claim the floor. 
The Senator from Ohio first addressed the Chair, before the morn- 

business had been concluded. While the Chair knows of no 

ing on the point raised, yet it does seem that in accordance 

with the practice of the Senate, or rather what is known as the 

courtesy of the Senate, the Chair can not take the Senator from 

Ohio from the floor at this moment, but the Chair will submit 

the motion he has made. The motion of the Senator from Ore- 
gon [Mr. MITCHELL] will be entertained afterwards. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Segon. I give notice that unien ‘oer an 
opportunity to-day, on Monday morning, immediately on con- 
amik of the morning business, Ishall renew the motion, if I can 
secure recognition, 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the motion? 

Mr. HALE. Ihave given notice that at that time I shall ask 
the Senate to take up the deficiency appropriation bill. I state 
this for the benefit of the Senator from 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state the motion of 
the Senator from Ohio. It is to proceed to the consideration of a 
bill which will be stated by title. 

The SECRETARY., A bill (H. R. 8008) defining cheese, and also 
imposing a tax upon and i g the manufacture, sale, im- 
portation, and exportation of filled cheese. 

Mr, MITC. of Oregon. Will the Senator from Ohio yield 
to me for a moment? ; 


Mr. SHERMAN, Certainly. Mr. HARRIS. I have no morning business. I 1 wanted 
Mr. MITCHELL of . I desire to enter a protest agai to know the parliamentary status of the question. morning 
the ruling of the Chair. I do not intend to a from the de- | business is concluded, the Senator from Ohio, I understand, has 


cision of the Chair, but I desire to protest that a Senator can not 
ding the morning business, rise and secure recognition and 
at the conclusion of the morning business claim recognition 
to call up a bill for consideration. 
Mr. MAN. It has been done every day this session. 


been recognized. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. 

Mr. HARRIS. Was it a request or a motion? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was a motion to proceed to the consideras 
tion of the bill called the filled-cheese bi 
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Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Ohio does not ask unanimous 
consent, but he moves its consideration? 
Mr. SHERMAN. I simply made a motion to take up the bill. 
REGULATIONS CONCERNING FILLED CHEESE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The e is on agromg to the 
motion of the Senator from Ohio p Ir. SHERMAN] that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8008) defining cheese, 
and also imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, 
sale, importation, and exportation of filled cheese, 

Mr, VEST. Mr. President, I wish—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. VEST. Then I ask for the yeas and nays on the motion, 
if the Senator from Ohio insists upon a strict observance of the 


rule, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. KYLE. I presume it is the intention of the Senator from 
Ohio not to displace the regular order of business at 2 o'clock? 

Mr. HARRIS. He can not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That can only be done by a vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. whe vote at 2 o'clock., 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Ohio, on which the yeas and nays are 
demanded. j 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when Mr. Cannon’s name was called). I an- 
nounce the pair of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon] with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jox xs]. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called), I announce my pair 
with the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. ELKINS (when his name was . I am paired with 
my colleague [Mr. FAULKNER]. If he were here, he would vote 
“ nay,” I think, and I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. The Senator from West Vir- 
ginia oe FAULKNER]..would vote yea.” 

Mr. ELKINS. Then I will vote. I vote „yea.“ 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from rgia [Mr.Gorpon]. I should vote yea“ if he 
were present. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. I transfer 
my pair the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE] and vote 

„Jed.“ 
Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I have a general 
ir with the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL]. I do not see 
Bim esent, and I do not know how he would vote. Therefore I 
withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote yea.” 
Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. The Senator from New York 
[Mr. HILL] assured me that he would vote ‘‘yea.” 
Mr. LODGE. Not knowing how he would vote, I withhold my 


vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called), I 
am paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr.SEWELL]. As 
he and I on this question, I will vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (When his name was Called). I have a pair 
with the Senator from Louisiana . BLANCHARD]. I transfer 
my pair to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. RICH] and 


yote “yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. PROCTÓR’Ss name was called), I 
was requested to announce a pair between the Senator from Ver- 
mont . PROCTOR] and the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

Mr. PUGH (when name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN]. If he were present, I should vote yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am hence on certain questions to-day 
with the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. CARTER (after having voted in the affirmative). Observ- 
ac e the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Giso] has not 
voted, and being paired with him, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to announce that my colleague 
Neef. is paired with the junior Senator from Ohio 

RICE]. 

The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS—99. 


Allen, Cullom, McMillan, ’ 
Allison, Davis, Mitchell, Oreg. Sherman, 
Bacon, Elkins, Mitchell, Wis. Shoup, 
ion Gs ii X 1800 er 

T, eison, e, 
Burrows, Hale, Peffer, Vilas, 
8 Hawl Pettians Wetmore, 

e wley, WW. 
Clark, le, Plat = ilson. 
cBride, 


NAYS—15. 

Baker, Chilton, Jones, Ark. Ve 
Bate, George, Lindsay, Watthall, 
Berry, Gray, Mills, te. 
Caffery, Pasco, 

NOT VOTING—S. 
Aldrich, Faulkner, Lodge, Sewell 
Blan d, Gear. Mantle, th, 
Brice, Gibson, artin, uire, 
Call, Gordon, Morgan, Stewart, 
Cannon, orman, Murphy, Thurston, 
Carter, Hill, mer, Tillman, 
Chandler, Hoar, Proctor, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Irby, gh, Wolcott. 
Dubois, Jones, Nev. Quay, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Finance with amendments. 

r, SHERMAN, There are two amendments on page 2. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. The Committee on Finance propose to amend, 
in section 3, line 5, after the word“ pay,” iking out “four 
hundred ” and inserting “two hundred and forty ”; and in line 10, 
3 words ‘‘ two hundred,“ to strike out “and fifty”; so as 

read: 

Manufacturers of filled cheese shall ‘or 
anmum, Every gerson, rm, or corporation who marutaciafer Aled ches 
in filled cheese shall pay $200 per 8 * Fo? Gealan 

The amendments were agreed to. 

1 SHERMAN. I do not intend to make a speech upon this 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to pre- 
sent resolutions in the nature of a petition, which I ask may be 
read, as 2 555 bear immediately upon this question? 

a SHERMAN. Ishall be very glad to have the resolutions 
read. 

Mr. CULLOM. They are very short. 

The VICE-PRESID. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

PRODUCE EXCHANGE, SECRETARY'S OFFICE, 
Chicago, May 21, 1896. 
Whereas there is being manufactured and placed upon the market a sub- 
stance known as filled cheese, which is npsatatactory to the trade and a 
fraud upon the consumer; 


and 
Whereas so-called filled cheese has worked at harm to both domestic 
„ and export trade in cheese made in the United States: There- 
ore 


Be it resolved, That we ur 1 por Senators their active support of the 
e $ 


House bill now ponding in t 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded by the secretary 
of ma procos Excheoge of Chicago to Senators CuLLOM and PALMER of 
our 


P. M. LITTLER, Secretary. 


Mr. CULLOM. I only wish to make one remark at this time, 
I received those resolutions in the mail at this moment, and I 
thought, as the subject was before the Senate for consideration, it 
was proper that I should present them now. 

esire to say that I have other resolutions and communica- 
tions the papoa of which is to oppose the passage of the bill, and 
possibly I may have something to say upon the subject later. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I have perhaps a hundred res- 
olutions from different parts of the country, all somewhat similar 
to those presented by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom], 
which I could produce if necessary; but I do not propose to do so, 
nor do I propose to make a speech upon this subject. I think the 
subject is understood without 5 so. Ihave here, however, 
a resolution of the New York Produce Exchange, which, as it 
represents Toa the largest organization of the kind in the 
country, I should like to haye read, and it is the only one I shall 
ask to have read, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

NEW YORK PRODUCE EXCHANGE, New York, May 21, 1898. 


SIR: I have the honor to transmit to you, as the expression of the views of 
this exchange, a copy of resolution adopted by our cheese committee in ad- 
vocary of the bill known as H. R. No. 

ereas the entire agricultural interests of this 8 anxiously 
awaiting the favorable action of your honorable body on the filled-cheese 


bill. known as H. R 
t interest that this bill should 


Be it resolved, That the members of this exchange earnestly and urgently 
uest the Senate of the United States to take upand consider the bill now 
in its hands, known as 8008, at the earliest possible moment, and ask favora- 
ble action on the same, that it may be a law at once. 
T. F. SHIELDS, 


y. 
Secretary Cheese Committee New York Produce Exchange. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, this bill is founded upon what 
is called the oleomargarine law, and the provisions of it are simi- 
lar to those contained in that law, and have the same object. 
The oleomargarine law was intended to protect one class of the 
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Sees industry and the object of this bill is to protect another 
0 


ass. ; 
This whole question was very thoroughly considered by the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives, and 
I have here a large body of printed matter, which every Senator 
can get who desires, which shows the nature of filled cheese and 
what abuses have grown out of its manufacture and sale, resulting 
in the destruction of our commerce in cheese, not only at home, 
but abroad. There has been a large falling off of our exportation 
of cheese, and many evils have arisen from this palpable fraud of 
the substitution of lard oil for cream—that is, the using of lard 
oil to mix and mingle with skimmed milk—thus creating a com- 
pound entirely foreign to real cream cheese. The article of cream 
cheese is now made, not in manufacturing establishments, but on 
the farms throughout the country. 

Filled cheese is made by manufacturing establishments who take 
the milk and skim off there is of it that can be called cream, 
and make that into butter, and then, to supply the place of health- 
ful cream, they insert lard, cooked more or less, and various forms 
of oil to take the place of the natural cream, which is the chief 
and the most valuable part of our cheese. 

I have here a very long and interesting statement made by Mr. 
Hatch, formerly a member of the House of Representatives, upon 
the subject. Icould read to the Senate many points in relation 
to this matter, but I do not think it is necessary. 

This bill is simply intended for the benefit of the farmers of our 
country, to protect them in their ordinary, common industry of 
making cheese, which is sold at something like 10 cents a pound 
on the ayerage. 

I do not say that this manufactured article is unwholesome, for 
there were witnesses who appeared before the Committee on 
Finance and some before the Committee on Ways and Means, who 
said that it was not an unwholesome food. I do not base this bill 
upon that ground, but upon the ground that this filled cheese is 
a fraud as it is sold. When sold at wholesale, I am told it is called 
filled cheese. The meaning of that phrase is just as well known 
as the meaning of any other form of words describing any com- 
pound whatever. The principal part of the filled cheese is made 
out of lard, instead of out of cream or the produce of the cow. 

The House report is a very interesting document, and covers 
the entire ground. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. This bill has been reported by the Finance Com- 
mittee, as I understand the Senator? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It has been. 

Mr. HILL. Bya carr Pha 
the Senator from Missouri $ 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. HILL. Has the Finance Committee of the Senate given 
that careful consideration to the bill so that it is able to inform the 
Senate what is the estimated revenue expected to be received from 
the bill giana it become a law? It is proposed as a revenue bill, 
is it not 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; it is proposed as a revenue bill. 

Mr. HILL. What is the revenue estimated to be received from 
the bill if it becomes a law? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is hae! Aous to answer, and I believe 
there is no data upon which such a statement can be made. An 
inquiry of that kind was made of the Department by the 
House of Representatives, and the Department said it was not 
able to give it. When the oleomargarine bill was pending it was 
supposed that it would produce a million dollars of revenue, al- 
though many said it would not produce any revenue at all; yet it 
really produces between two and three milli ion dollars of revenue, 

Mr. L. Has the Senate committee cut down the tax which 
was pro ie e House of Representatives? 

Mr. SHER It has cut down the tax. 

Mr. HILL. To what extent? 

Mr. SHERMAN. We have reduced the amount to be paid by 
manufacturers from $400 to $240, and the amount to be paid by 
wholesale dealers from $250 to $200 per annum. The provision in 
relation to retail dealers is not changed from the way it was fixed 
by the other House. 

Mr. HILL. Upon what ground, will the Senator explain, were 
the reductions made? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The object of the bill, I should have said, is 
not so much to raise revenue as to prevent fraud. We thought, 
therefore, that a modified or reduced rate of license tax would be 
poe, I would say to the Senator that the Committee on Finance 

eard from the manufacturers, who are naturally opposed to this 
bill; and we have their printed testimony here in f Sono sub- 
ject could have been more fully sta on paper or from the 


the members of the committee, 
VEST] informs me. 


mouths of witnesses than has been this question. : 
Mr.GRAY.. May I ask the Senator if the manufacturers of filled 

cheese were heard 
Mr. SHERMAN. 


fore the committee? 
Oh, yes. Indeed we did not hear the other 


side at all. We heard the manufacturers in the Committee on 
Finance. So far as I can recall there was no one who appearen 
before us on behalf of the farmers. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Ohio forgets, I think, that we 
heard the members of the House of Representatives, who framed 
this bill, and interviewed them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes: we heard the manufacturers and the 


leading representatives of the filled-cheese interest. 

Mr. T. Then we heard the other side, including the mem- 
bore of the House of Representatives, who are responsible for the 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now recall the fact that several members 
of the other House appared before the committee representing 
the bill and made their statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. Which was very brief. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, their statements were brief. They are 
all here in print. So Ido not think it is necessary to go further 
into this matter, unless Senators wish to ask questions. 

Mr. HILL. If the Finance Committee framed this bill with the 
object of raising revenue, why was not the highest tax imposed 
Lc Bona of Representatives maintained by the Senate Com- 
mi 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was thought, on the whole, that $250 was 
a pretty good tax apon a manufacturing establishment, and that 
$100 or $200 on another class were pretty stiff duties. The object 
of this proposed law was not so much for the purpose of raising 
revenue as for the protection of the farmer. 

Mr. HILL. If the trade in filled cheese is a fraud, and this 
fraud can stand this tax and can pay it, why is not the highest 
tax it can stand imposed upon it for the benefit of the Treasury? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It can hardly be said, in one sense, that this 
is a fraud. The testimony discloses this state of facts: The man- 
ufacture of filled cheese requires quite a large establishment, 
which gathers in the skimmed milk from all the neighborhood 
around, and when they manufacture the cheese and put it up, 
they mark it as “filled cheese”; consequently there is no fraud in 
the manufacture of it; but when it goes into the hands of second 

ies, the sellers scattered through the country, then it is put 
in boxes, which are not stamped, and there is no indication at all 
of what it is, but it is usually stamped by these sellers as cream 
cheese—‘‘ Wisconsin cream cheese,” or Ohio cream cheese,” or 
‘New York cream cheese”—and thus a fraud is perpetrated, not 
by the manufacturer, but by the seller who sells to the people at 
large, the consumers, and they do not know what they are buy- 
ing. They sup they are buying cream cheese. It is said that 
we had some of that filled cheese“ in our restaurant below here, 
and nobody knew what it was until its character was disclosed. 

Mr. GEAR. I wish to suggest to the Senator that the manu- 
facture of this cheese is itself a fraud, and that the manufacturer 
who produces this article called filled cheese puts into it an 
article entirely foreign to that which makes genuine cheese. 

Mr. SHERMAN. He does not label it. 

Mr. GEAR. I beg the Senator’s pardon. He brands it all. 
The different brands which the Senator suggests of Wisconsin 
cheese” or ‘‘Ohio cheese” are put on by him. 

Mr. HILL. What I want to know is if the ground of this pro- 
posed legislation is the prevention of a fraud, and if the traffic 
will bear a larger tax, woy that larger tax was not insisted upon? 

Mr. SHER If the Senator from New York desires to 
kopin the House provision, very well. 

. HILL. Ithink I shall offer an amendment later, before 
the debate closes. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendments of the committee have al- 
ready been adopted, but the Senator can have the vote again taken 
upon them if he desires. 

Mr. CULLOM. The objectand of this bill is not to pro- 
hibit the manufacture of this article if anybody wants to manu- 
facture it, but it is the purpose to have it so stamped or marked 
that it shall be sold for what it is, and not for what it is not. 

Mr. ALLISON. And get a revenue from it. 

Mr. CULLOM. And get a revenue from it, of course. The 
purpose of imposing that revenue is largely in the interest of se- 
curing the actual stamping of the article, so that it will not be 


im 1 8 bee eg 
. GRAY. e Senator is seeking simply to exercise a police 
power, and not a revenue power. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is the truth about it. 

Mr. TELLER. This appears to be a revenue bill within the 
meaning of the term. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Ohio, who has this bill in charge and who has on various occasions 
lectured us because we did not take steps to secure additional rev- 
enue, why this would not have been a good bill for him or the Com- 
mittee on Finance to have attached some provision of a nonparti- 
san character to, some provisions which would not have brought 
up the question of protection or antiprotection? I inquire if there 
is not some method by which the revenues can be increased so 
that we may not be assailed, as we have been every few days, by 


1 
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the declaration that we are derelict in our duty and unpatriotic, 
and all that, in not providing revenue? The Senator ray Fe have 
added something to the tax on the manufacture of beer, I think, 


upon this bili, and perha 22 have thus met the deficiency of this 
year, and a little more. e Senator from Ohio has been on vari- 
ous occasions very urgent about the raising of reyenue, but it has 
always been upon a bill that contained some controverted and 
objectionable eatures to a majority of the Senate. I think he 
could have devised an amendment upon this bill which would 
have secured all the revenue necessary without antagonizing the 
ai ag views of a majority of the Senate. 

r. MILLS. Mr. President, I appreciate the force of the =A 
Bees just made by the Senator from Colorado; and as this i 
bill for raising revenue coming from the House of ‘Representatives, 
which alone has the power under the Constitution to initiate 
measures of that sort, propone to aid the Senator from Ohio in 
his patriotic, 1 effort to raise revenue by offering the 
amendment which I send to the desk, to come in as section 20 of 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Texas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill 
the following as a new section: 


Sxo. 20. That an in -revenue tax of 5 per 


the value of 5 excess of $10,000 abaa which are man 
tured by any person, com Yy, or co! in the United States, from 
iron, her of them, „ni lead, cotton, wool, 5 or se 
ergs ey em, in who — — revenues 

purchase an he eater te tame 
— 2 E a Pa T on cis teens TART PAOD 


Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator from Texas will not in- 


8 tervene with such an amendment as that. As a matter of course, 


be can do it if he chooses. This is a bill demanded by the farmers 


of the country. There can be no objection to its . Its 
provisions are all clear and unobjectionable. Why 1 5 or in- 
volve this bill in controversy with the tariff question? e have 


a bill here from the House of Representatives 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President — 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me finish. 

Mr: MILLS. This is not a tariff bill. The Senator from Ohio 
‘will observe that this is an internal-revenue bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is all thesame. The Senator’s amendment 
is intended to defeat thismeasure of relief tothe farmers. I move 
bach the 5 be laid on the table. 


the want of a 3 
The 2 E n Th The Secretary will call the roll. . 


Mr. MILLS. It will be somo Uine before you pass this, bill if 
those tactics are pursued. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allison, Gallinger, 
Bacon, Gear, itchell, Oreg. Sherman, 
Bate, George, Mitchell, Wis. Shoup, 
Berry, Gibson, Morgan, Smi 
Brown, Morrill, Teler, 
Burrows, Gray. Nelson, Thurs 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Palmer, Turpie, 
Carter, Pasco, ilas, 
Chilton. Hawley, Peffer, Walthall, 
Cull Jones, Ark Pottigre Wit 
om, ones, grew, 8 
Davis, * 
Dubois, McBride, 
Frye, McMillan, Pugh, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-three Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. The question recurs on 
the motion of the Senator from Ohio to og upa — the table the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the Senate ene 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope we may be able to go along with this 


bill and of it without any 
Mr. GRA Obstructive tactics. 
Mr. CULLOM. Obstructive tactics, as my friend from Dela- 


ware suggests. This is a bill 

Several SENATORS. Debate is not in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CULLOM. I was merely making an appeal. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e 3 is upon the motion of 
the Senator from Texas that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Do now adjourn? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the motion of the Senator 
from Texas. The question is upon that motion. 

The motion was not to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs u the motion 
of the Senator from Ohio to la apon the table the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have the yeas and nays on that 

Sb ek and nays were poe whl pect the Secretary proceeded to 


call 
Mr. DUBOIS (when Mr. Cannon’s name was called). I an- 


nounce the pair of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Camron] with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jonrs]. I vote y 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). 112 weil Aha 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. If he were present, Ishould 


vot ea.” 

Ar. MORGAN r when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 9580 ase 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was I am paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts 1 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN]. If he were present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. WAL (when his name was called). I am paired 


with the Senator from aa. [Mr. CAMERON]. 
The roll call was conclud 
Mr. PRITCHARD. Iam paired with the Senator from Lonisi- 
ana . BLANCHARD]. I transfer that pair to the Senator from 
Rhode Island . ALDRICH] and vote “ yea.” 
Mr. SHOUP (after ha 3 in the affirmative). Li 
if the senior Senator from ornia [Mr. WHITE e To 
_The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, 


Mr. SHOUP. I have a standing pair with that Senator, and 
withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 15; as follows: 


nara 


YEAS—42, 

Allison, Dubois, McBride, Sherman, 
Bacon, MeMillan, Smith, 
Baker, . Mitchell, Oreg. Squire, 
* . Morrill, Tarpio, 

TTOWS, mn, o; 
Caffery, Nelson, Vilas, 
Carter a — — . Tare 
Chandler, wiley, ‘erkins, 
Clark, ids Pettigrew, Wilson. 

. Plat 
Cullom, Pri 
NAYS—15. 
Allen, Butler, Harris, Peffer, 
Berri Geo ee e 
Blackburn, Gray, Pasco, 
NOT VOTING—2. 

Aldrich, Faulkner, Mantle, Shoup, 
Blanc t; Martin, Stewart, 
Brice, Gordon, Morgan, urston, 
= peer 
Cameron, Hoar, N Voorhees, 
Daniel, . = White 

niel, ones, Ney. y. 
Davis, le, Sowell, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Peg ropes I move to add as a new section what I send to 

e 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Add as a new section: 

Seo. —. That to raise revenue to carry out the provisions of this and other 
acts of Congress and to meet the deficiencies in the revenue there shall = 
igs and collected, under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of 

Treasury may prescri 23388 of $1 on every barrel of lager beer, ale, and 
porter 5 and nited States in addition to the tax now 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 
It is not germane SEn: 

Mr. TELLER. not? 

The VICE PRESIDE NT. The Senator from Ohio moves to lay 
the 3 amendment on the table. 

Mr. MILLS. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when Mr. Cannon’s name was called). I an- 
nounce the pair of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon] with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. yar. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Fe BLANCHARD]. I transfer 
that pair to the Senator from Rh Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and 


vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. ProcTor’s name was called). By 
rae I announce the pair of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
PROCTOR] with the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], and to save 
3 announcement I will state that this pair will continue 


the day. 
Mr. PUGH C (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
8 8 from Massachusetts . Hoar]. 


Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a site 
eral with the ne gunar Senator from South Carolina 
MAN]. If he w. resent, I should vote yea.” 

Mr. WALTHAT (when his name was ESA I am 


1896. 
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Mr. GEAR. Iam paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
1 and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (after having voted in the affirm- 
ative). Iam paired generally with the Senator from New Jersey 
awe, , but as we would vote alike on this question I haye 
vot 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—3. 


Allison, Elkins, Mitchell, Wis. Sh 
Brown, „ Morrill, Shoup, 
Burrows, 8 inger, Nelson, Smith 
Caffery, rman, Palmer, Turpie, 
Chandler, Hawley, Pasco, ilas, . 
Clark, T eee Wetmore, 
Cockrell, Lod: ‘ettigrew, 
Cullom, McBride Platt, Wilson. 
Da Me. 0 Pritchard, 
NAYS—2. 

Alle: Carter, Harris, Roach, 

ad Chilton, Jones, Ark, Squire, 
Bate, Dubo: yle. Teller, 
Berry, George, Lindsay, Vest. 
Blackburn, Gray, Mills, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Peffer, 

NOT VOTING—22. 

Aldri Faulkner, Mantle. well, 
agron, Y, i Stewart, 
Blan Gibson, Mitchell, Oreg. ‘Thurston, 
Brice, Gordon, Mo: i 
Call, e. Murphy, Voorhees, 
Cameron, oar, Pr y% Walthall, 
Cannon, ‘by, Pugh, arren, 
Daniel, Jones, Ney. Quay, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. GRAY. I move to add, as a twentieth section, at the end 
of the bill: 

That there shall be levied and collected asa duty a tea and coffee 3 
cents per pound on all those articles imported into the United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Delaware will be stated, and then the Chair will recognize the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. GRAY. I desire to modify my amendment by making the 
rate 10 cents per pound on tea and 3 cents per pound on coffee, 

Mr. VEST. If my friend from Delaware will permit me to 
make a suggestion, why not submit the question 
amendment as to tea at 10 cents per pound? 

Ral GRAY. I would rather have the vote taken on both propo- 
sitions. 

Mr. VEST. Let us take a separate vote. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Sena- 
tor from Ohio when the amendment has been stated. The amend- 
„ by the Senator from Delaware will be stated as 
m 

The SECRETARY. Add as an additional section: 

Sxc. 20. That there shall be levied and collected a tax of 10 cents per pound 
upon tea 

Mr. GRAY. I willfurther modify the amendment by stopping 
at 10 cents per pound upon tea.” 

Mr. MILLS. And also insert the words ' an import duty.” 

Mr. GRAY. I also suggest that the words ‘‘an import duty” 
be inserted in lieu of the words a tax.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Has the amendment been put in form? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to have read the 
amendment, in order that the Senate may understand it. The 
amendment will be read as modified. : 

The Secretary read as follows: : 

SEO. 20. That there shall be levied and collected as an import duty upon tea 
10 cents per pound. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to lay the amendment on the table, 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when Mr. Cannon’s name was called). I make 
the announcement for the day that the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
CANNON od apres with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. G (when his name was called). I announce my pair 
with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote yea.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called.) 
Iam paired generally with the Senator from New J mg [Mr. 
SEWELL]. e would vote alike on this question, and I vote 


t em? 
Mr. MORGAN 8 his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. I transfer 
— pair to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and 
Vv “yea, * 


upon the 


I am paired with the 


I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
MAN]. If he were present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WALT (when his name was called). Iam 
with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced 
yeas 37, nays 19; as follows: 


Mr. PUGH (when his name was called), 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 
Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called), 


YEAS—37. 
Allen, Da Mitchell, Oreg. Sherman, 
Al Babes Mitchell, Wis. Sho 
Bacon, Elkins, Morrill, Turple, 
Baker, Bitte Nelson, Vilas, 
Burrows, G T, er, Warren, 
Butler, Hill, Peffer, Wetmore, 
Carter, Kyle, rkins, Wilson. 
Goiri u, McBrid Plate 
e e ey 
m, “ Pritchard, 
NAYS—I19. z 
Bate, George, Jones, Ark. Smith, 
ote? Gorman, Lindsay, 7 
burn, ra. Mills, 
Saffery, Hansbrough, Pasco, Waite. 
Chilton, i Roach, 
NOT VOTING—33. 
ia Faulkner, Mantle, 2 5 
nchard, Gear, urston, 
Brice, Gibson, Morgan, > 
Brown, Gordon, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Call, Hal Proctor, Walthall, 
Cameron, Hawley, Pugh, Wolcott. 
Cannon, Hoar, Quay. 
Chandler, Irby, well, 
Daniel, Jones, Ney. Squire, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
will be stated. : 

The Secretary. A bill (S.1341) to prohibit the further issu- 
ance of interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 
Mr. SHERMAN. I hope that that bill will be temporarily laid 
aside for a few moments until a vote can be taken upon the pend- 


ing bill. 

Arr. MILLS. Oh, no. We want all the rest of the time to-day 
on the unfinished business. I shall object to laying it aside. 

Mr, ALLEN, If the Senator from Ohio will recognize my 
right to the floor, I have no objection, so far as I have any control 
over the bond bill, to let it be temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. MILLS. Oh, no; let us go on with the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Let us go on with the bond bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object to laying it temporarily aside, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. hatis the request of the Senator 


from Ohio? 

Mr. SHERMAN, y request is that the present order of busi- 
ness be temporarily laid aside with a view to final action upon the 
filled-cheese bill. 


Mr. ALLEN. I am in sympathy with both bills, and I want to 


see both measures s 
Mr. HARRIS. I object to temporarily laying it aside for any 
purpose 
r. SHERMAN. That is the end of it, then, for to-day. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the further consideration of the 
filled-cheese bill be postponed until Monday. 
8 ALLEN. I hope I can not be taken off the floor by a mo- 
on. 
Mr. MILLS. The Senator from Nebraska has the floor and he 
can not be taken off. ; 
Mr. ALLEN. I decline to be taken off the floor for a motion. 
I have not yielded to the Senator from Ohio for a motion. 
4 Mr. MILLS. The Senator from Nebraska had not yielded the 
oor. 


Mr. WILSON. We in this p of the Chamber can not hear 
a single word that is being said. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair will state that the Senator 
from Nebraska has the floor. He rose and addressed the Chair, 
and the Chair thinks he is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator from Nebraska to yield 
that I may ask consent that the filled-cheese bill be laid over until 
Monday, so that we can take it up again on Monday. 

Mr. HELL of O m. ill goes over. 

Mr. ALLEN. Do J understand the Senator to refer to the bond 


bill as gon over until Monday? 
Mr. HERMAN . No; the iled-chaeso bill. I ask that its con- 
sideration be postponed until Monday. 
Mack HARR There is no unfinished business in the morning 
ur. 
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Mr. ALLEN. I have no objection to the filled-cheese bill going 
over until Monday, Mr. President. 
Mr. HARRIS. It goes back to the Calendar. 
es i 


Mr. GRAY. It ta ts place on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio will please 
state his request and the Chair will submit it to the Senate. 

Mr. S MAN. TheSenator from Nebraska havin the floor, 
I ask the consent of the Senate that the filled-cheese bill be post- 
poned until Monday at 1 o'clock. 

Mr. MILLS. It is already postponed: 

Mr. SHERMAN. And that it be made the special order. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object to any consent agreement in respect to 
the cheese bill, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed to the request 
of the Senator from Ohio. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 7664) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, 
and for other purposes; receded from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 11, 14, 18, 19, and 190; in-. 
sisted upon its disagreement to the residue of the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill; asked a further conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Cannon, Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, and Mr. SAYERS, 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
reports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A bill (H. R. 6248) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 7977) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and 3 of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes. 


REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1841) to prohibit the further issuance of 
interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, when the pending bill went over 
at yesterday’s session I was referring to the fact that at the ex- 
traordinary session of the Fifty-third Congress the Democratic 
party in this Chamber promised the country that the re of 
the purchase clause of the Sherman Act would be speedily followed 
by a bill for the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the estab- 
lished ratio of 16 to 1. Every appeal that was made to the chair- 
man of the Finance Committee for an amendment of the repealing 
act providing for the free and unlimited coinage of silver was 
rejected. I did not at that time believe that there was the slight- 
est p on the part of the Democratic party to reestablish the 
free coinage of silver. Ilost faith in its promises when the re 
of the purchase clause was not accompanied by an act providing 
for the free and unlimited coinage of silver. 

I think the Democratic party is responsible also in another sense 
and in view of another important fact connected with the history 
of the Fifty-third Congress. Thesilver Democrats in this Cham- 
ber had a majority at that time intheir caucus. If they had seen 
fit they could have controlled the complexion of the Finance Com- 
mittee in the interest of silver. They could have made it a free- 
coinage committee if they had seen fit to do so. They had the 

wer todo that. They did not doit. Whether they attempted 
70 do soornot I do not know, but they are chargeable, in my judg- 
ment, and held responsible to the country by the fact that they 
suffered the gold monometallists in their party, who were in the 
minority, to control the organization of the Finance Committee, 
and by that means rendering it impossible to report a bill to the 
Senate in favor of free coinage. 7 

But I do not think the Democrats are any more responsible than 
the Republican party. I think the Republicans are equally as 
responsible, for every Republican member of the Finance Com- 
mi of the Fifty-third Congress was a gold monometallist. 
There was no exception, as I now recall the fact, and when we 
came to vote on the passage of the bill my recollection now is 
that 28 Republicans voted for it and 19 Democrats. 

So there was no hope, and never has been, in my judgment, for 
free coinage at the hands of either of the old parties. Iwill take 
occasion, before I conclude, to show from the platforms that the 
Democratic party has, all through the years of its existence, been 
pledged to gold and silver as primary money; that it has been 
pledged against the domination of national banks; and I shall 
undertake to show that to-day no political party is more bank- 
ridden and more under the control of the banks than the Demo- 


cratic party. I think I shall be able to show the same thing re- 
specting the Republican party. 

Yesterday the honorable Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] told 
us how to maintain the parity between gold and silver. He has 
never told us whatconstitutes parity, a word that has by some mys- 
terious process crept into political nomenclature within the last six 
or seven years. It did not appear before the Sherman Act of 1890. 
We were not told what constitutes parity by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Delaware; thatis, a definition was not given of the word 
“parity.” But he told us sane not use his exact words, but the 
substance of his meaning) that parity exists to-day in consequence 
of all other forms of money being subsidiary to and ultimately 
redeemable in gold. I think that is a fair statement of the Sen- 
ator’s position as he gave it to us. 

Mr. President, etd is a law of Paua 

Mr. GRAY. ill the Senator from Nebraska allow me to in- 
terrupt him? 

Mr. ALLEN. 8 

Mr. GRAY. I do not know that I gave any definition of the 
word ‘‘parity.” I said that parity actually was maintained by the 
Treasury De ent paying out indifferently gold and silver as 
it might be demanded by the 8 who had a right to demand 
the payment under the law; tthe duty im by the act of 
1893 upon the Treasury was to maintain the parity of the two 
metals in the markets of the world, which I Supposed meant the 
5 of the purchasing power of either in the markets of the 
world. 

Mr. ALLEN. [I still think I will be found to be right when the 
Senator's statement is analyzed. The Senator lays down the pro 
osition that there is a 3 between the bullion value of gold 
and silver. I admit that under present conditions. And he fol- 
lows that with the statement that there is a parity between gold 
and silver coins because of the power of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to place silver and paper i on a gold basis, or to estimate 
them from a gold point of view. Iam stating the Senator’s posi- 
tion about as he stated it yesterday. 

Now, Mr. President, that does not constitute parity. It isa 

ood deal like the parity given us a few days ago by the senior 
nator from Ohio (Ar. SHERMAN], when he said parity consisted 
in making subsidiary coin of silver and using it in connection with 
old. It is 5 that the Senator from Delaware and the 
Senator from Ohio have been talking about. Parity, if I under- 
stand it, is a law of ss Saeed ee between two things, not 
between the bullion value of the gold or the silver that enters 
into the dollar, but the money value of gold and silver when used 
as money. ‘ 

The office of money, it has been said, and in my judgment 
wrongly, is to measure values; thatitis astandard of value. Ido 
not agree to that. Thereis no such thing as measuring value. 
Value is simply the estimate of pee of the relation existing 
between two or more articles, and that estimate or value may be 
expressed in money, and when thus expressed it is called price. 
It is an ideal thing. The value of articles rises and falls like the 
tides of the ocean, according to the law of supply and demand. A 
dollar to-day may properly express the value of a bushel of apples. 
To-morrow there is a disparity between the dollar and the bushel 
of apples, resulting from the law of supply and demand. So, if it 
is a measure at all, it is a very imperfect measure. It is subject 
to constant fluctuations. 

Then what is money? It is a medium of exchange, pure and 
simple. It no office that may not be properly found in 
the definition of those words. It operates to facilitate exchange, 
It is in a certain sense a temporary receptacle or repository of 
value when it is taken in exchange for property and held for a 
time to be exchanged for other property or to be used in payment 
of debts, but there is no 5 office that money can perform 
which is not embraced in the definition of a medium of exchange. 

Now, then, if parity is a law of equality, I want toknow of my 
honorable friend the Senator from Delaware how he is to estab- 
lish parity by taking from one of the metals the particular func- 
tion that has been given it by law and which makes it money on 
a parity with gold? [A pause.] Iam waiting for the Senator to 
answer. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not exactly understand the Senator’s ques- 
tion. Will he be good enough to repeat it? 

Mr. ALLEN. My question is this: You have limitless coinage 
of gold. The bullion value of the gold dollar is equivalent to the 
gold coin simply because the holder can convert it into coin with- 
out any expense to himself. You have stricken down silver. You 
have refused to permit silver to occupy the same ition at the 
mints of the United States that you accord to gold. You have 
denied to it the monetary function as primary money. Now, I 
I should like to have the honorable Senator tell me, r having 


done that, how it is possible to reestablish the parity between 
those two metals until you put them on an exact equality at the 
mints of the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. Let me see if I understand the Senator at all. His 
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3 is a little metaphysical, I admit. I was talking yester- 
y about the duty that had been imposed by law upon the Exec- 
utive of the United States and the Government of the United States 
to ernie the parity of the two metals in the markets of the 
wor 

Mr. ALLEN. Is the Senator talking of metals or coins? 

Mr. GRAY. The language of the law is “metals.” 

Mr. ALLEN. That is the language of the Democratic platform. 
The Democratic platform is in the law. 

Mr. GRAY. I stated that. How long it could be done, and 
whether it was right to expect to Government to do it, is another 
question, but that certainly there is no other way by which we 
could hope that even for a short time it could be done than for the 
Government to pay out gold and silver indifferently at the de- 
mand of the person holding demand paper for the coins. That is 
all I attempted to say yesterday. I know of no other way to main- 
tain it in the markets of the world. 

Now, the Senator from Nebraska is talking about something a 
little different from that, if Iunderstandhim. He is talking about 
the power of a law giving free coinage to silver on the terms that 
it is given to gold. I say that with such a law the parity between 
the two metals, at the present ratio of 16 to 1, could not be main- 
tained in the markets of the world. 

Mr. ALLEN. Why? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not want to interrupt the Senator now. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is no interruption at all. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. Because the known commercial value 
oat m of silver to 1 of gold, is less than the value of 

0 
r. ALLEN. No; I deny the Senator's premises. 
PF a GRAY. Oh, well, the commercial value of an ounce of 
ver. 

Mr. ALLEN. Measured in what? 

Mr. GRAY. The commercial value of an ounce of 
more than the commercial value of 16 ounces of silver. 
what I mean. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; that is not correct. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. Ican not undertake to make facts. 
I leave the Senator to do that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam not going to make facts, and I do not ask the 
Senator to make them. 

Mr. GRAY. Let us hear what the Senator has to say. I did 
not mean it in any offensive way at all. 

Mr. ALLEN. To put it in simple phrase, the Senator says it is 
a 50-cent dollar. 

Mr. GRAY. I would rather the Senator would use the phrase 
Iused. The Senator always gets away from the phrase I use. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. If I got away from the phrase the 
Senator used, I will get back to it. He says that in the markets of 
the country, the markets of the world, probably—I do not remem- 
ber the language of the Democratic platform exactly, and I do not 
think any other man does—the bullion in the silver dollar is not 
worth more than 50 cents. That is the position. 

Mr. GRAY. About that, yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. About that. That isin the neighborhood of the 
position, somewhere near it. Now, in what does the Senator esti- 
mate the bullion value of silver? What is the standard of esti- 
mation? 

Mr. GRAY. I was estimating it as compared with gold. 

Mr. ALLEN. As compared with gold. I thought it would 
come to that. 

Mr. GRAY. Of course. 

Mr. ALLEN. Of course, There it is. There is the whole 
thing. 

Mr. GRAY. As that seems to be an important matter in the Sena- 
tor’s estimation, let me add that the very thing he is talking about 
is the ratio of 16 to 1. That is, 16 parts of silver to 1 part of gold. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is right. s 

Mr. GRAY. That is the very thing with which I therefore 
compared silver, because I confined my estimate to the very terms 
of the Senator’s own proposition. I said that in the markets of 
the world 1 ounce of gold is worth more than 16 ounces of silver 
a great deal more. 

ALLEN. I knew the Senator from Delaware would land 
exactly where he has landed. 

Mr. GRAY. It is not very hard to know that. 

Mr. ALLEN. And, Mr. President, younever saw a gold mono- 
metallist who did not land there. 

Mr. GRAY. There is no other place for him to land. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me ask the Senator from Delaware, who I 
believe to be a fair-minded man, if he believes it is proper to 
estimate silver bullion in its stricken condition, which the Sena- 
tor’s party helped to bring about, from the standpoint of appre- 
ciated gold coin, and say that that is the commercial value of the 
silver bullion in a dollar? 

Mr. GRAY. There is no sentiment in monetary economics, 

Mr. ALLEN. I agree with that statement. 


ld is 
hat is 


lion in your pocket,” 


Mr. GRAY. And the stricken condition of this virgin silver 
may a to the sentiment and the affections of the Senator 
from Nebraska, but business knows no sentiment, monetary eco- 
nomics know no sentiment. Allthat I do know or think I know 
is that commercially the gold in a gold dollar is worth a good 
deal more than the silver in a silver dollar. In other words, 1 
ounce of gold is worth a good deal more than 16 ounces of silver. 

Now, the Senator says, Is it fair to compare the two with sil- 
ver in its present stricken condition?” Iam not concerned about 
that. Whatever the stricken condition may be, whether it comes 
from that cause or another, we are dealing with facts. Take it 
in its stricken position, or take it in its resurrected position or any 
position that you please, I want the fact as it exists. I suppose 
the Senator is going to say, then, that we must make this tremen- 
dous experiment to see what the commercial value of silver is 
to be after you restore the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 


to 1. 

Mr. ALLEN. We know what that is. We do not have to wait 
to see. I never saw a gold monometallist in my life who did not 
run away from the point when brought to it. e Senator craw- 
fishes, if I may use the expression. 

_ Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will present his point I will prom- 
ise not to run away trom it. I will either meet it—— 

Mr. 2 e Senator repeats an argument that is stale 
and moss-grown. He e the gold bullion in the dollar is equiva- 
lent to its coin value. Therę is not a child 10 years of age in the 
United States who does not know that. There is no discovery in 
that statement. Why is it: It is because you can take the bullion 
and go to the mints of the United States and have it coined freely 
without charge. 

Suppose I should come to my friend the Senator from Delaware 
who at this moment may have in his ket 25.8 grains of gold 
in the form of bullion, and say, “I will give you 99 cents for it.” 
He would not take it, would he? He would not take it. And why? 
Because he would say to himself and say to me, I can take that 
Se to the mints of the United States and have it coined into 
a dollar.” 

Mr. PEFFER. Law fixes the value. 

Mr. GRAY. That is what they come to. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam willing to 

Mr. GRAY. Law fixes the value of the dollar, says the Sena- 
tor’s Populist colleague. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Delaware would refuse to take 
99 cents, because the mints of the United States are open to the 
free coinage of the bullion in his pocket, and therefore the market 
value of the bullion and the coin value are equivalent. 

Suppose I should go to the Senator, who has in his pocket 412} 
grains of standard silver in the form of bullion, and say to him, 
I will give you 95 cents for it.” He would take it. 

Mr. GRAY. Indeed I would. 

Mr. ALLEN. Indeed he would. Yes; he is a true gold bug. 

Mr. ELKINS. Ninety-five cents in what? 

Mr. GRAY. In gold. 

Mr. ALLEN. In any kind of money you will have. I ask 
him if he would take 95 cents, and he saysindeed he would. Wh 
would he do so? Simply because he knows that silver by law 
shut out from the mints and can not be coined. Now, that is all 
there is to it. You never found a gold monometallist who would 
not back down when he came to the point. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLEN, Let me finish. 

Mr. GRAN. Certainly. I do not want to interrupt the Senator, 

Mr. ALLEN. I will yield to the Senator in a moment with 
pleasure. Sie fe under a system of free So nana where silver 
could be coined into a dollar just as freely as gold can be coined, 
I should go to the Senator from Delaware and say, I will give 

ou 95 cents for 4124 1 of standard silver in the form of bul- 

ould you take it? IJ ask the Senator if he 
would take it? 


Mr. GRAY. If it could be coined into a dollar? 

Mr. ALLEN. If it could be coined into a dollar free of 
by the United States would the Senator take 95 cents for it? 

Mr. GRAY. That depends. 

Mr. ALLEN. Upon what? 

Mr. GRAY. I Will tell the Senator. I can not answer 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to have the Senator answer me, 

Mr. GRAY. Very well, if the Senator will let me answer. I 
do not want to interrupt him. It is very unsatisfactory to state 
one’s position, where one does not want to interrupt the course of 
an ar; ent, in disconnected phrases. I say to the Senator that 
if with the free coinage of silver and with the free coinage of gold 
as it existed prior to 1873 he had come to me with a gold do! 
and had asked me to give him 412 grains of silver for it, I would 
not have done it, because the silver in the coin was worth more 
than 100 cents in gold; and if I had been governed by the ordinary 
business notions that control sane men, who are acting on strictly 
business and economic principles, I should have said, No, for the 
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bullion is worth more than 100 cents in gold.“ It was worth 103 
cents or 104 cents, and at one time it was worth 107 cents. 

Mr. ALLEN. That does not answer the question. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well; if that does not answer it I will give 
up. Now let the Senator answer that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Answer what? 

Mr.GRAY. Answer whether, if the positions had beenreversed, 
he would have taken it. 

Mr. ALLEN. But the Senator—— 

Mr. GRAY. No “buts” about it. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator intends to put that question to me 
in evasion of the question I asked him. 

Mr. GRAY. Ianswered the Senator’s question. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I will answer his question. Turn about is 
fair pier I will answer it squarely, too. If pe 4123 grains of 
stan silver could be coined at the mints of the United States 
without onargo to you and converted into a dollar, would you 
take 95 cents for the bullion in your pocket? 

Mr. GRAY. Ninety-five cents in gold? 

Mr. ALLEN. In anything; I do not care what it is. 

Mr. GRAY. That is an insensible question. What does the 
Senator mean? Ninety-five cents in what? What kind of cents? 

Mr. ALLEN. I mean 95 cents in money of any kind that is 
current in the country. 

478 GRAY. That will not do. I should take 95 cents in gold 
t. 8 

Mr. PUGH. Why? 

Mr. GRAY. Because I believe that the free coinage of silver 
would not bring up the commercial value to the mint value, and 
because I believe that if free coinage obtained the gold dollar 
would still be more valuable than the silver dollar; that is, the 
bullion in the gold dollar would be more valuable than the bullion 
in the silver do Therefore, I would not accept his offer. Now 
I have answered the Senator’s question. Will he answer mine? 

Mr. ALLEN. Iwill answer the Senator's question. There was 
never but a temporary disparity between gold and silver at the 
period the Senator speaks of, and gold and silver were both out 
of circulation at that time. There was a little circulating on the 
Pacific Slope, but none in this section of the country. That dis- 

ity was made largely in consequence of the fact that under 
333 of restri legal-tender greenbacks gold and silver 
had been made articles of commerce rather than money. 

Mr. GRAY. How was it prior to 1860? 

Mr. ALLEN. There was no disparity except in the form of 
alternate overvaluation and under valuation. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, yes; there was. 

Mr. BUTLER, I should like to ask the Senator from Dela- 


Ware 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from North Carolina will not 
do that. I wish to 20 through my remarks. 

Mr. BUTLER. right. A y 

Mr. ALLEN. Iwill be charged with occupying the floor too 
long. I will yield at the proper time. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator would not take the 95 cents? 

Mr. GRAY. No. 

Mr. ALLEN. He would not take it because the bullion could 
be converted into a dollar, and he could use the dollar in the pay- 
ment of debts or the purchase of property, and the moment silver 
bullion can be admitted to the mints of the United States and 
made a part of the standard coin of the country, coin of ultimate 
redemption as our Republican friends sometimes speak of it, that 
moment it will be worth in the markets of this country and in the 
markets of the world the face of the coin. ; 

Mr. GRAY. I said I would take it, not that I would not take it. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator has given his great influence to 
striking down silver and destroying the parity that existed be- 
tween the two coins, and then he expects silver to get on its feet 
without any aid. He says there is no distinction—— 

Mr. GRAY. Did the ator understand me to say I would not 
take 95 cents for the 412} grains of bullion? I said distinctly that 
I would take it in gold. i 

Mr. ALLEN. I am afraid the Senator would take it, but I 
should dislike torisk a large sum under those circumstances. Sup- 
pose instead of having 412} grains of silver bullion the Senator had 
what would amount to $1,000,000, if coined into standard dol- 
lars, and I should go to him and offer him 95 cents for every 412} 

i He would not take it under those circumstances, he says. 

Mr. GRAY. Itwould depend upon the commercial value of the 
bullion. 

Mr. ALLEN. He would not take it because he could take it 
to the mints and have it coined into dollars which would be the 
equivalent of gold dollars. 

That is all there is to it. That is where all these gentlemen 
land when they come to argue the question of parity. 

Mr. GRAY. There is no difficulty in conducting an ar, 
of that kind—I am always glad to conduct it—when the 


ent 
tor 


both puts the question and answers it himself. So I leave him 


such n comes from that mode of ar ent. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to give one or two illustrations of my in- 
terpretation of the views of the Senator from Delaware of the 
question of maintaining the parity. They are very homely and 
simple illustrations, but they bring out, I think somewhat forcibly. 
the views of that Senator and the senior Senator from Ohio an 
others of like belief, 

Let us take the case of two men of about equal strength. We 
will say one is a yellow man and the other a white man, to make 
the simile complete. They are engaged in a physical struggle for 
the mastery. They are men nearly iror matched in strength, 
There is ‘‘a parity” of strength existing between them. Now, we 
are going to establish a parity between those men on the prin- 
ciples that have been argued by the Senator from Delaware and 
the Senator from Ohio. How will we doit? We will have some 
third person intervene and bind the white man with chains, so 
that he is powerless. Then we will say that the yellow man being 
free and the white man Teye bound so that he can not move, a 
parity of strength is established between them. Strike down one, 
prevent him from using the strength given to him, and give the 
mastery to the other, and it is that a parity of stren; 
has been thus established between them. That is the condition 
of gold and silver to-day. That is an illustration of the “parity” 
now existing between gold and silver. 

Suppose my friend the Senator from Delaware were driving a 
team of horses, one a yellow horse, if the 2 permissible 
and the other a white one, equally matched in speed and size and 
strength. Suppose a man having a monopoly of yellow horses 
should say to him, ‘‘ Your white horse has no intrinsic value. 
The yellow horse has. You ought not to use it. It is true it 
travels as well and looks as well. It is as strong and perfect as the 
other; but it lacks intrinsic value, and you must establish a parity 
between the horses.” How? By breaking the leg of the white 
horse, so that he can not travel or by binding him so that he can 
not travel. He is to be kept in that condition according to the 
logic of the Senator from ware—I am not using his la: 1 
but his logic—and the parity is to be established on that basis be. 
tween the horses, until the white horse by force of circumstances 
breaks his environments and reestablishes the former relation ex- 
isting between himself and his mate. That is the reasoning on 
parity of the gold-standard men. 

Now, let us go one step further. The Senator has a gold and a 
silver bushel measure on his premises. Each measures a bushel. 
Some one having a monopoly of gold measures says to him, Vour 
silver measure has not the 5 value of the gold measure. 
There is a di ity between the two, and the parity must be 
established or the disparity wiped out.“ The Senator would cut 
down the silver measure one-half, according to his logic, and 
leave it a half measure until of its own accord it grew to full 
parity with the other. That is the logic. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I will yield in a moment. Suppose the Senator 
has two yardsticks, each 86 inches long, of course, one made of 
gold and the other of silver, and some gold bug should say, The 
intrinsic value is not in thesilver yardstick. There is a di ot 
between the silver and the gold.” What would you do? Woul 
you cut off 18 inches of the silver stick and leave it there to grow 
out and establish the parity between itself and the gold yardstick, 
just asthe law destroyed the parity between gold and silver in 1873? 

Mr. GRAY. There was no parity between them. 

Mr, ALLEN. And the pseudo logicians argue that the parity 
must be established when silver has been completely stricken 
down and a disparity produced. 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to know whether the Senator pretends to 
say that in 1873, when the free coinage of silver was discontinued, 
there was paniy between the gold dollar and the silver dollar? 

Mr. AL . Practically there was. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator and those who agree with him are 
dealing very much in phrases of this kind. They talk about strik- 
pen dowa silver or destroying the parity by the act of 1873, and I 
will venture to say that there never has been a parity between 

old and silver such as that phrase assumes there was from the 
inning of the coinage of gold and silver down to 1873. 

Mr. ALLEN. Itis the misfortune of men who were born and 
raised and educated in the country where I was born and raised 
to be incapable of expressing themselves as plainly as our brethren 
who were educated at the better schools of the East. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I wish tosee if I understand the Senator cor- 
rectly. I understood the Senator to draw a comparison between 
a yellow horse and a white one entirely equal. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is correct. 

Mr.CAFFERY. Anda 1 bushel measure and a silver bushel 
measure. Do I understand by that that the Senator means there 
is a natural parity between those two metals? 
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Mr. ALLEN. No, Mr. President; the Senator from Louisiana 
is getting on dangerous ground for him. There never was a 
3 parity between any two things of which I have any 
know. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iwil ask the Senator what he understands 


py per : 3 : 
Mr. ALLEN. I understand parity to be a relation of equality 
existing between articles. 

Mr. GRAY. What sort of relation? 5 

Mr. CAFFERY. What is the precise definition of parity? 

Mr. ALLEN. There may be a variety of relations. It may be 
a relation of value, or a relation of volume, or a relation of use. 
It may present itself in a variety of forms. 

Mr. GRAY. What do mean by it? 

Mr. ALLEN. I want the Senator to answer my question, and 
not to run away from the discussion. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator pardon me again? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. à 

Mr. CAFFERY. I ask the Senator whether it is that sort of 
parity that one piece of these metals of a certain weight is equal 
at all times to another piece of metal of the same weight? 

Mr. ALLEN. I say to the Senator from Louisiana that as to 
articles which are uced in substantially the same quantity, 
have the same durability, are adapted to the same uses, and used 
to the same extent, there is not T 
tween them, but also a parity that may be established by the law. 
Now, I think I have answered the Senator. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Not nn See 8 ; 7 

Mr. ALLEN. But the tor a Louisiana will not draw 
me on 8 of his choosing. 

Pye Snorage — a 5 qaw you ne ground 
of m oosing, is is the ground of your own choosing. 

Mr. ALLEN. No. Isay that there has never been, so far as I 
know, a time when there was a commercial parity, if that is what 

ou are ing of, between two articles. The Senator from 
Sane ows a great deal of these matters, and I ask him to 
point out an instance. ý 

Mr. GRAY. Ican not point it out between silver and gold at 
a given ratio. 

r. ALLEN. No. Ofcourse the ratio is the relation fixed by 
men; that is all. 

Mr. GRAY. Do you not propose to fix it in the bill to restore 


free co 2 

Mr. "ALLEN . Certainly. Isay that when you took away from 
silver one of its chief uses you destroyed the commercial relation 
which existed between it and gold as well as the money parity 
between the two, just as when you take from your yardstick one- 
half you destroy the parity of measurement, just as you destroy 
the parity between your horses in one instance when you cripple 
one and permit the other to go free, just as y destroy pariy 
between your bushel measures when you cut down one and per- 
mit the other to stand at full measurement. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question there? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator contend—for he has not yet 

uite distinctly said so, although the Senator from Kansas pts. 
FFER], of the same party, has said so—does the Senator from 
Nebraska contend that the parity between the two metals is a 
mere matter of law? 

Mr. ALLEN. No doubt the Senator from Delaware would like 
me to answer that question. 

Mr. GRAY. I should, very much. 

Mr. ALLEN. And the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 3 
was after me a moment ago to answer it, and I declined to w. 
on the ground chosen by the Senators. I ask the Senator to come 
to my ground for debate. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator believe that the mere enacting 
of a law that 16 parts of silver shall be equal to 1 part of gold will 
make it so, irrespective of commercial considerations? 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I expect under a system of free 
and unlimited coinage of silver, which will give a new use to sil- 
ver, or a use of which it has been deprived since 1873, that com- 
mercial parity between the metals as articles of commerce will be 
reestablished. 

Mr. GRAY. Then the Senator does not believe that it is inthe 

wer of law alone to make an arbi ity between these 
Eeo =e at 16 to 1, or whatever the ratio described in the law 
may 

Mr. ALLEN. Ihave not saidso. I know very well the Sena- 
tor from Delaware would like to have me say so. Then he would 
like to contend that the Senator from Nebraska favors fiat money. 

Mr. GRAY. No; I will promise not to argue that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Isay to the Senator that by demonetization of 
silver you took from it one of its chief functions. 

Mr. GRAY. Let me ask the Senator—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Wait a moment. By that means you destroyed 
the commercial parity between silver and gold, w. is given to 
either by the privilege of being coined at the mints free. 


Mr. GRAY. Now, I think I understand the Senator. 

Mr. .I say if you will remove the demonetization 
statute and place silver once more at the mints where it stood 
when it was demonetized, the coin value of the metals and the 
bullion value of the metals will be equal. = 

Mr. GRAY. I want to be entirely fair to the Senator. The 
Senator knows that I do, though I may have misapprehended him. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, yes; I believe you do. 

Mr. GRAY. This question is too important a one to be insin- 
cere about. If I misstate the Senator’s position, of course he will 
correct me; but, as I understand it, it is this: that there are two 
elements to be taken into consideration in the value of the two 
metals, gold and silver, as a medium of exchange—that is, as to 
the value of the metal in them—that at the ratio of 16 to 1 we 
have to consider not only the commercial value of the bullion 
alone, apart from any legal recognition of them as money metals, 
but we have also to consider the value that is given to them by 
the free coinage of both of them, and the establi ent of them 
both on an equality asmoney metals. That is true, is it not? 

Mr. ALLEN, o. Let me e oe to the Senator; 
and I think I can state it so that he will understand me, and so 
that it will be. broad enough to be understood by ev me. Isay 
that the demonetizing act of 1873 destroyed the parity between 
gold and silver as coins, as money, and made silver a mere article 
of commerce. You destroyed it by legislation—that is, by with- 
drawing from silver its chief function, the money function. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well; I take that. 

Mr. ALLEN. One moment. If you will repeal the demoneti- 
zation act and reestablish silver at the mints in the condition it 
was when it was demonetized, that moment the bullion in the 
silver dollar will be worth commercially the silver coin. 

Mr. GRAY. Now I think I understand the Senator; but I may 
have been unfortunate in trying to state his position. Let me 
state it again. It is this, then, in his own that in con- 
sidering the commercial value of the two metals the coinage privi- 
lege or the money function of each is a very important if not the 
chief element in that value, or something of that kind 

Mr. ALLEN. The coinage use. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well—and taking away that coinage use of 
course destroyed that element of value, and the only element re- 
maining, for it still has value, is its commercial value as a metal, 
irrespective of and entirely apart from any money function that 
it may have. Is that so? 

Mr. ALLEN, Its value is estimated from—— 

Mr. GRAY. It has some value. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, just exactly as pig lead and copper. 

Mr. GRAY. Exactly. But it hasa value N of coin- 
age. That is true, is it not? 

Mr. ALLEN, Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. And that value is affected like the value of all 
other commodities, by supply and demand, is it not? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir; toa certain extent, with the qualifica- 
rei roe the demand for its use as money has been taken away by 

e. 

Mr. GRAY. Not the whole demand, for there is still a com- 
mercial demand after the money demand has been stricken off. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainl 


5 è y. 
Mr. GRAY. Iam speaking now of that value that remains 
after the money function was stricken down. 
Mr. ALLEN i 


i Ves, sir. 
Mr. GRAY. That value is subject to the ordinary causes which 

affect the values of all other commodities, supply and demand. 
Mr. ALLEN. Certainl 


Mr. GRAY. Very onl Now, suppose we restore silver to 
free coinage, then we would restore that other element of value, 
to wit, the money function, the money use, which you say would 
be sufficient to do away with the disparity that now exists be- 
tween the silver dollar and the gola dollar. Now, grant for the 
sake of argument that that would be fixed. Then, suppose there 
was an entire revolution in the metal element of the value, the 
bullion element of the value, and suppose the mines should treble 
in their stone 3 would not that affect the value of the bullion in 
that silver dollar in addition to what had been worked in it by 
the restoration of free coinage? 

Mr. ALLEN. The trouble, Mr. President 

Mr. GRAY. Let me add further, if that be so, how can you 
predicate and establish a permanent parity between the two met- 

? 


als, even if do restore silver to free coinage’ 
Mr. L answer the Senator in this way—and yet it is 
not according to the rules of discussion for me to run after 


pro; 
supposititious cases which he puts, but I am willing to do so—I 
am willing to let the Senator lead me on to his own ground at this 
time. I say to the Senator that one of the primary laws of eco- 
nomics is that everything must respond to the law of supply and 
demand. Articles rise and fall according to the supply and de- 
mand. Gold and silver are not exempt from that law; and when 
you use either of the metals as an article of commerce it is sub- 
ject to the laws of supply and demand as any other article of 


5612 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 23, 


commerce, the same as wheat and oats and other products; but 
when gold and silver are used as money, and anew use given them 
that is not given other articles, then they respond to the law of 
supply and 3 as money rather than as articles of commerce, 
and it is their money value that is taken into account, and not 
the commercial value of the materials. 

Mr. GRAY. But the commodity value remains, does it not? 

Mr. ALLEN. The commodity value when converted from bul- 
lion into coin assumes a new character. 

Mr. GRAY. But the commodity value remains? 

Mr. ALLEN. Now, I will answer the Senator in another re- 
spect. Fortwenty-seven centuries of the world, down to 1873, gold 
and silver were never to exceed three points apart, notwithstand- 
ing there was a great difference at times in the output. : 

Ar. BAKER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes. i 

Mr. BAKER. What per cent would the three points apart be— 
how many cents? 

Mr. ALLEN. What is your question? ‘ 

Mr. BAKER. You say there was never more than three points 
difference between gold and silver in all these centuries. How 
many cents in a point? N 1 

Mr. ALLEN. What I mean to say is this: That in the various 
forms of estimating in the different countries—I do not know how 
many cents there would be in the estimate of the use of gold and 
silver in Jerusalem, and I do not think the Senator from Kansas 
does either—they did not differ to exceed three points, 

Mr. BAKER. That is not answering the question. 

Mr. ALLEN. What I mean to say is, that in the estimate of 
all countries for twenty-seven centuries the difference between 
the two metals has never been to exceed three points. ieee 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question for information? 

Mr. ALLEN. Iwant to answer your other question first. 

Mr. GRAY. I wish to ask a question right there, and then the 
Senator can goon and answer them together, for notwithstanding 
his extreme modesty, I think he knows a great deal about history. 

Mr. ALLEN. Thank you, sir. i , 

Mr. GRAY. However, there is a great deal in the history of the 
first thousand years to which I haye not had access, and perhaps 
the Senator has. During that period there is much so-called his- 
tory about which there is a great deal of uncertainty, but I wish 
to ask the Senator if, say during a thousand years—I will not say 
two thousand seven hundred years—the commercial ratio between 
silver and gold has been at the rate of 16 to 1? 

Mr. ALLEN. It has not always been at that ratio. 

Mr. President, I must return my profound thanks to the Senator 
from Delaware—— > ; 

Mr. GRAY. How does the Senator say that it has not varied 
more than three points? 

Mr. ALLEN. 8 my profound thanks to the Senator from 
Delaware for his characterization of my knowledge of history. I 
have never met—I say it in candor and in kindness—an Eastern 
advocate of the gold heresy who did not at all times carry his 
egotism with him. 0 $ 

Mr. GRAY. If there is any chargo í wish to utterly resent it 
is the one of egotism. [ assure the Senator that what I said was 
said in perfect good faith. I believe he knows a great deal more 
about ihe history of coinage than 1 do. I think, perhaps, I am a 
little more clear about the present status of coinage than he is, or 
I would not presume to speak to him upon this question; but so 
far as what I said was concerned, I assure the Senator it was said 
in perfect good faith, and not meant in any other way. 

Mr. ALLEN. I accept the apology, Mr. President. The Sena- 
tor, however, was interrupting me when I was answering his 
question. 

Mr. GRAY. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. ALLEN. The fact is that the withdrawal of silver from 
its money use produced disparity between the metals. Then we 
have this fact that may come within the knowledge of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware; and he has lived a few years more than I 
have, and of course knows more by virtue of that fact and by vir- 
tue of his closer proximity to colleges, universities, and books. 

Mr. GRAY. Now the Senator is sarcastic. 

Mr. ALLEN. Notatall. I amsimply willing to accord to the 
Senator that which he claims for himself. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave not claimed it. A 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly the Senator from Delaware will not 
deny that there was any substantial disparity between gold and 
silver until 1873? I am speaking of a marked disparity. 

Mr. GRAY. There was not much for two years after 1878. 

Mr. ALLEN. And yet the Senator stood here yesterday and 
told us, and the changes are rung upon it from time to time, that 
there will be a disparity between gold and silver even if we return 
to free coinage. During a hundred years of national existence— 
and I am now within modern history—during a hundred years of 
national existence and a hundred years more of colonial existence, 
there was no disparity between the metals until 1873. 

Mr, GRAY. The ratio was not always the same. 


Mr. ALLEN. At any ratio—i5 or 16. 

There was a time when we undervalued our silver, and it went 
out of the country; there was a time when we undervalued our 
gold, and it went out of the country; but that was in consequence 
of law and not in consequence of the disparity between the metals, 
That is about all there is to this question of parity. 

How is it about appreciation? Our friends say there is no ap- 
Se eer of gold; they tell us that gold is always stationary. 

hy, of course, anything is stationary with itself and always 
equal to itself; but gold does not mark the rise and fall in prices 
papo , honestly, and justly, considering the business and in- 

ustrial interests of the country. What would be thought of this 
proposition—and I call the attention of the Senator from Dela- 
ware, with whom I haye established a parity of friendship, to the 
remark—what would be manga of a contract, for instance, to 
deliver a thousand yards of cloth for a dollar a yard, and when 
the day of delivery came the man who is to receive the cloth 
would say to the other that the law had in the meantime changed 
the yard from 36 inches to 48 inches, and he was entitled to receive 
48 inches of cloth for a yard instead of 36 inches, according to the 
standard of measurement at the time of the contract? 

Mr. GRAY. That would be a pretty hard case. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator says it would bea hard case. What 
would be thought, for instance, of a law which, after a contract 
had been made between two men that one was to deliver to the 
other 1,000 bushels of wheat for 87 cents a bushel—the price pre- 
vailing in my country now—if he were told before he delivered it 
that Congress had changed the law and now called 120 pounds a 
bushel instead of 60 pounds—had changed the standard of meas- 
urement? I suppose the Senator from Delaware would say that 
that was a h case, too, would he not? That is precisely what 
was done under gold monometallism and by the demonetization 
of silver. It would be confiscation in the two instances I have 
mentioned, and, Mr. President, demonetization was confiscation. 
At the close of the war we could have paid our war debt, our 
bonded indebtedness of $2,800,000,000 in 2,800,000,000 bushels of 
wheat at a dollar a bushel, but in co uence of the demonetiza- 
tion of silver and the 5 of gold and the introduction of 
the gold standard we have paid over three billions of the debt 

rincipal and interest, and had something like 5700000, 000 left 
fore Mr. Cleveland and his Administration increased it by addi- 
tional bonds; and we have used the value of 7,000,000,000 bushels 
of wheat in doing so; and yet men can be found with the hardi- 
hood to assert that there is no appreciation in gold. 

I want briefly to direct attention to another thing that I re; 
as of importance. The honorable Senator from New York [Mr. 
HILL] yesterday and the day before, and the junior Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. BAKER] yesterday, reiterated the old story that the 
Populist pariy i in favor of an irredeemable paper money. Even 
the Senator from Ohio 5 SHERMAN] spoke of the Populist 
party as being a party in favor of irredeemable paper money. I 
say to the Senator from New York, as I have said to him before, 
and to the Senator from Ohio and the junior Senator from Kansas, 
and 7 — 9 other Senator who makes this assertion, that he talks 
of something he knows 17 7 about and that he has no right to 
assert unless he can find it in t mn pariy platform. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. I knew would have the attention of 
the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. I hardly think that any remark I have made will 
bear the construction that the eh party was in favor of the 
limitless issue of paper money. ere must be some limit to it, I 
sag Ap but I do not exactly understand what. 

. ALLEN. Do not let us chop logic on this question. 

Mr. HILL. I do not know what the Senator means by that ex- 
pression. 

Mr. ALLEN. I mean to say that there is nothing in the decla- 
ration of the Populist party showing it to be in favor of an irre- 
deemable currency. 

Mr. HILL. When the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN] was asked what he wanted, he spoke of a billion or so. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from South Carolina is one of the 
leaders of the Democratic ty and is going to the Chicago con- 
vention. He is not a Populist. 

Mr. HILL. I do not know how long he will remain at Chicago. 
The point of the statement I made the other day was simply that 
I thought the Populist party was in favor of an irredeemable pa- 
per currency. 

Mr. ALLEN. Here is the Populist ipasara, adopted in 1892, 
in the book which I will hand to the Senator, and I ask him to 
find any such declaration. 

Mr. HILL. Ifthe Senator will allow me, no matter what your 
platform says, if you provide for the issue of paper money and do 
not provide anything whatever of any substantial amount for its 
redemption, it would be in fact an irredeemable currency. 

Mr. You provided nothing, and your party has pro- 
vided nothing, to redeem your currency. 
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Mr. HILL. The Senator himself voted the other day to put a 
clause upon an appropriation bill for the issue of Treasury notes 
without providing a single particle of money with which to re- 
deem them. } 

Mr. KYLE. Iask the Senator from New York how much will 
a PRE of $100,000,000 support? Isit nota matter of judgment, 
merely? 

Mr. HILL. I suppose you might say that a basis of $100,000,- 
000 might support thousands and thousands of millions. 

Mr. LE Just about two billions, according to the Demo- 
cratic Administration. 

The Senator from New York is a very great lawyer—and I 
mean what I say—and he knows very well that an issue of legal- 
tender notes under the act to which he referred the other day 
would be redeemable in coin under existing law. 

Mr. HILL. When we did not provide anything for their re- 
demption? You provided that they should be issued, that is all. 

Mr. ALLEN. We have statutes on the books now providing 
for their redemption, but the trouble has been and is that under 
a Republican, and a Democratic Administration as well, you have 
bankrupted the Treasury and can not redeem your paper to-day. 

Mr. HILL. I suppose my friend thinks that one of the things 
that has bankrupted the country is the passage of the Wilson 
bill, for which he voted. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; I do not. I did not have any restraint 
placed on me at that time. 

Mr. HILL. You do not seem to have any restrictions on you 
now. 25 70 hter. 

Mr. LEN. o; in other words, I was not tied up on the 
Wilson bill so that I could not vote my convictions. 

Mr. HILL. I tried to get my friend to vote against it, but he 
seemed to be awfully tied up. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. 

Mr. HILL. He said he was compelled to vote for it, and he did 
vote for it. 

Mr. ALLEN, I had no unnatural alliances with Republicans 
or Democrats, as others had. 

Mr. HILL. No; yours was a natural alliance. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLEN. No; and it does not come with a very good grace 
from the Senator from New York—I am speaking of his party, of 
course—for my distinguished and able friend to gibe the Populist 

It comes with ill grace from my friend from New York, 

whose party has bankrupted the country jointly with the Re- 

ublican party and reduced the Treasury so that you can not re- 
eem, to say anything in disparagement of the Populist party. 

Mr. HILL. Let us see about that. The only measure of any 
great importance relating to the finances which the Democratic 

arty has passed was the Wilson bill, which was passed with the 
BenkioPh support and aid, and without which it could not have 
passed. Now, what other measure affecting the finances of the 
country can the Democratic party be held justly responsible for? 
If they are responsible for the Wilson bill, the Senator shares with 
them the responsibility. 

Mr. K . It was a good bill with the income tax embodied 
in it. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Democratic party is responsible for the pas- 
sage of the Wilson bill. The Democratic party passed something 
bigger than the Wilson bill; it passed the opportunity for success. 

itr. HILL. We are talking about legislation. 

Mr. ALLEN. That was something a great deal bigger than 
the Wilson bill. 

Mr. HILL. In what other respects does the Senator say the 
eae has bankrupted the country? 

Mr. ALLEN. If your party after the inauguration of Mr. Cleve- 
land had promptly taken up the tariff question before some Sen- 
ators on the Democratic side had formed alliances with the 
1 and had passed a scientific tariff measure; if you had 

the courage to take hold of the silver question; if you had not 
been bound by the shylocks who make your political success or 
your defeat certain, and had taken hold of the financial question, 
you could have established yourselves in this country, in my judg- 
ment, so that the next fifty years would have witnessed you in 
poran but you had no courage when you came to the test. Your 
dent was bound by the gold powerand the bond power, which 
precipitated the bankers’ panic in 1893. 

Then, following the bankers’ wishes and not the people’s, he con- 
vened Congress in session to unconditionally repeal the purchase 
clause of the Sherman Act. 

Mr. HILL. The President never did a better thing in his life. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, he never did many good things 

Mr. HILL. He never did, I say, a better thing in his life than 
when he convened the extra session of Congress to repeal the 
Sherman Act. There was not an intelligent silver man in the 
country who ever discussed the question who ever claimed that 
the Sherman law was a consistent and logical silver bill. It was 
a fraud from beginning to end, and ange to have been repealed, 
and every true silver man would probably take that position. 


Mr. ALLEN. He has not done many great things, I think, in 
the last three years. Your party claims to be a party of bimetal- 
lism. I have heard the Senator from New York himself say he 
was a bimetallist. The world knows that he is a Democrat, for 
he has said so. That has been repeated from hilltop to hilltop 


and from valley to valley. If your party is a bimetallic purty, 
why did not the country have the benefit of your services, when 
you repealed the purchase clause of the Sherman Act, in the 

sage of a free-coinage bill? Did not the Senator from New York 
vote constantly against free coinage during the three months of 
the extra session of 1893? No, Mr. President, the record of both 
of these parties is spotted all over. You have not the coin, gold 
and silver combined, to redeem the paper money. The banks do 
not pretend to redeem. They get together greenbacks and go 
down to the Treasury and call for gold and get the gold, and 
then get greenbacks back again and get more gold, and go through 
this endless process that Mr. Cleveland speaks of, and which he 
1 within a year, long after it had been discovered by 

0 ; 

r. HILL. Will the Senator from Nebraska vote for a provi- 
sion o when greenbacks are once redeemed they shall not be 
reissu 

Mr. ALLEN. If you will supply their place with coin I will 


do so. 

Mr. HILL. Why not let that 1 stand by itself? The 
Senator complains that the President of the United States uses 
for the ordinary expenses of the Government what is called the 

roceeds of the bonds, to wit, greenbacks received on redemption. 

suggested yesterday in the remarks which I made here a method 
by which 8 — could stop that by a simple amendment to this bill. 

ill the Senator support it? 

Mr. ALLEN. t is the amendment? State it and I will 
tell you whether I will support it or not. 

Mr. HILL. Theamendment suggested is that when greenbacks 
are redeemed and placed in the Treasury they shall not be reissued. 

Mr. ALLEN. ‘ovided—— 

Mr. HILL. Provided what? 

Mr. ALLEN. That their place in circulation shall be supplied 
by silver or gold dollars. I will support your amendment with 
that proviso attached to it. 

No, Mr. President, I do not e t to hear the Senator assert 
again that the Populist party is in favor of irredeemable paper 
money. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President 

Mr. ALLEN, Iheard the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
BAKER] assert that yesterday, and he asserted it in the light of 
the fact that there is no doctrine of that kind contained in the 
platform or in the official utterances of the Populist party. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CARTER in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Nebraska yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. ALLEN. Always; 1 

Mr. BAKER. Did I understand the Senator from Nebraska to 
say a few moments ago that for two thousand seven hundred years 
there had been only two or three points’ difference between the 
price or pola and silver? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know what the Senator from Kansas 
understood me to 55 

Mr. BAKER. Did the Senator say that in two thousand seven 
hundred years there had not been a difference of over three points? 

Mr. ALLEN. I passed that point half an hour ago in my dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. BAKER. Did the Senator make that statement? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir; I said something like that. 

Mr. BAKER. Will the Senator tell me what a point is? 

Mr. ALLEN. I answered the Senator. 

Mr. BAKER. How many cents is a point? 

Mr. ALLEN. It might be more or less than the Senator and I 


Mr. BAKER. Well, how much is it? The Senator is talking 
now upon finance. 

Mr. A I shall be glad indeed to answer the Senator 
from Kansas if he will give me a chance to finish my discussion 
of the point that I am on. 

Mr. BAKER. This is a good time, when a man is posted on 
2 5 . to tell us how much a point is. Does the Senator 

ow 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas is petti- 
fogging and beating about the bush, offering nothing substantial. 

5 AKER. Does the Senator know that a point is about 7 

cen 


# rit ALLEN. No; and the Senator from Kansas does not know 
either. 

Mr. BAKER. Three points are about 21 cents. 

Mr. ALLEN. I say that points differ according to the particu- 
lar market and the particular article and the particular country 
in which the transaction takes place. 
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Mr. BAKER. Suppose 
only two or three points for two tho seven hun: years. 
How much w that be in cents? How much would be the dif- 
ference between gold and silver? Tell me that. 

Mr, ALLEN. e Senator seems to know a great deal about 
this matter, and questions my knowledge, and I do not object to 
it, either. I say to the Senator that gold and silver have run from 
10} to 16 from the foundation of the history we have of them. 

Mr. BAKER. Sixteen what? 

Mr. ALLEN. Sixteen grains. 

Mr. BAKER. How much variation would that be on the dol- 
lar? 

Mr. ALLEN. It would take me longer to that out than 
I care to devote to it. It involves a minute calculation. 

Mr. BAKER. When the Senator said three points did he not 
know that it did not mean 3 per cent, but that it meant 21 cents? 
Mr. ALLEN. No; I did not know anything of the kind 

Mr. BAKER. Then the Senator ought not to talk on the ques- 


tion of silver. 

Mr. ALLEN. And the Senator from Kansas does not know 
anything of the kind, and is not capable of enlightening me. 

Mr. President, I have made a discovery to-day. I have discov- 
ered that this Senator who budded and blossomed on the prairies 
of Kansas understands all about this question. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. BAKER. I have made no such statement, but I want to 
say to my friend from the sand dunes of Nebraska that I think I 
perhaps know fully as much about it as he does. I have studied 
the question of points, I presume, fully as much as he has, and I 
can state to him now that a point is between 6 and 7 cents. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have never lost anything on a board of trade, 
and therefore I do not know much about modern points, 

Mr. BAKER. I presumed that was the case. 

Mr. ALLEN. tI meant to assert and what I do assert, 
notwithstanding I incur the displeasure of the powerful judg- 
ment of the junior Senator from Kansas, is that from the time 
we have had any history of the relation of gold and silver to each 
other it has been from a little below 11 to 1 up to 16 to 1 in our 
age and at this time. Now, you may call that a point or lack of 
point or whatever you may see fit; that is the relation that has 
come down to us in the ages, : 

Mx. KYLE. The ratio of production, the Senator means. 

Mr. ALLEN. The ratio of production. Mr. President, I do 
not know how many points that would make in the estimation of 
the Senator from 5 or that it would make any, and to be 
entirely frank with him and the country, I do not care. But the 
Senator from Kansas was one of the Senators who asserted in this 
Chamber yesterday (notwithstanding he had been corrected re- 
peatedly) that the Populist party is in favor of an irredeemable 
currency. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I have the h of the junior 
Senator from Kansas right here. Iwill buy the gentleman a suit 
of clothes if he finds that statement in the speech Imade. Now, 
come down to the truth and be honest. Here is the speech. 
Find the words there that you say I used, that the Populist party 
favors irredeemable paper money. 

Mr. ALLEN. lam certain the Senator has made that state- 


the scale 3 a difference of 


ment two or three times here. 
Mr. BAKER. What I said was paper Populism, 
Mr. ALLEN. Paper Populism? tis good. 


Mr. BAKER. That is w. 

Mr. ALLEN. How long ago has it been since the Senator de- 
3 prepar essay in this Chamber in which he used 
exactly the wor quoted? 

Mr. BAKER. You can not find it even in the prepared speech 
that I delivered any more than you can find it in the little speech 
I delivered yesterday. 

Mr. AL . It was during this session of Congress. Now, 
the Senator from Kansas should not beat about the bush, Dur- 
ing the present session of Congress the Senator, in his room or 
somewhere else outside of this Chamber, deliberately wrote a 
speech in which he spoke of the Populist party being in favor of 
an i ble paper money. The Senator from will 
not deny that. 

Mr. BAKER. Ihave that et I think the Senator must 
have porn renting the Omaha platform or the Ocala platform and 

Mr. ALLEN. No, Iam not mixed on Populism. Iam mixed 
sometimes on what constitutes Republicanism when I see on the 
other side a division among Senators on vital issues and somewhat 
mixed as to what constitutes Democracy over here; I get rather 
confused when there is a division in voting. 

Mr. President, I have here the Omaha platform. I made the 
assertion in this Chamber a short time and I believe it stands 
good yet) that seven Senators out of ten have never read that plat- 


t I said. 
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form. I propose to read it. Iam going to give the world the ben- 
efit of the Populist platform. I invite the careful and pra; 
attention of se ra from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] and my friend 
from New York [Mr. HILL] as I read this platform: 


Assembled upon the one hundred and sixteenth anni 
tion of Independence, the People's Party of America, in 
convention, invoking upon their action the blessi 


of Almigh’ t 
forth, in the name and on behalf of the people of x 2 
preamble and declaration of princi 5 


— country, the 

Ip. 

The conditions which surround us best justify our tion. We meet 

in the midst of a nation brought to the —— of moral, fitical, and material 

ruin. Corruption dominates the ballot box, the le; tures, the Co: 

and touches even the ermine of the bench. The ple are demo! 

Most of the States have been compelled to isolate the voters at the polling 
laces to prevent universal intimidation or bribery. The newspapers are 

Ereciy sabsidized or muzzled, public opinion silenced, business prostrated, 

our homes covered with mortgages, labor impoverished, and the land concen- 

trating in the handsof the capitalists. The urban workmen are denied the 

right of organization for self-protection; imported pauperized labor beats 

down their ; a hireling sons by our laws, is 

established to shoot them down, and 


of the Declara- 
first national 


ted and 

ese, in turn, ise the Republic and endanger liberty. 

ioes the same prolific . — it oo tal injustice we . — the rie 
classes—tramps an mn 


grea! 

The national L power to create money is appropriated to enrich bondholders; 
avast public debt payable in legal-tender currency funded into 
Suid bearing bonds, thereby adding millions to the burdens of the people. 

Silver, which has been accepted as coin since the dawn of history, has been 
demonetized to add to the purchasing power of gold 1 the value 
of all forms of property as well as human labor, and the supply o 
is purposely abridged to fatten usurers, bankrupt enterprise, and enslave in- 
dustry. A vast conspiracy mankind has been on two con- 
tinents, and it is 5 possession of the wor If not met and 
overthrown at once, it forebodes terrible social convulsions, the destruction 
of civilization, or the establishment of an absolute despotism. We have wit- 
nessed for more than a quarter of a cen the struggles of the two t 
political parties for power and plunder, while grievous wro Marrs Teen. 
inflicted upon the suffering people. We charge that the controlling inftu- 


currency 


ences dom ing both these parties haye permitted the existing dreadful 
conditions to develop without serious effort to prevent or restrain them. 
Neither do they o es usany su reform. They have agreed 
e 


together toignore, coming — — , every issue but one. They pro- 
poe to drown the outcries of a plun Soe people with the uproar of pod ie 


e over the tariff, so that capi tions, national rings, 
trusts, watered stock, the demonetization a silver, and the . — —— 
the usurers may all be lost sight of. They propose to our homes, 
lives, and children on the altar of mammon— 


It should be “wives and children ”— 


to destroy the multitude in order to secure tion funds from the mil- 
lionaires. Assembled on the anniversary of the birthday of the nation and 
filled with the spirit of the grand general chief who established our inde- 
pendence, we seek to restore the Government of the Republic to the hands 
of “the p © assert our : 
poses to be identical wi 


ur 
oy Pia perpos ot the national Constitution, to form 
a more perfect Union and esta justice, insure ee nillity, pro- 


that every passion 
that we must be in fact, as we are in name, one united er! 
55 itself confronted by conditions for which there is no precedent 
of the world. Our annual agricultural productions amount to 
billions of do in value, which must within a few weeks or months be ex- 
ged for billions of dollars of commodities consumed in their production; 
the existing currency supply is wholly — to make this — ony ome 
The results are falling prices, the formation of combines and rings, the im- 
poverishment of the produ We pledge ourselves t ven 
wer we will labor to correct evils by wise and reasonable | tion 
accordance with the terms of our platform. 
We believe that the powers of government—in other words of the 
2 be expanded 
as 


e sense of an in t 
shall justify to the end that oppression, 
ally cease in the land. 

While our sym 8 a 
every proposition w 
tem — vertheless 


class. 


of reform are naturally upon the side of 
tend to make men intelligent, virtuous, and 
uestions— rtant as they are 


p us to determine whether we 
are to havea my age to administer, before we differ as to the conditions 
upon which it is to be administered, believing that the forces of reform this 
gay organized will never cease to move forward until 5 vng is righted 

equal rights and equal privileges securely established forall the men and 
women of this country; we d therefore, 


UNION OF THE PEOPLE. 
1. That the union of the labor forces of the United States this da: 


y consum- 
mated shall be permanent and tual; may itsspirits enter into all hearts 
for the ee the Republic and the uplifting of mankind? ` 

2. Wealth belongs to him who creates it, and every dollar taken from indus- 


try without an equivalent is robbery. “If any not work neither shall 
— » The interests of rural and civic labor are the same; their enemies 
as We believe that the time has come when the railroad corporation will 
either own the le or the people must own the railroads, and should the 
Government enter upon the work of owning and all railroads, we 
should favor an amendment to the Constitution by which all persons en- 

6223 shall N 3 soeu 

e most rigid character, so as revent the increase powe: 

e national administration by the use of such additional Government 


THE QUESTION OF FINANCE. 

We demand a national , safe, nomad, ee ee issued the 
General Government only, a full Legal tender for all debts, public — Bom 
vate, and that without the use of g a asi; egottabia ana 
efficient means of distribution direct to the people at a to exceed 2 


of th 
employees. 


1896. 
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vided btreasury of 
Pee Set Oe Maas he hoster m E alas by papriaate ie CABA of 
its obligations for public improvements. 

Let me say right here that this is the only menk paini that Demo- 
crats or Republicans could ever find in the 99 t platform. It 
has never been advocated in either branch of Congress, and by the 
action of the National Alliance in this city in January last it was 
eliminated. So the subtreasury plan is no longer a part of the 
doctrine of the agin 

Mr. LINDSAY. How about the 2 percent plan? 

Mr. ALLEN. Does not the Senator from Kentucky know that 
the 2 per cent plan is the subtreasury plan? It is just as insep- 
arable as the dog from the tail. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I am glad to know it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam glad to inform the Senator. 

Mr. KYLE. The Senator from Kentucky probably refers to 
the 2 per cent loan upon lands. 

Mr. ALLEN. There is no such thing in the platform. 

Mr. KYLE. That was the policy advocated by the late Senator 
from California, Mr. Stanford, and it was a Republican, not a 
Populist, doctrine. 

Mr. ALLEN. Thatis not in here and never has been. Now, 
further— 


— 7 5 and unlimited coinage of silver and gold at the present 
ratio o . 

There is nothing there about maintaining the parity, such as 
you find in the involved phrases of the Democratic and Republican 
platforms. 

Mr. LINDSAY. You are entitled to credit for that, no doubt. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; we are entitled to credit for something, if 
it is for nothing more than mere persistence. 

We demand that the amount of circulating medium be speedily increased 
to not less than $50 per capita. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam following the Senator very carefully 
in his reading of the Populist platform. I find there are many 
excellent ideas in it—good things, many of them—and I should 
like to have the Senator—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CARTER in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Nebraska yield to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire? 

Mr. CHANDLER, I should like to have the Senator expound 
some of them. S 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me finish reading the platform, and then I 


will expound it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. At this particular point, about making the 
circulating medium $50 per capita, does the Senator mean that we 
should have $50 per Tan of all kinds of money? 

Mr. ALLEN. Of all kinds of money. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And that that should be the limit? 

Mr. ALLEN. That of gold, silver, and redeemable paper $50 

r capita should be the amount to which the circulation should 
E brought, 

Mr. CHAN DLER. Gold, silver, and paper of all kinds? 

Mr. ALLEN. No; not paper of all kinds; not national-bank 
issues. We do not want that kind of a circulating medium, 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator’s point is that there shall be 
in the circulating medium i 

Mr. ALLEN. Legal-tender notes issued. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Of all money $50 a head? 


Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Now, I want to ask the Senator how, if a 
paper issue is necessary, we are going to get that money into cir- 

tion among the people. 

Mr. . By putting it out in the form of 5 public 
buildings, i slap rivers and harbors and mill ponds up in 
New Hampshire and other places. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And not in any other way? 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no; aman must work for what he gets in 
this world. 

4 ae CHANDLER. That is where I am disappointed, Mr. Presi- 
en 

Mr. ALLEN. I know you are disappointed. [Laughter.] It 
has become a popular thing for some men who do not know any- 
thing of the Populist party—and I have no reference to the Sena- 
tor from New 8 . CHANDLER], because I give him 
credit 1 abreast of the times 

Mr. I am studying all the time the Populist 
platforms and the Senator’s speeches. 

Mr. ALLEN. I know the Senator is. There is some hope, 
because the Senator has voted with us a few times. But it has 
been a popular thing among a certain class of statesmen who do 
not know anything of the Populist party to charge it with all 
a, HAWLEY 

. . Will the Senator it me to interject a 
1 8 permit terj 


Mr. ALLEN, Oh, yes. 


Mr. GRAY. We are all studying platforms. [Laughter. 

Mr. HAWLEY. After you get up to $50 per capita and the 
circulation is more than double what it is now it does not make 
much difference whether you absolutely distribute some money 
at the back door of the every day or loan it without 
limit as to sum to anybody who comes along at 2 per cent per 


annum. 

Mr. ALLEN. No: we do not advocate anything of the kind. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think my expression, anybody who comes 
along,” may be a littleindefinite. They would probably use some 
discretion, but it is to be distributed among people at a tax 
not to exceed 2 per cent per annum. I thought that meant a loan. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Connecticut was evidently in 
the cloakroom enjoying himself when I explained that matter. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was enjoying myself before I came in here. 

Mr. ALLEN. I said to the Senate that that was the weak point, 
and the only weak point, in the Populist platform. Let me say to 
the Senator from Connecticut that I do not know of a Populistin 
public life who has ever advocated it. It is like the heresy of a 10 
per cent tax on State banks that the Democrats have in their plat- 

orm. It is like some heresiesin the Republican platform. Now, 
the National Alliance, with whom that plank originated, removed 
it from its demands this winter in this city, at its national meet- 
ing. 

Mr. GRAY. They med it. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; they removed it as a part of the demands of 
that 3 It is no longer a part thereof. 

Mr. GRAY. They did believe in it once, but they do not be- 
lieve in it now. 

Mr. ALLEN. The National Alliance believed in it. The Pop- 
ulist party never believed in it. It was weak enough to submit 
to the demands of the National Alliance, or to some members of 
the National Alliance, and put that plank in. Was not the Dem- 
ocratic party a little weak when it declared for the repeal of the 
10 per cent tax on State bank issues? 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave always been in favor of it. 

Mr. ALLEN. A Democratic Congress voted it down. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam speaking of myself. 

Mr. ALLEN. They would not have it. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam ing of myself. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I Will ask the Senator, in view of the fact 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator will not compel me to talk 
until 6 o’clock. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I want to ask avery simple question. In view 
of the retraction of a small portion of this platform with regard 
to money, how does the Senator propose to get the $50 per capita 
into circulation—into the hands of the peop e? 

Mr. The Senator was evidently asleep when I was 
answering the question of the Senator from New Hampshire A 
CHANDLER]. Ianswered the Senator from New Hampshire as to 
that question a moment ago. Was the Senator from Kentucky 
sitting here at the time? 
tas a Another gentleman looking for his $50 per capita. 

ughter. 

Mr. 


SAY. The Senator from Nebraska told the Senator 
from New Hampshire that he did not intend to give the money to 
the people. Now, I ask him how does he intend to get it into 
circulation moone He ple? 

Mr. ALLEN. How do you get your present volume of money 
in circulation among the people? How do you get it out? Itis 
twenty-one dollars and sixty-odd centsnow, according to Mr. Car- 
lisle. How do you get it out? How was it got out in the first in- 
stance? That is something hard to solve, is it not? Suppose you 
go to building public buildings in Kentucky; suppose you pay pen- 
sions, pay salaries; improve therivers and harbors of the country; 
improve Yellow Mill Pond in Connecticut. 

. KYLE. The difficulty is in getting enough. 

Mr. ALLEN. The same as one of the appropriation bills pro- 
poe. How long would it be until the money would be in circu- 

tion? Make every man give an honest day’s work—and I am 
afraid that condition my friend the Senator from Kentucky would 
not agree to—for the dollar he gets. Is there anything wrong 
about that? Is it anything hard to accomplish? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. There is another Senator who wants his $50. 


[Laughter. 

Mr. . He will have to earn it if he gets it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me get sooie the platform. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The rail can be bought, and money 
can be used to buy the railroad and telegraph lines. I want to 
help out the Senator from Nebraska all I can. 

ALLEN. I do not care about being helped out. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I will state to my colleague that that will 
only take 5811, 000, 000, 000. 
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Mr. ALLEN. I prefer to appeal to the friends of a platform 
and never appeal to its enemies, even though they come as Greeks 
bearing gifts. 

Let me go on with the platform, because I have started a school 


of education here which will ve valuable. 
rupted by the Senator from New Hampshire pr CHANDLER], 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HawLEY], the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay]—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator is weary I will read the rest 
of the platform. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam not weary. 
We demand a graduated income tax. 


I think that was voted for here. I think theSenator from Ken- 
tacky 5755 LIN DSA] voted for it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. What is that? 
7 m ALLEN. A graduated income tax. Did the Senator vote 

or it 

Mr. LINDSAY. Les, but it was not graduated. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, it was not. 

We believe that the money of the countryshould be kept as much as possi- 
ble in the hands of the people, and hence we demand that all State and na- 


tional issues shall be limited to the necessary expenses of the Government, 
economically and honestly administered. 


That seems to be a truism in political faith. 


We demand that postal savings banks be established by the Government 
for the safe deposit of the earnings of the people and to facilitate exchange. 

Then there follow some resolutions which are along the same 
line, but which are not a part of the platform. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator if the transportation 
clause is not sufficient to get the $50 into circulation, if that plank 
is carried out? 

Mr. ALLEN. No. hope the Senator will not become facetious 
or funny. I have explained to him that the money is to be put 
into circulation the same as all money is put into circulation; the 
same as the money that we now have in circulation was put out. 
It is not necessary or proper that the Senator from Kentucky 
should make sport or game of me as respects the platform of the 


That ends the whole thing: that is all there is to it, and itisa 
revelation to Senators. ere is my friend the Senator from 
New York [Mr. HILL] now? I thought he was here. My friend 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAx] is here, and I will do 
him the credit of saying that I have not heard him repeat the 
statement in this Congress that Populists wanted an irredeemable 
r money, and yet it comes from the Senator from New York 
Nr. HILL], the junior Senator, from Kansas [Mr. BAKER], and 
other Senators, from time to time, that the Populist y wants 
an irredeemable paper money. Do you find it in the platform? 
That is as free from a demand of that kind as the Democratic or 
the Republican platform. 

Have the Republican and the Democratic parties a monopoly of 
political knowledge? Mr. President, do you not suppose there are 
at least a few among the Populists who know that an irredeem- 
able currency issued in limitless volume would ruin any country? 
I say any gentleman hereafter, after he has heard the platform 
3 must subject himself to the charge of mendacity if he re- 

ts the statement that the party demands the issuance of irre- 
Beanie paper money. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Kansas has frequently 
been asked upon this floor, when he has been advocating the issue 
of paper money, what limit he would put to the issue, and he has 
never defined the limit. I never have understood the Senator 
from Kansas—— 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. No; I mean the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PEFFER]. who sits opposite me now. x 

Mr. BAKER. The senior Senator from Kansas [Mr, PEFFER]? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Thesenior Senator from Kansas; the Popu- 
list Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. BAKER. I was sure the Senator did not mean me. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The senior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEF- 
FER] has been asked over and over again on this floor where he 
ons to stop the issue of paper money. He has always said, 
We intend to have enough of it.” 

Mr. ALLEN. That is right. What is wrong about that? 

Mr. CHANDLER. He has answered in the same indefinite way 
when asked how he proposed to get the money out among the 

ple. He said they would get it out somehow; and now the 
onorabla Senator from Nebraska says that none of us ought to 
venture to say that the Populist party is in favor of the issue of 
unlimited paper currency. I point him to the senior Senator 
from Kansas, now sitting, as he has done much of late, upon the 
Democratic side of the Chamber, who has always refused to an- 


I have been inter- 


I never get weary reading it. 


swer the question, and who to-day, as I understand it, is in favor 


of issuing unlimited paper currency. 
Mr. ALLEN. 


y 
I do not think the senior Senator from Kansas— 


he can speak for himself—ever said that. Inever heard him advo- 
cate it, and I feel quite confident he would have told me something 
during our acquaintance if he believed it. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Whatis the limit of the senior Senator from 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know where the Senator from Kansas 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Nebraska says he has fre- 
quently talked with the senior Senator from Kansas, and he knows 
he is not in favor of an unlimited paper currency. How does he 
su the Senator from Kansas proposes to limit paper currency? 

r. ALLEN. I suppose the Senator from Kansas proposes to 

be bound by the platform. I know nothing to the contrary. But 
what is the Republican limit of money, I ask the Senator from 
New Hampshire? 
Mr. CHANDLER. The Republican limit to the issue of money 
is that amount of paper money which may be redeemed at all times 
in gold or silver. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam not talking of paper money. I am talking 
about all forms of money. 

Mr. CHANDLER. All the paper money which can be safely 
issued, redeemable in gold or silver. 
Mr. A We agree. How are you going to redeem it— 
in silver? 


Mr. CHANDLER. In gold or silver. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator redeem it in silver? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am a bimetallist myself. I am not for 
the free coinage of silver, nor am I for the single gold standard. 

Mr. ALLEN. You buy one metal with the other. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I stand halfway between the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. GRAY] and the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] 
as I heard them debating the subject a little while ago. 

ME GALLINGER. ill the Senator from Nebraska permit 
me 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator says this is an educational 
exercise, and I want a little education. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator needs it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no doubt of it, and the Senator 
from Nebraska can give it to me. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir; I can give it. 

Mr.GALLINGER. TheSenatoradmits two fd deine Pics 
that we have about 82,000, 000, 000 of money. that correct? 

Mr. ALLEN. I think there is something of that kind reported 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We have about $25 per capita. 
ren ALLEN. No, we have not that; but the Secretary of the 

easury—— f 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let me make my statement and then the 
Senator can answer it, and we will have it all together. . 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Imake the statement that we have $2,000,- 
000,000 of all kinds of money. We have $25 per capita. If we 
have $50 per capita, we will have double the money in circulation. 
How is it to be supplied? From what source? Is it to be silver, 
paper, or gold; and where is it to come from? : 

Mr. AL . Another Senator has been passing through a Rip 
Van Winkle sleep. I explained that to the colleague of the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire a moment ago, and I explained it to the 
Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I listened, but I did- not comprehend it. 
Will the Senator kindly explain it to me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator want to know how it is to be 
got into circulation? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do very much wish to know. 

Mr. ALLEN. It may be put out in circulation in various ways. 
It may be paid out in the construction of public works—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Where will you pet it before it is put out? 

Mr. ALLEN. In the improvement of harbors and rivers. It 
may be put out at the rate of a billion dollars in a year if neces- 
sary, although I would not favor that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is in opposition to the Omaha plat- 
form, which says we shall not d any more money than is 
absolutely necessary for the economical administration of the 
Government. Where shall we get the money before we put it 
out? 

Mr. ALLEN. Getitfromthe mines. Digit out of the ground 
and take it to the mints and coin it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It will take our mints just fifty years at 
their full capacity to mint silver enough to give us $2,000,000,000, 
How are we to get it? . 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. It will not require any such length of time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We can coin $40,000,000 of silver a year, 
and it will take fifty years to give us enough. see 

Mr. ALLEN. It does not require anything of the kind, and if 
it did, let us increase the capacity of the mints. 


1896. 


Mr. GALLINGER. That would not be economy in adminis- 
tering the affairs of the Government. 
5 5 The Senator wanted to find some fault with the 
‘op 


Mr. G GER. Not at all. 

Mr. ALLEN. And he has failed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I want information. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Populist party wants gold and silver, and a 

r currency redeemable as it is redeemable now. 
r. GALLINGER. Exactly. 

Mr. ALLEN. In gold and silver. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Precisely. 

Mr. ALLEN. Increased by healthy and safe degrees to $50 per 


capita. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; but you must double the present 
currency of the country of all kinds before you can have $50 per 
Ur yi How are you going to do it? 

ALLEN. How are you going to do it? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ihave said to the Senator that we would take 
gold and silver from the mines and coin them freely at the mints. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It will take fifty years to do it. 

Mr. ALLEN. It will not. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It will, absolutely, 

Mr. ALLEN. It will not. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 


New Hampshire whence comes this scare of inflation if we can |. 


coin only rw in ayeni 

Mr. GALLINGER. tis all you can coin of silyer. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to get along with my argument. That is 
all there is to the Populist platform, and this thing that has come 
in here like a ghost occasionally, which has been brought in by 
Republicans and Democrats, disappears when you come to read 
the platform. 

Let us go into the earth, into the rocks, and take the gold and 
silver that are produced there and bring them to the mints and 
coin them freely, and coin them in sufficient quantities. Let us 
issue a volume of money, paper money, redeemable in gold and 
silver,in a quantity that experience proves the coin basis will 


patery carry. 

at is wrong about that? Yet I repeat that the senior Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], the senior Senator from New York 
[Mr. HILL], the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. BAKER], and 
other Senators, whose names I do not now recall—I recall those 
particularly—have stated in this Chamber and asserted from time 
to time that what the Populists want is an irredeemable paper 
money. There is no excuse for you, gentlemen, if you petit: it 


Mr. BAKER. Have any of your speakers asserted that doc- 
trine? Has any Populist speaker asserted that you want a lar 
amount of paper money, and that it should not be redeemable in 
gold or silver at all? Have any of your a ee canvassed the 
country upon that proposition? Did the Senator ever hear Jerry 
Simpson make a cs „in which Jerry said 

Mr. ALLEN. Ihave heard him speak. 

Mr. BAKER. That gold and silver should not be dug from the 
mountains, but that they should remain in the mountains, that 
paper money should be issued against them as they lay in the 
mountains, use the gold and silver in the mountains were 
more safe and less expensive than if they were piled up in the 
Treasury? 

Mr. ALLEN. I never heard Mr. Simpson say that, and I do 
not believe he ever did say it. 

Mr. BAKER. Has the Senator ever heard that? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir; never. 

Mr. BAKER. The Senator is no Populist. 

Mr. ALLEN. I never heard Mr. Simpson say that. I have not 
the slightest doubt that the junior Senator from Kansas is honest 
in what he says. I would not question his honesty. I might be 
induced to question his intelligence on the subject. I have never 
heard a yo make a speech of that kind. It may be that Mr. 
Sim , after being out on along campaign on the bleak prairies 
usas with the junior Senator from that State, got into that 
peculiar frame of mind that would make him a little reckless in 
what he said, but I do not believe it. 

Mr. BAKER. I never had the pleasure of being out with Jerry 
at night or at any other time. Jerry goes out at night, and I do 
not. Perhaps the Senator has been out with Jerry and knows 
his habits. I think so, at times, although I have no right to speak 
of it authoritatively. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; the Senator knows but little. 

Mr. BAKER. But when the Senator says that he or that his 
party is not in favor of irredeemable paper money he has not 

istened to Z pahe speakers in the State of Kansas and Populist 
peakers in the State of Nebraska, because the 


of 


8 
time and again that there should be no gold an 
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no silver, and 
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that our money should be paper money and nothing else, and 


m the credit of the Government and nothing else. 
LEN. I thought I would chase the Senator from Kansas 
away. 


Mr. BAKER. And when that has been asserted by public 
speakers and by men in the sii Seo party who are just as eloquent 
and able as the Senator from Nebraska, it is just as authoritative 
and we have just as much right to believe it is the policy of the 
Populist party as the hedging statement of the Senator at this 
time. I will ask the Senator 

Mr. ALLEN. No; Ido not yield to the Senator for the purpose 
of making a speech. 

Mr. BAKER. May I ask the Senator another question? Has 
he not sat in the Senate of the United States when bills were 
introduced by Populist Senators providing that there should be 
issued for the benefit of the poe of this country a thousand 
dollars per capita, and that it should be printed upon silk paper or 
aluminium? Has he not listened to the reading of such bills? 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from Kansas is through with his 
speech, I will resume mine. I have never heard 8 g of the 
kind. Ido not believe the Senator from Kansas ever has. 
may have. 

Mr. BAKER, Shall I get the bill for the Senator? 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator can get anything he wishes. Ido 
not care what he gets, if he is able to carry it. 

Mr. BAKER. Would the Senator deny it if I produced the bill? 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator can take the hot end of a poker if 
he wants to, so far as I am concerned. I do not care what he gets 
or what he carries. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Nebraska yield to 
me for a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. ALLEN. I would prefer to continue for a few minutes, 
and then I will yield to the Senator from New Hampshire. The 
interruptions have been quite numerous, and they have rather 
div my attention from the proper line of the argument I in- 
tended to make. 

I wish to answer the 5 Senator from Kansas, who thinks 
he knows a t deal of the Populist party and who knows little 
of other things, that I do not know of a Populist who has ever 
made a speech such as he mentions. ` 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President— 

Mr. ALLEN. No; I will not be interrupted any more. 

Mr. BAKER. Ihave the RECORD here. Will the Senator not 
allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. ALLEN. No; I will not be interrupted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska de- 
clines to yield. 

Mr. ALLEN. This snapping by the junior Senator from Kan- 
sas, like a coyote, and running into the grass after it has been 
done, I do not believe in. 

I have never heard arguments of that kind in the State of 
Nebraska. I do not know, of course, what has occurred in Kan- 
sas. However, my knowl of Kansas statesmen who are mem- 
bers of the Populist party does not lead me to believe that the 
5 of the junior Senator from Kansas can be borne out by 

e facts. 

I know of fiat-money men in the Republican party. I know of 
Republicans who are suffering imprisonment in the penitentiary. 
I know of fiat-money men in the Democratic party. I know of 
Democrats who are suffering imprisonment in the penitentiary, 
My honorable friend the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER 
shakes his head. He says he does not; butIdo. Ihave no doub 
that there are Populists and Prohibitionists and all classes repre- 
sented in the penal institutions of the country. I will not ask the 
junior Senator from Kansas, because he will answer mein my time; 

ut does that make the Republican party responsible for the utter- 
ances of the fiat-money men in its ranks, or the Democratic party 
for the utterances of their fiat-money men? Is it a part of the Da 
ocratic or Republican faith? Do they stand sponsor for the con- 
duct of those who have violated the laws and are in prison? No; 
and no one would hold them responsible. 

Mr. BAKER rose. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iwill not yield. Do they stand sponsor for the 
conduct of those who have violated the laws and been sent to 
prison? Yet the junior Senator from Kansas, who is a funny 
man” as well a “smart man,” and who is having fun, as he imag- 
ines, at the expense of the Populist party, by undertaking to make 
game of it, stands here and seriously asserts that that party is res 
sponsible for the utterance of every little cross-roads Populist ora- 
tor who may be in the State of Kansas. The test of what a party 
is is what it promulgates by its official and recognized conven- 
tion. Its platform is the test of its belief, and it must stand as 
the test of its belief until it is modified by the official action of 

e 


ow ‘pass from that. I hope the time will not come again 


based u 
Mr. 
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‘when any self-respecting gentleman will permit himself to stand 
in this 8 
Mr. BAKER. Mr. President 


Mr. ALLEN. I will not yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
declines to yield. 

Mr. B All right. 3 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the time will never again come when any 
self-respecting gentleman will permit himself to stand in this 
Chamber and assert that the Populist party is in favor of an 
irredeemable currency. 

The honorable Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] yes- 
terday read from a letter which had been sent out by ers, 
the American Bankers’ Association, on March 23,1896. It appears 
in his remarks on page 6113 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 
yesterday. They have not only done that but they have gone to 

terlengths. The so-called Sound Money eof New York 

undertaken to prescribe the course that be pursued by 
all the little 3 The National Bankers’ Association is to 
influence the ers throughout the co ; they are to control 
the delegations to both the Republican and ocratic national 
convention, and see that they vote in the interest of the gold 
standard. Possibly my friend from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] might 
inform the Senate as to whether they have succeeded in IIlinois or 
not. They are to control the delegations in the interest of the 
single gold standard of both old parties. The Senator from Dela- 
ware sees nothing wrong in that. That seems to be legitimate 
business nae ver of the eee men are 3 = 

cies whi ey possess, one chief agency aon 5 the 
olahan of debtor and creditor, to squeeze the little banks, and 
through them their debtors, into accepting the single gold stand- 
ard. t is not a conspiracy, is it ere is nothing wrong 
about it, I suppose. 

But, Mr. President, they are not content with that. I have two 
letters from the so-called Sound Money League, sent to the editor 
of a Populist paper in my State, and by him sent tome. What 
do they propose to do? They are to furnish as pt Sou standard 
literature free to the papers; they are to furnish editorials free, 
set up in pan work, so that the unsuspecting voters out on the 
farms and in the workshops 
article they may read was produced by the editor of their own 
pom I have a specimen here from the president of the New 
1 8 ans KEARNEY, NEBR., May 19, 1896. 


DEAR FRIEND: Herewith wo hand you two circular letters we have re- 
ceived from the gold shylocks of New York. 

We an editorial note some T send 
them to you, hoping you may use them in an effective way, you have 
a chan 


ce, 
Yours, respectfully, ROY W. 5 
£ Kearney, Neb. 


Senator W. V. ALLEN, 
Washington, D. C. 

Here are two other letters. The first is dated April 2, 1896, and 
is headed Reform Club. Committee on sound currency.” 

Mr. President, every time one of those men uses the expression 
“sound money” he is guilty of a deliberate fraud and premedi- 
tated falsehood. He does not mean sound money; he means gold, 
and nothing but gold. He is guilty of false pretenses and of mis- 
Igang the people when he says he is a “sound-money” man. 

is the letter: 


52 WILLIAM STREET, New York, April 2, 1896. 


n, the Western Newspaper 8 ogg 
or the Cent Press Company. A is issued every four 
we many late au Often aa erety 33 

That is, of course, when the Presidential campaign comes on. 
There will be no charge for these plates; but you will have to pay express- 
on them. AN orders for plates must tgo through our office. 

Ready prints.—If your hig 5 is a ready print, and is printed by the West- 
<a Severe Union, A. N. erin g Sol r Company, or the Nebraska 
Ne per Union, or any of their branch you can have from one to 
twocolumns of our matter inserted by notifying your company to that effect. 

Inclosed herewith is a proof of the plate e which we are Santee uus 
week. It isa fair sample of all of our matter. osed are also order 
containing information to assist you in ordering. All orders for plates should 
be sent direct to our office. Ordors for ready-print matter may be sent to 

t in most cases 
will probably be same. Should yon desire more than eran 
week of our matter in your ready prints, it is ble, though not probable, 
that your company can t your uest. ordering at once you can 
Yeceive matter on page form or in your ready prints. 


Yours, truly, 
CALVIN TOMKINS, 
Chairman of the Executive Committee. 
ADe aas to corrupt the very sources of information that the 
e have. 

. GRAY. You only want your sort of education. 
Mr. ALLEN. Iam not talking about the sort of education. 
Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Nebraska just now said he was 


Com 
weeks; 1a 


may be misled into the belief that the |. 


conducting an educational eampaign. Do you want to deny that 


right to anybody else? 

$ ALLEN No. I misapprehended the Senator's word. I 
8 he said ‘‘ sort.” I do not hear all things as distinctly as I 
should. No; but I would not go like a thief in the night, as these 
fellows have gone, and undertake to co: the editors of coun- 
try papers by receiving this rot and trash at their hands and 
palming it off as the advocacy of sound-money principles upon the 

people. I would not do that. 

ere is the other letter to which I have referred: 
62 WILLIAM STREET, Neto York, May 8, 1896. 

Dear SIR: It is evident from letters constantly being received by us that 
many newspaper editors neither know where they can obtain sound cur- 
rency matter nor the terms upon which it is supplied. Hence we repeat 
our offer of April 2. 
Sound-currency plates. We offer to all editors w to use them a page 
1 — every two weeks. We pay for the plates, but do not 833 
ight. All orders for plates uld be sent to us, but t can be filled 
any office or branch ce of the American Press Association, the A. N. 
ellogg Newspaper Co; , the International Press ion (Western 
Newspaper Union), or the Century Press Company. Each contains 
ral cartoons—mostly single column — — short and care- 


—Supplied npon the same terms as our sound-cur- 
T pistes, Dut issued only the American Press tion. Wo 
can fill your order now, or at my during the next six weeks, for speech 
of Carlisle at 8 on April 15; of Judge Aldredge at Atlanta last year; 


25 
or 
b 


or of MCCLEARY in Congress last February. These esare in great de- 
mand in all parts of the country. The first two are in full in one page each 
of nonpareil; McCLEARY's has eut down to one We expect to 
issue such future 


2 hes as are likely to bein great deman N 
as possible after delivery. Perhaps, also, we 27 decide to issue in form 
aroni Pa oun UAA ECET Rony A ArT TA O Sage pata A 
not ex issue a once ever: 0 ut ma 

if there is a suficient demand and our funda will per — 5 . 

eady prints.— ur aready p an 
> bg N. Kehtos MOULEN mane, Ne 

Ne or the Sioux City Printing Com 


J 3 Discussion is devoted almost 
entirely to the standard of value against the present 16 to 1 free-coinage 
prop ion. - 

Inclosed herewith is a proof of the plate 6 
week. It is a fair sample ot᷑ all of our matter. are also order 
TOMKINS, 


containing information to assist you in ordering. 
CALVIN 
Chairman of tia Executive Committee, 


Yours, truly, 

What is the “ready print”? Here is some of the matter those 
fellows are sending out 5 political rot. [Exhibit- 
ing.] Here is what is printed at top: 

SOUND CURRENCY—REGULAR—NO. 3. 


Issued once in two weeks and lied free of charge by the sound cur- 
Club, 52 William stresi, Ne York City, to 


rency committee of the Reform w 
whom all orders should be addressed. used plates to the company 


from which they are received. 

Here are the columns of plate matter, the first containing Mr. 
Carlisle’s speech at Chicago and other matter of that kind, which 
are to be off on the people as original matter of the editor 
to whom they may be sent. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator kindly permit a very brief 
interruption? : 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY, Is there an offer in that letter to pay for the 
insertion of this matter? 

Mr. ALLEN. None whatever. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Very well. Then the newspapers will notre- 
print this matter unless they are what you call gold men.” 

Mr. ALLEN. Itis matter which is sent out to be put in the 
paper as original matter and set up in form. 

r. COCKRELL. Already set up in 
ce CANE Yes; but I 3 “pot p is not to be 
or, newspaper man can not put it in his paper in an 
way he plead, Cee pat itin at all? If he puts it in, it is ad 
dence that he is a gold man already. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is evidence that he is either a gold man or an 
ignoramus or lazy and does not write his own editorials. 

I shall abandon my purpose to discuss other vital btn Sua of 
the Populist party, as this bill is to be voted on on Monday next 
at 5 o'clock, and other Senators desire to be heard. 

Mr. BAKER. Will the Senator kindly yield to me for a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. ALLEN. Not for the purpose of passing a bill until I con- 
clude. I shall conclude in a moment. 

Mr. BAKER. I do not wish to pass a bill, but I should like to 
call the Senator's attention to a little bill which was introduced 
appropriating $67,000,000,000 of money since he has been a mem- 
ber of the Senate 


Mr. ALLEN. I do not propose to get into any further contro- 
versy with the Senator from When I have any contro- 
SOE franco ako noche orton tes 
a man. 
Mr. BAKER. I have the RECORD here. 
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Mr. ALLEN. The Senator has not a bill unless it is a bill in- 
troduced by some person by request—he has not got a bill of the 


character of which he speaks. The Senator from Kansas is as 
perat in hisignorance as a night moth in its desire for destruc- 

ion, and eventually he will be scorched by his constant flitting 
around the fire. It is wonderful how he has discovered so much 
which is inexcusable in the Populist party. It is wonderful how 


it was reserved for him to arraign the Populist party as guilty of | J 


vagaries and inconsistencies. 

. President, the Populist party numbers 2,000,000 voters to- 
day, and I thank God a great majority of them are more intelli- 
gent than the junior Senator from Kansas has shown himself to 

on this financial question. The party numbers 2,000,000 
honest citizens. whose loyalty to the country and our institutions 
can not be doubted; men of as good education as the Senator or 
any other Senator in this Chamber. They are intense, Mr. Presi- 
dent; they feel these wrongs; they know they exist; they have 
the manhood and the womanh: to sever their relations with 
the old parties and stand together for the protection and Tva- 
tion of the American home, and they are not to be driven into 
silence nor quieted by the ridicule of extremely cunning, shrewd, 
and sharp men like the junior-Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. oles ga ta was due 8 earn sing pers rout ‘ks 
respecting this c i e Populist party ing in favor 
of the issuance of ve eemable currency. It has been here as- 
serted from time to time until really some intelligent people began 
to believe that was a part of the Populist faith, but when any 
man looks at the platform which was promulgated in 1892, and 
upon which as modified by the action of the National Alliance 
last winter the must stand until it meets in its national 
convention at St. Louis, he will see that the charge that it is in 
favor of the issuance of an irredeemable paper money is not true. 
Anyone who makes such an assertion after this must do so at the 


of being justly with knowledge of its falsity. 
t, Mr. President, the Senator from New York yesterday 
wanted to know, as the junior Senator from New Hampshire 


wanted to know a while ago, where the money is to come from 
if we return to free coinage and increase the volume of our money. 
The junior Senator from New Hampshire said to me, with one 
of those sweet but crushing smiles of his, that it would take fifty 
years to increase the per capita circulation to $50. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If it was to be in silver. 

Mr. ALLEN. In silver, fifty years. Why, let us go to digging 
the gold and silver and constructing additional mints as rapidly 
as we are appropriating money for the construction of war ves- 
sels, and it will not be ten years until we have am 1 
coin e dollar of gold and silver bullion that can en from 
the bowels of the earth. 

I want to say to the Senator from New York, who is the distin- 
guished leader of the gold element of his party, and always the 
able and conscientious champion of the present Administration, 
that when we increase the full capacity of our mints, when we 
restore silver to free coinage, as the Constitution intended it 
should be coined, when we restore it to the free coinage that was 
given to it by the Constitution and by the framers of our Govern- 
ment, when we stop the onward march of greed and begin to 
make provision for the homes of our country and lift the burdens 
from ne al oo we shall find that our industries and our com- 
merce will expand sufficient to give us le revenue under the 
pan system of taxation to pay the ordinary e of the 

vernment and discharge the national debt as rapidly as it inures. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. President, I had intended to submit 
some remarks to-day in regard to the pending measure, but I am 
pi Shiny tsi a headache, and find that I am unable to proceed. 
I ask to be allowed to proceed on Monday. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. : 

A me from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the S. er of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 673) grantin, Otte: to Joseph R. West, brigadier 
and brevet major-general, United States Army Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 888) to amend an act entitled “An act to incorporate 
the Sr Railway Company,” approved March 2, 1895; 

A bi a R. 75) granting a pension to M F. Davenport; 

A bill (H. R. 485) for the relief of Kate Eberle, an Indian woman; 
E bill (H. R. 1601) to amend the military record of John S. 

vans; 

A bill (H. R.2605) granting a pension to Henry V. Andrews, of 
Fulton County, III., a survivor of the Black Hawk war; 

A bill (H. R. 3001) granting a pension to Cynthia A. Lapham, 
widow of William B. Lapham; 
nn 1 5 (H. R. 3216) granting an increase of pension to James P. 

urley; 

A bill (H. R. 3221) granting a pension to John Dalton; 

A bill (H. R. 3234) granting a pension to Williamson Durley; 

A bill (H. R.3337) amending the act of June 8, 1880, entitled 
“An act to authorize the President to a t an officer of the 
Navy or the Marine Corps to perform the duties of Solicitor and 


Judge-Advocate-General, etc., and to fix the rank and pay of such 
officer,” and for other H 

A bill (H. R.3689) increasing the pension of Jefferson Fueston, 
of 5 197 M, Tenth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 3932) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Rich- 


A bill (H. R. 4122) granting an increase of pension to James H. 


ones; 
Ea bill (H. R.4383) granting a pension to Gen, William H, 
orris; 

F = ; 3 2 for the relief of Miss J Scag sega oP 

i R. 4475) granting a pension to . Catharine H 

A bill (H. R.5781) to 8 the practice of medicine and — 
gery. to license physicians and surgeons, and to Ps we persons 
violating the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 7816) for the relief of John S. Burwell, i 
trator of the estate of A. L. Burwell, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 7977) making appropriations for the construction 
repair, and 3 of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes; 3 

A bill (H. R. 7983) to pension Frances E. Wickware; 

A bill (H. R.8167) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Red River of the North; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 174) granting permission to the cir- 
cuit and county courtsin Rockingham County, Va., to occupy the 
Federal court room in Harrisonburg, Va. 

NATIONAL UNIVERSITY. 


Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimons consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 4785) to incorporate the National Uni- 
versity. I desire to say in relation to this bill that the District 
Committee authorized the Senator from New 8 
GALLINGER] to report it to the Senate. When the attention of the 
Select Committee to Establish the University of the United States 
was called to it, it was thought that it might, to a certain extent, 
be in conflict with the jurisdiction of that committee; and on my 
motion the bill was transferred from the jurisdiction of the Dis- 
trict Committee to the Select Committee to Establish the Uni- 
versity of the United States. That committee has reported the 
bill favorably, finding that there was no conflict whatever. 

The passage of the bill is rendered necessary, for the reason that 
under the general law half a dozen individuals may incorporate 
themselves in the District into any kind of educational institution, 
no matter what it was. This privilege was used improperly, un- 
doubtedly, in some cases; and then Congress passed a law which 
pono that all such educational institutions should call on the 

istrict Commissioners for a permit. 

This national university has been in existence for a quarter of 
acentury. It is a university of dignity and character, and has 
graduated thousands of students, and it did not like to be 
to that humiliating position, and so called for an act of incorpo- 
ration. The House committee reported it favorably, and it 
the House, and, as I say, both committees in the Senate—the one 
on the university and the other on the District of Columbia—have . 
Toporo he There is no possible objection to the bill, in my 
judgment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Carter in the chair). The 
Senator from Maine asks unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill named by him. Is there objection? z 

Mr. HAWLEY. I make noobjection. I wish to observe, how- 
ever, that while they have a right to be called and have been 
called the National University for quite a number of years, they 
really have, as I understand, but two branches of education pur- 
sued there, though they have always been hoping that they would 
be enabled to do more. 

Mr. FRYE. They propose, I think, to increase it somewhat. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not object. On the contrary, I am 
very earnestly in favor of the pesage of this bill; but I want to 
su to the Senate that, if oan gef recognition after the bill 
is passed, if it shall be passed, I ask the Senate to proceed to 
the Calendar to consider private pension bills, as the end of the 
session is near at hand, probably, and it is important that they 
should be pasa 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the consid- 
eration of the bill named by the Senator from Maine? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4785) to incorporate 
the National University. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Lask unanimous consent that the Senate 

5 . to the consideration of private pension bills on the 
7 

Mr. FRYE. That the pending order be laid aside informally 


for that 1 
Mr. G INGER. Yes, that the present order be laid infor- 
mally aside. ` 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that the pending order be laid in- 
formally aside, and that the Senate proceed to the consideration 


of private pension bills on the Calen Is there objection? 
. PASCO. I ask if that request covers all the remaining 
work of the eBid we are to adjourn after the pension bills have 


been disposed o; 

Mr. GALLINGER. I did not state it in that way; but if the 
Senator desires I will couple that statement with the request 
that nothing further shall be considered. 

Mr. CHAN DLER. Iask that that may be the understanding, 
that no other business but pension bills shall be done to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The senior Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] submits the request that it be under- 
stood that no other business but the consideration of pension bills 
be transacted for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] has a bill 
which heis TEE 8 1 to come from the House of Representatives. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can not agree to the suggestion that 
nothing else shall be done to-day, because there are two confer- 
ence reports which we want acted upon. Let the understanding 
be that no bills on the Calendar shall be disposed of except pen- 


sion bills and appropriation bills. 
Mr. HAWLEY. «I believe the signature of the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives to the river and harbor bill has not yet 


been announced. 

Mr. HILL. No. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw my request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The senior Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] withdraws his uest. The ques- 
tion recurs to the request of the junior-Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER], that the Senate lay aside informally the 
pending order of business and proceed to the consideration of 

rivate pension bills on the Calendar. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. The pension bills on the Calendar will be con- 
sidered in their order. 
MRS. ANNIS H. ENOCHS. 

The bill (H. R. 4275) to increase the pension of Mrs. Annis H. 
Enochs, widow of Gen. William H. Enochs, from $20 to $50 per 
month was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to increase the pension of Annis H. Enochs, widow of Gen. 
William H. Enochs, late lieutenant-colonel of the Fifth Regiment 
of West Virginia Volunteer Infantry and brevet brigadier-general, 
- United States Volunteers, from $20 per month to $50 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. H. J. KIERNAN. 

The bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. H. J. 
Kiernan was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. H. J. Kiernan, 
widow oF the late Gen. James L. Kiernan, at $50 per month in 
lieu of the pension which she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendinent, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and 5 

ELIZABETH MARSHALL, 

The bill (H. R. 1109) granting a pension to Elizabeth Marshall 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 15 to 
place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth Marshall, of Bridg- 
man, Mich., widow of Henry L. Marshall, a private in Company 
A, One hundred and eighty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteers, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANN CATHERINE HULL, 

The bill (H. R. 1734) to increase the sion of Ann Catherine 
Hull was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to increase the pore of Ann Catherine Hull, widow of Commo- 
dore Joseph B. Hull, United States Navy, to $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY CRAY, 


The bill (H. R. 4598) granting a pension to Mary Cray, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 1t proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Mary Cray, the wife of Michael 
Cray, late private in Company G, One hundred and fifth New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and Company G, Ninety-fourth New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month, in lieu of all other pension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN KEHL, 


The bill (H. R. 1261) for the relief of John Kehl, and to restore 

co 2 his former rating, was considered as in Committee of the 
ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 


amendments, in line 4, after the word “and,” to strike out in- 
structed ” and insert directed“; in line 6, after the word ‘‘ Infan- 
try,” to strike out to“ and insert “and pay him a pension at”; 
and in line 7, after the word months,“ to strike out “as it was 
previous to July, 1893”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to restore the rating of John Kehl, late of Company D 
Ninth ment of Wisconsin Volunteer ntry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. ALICE MARTIN. 

The bill (S. 685) granting a pension to Mrs. Alice Martin was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word “of,” to strike ont ‘‘ seventy- 
five“ and insert thirty“; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. Alice 
Martin, widow of James P. Martin, deceased, late a lieutenant-colonel and 
assistant adjutant-general, United States Army, and allow her a pension at 
the rate of per month from and after the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

BETSEY B, OLIN. 

The bill (S. 3133) ting an increase of pension to Betsey B. 
Olin, was considered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Betsey B. Olin, widow of 
Charles Olin, late a private of Company I, Seventh Regiment New 
Hampshire Volunteers, and to t her a pension of $25 per 
month, in lieu of the pension she is now receiving, the pension to 
be payable to her legally constituted guardian. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
PETER RAFFERTY. 


The bill (H. R. 6293) to increase the pension of Peter Rafferty 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
lace the name of Peter Rafferty, late private in Goatany B, 
sixty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, on the pen- 
am st and to pay him $45 per month, in lieu of the pension now 
pai ; 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask unanimous consent to give 
notice of a change in two of the standing rules of the Senate. I 
am authorized to do this by the Committee on Rules. I present 
a resolution, and I desire it to be regarded as one day’s notice 
in writing. I ask that the resolution lie over until Monday. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It will be printed? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It will be printed. 

Mr. HILL. What are the changes proposed, in substance, I 
should like to ask the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In substance, simply to make the 
rules conform to the changes made from time to time during the 
past session, increasing the membership of different committees 
and also changing the names of one or two of the committees. 
That is the change in one rule. and in the other a few slight changes 
are made in regard to admissions to the floor of the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. No startling changes are proposed in methods of 
procedure? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Not now. I ask that the resolu- 
tion be printed and go over, and that it be regarded asthe written 
notice of those changes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Of course there will be no objection to that 
course. Does the Senator want to have the resolution read? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Not at all. Lask that it be printed 
in the RECORD, and the proposed changes can be examined between 
now and naar: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Oregon? 

There being no objection, the resolution was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Resolved, That Senate Rules XXV and XXXII be amended to read as 


follows: 
“Rute XXV. 
“STANDING COMMITTEES. 
1. The following standing committees shall be pene en at the commence- 
ment of each Congress, with leave to report by bill or otherwise: 
“A Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, to consist of 9 Senators, 


“A Committee on ro Ta ata, to consist of 13 Senators. 
t and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 


“A Committee to Au 
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to consist of 8 Senators, to which shall be referred all resolutions directing 
the payment of money out of the contingent fund of the Senate,or creating 


a sng upon the same. 

“A Committee on the Census, to consist of 9 Senators. 

“A Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, to consist of 9 Senators. 

“A Committee on Claims, to consist of 11 Senators. 

“A Committee on Coast Defenses, to consist of 11 Senators. 

“A Committee on Commerce, to consist of 15 Senators. 

“A Committee on Corporations Organized in the District of Columbia, to 
consist of 5 Senators. 

“A Committee on the District of Columbia, to consist of 13 Senators. 

“A Committee on Education and Labor, to consist of 9 Senators. 

“A Committee on En Bills, to consist of 3 Senators, which shall ex- 
amine all bills, amendments, and joint resolutions before they go out of the 
possession of the Senate. 

“A Committee on Enrolled Bills, to consist of 3 Senators, which shall have 

wer to act jointly with the same committee of the House of Representa- 
3 and which, or some one of Which, shall ex e all bills or joint reso- 
lutions which shall have passed both Houses, to see that the same are cor- 
rectly enrolled, and, when 15 by the Speaker of the House and President 
of the Senate, shall forthwith present the same, when they shall have orig- 
inated in the Senate, to the President of the United States in person, and 
report the fact and date of such presentation to the Senate. 

A Committee to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service, to 
consist of 5 Senators. 

“A Committee on Finance, to consist of 13 Senators. 

“A Committee on Fisheries, to consist of 9 Senators, to which shall be re- 
ferred all matters relating to fish and fisheries. 

“A Committee on Fore Relations, to consist of 11 Senators. 

“A Committeé on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game, to con- 
sist of 7 Senators. 

“A Committee on Immigration, to consist of 11 Senators. 

“A Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River and its Tribu- 
taries, to consist of 7 Senators. 

“A Committee on Indian Affairs, to consist of 12 Senators. 

“A Committee on Indian Depredations, to consist of 11 Senators. 

“A Committee on Interstate Commerce, to consist of 11 Senators. 

a SA Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, to consist of 
nators. 
, “A Committee on the Judiciary, to consist of 13 Senators. 
A Committee on the Library, to consist of 3 Senators, which shall have 
wer to act jointly with the same committee of the House of Representa- 


“A Committee on Organization, Conduct, and Expenditures of the Execu- 
tive Departments, to consist of 9 Senators. 

“A Committee on Pacific Railroads, to consist of 9 Senators. 

“A Committee on Patents, to consist of 7 Senators. 

“A Committee on Pensions, to consist of 13 Senators. 

“A Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to consist of 10 Senators. 

“A Committee on Printing, to consist of 3 Senators, which shall have power 
to act jointly with the same committee of the House of Representatives. 

“A Committee on Private Land Claims, to consist of 7 Senators. 

“A Committee on Privileges and Elections, to consist of 9 Senators. 

“A Committee on Public dings and Grounds, to consist of 11 Senators, 
which shall have power to act jointly with the same committee of the House 
of Representatives. 

WAY Bemmittes on Public Health and National Quarantine, to consist of 7 

mators. 

“A Committee on Public Lands, to consist of 11 Senators. 

“A Committee on Railroads, to consist of 11 Senators. 

“A Committee on Relations with Canada, to consist of 9 Senators. 
„„ on the Revision of the Laws of the United States, to consist 

nators. 

“A Committee on Revolutionary Claims, to consist of 5 Senators. 

“A Committee on Rules, to consist of 7 Senators, 

“A Committee on Territories, to consist of 11 Senators. 

“A Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard, to consist of 9 


Senators. 

A 3 Committee to establish the University of the United States, to consist of 
nators. 

“The Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 

ate, on Printing, and on the Library shall continue and have power to act 

until their successors are appointed. 


“XXXIII. 
“PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR. 


“No person shall be admitted to the floor of the Senate while in session, 
except as follows: 

Ihe President of the United States, and a secretary, the Presi- 
dent-elect and Vice-President-elect of the United States. 

Ex. Presidents and ex-Vice-Presidents of the United States. 

Jud of the Supreme Court. 

„Ex- Senators and Senators-elect. 

“ The officers and employees of the Senate in the discharge of their official 


duties. 

“ Ex-Secretaries and ex-Ser; ts-at-Arms of the Senate. 

“ Members of the House of resentatives and Members-elect. 

“Ex-S ers of the House of Representatives. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms of the House and his chief deputy, and the Clerk of 
the House and his deputy. 

* Heads of the Executive Departments. 

Ministers of the United States. 

“Governors of States and Territories. 

“The General Commanding the Army. 

“The Senior Admiral of the Navy on the active list. 

„Members of national 5 of foreign countries. 

Judges of the Court of Claims. 

“Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

“The Librarian of Congress and the assistant librarian in charge of the Law 


brary. 

“The Architect of the Capitol. 

The Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution. 

“Clerks to Senate committees and clerks to Senators when in the actual 
discharge of their official duties. Clerks to Senators, to be admitted to the 
floor, must be regularly appointed and borne upon the rolls of the Secretary 
of the Senate as such.“ 


MRS, JULIA A, JAMESON, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next pension bill on the 
Calendar will be proceeded with. 
The bill (H. R.5792) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 


Julia A. Jameson was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. Julia A. 
Jameson, widow of Brig. Gen. Charles D. Jameson, United States 
Volunteers, at $50 per month, in lieu of the pension of $30 per 
month she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CELESTIA R. BARRY, 


The bill (H. R. 1891) granting a pension to Celestia R. Barry 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iask that the bill be passed over tempo- 
rarily, a Senator desiring to get some information about it. 

Mr. CHILTON entered the Chamber. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Texas is now in. Lask 
his attention to the case of Celestia R. Barry. I think the Senator 
wishes to get some information upon it. 

Mr. C TON. Lask that the bill be over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

WILLIAM T, APPLEGATE. 

The bill (H. R. 7334) ting an increase of pension to William 
T. Applegate was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to piace upon the pensien roll the name of William T. 
Applegate, late private and second lieutenant in Company B, 
Twenty-eighth Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $30 per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH T. BEALL. 


The bill (H. R. 3033) to increase the pension of Elizabeth T. 
Beall, widow of Benjamin L. Beall, late colonel First United 
States Cavalry, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to increase the pension of Elizabeth T. Beall, widow of 

njamin L. Beall, late colonel of the First United States Cavalry, 
to $50 per month. 

The bill wasreported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MICHAEL S. PETTTr. 


The bill (H. R. . an increase of pension to Michael 
S. Pettit was conside: as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poes to increase the pension of Michael S. Pettit, First Mounted 

ifles, regular service, who performed conspicuous service in the 
war with Mexico, to $20 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JESSE M’MILLAN. 


The bill (H. R. 8184) granting a ion to Jesse McMillan was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposestoplaceupon 
the pension roll the name of Jesse McMillan, a soldier in Company 
F, Third Regiment Arkansas Infantry, and to allow him a pension 
of $12 pa month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HARRIET C. GREGG. 

The bill 9 R. scot Ber increase the pension of Harriet C. Gregg, 
widow of Col. John Irvin Gregg, from $30 to $50 per month was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 5, after the word “ Cavalry,” to insert “and 
brevet major-general’’; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the pension of Harriet C. Gregg, widow of John 
Irvin Gregg, late colonel of the Lee 5 of United States Cavalry 
and brevet major-general, be, and the same is hereby, increased from $30 per 
month to $50 per month, and the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
autho and directed to place her name on the pension roll at the rate of 
$50 per month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to increase the 

msion of Harriet C. Gregg, widow of Col. and Byt. Maj. Gen. 

ohn Irvin Gregg, from $30 to $50 per month.” 
i MRS, HATTIE E. REDFIELD, 


The bill (S. 2401) granting a pension to Mrs. Hattie E. Redfield, 
of Omaha, Nebr., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“twenty” and insert ‘‘ fifteen”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
8 of the pension laws, the name of Hattie E. Redfield, heen i 


arles E. Redfield, late a second lieutenant in Company A, Forty 
Wisconsin Infantry, and pay her a pension of $15 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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Tarp artes Ne to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


WILLIAM L. GRIGSBY. 


The bill (S. 2999) gran a pension to William L. Grigsby, of | | | 
Belvidere, S the county of Thayer, Nebr., was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
Ta ph ” and insert ‘‘ thirty-six”; so as to make the bill 
re 

Be it enacted, etc., Secretary of 
authorized and | Sivcctes tone the name Hs William L. by, late a 5 
vate of Company E. Seventeenth Regiment Iowa liam L. ds 8 
pension roll of United States at the rate of 1 tlie paid on 
other pensions are paid under the general laws of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
h. ill was ordre to be engrossed for a third readin d 

e was ordered to ora g, rea 
the third time, and passed. 


ag ta w and heis hereby, 


JOHN F. HATHAWAY. 

The bill (S. 1689) granting a pension to John F. Hathaway was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was rted from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
„twenty“ and insert seventeen“; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 1 he is hereby, 
authorized and directed 8 on the pension roll, 8 8 
and limitations of the pen laws, the name of J Hathaway, late an 
assistant surgeon of the Fourth ent of Indiana Volunteers, and later 


in the United Sta Army, and pay him a pension at the 


rate of St per eria g 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was rarat o ba engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
JOHN N. CORGAN, 


a pension to John N, Cor 
dered asin Committee of the Ag 
It proposes to place on the ion roll the name of John N. Cor- 
gan, late of Company G, Fourth United States Infantry, and to 
grant him a pension at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the 
pension he is now receivi 

The bill was reported to ie Senate without amendment, ordered 
tobe ossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to John N. Corgan, of McPherson, Kans.” 

MARY E. HAZLIP. 

The bill (H. R. 188) granting an increase of pension to 2 E. 

3 ~~ pasate oe as in Committee of the Whole. 
oat piaco oh the pension roll the name of 

ace John Hazlip, late a private in Company , One hun- 
dred and fortieth New York Infantry, and to pay her a pension 
at the rate of 812 per month, in lieu of the pension she is now 
The 0 pfl was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RICHARD F. e 


The bill (S. 2307) gran 
McPherson, Kans., —.— 


pany 5 Seventy-sixth Dean Vol In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month in lieu of the 
pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa toid roasting, read the third time, and passed. 

SOLOMON HYAMS. 

The bill (H. R. 2602) for the relief of Solomon Hyams was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension of Solomon Hyams, of Charleston, S. C., Indian war 
5 to 820 per month in lieu of the pension now received 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. ELIZABETH M. WILLIAMS, 
The bill (H. R. 5225) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth M. Aine 


lams, of Monroe County, Tenn., was considered as in 
of the Whole. It proposes to place on the ion roll at the ae 
of $8 month the name of Elizabeth M. Williams, widow 


iam Williams, late a ivate in Captain Ware's Company, 
‘Tennessee Volunteers, Florida war of 1 
The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NANCY GENTRY. 


The bill (H. R. 5175) ting a pension to Nancy Gentry was 
considered as in S of the Whole. It proposes va lace 
rare the pension roll the name of Nancy Gentry, widow of John 

vt bl at the rate of $8 per month. 
was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ROBERT P. WILD. 

The bill (5. 2477) ting an increase of pension to Robert P. 
Wild was — ax’ in Committee of he Whole. It pro 
to 2 Robert P. Wild, late of Company B, Second North 

ounted Infantry, $20 per mont lieu of $10 per month he 
is now receivi 

oe bill was reported to the Senate without 3 ordered 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS M. SCOTT. 


5 155 bill (H. R. 6132) grauting an increase of ion to Thomas 
M. Scott was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
to place u Pg the pension roll the name of Thomas M. Scott 
te Company H, Seventy-eight Minois Volunteer Infantry, — 
to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of the pension which 
he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CAROLINE E. PURDUM. 


The bill (H. R. 6134) granting an increase of pension to Caro- 
line E. Purdum was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
roposes to place upon the pension roll the name of Caroline 

Saat widow of Elijah F. Purdum, late private in Com 
F. Thirtieth Regiment, and assistant surgeon Eighty-ninth u Rept 
ment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 
per month in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

The bill was Hage to the Senate without 8 ordered 
to à third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LAMBERT L. MULFORD. 

The bill (H. R.4753) granting an increase of pension to Lam- 
bert L. Mulford was porn as in Committee of the Whole, 
It proposes to increase the pension of Lambert L. Mulford, late 
of ea my A, Second New Jersey Cavalry, and first lieutenant 

nited States Cavalry, to $30 per month, the same to be in 
Hen a. of the pension now drawn by him. 

The bill was to the 8 without 5 ordered 

to a third reading, * the third time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH A. SARGENT. 

The bill (H. R. 7 anting a pension to Elizabeth A. Sargent 
was considered as in ttee of the Whole. It proposes to 
plaoo on the V. H. de roll the 2 name of Elizabeth A. Sargent, of 

Lanchester, N. H., dependent mother of Capt. John B. Sargent, 
late of Company B, Tenth Regiment New Hampshire V Volunteers, 
and to pay er a pension of $17 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

a BREWER. 

The bill (H. R. 3857) gran s ee 
considered asin Comite 1 hole. It proposes to place on 
ae! msion roll the name of Pana eg te of 8 1 

, Thirty-first Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia, at the rate 
of 218 A ad ed month. 
1 was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
E passed. 
DELIA A. MARSH. 

The bill (H. R. 4283) granting a pension to Delia A. Marsh was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the penne of Delia A. Marsh, sister of Albert 
ped neg VOE e e geant in Company B, Sixty-fourth 
Regiment New York Volunteers, gpa to pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM F. JOHNSON. 


The bill (S. 2184) graning a a pension to William F. Johnson 
was announced as next in or 
Mr. GALLINGER. That is an adverse report. Let it be passed 


over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
CARRIE H. GREENE. 


The bill (H. R. 8395) granting a ion to Carrie H. Greene, 
was considered as in Commi the Whole. It proposes to 
lace upon the pension roll = neue of Carrie H. Greene, of Lee 
Bonnie A] Ala., widow of John W. Greene, late member of Captain 
Jones's company y of Georgia Volunteers, Indian war of 1836. 
The bill was separon to the Senate 3 amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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MRS. MARY L. ALESHIRE. 

The bill (H. R. 4724) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary L. 

Aleshire was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to place the name of Mary L. Aleshire, widow of Capt. 
Charles . Aleshire, late of the Eighteenth Battery Ohio Light 
Artillery, on the pension roll, and to pay her a pension of $20 per 
month, in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SUSAN E. CUNNINGHAM. 

The bill (S. 3182) granting a pension to Susan E. Cunningham 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 8 k 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word “roll,” to strike out sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the ion laws”; in line 
6, after the word “Cunningham,” to insert totally and perma- 
nently blind”; and in line 8, after the word Artillery,” to insert 
“ at the rate of $12 a month”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
2 hae yoo to place On ano panaon eee e nnne — 
8 private, Compatty F, Fourth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery, 
at the rate of $12 a month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. J 3 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ELVIN J. BROWN. 

The bill (H. R. 2378) granting a pension to Elvin J. Brown was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pace 
on the pension roll the name of Elvin J. Brown, a private of Capt. 
George A. H. Blake’s Company A, Second R t of United 
States Dragoons, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month, in lieu of that which he now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HANNAH NEWELL BARRETT. 

Thé bill (H. R. 3229) for the relief of Hannah Newell Barrett 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It mores o 
place upon the pension roll the name of Hannah Newell tt, 
eldest hter of 7 85 3 a soldier e ee 
hard's regiment and Captain Webb's company o mse 
troops in the war of the Revolution, and to pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. f 

The bill wasreported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

MRS. EMILY M. VAN DERVEER. 

The bill (H. R. 2143) penga n to Mrs. Emily M. Van 
Deryeer, widow of the late Brig. Ferdinand Van Derveer, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
“fifty” and insert “‘ seventy-five ”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the pen yey be, and he is 8 


authorized and directed to place on the roll of the United States 
name of Mrs Emily M. Van Derveer, widow of the late Brig. Gen. Ferdinand 
Van Derveer, at the rate of $75 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate request a confer- 
ence with the Honseof Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. GAL- 
LINGER, Mr. BRICE, and Mr. HANSBROUGH were appointed. 

MES. MARY GOULD CARR. 

The bill (H. R. 4354) granting a pension to Mrs. Gould 
Carr, widow of the late Brig. and Byt. Maj. Gen. Joseph B. Carr, 
United States Volunteers, deceased, was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Commit- 
tee on Pensions will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 7, before the word dollars,“ strike 
out fifty and insert ‘‘ seventy-five”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. 
Gould Carr, widow of the late Brig. and Bvt. . Gen. 
United States Volunteers, deceased, at the rate of 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is a mistake; the committee did not 

that amendment. 
. HILL, That is the case of the widow of General Carr? 


Mr. GALLINGER. It is; but the amendment is a mistake, 
The committee did not make that recommendation. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to detain the Senate but a moment. I think 
that this pension should be $75 a month. That is the action which 
the committee onght to have taken,in my opinion. I should like 
to have the Secr read the House report. 

Mr. GALLING: I think it will not be necessary to take 
time to do that, if I may make a statement. As chairman of the 
Committee on Pensions I died dagen: y concurred in the wish of 
the Senator from New York that this pension should be placed at 
$75 a month. General Carr rendered very conspicuous service. 
But I will say to the Senator that the reason why the committee 
did not report it was because I did not have quite time to canvass 
the committee in regard to it, and we have not had a committee 
meeting for a few days. 

Mr. . General was very early in the service and he 
continued until the close of the war, finally a brigadier-general 
and then a major-general. He served gallantly during all the 
war. I had personal acquaintance with him. He was for four 
years secretary of state of New York, elected by the State to serve 
during my term as governer. He was a prominent candidate for 
governor. His widow is in very moderate circumstances. The 
case is a very strong one. He was a man prominent in all the 
affairs of our State and a faithful and gallant soldier. Sheisa 
most deserving widow and has the care of an invalid daughter, 
requiring her constant attention. Seventy-five dollars a monthis 
frequently given and this is such a case. I move to amend the bill, 
in Hne 7, by striking ont fifty“ and inserting “‘ seventy-five”; so 
as to make the amount $75. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HILL. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. CANNON, 

Roach, and Mr. GALLINGER were appointed. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that the action of the other House on the 
sundry civil 8 bill may be laid before the Senate. I 
will state briefly that the House rejected the conference 
and then receded from certain amendments, and have asked for a 
further conference upon the remaining disagreements in the bill. 
I desire to move that the Senate insist upon its amendments still 
disagreed to and agree to the conference asked on the part of the 
House. I presume there will be no objection to that course, 
although I understand there was a unanimous agreement that no 
business except what had been agreed upon should be transacted. 
It is only a formal matter. 

. FRYE. Conference reports were excepted. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Itis very manifest that there will be noth- 
done a by unanimons consent. 
1 ERES > G Orr laid before the 3 action 
e House of Represen es concurring in some noncon- 
curring in other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7664) 
2 appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the Fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and requesting a 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. ALLISON. Imove that the Senate still further insist upon 
its amendments and agree to the further conference. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the further con- 
ference; and Mr, ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and Mr. GORMAN were 


appointed. 
MES. GEORGE PAULS. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to have present consideration of the 
bill (S. 2117) for the relief of Mrs. George Pauls. Ihave had two 
letters from the Secretary of State in relation to the case. Ihave 
one of them in my hand, in which he says: 


At the instance of the German ambassador at this capital, I desire to call 
1 — on to S. 2117, Calendar 623, being a bill for the relief of Mrs. 


in 


CCT that the bill may be 

enacted by Senate without delay and sent tothe House with a vi o its 

becoming s law at the present session. 
Very respectfully, yours, RICHARD OLNEY. 

I reported the bill from the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
It seems to me a plain case. The German bark was lying at her 
wharf at Wilmington, N.C. The Colfax, a revenue cutter, was 
lying at an 5 ; no steam up. They undertook to 
turn the bow of the Colfax out to sea. They lected to fasten 
a rope, so that it could not go too far. They did not succeed, at 


any rate, in it. 
down into the German bark, 


result was that the Colfax floated 
the rigging got entangled, and 
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Pauls, the husband of this woman, as was his duty, went out on 
the cathead of his ship to disengage the rope, and was thrown 


overboard and drown It seemed to be entirely the fault of the 
cutter that he was drowned, and not his own, because he was 
doing what he was obliged to do as a sailor. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations with amendments, in 
line 7, after the word by,” to strike out ‘‘ the neglect on the part 
of officers of the United States and insert a collision with the 
United States“; and in line 10, after the word ‘ Carolina,” to in- 
3 in full for all damages therefrom”; so as to make the bill 
read: 


g Pauls, whose death was 
occasioned on wer 8, 1886, bya collision with the United States revenue cut- 
bor of there- 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PRINTING OF GOVERNOR ALTGELD’S SPEECH. 


Mr. COCKRELL. On the 14th of this month, at the instance 
of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vinas], the speech of Hon. 
John G. Carlisle before the workingmen of Chicago, III., deliv- 
ered April 15, 1896, Tar peron as a document, I ask now that 
the reply of Governor Altgeld, of Illinois, may likewise be printed 
as a document. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think this practice is a very bad one, but as 
the Senator from Wisconsin asked and obtained consent that the 

h of the Secre of the Treasury should be published as a 
ocument, Iam not disposed to object to the publication of its 
answer, whatever it may be. 

Mr. HILL. The only question that occurs to me is this: Of 
course one is an official of the Government; and while the speech 
was not made in an official capacity, yet possibly that courtesy 
was due to an officer of the Government, 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is the speech of the governor of a sov- 
ereign State, one of the United States. 

Mr. HILL. But not a United States official. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from New York will not 


object. 
‘Mr. HILL. I have not the slightest objection. I merely make 
that distinction. 


Mr. HARRIS. I wish to say that I fully agree with the Sena- 
tor from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] that this is a very bad practice, 
and the original precedent I think a very bad one. I hope this 
request will be agreed to, and that the precedent will die out with 
the agreement to this 9 15 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has been a practice immemorial, I desire 
to say to the distinguished Senator from Tennessee, because I haye 
paid some attention to it, to print important publications as doc- 
uments by order of the Senate, and where there is no abuse of it— 
i brine can be abused—I see no objection to the principle of 
publishin 2 papers, that we may have the use of them. 

Mr. CULLOM. The worst precedent I know of is the publica- 
tion of Henry George’s book. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was not under a permission to print, 
but it was published in a speech. 

Mr. CU M. I think that was a pretty hard strain on the 

ractice. 
£ Mr. CHANDLER, That went into the RECORD as a part of 
several hes. 

Mr. CULLOM. _I know it did. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is not what is asked to be done here. 

Mr. HARRIS. My objection is not to printing important docu- 
ments; but I think a request to publish as a document a political 
speech, I do not care by whom made, long after its making and 
made elsewhere than in the Senate, is a bad practice. But as one 
speech has been published, I hope the other will be. However, I 
trust the practice will die with this action. 

Mr. C DLER. I wish to ask the Senator from Missouri a 
question. The Senator from Wisconsin, who asked to have the 
speech of the Secretary of the Treasury published, agrees with the 
speech and indorses the sentiments therein expressed. Do Iun- 
derstand the Senator from Missouri with equal cordiality and 
positiveness to indorse the speech of Governor Altgeld? 

Mr, COCKRELL. I have not read his speech, but I have no 
doubt I indorse it. 

Š Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator thinks he will add his appro- 
ation? 

Mr. COCKRELL, Ihave no doubt I will indorse it. 

Mr. BAKER. I hold in my hand a speech delivered 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us dispose of this question. 


Mr. BAKER. I may want to object. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Object if you want to. 

Mr. BAKER. I do not want to object just yet. I hold in my 
hand.an answer both to Mr. Carlisle’s speech and the speech of 
Governor Altgeld. It is of about the same length as either one of 
them, and I ask that it may be printed. It is a speech by a very 
eaters man. Iask that it may be printed in the RECORD at the 
same time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is not a request to have Governor Alt- 
geld’s speech 8 in the RECORD. 

n: ALLEN. Whose speech is it that the Senator from Kansas 


Mr. BAKER. Jacob L. Green’s. 

Mr. ALLEN. Who is Jacob L. Green? 

Mr. BAKER. He lives at Hartford, Conn. 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the character of the speech? 

Mr. BAKER. I should call it a pretty honest money speech. 
I presume the Senator would call it a dishonest money speech. 

r. ALLEN. What is the general character of it? I do not 
care anything about—— 

poe BAKER. It is the same as Mr. Carlisle’s—upon the money 
question. — 

Mr. ALLEN. IL shall object to Mr. Jacob L. Green’s speech be- 
ing printed, because he is a private citizen. 
r. BAKER. Mr. Altgeld is no more than that, I understand. 

Mr. GALLINGER. He soon will be no more than a private 
citizen. 

1 ALLEN. No; he is at present governor of the State of 
inois. 

Me PAKEN Then I object to Mr. Altgeld’s speech being 
printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that it be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on a. e to 
the motion of the Senator from Missouri that the speech of Gov- 
on Altgeld in reply to Secretary Carlisle be printed as a docu- 
ment. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is 
not present. My impression is that when the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. VILASs] asked the Senator from Colorado whether 
there would be any objection to rining Mr. Carlisle’s speech, 
the Senator from Colorado said he would not object, but that he 
would ask to have Governor Altgeld's speech printed as an offset 
to it when he got a copy of it. I only state that as one of the 
reasons why, perhaps, it is only fair, as the Senator from Colorado 
is not present, to allow this speech to be printed. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not understand 
that the Senator from Missouri requests unanimous consent. The 
Chair understands that the Senator makes a motion that the speech 
be printed as a document. 

r. COCKRELL. I made the motion, as the distinguished 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. BAKER] made a personal objection. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to supplement the statement of the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM] by saying that the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLas] repeated the conversation he had 
with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and he also told 
me that he had submitted it to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] before asking that the speech of Mr. Carlisle should 
be printed as a document. The Senator from Wisconsin said he 
responded to the Senator from Colorado that he had no objection 
whatever to Governor Altgeld's speech being printed as a docu- 


ment. 
Mr. BAKER. Owing to the courtesy of the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. ALLEN], I withdraw any objection I made to the 


request of the Senator from Missouri. 
r. COCKRELL. I am very much obliged. 

Mr. BURROWS. Of course I do not know what the practice 
of the Senate may be or has been heretofore, but I agree with the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris]. The proceeding is, it 
seems to me, most extraordinary and very dangerous. I should 
like to inquire of the Senator from Missouri whether the speech of 
Governor Altgeld is to be printed for the use of the Senate? Is it 
the purpose of this order to inform the Senate? 

Mr. COCKRELL. As a matter of course, the same number of 
copies as in the case of any other document will be printed, and 
they will go to the document room, where any Senator can get 


copies. 

Mr. CULLOM. How many copies will be printed? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The usual number—1,700, I believe. 

Mr. FRYE. It can go through the country in indefinite quan- 
tities. 

Mr. BURROWS. If this document is to be printed because it 
contains superior information to that poss by other Ameri- 
can citizens and will enlighten the Senate, and the Senate needs 
it in the course of its legislation, that is one thing, but if it is 
8 to be published, as I apprehend the other h was 
published, for political ends, not for the use of the Senate but 


f 
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simply to get free entrance to the mails and distribution, then I 
think it 5 not to be done. 

Mr.COCKRELL. Then the Senator from Michigan will it 
Mr. Carlisle to go to Chicago and make a political speech, and 
when the governor of the State in which he has gone makesa 
reply to it. the Senator would refuse to have his speech printed. 

. BURROWS. My friend the Senator from Missouri mis- 

understands me. If I had been present and had known of the re- 

uest to have Secretary Carlisle’s speech printed as a document 

‘or the use of the Senate or for free distribution, I should have 
objected to it unless the traditions of the Senate compelled it to 
be done. No such thing is ever done in the House of Representa- 
tives. Political eer are not published as documents by the 
authority of the House of Representatives. Members very fre- 
quently allude’ to speeches, read them as a part of their own re- 
marks, or have them entered as a part of their remarks by the 
consent of the House, but not within my knowledge have political 
speeches been printed at public expense as public documents and 
printed to furnish material for campaign purposes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Would the Senator prefer to have this 

rinted in the RECORD? 

Mr. BURROWS. Ihave not made any objection at all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I would much prefer to have it go into the 
RECORD. 

Mr. BURROWS. I have simply called attention to the fact 
that I think the practice is a perniciousone. I join with the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee in the hope that this will be the end of it if 
that is the practice. Then I also desire to know of the Senator 
from Missouri how many copies he proposes to have printed for 
the use of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The law prescribes the number. Iam not 
making a 1 8 about it. ° 

Mr. $u ROWS. How many is the usual number? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I think the number is 1,700, but I am not 

itive. 
gyte GALLINGER. One thousand nine hundred. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think it is 1,900; Iam not sure. It is in that 
neighborhood, however. 

r. COCKRELL. That number is for the Senate and the House. 
Each Senator will get two or three copies. 

Mr. BURROWS. I have said all I care to say. I do not wish 
to object, but Ithink the 1785 25 is an exceedingly pernicious one. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Missouri that the speech of Governor Altgeld 
shall be printed as a document? 

Mr. HARRIS. It is to be printed as adocument and not in the 
RECORD? . 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is not to go into the RECORD, 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope we will neyer do it again. 

Mr. CULLOM. So do J. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I am very glad this aga has 
occurred, because I confess I felt at dissatisfaction with the 
course taken in the case of the publication of the speech of the 
Secretary of the Treasury at the request of the Senator from Wis- 
consin . ViLAS]. It was entirely improper. I very gravely 
doubt whether two wrongs will make a Gree Still it looks like 
a great hardship to exclude Governor Altgeld’s speech at this 
time. I hope the example will not be repeated in the future. 

I think the distinction drawn by the Senator from Michigan 
pa Burrows] is entirely proper. Any paper that gives valua- 

le information to the Senate should be printed as a document; 

but political speeches made elsewhere certainly are not the proper 
ret Shae to be included in the official documents of the 
nate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact that the Senator from Coi rado [Mr. TELLER] has repeat- 
edly had letters and speeches of foreigners, eminent gentlemen 
abroad discussing the financial question, printed as documents. 
I have myself had one or two printed. e Senator from Colo- 
rado the other day 

Mr. HARRIS. May I ask the Senator from New Hampshire if 

- they did not come in the form of memorials or petitions? 

r, CHANDLER. No, Mr. President. They were simple dis- 
cussions of the subject; and they were presented and requests 
made that they should be printed as documents. I call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Tennessee to a case which perhaps he will 
remember. The Senator from Colorado offered a letter from Mr. 
Benjamin Butterworth in favor of bimetallism accompanied by a 
letter to Mr. Butterworth on that subject, which Mr. Butterworth 
thought was an excellent discussion of the silver question. So he 
wrote a letter embodying the letter to him. They were printed 
as a document. 

I remember that at the last session of Congress two documents, 
one the speech of Mr. Giffen, president of the British Agricultural 
Society, were printed, I think, on the joint motion of the Senator 
from Colorado and myself, accompanied by the letter onsilver of the 
senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. It was thought 
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that those documents would enlighten the Senate upon the gen- 
eral subject of the free coinage of silver. So such documents have 
been printed repeatedly, and of course it is much better that =. 
should be printed as documents in this way than that they shoul 
be put into the REcoRD, as in the House of Representatives the 
whole book of Henry George was put into the REcorD, divided up 
among various members, each one putting in a part; and so sey- 
eral speeches have been inserted in the RECORD in the House of 
Representatives. 

think it desirable that the RECORD should be kept free from 
these bulky documents, but Ido not think any great harm has 
been done by the printing in ial form of anyt that has 
been printed hitherto. Ido not think any harm has 
by hice gs Secretary Carlisle’s speech, and I certainly think 
can stand the ar ent of Governor Altgeld. 

Mr. CULLOM. The feature of this matter that I think makes 
it objectionable is that a Senator gets hold of a speech made by. 
somebody 3 without any other purpose than to 
get it into an official form, so that it can be ed, and comes 
in here and asks that it be made a publie document. That move- 
ment is followed by another Senator asking the same privilege, 
because the speech that he asks shall be printed is an answer to 
the other one already printed. If we are going to begin the prac- 
tice, whenever we find an important speech which we think should 
be made a public document, of an individual Senator 8 
and asking that it shall be printed, we will have 10,000 public 
8 of that sort, of a 3 nature, piling up here, and 
to no purpose, in my judgmen 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]? The Chair hears 
none, and the speech will be printed as a document. 


ELBRIDGE M’FADDEN, 


Mr. FRYE. As I shall be called away on important business 
the first of the week, I should like to secure the passage of another 
little bill. I ask the Senate to take up the bill (H. R. 5999) to cor- 
rect the military record of Elbridge McFadden. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Secre- 
85 of War to remove the charge of desertion and grant an hon- 
orable discharge to Elbridge McFadden, late of Company I, 
Thirty-eighth ent New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BONDS, ETC., OF ARIZONA TERRITORY, 


Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 3161) amending and extending the provisions of an act of Con- 
gress entitled An act approving with amendments the funding 
act of Arizona,” approved June 25, 1890, and the act amendatory 
thereof and supplemental thereto approved Au; 8, 1894. 

There bing no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL, When was that bill reported? 

Mr. WHITE. A very short time ago, I think. 

Mr. PERKINS. It was reported from the Committee on Terri- 
tories yesterday. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The report has not been laid on my table. 

Mr. PERKINS. The popes is printed, and the Secretary will 
read it for the Senator’s information. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can understand much better when I have 
the sepor nyeli: Does the report explain the bill? 

Mr. PER S. Iso understand. I will say that I introduced 
the measure more especially at the request of the Delegate from 
Arizona, and it is to correct some 8 The committee 
examined it very carefully, and from those who have stated the 
matter to me I learn it is a very proper measure. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. 
Davis May 22, 1896: 

The Committee on Territories, to whom was referred Senate bill 3161, hav- 


ing considered the same, hereby adopt House Report No. feng te eck ota 
bill identical in tenor, and recommend the passage of Senate bill aforesaid. 
[House Report No. 1931, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on the Territories, to whom was referred House bill 8885, 
beg leave to submit the following report: 

e act of Con s entitled “An act approving, with amendments, the 
funding act of zona became a law June 25, and authorized the fund- 
ing of all Territorial, tr municipal, and school-district indebtedness of 
Arizona which had accrued and would accrue, with the interest thereon, 
until and including December 31, 1890, into 5 per cent bonds, and under the 
provisions of the act a loan commission, co g of the governor, secretary 
of the Territory, and Territorial auditor, was created to fund indebtedness 
under the terms of the act. 

The purpose of the law was to effect an annual mrg in interest Senge Pane 
the — — a cash basis. The floating indebtedness of the Te: vial 
represented by warrants moza es cent interest, and upon that indebted- 
ness an imm te saving was of 5per cent. The average rate of inter- 
est on the bonded indebtedness of the Territory was 8 per cent, and the 
operation of the law effected a saving of 3 per cent upon all indebtedness 
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funded. such bonded indebtedness could be funded as had matured or 
ee lem FCC pprored August 3, 1894. 
su en was a H 
the time for i ts for Territorial ex- 
r 31, The object of the present bill is to fur- 

Ther oxen provisions of the act approved June 25, 1800. until 
January 1, 1897, s0 as to it and authorize the of such outstand- 


is not to fund any indebtedness which could not haye been 
funded under the original act had said indebtedness been presented in time. 

No new indebtedness is proposed to be funded in excess of the limi 
scribed by law. In authorizing the funding of the oni 
act also validifies the indebtedness already funded and au 0 
funded. so as ed Sp ree — 3 of repudiation of bona fide obligations. 
The eighteenth legislature of Arizona unanimously memorialized Congress 
to validate securities about which doubt existed. 

U; investigation the committee believe the legislation beneficial and wise 
and in the interest of good government, and therefore recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
TWYMAN O. ABBOTT. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S.2526) for the relief of Twyman 
O. Abbott. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Claims with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 4, after the word ‘ directed,” 
to insert “out of any moneys in the not otherwise ap- 
propriated”; and after the words “sum of,” in line 7, to strike out 
the words “ twenty-seven thousand seven hundred and forty- 
eight” and insert “ten thousand nine hundred and sixty-seven ”; 
80 as to make the section read: 


pay to Twyman O. Abbott, of State of Was! is heirs or legal 

the sum of $10,967.7 fall and final settlement of his claim 
for reason of the breach of a certain contract for lease 
ofa and for post-office purposes. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out section 2 of the bill, as 
WS: 
„78. hereby a riated for the of 

F 75 is approp purpose 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The signature of the Vice-President was announced to the bill 
(H. R. ) making appropriations for the construction, repair, 
and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other p ; which had previously been signed by the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

CONDEMNED CANNON FOR HASTINGS, MICH, 


Mr. BURROWS. _ I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 248) 5 and directing the 
Secretary of the Navy to furnish four pieces of condemned cannon 
to the city of Hastings, Mich. 3 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COLONEL HAINS’S STATEMENT BEFORE COMMERCE COMMITTEE. 


Mr. WHITE. Irise for the purpose of correcting an error in a 
document printed by the Senate in the report of a hearing before 
the Commerce Committee of the Senate on the subject of a deep- 
water harbor in southern California, of which we have heard con- 
siderable. The testimony of Colonel Hains, on page 29, contains 
the following statement: 

The fact that they use these wharves so much without a breakwater is 
12 kood evidence that they need very little protection from the outside. 

think a breakwater e of plank would accomplish the purpose. 

I received a letter from Colonel Hains this morning, calling 
earn cam and I desire to correct it. He wrote me as 

ows: 


UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
Baltimore, Md., May 22, 1896. 


speech made ‘ou in the Senate on May 9 relative to the deep-sea harbor 
in southern hii in which you fare Ai certain remarks made by me at 
hearing before the Committee on Commerce. ese remarks were taken 
rter, but they were never submitted to me for re- 
tten them out as he doubtless understood them. I 
refer to the quotation on page 5527 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of May 
hi “T think that a breakwater made 

he t expression was not made by 

ta breakwater made of that plan“ (referring to the 


. “ would accom: wind 7 
The wW plan,” and 
reporter a 


out the word “ in 
attached the letter k“ to the word plan,“ which has given 


an en different 
late to correction 
show you that I did not make use of such an absurd 


expression as quoted 
from sten pher’s report. s 
Very truly, yours, 


PETER C. HAINS. 
Hon. S. M. WHITE, Washington, D. C. 
Colonel Hains is a distinguished officer, and of course desires 
to be technically accurate, and I make this statement so that it 
may be found corrected in the pages of the RECORD. 


LOUIS V. HOUSEL. 


Mr. BAKER. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 2336) to place on the retired list of the Navy 
Louis V. Housel, late lieutenant of the Regular Navy. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. BATE. Was that bill reported by a committee? 

. 55 COCKRELL. It was reported by the Committee on Naval 
‘airs. 

Mr. BATE. And recommended? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RIGHTS OF PURCHASERS UNDER MORTGAGES. 


Mr. HILL. There is one more bill I should like to have taken 
up and considered. It is Senate bill 1832. While the title is a 
very broad one, it relates simply to one ticular railroad. It 
has been unanimously repor rom the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. I unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 1832) to define the rights 
of purchasers under mortgages authorized by an act of tips give 
approvo April 20, 1871, was considered asin Committee of the 
ole 


The bill was Popara non the Committee on the Judiciary with 


an 3 strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 


from’ what was intended. puppan 34 36 too 
the sentence now, but I write in order to 


the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad 
is foreclosed in any court of 

8 thereof, and any sale of the 
privileges, and other ge and perty 


thereof and supplemental thereto, which were owned an by 
Atlanticand Pacific Railroad Company, or said ged ennn the time of such 
decree of foreclosure; and the incorporation as hereby provided shall be com- 
pleted and become effective whenever the said 
or ass shall file with the Secretary of the Interior a certificate 

tion hereunder, duly acknowledged, s the name of such new corpora- 
tion, its president, and the names of i directors, the amount of its proposed 
capital stock and bonds, together with certified copy of the decree or decrees 
ratifying such sale; but nothing in this act shall make such hasers 
their associates or such new corporation liable for any debts or claims or 
contracts of the old Sa not expressly assumed in their contract 
of purchase at said judi: sale: ‘Provided, That the amount of the proposed 
issue of stock of su: oo pier? eget shall not exceed the aggregate amount ` 
which the Atlantic and c Railroad y has al y issued and is 


tonal tock shall not be 3 in ad labo: rty. 

ional s' n ox or money, T, or 

mated at its actual cost value, in 8 for sada stock at ts full or 
value: 3 That nothing herein contained shall be co: as 
making any additional tof lands or other franchises to such successor 
corporation, or as a ver of ong ane of the United States now at 
to enforce any forfeiture of lands tofore granted to the said Atlantic 
Pacific Railroad Company, or as in any manner affecting the vested —— 
of any settler or settlers on any of the lands heretofore granted to the Ai - 


tic and Pacific Company or of any purchaser or p of said 
lands from said company. 

Sec. 2. That Congress shall at all times have the power to alter, amend, or 
repeal this act. 


Mr. MITCHELL of m. I desire to inquire of the Senator 
from New York if he would have any objection to an amendment 
to this bill providing that this new company shall be responsible 
for any moneys that may be recovered by any parties on any war- 
ranty issued by the old company where the lands were found not 
to Seneto. the company, so as to protect the purchasers? 

Mr. . The Senator will recollect that we had this whole 
question before the Judiciary Committee; and I suggest that that 
can be done in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to state, in order that 
there may be no misunderstanding as to the two bills before the 
Judiciary Committee, that one was relating to the Atlantic and 
Pacific and the other relating to the Northern Pacific. 

Mr. HILL. The other is a very large matter. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I know, but at the same time I 
simply desire to state that since the Northern Pacific bill has 
been reported I haye come to the conclusion that there ought to 
be, as to that bill at least, if not as to this, a 3 80 as to 

0 


tect the ies who purchased land and hold warranty deeds 
the old company and never got the lands. 
Mr. HILL. I will assist the Senator in that. 


* 


Mr. COCKRELL. It is not necessary to do that on this bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not wish to embarrass this 

bill, and perhaps there may be circumstances which render it un- 
to such a provision in this bill. 


Mr. C LER. This bill simply authorizes the purchasers 
under mo to enjoy and use t they have seed Saba 
Mr. MIT of Oregon. That is it. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. i ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. , 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from New York would oblige 
me if he would add to the title the words concerning the Atlantic 
and Pacific Railroad.” 

Mr. HILL. I have no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move toamend the title so as to read: “A 
bill to define the rights of purchasers under mortgages authorized 
by an act of 5 approved April 20, 1871, concerning the 
Atlantic and Pacific Railroad.” 

OWNERS OF BRIG TALLY-HO, 

Mr. PASCO. Iask for the present consideration of the bill (S. 
887) to refer the claim of the owners of the brig Tailly-Ho to the 
Court of Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iwill not object to this bill, but I suggest 
that I shall move to adjourn after the bill is disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was eed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 50 minutes 
p.m.) the Senate ourned until Monday, May 25, 1896, at 12 
o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, May 23, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupkx. 


THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 
The SPEAKER. Withont objection, the Journal will be con- 
8 as a ved. 
r. r— 


Nr. S 
FFC ia contained fs ths dscoment 
Š e pri qu is con in en 

Shioh seid to the desk. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, I object to the approval of the Jour- 
nal, and call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Kem] 
objects to the approval of the Journal. 

Mr. HOWARD. Irise to a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. This is a question of the highest privilege. 
The question is on the approval of the Journal. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move the approval of the Journal, and on 
that I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the Journal was approved. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. PS 

Mr. HOWARD. I send the privileged matter to the Clerk’s 
desk, and ask that it be read, after which I desire to address the 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. . 
The Clerk read as follows: 


I do impeach Grover Cleveland, President of the United States, of high 
es and misdemeanors on the following 3 = 
1. That he has sold or directed the sale of without authority of law. 
2. That he sold or aided in the sale of bonds at less than their market value. 
8. That he directed the misappropriation of the proceeds of said bond sales. 
4. he directed the Secretary of the Treasury to rd the law 
which makes United States notes and notes redeemable in coin. 
5. That he has ignored and refused to have enforced the “antitrust law.“ 
6. That he has sent United States troops into the State of Ilinois without 
of law and in violation of the tution. 
he has corrupted politics through the interference of Federal office- 


ers. 

8. That he has used the appointi: wer to influence legislation detri- 

mental to the welfare of the le: Pherefore 

ved by the House of Representatives, That the Committee on the 
hese charges 


tt resol 
Judiciary be directed to ascertain whether t are true, and if 


Mr. STEWART. I rise to a question of order. This is not a 
question of privilege, and I object to the reading. 
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The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading, as follows: 

to report to the House such action by impeachment or otherwise as shall be 
in the premises. And said committee shall have authority to send 
or persons and papers. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of consid- 
eration. At this late hour of the session I think it is hardly 
worth while to go into that matter. . 

The SP . The gentleman from Maine raises the ques- 
tion of consideration. . 

The question was taken; and the House refused to consider the 
question of privilege. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized on 
a conference report. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr, CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire the Clerk to read amend- 
ment No. 9. The House is dividing on that. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read amendment No. 9. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

(9) For court-house and fice at Little Rock, Ark.: For additional 
amount to construct an addition to the United States court-house and post- 
office and ing judge's chamber and the offices of the marshal and clerk 
of the circuit and district courts, and for an elevator, $43,000. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment No. 9 was disposed of. 

12 CANNON. Then I ask for the reading of amendment 

o. 10. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

T a room and lav: in 
ol) a sere RRS er Se teen te pet 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from South Dakota moves that 
the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment 
and agree to the same. 

The question was taken, and the motion to recede from the dis- 
agreement to the Senate amendment and agree to the same was 


rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
11) For court-h: and pontom at Los Cal.: For additions - 
att D eee — 8 ouse aot seat ottos bullion, $12,000. = 


Mr. CANNON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 


California. 

Mr.McLACHLAN. Mr. Speaker, yesterday afternoon the mem- 
bers of this body seemed determined to vote down every appro- 
priation proposed in the amendments of this bill on general prin- 
ciples. It is ible that some of these amendments have merit, 
and to vote them down on general principles may be doing grave 
injustice to the locality in which the improvement is sought to 
be made. I believe such to be the case with reference to the pro- 
posed amendment providing an sh pee ion of $12,500 for the 
improvement of the post-office facilities in the ey of Los Angeles, 
C I desire to state briefly the condition of irs in that city. 
About eight years ago provision was made for the erection of a 
Government building in that city at a cost of $100,000, when it 
was a small place and contained but a few thousand people. Since 
that time the city of Los Angeles has had a marvelous increase in 
population, until to-day it is a city of upward of 100,000 popula- 
tion. Its growth has sim 5 8 marvelous. The business of 
the post-office has incr the same proportion, until during 
the last fiscal year the revenues of the Government amounted to 
over $160,000, and the increase in the revenues during the first 

uarter of this fiscal year is sufficient to warrant me in sayi 

at the revenues to the Government from that source 8 
be over $180,000 during the present year. 

The post-office is now 3 in the first story of the Gov- 
ernment building, and is wholly inadequate for the proper per- 
formance of the vast amount of labor required in the proper 
management of that office. The Postmaster-General, recogniz- 
ing tho increased business at the post-office in Los Angeles, has 
recently provided a large additional force, and this fact empha- 
sizes more strongly than ever the cramped quarters in which the 
large business was required to be 8 The Post-Office De- 

artment, through its 1 duly reported that the base - 
ment of the public building at Los Angeles could be properly 
improved so as to make a suitable addition to the present post- 
office facilities for the sum of 812,500. That is the amount asked 
for in the amendment now under consideration. We do not ask 
for this appropriation for the p e of enlar the build- 
ing by 3 additions, but simply to improve fit up the 
basement of the buildin 

Mr. HENDERSON. 


now in existence. 
t ought to be done. 


Mr. McLACHLAN. Mr. Speaker, it is not in the line of addi- 
tional improvements that we ask for the amount named in this 
amendment, and the objections raised to many of the amendments 
that have been adversely voted upon by this House do not apply 
in this case. If this amendment does not prevail, and this amount 
is not allowed for the improvement of the basement of the Gov- 
y in Los Angeles, it will be necessary to 


ernment building alr 
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move the post-office from its present location to other quarters at 
a large annual expense to the Government for rent in the quarters 


= procured. = rent os the . would be required 
pay in a single year for proper quarters for our post-office in 
that city pat almost, if not quite, equal the amount asked for 

this amendment; and it is therefore economy on the part of the 
Government to make proper provision for improvements in its 
own building. Mr. Speaker, I submit in all candor that this is a 
just provision, and should be voted upon favorably by the members 
of this House. F 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, a single word. I indorse what 
the gentleman says. This appropriation is not fairly within the 
line of public-building appropriations. The building is occupied, 
and from the extraordinary growth of the city they have got to 
fit up the basement so as to do the public business, or else they 
have got to go and rent quarters outside. 

Mr. HENDERSON. It is economy to do it. 

Mr. CANNON. If it was not for the fitting up and alteration— 
that means the cutting out of a door here and there—this appro- 

riation could be pea from the general appropriation for repairs; 

t, under the technical rulings of the technical Comptroller of 
the it is not available for that purpose. In my judg- 
ment it can be done without sacrifice of principle, and it ought 
to be done. 

Mr. TERRY. I want to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Illinois to the fact that the condition which has been de- 
ue = existing at Los Angeles is exactly the condition at Lit- 

e 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. I acknowledge it. 

Mr. TERRY. But your side voted it down. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. er, there are 150 just such cases before 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CANNON. No, sir; so far as I know there is not one such 


case. 

Mr. HICKS. We have them, though. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I have been in Los Angeles 
and know this building and know the city. It has grown from a 
little bie g until it is now the San Francisco of Southern Cali- 
fornia—a large, aggressive city, transacting the great business of 
that part of the beautiful fruit and flower region of this country. 
The people there need this improvement. It ought to be made. 
It is necessary for the transaction of the business of the city, and 
it will be economy for the Government to grant this appropriation. 

Mr: MORSE. Lask the gentleman from Illinois to give me two 
minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. I give the gentleman two minutes. 

Mr. MORSE. Ihave in my memory at least two cases that are 
of equal importance to this. One is St. Albans, Vt., where the 
roof of the building is burned off. Another is at Topeka, Kans. 
where they are doing the post-office business in the cellar, an 
where they are crowded badly—have entirely inadequate facili- 
ties for the transaction of the post-office business. As a member 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, I say now 
that we have many cases before our committee as meritorious as 
this, and if we are not going to vote the others we ought not to 
vote this one. We ought to treat them all alike. And I object 
to the way in which this and all these bills come here as riders on 
an appropriation bill from the Senate. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman says he knows several places 
where they are doing post-office business in the cellar. This $12,000 
is asked to enable the post-office at Los Angeles to do just that 
very thing—to fit the basement of the building for use. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I hope this side of the House will 
vote in favor of this California proposition, because it is merito- 
rious; and I think that is the ground on which these appropriations 
ongs to be considered. i i r 

e question being taken on the House receding from its dis- 
agreement to the Senate amendment, the Speaker declared that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CANNON. Iask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 84, noes 40. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, Imake the pointof no quorum, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Iwould not do that. 

The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum is made. [After 
counting.] One hundred and eighty-one gentlemen present—a 
quorum, 

Mr. MORSE. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were refused, only 4 members voting in favor thereof. 

So the House receded from its disagreement and concurred in the 
Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For court-house and post-office at Martinsburg, W. Va.: For comp etion of 
approaches, $5,000. 


Mr. CANNON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 


West 527 8 Be: Dayton]. d 
Mr. DAYTON. Mr. S er, I hope I may have the attent on 
of the House for a simple statement with regard to this amer d- 


ment. Here is a public building that has been erected, finished, 
and paid for, and the only thing necessary is the completion of the 
approaches. uilding has been finished over a year and is 
occupied. The municipal regulations of the city of Martinsburg 
require every property owner to put in front of his property the 
nec walks. That requirement has been „ by the 
courts of our State. The Government has persistently disregarded 
the requirement for the putting down of these walks, and to-day 
we are in the position there that men who have to attend the 
courts that are held in that building are compelled to do so b 
walking over pine boards. This is an item of „000 only, an 
that is all that is necessary to complete the approaches to this 
1 House will concur in the amendment. 

Mr. I wish the gentleman from Illinois would 
give me two minutes. 

1 CANNON. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
ne. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, there is no question that many 
of these cases are meritorious, but, as I said yesterday, the same 
is true of at least forty other cases that are not included in this 
bill, and out of forty or fifty bills pending before our committee 
there are many cases very much more meritorious than this. 
There is no absolute necessity for this appropriation. Still I 
would favor it if it came here in a legitimate way, with other 
measures quite as deserving; but I oppose all of these appropria- 
tions, with one or two exceptions where there is an absolute neces- 
sity, upon rinciple, 

r. SAYERS. I wish to ask the gentleman a question of par- 
liamentary law. Does he think that this particular item is one 
that should come directly before the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds? 

r. MILLIKEN. Ithinkso. If it belongs to the Committee 
on Appropriations, that is another matter. 

Mr. SAYERS. I just asked the gentleman’s opinion. 

Mr. MORSE. If you are going to pass these appropriations for 
public buildings in this way, you might as well abolish the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I wish to ask the gentleman from Maine a 
question. Is there a bill pending before your committee for this 


p e? 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I do not recollect. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If your committee had reported a bill of this 
kind would there be any objection at all, under the circumstances 
stated by the gentleman from West Virginia, to the House pass- 
ingan appropriation of $5,000 for this purpose? 

8 LI answered that * yesterday. It was 
understood by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
that, on account of the condition of the Treasury, it was desirable 
upon the part of the House, desirable upon the part of the Execu- 
tive, desirable upon the part of a t many people who have 
the interests of the country at heart, that in the present crisis 
our appropriations should be as small as they could be made con- 
sistent with getting along with the public service, and in order to 
keep down the appropriationa, in consonance, as we believe, with 
the wishes of the House and of patriotic men generally, the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds haye delayed reporting 
bills for these appropriations and putting them upon the Calendar. 

Now, as I said yesterday, if you pass in this way—which I re- 
gard as a most vicious method of F bills 
as Senate amendments to an appropriation bill, you leave a large 
number of the members of this House in a very disagreeable and 
embarrassing Peery When they go home to their constituents, 
they will be asked. Why have you not taken care of the interests 
of ye constituents in regard to this or that public building?” 
and when they turn around and say, It was not the policy of Con- 
gress to pass public-building bills,” they will be pointed to Tom 
and Dick and Harry and Peter and Jim who got their public 
buildings through by having them sneaked into this House from 
the Senate in the way of amendments upon appropriation bills, 
In this way members will be left in a very bad position. 

Mr. HULICK. I should like to ask the gentleman a question, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Certainly. 

Mr. HULICK. Have the claims of the cases now presented 
here been considered by the gentleman’s committee? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Some have been and some haye not. 

Mr. HULICK. If any of these cases have been passed upon by 
the committee and fully considered, then of course it might be 
important that we should know Jit. 

Mr. MILL Public-building bills which come into this 
House for its consideration should come from the committee, with 
areport stating the merits of the case, so that the House might 
know the circumstances and legislate intelligently. 

Mr. WILLIS. I should like to ask the gentleman from Maine a 
question—whether he does not think the vote of this House some- 
times depends largely upon the condition of the weather? [Laugh- 
ter.] Yesterday, for instance, we took up the Senate amendments 
in a body, and with a spirit of rigidity and extreme opposition we 
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voted down everything that came along. This morning it seems 

the House is in such a delectable condition—as sweet and sooth- 

ing as a summer breeze—that we want to pass this one and that 

one and the other one. As the gentleman has wisely said, this 

policy will put a number of gentlemen of the House in a false 
ition. 

EMT. MORSE. You are right. i 

Mr. WILLIS. There is no use in having our Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, if we are going to vote through 
amendments of the Senate in this way, without any rt from 
our committee. I have a number of propositions for public build- 
ings in my own State which I have not had the nerve to offer to 
the Honse. And I feel that when propositions are presented in 
this way I ought to vote against every one of them. 

Mr. LIKEN. The 8 has answered his own ques- 
tion so admirably that I do not think anything further is called 
for from me, 

Mr. CANNON. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
West Virginia 8 DAYTON]. 3 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of the 
House to the utter unfairness of the position taken by the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN]. He substantially admits that 
this is a work of necessity—a meritorious improvement. He 
simply insists that the ö for it should not be granted 
because the proposition not passed through his committee. I 
maintain that such ponton is not fair or right. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I have not asserted that this is a work of 
necessity. 
Mr. DAYTON. You have parried the direct question that was 


put to you in regard to the matter. J 

The proposition here is simply to complete a public work. It 
has no relation to the building itself. In refusing to sustain this 
action of the Senate the House will stand in absolute defiance of a 
State lation which requires all gi nad owners to put down 
these w: in front of their property. we desire that respect be 

aid to the laws which we pass we ought to have some respect for 
ocal re tions of this kind. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Just one word. I wish to say that in almost 
every one of these cases where the limit of the appropriation is 
broken the appropriation is to complete a public building, 

Mr. CAN NON. Mr. Speaker, I now ask for a vote. 

The question being taken on the question, Will the House re- 
cede from its di eement and concur in the amendment of the 
Senate?” it was decided in the negative; there being on a division 
ayes 47, noes 83. 

The SPEAKER. The House refuses to recede and concur, and 
insists on its di ent, 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 


For court-house, custom-house, and fiice at Omaha, Nebr.: For con- 
tinuation of building under present mit, $100,000." 


Mr. CANNON. ask for a vote. 

Mr. MERCER. Iask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Can- 
* to yield to me five minutes on this proposition. 

2 S ANON, I will do so, Brother CER, unless three min- 
utes will do. 


Mr. MERCER. Possibly three minutes may suffice. I desire, 
Mr. Speaker, to move to concur in the amendment of the Senate 
with the following amendment: 


In line 15, after the word“ dollars,“ add and the limit of cost of said 
building and site is increased from $1,200,000 to $1,300,000.” 


Now, Mr. S. er, when this bill was before the House 

Mr.CANNON. Does the gentleman from Nebraska merely give 
notice of that amendment, or does he offer it now? 

Mr. MERCER. Does the gentleman intend to raise a point of 
order? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, I suppose it is my duty to do so on the in- 
crease of the limit. 

Mr. MERCER. Then, Mr. Speaker, I believe I will offer the 
amendment, because this is on a par with the amendment offered 
with reference to the post-office building at Kansas City, Mo. 

Mr.CANNON. Precisely. Kansas City has been nonconcurred 
in. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DOCKERY. I regret to say that is true. 

Mr. MERCER. Well, that may be, Mr. Speaker, but, in the lan- 
guage of the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. WILLIs], that action 
was taken when the weather had a depressing effect upon the mem- 
bers of the House, and they were not in as good humor as they 
are this morning, e I take it now that, being in a lit- 
tle better humor, they will accept the amendment and reverse the 
decision of yesterday. g 

I have in connection with this matter, to which I desire to ask 
the attention of the House, a letter from the Secretary of the 
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ear bearing on this point, which I will read for the informa- 


tion of the House: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 9, 1896. 
To the SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Sır: I have the honor to submit the following statement relative to the 
United States 5 and post-office building now being 
erected in the city of Omaha, Nebr. 

The limit of the cost of the site and building as fixed by act of Congress of 
January 21, 1889, is $1,200,000, the cost of the site $400,000, leaving a balance for 
the construction of the buil: of $800,000. 

The cost of the contracts and contingent a to date is $554,000.75, 
leaving a balance for the completion of building of 909.25. 

The work yet uncon for consists of the p! ring, joinery work, 
iron stairs, p! amog, sercar electric wiring, heating, clock, app 
certain carving of mework of superstructure, etc., for the completion 
which items the Sope tect of this Department estimates the 
sum of .25 be req , 

As the balance for construction under the presens limit is $100,000 less than. 
is absolutely n the building, 1 have the honor 
to recommend that t in addition 


the Supervising Architect of this Department. 
Hespectfully, yours, etc., 


Now, Mr. Speaker, the building referred to by this amendment 
is in process of construction and is almost completed. If the 
House should strike down the amendment it would leave a build- 
ing partially constructed, standing e to the elements, in 
which condition it must remain for at least twelve months. It is 
precisely in the same position as the post-office building in this 
city. the House desires to take the position that the Omaha 
building, almost completed, shall stand d to the weather 
and subject to a which may probably reach as much as 
$250,000, let the House bear the responsibility. 

If the gentleman from Illinois, however, insists on the point of 
order, I desire to be heard on that. 

Mr. HICKS, Let me ask the gentleman this question: Are you 
not a member of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
of this House? 

Mr. MERCER. To the best of my knowledge and belief I am. 
MORS Have not you voted against reporting bills to the 
House for 8 55 buildings at this session? 

Mr. MERCER. Why, we have not had an opportunity to vote 
in favor Caer te them for action. i 

Mr. HI I beg to say the gentleman is mistaken in that, 
for we have had the opportunity. 

Mr. MERCER. Then I was not present. 

Mr. HICKS. That was just the matter; the gentleman was not 


there, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Nebraska to recede from the disagreement to the Senate 
amendment and concur, with the amendment stated H him. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
MERCER) there were—ayes 59, noes 86. . 

So the motion was rejected. 

The question being taken on the motion to recede and concur in 
the Senate amendment, it was rejected. 

So the Bone refused to recede and concur, and insisted on its 
men 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

(14) For custom-house and post-office at St. Albans, Vt.: For rebuilding and 
re g same, made necessary by recent fire, $70,000. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. POWERS]. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, the proposition embodied in this 
amendment is supported not only by its own intrinsic justice, but 
it has pictures to match. I hold in my hand a picture of the pub- 
lic building at St. Albans, Vt., when it was completed, ready for 
occupancy, and would have been occupied within two weeks but 
for a disastrous fire which befell that town in July, 1895, a fire as 
disastrous to St. Albans as the great fire in Chicago in 1871 was 
to that city. It wiped out the business portion of the town in two 
hours and a half, and in its ravages destroyed the 12 buildin; 
that had been erected by prior appropriations of Congress, an 
left but a wreck, as shown in the photograph I hold in my hand. 
Any gentleman on the floor who will take the two pictures and 
compare this building as it was when completed and as it is to-day 
will pea the importance of immediate action upon this 
question. 

One-third of the existing structure of to-day can be utilized and 
saved ently if work is commenced on it at once: but if 
there is a delay of another year, even this part of the building will 
be utterly destroyed, and the Government will be subjected to an 
additional cost of twenty-five or perhaps fifty thousand dollars 
more than would be necessary at this time to preserve it. 

Now, as to this item in the appropriation. A bill passed the 
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Senate appropriating the money unanimously, and the House sent 
it to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds when it 
reached this body; and by that committee, as I am informed by 
three or four members, and if Iam not correct the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Mors] will correct me—it was ap- 
ree by the committee. Every member of the committee agreed 
the a ought to be made; but, in view of the con- 
dition of , the same policy inaugurated in respect to 
other public buildings was followed—that is, that no bill was to 
be reported to the House, although every member agreed that the 
priation ought to be made. Thereupon this amendment was 
on in the Senate, and it comes over to the House for its action. 
have the authority of each member of the conference committee 
having the matter in oe to say that they themselves agree 
that the amendment ought to be made. 

Now, Mr. Speaker let me submit it to the candid j t of 
this House. Here is a piece of public property. If it stands 
twelve months longer the action of the elements upon it will abso- 
Iutely destroy it from summit to base. If this opriation is 
made and work resumed, one-third of the walls of that building 
can be utilized and the building reproduced. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
I submit to the candid judgment of this House that we can not 
afford, as representatives of the people, to allow the public prop- 
erty of the people to be wasted. any one of you had the roof 
of your house burned you would, as a prudent man, at once go to 
work and save the balance of the House. Why should we not 
adopt the same thing here? Talk to me about money in the 
Treasury being insufficient to do these things! No man in his 
parsa affairs would allow his partially burned dwelling house 

go to ruin if he could saveit by borrowing afew dollars. Why 
should not the Government, then, do the same thing with respect 
to this and try to act with economy rather than to act with extrava- 
gance? Why, sir, we were told by the Chaplain in his prayer this 

that man was created a little lower than the angels; but 
when you look upon the action of the House on yesterday I think 
the Chaplain probably was absent. T think if he had bee present 
he would have had an entirely different idea. 

Be that as it may, this is a matter of absolute merit, and no 
man can controvert it. Any man who will take the trouble to 
look at the picture of that building as it was and as it now is will 
at once yote for this pr tion. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 


Maine oe 8 : z 
Mr. Lam not going to disagree with the gentle- 
man from Vermont pe: PowERs] as to the merits of this case. I 


only want to say to that the Committee on Public Buildings 
5 did re in favor of his bill. That is to say, they 
made a and filed it in the committee room. They have not 


made it to the House. But rons barat also made reports as unani- 
mously for perhaps thirty or forty other buildi or more, in 
cases many of which are quite as meritorious as this. But as I 
have before said (and there is no necessity for me to repeat it), it 
has not been the policy of this Co: to do what the gentleman 
states the Government should do in this case, and that is to do 
what a prudent business man would do or should doif he had the 
matter in hand. There are a great number of cases, not only those 
which haye been eee but others in this country, a great 


many in the city of Washington, where, if the Government acted 
as a good prudent business man would act, it would a riate 
money not only to repair but build public buildings. one 


of the heads of the bureaus of this Government comes before the 

committee as an expert and states that if the Government will 

build a certain public building in six years it can save the entire 

cost of it by having modern improvements and conveniences, he 

states quite as strong a case as the gentleman from Vermont has 

555 done. a a 
ntleman says we are going to save a deal because 
2 of the — i of that building is left. 


one-third ow, are the walls 
ing to perish? che anh pes SE either of stone or brick. 
Tasso ow what the building is constructed of. 


Mr. POWERS. Of marble. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, I do not think the weather is going to 
deteriorate that marble in the course of the next twelve months, 


POWERS. One word further. I t to have stated, Mr. 
Speaker, that this building is to acco te the custom-house 
at one of the largest ports of entry in this country, the post-office, 

internal- revenue collector’s office, etc. The Government is 
now paying eh oein rent for the use of those offices, and I 
have no doubt that in eighteen months’ time the rent which the 
Government pays would equal the amount of money called for to 
Mr. . I will say that the Government is now pay- 
ing more than $30,000a rent for accommodations for the Post- 


Office Department in this city, and more than $30,000 a year rental 


for the accommodations of the Public Printing Office, and yet we 
do not build new ones. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But you have appropriated money for a new 
post-office, and for an ition to the Printing Office? 

_Mr. POWERS. We can not consider more than one thing at a 
time. Let usdothe right thing about this and consider the others 
when they come up. 

Mr. CANNON, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. GROUT]. 

_Mr. GROUT. I shall not want five minutes, Mr. Speaker. I 
simply want to call the attention of the House to the difference 
between this case and those stated by the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. MILLIKEN}, chairman of the Committee on Public Buildin 
and Grounds. He says various other projects before his commit- 
tee are as meritorious as this. Very rely but in nearly ev: 
instance it is the authority to erect a public building which 13 


asked for. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Oh, no; not in every instance, 

Mr. GROUT. In most instances. 

Mr. Not in the majority. 

Mr. GROUT. It is always the authority to erect public build- 
ings that is granted by the gentleman’s committee. That is what 
is ordinarily referred to that committee, except in cases like this. 
It seemed to me, in fact, when the bill came here from the Senate, 
that it should have gone to the Committee on Appropriations, as 
it calls for an appropriation simply, because the anthority already 
exists. The S , however, thought it should go to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, very properly no doubt, 
and so it went there. But ordinarily, Mr. er, Where author- 
ity exists for an appropriation, all that is necessary is for the 
Committee on Appropriations to make the appropriation. This 
had been once it is true, and this building was destroyed. 
This appropriation is really in the nature of repairs, because there 
F ilding to be preserved, as has been 
my colleague. 

Thegentleman from Maine says that the frost of winter would not 
unfavorably affect these blocks of marble. Everybody whoknows 
anything about granite or marble knows that it would affect un- 
favorably such part of the walls as still stand. Every block of 
marble which could be used in thenew structure, if left to the 
action of the frost, as it is, the joints ay Sage ecg open, as 
they are from the effects of the fire, would be subject to disinte- 
gration. My colleague from Vermont stated that this was one of 
the largest subports of entry in Vermont. 

Mr. POWERS. In the country. 

Mr. GROUT. Yes, in the country; but if the largest in Vermont 
it would be large, for the district of Vermontis one of several 
large subports. And as illustrating the size of this su I will 
say that the amount of revenue received at the port of St. Albans 
exceeds the amount received in the whole co ion district of 
Portland, Me. And it is to accommodate the large customs busi- 
ness at this port as well as the post-office necessities of alarge town 
that this appropriation is asked. 

Now, I ask the members of this House to observe the ground 
on which the distinction between this case and those already re- 
jected really rests. These other projects which have been voted 
on are where there was an increase in the limit—where there was 
a new authority to be granted. Here no authority is to be granted 
to erect a public building; that already exists. The simple re- 
quest is for the money to xebuild it. The fire destroyed the d- 
ing, but did not destroy the law authorizing ìt; that still exists, 
and this is an appropriation in accordance with that authority. 

Mr. TA 2 the interior finiah to the elements? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly; to a very great extent. The roof was 
burned away und all the interior ork destroyed. 

Mr. HICKS. Does not that increase the limit of the cost? 

Mr. GROUT. Not at all. This item is for precisely the same 


sum originally ted. 

Mr. HICKS. it has already been paid for once. 

Mr.GROUT. Certainly; but the law authorizes a public build- 
ing at St. Albans. There is now none there, this appro- 
priation 5 the money with which to build it, and the limit 
is precisely the same as already authorized by law. 

r. HICKS. But it doubles it. 

Mr. GROUT. It leaves the limit unchanged. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If the gentleman will allow me one moment. 

Mr. CANNON. I think we are ready to vote, if the gentleman 


has concluded. 
8 ery curious that marble up in the 
State of Vermont would not stand the frost after the inside of the 


building 

in Vermont, I think the best thing the Government could do would 
be to build it up of granite, which will stand the frost of that 
country. Now one thing more. The gentleman is wrong in stat- 
ing that the limit is not going to be exceeded. This authorizes 
$70,000 more. You had a limit fixed as the cost of your building, 
and the building according to the statement of your colleague 
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[Mr. Powzrs] has been constructed and the e 
E to that limit, was N i 
area 


are for the authorization of new sites. 

s store in the city of New York, which I mentioned yes- 

my That is a case exactly in point with eee 

eee, ae been built up one “a 3 authorized 

isa position now Committee on 

Public Buildings and reach rounds to strengthen the ironwork of the 

story, because it is not strong enough, as proved by experts, 

oe nist the building and what it have to contain here- 

after. This was authorized long 333 yet „ before the 
Committee on Public Buildings an: 

Mr. GROUT. I donot say that there are 75 other meritorious 
cases. I 3 say this is one of great merit, which even the gen- 
tleman fro: ne ates does not deny. I also say it is entirely differ- 
ent from the cases already voted down by the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Lask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 

t to the Senate amendment and concurving inthe samme, 

Ths question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 

pers seemed to have it. ; 


yes 64, noes 69. 
Mr. Speaker, I do not like to delay the aetion 
of the House, but I think this question is one on which we ought 
to have a vote of the whole House. I call 3 
[Cries of Oh, no!”)} 


After a 
Mr. GROUT. Is t that the vote be by tellers. 
Mr. POWERS. T will take it by telle lers. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the demand for 
ar get co Peete A ANE FRS MOO Va DEOS Ao 
The question was taken on ordering tellers, and tellers were 


The SPEAKER. The eman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
and the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. PowERs} will please take 
their places as tellers. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 58. 

So the motion was to; and the House receded from its 
disagreement and concurred in the Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

at oe ee and custom-house at St. Paul, Minn.: For con- 
—— ion of building under present limit, $125,000. 

Mr. KIEFER. Mr. S er— 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask the gentleman whether, with the 
limit unchanged, there is not money enough in the House appro- 
priation? 

Mr. KIEFER. The statement which the chairman of the com- 
mittee made to me yesterday was that the $60,000 appropriated by 
the House, or about to be app ted in this bill, with the money 
still on hand, can ait ties oor Had sabe sty ye te 1897, ac- 
cording to the report made by the and as 

the statement made by the 
ittee on Appro 

Mr. CANNON. t is correct. I have the statement here. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Is the limit proposed to be broken in this 

Mr. CANNON. No. 

Mr. M . Well, if the limit is not broken, there is no 
oes on my part to this item, because it does not come within 


Mr. CANNON. I will ask the House to disagree to the amend- 
— simply because there is money enough in the House provi- 


d question bel taken, the House refused to recede from its 
disagreement to the te amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
at Savan For continuation of 
Mis A AAMA PAINS S AN OAE S E 
The SPEAKER. The question is on receding and concurring 
in the Senate amendment. 
Mr. CANNON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Mr ER Me Ae open this dment iat 
2 amen appropriates 
$25,000 for the continuation of the building of the court-honse at 
Savannah, and increases the limit of cost $100,000—that is, it ex- 
tends the limit from $400,000 to $500,000. Thesituation at Savan- 
nah is this, and I think it is a case where the j of the 
House will be that the appropriation ight to be mada, Gr ak 
least that the limit ought to be extended, for reasons which I will 
oios m In 1886, ten years ago, — for the post- 
and court-house was authorized pate bi an act of 


purchasing a site and erecting a building pon 


partly 
the ai site was changed and the limit was 


. to commence the 
completed 


as contem- 
e Sec: 
m of the epi with brick 
also alternate bids for marble. It turned ont when the bids were - 
received that the bid for the marble finish exceeded the amount 
of the appropriation. The same firm who offered to complete the 
building with brick also made the bid for marble. The Secretary 
of the Treasury, j sine as Sg the idea and the expressed wish of 
everybody concerned t the 3 ought to be completed 
with marble because so important a building in a city as im- 
portant as Savannah should be of stone instead of brick—made 
an arrangement with the bidder to suspend his contract (which 
was to commence some time in October) until June of this year. 
in order to give ss an opportunity, if it re e e 
the limit so that the building 8 be with marble, as 
it ought to be. The Secretary of the Treasury wrote a letter to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to which I ask 
the attention of the House: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETAR 
Washington, D. C., Aprit 24. 1898. 
Stn: I have the honor to invite your attention to dated 


Department letter 
February 7, 1896, addressed to you, ‘relative to bill H R. 817, entitled A bill to 
increase the limit of cost of the pu blic building now being erected at Sayan- 


nah, Ga,” 
VTV 
pressed brick and tarra-cotta 


bet tie 

was awarded A 28, in b 

. 
m. RUFUS. 

eee that the citiaens citizens of Savannah that the build- 

— should be faced with marble 3 a . was ad 


dressed 
eontractors. them to * — whether they would stand K 
their alternate bid for facing for the building unti Congress 


have an opportunity to make an extension of the limit. 
In response thereto they agreed to stand by their proposition until June1, 


As the time limit is approaching, it becomes necessary to take action 
r neier aan Congress desire „FGG. 
citizens T substitution. 

therefore, to request tha’ ... heck in the raia. so that 
this ag radars may know what course to pursue relative to the contract 


now in force. 
>» yours, J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 


To the CHAIRMAN, 
COMMITTEE ON PURLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS, 
House of Representatives. 


The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. LESTER. May I have another minute? 
Mr. CANNON. I yield the gentleman two minutes more, 
Mr. LESTER. Now, Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds of this House took the same view of that 
uestion, and recommended that the bill be passed the 
8 this building. L understand that the ont pen 
jection raised now is based Mog some fanciful notion that per: 
if any public building bill be passed in any shape or form at this 
session it may reflect 5 in some way upon the Commit- 
tee on Public and Grounds and injure them with their 
constituents at home. I think, Mr. Speaker, that this case stands 
upon its own merits, like the proposition with reference to the 
ublic building at St. Albans, Vt., 55 the public building in 
California f I ask, therefore, that the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the Senate amendment, and concur in that amend- 
ment. 
It will be noticed that this amendment embraces two proposi- 


tions—an immediate appropriation of $25,000 and an extension of 
the limit to $100,000 for the purpose of orig ganas gre paitia 
with marble. If this t be not adopted at this session 


we can not afford to wait until the next e of Congress for 
JFCCCCCCCTCCCCCCTC SADA, A 
public nless provision be now adop 
the contract time will be up the Ist of next June, the work will be 
continued under the contract providing for finishing the buildi 
with brick. Hence, this question must be determined now or no 
at all. It will be seen that this case stands on a very different 
1 from the cases which other gentlemen have presented here 
morning. 

In reference to the immediate appropriation of $25,000, E will 
say that if aA eee tleman from Ilinois to ask that that 
3 appro struck out I shall have no objection, 

ane can be DARRE te the way I have stated by 
3255 mere 3 of the limit. 


Mr. HICKS. Would not an appropriation of $25,000 be sufi- 
cient for the mt? 
Mr. LES’ I am that if the immediate i 


tion of that amount be —— tt be struck out 
retaining simply the provision extending the limit of cost. 
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Mr. CANNON. My recollection (which I think examination 
will verify) is that under the present law the limit of cost for the 


building at Savannah is „000, with authority to contract. 
Under that limitation there is plenty of money appropriated to 
care for this work during the coming year. The pending propo- 
sition, however, is to break the limit and authorize an expendi- 
ture of $500,000. If the House should authorize this increase it 
means a different finish for this building; if not, it means that it 
shall be finished in the manner originally contemplated. I am 
ready for a vote. 

Mr. LESTER. I think the 8 from Illinois is under a 
misapprehension in regard to the facts. S 

The SPEAKER. The question is on receding ‘from the dis- 
oe of the House to the Senate amendment and concurring 

rein, 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 35, noes 52. 

Mr. T. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 33 voting in favor thereof. 

The SPEAKER. Tellers are refused; the noes have it. The 
House refuses to recede and concur, and insists on its disagree- 
ment to the amendment. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 


— on = 6 of he bill Pose agai, Cir ide 
m court-house an ce a A : purchase 
site and commencement 3 e Sap o 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House recede from 
its di ment and concur in this amendment of the Senate? 

Mr. CANNON, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Utah [Mr. 5 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I would not undertake to 
occupy the time of the House on this question if it were like the 
questions which have already been decided. In the first place, I 
wish to call the attention of the House to the fact that so far as 
this bill is concerned there can be no objectionable precedent set 
by favorable action on this amendment, because this is the last of 
the public-building amendments in this bill. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Yes, itis. I wish also to call attention 
to the statement made here yesterday by the gentleman from 
Maine . MILLIKEN], that it is the Rotor of this House not to 
do anything in the line of public buildings at this session of Con- 
gress. I challenge that statement. The House has not so ex- 
pressed its policy. It has not had the opportunity of declaring 
at this session what shall be its policy with reference to these 
questions. 

Utah is the youngest State in the Union. It is the only State 
as to which provision has not been made for a public building at 
its capital. The Senate has a bill authorizing the con- 


struction of a public building at Salt Lake City, the capital of | P 


Utah. The House committee, if I am correctly informed, has in 
its pigeonholes a bill for this purpose which has been approved 
unanimously by that committee. It is true that no bill of this 
kind has been ; but both Houses—one by an affirmative 
vote, the other by the action of its Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds—have declared it necessary and desirable that 
there should bea public building at Salt Lake City. The present 
proposition is to purchase a site for that building; and every 
argument which has been advanced here in favor of the other 

ropositions of this kind which have been adopted can be advanced 
* favor of this proposition. 

Gentlemen have said it is in the interest of economy to restore 
the public building at St. Albans, Vt. So I say it is in the interest 
of economy that a building be erected at Salt Lake City. And 
inasmuch as this case stands by itself, is sui generis, I ask that 
this amendment be concurred in. 

Mr. CANNON, A single word, and Iam ready for a vote. Gen- 
tlemen will understand that this is an entirely new building, au- 
thorized for the first time by the Senate amendment to the bill. 

I now ask a vote. 

The question was taken on receding from the disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate and concurring in the same. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. ALLEN of Utah) there were— 
ayes 24, noes 51. 

So the House refused to recede from its disagreement. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next amendment, 

The Clerk read amendments 18 and 19, as follows: 

Amendment numbered 18: Strike out two“ and insert three.“ 
Amendment numbered 19: Add the words “and the limit of cost of said 
building is increased $410,000." So the paragraph will read as follows: 


For post-office at Washington, D. C.: For continuation of building under 
Bis eae Tents, $375,000; and the limit of cost of said building is increased 
„000. 


Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent to consider these 
amendments together. They properly belong together. If the 
limit is broken, as proposed in one of the amendments, then the 
appropriation ought to be increased as the Senate amendment 
provi 


fies SPEAKER. Without objection, the two will be considered 
er. 

ere was no objection. 

. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate Nos. 18 and 19 
and concur in the same. 

I will state that these two amendments have reference to the 
post-office building in the city of bie, kes It is absolutely 
necessary that these amendments should be adopted in order to 
complete this building within the next eighteen months. If they 
should be adopted, then within eighteen months from this date 
the building will be completed, and 3,000 clerks, or thereabouts 
who are now occupying rented buildings in this city, at a cost of 
about $100,000 per annum, will find quarters there. In addition 
to that, we are paying quite a large sum for the rent of a post- 
oftice for this city. 

Istate this latter amount subject to correction; but, at all events, 
the present post-office is now a rented building, and the post- 
office, of course, will be removed when the new building shall 
have been completed, so that there will be at least a saving abso- 
lutely to the Government by the Sane of the building within 
the eighteen months not less than $100,000 a year. If the amend- 
ment should not be adopted, the building will not be completed 
and will come to a stan , and the Government must continue 

ying rent at the same rate it pays the owners of houses now 

ing used until work shall be resumed and the building com- 


pleted. 
I understood the tleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN], who 
is chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, | 


toesay on yesterday that this building is an exception and that 
these amendments ought to be adopted. With this statement, 
Mr. Speaker, I leave the matter to the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let me ask the gentleman from Texas aques- 
tion. Will this finish the building; and if so, when? 

Mr. SAYERS. My understanding is that it will finish the 
building ready for occupancy in eighteen months. 

Mr. DAYTON. Will this be cient to provide the steps and 
approaches to the building, so that we can get inside of it when it 
is completed? [Laughter. | 

Mr. SAYERS. There will be no difficulty, I can assure the gen- 
tleman, in potin access to it. 

Mr. MIL . Mr. Speaker, I did say on yesterday that I 
looked on this as an exceptional case. This K r for the com- 
pena of an almost completed building, and until it is completed 

suppose it can not be occupied at all; and in view of the fact 
that it will provide accommodation for a largenumber of the em- 
ployees of the Government and save such a large rental, it is an 
excepi cual case, and one that the House should act upon and act 
romptly. 

It is a case, too, which can not be pointed out to any member 
of Congress, When he may ko homa; by the people of his district, 
when he has failed to get his public building for his district, as 
militating against him or his efforts in that direction. 

I will say, further than that, Mr. Speaker, that I feel a little 

riđe myself in this building. I think, indeed, I have a right to 
a so. I worked for seven years on the Public Building and 

Grounds Committee of this House, together, let me say, with Mr. 
Dibble, of South Carolina, not now in Congress, but to whose 
active work and efficiencyin this direction I desire totestify. For 
seven years we worked to get this building established here. 

We an old -office building in this city in which I sup- 
pose you might have kept a cow without tying her, but you 
could not have kept a dog, for he could have run out through the 
cracks. [Laughter.] And in view of the difficulties that to-day 
face us in getting the establishment of a Printing Office and other 
necessary public buildings here, I feel some pride in the fact that 
although we kept working at this for nearly seven years, we 
finally succeeded and gained the victory, notwithstanding the 
efforts of a great many individuals who wanted to get their fin- 
gers into the pie. We succeeded also in establishing the building 
at a point where I think it ought to be established. I think it is 
the concurrent testimony of the people in this city, as well as the 
members of Congress themselves, that the building is well located. 

Now it is nearly finished. Its construction has proceeded so 
slowly that the newspapers and the people have manifested impa- 
tience at the delay. this provision in this bill will achieve its 
completion in the course of a few months, so that we can see it 
occupied—if the city of Washington, the national capital, which 
is entitled to have good public buildings, can rejoice in a post- 
office building belonging to the Government and worthy of the 
Government, and such as the public service requires—I shall be 
glad to see it done. Ishall e no objection. 

Mr. DAYTON. bers Bare you not report it long ago? 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I have answered that question so many times 


that if the gentleman has as much intelligence as his face indi- 
cates he certainly must know what the answer is without asking 
any further question. 
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Mr. CANNON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas p E 
Mr. ABBOTT. . Speaker, I want to say to the House that 


I am not so much opposed to these particular provisions as I am 
to the method in which these amendments have been offered to 
this bill. The House in its organization created a Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, upon which was conferred certain 
jurisdiction. ese questions re 2 to public buildings have 

presented to that committee, and in many cases that com- 
mittee have acted favorably. Now, we have, as I understand, 
through the chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, sought opportunities to present to this House the bills 
which have been considered and favorably passed upon. We 
have not been accorded that privilege. We have not been al- 
lowed, as it were, to present our bills. Of course the committee 
can present them, but we do not choose to do so until such time 
as we believe we can get consideration at the hands of the Speaker 
and the House. . 

Now, it is not so much that I oppose these it ie as the 
manner in which they are brought into this House. If we are 
going to permit the Senate of the United States, san 1 
tion bills, to bring amendments here authorizing the building of 
new buildings or the continuation of new buildings already under 
construction, why not do away with the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds altogether? Why have a committee here 
whose duty it is to inquire into and consider the merits of these 
respective measures, when at the same time you permit the Senate 
to come here and tack numerous bills upon an appropriation bill 
without any reports at all? Who knows in regard to this post- 
office here in the city of Washington? Who knows what the esti- 
mates are? Has anybody presented any statement that we should 
increase the limit of construction? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest to my friend that the letter of the 
Secre of the Treasury recommends it. 

Mr. BOTT. Perhaps the Secretary of the Treasury has rec- 
ommended it. I did not know that fact to be true; but, never- 
theless, I do not think it right and proper for this House to become 
a mere tool of the Senate of the United States and to allow that 
body to dictate to us what we shall do. Why do they not bring 
up their bills separately and pass them on their respective merits 
instead of tacking them upon an appropriation bill? There are 
numbers of gentlemen on this floor who have been before the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds insisting upon the 
passage of their respective bills. Many of these bills are merito- 
rious. There are several States in the Union which have not any 
public buildings. Thereare many places where the Federal courts 
are held where the Government of the United States has no house 
in which to hold them. These cases are just as meritorious as the 
bill under consideration. 

Why should the people of the several States of this American 
Union be deprived of the privilege of having buildings where their 
courts may be held and where their post-office business may be 
transacted? Why should we make a special exception of the city 
of Washington or any other city? Why not let them come in and 
stand upon their own merits? I believe in no such policy as this. 
I believe it is wrong for bills of this character to be ingrafted 
upon appropriation bills. 

Now, gentlemen, the House in the preparation of this bill pro- 
vided for an appropriation of $275,000 to be io vie for the con- 
tinuation of the post-office in the city of Washington. Why 
should we increase it 8100, 000? I have been looking at that build- 
ing for the last six or seven years, nearly. The work has been 
going on very slowly. Comparatively few laborers are employed 
uponit. It appears to me so, at least. Why should we, at the 
suggestion of the Senate, add $100,000 to the $275,000 which the 
House had agreed to? 

1 the hammer fell. 

. CANNON. I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on receding and concurring. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the House receded from its disagreement, and con- 
curred in the amendment of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will present the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For Treasury building at Washington, D. C.: For repairs to T: 1 
ler, and Winder buildings, $12,000. gto 3 9 N 

Mr.CANNON. That amendment and the next one have already 
been disagreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report amendment No. 22. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For making certain proposed alterations in the 
York City, and for improving, arranging, and furnishing certain rooms 
therein in accordance with plans peperen by the Supervising Architect of 
the Treasury, to be done under the ion of the etary of the Treas- 
ury, the sum of $60,000, such sum to be immediately available. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. ag 7 I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. DANIELS]. 


XXVITI—353 


ffice building in New 


Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, the object of this amendment to 
the bill has been to make certain alterations and changes in the 
courtrooms in the post-office building in the city of New York. 
When the building was erected, these rooms were constructed of 
the height of two stories. Since that time Congress has provided 
for the circuit court of appeals, requiring more room than these 
two rooms and the district courtroom can afford. It has been pro- 
posed, therefore, to construct a floor midway between the upper 
and lower floors of the room, making four rooms out of two and 
two out of another, so as to accommodate these courts in the 
transaction of their business. They are now much restricted. 
All the business done by the United States isdone by those courts. 
They are United States court rooms, and for the purpose of facil- 
itating and increasing the means of doing that business this appro- 
priation has been asked for. It stands upon a different principle 
from many of those which have been considered and disposed of 
by the House, for a bill was introduced into the Senate to make 
this appropriation and allowing these alterations, and the Senate 
bill was passed and came to the House. About a month or two 
months ago it was sent to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds of the House. One member of that committee, who was 
recently in the city of New York, went into the building for the 
purpose of seeing whether in point of fact these alterations were 
required, and upon his return hestated to me that he was satisfied 
the alterations ought to be provided for, and ought to be imme- 
diately made; but no report has been made by the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds upon that bill, and the result of 
this delay of the House committee has been the insertion of this 
amendment in the bill by the Senate. 

I have letters of the judges of the circuit court of appeals, Judges 
Wallace, Lacombe, and Shipman, stating these changes are neces- 
sary. The judges state: 

As you are aware, two of these court rooms extend upward through 2 


stories of the building. If they were floored over at the level of the 
story the capacity of these rooms would be doubled. 


T have also a letter of Justice Brown, of the district court, saying 
the same thing in reference to his room, and showing the neces- 
ay for this work being done, and done immediately. Now, it 

ill be borne in mind, in connection with the proposal to do this 
work, that the revenues received by the Government from the 
post-office in the city of New York amount to millions more than 
those of any other post-office in the country. The postmaster 
himself has concurred also in the request that this work shall be 
done. So has the district attorney, and so has Mr. Choate, the 
president of the law institute, which has a large library, perhaps 
the largest library in the city of New York, of law books, which 
is used by the judges of this court. Unless this work is done, 
this lib: must be taken out of the building, because the accu- 
mulation been such and so great that they have not room 
for the library; while if this work is authorized this room will be 
extended, by which the library can overflow into other parts of 
the building and afford additional accommodations to the judges 
for the examination of their cases and the investigation of the 

uestions brought before the court, and at the same time afford 
em room to transact their business. 

Now, the simple question here in reference to this amendmentis 
whether the United States, for the purpose of transacting its busi- 
ness, its legal business, in the city of New York and affording the 
courts reasonable room for the dispatch of their business, will sanc- 
tion this amendment. If Congress will not, then, of course, they 
must be put to inconvenience and have the business Jove poes 
poned or not done at all. If the amendment is permi „ b 
simply taking a small amount—and it will only take a — 85 
amount of the surplus revenues of this post-office, it will afford 
these additional facilities for the transaction of the business of 
the court as well as furnish more room for the library that they 
have to use in the dispatch and consideration of their business. 

Isubmit to the House, therefore, under these circumstances that 
this case is distinguishable from those which have been 18 of 
here, and that it requires that this appropriation should be sanc- 
tioned, particularly when, as they are made in the ordinary course 
of things and carried through a bill—the Senate has passed a bill 
for the appropriation of this money and the sanctioning of these 
improvements—throngh the failure of the committee of this House 
to act upon it, the House itself must dispose of the matter, This 
reads: 


For making certain proposed alterations in the post-office building in New 
York City, and for improving, arranging, and furnishing certain rooms 
mrad: by the Supervising Architect of 


therein in accordance with plans pre 
the Treasury. 
Mr. DANIELS. That is it. 
Mr. CANNON. It is not for a new building, nor for additions 


to the building, but to make changes so as to give double the pres- 
ent court room, by laying an additional floor, and is therefore like 
unto the Los Angeles case. 

Mr. D . It will make six court rooms out of three. 
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echan 


pelled to go outside to consult their law books. e Go 


library and, at the same time, to make the alterations in the build- 
ing that are now called for in these specifications. It seems to me, 
Mr. Speaker, that the proposition ought to commend itself to the 
House without a It is virtually a proposition to save 
the Government of the United States $50,000. 

Mr. LOW. One hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I stand corrected by my coll e. It is 
virtually a proposition to save the Government of the United 
States $100,000. All the Federal courts of that circuit are held in 
the post-office building. Without a law library at hand they are 
crippled. Ineed not call the attention of gentlemen here who are 
lawyers to the fact that some of them may later on have a per- 
e 
courts in New York, and if we Nee ywi 
have law books right at hand; but if the library to be removed 
from this building they will be correspondingly hampered in their 
practice. I know that my friend from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] is 
a good lawyer. I do not know but what, at times, he may be so 
unfortunate as to 5 in the Federal courts in the city of New 
York, and I would really like to see him hel serps e 
ble by the passage of Appropriation, ace I know 
that the removal of the law li would affect his practice un- 
favorably as well as that of any other gentleman here who might 
1 in those courts. 

. MILLIKEN. ts) „ have been ee enter- 
tained and prose gratified by hearing how much money the Gov- 
ernment of the United States is making by the passage of these 
appropriations. annie} My genial friend from New York 
[ate (ð; INGS], for whom I have as much admiration as I have 

‘or any man in this House or out of it, told us that we should save 
„000 by this 1 and his colleague [Mr. Low] raised 
to $100,000. o not know how great the amount of our saving 


might be if the tleman should consult all of his 33 colleagues 
on this floor. 8 

Mr. CANNON. ou think we had better call“ him? 

Mr. e gentleman is using language peculiar to 


a certain pursuit that I am not so familiar with as he is, and there- 
fore I can not md intelligently to his question. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. S , Lam not going to discuss the merits of this 
case, but it does seem to me that there is no jal exigency re- 
quiring this appropriation, and I can not see why it does not come 
under the same rule as the other cases in which we have instructed 
our conferees to insist upon our disagreement to the Senate amend- 


ments. 
Mr. DANIELS. I will say to the gentleman thatthe business 
of the courts is constantly increasing, and this additional room is 
uired to transact their business satisfactorily. 
. CANNON. Lask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 
The question being taken, the Speaker declared that the noes 


seemed to have it. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. LI ask for a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 45, noes 47. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. I demand tellers. 


Tellers were refused; the motion to recede and concur was re- 
jected, and the House insisted upon its disagreement to the Senate 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: ` 


Toenablethe Public Printer, with thea val of the Secretary of the Treas- 
two lots of land immediatel 


steam boilers, with all 


t 
boilers to the Government Printing Office, $100,000, to be immediately avail- 


days 


passage of act, 
——— 8 in the act approved June 25, entitled “An act to au- 
tho: acquisition of ce parcels of real estate embraced in square 
No. 323 of the city of Washington, to provide an eligible site for a city post- 
office,” and the amendment to said act contained in act entitled “An act 
making a tions for sundry civil mses of the Government for the 
5 en June 30, 1891, and for other purposes,” approved August 
* 


Mr. SAX ERS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede from 
its disagreement and concur in the amendment just read. 
of the motion I ask to have read from 

y a letter of the Public Printer, which explains the situ- 

ation and the necessity for this appropriation, If gentlemen can 


In 
e RECORD of 


afford to vote against the motion after they shall have heard the 
letter read they must bear the responsibility. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
OFFI PUBLI 
5 eee. r ges 
eee N * my 8 write vou in connection with the item 


This i 
of the Joint Committee on Printing, in securing the 
— — „ how nearing completion at this office; in fact, this 
wor) i 


owners, that a gage of the 1 d was to be 


buildings removed, that light might be into the two lower stories 
of the new building. As it is now, many of the windows are completely 
‘kened by the adio building. 


unde: and stated by me that the 
would not be sufficient and could not be e 
ter for the new west 


resent boiler plant 
to furnish heat for the win- 
. The erection Si five additional 


er or heat in our present plant to furnish 
to be 8 in 


occu 
will be followed by vaca e building 
featis tion ae made to the 


up of buildings bare and which must be o 


purposes, eating 
poses, removing in a large degree the great pressure of steam, thus — 


was in line of su 
and not witha 


my part. 
Most truly, yours, 


Hon. J. G. CAN RON. 
‘hairman Committee on Appropriations, 
House of Representatives, 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I have nothing to add to what is 
set forth by the Public Printer as to the necessity for this expend- 


it ure. 

eee HENRY of Indiana. Is this merely for room for a boiler 
plan 

Mr. SAYERS. Additional room is needed in order to use a 


Poir HENR 

Mr. Y of Indiana. Eight thousand square feet for a 
boiler piante 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not know how much will be used for that 


specific 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Speaker, there is no man in this House 
who has any greater desire, or who has struggled any harder than I 
have done in several 8 to give to the Government a Print- 
ing Office adequate to do the work well and economically, and 
with due regard to the health and comfort of the officials and 
employees there. The Senate, which has seen fit to put this item 
into an appropriation bill, has, as old members of the House well 
ow, stood in the door for three Congresses past and said to us, 
as the highwayman says, Either take a certain lot or nothing.” 
And for the last six years that has prevented the purchase of an 
eligible site where there would be light and ventilation and good 
i , where we could erect a Printing Office with modern im- 
provements and facilities for doing the work satisfactorily. Even 
when the Public Printer has said to the committee, and when the 
fact has been brought to the attention of the Senate and of the 
House, that we are paying $30,000 a year rental for conveniences 
outside of the existing building—that it was costing the Govern- 
ment nearly twice as much to do the work in that old rat trap of a 
building, which was never built for a Public Printing Office and 
is not fit for one and never can be made fit—even when that fact 
has Deen brought to our knowledge the same difficulty has con- 
tinu 
Now, here comes a proposition upon this appropriation bill, a 
roposition which has never been aiea to the Committee on 
ablic Buildings and Grounds, to purchase 16,000 square feet of 
land, more than a quarter as much as the entire Printing Office 
now covers, in order to facilitate the erection of a boiler plant. I 
should like to have the gentleman who has ken in favor of this 
amendment [Mr. SAYERS], a member of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, inform the House why it is necessary to buy one-fourth 
and more than one-fourth as much land as the Public Printi 
Office now covers, in order to erect a boiler house and a coal sh 
Mr. SAYERS. I wish to say to the gentleman—— 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Ido not want this interruption to come out 
of my time, 


TH. E. BENEDICT, 
Public Printer, 
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Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman can get more time. I wish to 
say that I know nothing about the matter except what is stated 
in the letter just read. 

Mr. MILL . Exactly. 

Mr. SAYERS. But let me say to the gentleman from Maine 
there are 2,500 or 3,000 people engaged from day to day in the 
building 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I know it. 

Mr.SAYERS. And if any accident should happen to the build- 
ing—if a fire should break out or if the building should fall—the 
responsibility must rest upon the shoulders of the gentleman from 
Maine and those who vote against this amendment. It will not 
rest on mine. : 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, we shall see. 

Mr. SAYERS. No, it will not. You can not by anything you 
may say or do put the responsibility on me. I ask members 
of the House to do is to read the letter most carefully 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I have read the letter. 

Mr. SAYERS. And if they should then choose to vote down 
the amendment, the responsibility is with them. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman says there are 2,500 people at 
work in the Government Printing Office. Yes; there are 3,000 
persons at work there. Last summer there were 3,500 people 
working there. And that building has been twice condemned by 
the grand jury. It has been stated by experts that we are liable 
to have the Ford’s Theater disaster quintupled there at any time. 
The Public Printer himself has stated personally to me to my 
committee that when he goes into the north of that building 
he does not feel safe until he gets out of it. He stated that the 
operatives are working there under fear all the time that the 
building may tumble down upon them. Yet instead of having 
from the Senate such a proposition as the case demands, we have 
this amendment. If they choose to 2 aside the Committees on 
Public Buildi and Grounds in both Houses and legislate di- 
rectly upon public buildings, why have they not sent here a propa 
sition to erect a new Printing e, so that we may have one that 
will be safe? 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me say 

Mr. MILLIKEN. One moment. I believe I have the floor at 

esent. 

V NSR, Mr. Speaker, I should like to have the gentleman tell me, 
and I will wait for him to reply, how building a new boiler house 
is going to prevent that building from tumbling down any 
day. It might possibly prevent a fire there, but the same might 
be true of almost any other public building. Fires are liable to 
break out in one public building as well as another. But all that 
is proposed in this amendment, for which there is a proposition to 


buy 16,000 square feet of ground 
The SP. . The time of the gentleman from Maine has 
expired. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I want gentlemen to understand this propo- 
sition, and to realize that it does nothing at all to promote the 
safety of that building, which has been twice condemned by a 
grand jury. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman in charge of the bill allow 
me three or four minutes? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainl ly. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman says that the Senate ought to 
5755 proposen to the House a measure for the selection of a piece 
of groun 
ernment Printing Office. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I want to correct the gentleman. I do not 
say that. I do not say the Senate should have done anything of 
the kind. But if they were going to do anything at all, they 
should have done it right. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman acknowledges that the present 
building is in a dangerous condition. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. That is true. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, the gentleman has not ett and put 
on the Calendar of the House any bill looking to the purchase of 

‘ound and the construction of a new building, has he? I pause 

or an answer. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Iwill say to the gentleman that we tried 
that in three Congresses 

Mr. SAYERS. Oh, yes; we know all about that. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Ihave already answered half a dozen times 
in this House the question why the Public Buildings Committee 
has made no reports; and I know the gentleman is bright enough 
to understand my answer. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, I understand the gentleman’s answer. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman asks this question not be- 
cause he does not know my answer, but simply for another pur- 
pose. 

rae SAYERS. I desire to show the gentleman's attitude before 

ouse. 


upon which to construct a new building for the Goy- b 


Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman” can show his own atti- 
tude without the help of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr.Speaker, we find the gentleman from Maine, 
the chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
claiming jurisdiction over every public building and the purchase 
of every plot of ground for use by the Government, standing in 
his place and saying that this building, the Public Printing O 
occupied by 3,000 persons, is in an extremely dangerous condi- 
tion; yet he and his committee have not submitted to the House 
a proposition for the purchase of ground and for erecting a new 
building. But he stands here y likea dog in the manger; he 
will not do anything himself, nor will he permit anybody else to 
act. That is the position that the gentleman and the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds take. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Oh, no; that is not the position. The gen- 
tleman will permit anybody else to do right not to do wrong. 
I do not intend to be misrepresented by the gentleman. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not wish to misrepresent my friend. I 
know I am getting him into a hard position and I feel for him. 
[Laughter]. 

Mr. LIKEN. Well, the gentleman may feel so, but the 
“ gentleman from Maine” does not. 

. SAYERS. Thatis the condition, Mr. Speaker, into which 
the gentleman has put himself. He says, I repeat, that this is an 
53 us structure, accommodating some 3,000 oc- 
cupants, liable to be burned or to fall down at any time, and yet 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds are taking no 
step and have done nothing to provide against a possible dis- 
aster. Now, what has the Committee on Appropriations done? 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Very little that it ought to have done. 
(Laughter. 


Mr. SAYERS (continuing). The proposition before us is to 
purchase a lot of ground and to provide as much as possible for 
the safety of 5 the building until a new site can 
be selected and a new building constru If were to 
pass an act authorizing the purchase of a particular piece of 
ground and making an appropriation to construct the building 
to-day it would be three or four years before it could be con- 
structed and ready for occupancy. 

Mr. MIL . Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does the gentleman really believe that it 
requires 16,000 square feet of ground for a boiler house? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, we find the gentleman in charge 
of this building telling us that the adoption of this amendment is 
necessary. He says that he needs it. The Committee on Print- 
83 committee of the two Houses having c of the 
repairs of the building—say so also; and in the absence of any tes- 
timony to the contrary Iam bound to believe it to bea proper 
amen tto be adopted. 

But, Mr. Speaker, rather than take any risk as to fire, or as toa 
collapse of the building, or as to an explosion which may occur 
from the old boilers, I am willing to go to the of purchas- 
ing this additional ground and expending the additional $100,000 
as provided in the amendment. 

. HENDERSON. You believe in resolving all doubts in 
favor of human life. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Iam glad tohear the gentleman from Texas 
roe is ele shall call upon him to exhibit his faith by his work 
y k 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam ready to act on that principle at any time. 
Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman from Illinois will par me 
for a moment, there = me 4400 Le — I Wond nka to ask. 
This is an appropriation o s or the purpose of procuring 
more land, for the purpose of erecting a boiler house, and for put- 
ting in new boilers at the Government Printing Office? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has it any connection with a policy of retain- 
ing the present site, or is it simply a temp ment? 

Mr. CANNON. It does not solve that question at all. s 

Mr. DINGLEY. Because two years ago we appropriated, I 


think, 875.000 

Mr. SAYERS. Les, seventy-five thousand. 

Mr. DINGLEY (continuing). For the purpose of ing some 
repairs of the old building at the present site. This would make 
5 and it seems that we are making quite large expenditures 

ere 

Mr. HICKS. And not N the building either. 

Mr. DINGLEY (continuing). If the site is to be a tem 
one; and also acquiring more ground than would seem to be nec- 


essary. 

Now, it seems to me that we ought to adopt the policy, one way 
or the other, of repairing the present buil . enlarging or re- 
building them to meet the wants of the service, and acquiring 
such land as may be necessary, or of not spending so much money 
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npon them, and start out on the iey of ein anew structure 
sewhere. But of course I speak only tentatively regarding the 
amendment of the Senate. the policy is to continue the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office on the present site, then of course the 
amount of land that we purchase is a matter of no particular con- 
sequence. But here are 16,000 feet proposed to be purchased by 
this amendment. Now, do we require so much land as that, unless 
we are to continue the Government Printing Office at the present 
location? I would like to know the facts as to that. 

Mr. CANNON. I think I can answer the gentleman, when he 
concludes his question, to his satisfaction. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask the question for information. 

Mr. CANNON. I can not give the answer except in two or three 
minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I shall be glad to have the gentleman give it. 

Mr. CANNON. In the Fiftieth or the Fifty-first Congress, I 
am not sure which, there was an appropriation of $275,000 to ac- 

uire a site fora new Printing Office, to be made immediately avail- 
able. A commission was authorized for the purpose of i 
the site, and the commission proceeded with its work. It resulte: 
in nothing—— s 

Mr. DOCKERY. The real estate ring proceeded to get in its 


work also. 
Mr. CANNON (continuing). Contentions between different 
De ents, different interests throughout the city, differences 


between the House and the Senate, and various other reasons com- 
bined rendered that work fruitless, and that — has 
never been utilized. Later on various bills in the House and Sen- 
ate have been presented to buy a site for the new Printing Office. 
It is a matter that comes up every session of Congress, except at 
this one. Under peculiar conditions, it has not come up at this 
session. 

Now, there is a lapse of seven years,in which we have been try- 
ing to pach, ara and build a new Printing Office. In my judg- 
ment it will be seven years more before we do it. In the mean- 
time, what is it good business to do? To use that we are com- 

lled to use—where the office now is, with as great efficiency to 

e Government as possible, with as little cost as possible, having 
efficiency in view, and with great care that it is done with safety 
to human life. Now, a year ago Congress, realizing this condition, 
e ee $100,000 and over to d an addition to the Govern- 
ment ting Office. Gentlemen who are familiar with it know 
that that addition approaches completion. It is just to the west 
of the main office, a very creditable building, by the way. I be- 
lieve it is five or six stories high. It looms up above all the build- 
ings in that part of the city. It is to be completed on the ist day 
of July and ready for occupancy. 

Now, the Public Printer writes a letter in reference to this 
amendment, which is for $100,000, to purchase this ground and 
build a boiler plant for heating and power. That letter isin the 
RECORD. I have it before me. He says that the present boiler 
plant is old and condemned, and can not be used with safety. He 
says that if it was new it would no more than heat the present 
building, without reference to the new addition, which is to be 
occupied by the 1st of July. He says, further, that unless some 
provision for heating it is made, the new building can not be 
occupied after the Ist of November. He says, further, that that 
building runs right out to the property line, and that the first two 
stories of it are substantially dark; that the adjoining low build- 
ings are not expensive, that the land ought to be bought and the 
buildings moved away for the purpose of affording light. If gen- 
tlemen will look and see what fire traps those buildings are, the 
will consider it necessary, from the standpoint of safety as well, 
to remove them. Now, whether this ground is a little too much 
or not enough I do not know. To buy the 16,000 feet of ground, 
remove the old buildings standing upon it, and erect a new plant 
for heating and power will cost $100,000. 

I want to say that so far as lam onally concerned I have 
always favored a new Government ting Office away from 
there, a plant that would answer the purpose for half a century 
or a century to come; but Ihave no hope of such a plant being 
completed in the next seven or ten years. It would take many, 
many years to build it, if we should commence to-day. In the 
meantime the sun comes up and the sun goes down, Congress 
meets and goes, and the Printing Office has got to be run, with its 
8,000 employees. Without any reference to a new Government 
Printing Office, it is sound business and simple safety and com- 
mon prudence and an absolute necessity, in my judgment, to 
make this appropriation. 

Mr. PAYNE. Has it not always been the policy of the Gov- 
ernment, in erecting public buildings, to have at least 50 feet of 
open space between a Government building and any other adjoin- 
ing building? 

. CANNON. Oh, yes; that is the policy. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman know of any other public 
c in tea eayotciag DATAEN 

open or safety, in case o , in the adjoining 

Mr. CANNON, I do not think of any other now. 
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Mr. PAYNE. Is not the Printing Office the most inflammable 
of all the public buildings that the 9 owns? 

Mr. CANN I think so. 

Mr. HICKS. I desire to say a word on this matter. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentleman two minutes. 

Mr. HICKS, Mr. Speaker, if this amendment prevails, my judg- 
ment is that it will practically settle the Printing-Office site for 
all time to come. As the chairman of the committee [Mr. CAN- 
NON] has properly stated, this matter has been talked about and 
talked about and talked about, and we have been unable to come 
to any agreement about the proper pie to build a new Printing 
Office, until within the last six weeks, I think, the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds have agreed upon a site. But in 
view of what we know about the present Printing Office, and 
in view of what the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
have been informed and have long known concerning its very dan- 
8 and unsafe condition, I am inclined to the belief that the 

mmittee on Public Buildings and Grounds have almost been 
criminally negligent—at least have been grossly negligent—in not 
long ago W suitable place for the erection of such a build- 
ing as will meet the requirements necessary for a public printing 
office. I believe, sir, that if this amendment prevails it will settle 
that vexatious question forever; and had we not better, in view 
of the fact that the Government owns so much ground in this 
locality and have valuable and costly buildings thereon, adopt 
this amendment and stop all discussion and differences as to the 
question of location? 

Mr. CANNON. I do not think it will settle it forever. 

Mr. HICKS. As a member of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds I am in favor of this amendment, and trust it 

ill prevail, and let us settle now once and forever where the 
Printing Office shall be. The Public Printer nppoared in person 
before our committee and urged the necessity of prompt action, 
and fully acquainted the committee with the gerous condition 
of the present structure and the risk attending those who work 
now in the building. We owe it to ourselves, to the employees 
of that department of the public service, and to the country to 
aid in securing the safety of the 3,000 Government employees who 
daily work in the present building, to make it as safe as we can. 
T long since made up my mind at the first opportunity I had I 
would, if in my power, avoid any further responsibility in a 
matter of such vital importance to so many people. I most ear- 
nestly desire that the House will recede from its position and con- 
cur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say that I am glad the gentleman 
favors the amendment. I do not accept his conclusion, but I can 
not quarrel with anybody—— 

Mr. STEELE. o agrees with you? 

Mr. CANNON. Whoagrees with meon mg 5 In my 
judgment, it does not settle the question finally. That is not the 
purpose, in my judgment, but it is the best ete Seas can be done 
now; and then iet the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
settle the other matter later on. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This ground can then be sold. 

The SPEAKER. The questionis on receding from the disagree- 
ment of the House and concurring in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agrad to. 

Accordingly the House receded from its disagreement and con- 
curred in the Senate amendment., 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. CANNON. Lask that the House agree to the conference 
ee by the Senate. 

e motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER subsequently announced the appointment of the 
following conferees on the sundry civil appropriation bill: Mr. 
Cannon, Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, and Mr. SAYERS. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report. 
The report of the committee of conference was read. 
For conference report, see Senate proceedings of May 22.] 
r. HOOKER. r. Speaker, I move to concur in the report, 
and I desire to send up a statement to have read. 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The amendment for deep-water harbor at Santa Monica or San Pedro pro- 
vides for a cash appropriation of $50,000 to defray the expenses of the board 
for examining the projects and making plans and estimates for the improve- 
ment, and after their decision the Secretary of War is authorized to enter 
into contract for the completion of the project at a cost not to exceed $2,900,- 
000. The amendment relative to the inner harbor at Wilmington provides 
that in the event the board shall decide to locate the outer harbor at Santa 
Monica, then the Secretary of War is authorized to contract for the comple- 
tion of the inner harbor at Wilmington at a cost not to exceed $392,000, and in 
the event that the board decide to locate the outer harbor at San Pedro this 
contract for Wilmington shall not be entered into, 


Total cash appropriations carried by bill $12, 852, 235.00 
Total contract appropriations carried 50, 649, 308. 91 
W. B. HOOKER, 
BINGER HERMANN, 
Cc TCHING: 


T. C. GA 8. 
Managers on the part of the House, 
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Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent—— 
Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, this matter has been fully dis- 


cussed in the Senate for four days. The report of the committee 
of conference was printed in the RECORD this morning, and eyer 
fact in connection with it is stated in detail in the report whic 
has just been read. 3 
Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask unanimous consent to submit 
some observations on this bill. 
Mr. HOOKER, I did not understand the request of the gen- 


eman. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent to print some re- 
marks on this report. 4 4 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to print some remarks upon the pending measure, 

Mr. KEM. order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska Rae Kem]. 

Mr. HOOKER, I demand the previous question. 

Mr. TERRY. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
York a question? 

Mr. HOOKER. I demand the previous question, 

Mr. TERRY. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
York if this matter affecting the Santa Monica Harbor has been 
changed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas is not in order. 

Mr. TERRY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
about that matter. 

Mr. HOOKER. I will answer the question. 

Mr. TERRY. Is it not in order to find out something about 
this matter on which we are to vote? 

The SP . The gentleman demanded the previous ques- 
tion at the time the Chair said that the gentleman was not in 
order; but he seems to have changed his mind, and proposes to 
answer, and the gentleman from Arkansas is now in order. 

Mr. TERRY. I desire to ask the gentleman what change is 
made in this conference from the action of the Senate on this 
Santa Monica matter? 

Mr. HOOKER. The report which was read states just what 
change was made, 

Mr. TERRY. Can not the gentleman state briefly, so that the 
House can understand? 

Mr. HOOKER. The provision is simply that in case this board 
shall determine to locate the harbor at Santa Monica there is a 
provision in it with reference to the use of tracks to the wharf, 
owned by the Southern Pacific Railroad Company, and upon what 
terms other railroad companies may use them, and if they can not 
agree between themselves it is to be regulated and decided by the 
Secretary of War. Another provision has reference to the freight 
rate which will be charged by the Southern Pacific Railroad in 
case the rock is transported over the lines of the Southern Pacific 
Railroad. Itis to be fixed by the Secretary of War and the agree- 
ment filed. Another provision is that in case the outer harbor is 
located at San Pedro, then in that event the inner harbor, or what 
is known as Wilmington Harbor, shall not be constructed, or, 
rather, that the Secretary of War shall not enter into contract for 
the completion of the inner harbor. 

Mr. TERRY. These are all the changes the Senate made about 
the action of this board of officers? 

Mr. HOOKER. Yes, sir. I demand the previotis question, 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the conference yd as agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HOO. a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the conference report was agreed to was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. PRU- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the President 
had approved and signed bills and joint resolution of the follow- 
ing titles: 

n May 21, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 6172) authorizing the sale of the title of the United 
States in lot 5, square 1113, in the city of Washington; 
cae act (H. R. 5388) for the relief of F. Alberts & Co., Muskegon, 

ch.; 

An act (H. R. 7973) to establish a railroad bridge across the 
Illinois River near Grafton, III.; 

An act (H. R. 2451) to correct the records of the War Depart- 
ment in the case of Capt. Henry S. Pratt; 

An act (H. R. 8266) donating 2 condemned cannon to Custer 
Post, No. 88, Grand Army of the Republic, of Etna, Pa., and 2 
condemned cannon to James G. Clark Post, No. 162, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Allegheny, Pa.; : 

An act (H. R. 8077) granting to Budlong Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Westerly, R. L, 2 con emned mounted brass 
cannon; 


An act (H. R. 8018) donating 1 condemned cannon and cannon 
balls to Grand Army of the Republic, L. W. Cooper Post, Depart- 
ment of Missouri, No. 81, of Lathrop, Mo.; 

An act (H. R.7216) donating 1 condemned cannon and cannon 
Cte $ rand Army of the Republic post, No. 578, of Evans 

„Ta.; 
An act (H. R. 7172) donating 4 condemned cannon and 4 pyra- 
mids of condemned cannon to the Soldiers’ Monument 
ciation of Allegan, Mich.; 

An act (H. R. 7143) granting to the Soldiers and Sailors’ Monu- 
ment Association, of the county of Middlesex, in the State of 
New Jersey, 4 condemned cannon and 80 cannon balls; 

An act (H.R.7140) granting to A. L. Robeson Post, No. 42 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Bridgeton, N. J., 4 condemned. 
cannon and 20 cannon balls; 

An act (H. R. 7100) to donate 8 condemned cannon and 100 
cannon shot to the Grand Army of the Republic Cemetery Asso- 
ciation of Colorado; 

An act (H. R. 6666) granting to Major G. A. 1 Post, No. 20 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Lambertville, N. J., 4 condemned 
cannon and 20 cannon balls; 

An act (H. R. 227) requiring bills of sale, conditional sales, 
mortgages, or feeds of trust of chattels in the District of Columbia 
to be recorded; 

An act (H. R. 6836) to amend section 2981 of the Revised Statutes 
as amended by the act of June 10, 1880; 

e act (H. R. 8012) donating condemned cannon and cannon 


An act (H. R. 7671) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate 1 condemned cannon and condemned can- 
non balls to U. S. Grant Post, No. 72, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Washington, Ind., Department of Indiana, and for other 
purposes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 122) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to deliver condemned cannon to Chamberlain Post, Grand 
Army of the epee to be posted by the soldiers’ monument at 
St. Johnsbury, Vt. 

On May 22, 1896: 

An act (H. R.128) for the relief of Henry H. Schrawder; 

An act (H. R. 3596) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Michael McKenna; an 

An act (H. R.6298) to correct military record of Charles K, 
Jenree, etc, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am e from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had without amendment a bill 
(H. R. 4910) granting a pension to Cyrus Thomas. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 7977) making 5 for the construction, repair, 
and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate still further insists 
upon its amendments disagreed to by the House to the bill (H. R. 
8109) making appropriations for fortifications and other works of 
defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy 
ordnance for trial and service, and for other p had agreed 
to the further conference asked by the House, and had appointed 
Mr. PERKINS, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. GORMAN as the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
and a joint resolution of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2628) to amend the act approved February 9, 1881, to 
grant the right of way for railroad purposes through certain lands 
of the United States in Richmond County, N. V.; 

A bill (S. 795) for the relief of John Little and Hobart Williams, 
of Omaha, Nebr.; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 148) for the relief of farmers and truck- 
men in the city of Washington, D. C. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles, with amendments in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 1436) to quiet title to lands in persons who pur- 
chased the same in good faith without notice and for a valuable 
consideration, and to enable the Government to issue patents on 
such lands, and that commutations of homestead entries shall take 
effect from the date of settlement and not from date of entry; and 

A bill (H. R. 2054) to correct the military record of Charles W. 
Rinehardt and to grant him an honorable 8 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 
joint resolution were taken from the Speaker's table and referred 


by the Poenk or as follows: 
The bill (S. 2628) to amend the act approved February 9, 1881, to 
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ight of for railroad through certain lands 
States In Richmond County. N T. An the Commit 


Arthe Un i 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
The bill (S.795) for the relief of John Little and Hobart Wil- 


é Omaha, ittee on Claims, 

The joint resolution 155 R. 148) for the relief of farmers and 
truckmen in the city of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to t a conference 
zepak on the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 


The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
O an eng gS Pad the Sonate to a a R. 6248 seep yee 
priations for pine ive, executive, an cial expenses 
ment for the fiscal pi Nem a 30. 180%, 4 other 
met, after full and . have agreed to 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

from its am numbered 38, 142, 309, 310, and 


55 That the Senate recede from 
ae House If. is ioe io, 144, 3 to th. . ne 
num an e same. 
Dered li: That the House recede from its 


amendment 
insert the following: "Three laborers, at 800 Lach; ro — -two"; and the 
Senate to the same. 


Am ent t numbered 16: That the House recede from its 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and 
amendment as follows: In lieu ot the sum proposed 


Senate to the same. 
Amandinent numbered 2: That the House recede from its 


Spe ig t- 
and of the House ‘ot Hepresentat ives and of the Architect 
police the 3 uilding and the Capitol“ Grounds”; and 


. That the House recede from its 


th the Benate agree to the same. 5i 1 
‘Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede nt 

to the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, sand agree fo same with an 
1 55 In lieu ot the sum proposed 21 10800 — — 
t numbered 83: That the House recede from its disagreement 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 83, and to the same 
amendment as follows: tn low of the matter stricken out 5 


tire Montes a. of the Terri- 


commence on the in January, 1897, 
session thereof shall petit oy on nti third Monday in 


of e d- numbered year thereafter: Provided. That no 
January of Of either either house of sald le legislative assembly pf engi emo or 
ee ae a ee 
og be — 9 tor by the laws of the United States, except ta translator and 


wand ap ait to the same. 


Amendment ee Than Ce Hoes Deewie froi ite Aigro 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 233, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum p: insert 80085 and 


the Senate agree to the same. 

t numbered 305: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 305, and agree to the same with 
an asfollows: Restore the section proposed to be stricken out by 

id amendment, amended to read as follows: 
PS ty hes Ine onal canto Gn tise tab On KE J Fans Sor — ch 
on y of June, and su 
3 . and said ä ` shall then de- 


the records and other official papers appertaining to 
Sitios of the clerk of the circuit court 8 e — 


States commissioners shail 
powers orm the same duties as are now im} 
ers of the circuit courts. The a tment of Such 
8 be entered of the district courts, aon 
thereof at once ys by the . to the Attorney-General. 
“That such United States: onersshall hold their offices, respectively. 
for the term of four years, but they shall be at any time subject to remo 
the district court; and no person shall at any time be a k or deputy 
Kk of a United States — — United States commissioner without the 
of the Attorney-General: Provided, That all acts and parts of acts 
licable to commissioners of the circuit . except as to appointment 
— shall — t to United States commissioners ited under 


this ac 
— War arrants of arrest for violations of internal-revenue laws may be issued 
United States commissioners upon the sworn complaint of a United States 
ct attorney, assistant United States district attorney, collector or 
bub nas collector of internal 3 or Hind yee Stes oy nt, or private Soars 
no ee warrant of arrest shall be sworn complaint of a 
tizen unless first approved in by a United States district 


1 all clerks of United States courts 
are hereby authorized to administer oaths. 
And the Senate agree to the same. 


— — t building, civilor military em} 3 
s nor an or 

af ths e ee — — 
of any United States j or judge tap hoda = — the duties 
of the United States ane, t shall not be lawful ie 3 
5 5 < of receivers any case or 
cases now pending or may reafter brough of 
United 8 tates.” ae 

And the Senate to the same. 

6 m 307: That the House recede from its disagreem 

to the amendment of the Senate numbered 307, and tothe Eene one 

an amendment as follows: . — the section pro; tobe stricken out by 
said ame ent, to read as follows: 

nc. 21. That each United States commissioner shall be entitled to the fol- 


to 

warrant of a commitment and makin; copy of same. 
en ey cents ; issuing su or subpcenas y one case, 
with 5 piace eg for necessary witness in addition to the first, 25 conte? 
wing a bond of defendant 8 acknowledgment of same 
and 1 on of sureties, an oath (except to 
witness as to attendance and travel), igs — — 9 of all witnesses 
in a case, when the defendant or defendants are eld for court, 50 cents; 
transoriptaof p by order of court and transmission 
of y of warrant of arrest, with - 


pers to co 
cate to same ag acid defendant i is hold for, for 8 and me —.— pers are not 


by law or caer of court, $5 a day for the necessarily employed: Pro- 
account show that the could not be completed in one day, when 
one addi! 


Provided further, 

one aay: Provided further, That no per diem wed 

bond o ce and passing on the sufficiency of the bond or 

zance and. sureties thereon when the bond or recognizance 

after the defendant had been committed 
or has bond or been 

the defendant has been 


f 
son for non ent of fine or fine 88 
ca tor Ben reg to a reference in a litigated matter, 


cle of he tx br ai t 9, Id dete 8 the United States and 
ree Great poy ritain and Irela: n me 


any crime or o 
or 2 „„ for the time necessarily 


m ort term of the commissioner, 
for which record the commissioner wt sere no compensation. 7 


And the arnee oe the 5 — n its 
n : Tha louse eon from Age cheng 
to the amendment of the Sorata numbered 


the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter pokes said amendment 
insert the follo 

SEC. 22. That it shall be the ony of the Attorney-General of the United 
States to make an 9 e compensation to be by 
salary or otherwise, to clerks of the United States circuit and courte 
and he 5 . on uch com day of oe the en 8 8 Con- 
gress a or fixing su msation nes cler: several courts 
of the United menem may deem just: he shall also 


ment and the Dotbramass of their di 
And the Senate agree to the same. NEY E BINGHAM 
INOI E. MCCALL 


Managers on the part of the House. 


Managers on 8 part of the Senate. 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 
The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the 


ing votes of the two Houses to certain amendments of the Senate to the leg- 
islative, 8 — lowing riten statement bill hg R. 6248) for the fiscal 


year in explanation of the effect 
poe the action agreed an and recommended inthe accompanying conference 


— thi t3 7511 1. $720 to S each, an 9 
mcreases 0 o rers from 
annual cle Ro pay of 3 labo who are not chairmen of committees from 2257 
$1,500 per annum each, as proposed by the Senate. 
On amendments 5 22, 23, 108, and 109, relating to the Capitol police 
100 N and for 7 privates at 
retofore under the Architect 


foree: Provides for 5 additional privates at 555 
$960 each, in lieu of T watchmen at $540 cach, e 
that penta mands tol police force shall police 


bered 36. 87, aed pokey 
the Library of Congress and s the pee IE REOOO — — Sorn 


and strikesout ana provision prop: 


pres amendment 9 a Provides es for the meeting of the legislative 


assembly of the Territory of New Mexico on the third Monday of January, 
instead of the first Monday in rag fe gare the House. 
numbered 142: ikes out the 


On amendment of N. 000 pro- 
posed by the Senate for distributing the opinions of Supreme. Court to 
circuit and district judges. 

On amendment numbered 144: Authorizes the tment of a messenger 
and librarian for the circuit court of appeals for Eighth judicial circuit 
at $2,000, as. the Senate. 

On red 233: Fixes the salary of the marshal of the Dis- 


amendment numbe 3 
trict of Columbia at $5,500, instead of $5,000 as proposed by the House and 
$6,000 as pro: by the Senate. 

On amen nts numbered 305, 306, 307, and 308, relating to the appoint- 
ment of United States commissioners and g who may hold the office 
of such commissioners, prescribing the fees that may be charged by commis: 
sioners, and requiring the Attorney b 
the next session of as respects the compensation of clerks of 
United States courts, the agreement of the conference committee is fully 
set forth in the conference N 


The bill as finally agreed upon a; tes $21,520,822. $370,895.47 
less thas the law for the current — — less then the sub- 
— 7 vor peaked more than as it passed the House, and $106,972.10 less than 
aa 5 HENRY H. BINGHAM, 

JNO, E. MCCALL, 
ALEX. M. 


Y, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, if the House has heard the de- 
tailed statement as submitted in the conference rt as well as 
in the formal statement of your committee, I am of opinion that 
but little inquiry will be made in connection with the submission 
and the request for the acceptance of this conference report. the 
final report upon the bill. Itis but fair, however, that the House 
should know, as stated in the concluding paragraph of the state- 
ment of your conferees, that the bill 3 821,520, 822.61; 
being $370,895.47 less than the law for current year, $844,228.39 


less than the estimates submitted, $140,057.10 more than the bill long. 


as it passed the House, and $108,972.10 less than as it passed the 
Senate. In the body of the reduction of the total sum added to 
the bill by the Senate, $247,029.20, the House having agreed to 
$140,057.10, it is proper to state that $79,520 is for salaries of em- 
ployees of the Senate. Therefore, in the contention between the 
two Houses on all the items increasing the paragraphs of the House 
bill but a very limited amount was conceded to the Senate, and, 
upon final conclusion, yielded to their recommendation; the bulk 
of the addition pertaining to the salaries of their own subordinate 


It is unnecessary for me to state that these paragraphs of the 
bill were held in controversy between the two Houses until the 
House itself had declared by legislation that the House, and it 
alone, had the right to determine what increase, if any, should be 
made in its subordinate force and in the compensation of that 
force. Until that action by the House these paragraphs, I say, 
were held in contention, but when the House came to that deter- 
mination, your committee felt that they had no ground to stand 
upon, and therefore conceded to the Senate what that body had 
cen rag in the bill as to its subordinate force and their compen- 

on. 

Mr. HULICK. Did the Senate make any increase in the salaries 
of the secretaries for Senators? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes; from $1,200 to $1,500, your committee 
conceding that, as the House had determimed for itself without 
concert of action with the Senate what its subordinate force 
should be and what should be their compensation, the same right 
should be accorded to the Senate to determine all questions as to 
its employees and their compensation. 

Mr. HULICK. Could they give any good reason why their sec- 
retaries should have $1,500 a year and ours $1,200? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The 8 must understand that the 
reason of a Senator is, I wish it so;“ and if the Senate agrees 


with him, that settles it. aughter.] 
Mr. HULICK. And the House submits quietly. 
Mr. BINGHAM. We had ad u 8 


report 

several days ago, and it was su first to the Senate for ac- 
tion. There was a disagreement on apan of the Senate to 
three paragraphs, and the bill was sent back to conference by the 
action of the Senate. One of those paragraphs related to the 
register of copyrights. The House, by its subcommittee on 
PPPOE ARONA, considered the whole subject ining to 
library reorganization, and after hearing from Mr. ord, the 
Librarian, and others in connection with the question of library 
reorganization, they concluded not to make any report in their 
bill. The Senate, however, determined to insert a paragraph with 
reference to copyright clerks. The House approved that para- 
gra h, but when the bill went back to the Senate for confirmation 
Sena te rejected from the bill their own proposition. As that 
proposition had not originated in the House, and as the ju ent 
of your committee was that the question was such that it should 
not be acted upon at this time, they saw no objection to accepting 
the action of the Senate in determining that their own proposition 
upon that subject should go out of the bill. In the discussion a 
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to investigate and report at 
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constitutional question arose as to whether the Joint. Committee 
on the Li of the House and the Senate should determine how 
this alleged officer should be selected. The provision, however, 
has been stricken from the bill, and as the House had not consid- 
ered it, your committee deemed it good judgment to accept the 
action of the Senate and eliminate the proposition. 

The question of New Mexico came up in the House—not 


reported 
from your subcommittee—the question as to the date of the con- 


vening of the State legi It became the subject of a point 
of order, and the withdrawal of the point of order. Finally, in a 
qualified form, it became a part of the bill. It went to the Sen- 
ate, and the Senate took exception to that legislation, claiming 
that it was political, and in the discussion between the two 
Houses, the conclusion of the committee is the recommendation 
that the legislature should meet on the third Monday of January. 
We agreed three days ago that that clause should read the third 
Monday in February,” our conclusion being based upon a recom- 
mendation of the gentleman representing New Mexico in this 
House, he having submitted in detail that which he felt they could 
fairly stand upon. His recommendation was embraced in thefol- 
lowing letter from the Delegate from New Mexico, Mr. CATRON: 
To the Committee of Conference on 
Legislative, cutive, and Judicial Appropriation Bill: 

The Senate having struck out the provision in to the time of the 
meeting of the legislature and employmentof employees of New Mexico, I 
wish to say that if there should be any contest over it, the Democrats in the 
Senate stated pnd soua agree toan amendment fixing the time of such 


days after the election to the secre , and within thirty days thereafter 
the notice of contest must be served; but the contestant need not wait so 
He can serve it immediately, but vig 8 need ae days in 

pe ys to answer. 

i days in which te 
up, as follows: 
15 days for returns to reach secretary. 

7 anes to give notice of contest, if he is diligent. 
Goce: man iva neh of cing the taking of evidence, 
S, Say, ive n of commen: e 
‘aa to complete the evidence. 
da: 


ysin all. 
days to have contest papers filed in the legislature. 


8 
10 
60 
109 

5 
16. 

0 


10 days to meet all other contingencies. 


115 
The next election will be held on November 3; this will give— 


115 days to February 26, 1897. 


As no change can be made in the office of governor before March 19, at the 
earliest date, it will give the governor nearly a full month in which to make 
his appointments have them confirmed. 

Lam willing to consent to a change to the fourth Monday in February, 1897, 

on. 


The report which we had agreed upon three days was in ac- 
cordance with this communication. Yesterday the t Senate re- 
jected that date, and the committee of conference has now agreed 
upon the third Monday of January, believing that to be the best 
conclusion we could reach on this question. I shall a little later 
in the discussion yield a few moments to the gentleman from 
Tennessee . MCCALL], a member of the committee, who is 
familiar with this matter and who desires to make a brief state- 


been upon the paragraph pertaining to United States commis- 
hairman 


rapid growth of applied-for appropriations and mditures in 
connection with the Department of Justice and the United States 
a as . first deficiency bill he made this 
5 ent: 
The committee desire to call atten’ tot 
a arro in the bill for ——— —— Unites Star — of 
S per omer sho i the regular 8 the ——— — — 
of United ta 


zae n tes courts for the fiscal years 1835 to 1806, in- 
clusiye. 

This exhibit shows, for the period named, a wth in the expenses of this: 
branch of the public service of more than 100 per cent. The for 


of the House they have no power in the premises other than to recommend 
„ to meet the demands of this branch 
of the pul service ab they arise under existing law. and to expres the 


— 


5640 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


committee or committees 


earnest hope and recommendation that the pro 
of the House will take up the matter without delay during this session, with 
a view to the enactment of proper legislation. 


Appropriations for expenses of United States courts, and deficiencies therefor, 
years 1885-1896. 


lar appropriation for 18855 s $2, 760, 000. 00 
e 89 
r appropriation for s , 960, 000. 
e : ES 
appropriation for ir „400. 
Deficiencies e 485, 260.00 
on peed appropriation for 1888.. 2, 849, 400. 00 
— ee 1, 024, 728. 00 
appropriation for 1889 3, 505, 600. 00 
Regular api ropriation for 180 8, 575, 800.00 
lar approp: on for „575,600. 
Deflelencies -= 1, 156, 269. 00 
1 — appropriation for 1891.. 3,616, 600. 00 
ciencies . . e 4 2 = 
. ‘or 1892. „100. 
Deen 2-22 2-22 1,391, 123.00 
Sae 8 for 1893.. 3, 330, 600. 00 
clencies . . r 2 2, 177, 800. 00 
Koar appropriation for 1894 3,345, 000. 00 
— dee ed pede ina 2, 758, 402. 00 
— —— appropriation for 1895 3,595, 000. 00 
bararamucininia . 8; 455,600.00 
approp: DL | DEE N ERE ET ESN „600. 
Amount in accompanying bill: 
OW ARNG ook cana conghd NARESE TEE R 8, 006, 000. 00 
CT ̃ TT. ͤ ͤ puss SE S L 180, 238.12 
a ae ee ie B RBS OR LED, FRE ETL SE TER Ree Ra oe ee 85, 837.21 
Mee. eee 20, 506. 86 


It would seem that the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations in this su, ion was in touch with the House. He 
undoubtedly impressed the House with the necessity of some 
change in connection with these growing expenses connected with 
the judicial administration of this Government. After delibera- 
tion, the House, in this bill providing for legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses, accepted the recommendation of the Judi- 

i Committee of the House, Under the leadership of the chair- 
man of that committee [Mr. HENDERSON], the House incorporated 
in this bill what has been known as the Updegraff bill, makin 
detailed provisions with reference to compensation of Uni 
States marshals, United States district attorneys, and United 
States commissioners. We thus ingrafted upon our legislative 
bill a positive line of reform in connection with all the expendi- 
tures pertaining to this great division of one of the Departments 
of the Government. 


every instance the legislation recommended by the 
fin approved. In this connection I give the best estimate we 
have been able to obtain as to the saying which this legislation 


will effect if it should become a lay: 

. 

On district attorne 
munissio: 


On co! 
On mil 


mil 
ting i 100,000 
On assistant attorneys and deputy marshals by being placed un- 
der control of Department of Justice 


In other words, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. UppEGRAFF], of 
the Judiciary Committee, having examined the details of the leg- 
islation which we propose and hope to see enacted into law, claims 
that, taking the estimates of the present system for the next year, 
as against the amounts which will be paid under these fixed sal- 
aries and com tions provided for the future in this bill, the 
annual saving by this legislation will be $1,361,007 each year. If 
that is so, the House is certainly to be congratulated, first, upon 
the wisdom of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
in calling attention to these excessive expenditures and, secondly, 
upon the wisdom of the Judiciary Committee in suggesting such 
legislation which to-day, so far as the conference report is con- 
cerned, has been accepted by both sides of the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I should like to ask the gentleman one ques- 
tion. He estimates that the saving under this new method of 
compensation will amount in round numbers to $1,300,000. One 
item of that computation, if I understood him correctly, is $750,- 
000 which is expected to be saved by doing away with ‘‘ frivolous 
carga sah Upon what does he base that estimate? What 

ts can he refer to tending to show the amount which will be 
saved in that way? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will leave that to the gentleman from Iowa 


2 UPppEGRAFF], who has gone closely into the details and has 
ished information of great value to the committee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I simply call the attention of the gentleman 
to the fact that this is merely guesswork, and in the end I think 


time will clearly demonstrate that my fears are well founded. 
My opinion is that you will lose some as to , in the dif- 
ference in paying salaries and mileage, in some of the States. The 
amount you claim to save by making this change will, I fear, be 
more than made up in 1 paid marshals under the new law. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Well, the gentleman has made his criticism, 
and I have no answer to make to that, except that I think there 
is of necessity some guesswork about it. 


Mr. V. e 8 from Tennessee is mistaken. 
They aro pad mil under the old law. 
Mr. ERSON. Certainly. 


Mr. McMILLIN. But that is on a different basis altogether. 
They were and are paid mileage, but there was a limit fixed by the 
old law on the amount of salary receivable. 

Mr. HENDERSON. There isno difference on that score, I will 
state to the 175 

Mr. MCM I am not in error, I repeat, Mr. Speaker; and 
say that this is wholly guesswork, as to the 8750, 000 from minor 
prosecutions. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then Iassume the gentleman regards hisown 

statement as something else than guesswork. What is it? He 
makes the bold charge that the gentleman who had this matter 
under his control, who has examined it thoroughly, who has gone 
carefully through every detail of it and made a critical examina- 
tion and presents a statement—that in the end it is mere guess- 
work.” Now, let the gentleman give his statement based on any- 
none. else than guesswork, and we will know how to appreciate 
its value. 
_ Mr. McMILLIN. I will give my statement and let you figure 
it out for yourself. I say that there is not a fact presented in that 
statement on which you can base an accurate opinion.as to the 
saving of the $750,000 that you claim is to be saved in frivolous 
prosecutions. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Now, I am going to meet the gentleman’s 
proposition in arithmetic and present him some conundrums in 
figuring out the appropriations for the tten years on this very 
subject. We find that there are reductions that should follow in 
expenses of the United States court because of placing attorneys 
and marshals on the salaried list in every item of appropriation. 
We find, for instance, that as to the fees of Uni States com- 
missioners the st mara have been trebled within the last ten 
years. The gentleman answers my question by an assertion. 
Now he can show, if he can by other than 2 why the 
expenses of United States commissioners should have trebled 
in ten years in the general business of the courts. For fees of 
witnesses the expenses have doubled in the past ten years. There 
is another conundrum for him to answer. For the fees and ex- 
penses of United States marshals the e: has doubled in ten 
years. Juror fees, United States courts, have increased 25 per 
cent in the past ten years. Fees of clerks have increased about 33 
m cent in the past ten years, and for all the expenses of the 

nited States courts the appropriations have been more than 
doubled since the fiscal year 1885. Under the fee system the at- 
torneys could earn as pee $425,000. Under this act the 
salaries amount to $280,500, or a reduction of $139,500 in expendi- 
tures per annum. Marshals could earn under the old plan $420,- 
000; under this act their salaries amount to $267,000, or a reduc- 
tion of $153,000 per annum.. 

That is a critical examination and the result of a careful and 
painstaking investigation of the details of this matter, showing 
the increase of e ses within the last ten years, and what we 
know to be the reductions under the terms of the new arrange- 
ment. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman has not yet given one solitary 
item to base any reasonable calculation upon as to the amount 
saved on the $750,000 item which he claims will be made in the 
reduction of frivolous prosecutions. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not propose that any statement of the 
gentleman shall stand unchallenged in this House that would 
even by deduction or inference take from the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations the credit to which he is entitled in 
calling the attention of this House to this growth of expenditures 
in this division of the Government, and the earnest, careful action 
of the Committee on the 3 of the House in suggesting 
and submitting this plan as a remedy. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And Iam not going to be put in a false at- 
titude by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I have not denied, 
and do not deny, that there are reductions of expendituresin some 
of the items he has mentioned. Nor do I take from the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, General HENDERSON, 
any of the credit to which he is entitled; because for him no man 
has a higher regard than I. But when the gentleman in charge 
of this measure undertakes to fi out that under this one item 
there is a saying of $750,000, and he can not give a single reason- 
able foundation for the calculation, I claim that it is mere guess- 
work; and thatis the matter I have challenged; and I will not 
let him switch me off into a controversy with somebody else. 
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Mr. HENDERSON. 
allow me a moment? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Much of the calculation of Judge UPDE- 
GRAFF is demonstrable—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is true, 

Mr. HENDERSON (continuing). 
speculative —— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Now we agree as to that. 

Mr. HENDERSON (continuing). But I believe the specula- 
tions and deductions made by him—and I regret that he is not 
present just at this time—will be more than sustained by experi- 
ence in the administration of the new law. But whatever is in 
the womb of the future there is no man to determine, and there 
is no use in getting into a controversy about it. The data upon 
which this figuring has been done were largely derived from a 
careful statement prepared by the Department of Justice, and in 
conference with them officers of long service in the Department 
of Justice being at work with the subcommittee when that was 
done. One thing is certain, we are about to pass into law a great 
and needed reform. 

That brings me to a point which I can not allow to pe. The 
suggestions of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], 
always so thoughtful and kind, would make it appear to the House 
and country that this legislation was at the sugi estion of the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. CANNON]. I 
can not allow that to pass without ín a degree e The 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations in the last Congress, 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], I myself in a former Con- 

ess when upon the Committee on Appropriations, the gentleman 
Front Missouri [Mr. Dockery], and many other members of the 
Committee on Appropriations have again and again pointed out 
this evil, and when I came to the chairmanship of the Committee 
on the Judiciary it was one of the first things to which I addressed 
my attention, putting it into the hands of a strong subcommittee, 
with Judge UPpEGRAFF as chairman and Judge Burton of Mis- 
souri and Judge CuLBERSON of Texas as his associates, 

Bills had been introduced, investigations were had, and work 
was being done before the suggestion came from the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. CANNON]. When he did 
call attention to it, at the time referred to by my. friend [Mr. 
Bineuam], I happened to come upon the floor of the House and 
rose in my place and told him we were looking after that matter 
in the Committee on the Judiciary. Suggestions for years have 
been prolific from the press and the people in regard to this mat- 
ter, and I congratulate this House on having put its shoulder to 
the wheel with us to work this reform. I want above all to per- 
sonally thank the gentleman from e e [Mr. BINGHAM] 
and hie associates on the subcommittee, the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. MCCALL], and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Dockery], for their loyalty to the House in standing by this 
proposition and helping to sustain the doctrine laid down, and 
giving us, after long conference, substantially the bill passed by 
this House. I make this statement in justice to the House, in 
justice to my own committee, I deserving least of all and the 
members of my subcommittee the most. And I also want to pub- 
licly acknowledge the valuable aid rendered the committee by the 
ens from Missouri [Mr. Tracry]. I deemed it to be my 

uty to make these statements in connection with that made by 
2 95 from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. 

r. ALLEN of Mississippi. One question. Did not the Presi- 

dent of the United States in his message call special attention to 


this 8 

Mr. NDERSON. I regret to say that I did not make a special 
study of that, as my mind was made up anyhow; but the leader 
on the Democratic side of the Honse is an authority on all these 
great questions. Behold the man! Pb ara 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. The ident did call attention 
to that in one of his first messages to Congress. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The chairman of the Committee on the Ju- 
Amey [Mr. HENDERSON] well knows that I would not, either in 
thought or word, detract from any of the active interest or efforts 
on the part either of preceding Appropriation Committees or on 
the of his own committee in their earnest labor to secure 
this legislation. Isimply quoted, having it before me, the report 
of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. Can- 
NON] in connection with the urgent deficiency bill. The language 
was so pronounced and pointed, that [thought it was fair to adorn 
a oy with his utterances. 

ight in that connection I havea letter from the district attor- 
ney of the eastern district of Pennsylvania, Mr. James M. Beck, 
appointed about six weeks ago under the present Administration, 
and therefore just going into office, his predecessor having held 
for four years. His statement isso honorable and so worthy of 
public notoriety, that I wish to read the letter to the House, that 
it may form a part of the record of the proceedings in connection 


And a part of it is merely 


Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania | with marshals and United States district attorneys. His letter. 


is as follows: 
PHILADELPHIA, April 25, 1896. 


My DEAR SIR: I have your telegram of the 25th, and am obliged to you for 
your courtesy in sending me this early information as to the action of the 
conference committee. I confess to some disappointment at the result, 
chiefly because I can not but feel that any salary less than $5,000 lessens the 
dignity of the office. It is unquestionably the second most en lige i office 
in this country in the importance of the cases which it handles, but it is 

ven a smaller salary than districts of much less importance. 3 

t is about one-half 3 5 the office has been worth in the last four years, bui 
it is fair to add that the work will be in some lessened, and the dis- 
5 the district attorney's duties will be more pleasant under the sal- 
ary t the fee system. I am so persuaded as to the viciousness of the latter 
that. ir tive of the amount of the salary, I am glad that Congress has 
changed it. Any system that puts a pec premium upon convictions 
and a discount on acquittals is wrong. i 

I take this occasion to thank you very heartily for your kind interest in the 


matter. 
Yours, very truly, JAMES M. BECK. 


Hon. Henry H. BINGHAM, 

House of Representativss, Washington, D. G. 

Now, if there are no questions which gentlemen desire to sub- 
mit in connection with the conference report, I will yield to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCCALL], a member of the com- 
mittee of conference. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I did not understand from 
the reading of the report, and Lask the gentleman now, how the 
section relating to commissioners is left, compared with what it 
was when first reported? 

Mr. BING . With reference tothe going outof the present 
commissioners, the date is changed from June 30, 1896, to June 
30, 1897, extending the time one year. The committee believed 
it was not fair to turn out this vast body, a thousand of the sub- 
ordinate force of the Government, within a month after the pas- 
ae the legislation. 

9705 G T of Massachusetts. 

ill? 

Mr. BINGHAM, Otherwise, save changes which the gentle- 
men of the Judiciary Committees of the two Houses have accepted, 
it is the bill of the House. Now, I yield ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. McCa.u]. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. S er, I agree largely with 
the statement made by the distinguished gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BIxdHAu] in regard to the work done upon the 
legislative bill, and especially do I indorse what he said when he 
prophesied t to the country in the saving of money and 
expense under this new reform in our judicial system. I do not 
care to discuss that branch of the work, but to call the attention 
of the House 8 to what is now known as the New Mexico 
amendment, offered by the gentleman from New Mexico [Mr, 
Catron]. I only do so for the purpose of correcting a statement 
that has been made elsewhere, and in another forum, as to how 
that amendment became a part of this bill. It will be remem- 
bered that after this bill left the House it was said of it by a very 
distinguished gentleman, in a discussion of this portion of the 
bill, that the New Mexico amendment was a political amendment 
and had been ‘‘ sneaked” into the bill. 

Now, for the protection of the subcommittee and the House 
and myself lar; , because I had the honor of being in charge of 
the legislative bill when pending before the House, I wish to state 
how that amendment came into the bill, to disabuse the minds of 
gentlemen of the House and the country of the fact that we 
“sneaked” a political amendment into the ci, Sarg ae appropria- 
tion bill. at are the facts? When we reached Territories, and 
that of New Mexico, the Delegate from New Mexico [Mr. Car- 
Ron offered an amendment, which finally became a portion of 
the bill. To that amendment I reserved the point of order. That 
amendment proposed to change the time of holding the legislature 
in New Mexico from the fourth Monday in December to the first 
3 in May. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockEry], 
my colleague upon the subcommittee, one of the leaders of the 
Democratic side of the House, stated that he wished time to look 
into this matter,and asked that that section be passed until we 
had finished the bill, and that we could return toit. He asked that 
to give him an opportunity to examine the amendment. That 
Was a; to, as the RECORD shows. On the following day, when 
he time, as he says in his remarks, to consult with the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and having slept over night with this polit- 
ical amendment that was ‘‘sneaked” into the bill, he stated, after 
certain modifications had been made by him, that there was no 
objection to it. Thereupon I withdrew my point of order. He 
renewed it for the purpose of making a statement, which appears 
here in the RECORD, and this is what he says: 

Mr. Dockery. I ask the So in charge of the bill to return now to 


the amendment offered on Saturday last by the gentleman from New Mex- 
ico [Mr. Catron]. 


But otherwise it is the House 
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Mr. MoCALL of Tennessee. FTT 
last Saturday it was with the und 


we 
the section relative to the Territory of New Mexico, for the of con- 
. E e Be Delegate from that The 
point of order which I then reserved I now wi 
Mr. Docxzny. I desire to renew the point of order as to a of the 
—— t. r — ei T of ero 
on Territories, I make a pointof order upon this amendment excep 
the first and last 


paragra) 

After the gentleman from Missouri that amendment, 
as I have shown, it was agreed to. t was done after he had 
consulted with the minority of the Committee on Territories, who 
were Democrats, This amendment, which is denounced in other 
quarters as a political amendment, ‘‘ sneaked ” into the bill, came 
into it in the light of day, after ample investigation by one of the 
leading Democratic members on the floor, and after consultation 
with his Democratic colleagues of the minority of the Committee 
on Territories. They found no fault with it, and allowed it to 
come into the bill. 1 felt that I ought to make that statement, in 
justice to the Republican members of the subcommittee and the 

ublican members of the House, that the country may know 
that the gentleman who has largely based his opposition to this 
bill upon that question in another place, and denounced it as a 
“sneak,” has to thank the minority, the Democratic members of 
this House and the Democratic members of the subcommittee, for 
agreeing that it should become a part of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I differ from my colleague in 
one respect. I do not think the country is very much agitated in 
respect to the history of this amendment. The gentleman from 
Tennessee has substantially stated the facts in relation to the 
7 It was ee reap got il ee 5 ivy were 5 at 

starting point I should insist upon the point of order, and the 
amendment would have no standing in this bill. I do not pro- 
pose to plead the baby act,” however, here or elsewhere. That 
amendment was submitted to the minority members of the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and while we thought for a time that it was 
political, it ap to be so innocent that it was allowed to 
go into the I could not say as much for it now; but I can 
not say that anyone misrepresented that amendment. No oneon 
this floor did misrepresent it. It seemed to be a very innocent 
affair after the paragraph to which I objected was stricken out. 
It was, perhaps, not as “innocent” as it seemed to be; but the 
fault, if any, was my own and the minority of the Committee on 
Territories. 4 

Mr. BINGHAM, I now yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Missouri Du ARMOND]. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I quite agree, Mr. Speaker, with what has 
been said about the importance of the legislation put into this 
bill with respect to the officers of the Federal courts. Of course 
it is largely experimental, as it necessarily must be. It is legisla- 
tion, undoubtedly, however, upon a correct theory; and if any- 

ing in detail be found wrong or ineffectual, the principle, I am 
satisfied, will be so well vindicated by a trial that whatever of 


imperfections may be found can be easily corrected. 
ere has been a great deal said, Mr. Speaker, in to ap- 
riations and revennes. There has been much first and 


in this House and in the other, as to the insufficiency of the 
revenues of the Government to meet the expenditures of Gov- 
ernment. 

Now, there are two ways in which the Government can equal- 
ize these matters. By either any trouble that may at present 
exist or that may arise in the future with respect to income and 

diture might be met. One is to increase the revenues; the 

er is to lessen expenditures. To increase the revenue is to 
increase the burdens upon the people; to levy upon and collect 
from them a larger amount of taxes. To decrease the expend- 
itures is to keep the balance account of the Government just as 
correctly, to preserve it just as neatly, without burdening the 
people, but with relief to them. 

ow, it does seem to me that it is quite possible, with the huge 
income the Government has—not so age, however, as its appro- 
priations—by reducing expenditures, to keep the balance upon the 
right side. And if we were to start in earnestly upon the work of 

ucing expenditures and keeping the outlay within the limits 
of the income, we would naturally, i 
mence with ourselves. 

There is in this bill, by action of the Senate, an item to which 
I wish to direct attention, not by way of criticising our committee 
of conference, which, under the circumstances, has, I think, done 
exceedingly well in having preserved in this bill very important 
items of legislation against serious difficulties encoun at the 
other end of the buildin ing. The icular matter that I refer tois 
the increase of expenditures with reference to the employees of 
the Senate. A number of individual clerks to Senators who here- 
tofore have received $1,200 per year are now to be paid $1,500 per 
year. A number of committee clerks of the Senate who have re- 


I think, be expected to com- 


ceived $1,440 per year are now to be gi $1,800 per year. Then, 
cet ara ae ccaplontes oF the iaie te AAAA io. woes 


I think that if our brethren at the other end of the Capitol had 
wrestled very earnestly with this branch of 5 of bring - 
ing the expenditures and the income of the Government to a 
‘‘ parity” (to use a very much-abused word) they would not have 
gone into the business of increasing the number or pay of em- 
ployees of their own body. What reason is there 5 each of 
these clerks of individual Senators should be paid 81,500 per year 
instead of $1,200 per year? Is it because in the past years they 
have been underpaid? No. Or is it because their employers are 
expecting to exact a greater or more skillful service, or longer or 
harder hours of work, or to exchange their present employees for 
others more costly and more efficient? No. 

The same questions arise with reference to the committee clerks. 
Fourteen hundred and forty dollars per year is a tolerably liberal 
compensation for an av Senate committee clerk. y raise 
it $360 per year, making it $1,800? It is certainly not done in the 
interest of the general public. It is certainly not done because 
there is any necessity for doing it. With equal certainty it is 
done in order that these 8 who enjoy the favor of the 
Senators who select them, receive a larger amount of com- 
pensation than they have heretofore received, without doing more 
work, and without any public necessity for the increase. 

This ‘‘contingent fund” idea has been greatly enlarged and 

ded of late. Formerly a contingent fund was understood 
to be a somewhat extraordinary fund, for p 8 which could 
not well be specified in advance, which Sania not well be pro- 
vided for, item by item. Such funds ordinarily, when they are con- 
fined to their legitimate use, are small funds. The idea, however, 
has been propagated and has grown that each branch of Congress 
ought to have just as much of a contingent fund as its members 
may conclude they should have, and that each body, out of its 
contingent fund, ought to be privileged to make just such expendi- 
tures as its members may see fit to make. So it is said: We do 
not care about controlling your contingent fund; why should you 
control ours? Let us con’ our expenditures and you control 
yours.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that sounds very well, if we do not stop to 
inquire where these contingent funds come from. But 3 
tribute to make up these contingent funds? They come out of the 
public Treasury. They are up of the eis money, gath- 
ered by the Government from the le. e proposition of the 
Senate is, ‘‘ Make your contingent fund as large as you please and 
do what you please with it, and let us make our contingent fund 
as large as we please and do what we please with it.” In other 
words, “ If you allow us to take as much money as we please from 
the public we will extend to you the same privilege.” 
Out of this abuse, as I view it, have grown a good many extrava- 
gant expenditures. Out of this abuse has grown this particular 
increase of expenditure proposed by the Senate. The Senators, as 
I understand, say in substance: We have a right to control our 
own expenditures; these employees serve us in our lofty legislative 
capacity. What difference is it to you what we pay them? We 
must determine that for ourselves.” And in this body I think you 
have taken up the same idea. Upon that same idea the House the 
other day provided for supplying its members with clerks during 
vacation. I will not now go into a discussion of that proceeding. 

My views upon it are very well understood, and have been here- 
tofore expressed to the House. I think it an unnecessary expend- 
iture. I think it is particularly objectionable, because it is made 
to apply immediately, and, in effect, amounts to this House legis- 
lating to each individual member who chooses to take the sum 
that may thus be drawn in vacation, a considerable sum of money 
over and above the amount for which he to serve his con- 
stituents, when he offered himself as a candidate for election in 
1894. Thistendency to pay outof the contingent fund on all sorts 
of accounts is constantly growing. This tendency to allow each 
body to control its own expenditures is constantly growing. And 
the constant, effect of it is to make expenditures larger than they 
otherwise would be; larger than they need be. 

To sum up, it seems to me Congress has not been directing efforts 
sufficiently to that part of public policy which consists in ping 
expenditures within the limits of income. It is not a matter o 
course that the Government income ought to be increased. The 
income of the Government now is very great—too great, not too 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Missouri has 
expired. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I would like about one minute more. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Go ahead. 


no money in the Treasury; for there is a large quantity there. It 
been acquired in a way which I do not approve and do not 
excuse; there is, however, a large amount of money in the Treas- 
ury. When talk about deficits they mean that the daily, 


monthly, or yearly income does not meet the daily, monthly, or 
yearly expenditures. 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5643 


Such deficit—it is a misnomer, however—may be met either by 
increasing the amount of receipts or by ere volume of 
appropriations, so as to keep the expenditures within the income, 
It seems to me that the latter is the safer and better way. Itisa 
way to afford relief to the people. It is a way to cut off extrava- 
gant appropriations. It is a method of reform which carries the 
reformation to those who most need it. Meanwhile, even if these 
expenditures ought to be made, if they are necessary and not un- 
necessary, as I believe, and if for the time being the revenues of 
the Government are insufficient to meet them, there is, it seems to 
me, no reason for keeping piled up in the Treasury large sums of 
money, vgn erie by the unnecessary and, I think, the vicious sale 
of bonds, while the people are overtaxed and burdened, and looking 
in all directions for relief and ready to try almost any expedient 
inthe hope of securing it, and thus far finding their troubles mul- 
tiply rather than grow less. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iyield two minutes to the gentleman from 
8 McMILiin]. À 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I did not wish that what I said 
a few moments ago should be taken—and it would not be taken 
by anyone here who knows my action in this House—as implying 
opposition to the efforts we are making here to check expenditures 
and to change the method of the administration of justice in the 
Federal courts. It is known to gentlemen around me that I 
favored that measure and still favorit. What I desired to call 
attention to, and all I desired to bring to the attention of the 
House by my question of the gentleman [Mr. BINGHAM] was that 
the item of $750,000 which it is claimed will be sa by doing 
away with frivolous prosecutions is an amount which it would be 
im ible to reach by any figuring based upon actual facts. Sec- 
analy, I expressed a fear, which I entertain yet, that the seeming 
saving in marshals’ fees would ae more apparent than 
real by reason of the fact that we have changed the compensation 
that may be given to marshals as mileage, so that our mileage ac- 
count may overbalance the saving expected from the reform which 
we have inaugurated in the other direction. 

But this work is important. There has been hardship for years 

tin the method in which Peace osecutions have baa insti- 
Eid tai carried onin our Federal courts. On that subject I 
think this House has acted none too soon; and ifin any t 
we have made an error, we may be able to correct it later. I 
will ask permission to incorporate in my remarks, without taking 
the time to read it, an extract from President Cleveland’s mes- 
sage, giving the President’s recommendations to Congress on this 
pe peg It will be seen that we are but following his recommen- 

tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
„ to incorporate in his remarks the matter he has in- 

cated. 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 


Nebraska [Mr. Kem]. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Mc IN. Then as this is important, and therefore I 
do not like to be foiled in such a matter by a single objection, I 
will ask the Clerk to read the passage to which I desired to call 


attention in my time. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman objecting has a right to hear 
it. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I can not too heartil FT... sarod BO TOS STEE - 
cable to the paierai kisar of United States attorneys, marshals, Karree 
i be abolished mh — 


criminal, and as 
transacted as the ends of justice will allow. 

stem is therefore thorou: vicious which makes the compensation 

officials depend upon the volume of such business, and thus creates 

between a proper execution of the law and ile pn; which can 


of cow 
a conflict 


28 k 
addition to fhis reform another was inaugurated which Wold 


States commissioners the final disposition of offenses in the grade 


of misdemeanors, ially those coming er internal-revenue laws, a 
great ao would be made toward a more decent administration of the 
crimi: W. 


criminal prosecutions pa 
States on the Ist day of July, 


„ in dr; 
w have gained cogency an 
strength by lapse of 2. Ey 


Mr. BINGHAM. Ihave a clear recollection of the recommen- 
dation of the President as just read; but I wish to ask the gentle- 
man from Tennessee whether that recommendation was not sent 


in at the second session of the Fifty-third 


Mr. MCMILLIN. It is embraced in the President's annual mes- 
of December 4, 1893. 


FEE Cannan Lakes AA ES te teas an oe 
thi merely wan appear as part o 
the ä 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. er, I should like to say one word. 

Mr. BINGHAM, [I yield, of course. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I simply desire to say that in my judgment 
the replacement of the fee system by fixed compensation for mar- 
shals and 8 together with the revision of the fees of com- 
missioners and the a tion of their life tenure, will, in my 
opinion, effect a great reform in the administration of justice. 

Something has been said as to the credit due for the reforms that 
have already been effected and those to be effected if this confer- 
ence rt is agreed to. 

All of the gentlemen already mentioned are fully entitled to the 
distinction of assisting in effecting these very important reforms. 
The Attorney-General, the Judiciary Committee, one and all, 
have labored faithfully and zealously, and also the Committee on 
Appropriations, as weil as other gentlemen not connected with 
either committee, notably my colleague from Missouri à 
TRACEY]. I notice, however, that some gentlemen have not been 
mentioned in connection with these reforms who are entitled to 
special distinction. I refer to the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. 
CONNOLLY] and my colleague from Missouri [Mr. DE Armonp]. 
Ithink this much should be said in their honor and mupp ee 
of the pa tributes already paid to other members of the House. 

Mr. BINGHAM, The gentleman from Arkansas wants a few 
minutes, and I yield to him. 
232 

s legislation of changing from the fee e system, an: 
advocated it not only on the floor of the House when the matter 
was under discussion but have favored it for years past; but I do 
not indorse the large salaries and some other provisions in the 
bill. I shall not now undertake to criticise the provisions of the 
bill. Idid that when the matter was pending before the House 
for our consideration. But, Mr. Speaker, let it not be understood 
as admitted that the measure N15 any means a perfect one. It 
is to be hoped, however, that it will result in some good. 

I have taken the floor at this time for the purpose of express- 
ing my opinion and belief that the bill will not result in the 
saving of any money to the National Treasury. If it does it will 
be because of the very great reduction in the number of criminal 
prosecutions under it. It is to be hoped that such will be the 
result. That hope certainly induced many members on this side 


of the House as well as on the other to support it. If the num- 
ber of criminal prosecutions is not reduced the te sum 
required to administer the Department of Justice will largely 


increase, because the salaries, many of them, carried by the new 
law are larger than they were before. The number of deputies , 
provided for is indefinite and is left solely in the discretion of the 

Attorney-General and the judge. Sono man can tell with accu- 
racy what will be the relative cost unless he can know in advance 
what will be the action of the gentleman who presides over the 
Department of Justice in the matter of allowing deputies to dis- 
trict attorneys and marshals. I do not believe we will save any 
money with the bill in its present shape, but we will remove the 
temptation from marshals and attorneys to en in the con- 
temptible practice of “working up business” and will relieve the 
people from many frivolous, groundless, and vexatious prosecu- 


tions. 

While the bill is better than no bill, yet there are many amend- 
ments or modifications that ought to be adopted before this bill 
passes. I hope we will be able in the course of a short time, in 
the light of experience, to take the step I attempted to point out 
when the bill was under consideration. If some changes are not 
made in the provisions you are about to paar you will find that 
the commissioners and deputy marshals will give you just about 
as much trouble on the question of expense as you had before. I 
fear that while you have stopped one leak you have made another 


almost as 5 

Mr. BING . Mr. Speaker, there having been fair and 
ample debate on this subject, I now move the adoption of the con- 
ference report. 

The 1 2 was adopted. 

Mr. M. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote 
just taken, and also move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, I rose to raise the question of no 
quorum. : 

Mr. BINGHAM and others. Too late. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is not too late. The gen- 
ge is entitled to make the point if he rose, as he states, for 

p i 

The SPEAKER, having counted the House, announced the pres- 
ence of 186 members—more than a quorum. 

So the report was agreed to. 
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On motion of Mr. BINGHAM, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


VETO MESSAGE—FEES OF OFFICIALS, PUBLIC LAND OFFICES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 

To the House of Representatives: 

I herewith return, without approval, House bill No. 4804, entitled “An act to 
amend subdi ion 10 of section 2238 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

The subdivision of the section of the law proposed to be amended by this 
bill has reference to the fees allowed receivers and registers at public land 
offices. This subdivision now reads as follows: 

“Tenth. Registers and receivers are allowed jointly, at the rate of 15 cents 
r hundred words, for testimony reduced by them to writing for ts, 
establishing preemption and homestead rights.” 

The bill under consideration so amends this subdivision that in the first 
clause a com tion of 10 cents per hundred words is allowed to the regis- 
ters and receivers for reducing to writing the testimony of claimants in all 
cases,” instead of 15 cents per hundred words for reducing to wri testi- 
mony “in establishing preemption and homestead rights," as provided in the 


W. 
Whether this reduction of fees preserves an adequate and just compensa- 
tion to the offices affected I suppose has been duly considered by the Con- 


gress. 

The bill, however, after providing for this change in compensation, con- 
tains the following words: And in all cases where Leg 4 (the registers and 
receivers) can secure a competent person to reduce the testimony to writing 
fone sum less per folio than the sum herein prescribed, it shall be their duty 

0 80. 

By the addition of these words the bill seems to give certain fees by way of 
official compensation to the officers named for ce: services to be performed 
by t and at the same time to provide that if they can secure other per- 
sons to > porter these services for a less sum the amountallowed 
to them, they fi their fees in favor of such persons. 

Itis very important that the fees and 88 of public officers should 
be definitely and clearly fixed,so that the official may know precisely the 
sama or 3 compensation and the people be p: from extortion 
an on. 

A lic officer ought not to be expected to search very industriously for 
a person to underbid | him for official work; and if such 8 appeared, 
the temptation to combination and conspiracy would in many cases lead to 


al 2 
It will be observed that the officers are not given, by this amendment, the 
option to do this work themselves at 10 cents per folio, or secure a competent 
person to do it at a less rate; nor, if they desire, are they allowed to compete 
with those willing to accept a less compensation. They may charge a fixed 
rate for the service if performed by them, but in any event, if they can pro- 

cure another ae yo parom the services for a less sum, they must do so. 
I am convinced t bill in its present form, perhaps through unfortu- 
nate phraseology, if it became a law, would lead to confusion and uncer- 
d art practices against which the public service ought to 


tainty, and w: 
carefully 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 23, 1896. 


be 

Mr. LACEY. Imove to refer the message to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference 
sopars on the Indian appropriation bill. 
e report was read at length. [For text of the conference re- 
port see te proceedings of Thursday, May 21, 1896.] 
The statement of the conferees on the part of the House was read, 
as follows: 
Statement to accompany conference report No. 3 on Indian appropriation bill. 
Senate amendment 33 is agreed to with an amendment. As passed by the 
Senate it provided for an appropriation of $5,000 to purchase seed and for 
subsistence of the Ponca 5 The committee being informed that seed 
for this spring's planting had already been furnished these Indians on credit, 
the wording of the amendment is changed so as to make the appropriation 
available for the payment therefor. 


an shall be resident 
of any State, to e all the 5 provided for by all of said amend- 
ments, and appropriates $10,000 for the purpose of paying the expense thereof. 
This reduces the appro riation $14,000. 

Amendment 52, providing for determining and locating the boundary line 
of the Klamath rvation, is accepted, amended to provide that two of the 
commissioners shall be practical surveyors. This amendment 1 
for the employment of a special attorney, at a compensation of $1,000, to care 
for interests of the Mission Indians in California. 

The Senate recedes from amendment 56. 

Amendment 68 is agreed to with an amendment. This is the appropria- 
tion for ee and industrial schools. The bill as it came to us from the Senate 
increased the appropriation $2,000,000. This was an error, the intention bein 
3 the amount two hundred thousand. As agreed to, the amoun 


is $1 . 
endment 71 increases the appropriation for purchase, lease, and repair of 
school building and purchase of school sites $100,000. is amendment is 


to. 
Amendment 76, appropriating $50,300 to increase the capacity of the school 
at Flandreau, is agreed to, it appearing that the present 8 are 


wholly es gp 
with amendments providing the 


the same political 


Amendments 77 and 78 are both agreed to. 
amounts appropriated shall be accepted in full of all demand. 

Amendments 86 and 87, increasing by $3,000 the appropriation for the Sho- 
shone Reservation school, is agreed to. 

Amendment #4, providing that the Secretary of the Interior is hereby di- 
rected to issue a patent in fee to Benjamin J. Clardy for all the land hereto- 
fore allotted to him in the 9 of Oklahoma, as a citizen Pottawatomie 
Indian, and all restrictions as to t oa sale, incumbrance, or taxation of said 


and is hereby removed, is ed 


agre . 
Amendments 83, 84, and 8 are amended in phraseology, not in amount of 
tion, and with a provision that children 


Indian shall not be taken 


from school in one State or Territory to another against their will or the con- 
sent of their parents. 
the so-called Old Settlers’ 


Upon amendments 87, Dawes Commission; 64 
for the disposition of the Cherokee Outlet monasi and 
been 


oo and 00 b ＋ hools 
an the -schools provision, no agreement 
esired. 


sec 

reached, and as to them a further conference is d 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, this report is not a final report 
as is shown by the statement. It covers all questions in the bill 
reg! sed question of the continuance of the Dawes Commission, 
the bution of the Cherokee Outlet money, the payment of the 
so-called Old Settlers’ claims, and the question of the support of 
the sectarian schools. 

If this report be adopted, Mr. Speaker, it is my intention there- 
after to ask the House for instructions in reference to the question 
of sectarian schools, about which the conferees have been unable 


to agree. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one 


question? 
. SHERMAN. Certainly. 
Mr. McMILLIN. What has been done with the proposition for 


the distribution of lands in severalty among the civilized tribes? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Nothing has been done in this bill. There 
was no provision in reference to that in the bill as it the 
House or as it came to us from the Senate. That question is coy- 
ered by a separate bill, which has been favorably reported from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs; but it is not in this bill, and 
could not come up except upon the question of the continuance of 
the Dawes Commission, I imagine. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Indian Affairs one question. Does he 

ropose to ask for instructions as to the distribution of the funds 

or the Old Settlers? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not propose to ask for instructions, but 
we are perfectly willing to be instructed by the House on that 
question, if the House so desires. The intention simply was to 
ask for instructions in reference to sectarian schools. That of 
course we should not do until after this report is adopted, because 
that matter is not covered we this report. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If this report is accepted, then, when the 
8 comes up on the matter of instructions, will debate be 

ow 

Mr.SHERMAN. We shall have to dispose of that matter when 
that question arises. It can not be determined now. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I make that point for the reason that I 
should like to express some views on that matter. I should like 
to do it now, if debate is not going to be allowed when the matter 
comes up. 

Mr. SHERMAN . Thatis not covered by this report. I think 
it is a matter we shall have to take care of when we reach it and 
not now. I move, Mr. Speaker, that this report be adopted, and 
5 the matters not covered by it be the subject of further con- 

erence. 

Mr. McRAE. I wish to ask the chairman of the committee if 
the amendment No. 57 is included in the agreement? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Amendment No. 57 was included in a former 
conference report which has been adopted by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 
report. 

Fhe conference report was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move, in reference to the other matters, the 
House insist on its disagreement, and that a further conference 
be ordered. Pending that, I move that the House conferees be 
directed to recede from the disagreement to the Senate amend- 
ments 69 and 70, and accept the same. 

That, Mr. S. er, is the question of the sectarian schools, and 
I desire to explain that matter briefly to the House. In the first 

lace, the bill as it came from the committee to the House, as the 
RA will recollect, contained the declaration that it was the pur- 
pose of the Government at the earliest practical moment to dis- 
pense with sectarian schools, and provided that the Secretary 
should not contract during the next fiscal yor to an extent larger 
than 60 per cent of the amount contracted for in the last fiscal 
year. That proposition was stricken out by the House, and in lieu 
thereof there was inserted this proposition: 

And it is pereat declared that it is the intention of this act that no money 
herein appropriated shall be paid for education in sectarian schools, and the 
Secretary of the Interior is hereby charged with the tay of so using and ad- 
ministering said appropriation as to out said object, and he is hereby 


authori and required to make all needful rules and re tions necessary 
to prevent the use of any part of said fund for education in sectarian schools. 


That section the Senate has stricken ont, and in lieu thereof has 
inserted the following: 

And it is hereby declared to be the settled policy of the Government to 
make no appropriation whatever for the education of Indian children in 
any school, just as soon as it is possible for provision to be made 
for their education otherwise; and the Secretary of the Interior is horoby 
autho: and directed to make such provision at the earliest practicabl 
day, not later than July 1, 1898: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior 
may make contracts with present contract schools for the education of In- 


dian pupils during fiscal year 1897, but shall only make such con 
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laces where nonsectarian schools can not be provided for such Indian chil- 
ren and to an amount not exceeding 50 per cent of the amount so used for 
the fiscal year 1895. 


So that, Mr. Speaker, it appears that whichever section is 
adopted the Government declares it to be its settled policy that 
we will not maintain sectarian schools any longer than is abso- 
lutely necessary. By the bill as it passed the House the proposi- 
tion was to stop short now. By the Senate amendment the 
proposition is to cut off sectarian schools, not in a moment, but 
at the end of two years, allowing the Secre or the Commis- 
sioner in the meantime an opportunity to provide means for the 
education of these children in place of the sectarian schools 
which are done away with. In my judgment this is wise. In all 
fairness, if we are to do away with these schools, let us do so 
gradually, so that other provision may be made for the education 
of the children, and that those persons, whether religious bodies 
or individuals, who have invested in these schools may withdraw 
with the least loss from a legitimate business in which they 
entered in good faith and with philanthropic Da yas 

Mr. MORSE. Will the gentleman from New York permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MORSE. Does the gentleman think the present Congress, 
either House or Senate, can bind its successors to any policy such 
as he has indicated? Will not they be a law unto themselves? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Of course, there is no question about that. 
We can not enact anything that future Congresses can not undo. 

Mr. MORSE. So that, as it stands, it will be a mere sentiment 
or expression of opinion on the part of the present Congress, and 
nothing to bind our successors, 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is true, of course. Yet let me say that 
the last Congress, in the Indian appropriation bill, declared that 
it was the policy of the Government to do away with these schools 
at the earliest practicablemoment; and the Commissioner or Secre- 
tary stating that this could be properly done in four or five years, 
a reduction of 20 per cent in the amount expended in this branch 
of educational work among the Indians was provided in last 
year’s bill. The Committee on Indian Affairs of this House, ac- 
cepting that declared set of the Government, as stated in the 
last Indian appropriation bill, reported a bill to this House fol- 
lowing it out to the letter; and I have no doubt that if either sec- 
tion is accepted here, in the future the action of the committee 
would be the same. Of course there is no question of the absolute 
right of a future Congress to do as it pleases. About that the 
gentleman and I will not differ. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a mo- 
tion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not desire to yield the floor. I want to 
move the previous question, 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Then I will make a 5 in- 

uiry. Is not the proper motion to make at this time that the 
Roane insist on its di eement and ask for a further conference, 
instead of the motion that has been made to agree? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to concur has precedence. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I take it it is a question of 
which side votes“ yea” and which side “ nay.” 

The SPEAKER. Onemoment. The Chairunderstood the gen- 
tleman from New York to say that he moved to insist on the dis- 
agreement, and then proposed: to move to instruct the conferees to 
agree. The Chair thinks that is not the usual proceeding; and 
that it should be a motion to bring before the House the question 
of concurring in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. SHER I intended, pending my motion to disagree, 
to move that the House conferees be instructed to recede from the 
disagreement to the Senate amendments numbered 69 and 70, and 
agree to the same. 

The SPEAKER. It would seem as if that should be determined 
by the House itself on a motion to concur in the Senate amend- 
8 which motion could be made by the gentleman from New 


York. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well, Mr. Speaker; let it be that way. 
It seems to be a matter of no consequence which way the motion 
is put. I made the motion in conformity with my individual 
wish, but if the other is the better 3 procedure I am 

rfectly willing to make the motion that way. I understood that 
it was the purpose of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Curtis] to 
move an amendment in that form. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from New York 
would take precedence of the other, even if the other motion had 
been made first. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I understand the rule to 
be that the motion to insist has precedence. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not desire to make the motion in that 
form, because I should vote against it, and I did not wish to sub- 
mit a motion against which I should vote. If the gentleman from 
Kansas apie my motion, I do not see why it does not attain the 
same en 


Mr. McRAE. Can not the gentleman from New York attain 
the same object by withholding his motion to recede until after 


the other motion is passed upon? Or, if he does not desire to 
take that course, let the gentleman from Kansas move to insist. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
insist and ask for a further conference upon amendments 69 and 70. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, Mr. Speaker, I wish at the proper 
time to present a resolution instructing the House conferees to 
insist on the House disagreement to the specific amendment num- 
bered 69. I will send up the resolution and have it read for in- 
formation. I think this resolution will put the matter in a form 
so as to be easily understood and passed upon. 

Mr. SHER . Isuggest that the gentleman’s resolution be 
read; and if it makes the matter any clearer to the House, the 
vote might be taken in that way. 

The resolution proposed by Mr. Harner of Nebraska was read 
for information, as follows: 

Resolved, That the House conferees on House bill 6249, “A bill making ap- 
propriation for current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department,” 
etc., be, and they are hereby, instructed to insist upon the following provision 
in said bill as it this House, to wit: 

(69) And it is hereby declared that it is the intention of this act that no 
money herein appropriated shall be paid for education in sectarian schools; 
and the Secretary of the Interior is 5 with the duty of so using 
and administering said appropriation as to carry out said object; and he is 
hereby autho: and required to make all needful rules and tions 
n to prevent the use of any part of said fund for education in sec- 
tarian schools. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The gentleman from New York 
will observe that I have set out in the resolution the exact lan- 
guage of the provision in the House bill. It will, therefore, be 
easily and clearly understood; and if he will allow me, unless he 
desires debate, I will move the previous question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I make the point that the resolution of 
the gentleman from Nebraska is not in order at this time. A con- 
ference report is before the House, and no resolution such as the 
gentleman offers is in order. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I have not offered it yet. It has 
Sopy been read for information. 

eSP There is no conference report before the House. 
That has been Say tte 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is, I understand, a conference re- 
port on the matter under discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is before the House for action by the 
House on a motion for another conference, and the question is as 
to the way in which the result shall be arrived at. A motion to 
recede and concur would take precedence of the other motion, but 
as the vote one Way oF the other will be just as effective, the Chair 
supposes that can be easily arranged. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I donotsee, Mr. Speaker, why we should not 
take the vote on my motion rather than upon the resolution of 
the gentleman from Nebraska. The one is simply the reverse of 
the other. 

The SPEAKER. After the vote is taken a proposition for in- 
structions can be received. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I offer the resolution which has 
just been read, and move its adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that the orderly 
method would be to have a vote on the question of receding or 
concurring, and when that is decided, then, if instructions to the 
conferees are found ating” a proposition for instructions can 
be offered and acted upon. at is the tape way of proceeding. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Very well. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As I understand the statement of the Chair, 
my motion is first to be voted on. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to recede and concur is the one 
to be first voted on, 

Mr SHERMAN. On that I ask the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion that the House 
recede from its disagreement and concur in Senate amendments 
numbered 69 and 70. If no 5 vote be called for, the ques- 
tion will be put on both amendments together. 

The question being put, it was (on a division called for by Mr. 
SHERMAN) decided in the negative ayes 34, noes 99. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I now move the adoption of the 
resolution which was read a moment ago, and on that I demand 
the previous question. 

. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Nebraska to give way for a few moments, that I may say some- 
thing on this question. It seems to me unfair that after other 


reports, dealing with minor matters, have been discussed all day, 


a matter involving a great issue like this should be put throu 
without debate. s £ sh 
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The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Nebraska asks the pre- 
vious rere 


Mr. ZGERALD. T appeal in all decency and fairness for 
the right of debate. This question has not been fairly met and 


* y discussed. $ 
e SPEAKER. As many as are in fayor of ordering the pre- 
vious T : 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Irise to a question of order. 
TheSPEAKER. The tleman will state it. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. ‘There is no quorum present, 


stand, my colleague [Mr. FITZGERALD] was promised some time 
to speak on this proposition. Is it in order now to ask unanimous 
8 he have permission to print his remarks in the 

ECORD 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would not be a ga 
precedent to submit such a request after the roll call has 
ordered. The Clerk will proceed with the call of the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 154, nays 22, 
recorded “present” 12, not voting 167; as follows: 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there is. ee 

The question was put on ordering the previous question; and it | 4ji™ich; Ala. ys. Ese pana utaa 
was . Anderson, Dov } Lacey, Skinne: 

Mr. FITZGERALD, I rise to a point of order. Andrews, Draper, Latimer, Smith, TiL 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. aoe Ett, 8. 0. 2 Southard, 
fe Mr. FITZGERALD, Is there no debate allowed on this ques- | Babcock, Evans, Linney, — 

on? iley, ton, 8 3 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The whole question | Baker, N, H. Fenton, nace Stable, 
has been debated and passed apes aes or twice by the House. Bell, Colo. ‘<i Lo Steele 

Mr, FITZGERALD. If the Chair will pardon me, I do not think | Bell! Tex. Gillett, Mass. Marsh Stewart, Wis, 
the 3 jo sees by the gentleman from Nebraska has | Rug n; ie McCall 1 Sione, W. 
ever been . Broderi Grosvenor, McClur 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that no debate isin order on Roe Se, alleen, Strowd, No. 
this proposition. . ` cDearmon, oway, 

Mz FITZGERALD, I doubt the vote on the question of order- | B" T0000 
ing the previous question, and call for a division. [Cries of Too Barrell, 3 Ha et Mercer, Tato, 

The SPEAKER. It is too Iate to call for a division. Burton, Ohio Henry Ind. Milnes," Tayler, 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I call for the Pare and nays. Clark, Mo. Hermann, Money, Thomas, 
The SPEAKER. Itis too late to do that, because the result 5 . Punan Moody, Tracewell, 

was announced by the Chair, and another question has arisen. | Geok Wis. Hooker, 2 el 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, do I understand that the | Cooke, Il. Hopkins, Ster, Van Hi 
question has been put to the House and ? . — K Howard, A aS yan Vi 

The SPEAKER. Rage question was put to the House, and de- | Cousins, — Sheedy bie 
cided in the affirmative. Crowther, Hulick, Phillips, Watson, Ohio 

Mr. FITZGERALD. When I doubt the vote upon the previous | Curtis, Iowa Hunter, Pitney, Alam 
eee an m pnt be entertained after the vote is an- 28 occas —— 
nounced by the peso Danford, Johnson, N. Dak. Wilson, S. C. 

The SPEAKER. Not after the transaction of other business; iels, Kem, Russell, Conn. ood. 
not after other matters have been entered upon. B — 1 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I appeal in all fairness to the judgment z 7 
of the Honse. I was interrupted b; 3 conversing about NAYS—2. 
me and making suggestions, and I did not hear the announcement — m. — anys jews Poole, 
at the time. . r 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be very glad to entertain | Bast N. F. B oe prewar’, Md. 
the gentleman’s point; but the matter has been disposed of. He | Clarke, Ala. Kleberg, Odell, 

did not even rise at the time. Cooper, Fla. 5 Parker, 

J)) ES wish tan teak Satna A A tate ciem 1 

ro on—an oppo! w. n meon this ; Dockery, Lefaver, Ro’ 

8 think this proceedin gis unfair; and I enter my protest 3 ^ Dolliver, Leighty, Royse, sh 
in behalf of the people of my district, because I have been denied | Adams, Doring 122 Bask, te 
the opportunity to voice their sentiments in fair discussion. pacha ann toe ee 

The SPEA . The gentleman is not in order. Arnold, Pa. Fairchild, Loudenslager, Scranton, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. ink I am always in order when I am | Arnold, R. L a — Bottie, 
undertaking to voice the principles of the people whom I repre- | Beker: — Maguire, — 

ham, F A th, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution Darna 2 — r Mahon; E Snover 

of the gentleman from Nebraska, [The question was put. The BST Ga Gilet N. v Mccormick, 5 

a seem vei Beach, McCreary, Ky. Sparkman, 
Mr. FITZGERALD, I call for a division. _ | Belknap, Griswold, McEwan, henson, 
The question being again taken, there were—ayes 115, noes 25. | Bernet Grow, Nein Sens r A 
Mr. FITZGER I demand the yeas and nays. S Bishop > M ohn, Strode, Nebr. 
The SPEAKER. from usetts asks for 1 r Haut — — th, Swanson, 

the yeas and nays. re ARa > ` Thorp, 

The yeas aA hay were ordered, 31 voting in favor thereof— | Bouts moe Miller, Kans. 8 
more one-fifth of the last vote. Brewster, Hart, Miler, W. Va. Tucker, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. ana 3 3 — Se 

Mr. HENDRICK. Mr. Speaker, we should like to understand | Gaiderhead, iner, Pa i Tyler, N 
the question before the House. non. Hemenway, Mazley, Updegratt, 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Clerk will again 8 3 — y, sonore 
read the resolution proposed by the 8 from Nebraska. i Iona 7 New Walker Va. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. T desise 3 ci Howe, Overstreet Wanger 

Mr. . i e an inquiry. we a 3 
understood the reading of these proposed instructions, a part of the 8 Huling. 8 wel 

was the sectarian Secretary of the Interior.” It seems | Corliss, Hull, Pendleton, eeler, 

be me there must be something wrong in the wording of the res- 8 pares, Spf any we 
ution. z 75 : Willis.’ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the gentleman is | Crowley. oaks ES Wilh, N.Y, 
mistaken. The 1 age of the resolution is“ the Secretary of oo. 328 Pu 8 
ee com Ge ES tee 

r Speaker 5 Kulp, Ray, ht, 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the tleman rise? De Witt, Kyle, Reybarn, 

Mr. MoCULLOCH. I want to understand this resolution, As | Dinsmore, in Rover won, La. 

I understood the reading, it spoke of the sectarian Secretary.” The following pairs were announced: 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair has just stated, the resolution Until further notice: 
does not contain that Mr. DaLZELL with Mr. CRISP, 


language. 
Mr. MORSE. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. As I under- 


Mr. Joy with Mr. COWEN. 
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Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. TURNER of Georgia. 

Mr, MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 

Mr. Tracry with Mr. SAYERS. 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. DINSMORE. 

Mr. MILLER of West Virginia with Mr. WOODARD. 

Mr. HuLIcK with Mr. PRICE 

Mr. KULP with Mr. RUSK. 

Mr. APSLEY with Mr. MILES. 

Mr. Cory with Mr. Lawson. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE with Mr. BLACK of Georgia. 

Mr. HULL with Mr. OGDEN. 

Mr. Bowns with Mr. MINER of New York, 

Mr. ADAMS with Mr. MCLAURIN. 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. JONES. 

Mr. SNOVER with Mr. MADDOX. 

Mr. Jonnson of Indiana with Mr. Cox. 

Mr. MozLEY with Mr. Moses. 

Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania with Mr. LIVINGSTON, 

Mr. Cor iss with Mr. DOWNING. 

Mr. FOWLER with Mr. BARTLETT of 

Mr. ROBINSON of P lvania with Mr. 

Mr. LEFEVER with Mr. 

For this vote: 

Mr. Goopwyn with Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD with Mr. MEYER. 

Mr. BLUE with Mr. COBB. 

Mr. DOLLIVER with Mr. KENDALL. 

Mr. GRISWOLD with Mr. ERDMAN. 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin with Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. TOWNE with Mr. BERRY. 

Mr. PICKLER with Mr. Swanson. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts with Mr. Hart. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF with Mr. MEREDITH. 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. HUTCHESON. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. Scranton with Mr. DOCKERY. 

Mr. LouDENSLAGER with Mr. NEILL. 

Mr. Woomerr with Mr. McCreary of Kentucky. 

Mr. Barney with Mr. GAMBLE. 

Mr. BARRETT with Mr. KYLE. 

Mr. Hicks with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania with Mr. CULBERSON. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, General N 
eee absent. If present, he would vote aye” on 


Ir. 1 TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I notice that I am mentioned as 
being with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. The 
Aen ite rh sta ak YESA rg Main 

Mr. DOCKERY. In respect to that pair, Mr. Speaker, let me 
say that the gentleman from Texas, now absent on a conference 
committee, sent me word to pair him; and upon ing 
gentleman in aired with on the pairs I was informed that 

the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. TRACEY], 
and so took no further steps in the matter, supposing that it was 

“he SPEAKER. 

he SP. The Chair will cause the correction to be 


mate. TRACEY. Well, let the matter stand as itis. I wish to 
state, Mr. Speaker, that if Mr. SAYERS Teo peon resent and voting. 
$ should have voted “ aye.” I therefore withdraw my vote, Eee 
voted in the affirmative. 
. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. DINSMORE, is 
unavoidably abs absent. — present, Be ee vote ‘‘aye.” 


OMILLDIN, 


KINS. My colleague, } BARNEY, is necessarily 
absent. If present, he would vote ‘“‘aye.” 
The SPEAKER. this question the yeas are 154, nays 22; 


and in addition the following gentlemen are present and not votin 
Mr. Cops, Mr Mr, Urpeakirs Mr. Catcuincs, Mr. TRACEY, Mr. 
WOODARD, Mr. Scranton, Mr. KYLE, Mr. GAMBLE, Mr. FOWLER; 
Mr. McMILLIN, and Mr. DocKERY. 

Mr. BLUE (having been recorded as present and not voting). 
Mr.S er, I wasnot here at the time my name was called. Iwas 

with Mr. CORR 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman was present since the 
question was put to the House. 

Mr. BLUE. dart the second roll call. 

Pigs SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to a vote if he de- 


sy ss BLUE, Then I will vote in the affirmative. 
7 5 BLUE’s name is recorded as al 1 
TRACEY. My name was read as not voting. That is in- 
correct; I did vote, but withdrew it. 
The SPEAKER. The RECORD will show that fact. The gen- 
tleman is recorded as 1 his vote ä been withdrawn. 
Mr. GAMBLE to say, Mr. Speaker, that at the re- 


quest of Mr. Barney I paired with him, which accounts for my 
not voting on this proposition, although I was jong ee 
I am paired with the gentleman from Penn- 


Mr. DOCKERY. 
sylvania . SCRANTON], but desire to be recorded as present. 
The SP. R. The gentleman will be so recorded. 


On this question the yeas are 154, nays 22, and a sufficient num- 
ber of gen being present and not voting to constitute a 
quorum, the a Sete gy have it, and the instructions are agreed to. 

Mr. SHER I move that the House now insist on its dis- 
agreement to the other amendments and ask a further confer- 


BARTLETT of New York. I have conferred with the 
chairman of the committee and desire to have specific instructions 
given for one amendment. Will the chairman yield to me? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield to the gentleman 

The SPEAKER. The chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs moves to insist upon the other disagreements. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is correct; and order a further confer- 


ence. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I desire to move, Mr. Speaker, 
that the House conferees be especially instructed to insist on their 

t to Senate amendment numbered 64. 

The SPEAKER. Willthe 1 put his motion in writing? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New I have not the amendment 
ran I ask the Clerk to report Senate amendment numbered 64. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay to Toue sonon persons, and not to their ees, 
diately upon the passage of this act, out of the balance re: of the 


35 per cent reserved for payment of legal services rendered and expenses 
tracts entered into by the Old 8 — Western Cher- 


commissioners, osecution of 
ropriated by act of Con approved 
S atat „ page 451), entitled “An act pr a gy agg to suppl 
. in the appropriations for the fiscal — ending June 30, 1804, ean 


i 


050. 
5 McPherson, $5,050. 

ao = Carey, executrix of the estate of James J. Newell, deceased, 

To Jobn A. Sibbald, $1,000. 

To Samuel W. plea abt 000. 

To Reese H. Voorhees and John Paul Jones, $7,003.86. 

To David A. McKnight, $1,000. 

To C. M. Carter, 

To Beira A. Lockwood, $1,000. 

To Joel L. Bangh, $5,000. 


=s oT W. Parker, $5,000. 
the . a said sum of money after 8 the 
n ges or less: That e 


son receiving the sums herein stated FS fix Full foe all CINEO Good 


pe BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I shall only oc- 
cupy a few minntes stating my reasons for the motion. 

3 deficiency act of 1894, chapter 307, on the 
23d of August, an appropriation was made under judgments of 
the Court of Claims amounting to some $803,000 to the Old Set- 
tlers or Western Cherokee Indians, by their commissioners, nam- 
ing the three commissioners; and it was provided that the Com- 
— mer of . cars pane should reserve only such 6 

necessary to pay the n expenses and the or 
legal services rendered. The wording of the act is: 
The Commissioner of Indian Affairs is directed to withhold from distribu. 
tion 3 said Indians only — 
2 etc., 
—— 8 on Socom t of such prosecution. 

Now, you must bear in mind that these Indians are not a body 
politic or a body incorporate, and so they are peculiarly subject 
to our j ion as our wards. This sum so provided for in 
the general deficiency act of 1894 was paid over; that is, the sum 
of $803,000, and of that sum about 35 per cent was set apart to meet 
these claims, amounting to $280,000 in round numbers. Thesum 
of $193,000, or 25 per cent, has been already paid over by the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs. 

Now, the Senate, by this amendment, proposes to come in and 

of the balance, some $86,000. It is conceded by the Indians, 
or by their committee, that the sum of $7,000 is aus to Messrs. 
Voorhees and Jones. That would leave a balance of $79,000, and 
the Senate propose to dispose of this money, which really belongs 
capita to these Indians, in this way. They propose to 5 
A 000, I believe, to claims which have already been 
ected by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in whom i aea 
the sole power of the justice and equity of the claims 
resen against this fund. They decide, without giving the 
8 any hearing or any op unity to present their side of 
the case, that the judgment of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
is wrong. Then they give $20,000 to claims which have never been 
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passed upon; thatis, $40,000 to rejected claims and $20,000 to claims 
never determined, never adjusted, never even presented to the 
proper authority for adjustment. Then the ce of $19,000 
they give to a man who seems to have had a good deal to do with 
the case, but who has already been paid some $52,000 in full. So 
of thesefunds, which belong to these Indians, amounting to $79,000, 
which they claim, this amendment proposes to give $40,000 to men 
whose claims have been rejected, $20,000 to men whose claims 
have never been presented, and $19,000 to a man who has already 
been paid in full. 

Isay, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, under this state of affairs it 
is our daty e W against any such amendment. 

Mr. LITTLE. ill the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? Does not your motion provide for excluding the claim 
of Voorhees and Jones, which claim is contained in a bill which 
has already passed this House, a bill carrying $8,000? That is my 
recollection. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. According to my view of the 
law the only person who has the right to determine the justice of 
these claims is the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. Under the 
act which made the award of $803,000, under the amie of the 
Court of Claims, it is provided that the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs shall reserve the amount. Now, it is not for us to deter- 
mine that 5777 50 it is for the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Suppose your motion prevails, will it not 
result in the non ent of this claim which I have mentioned? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Well, I imagine not, because 
it is conceded that that claim is due, and I presume the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs can di of that; but this is not the 
proper way. It is neither for the Senate nor the House to deter- 
mine the parties who should share in that fund or to whom that 
fund should be paid. 

Mr. HULICK. Was there any evidence before the committee 
in the Senate as to the proprios or justice of these claims, and 


has any report been e by a Senate committee upon their valid- 
ity or 3 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Iam informed by these pam- 


phlets, which have been sent to me by one of the gentlemen con- 
nected with Indian affairs, and one of the most able and intelligent 
gentlemen in the city, that these facts were before the committee, 
and have been printed as a Senate document. Reference is made 
to that document in the paper which Inow holdin myhand. Of 
course it is impossible, in view of the rapidity with which these 
matters come up for consideration, for a man to possess himself 
of all the know fey oe might be desirable. 

Mr. HULICK. id the committee take proof and evidence to 
sustain the claim, and upon that evidence render judgment in 
favor of the report they have made? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I havea brief here which con- 
tains a statement of fact in reference to each claim. For in- 
stance, the claim of William S. Peabody. It appears that this 
claim was rejected, and it isset forth in detail. t claim was 
rejected by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary 
of the Interior paid Mr. Peabody $8,000. Now, after that payment 
by the Secretary of the Interior of $8,000, presumably in full for 
his services, an additional award to him is made here of $29,000. 
I claim that it is not within the power of the conferees of the 
Honse, when an appropriation is made, and power is given in the 
language of the appropriation to the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs to be the judge of the justice of these claims—it is not 
within our power to come in and vote that money without a hear- 
ing. I yield to the chairman of the committee. I should like to 
hear his view. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I do not differ with my colleague 
from New York in reference to the injustice of allowing these 
claims. In my judgment none of them should be paid; but I de- 
sire the House to know that the Senate conferees are most strenu- 
ousin insisting that this amendment shall go into the bill; and it 
has been intimated that unless the various claims go in or that the 
claims shall in some manner be provided for, no agreement can 
ever be reached by the conferees. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Now, how can that be said of the Jones 
and Vorhees claim, or of the claim of Colonel Peel. Those 
claims were presented to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
we unanimously reported favorably bills providing for the pay- 
ment of those claimants. And the bill for the payment of the 
Vorhees and Jones claim passed this House, carrying an appro- 

riation of something more than $8,000. Now, this was for serv- 
ar rendered by this firm and Colonel Peel to the Indians in the 
preservation of this very money allowed to them as against the sup- 
posedly fraudulent claims or unjust claims of a great number of 
outside attorneys; and they certainly rendered very valuable and 
most efficient services to these Indians in the protection of this 
fund against the claims of other 3 all over this country. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. ill the gentleman allow me 
a question? 

. DOOLITTLE. Most assuredly. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Is the gentleman aware that 
on February 4, 1895, the firm of Jones, Vorhees & Boudinot re- 
ceived $32,015.45 under this act of 1894 for services rendered? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I know they received a sum of money. I 
know that their services covered a very long period of time. Iknow 
the services of these men resulted in saving to these Indians a very 
large amount of money that was in this sum allowed to them, 
and it has been known to every man who has examined these 
claims and the claim of Colonel Peel that they earned every dollar 
that they are entitled to under the contract. They are asking for 
nothing more than they are entitled to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me say to my friend when I made the 
statement I did not mean to include the claims for services of 
those who o before the Secretary the payment of these 
claimants, which the Secretary rejected. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. That is the motion made by the gentleman 


from New meek iat. 8 

Mr. SHER . The absurdity of this item is shown by the 
fact that in the same item is included the payment of ten or 
twelve different persons or firms for services to the Indians, and 
in the very same item is included payment to another attorney for 
successfully opposing the payment of those other claimants. t 
is the absurdity of the item, but that is the shape it is in. 

The only thing I have to suggest to my colleague from New 
York, and which I did not suggest to him in the brief conversa- 
tion I had with him oyer here a moment ago, is that it would be 
well not to have a ific instruction., We might come to some 
agreement with the conferees on the of the Senate by which 
these items were not pad and yet in some way be disposed of. 
For instance, it might be agreed to refer the whole matter to the 
Court of Claims, or to have it settled in some such way. If we 
are ifically instructed to insist upon this amendment going 
outof the bill, then I suppose we will not have the power to agree 
upon any sort of compromise in reference to it, so that specific 
instructions to the conferees might result in our not disposing of 
it in any 5 whereas, if we were not instructed 
cifically on this item, we might eventually reach some conclusion 
with the Senate conferees by referring the matter to the Court of 
oe or something of that kind, which would be satisfactory to 

e House. 

Mr, BARTLETT of New York. Let me suggest to the gentle- 
man that there is some legal doubt about the right to do that. 
Having voted in the year 1894 some 8803, 000 to this body of In- 
dians with a certain condition, namely, that such an amount 
should be reserved as, in the judgment of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, should be necessary to pay certain claims, that 
transaction would seem to be ended. Ido not believe that in 1896 
we can come in and say to these Indians: This reserve fund is 
no longer subject to the judgment and discretion of the officer to 
whom we intrusted it in 1894, but we will now relegate the mat- 
ter to the Court of Claims for adjudication.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the Secretary of the Interior takes 
the same view of the matter that my S PE takes. Thatismy 
3 I am not opposed to special instructions. I only 
suggest that it is possible that such instructions might retard an 

ment of some sort that might otherwise be reached. 

Mr. HULICK. Have these claims all been presented to the 
9 the Interior and by him passed upon? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Most of them have been presented to Him, 
have been argued before him pro and con, and have been rejected. 
Others have not been presented at all and, as my colleague from 
Washington [Mr. DOOLITTLE] suggests, one or two items here 
are payments to attorneys for opposing these very claims before 
the Secre of the Interior. 

Mr. HULICK. Then why would it not be equitable and proper 
to have those claims as to the justice of which there is no contro- 
versy incorporated in the conference report and the others re- 
jected? I will ask the gentleman another question: How did these 
claims get into the jurisdiction of the Senate committee after 
having been 0 the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. SHERMAN. e gentleman will have to go to the Senate 
for that information. 

Mr, HULICK. I supposed that the conferees on the part of the 
House would know something about it, and that is why I asked 
the gentleman that question. Did you, as one of the conferees 
ascertain how those claims came to be taken up and incorporated 
in this bill after having been rejected by the Secretary of the 
Interior? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They were taken up, I suppose, because the 
Senate, in their wisdom, believed that the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior was in error or did an injustice in disallowing the claims, and 
thought they would right that wrong. 

Mr. HULICK. as there any evidence before the conferees 


or before the Senate as to the justice of these claims, or was any 
additional evidence taken? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The conferees have taken no evidence, 
Whether the Senate took any or not I do not know. rtain 
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briefs were presented in regard to some of the claims. Members 
of the conference committee have been visited many times by 
parties pressing these claims and have listened to their statements, 
nearly every one saying that the claim which he favored was that 
of the person who rendered the only valuable services, and 
that everybody else’s claim was without merit. 

Mr, HULICK. Then would it not be within the jurisdiction 
of the conferees, and within their duty, to ascertain whether there 
is any justice in these claims, or whether any additional evidence 
can be submitted in their favor; and if they find that the claims 
are not supported by additional evidence, or are not just, then 
would it not be their duty to insist on the disagreement? 

Mr. SHERMAN. From all the light the House conferees had 
I believe I am authorized in saying that they unanimously thought 
that most of these claims ought not to be allowed. 

Mr. HULICK. Then we should insist that they be not paid, 
should we not? 

Mr, SHERMAN. Yes; and gt the Senate may be so insistent 
that it might be imperative to find some middle ground whereby 
these claims might be referred to some judicial tribunal, if that 
is possible under the law (and my colleague from New York 3 
BARTLETT] thinks it is not), to dispose of. That might perhaps 
be a wise solution of the problem. Where an intimation is giyen 
that this item must be settled in some way in order to have an 
Indian appropriation bill passed at all, it becomes somewhat 
serious, and we desire, if we can, to get upon some middle ground 
on which all can agree. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, in addition to what has been said 
with regard to this matter I desire to make a brief statement in 
regard to the claim of Colonel Peel and also the Voorhees claim. 
This fund was assaulted by these various claimants, and these two 
particular attorneys were employed for the pu of defending 
the fund. They did defend it successfully against nearly every 
one of the claims mentioned in this bill. Amongst others is the 
Peabody claim for $29,000. Now, there is no contest whatever on 
the part of the Indians against either the Voorhees or the Peel 
claim, as I understand. Both those claims have gone through the 
Committee on Indian Affairs of the House and have met the ap- 
probation of the committee and of the House. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I would like to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the fact that those claims, both of them, were most 
thoroughly investigated and that they met with the unanimous 
approval of the committee, and bills for the payment of both haye 
passed this House. 

Mr. LITTLE. So J understand. No one who has investigated 
the services of these gentlemen or the fruits of their services can 
doubt the propriety of the payment of their claims. There are, 
however, several other claims to the payment of which the House 
ought not to consent, and among them this claim for $29,000, 
which, as I understand, was adjusted and $8,000 paid in final set- 
tlement of it. Andsowith many of the others. ButIaminclined 
to agree with the chairman of the committee that while the con- 
ferees might very properly be instructed to resist these matters, 
ba Bag ge at the same time be left some degree of discretion. 

. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, in view of the 
statement made by the chairman of the committee that if my mo- 
tion should be insisted upon it might tend to embarrass the con- 
ferees, and in view of the fact that I think I have drawn the 
attention of the conferees sufficiently to the invalidity of this leg- 
islation, 1 withdraw my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from New York 
is withdrawn. The Chair appoints as conferees the gentleman 
from New York . SHERMAN], the 
[Mr. Curtis], and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. PENDLETON]. 


THE PREVIOUS QUESTION AND THE RIGHT OF DEBATE. 


The SPEAKER. In regard to the suggestion or inquiry which 
Was made a while ago by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
FITZGERALD] in regard to the right to after the ordering of 
the previous question, on the ground that there has been no de- 
bate upon the pending proposition, the Chair desires to state that 
this question was raised onthe 5th of February last by the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], and the Chair had occasion then 
to consider the right of debate under such circumstances. Under 
the rules, the right of debate for a limited time is given after the 


ordering of the previous question wherever the proposition has | J 


not been debated. Of course, if that word“ proposition“ referred 
to all motions or to any action of the House whatever, debate 
would have to be granted upon every motion on which the House 
might be called upon to act, so that it would be impossible to 
escape a great amount of debate. 

The object of the previous question is to bring the House to a 
vote without debate or without further debate whenever the 
House sees fit to insist upon a vote. But of course it was very 
undesirable that any proposition should be sprung upon the House, 
and, without a word of explanation, forced through under the 
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tleman from Kansas | H 


previous question, Hence an ameliorating clause was introduced 
into the rule providing that no proposition should go entirely un- 
debated; that is, if it were a new proposition which had not been 
debated, that it should have the benefit of the provision for limited 
debate after the 3 the 5 question. But that word 


“proposition ” as em ed in 
as members of the House will see upon examinin 3 
and reflecting upon what the practical working of the rule has 
always been. For example, debate in Committee of the Whole 
has always been held to satisfy this clause. So, also, wherever a 
question been debated in the slightest manner where merely 
a sentence or two have been uttered by the mover explanatory of 
the measure—such limited debate has been held to satisfy the re- 
quirement of the rule. 

Now, propositions which come up in the House in connection 
with the reports of conference committees are all of them propo- 
sitions which have been debated, and it does not matter that any 
particular item of the main question or n submitted to 
the House has not been debated. If the subject has had debate 
and thereby the House has had some information upon it, the rule 
allowing debate after the ordering of the previous question does 
not operate. The Chair thinks the matter is very clear, but as 
some gentlemen seem to have had some doubt about it, although 
the question has arisen more than once heretofore, the Chair 
thought he ought to make this statement. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, just a single statement. 
My object in asking recognition at the time I did was to saya 
few words on the proposition submitted to this House in the 
amendment of the Senate, which, as I considered, was an entirely 
new proposition, and it was for that reason I thought debate 
should have been had. I recognize the fair spirit always main- 
tained by the Chair in these matters; but inasmuch as on other 
conference reports propositions which had been debated for days 
and days in this House had been recognized as o to debate 
to-day, I thought that on a question involving, as the then pend- 
ing proposition did, the justice and right of appropriations for 
sectarian institutions, those members who favored the proposition 
submitted by the Senate ought to have been heard. And I still 
contend, Mr. Speaker, that gentlemen who shut off debate and 
refused to those of us who believed the Senate had sent to us a fair 
proposition the right to express our opinions were not dealing 
fairly and honestly with the representatives of the people. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s remarks are a criticism of 
the House of Representatives—not an exposition of the rules as 
administered by the Chair. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


same: 
A bill a R. 5781) to regulate the practice of medicine and sur- 
gery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish persons 
violating the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia; 
A bill (H. R. 2042) to increase the pension of Wilbur F. Cogswell; 
A bill (H. R. 7977) making appropriations for the construction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes; 
5 (H. R. 1601) to amend the military record of John 8. 
vans; 
A bill (H. R. 2605) granting a pension to Henry V. Andrews, 
of Fulton County, III., a survivor of the Black Hawk war; 
A bill (H. R. 3216) granting an increase of pension to James P, 


urley; 
A bill (H. R.3001) granting a pension to Cynthia A. Lapham, 
win pal E. B70) Franck 1 to Mary F. Da i 

i .75) granting a pension Davenport: 
A bill (H. R. 3932) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Rich- 


ardson; 
A bill (H. R. 4395) for the relief of Miss Juliette Betts; 

A bill (H. R. 8167) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Red River of the North; 

A bill (H. R. 485) for the relief of Kate Eberle, an Indian woman; 

A bill (H. R.7816) for the relief of John S. Burwell, adminis- 
trator of the estate of A. L. Burwell, deceased; 


A bill (H. R.4122) granting an increase of pension to James H, 
ones; 
A bill (H. R. 4475) granting a pension to Mrs, Catherine Gaff- 


ney; 

A bill (H. R. 3337) amending the act of June 8, 1880, entitled 
“An act to authorize the President to appoint an officer of the 
Navy or the Marine s to perform the duties of Solicitor and 
Judge-Advocate- , etc., and to fix the rank and pay of such 
officer,” and for other purposes; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 174) granting permission to the cir- 
cuit and county courts in Rockingham County, Va., to occupy 
the Federal court room in Harrisonburg, Va.; 


rule means the main question, 
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A bill (S. 888) to amend an act entitled An act to incorporate 
the 9 Railway Company; approved March 2, 1895; 


A bill (H. R. 7983) to pension ces E. Wickware; 

A bill (H. R. 3234) granting a pension to Williamson Durley; 

A bill (H. R. 4883) granting a pension to Gen. William H. Morris; 

A bill (H. R. 3221) granting a pension to John Dalton; 

A bill (H. R. 3689) 8 the pension of Jefferson Fueston, 
of Company M, Tenth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry; and a 

A bill (S. 873) granting a pension to Joseph R. West, brigadier 
and brevet major general, United States Army Volunteers. 

PRINTING MINORITY REPORT ON ELECTION CONTEST. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to present a privileged report, 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Your committee having had under consideration the resolution (H. Res. 
869) providing for the pr ting of the usual number of copies of the views of 


the minority in the con -lection case of J. Murray Mitchell against 
James J. Walsh, for the use of the House of Representatives, recominend 


that the same do 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House the usual number 
of ies of the views of the minority in the contested-election case of J. Mur- 
ray Mitchell against James J. Walsh. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution 

rted by the Committee on Printing. 

e resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. RIC DSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

And then, on motion of Mr. DINGLEY (at 5 o'clock and 30 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


re 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the assistant clerk 
of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings filed 
by the court in the case of J. W. Fuson, administrator of Harvey 
Drennan, deceased, against The United States, was taken from 
the Speaker's table and referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. LINTON, from the Committee on Ventilation and Acous- 
tics, to which was referred House bill No. 8967, reported in lieu 
thereof a bill (H. R. 9170) to provide an improved system of heat- 
ing and ventilating the House (south) wing of the Capitol, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1983); which said bill and report were 
1 8 to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. SHANNON, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8672) con- 
ferring jurisdiction upon the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia, or any court in said District havin po equity ju- 
risdiction, to decree a sale of real estate in said District belonging 
to insane persons for purpose of reinvestment, and for other pur- 
poses, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report No. 1984); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
House resolution No. 22, reported in lieu thereof a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 189) for the relief of farmers, gardeners, and truckmen 
selling produce of their own raising in the markets of Washing- 
ton, D. 85 accompanied by a report (No. 1985); which said bill 
and rt were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HADLEY, from the Committee on the Territories, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R.8615) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to restrict the ownership of real estate in the 
Territories to American citizens, etc.,” approved March 3, 1887, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 

o. 1986); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
endar, 

Mr. SCRANTON, from the Committee on the Territories, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3209) to enable 
the people of Oklahoma to form a constitution and State govern- 
ment, and to be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with 
the original States, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1988); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3008) entitled 
“An act authorizing the employment of day labor in the construc- 
tion of certain municipal buildings and works in the District of 


Columbia,” reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
bya rt (No. 1989); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Gomnenittes of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8469) to authorize the Baltimore and Washington Transit Com- 
pany of Maryland to enter the District of Columbia, reported 
the same with amendments, accompanied by a rt (No. 1990); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SIMPKINS, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8190) to provide an American register for the bark Ceres, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1992); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims: 
oe a 575 R. 2470) for the relief of William E. Bond. (Report 

0. f 

By Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 8886) for the relief Hiram T. Corum and Silas W. 
Davis, of Oregon. (Report No. 1982.) 

By Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 2732) authorizing the President to place the name 
of Julius R. Frederick on the retired list of the Army, with the 
19873 pay, and perquisites of second lieutenant. (Report No. 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R. 7585) granting pension to Anna B.S. Phillips, 
widow of Col. William A. Phillips, late colonel of Third Regiment 
Indian Home Guards. (Report No. 1991.) 


ADVERSE REPORT. : 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. SIMPKINS, from the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, Seg adversely (Re- 
port No. 1993) the bills (H. R. 5822 and H. R. 6661) respectively 
entitled “A bill to amend sections 4488 and 4489 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States”; which said bills and report were 
laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
2 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 9169) donating 1 condemned cannon 
and 2 pyramids of condemned cannon balls to high school at Ber- 
wick, Pa.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 9171) granting a service pen 
sion to all honorably dischar officers and enlisted men of the 
war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 9188) authorizing the appoint- 
ment of a nonpartisan commission to collate information and to 
consider and recommend legislation to meet the problems pre- 
sented by labor, agriculture, and capital—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. McRAE: A resolution (House Res. No, 371) providing 
for the consideration of House bill No. 119, to protect public for- 
est reservations—to the Committee on Rules. ; 

By Mr. LOW: A resolution (House Res. No. 372) to investigate 
the resignations of chiefs and bureau officers and employees of 
every grade in the Treasury Department since March 4, 1893—to 
the Committee on Accounts. $ 

By Mr. ODELL: A resolution (House Res: No. 373) for the re- 
lief of the widow of William P. Slater—to the Committee on 
Accounts. 3 

By Mr. HOWARD: A resolution (House Res. No. 374) to im- 
peach Grover Cleveland, President of the United States, of high 
crimes and misdemeanors—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A resolution (House Res. No. 375) asking 
one hour and twenty minutes after the reading of the Journal on 
Tuesday, May 26, for the consideration of unfinished business on 
the Private Calendar—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A memorial of His Excellency Roger Wol- 
cott, lientenant-governor and acting governor of the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts, for the enactment of legislation author- 
izing said Commonwealth to construct bridges over the Charles 
River and to construct a dam in the Charles River—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ‘ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9172) to re- 
move the charge of desertion standing against the name of Jerome 
Salisbury, late of Compan? E, Fifty-second Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R.9173) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth Holliday—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. CONNOLLY: A bill (H. R.9175) for the relief of Lu- 
zern Hord—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 9176) granting an increase of 
pension to David E. Rummel—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 9177) for the 
relief of Isaac N. Denham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARRIS: A bill (H. R. 9178) genug an honorable 
discharge to Brigham Perkins—to the Committee on Military 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9179) granting an honorable discharge to 
James Burroer—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9180) granting an honorable discharge to 
William Weigel—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R.9181) granting a pension to 
Marvin Older—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 9182) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Charles Nailer—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 9183) to put the 
name of Lulu A. Nichols upon the pension roll—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 9184) for the relief of Thomas W. 
Scott, late United States marshal—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. TAFT: A bill (H. R. 9185) for therelief L. O. Maddux, 
doing business as Maddux, Hobart & Co.—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 9186) for the allowance 
of certain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883, 
commonly known as the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9187) for the relief of West H. Washburn, 
of Waverly, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 9189) to correct military record 
of Frank McKinney—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the „ and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: Resolution of the Trades 
League of Philadelphia, opposing the passage of House bill No. 
8536 and Senate bill No. 2967, to amend the interstate-commerce 
law—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARRETT: 12152 to accompany House bill No. 8778, 
to amend the records on file at the War Department—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Remonstrance of citizens of St. Louis, 
Mo., against the appropriation of public moneys for sectarian un- 
dertakings and for a constitutional amendment against making 
1 for ecclesiastical purposes to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of Lyons Post, No. 9; also 
Thompson Post, No. 246; also Chapman Post, No. 362, Depart- 
mentof Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, for a service pension 
for volunteers in the late war of the rebellion—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FARIS: Petition of C. S. Andrews and 11 other citizens 
of Brazil, Ind., praying for favorable action on bill to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class matter and bill to reduce letter 
e to 1 cent per half ounce—to the Committee on the Post- 


postag 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, remonstrance and petition of McE. B. Glenn and 9 other 
citizens of Terre Haute, Ind.. in relation to the Marquette statue— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petitions of citizens of Virginia City, Red 
Lodge, Helena, Great Falls, Glasgow, and Bozeman, Mont., ask- 
ing for favorable action on House bill No. 838, to reduce letter 
postage to1 cent per half ounce, and House bill No. 4566, to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENDRICK: Petitions of citizens of Paducah, Ky., for 
favorable action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KERR: Petitions of citizens of Greenwich, Oberlin, 
Mansfield, Lorain, and Plymouth, Ohio, for favorable action on 
House bills Nos, 4566 and 838, proposing amendments to the pos- 


tal laws—to the Committee on the Post Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. LINTON: Paper regarding House bill No. 8714, grant- 
ing accrued pension to John E. Carland—to the Committee on 
‘ensions, 
By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petitions of Rev. J. H. Winters 


and 283 members of Mount Zion Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Magnolia; Rev. H. A. Griesemer and 550 members of the Baptist 
Church, Haddonfield; Rev. Jeremiah P. Gregory and 60 members 
of Mount Olivet Baptist Church, of Haddonfield, and Rev. George 
N. Neal and 300 members of the Methodist Episcopal Church, Had- 
donfield, all in the State of New Jersey, favoring the enactment 
of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Papers to accompany House bill No. 
4303, for the relief of H. C. Farrand—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, petition of citizens of Calumet, Ontenogan, Ironwood, and 
Gladstone, Mich., asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 
838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TAFT: Memorandum relating to House bill for the re- 
lief of L. O. Maddux—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petitions of citizens of Charles City, 
New Hampton, Oelwein, Clermont, Mason City, Clear Lake, and 
Kensett, in the State of Iowa, praying for favorable action on 
House bill No. 888, to reduce letter postage, and bill Na 4566, to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Resolutions unanimously adopted by 
citizens of Nashville, Tenn., in mass meeting, on May 19, 1896, 
praying for the relief of the Armenian sufferers—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, 


SENATE. 
Monday, May 25, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the 555 gs 
of Saturday last, when, on motion of Mr. KYLE, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, for consid- 
eration in connection with the deficiency appropriation bill, items 
of deficiencies for contingent expenses of the Department of Jus- 
tice, miscellaneous items, and for the telegraph and telephone 
service for the District of Columbia; which, with the accompany- 
ing paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attorney- 
General, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 18th in- 
stant, certain information respecting the suit pending in the United 
States circuit court for the southern district of New York to enjoin 
the carrying out of what is commonly known as the railway trunk 
line agreement; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
tared 85 15 Committee on Interstate Commerce, and ordered to 

rinted. 

e also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
ost of the Navy, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 
20th instant, the Topor of the commission appointed under the res- 
olution unanimously adopted by the Board of Visitors to the United 
States Naval Academy, 1895, to examine and report upon the con- 
dition of the grounds and buildings and sanitary condition of that 
Academy; which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered to 
lie on the table, and be printed. 

PACIFIC COAST EXPOSITIONS. 

Mr. PERKINS. I present acommunication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, addressed to the President of the Senate, trans- 
mitting a report of the officer in charge, relating to the adminis- 
tration of customs at the California Midwinter International 
Exposition, at San Francisco, and at the Northwest Interstate 
8 at Tacoma, Wash. I move that the communication 
and accompanying report be printed and lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The signature of the Vice-President was announced to the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolution, which had previously been signed 
by the Speaker of the House of Representatives: 

A bill (S. 673) granting a Fir to Joseph R. West, brigadier 
and brevet major-general, United States Army Volunteers; 

A bill (S. 888) to amend an act entitled “An act to incorporate 
the Capital Railway Company,” approved March 2, 1895; 

A bill (H. R. 75) granting a pension to Mary F. Davenport; 

A bill (H. R. 485) for the relief of Kate Eberle, an Indian woman; 
F A bill (H. R. 1601) to amend the military record of John S. 

vans; 

A bill (H. R.2605) granting a pension to Henry V. Andrews, of 
Boli 5 55 8 of =e) Black Bank bbe de = 

. R. anting a pension to ia A. ham, 
widow of William B. 8 pe * a 
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5 (H. R. 3216) granting an increase of pension to James P. 
urley; 
A bill (H. R. 3221) granting a pension to John Dalton; 

A bill (H. R. 3234) granting a pension to Williamson Durley; 

A bill (H. R.3337) amending the act of June 8, 1880, entitled 
“An act to authorize the President to appoint an officer of the 
Navy or the Marine Corps to perform the duties of Solicitor and 
Judge-Advocate-General, etc., and to fix the rank and pay of such 
officer,” and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 3689) increasing the pension of Jefferson Fueston, 


of 8 M, Tenth Ohio Volunteer Ca 7 
A (H. R.3932) granting a pension to Elizabeth Rich- 


ardson; 

3 A bill (H. R. 4122) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
ones; 

5 (H. R. 4383) granting a pension to Gen. William H. 


orris; 

A bill (H. R. 4395) for the relief of Miss Juliette Betts; 

A bill (H. R. 4475) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine Gaffney; 

A bill 15 R. 5731) to regulate the practice of medicine and sur- 
gery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish persons 
violating the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 7816) for the relief of John S. Burwell, adminis- 
trator of the estate of A. L. Burwell, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 7983) to pension Frances E. Wickware; 

A bill (H. R. 8167) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Red River of the North; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 174) grantini Boalt to the cir- 
cuit and county courts in Rockingham County, Va., to occupy 
the Federal court room in Harrisonburg, Va. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented sundry petitions of North 
Point Council, No. 93, Junior Order United American Mechanics, 
of Baltimore, Md., praying for the passage of the so-called Stone 
= McCall immigration bills; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 53 citizens of Elyria, 
Ohio, praying for the passage of House bill No. 260, to increase 
the pay of letter carriers; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. 3 gein ee 17 sig No. 119, 
Union Veteran Legion, ent o irginig, prayin: 
for the enactment mg per Ban pension law; which was ened 
to the Committee on Pensions. 3 

Mr. TURPIE presented a memorial of the Business Men’s Asso- 
ciation of Terre Haute, Ind., remonstrating against any change 

ing made in the present law regulating interstate commerce; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

Mr. HARRIS presented resolutions adopted by the board of 
directors of the Freight Bureau of Memphis, Tenn., relative to the 
adoption of the proposed amendment to section 3 of the act_to 
regulate commerce; which were referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 3218) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles D. Hanscom; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S.3219) donating condemned 
cannon and cannon balls to Wadsworth Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Helena, Mont.; which was read twice by its title, 
8 referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 3220) granting a pension 
to Kate A. S. Connor; which was twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
f?Mr. GORMAN introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 151) relating 
to motive 
the Belt 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Some days ago Isubmitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by me to Senate joint resolution 
124, which, doubtless by a mistake of mine, was erroneously 
printed. Inow submit the amendment in a corrected form, and 
ask that it be printed. ; . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr PEFFER, it was 

rmitted to withdraw from the files of 


people, there having been no adverse report thereon, 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate as 
part of the morning business a resolution which will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon to 
amend Senate Rules Nos. XXV and XXXIII, relating to standing 
committees and the privileges of the floor. 

: Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask for the adoption of the reso- 
ution. 

3 Let us have an explanation of the proposed amend- 
ments. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Oregon let the resolution go 
over for to-day? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It went over for one day. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is it a report from the committee? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The resolution is from 
the Committee on Rules. Notice was given on Saturday. It 
went over one day. 

Mr. HALE. As there is a desire on the part of some Senators 
to debate the resolution, will not the Senator from Oregon consent 
that it may go over for another day, in order that I may get up 
the 1 bill? 

Mr. MITC of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. If there is not any special hurry, I suggest thatthe 
resolution go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There is no special hurry, except 
that the new Manual is about ready to go to press, and it is impor- 
tant to have these amendments disposed of as soon as possible. I 
will let the resolution go over, however, until to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolution 
will go over. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the deficiency eee bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Maine will pardon me, I 
will state that several Senators desire to to-day on the bond 
bill, and I am very anxious to get through with that measure to- 
gay and reach a final vote. If we wait until 2 o'clock, when that 
bill comes up as the unfinished business, it may be difficult to get 
a vote to-day. 

Mr. LINDSAY. We do not hear a word on this side. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is unable to hear the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina. 

Mr, BUTLER. I desire to get through with the bond bill to-day. 
There are several Senators who wish to speak upon it. If that 
bill is not taken up until 2 o’clock, it will be late this evening be- 
fore we can get a vote, and possibly we may not reach a vote this 
afternoon, erefore I suggest to the Senator from Maine that 
it would be better to take up the bond bill now and proceed with 
the discussion, as several Senators are ready to speak, instead of 
taking up the appropriation bill now and having to lay it aside at 
2 o'clock to proceed with the consideration of the bond bill. Iask 
the Senator from Maine to let us take the day. inning now, if 
the 55 is through, so as to conclude the considera- 
tion of the bond bill. . 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iwill state that it will be impossible to get 
a vote on the bond bill to-day, even if the Senator from Maine 
yields. There are more Senators than the Senator from North 
Carolina knows of who intend to speak on the subject, and I will 
say to the Senator from Maine and the Senator from North Caro- 
lina it will not be possible under any circumstances to get through 
with the bond bill to-day. 

Mr. HALE. The measure is not, 1 understand, in such a con- 
dition that there has been an hour fixed for the final vote. There 
was an attempt made the other day, but I think that attempt did 
not succeed. 

Mr. BUTLER. No; there was no arrangement made. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, we can not hear a word on this 
side of the Chamber. 

Mr. HALE. Under the circumstances, with the importance of 
getting the deficiency appropriation bill out of the way, so that 
the Committee on Appropriations will not then be in the way of 
any other measures except as to conference reports, I think it in- 
cumbent upon me to ask the Senate to take up the deficiency ap- 
propriation bill now and go on, and at 2 o’clock I will confer with 
the Senator about the further order of business. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

The 3 T. Debate is proceeding by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is no objection, I understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the Senator from North Carolina will proceed. 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall feel compelled to ask the Senate at 2 
o'clock to take up the bond bill, and if consent is not given I shall 
ask the Senate to determine by vote which measure is to be pro- 
ceeded with. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The bond bill is the unfinished 
business and comes up at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly; but the suggestion I make is that we 
take it up now to expedite matters, instead of devoting an hour to 


1896. 
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the consideration of the appropriation bill and then laying it aside 
5 0 the bond bill. 

Mr. HALE, The Senator from North Carolina sees that there 
are objections on the part of other Senators to that course, and 
they want to go on with the appropriation bill; so that it is not in 
8 to make such an arrangement. 

— BUTLER. The sooner we proceed with the bond bill the 
tter. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The worse to take up the bill, because it 
ought not to pass at all, while it is necessary that the appropria- 
tion bill shall through. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is the view of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, who is in favor of the continued issuance of bonds; 
but certainly it is not the opinion of those who are opposed to 
bond issues. 

Mr. GALLINGER. L ask for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theregular orderis demanded. De- 
bate is not in order except by unanimous consent. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Maine to proceed to the con- 
sideration of House bill 8293. 

Mr. BUTLER. At the suggestion of several Senators I shall not 
insist on the bond bill coming up now, but at 2 o’clock, when it 
comes up of 5 business, I shall insist that 
it be proceeded with. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brown1nG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate 

to the bill (H. R. 6249) making 6 for current and 
contingent expenses of the In partment and fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1897, and for other p ; further insisted 
upon its disagreement to the amendments 7 the Senate numbered 
37, 64, 66, 69, and 70 to the bill, agreed to the further conference 
asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. SHERMAN Harner of Nebraska, 
and Mr. PENDLETON managers of the conference on the part of 


the House. 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8293) 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for prior years, an 
for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. HALE. Iask that the formal of the bill be dis- 
pensed with, and that the amendments of the committee be con- 


sidered as they are reached. 
Without objection, it will be so or- 


á The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment of 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 2, line 2, toin- 
crease the appropriation for stationery, furniture, fixtures, and 
repairs, and for the purchase of passport paper for the State De- 
partment from $500 to $1,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 18, before the word 
cents,“ to strike out “two thousand one hundred and seventy 
dollars and sixty-two” and insert one thousand six hundred and 
ninety-seven dollars and ninety-nine”; so as to make the clause 


peers of A. Wattand E. A. Mitchell: To reimburse A. Watt and 
E. A. Mitchell, of Newcastle, New ca ele for losses s each 
through the nd ens of certain 9 caa on th 


claims by the ry Department. 

The 9 Was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 20, to increase the 
e for loss by exchange, diplomatic service, from $966.37 

í 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 8, to insert: 
2; E cons E 
sulates,” for the fiscal year 1895, $799.82. * on 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 19, to insert: 


Payment to Eliza Jaqua Gray: To pay Mrs. Eliza Jaqua Gray, widow of 
Isaac P. Gray, late United Stat ie minisios to the hepa biia of Mexico, $8,750. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 23, to insert: 


Transportation ce negroes in Mexico to their homesin Alabama: For — 
ment cast of transportation F 


in connection with the failure ee ee eee 
necessitating 


their return to their homes in Alabama, as set 

kortk! in Document No. 268 of this sesion, $624.27. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; x 

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 6, to insert: 

Transpo: remains of oo officers, and consular clerks: 
To pay amounts found due by the acounting oa OMONE of the Treasury on ac- 
count of the appropriation for- rting the remains of diplomatic offi- 
cers, consuls, and consular clerks to their homes for interment,” $730.76. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the head of Treasury Depart- 
ment,” on page 6, after line 14, to insert: 


es nt proceeds E sales old material, erne ron core 
other public an: . ore being eposten — 
either as miscellaneous “J ts on account ot 


lies, or 
of ee 


may be. 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, at i the top of page 7, to insert: 

Office of the Treasurer: For the purchase of one W and one separating 
mavhine for use in sealing and e Yi securities, $2,000. 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, ie page 7, after line 3, to insert: 

For salaries of one pressman, at $1,200; one feeder, 

one receiver, at : at 3800; and one counter, a $680, in rs $3.80, 1 4 avalia: 
le faring and until the close of the fiscal year 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 24, under the head 
of “Treasury ent,” to increase the appropriation to pay 
amounts found due by the ‘accounting officers of the 
account of the appropriation for Fuel, lights, and water for ae 
lic buildings” for the fiscal year 1895, from $159.85 to $190.20. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 4, to increase the 
appropriation for suppressing counterfeiting and other crimes 
from $5,000 to $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 15, to insert: 

To enable Thomas W. Palmer, president of the World's Columbian Com- 
mission, fo make per ent in full or all claims now outstanding against said 
Commission, $6,51 

Mr.SHERMAN. Icall the attention of the Senator from Maine 
to the rather loose language used here, ‘‘to make yment i in full 
for all claims.” It ought to read, ‘‘adjudica claims.” The 
word “claims” would extend to just and unjust claims, to re- 
jected claims. Some word should be inserted to indicate the 
character of the claims. 

an HALE. Theseclaimsarenotadjudicated. The are claims 


mely like those that we allowed to Commissioner Davis in the- 
aaan eficiency appropriation bill, They do not go to court at 
all. They are claims some of which the commissioner has paid 


out and some of which he is obligated to pay by contracts he has 
made. If we should insert the word “adjudicated ” every one of 
them would have to go to court. They are not judgments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But it says “claims now outstanding.” To 
provide for the payment of claims inst the commissioner out- 
standing would —— all sorts of c. 

Mr. I suggest that we insert the words “due and”; so 
as to read, claims due and outstanding.“ That will include ae 
5 8 that are actually due. The commissioner has to settle that 

imse 
i, PRERNA a 1 rally Badia very clear. I think the 

n care 

Mr. HALE, 77 to read, due and 
outstanding. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Amend the committee amendment in line 
18, amen the word now,“ by inserting the words “due and”; so 
as tor 


To enable Thomas W. Palmer, fal for alt of the World’s Columbian Com- 
mee 8 pa: pent cS f all claims now due and outstanding 


The amendment 5 the, idly was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I suggest further, for ample precaution, in line 17, 
to strike out the words “in full” and at the end of the amend- 
ment to add which shall be in full for all such claims.“ 

The amendment to the amendment was aeons to. 

The amendment as amended was 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 11, line 11, to in- 
gan aoe appropriation for customs service from $850, 000 to 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 11, to insert: 


The Secre of the Treasury is here authorized to expend, from the 
appropriation for collecting the 8 customs, to provide for the 
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paronae of the necessary lan 
sampling works thereon, 0 for we moog of suitable buildings and equip- 


d, and for the construction and equipment of 


ment for the sampling and assa; imported silver ores and other ores 
containing lead at mi of entry y which he may 3 the sum of $45,000, 
to be available for the fiscal year 1897: Provided, That the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury is hereby authorized, in case of 5 of said ores at ports at 
which no facilities are provided, to send a portion thereof to any port having 
said facilities, at which port said portion may be sampled and assayed. The 
collector at the port of importation shall os pees liquidate the aeu pon 
d assay. In no instance, however, shall a less portion than one-fifth of 

any importation of ores be sampled and assayed. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask that this provision of the committee, com- 
3 at line 12, on page 11, and ending at line 3, on page 12, 

Over. 
r. HALE. That may be reserved, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without. objection, the amendment 
will be passed over. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 12, after line 3, to insert: 

Refund to S. R. Fowle & Son: That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized and directed to refund to S. R. Fowle & Son, W. m, N 
the sum of $187.08, to reimburse them for tariff exacted and co 
them February 6, 1895, by A. Mayo, deputy collector of customs, 9 
N. C., on cargo of salt imported in schooner Cora from St. Kitts, West Indies, 
to Washington, N. C. 


The amendment was agreed to. 3 

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 12, to insert: 

N. d books: T. ts found due by th fi- 
core of the Treas 8 on . oe the appropriation | tor ®.Gontingent ex 
penses, ury Department: Newspapers an: ks,” $21.33. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 17, to insert: 


Assay office at Helena, Mont.: For wages of workmen, $350. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next 1 was, on page 12, after line 19, to insert: 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 
account of the appropriation for * Contingent expenses, assay office at 
Helena,” for the year 1 $1.58. 

The amendment was agreed to. : X 

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 23, to insert: 

Assistant custodians an the publ For the payment in full of Henry Sands, 
a watchman employed in ublic building at Key West, Fla., for the fis- 

year 91, 8 thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 9, to insert: 

To pay 38 found = by the ee officers of the 5 on 
account of the appropriation for con nean . Treasury Depart- 
ment: Stationery PR for the fiscal year 1895, $2,166.71. 

The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, on page 16, after line 11, to insert: 
3 to owners of steamer Peter Jebsen: To compensate the owners of 


egian steamer Peter Jebsen for 8 sustained by said steamer 


consequence of a collision with the United States revenue steamer 


in San Francisco Harbor, March 2, 1896, $2,566.70. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 11, to insert: 


Payment to Southern Pacific Conese: To pay the claims of the Southern 
c Company, its 1 cae leased lines, certified in Senate Document 


No. 236, this session, $1, 

Mr. THURSTON. I desire to ask the Senator in charge of the 
bill if any portion of this amount allowed to the Southern Pacific 
Company covers any service performed on a ny Baie ety or any 
part of any railroad that is aided by the bonds of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. HALE. I might answer, and say nes further, that no 
part of it is 8 They are simply the claims that have been 
audited, and such as are put in by the Senate always. They have 
been thoroughly examined. None of the claims to which the 
Senator from Nebraska alludes are included 

Mr. THURSTON. I merely ask for information, because the 
matter has not come to my attention before. Of course all the 
transportation claims of the Southern Pacific Company, except 
those for Government transportation on the lines of the Central 
Pacific or other bond-aided lines which are audited, should be 

id. 


Mr. HALE. They are all audited, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 21, after line 2, to 


To enable the Secre of the pay to W. L. Hall, for money 
nded by him in the discharge of his 1 as deputy 8 States inter- 
n collector during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, $178. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment has on page 21, after line 7, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of 7 ae ot Da Po to James W. Murphy, of 
W. amount due him end 2 Uni tes for services as collector 
of inte: revenue, district isconsin, from the 4th to the 13th day 


of November, 1893, inclusive, iso W 
The amendment was agreed to, 


The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 13, to insert: 


Ford's Theater disaster payments: To provide for the ent of tye lo 
of the Government for 11175 juries received and losses sustained an — z treo 
death cases at the Ford's 


ury to the persons and in the amounts as follows. omas 5.5 derson, ras: 
Frederick poe $1,500: John Baker, $1,000; Ethelbert Peer, ag Alex- 
ander C. Blac. T Jo, aai James = Busselle, $800; Win: k, ohn C. Bal- 
lou, $50; L. 000; 8. S. Baker, $1,500; C, H rell P. G. 


John F. Dunton, eorge w. “Davis, $2,500; George J. 7 hn B. 

Dowd, $3,000; J. Dower! E 00; Horace V. Easterling, Sa: chard H. 
Gillia: m, $700; Geman ; Wi M. Grogan, $2. Ò: Thomas J. 
Griffith, $300; George G. Garnett, $1, 500; William S. Gustin, $2,500; Thomas 
Hynes, $4,500: C. A. oer 800; James A. Howard, $4,000; uel U. Hil- 
ton, $450; Augustus Hubbell, $300; N. Hammer, $1,500; les F. Hath- 
5 omer B. Harlan, $1,500; Ferman Housel, $700; James G. 238005 

; Milford M. Jarvis, sn; Thomas Jones, 8500; We ngton 


$500 Kugler, $3,500; 

Charles A. Krause, $150; William B. King, 32 Clifton tome $06; Ph Frank 

Linden, E naa Lucas, $150; William W. . Lecture. ‘ene sak T 
Ludgate, $200; Percy S. Lowry, $500; Daniel P, Ms eo 

500; Thomas Morle SEEE ag les R. Siler, anna C. E. McLaughlin, 7003 
= J. Metcalf, $1,000; C. J. Moore, 75 0} N. 
se, $1 500; J 
—— $4,000; ONeill $500; Char eras R. O 
Sharles H. Patterson, e 


$150; 
700; Loy. 0 J. saith, Bite Fountain F. Sams, 
A N A. Stewart, 


Z sae! Baie Bae dot Acar paces aan 


es I. S 
K. Sargeant, $300: ; George W Smoot. Recon pum, 
; Peter 5 — 1 James L. . C. Thomas, eet -600; 


James A Whi 

A. Kime, sole e of yee J. Went, 
$5,000; Mrs. Georgie R. Baldwin, a tee of Hane Heny Porter Brown, 
85 000, and Julia Müller, sole legatee of William Schrieber, $5,000. 

Should any of the persons hereinbefore mentioned die before payment to 
the parties herein named, then, and in that event, the Secretary of the 
Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to pay to the personal repre- 
sentatives of the persons so dying the amount allowed under the provisions 


of this act. 

And the Secre of the T. is hereby directed, before pa; over 
to the parties en mtitied to the same the amount allowed under the paying over 
of this act, to require them, in consideration of the amount allowed, to re- 

ease, discharge, and free the United States from all claim, demand, or dam- 

age ge by reason = a injuries received or losses sustained in the Ford's Thea- 
ter disaster, which occurred on the 9th day of June, 1893: Provided, That the 
provision of the sundry civil arora act, approved Au 18, 1894, 
appointing a joint commission, g of the select committee of five 
Senators, appointed by the President of the Senate, and five members of the 
House of 3 fecal ee. by the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to inves 3 upon the Ford's Theater disaster, be, 
and the same is hereby, 8 


Mr. PLATT. I do not 
representatives“ mean in 


Yount, a 000; ed 


uite know what the words “personal 
e amendment. The provision is that 
in case any one of these ies dies before the payment of the 
award, the payment shall be made to the personal representa- 
tives of the persons so dying.” I suggest that this had. tter be 
looked into in conference. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The provision means that in case any of 
these parties dies before the payment for which this award is made 
by Congress, qualified personal representative of any of these de- 
ceased parties will be entitled to receive the amount. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not know whether personal representa- 
tives” mean the same thing as legal representatives.” I do not 
know whether the words mean heirs, legatees, or what. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Personal representatives,” as there used, 
mean the same as administrators. ere is no difference between 
the term used and administrator. Anyone who the law of 
the place in which that qualification is made is entitled to receive 
the personal assets is the personal representative. 

r. HALE. The legal representative. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The personal or legal representative. 

Mr. PLATT. The provision does not use the words ‘legal rep- 
resentatives,” and therefore I sup’ it meant something pier 
ent from a legal representative. simply want the chairman of 
the committee to ‘ok into it when the matter is in conference, 
and see that that is the proper phrase to be used. 

Mr. HALE. We shall look into that. 

Mr. FAULKNER. All right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, under the subhead of “En- 
graving and printing,” on page 26, line 23, before the word days,“ 
to strike out “working”; and on page 27, line 5, after the word 
Printing,“ to insert: 

And for this purpose the sum of $3,500, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated. 

So as to make the clause read: 


That the — and pressmen cuore — poe 3 ete the 
lowed leave of absence pay 


ch 
... ĩͤ of TRA FTCA, 


1896. 
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may prescribe and designate, and in confo! with the act e July 
ised, ting leaves of absence with pay to the employees of Bureau of 

Engraving and Printings and for this purpose the sum of $3,500, or so much 
ereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. f 

The next amendment was, under the subhead Public build- 
ings,” on page 27, after line 11, to insert: 

For post-office at Philadelphia, Pa.: For amount necessary to acquire, by 

urchase or een cag for the removal of the buildings thereon, the 
Pts or pieces of ground in the city of pay opie Pa., adjoining or adja- 
cent to the Philadel hia post-office building, additional to the sums appro- 

riated therefor in the sundry civil appropriation acts for the fiscal years 
Isos and 1896, $10,000. And this appropriation and the said previous 288 

iations shall be available for the purchase of said 3 Provided, t 
the same shall contain a frontage on Market street of not less than 16 feet 8 
inches, and extend in length and depth of that width not less than 222 feet. 

- The amendment was agreed to. £ 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 28, to insert: 

For court-house and post-office at Denver, Colo.: For payment in full of 
allowance by the Treasury Department to John ‘Moore & Co., for interior 
finish of building, $1,235.69. 

The amendment was agreed to. 2 À 

The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 5, to insert: 

For raisers’ warehouse at New York: For the purpose of strengthen- 
ing thet oors of the appraisers’ warehouse building in the city of New York, 
State of New York, $125,000. 5 

The amendment was agreed to. f 

The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 9, to insert: 

Supplies of light-houses: To amounts found due by the accounting offi- 
omnes the e —.— on e of the appropriation for Supplies of light- 
houses,” fiscal year 1894, $928.90. 

The amendment was agreed to. x 

The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 14, to insert: 

Credit in accounts of Maj. William Ludlow: Authority ie hereby, gran ad 
to the proper accounting officers of the Treasury to allow and credit in the 
accounts of Maj. William Ludlow, United States Army, late engineer Ninth 
and Eleventh light-house districts, the sum of $317.13, by 
tion with the examination and report upon the titles to lands to be acq 
by the United States as sites for light-house structures, the bills for the 
expenditures referred to haying been approved by tae Attorney-General, 
and payment authorized by the Secretary of the Treasury and the Light- 
House Board but disallowed by the Commissioner of Customs for want of 
authority of law to allow the same, said accounts being set forth in House 

ument No. 268 of session. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Utah,” on page 
82, line 13, after the word “seventy-six,” to insert and Senate 
Document No. 268”; so as to make the clause read: 

Tı the following, on account of the Territory of Utah, which are sub- 
mitted to Gougress in Howse Document No. 276 and Senate Document No. 268 
of this session, namely. 

The amendment was agreed to. f $ 

The next amendment was, on page 82, line 20, to increase the 
appropriation for contingent expenses, Utah Commission, from 
$749.18 to $801.18. 

The amendment was agreed to. 2 d 

The next amendment was, on page 33, line 8, to increase the 
total appropriation for expenses of constitutional convention from 
$33,813.56 to $33,865.56. 

The amendment was agreed to. } f 

The next amendment was, on page 83, after line 8, to insert: 

To pay eas of publishing proceedings of the Utah constitutional con- 
vention, $7,632. 

The amendment was agreed to. : : 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 11, to insert: 

To pay traveling expenses of E. W. Tatlock, member of late Utah Commis- 
sion, $188.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 1 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 14, to insert: 

To pay in full George E. Blair, clerk to late Utah Commission, $205. 

The amendment was agreed to. 3 ; 

The next amendment was, on page 83, after line 16, to insert: 

To pay in full George W. Parks, clerk to late Utah Commission, $150. 

The amendment was agreed to. h 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 18, to insert: 

To pay expense of annual report of late Utah Commission for 1896, $50. 

The amendment was agreed to. f ; 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 20, to insert: 

To pay telephone Lill of late Utah Commission, $25. 

The amendment was agreed to. 2 

The next amendment was, on page 33, after line 22, to insert: 

To pay Charles C. Richards, late secretary of Utah Territory, for cost of 
moving Government safes furniture, $03. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 6, to insert: 

INDEPENDENT TREASURY. 


To enable the accounting officers of the Treasury to audit and pay the sal- 
2 of George L. We ton, late assistant treasurer of the United States at 
timore, from the expiration of his term of service to the date of his suc- 
cessor’s qualification (July 9, 1894, to 3 22, 1894, 3 during which 
time he actually e the duties of the office, a sufficient sum, not to 
exceed $171.19, is hereby appropriated from the un näed balance of the 
appropriation made by act of July 31, 1894, for the year 


The amendment was agreed to, 


(July 11, 1894, to August 19, 1894, inclusive), during 
e actually performed the duties of the office, a sufficient sum, 
not to exceed $489.18, is hereby appropriated from the bg pie balance of 
the appropriation made by the act of July 31, 1894, for the year 1895. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 6, to insert: 

To enable the accounting officers of the Treasury to audit and pay the sal- 
ary of John P. Jackson, late assistant treasurer of the United States at San 
Francisco, from the 9 of his term of service to the date of his suc- 
cessor's qualification (May 21, 1894, to June 30, 1894, inclusive), during which 
time he 8 ede beget the duties of the office, a sufficient sum, not to 
exceed $506.85, ereby appropriated from the unexpended balance of the 
appropriation made by the act of March 3, 1893, for the fiscal year 1894. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The nextamendment was, under the head of *‘ Fish Commission,” 
on page 35, line 20, after the word ‘‘ food-fishes,” to strike out: 

For the maintenance, equipment, repair, and operations of the fish-cultural 
stations of the Commission, the general propagation of food-fishes and their 
distribution, including movement, maintenance, and repairs of 2 ur- 
1 ot equipment and apparatus, contingent expenses, temporary — 

And insert: 

For miscellaneous expenses for the propagation and distribution of food- 
fishes, $5,000. 

So as to make the clause read: 

Propagation of food-fishes: For miscellaneous expenses for the propagation 
and distribution of food-fishes, $5,000. z 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 2, to insert: 

Fish hatcheries, re, : For 57 and constructions required at the fish- 
cultural stations at Put in Bay, Ohio; Duluth, Minn.; Greenlake, Me.; Craig 
Brook, Me., and Neosho, Mo., $8,450. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 22, to increase the ap- 
propriation for the completion of the fish-cultural station near 

zeman, Mont., from $10,000 to $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on p: 
propriation for the fish hatchery at 
to $13,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘Interstate Com- 
merce Commission,” on page 39, in line 6, after the word “ fiscal,“ to 
strike out “years” and insert “year”; in the same line, after the 
word ‘‘ninety-six,” to strike out “and 1897”; and in line 9, after 
the word ‘‘counsel,” to insert “under the limitations contained 
in said acts of appropriation”; so as to make the clause read: 

That the unexpended balances of the a riations for th 
Commerce 8 1894 and 1895, are 8 eee e e 3 
available for expenditure during the fiscal year 1896, 70 enable the Commis- 
sion to properly carry out the objects of the “act to te commerce” 
(including expenses in the employment of counsel under the limitations con- 
tained in said acts of appropriation), to give effect to, execute, and enforce the 
provisions of said act and all acts and amendments supplementary thereto, 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of ‘District of Co- 
lumbia,” on page 39, after line 19, to insert: 

Rent of District offices: To pay the National Capital Investment Com 
in Bey compensation for rent and occupation of building for fiscal years 189% 
an 3 


37, line 7, to increase the ap- 
orthville, Mich., from $10,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, after line 24, to insert: 

Physicians to the r: For amount necessary to the 
JJ!!! on ee mi eaer reseed 
r SAART 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 22, to insert: 

For rent of Miner School building, $2,250. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, line 18, after the word 
tuse,” to strike out as“ and insert ‘‘for’’; so as to make the 
clause read: 


For buildings, namely: That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 


be, and are hereby, authorized to transfer the unexpended balance of thi 
propriation for the fiscal yore 1896 for truck house, lok and furniture to the 


1 for the fiscal year 1896 for site and building for engine house 


.2, 80 as to complete, furnish, and equip said building for the additional 
use as headquarters of the fire 3 also to repair the old No. Z engine 
house for use for a chemical engine compauy. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 18, to insert: 


Telegraph and telephone service: For amount uired to 
5 destroyed by electric wires, $2,010. = Topaca Ere: 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 21, to insert: 
Payment of referees, Court of Claims: To pay J. W. Anderson, $530, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, under the head of “Health depart- 


ment,” on e 44, line 1, after the word 3 to strike out 
„Charles T. Powell” and insert Charles F. Powell”; so as to 
make the clause read: 
Health department: That the sum paid to W. S. Odell as salary from 
to Fe 28, 1894, b oe wed (the said Odell ha been 
remo from office Fe’ 2, but the fact of his remo being 


unknown to the officer who delivered check in advance of the end of the 
month), and the accounting ans of the United States Treasury are aui 
ized and directed to credit the sam settlement of the accounts of Com- 
missioners J. W. Ross, M. M. Parker, and Pr Charles F. Powell, Board No. 
9, being for the service of the fiscal year 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “Smallpox hos- 
pital,” on page 44, line 8, after the word “dollars,” to insert: 

Provided, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereb 
authorized to make rules and regulations for the government of said = 
pox hospital. 

So as to make the clause read: 

8 hospital: For amount required to complete and equip yk = 

bosin with boiler house, heating a 288 and furniture, 

Pided. t the Commissioners of the 5 * mo 7 
thorized to make rules and regulations for the government of 
hospital. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 46, after line 4, to insert: 
To Isaac S. Lyon, $4,082.70, together with $71.50 costs. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 46, after line 7, to insert: 
To John Stuckert, $100. 
` The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 46, line 12, to increase the total 
ap ropriation for Freedman’s Hospital and Asylum from $13,086.43 
17,340.63. 
tone amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 46, after line 16, to ee 


That a sufficient sum ishereby n the H ioner, docoascd of son 


in tho case of Louisa Mohler, executrix 


William H. Mohler, Kadar contrast ded —— e the residue such 
may have been paid to the executrix aforesaid for interest subsequent to 
April 25, 1893. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, after line 6, to oper. 

That the sum of $1,204.54, or so mora eao asma; be necessary, is 
88 to A the 10 os retained under contract tedoen ths 

of Columbia and 
amount expended on — ge 

The amendment was agreed to. z 

The next amendment was, on page 47, after line 13, to insert: 

That section #07 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to 
the District of Columbia, is amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 907. He shall pay to his deputies or assistants not exceeding in all 
$10,000 per annum; also his clerk hire, not 3 Epona per annum; office 
Tent, fuel, stationery, printing, and other incidental expenses, out of the 
fees of his office.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, under the subhead ‘‘ Ex- 
tension of highways,” in line 21, before the word thousand,” to 
strike out one“ and insert “two”; ; andin line 23, before the word 
“ thousand,” to strike out five“ and insert “six”; so as to make 
the clause read: 

Extension of hi : To pay certain of the accounts set forth in House 
8 No. of 4 his session, namely, for adv „bill of costs of 
United States marshal, and for services in repo! 
the 5 of the act 22 “An act to 


‘The ar amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of War Depart- 
ment,” on page 50, after line 3, Dard seca 

Horses for cavalry and artillery: purchase of horses for the cavalry 
np ee ed 
the « — incl SLOW: Provi z ded, ‘That the number of 


in the ted service, and that part 4 ius — lt be ia 
mounted service, no 0 appro} on s 
— ee duly eae 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 50, after line 17, to insert: 


Quartermaster’s t: To amounts audited and res by the 
accounting te of the Treasury Departs ent for barracks an pe Sean marte rs, 
ty-thir 


and re to Congress in House Exoontive ve Document No. 234, 
Mr. DANIEL. I wish to make an inquiry of the Senator in 


third session, $38,500.12. 
charge of the bill in respect to this amendment. Does it include 


the item on page 12 of the document referred to, No. 234? Irefer 


to item No. 124048, number of settlement 9681, Taylor Hotel 
Company, rated, of Winchester, Va. 

Mr. HALE. e amendment may be passed over for the pres- 
ent, ee ee cones hunted up. It may be reserved. 

DANIEL. Ver 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be passed over, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 50, after line 24, to 


insert: 
Geo: Baber, of Kentu — found fps Sal — a, 
— — No 133, and re reported to — in Senate Document No. 
Fifty-fourth Congress, 
The 3 was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 51, after line 4, to insert: 


For payment of settlements certified to Con and rted 
in Senate p r e Mea iaai Aniara No. 57, Fifty-third — third ses- 
sion, $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 51, after line 8, to insert: 

For yaoni o Treasury aena E 1 55 to Congress, Fifty third 
Con —— second session, and reported in te Execu n 
gress, third session, 11 8. 

The Sania tenn was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 21, to insert: 

That the appropriation of Doa in the sun civil appropriation act, mak- 
ing appropriations for sundry ci 8 the Government for the fis- 

year ending June 30, 1897, rn for other additional 
ground for the Marion Branch of the National Home ree Disabled Volun- 
teer Soldiers at Marion, Ind.,“ shall also be available for the purchase of gas 
pipe. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, after line 12, to insert: 


Pere to national cem , Minois: For the construction of a graveled road 

at a point on the north side of Cache River, in County, III., 

where re aes county graveled road from Patroia Aa tte A 
conn 


tes, and 
from Mound City, in said 
said county, at or near the 


cemetery in Pulaski Coun 
Bald road to be constructed — —ü— mark, to be 28 Toot in width 
on top surface, penea similar to present national road to said cemetery, 
and same to be in continuation of graveled road to wiles national cemetery. 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, on page 54, after line 2, to insert: 


Indianapolis Arsenal, Indianapolis, Ind.: For the payment of A. Bruner for 
the N of a main sewer in Clifford polls H to to the United 
States arsenal grounds, in the city of Indianapolis, 15: Provided, 
That the Secre of the shall not issue 9 6 the e l 
of said sum until the officer in ee E ton aioe at 
certify that the sewer now provided 


for upon 5 ll have been 


constructed by the United States and the same with the sewerage 
system of the city of Indiana: 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next 5 was, on page 54, after line 18, to insert: 

Payment to John Finn: To pay ar r found due 1 Finn, under the 
act authorizing the Auditor t to audit certain quar- 
termaster vouchers alleged to belong had — of St. Louis, — „ approved 
March 19, 1896, $6,363.95, or so much . A 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment ve o : page 54, after line 21, to insert: 

Rent of 82 Rifle ago 50 the 9 to Henry T. Clark, for the 
use of Bellevue Rif. the § Stai Nebraska, by the United States 
Army, for the fiscal year 1895, 

The amendment was ee to. 

The, next amendment was, under the head of Navy Depart- 
ment,” on page 55, after line 3, to insert: 


irg the ee 22 = tment 8 ” office = the 3 asdi eee 
ment, provi or e 3 e, executive, and ju appre on 
Me ed to read: “Cleri a cate of 


— my fiscal a ereby 3 — 7 N 
employments ani r regulations at na eels A gia nie noe 
form the. duties of appointment clerk of the Navy Departasens, $2,250." 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Naval Establish- 
ment, on page 55, after line 24, to insert: 

For pay of the Navy, 1895, $64,956.08. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 57, line 1, to increase the 
3 e for the Naval Establishment from $142,688.59 


The 8 was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 57, line 7, to increase the ap- 
Sh wary to pay amounts found due by the ‘accounting officers 
of the Treasury on account of the appropriation for ‘‘ Pay of the 
Navy” for the fiscal year 1894, roll „563.28 to 82,691.98. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 8, to insert: 


To pay amounts found due by the accoun officers of the Treasury on 
account of the appropriation for “ Pay of the Navy,“ fiscal year 1895, $450.89. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 12, to insert: 


To claims hereafter audited by the accounting officers of the Treasury 
oe eo pout of the appropriation 102 See of the Navy“ for the fiscal year 


The amendment was agreed to, 


1896. 
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The next amendment was, on page 57, after line 16, to insert: 


To pay claims hereafter audited by the 3 officers of the Treasury 
on E of the appropriation for Pay of the Navy for the fiscal year 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 58, line 1, to increase the 
9 to pay amounts foond Pane by the’ my kg a ofii- 
cers of the Treasury on account of appropriations for ‘‘ Pay, 
cellaneous” (Navy) for the fiscal year 1895, from $15, 419.81 t. to 
$15,451.73. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 58, after line 2, to insert: 

For pay, miscellaneous, fiscal year 1896, $226.20. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 58, after line 20, to insert: 

To supply a deficiency in the appropriation “‘ Pay, miscellaneous“ for the 
year ending June 30, 1896, to pay amounts found due by accoun: 
of.icers on account of transportation of officers traveling under orders, rents 
of buildings, salaries, and incidental e spense of purch: o Sarien and 
any other expenditures chargeable to appropriation, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 59, after line 12, to insert: 

‘That the Auditor for the Navy De ent be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to pass vouchers in favor of the Sunset Telep. ione and 
Telegraph Som oficera of San Francisco, Cal., for rentals of telephone instru- 

3 uarters at the navx. yard. Mare Island, Cal., during 
1895, 5 to and to relieve Pay tor 
Edward years 18 United States Navy, of the disallowance of these vouchers 
in the settlement of his accounts, end sonu to pay and allow additional 
vouchers in favor of the same com or similar services for the fiscal year 
1895, aggregating $372, out of fun ay the hands of Pay Inspector Edward 
Bellows, under the proper appropriations for the = of telephone 
rentals at navy - yards. 

The amendment was agreed to. $ 4 

The next amendment was, on page 60, after line 3, to insert: 

Award of Secre of the Navy: For payment in full to the Richmond 
Locomotive and e Works its audited and adjusted claim for damages 
ad incurred in the construction of the armored battle ship Texas, 


The amendment was 

The next amendment was, Soe the head of Marine Corps,” 
on 60, line 19, after the word fiscal,“ to strike out“ year” 
and insert ‘years 1894 and”; so as to make the clause read: 

To pay accounts = reservations on file due contractors for the fiscal years 
1894 and 1895, 811.02 

The ee was agreed to. 

The next amendment Was, under the head of “Naval Academy,” 
on page 62, line 2, to increase the appropriation for pay, Naval 
Academy, for the fiscal year 1896 from $1,411.52 to $1,929.32. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 63, after line 16, to insert: 

BUREAU OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY. 


To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on 
account of the appropriation for Medical department, Bureau of ‘Medivine 
and Surgery,” 2 

The amendment was 
The next amendment Was, ae the head of Interior Depart- 
ment,“ on page 67, after line 6, to insert: 

Payment of pensions: That the Auditor ot the Department of the Interior 
is 3 authorized and required to state the account of Col. A. Wilson Nor- 

a ary pen agent = Philadelphia, and the balance found due shall be 
paid ov he 1 of ur 7 — Mirtie M. Norris, widow of the 
said erg ilson Norris, ae 155 any 8 the Treasury not otherwise appro- 


The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 68, to insert: 
The Architect of the Capitol is hereby directed to examine into the methods 
for the filtration of water used in the Capitol building, and to report to Con- 
gress on the first day of the next session the result of 8 What 
propositions have been made to furnish such filtration, and the probable cost 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead For survey of 
lands in California,” page 68, line 18, after the word ‘‘ amounts,” 
to strike out ‘‘ which may be”; in the same line, after the word 
“due,” to strike out ‘before the close of the fiscal year 1896”; in 
line 22, before the word“ thousand,” to strike out twenty“ 
insert “forty”; and in the same line, after the word “dollars,” to 


Provided, That in the case of contracts for the survey of a landsin the 
survey havo len suapendet bythe Gouna 1890, in w: the returns of the 
survey have been suspended by the Commissioner of the General Land Office 

2 appropriation for the survey of public lands ron which the con- 
for such surveys were made payable has lapsed and been covered into 
the Ts Treasury, and in which cases such suspension is afterwards removed and 
the surveys executed under such contracts accepted by the oner of 
the General Land Office, or in the case of such contracts when made ‘antares 
from the fund of deposits by individuals for the survey of public 
which the deposits made for the particular survey are insuffi Insufficient. 


So as to make the clause read: 
: To pay amounts found to be due under 


of public lands 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 71, after line 11, to insert: 
Sonnekalb, of Pocatello, Idaho, for surveying public erat 


$575.25, said 


tract, accor 


sum being the cost 


the 2 of ta of Idaho under contract No. 152, 
ding to the rates 


value of the work done under said survey coni 
fixed by statute. 


The amendment was agreed to. 3 

The next amendment was, on page 71, after line 17, to insert: 

To pay Richard S. Fuller, United States deputy surveyor, balance due 
for surveys executed in townships 3 and 4north, of range 91 west, and town- 
ship 3 north, of range 92 yigi in Colorado, under contract No. 781. and for 
retracements of $3 miles 42 links and 29 chains of retraced exterior lines of 
survey of said townships, and reestablishing corners al said lines, said 
contract having been approved by the surveyor-general, $2881. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 72, after line 2, to insert: 

To pay the account of eee Gallaher, United States deputy sur- 
veyor, for the survey of certain lines of the Yellowstone National 
Park and Public Forest Reserve in Genie executed by him under contract 
No. 263, dated October 17, 1891, and a approved by by the Secretary of the Interior 
and by the Commissioner of the neral Land Office, respectively, under 
date of June 3, 1893, at rates of $26, $30, and $43 per mile for lines embraced in 
said contract, $8,567.24. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 72, after line 14, to insert: 

Payment to 88 and receiver: To John J. Beavers, register, and 
5 amin H. Crowley, receiver, of the United States land ol office at Little 

— sation N rate of $5 per da mes for ine are in Feb- 

1895, the time in w. ey were vely e appraising 
ruary, 1808 the £ lots at Hot Springs Reservation, Ark., Rr 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 73, after line 13, to insert: 

Indian school, Genoa, Nebr.: That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and directed to ust, settle, and pay, upon the pres- 
entation of sworn pes ie — — tent evidence, out of an unexpended 
of the gc, paan T for the eg ge of the Indian ool at Genoa, Nebr. 
for the years 1894. 1508, an rot eee all persons, firms, and 
corporations who oods and supplies for the Indian industrial 
school at Genoa, Nebr., pri the incumbency of Horace R. Chase, superin- 
tendent of said school, which haye not y been allowed and usted: 
Provided, That ¢ the gum 60 nxpendad shall not exceed the sum of $8, 


The amendment was to. 

The next apna was, on page 74, after line 2, to insert: 

Education in Alaska: For all expenses during the fiscal year school 
at Circle City, including 3 — of a teacher, $1,500. Fe 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 75, after line 5, to insert: 

Incidentals in Idaho: To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers 
of the Treasury on account of the appropriation for Incidentals in Idaho,” 
for the fiscal years as follows: 

For the fiscal year 1898, $24.48. 

For the fiscal year 1895, $32.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 75, after line 18, to insert: 

egies to Oregon: To pay anons found — by pe 8 
cers e Treasury on account o! e appro} = 
Oregon: Employees,” for the fiscal year P 13. as a nt s 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 75, after line 18, to insert: 

A peng of Southern Utes: To pay 5 8 the accou — 
officers e Treasury on accoun! Ə on kin aap 
Southern Utes,” $502.40. RENA 55 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 78, line 12, after the word 
“authorized,” to strike out“ by act of March 3, 1891, and to print, 
engrave, and bind the Statistical Atlas, as authorized”; „ and in 
line 15, after the word “‘ ninety-three,” to insert “and by amend- 
ments thereto ; so as to make the clause read: 


To continue pin ng, engraving, and bind the final volumes of the 
0 


Eleventh Census, authorized by act approved santas f 23, 1 d 
amendments thereto, to — available until expended, $250,000" N 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, under the subhead “Mail 1 


tation,” on page 79, line 19, after the word “twenty-four,” to 
insert and Senate Document No. 2 268”; and in line 23, before the 
word cents,“ to strike out ‘‘ six thousand six hundred and nine- 
teen dollars and forty-five” and insert 3 thousand four 
hundred and four dollars and seven“; so as to make the clause 


read: 
ibe! the fiscal amounts set forth in ge Document Ni 
824 and Senate — Wes W of this session, $121,404. * 
The amendment was 8 


The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘Mail transporta- 
tion,” page 80, line 1, after the word“ twenty-four,” to insert and 
Senate Document No. 268 ; ; and in line 3, before the word “ cents,” 
to strike out ‘fifty-one dollars and ninety-eigh t” and insert 
“ninety nepa and a y EG ; so as to e clause man 


For the fiscal to pay amount set forth in House Document No, 
324 and Senate „ of this session, $90.68. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 80, after line 3, to insert: 


To pay the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Com for railway post-office 
car service on account of the fiscal year 1895, 32, 400.52 x 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 80, line 14, after the word 
“twenty-four,” to insert “and Senate Document No. 268”; so as 
to make the clause read: 

Compensation of postmasters: For amounts to reimburse the postal reve- 
nues, being the amount retained by post: rs in excess of the appropri: 
tions, including the amount set forth in House Document No. 324 and Senate 
Document No. 268 of this session, for the fiscal years as follows. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead Compensation of 
postmasters,” on 80, line 19, to increase the appropriation for 
the fiscal year 1895 from $88,338.97 to $89,437.47. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Compensation 
of postmasters,” on page 80, line 23, to increase the appropriation 
for the fiscal year 1894 from $6,139.64 to $6,397.29, 

The amendment was agreed to. 3 

The next amendment was, on page 81, after line 4, to insert: 

Payment to John W. Ross: That the Auditor for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cređit the account of 
John W. Ross, late os at Washington, D. C., with the sum of $141 
paid for fuel for the year 1890; with the sum of $35.12 paid for ice third 

uarter of 1889, and with the sum of $45.83 paid W. C. Talley, jr., letter car- 
for overtime. 

The amendment was agreed to. a : 

The next amendment was, on page 81, after line 14, to insert: 

Credit to William M. Masi: That the Postmaster-General is hereby author- 
ized to credit William M. Masi, late postmaster at Cheyenne, Wyo., with 

624.14, the amount now standing seer 2 ra against him. 1 7 7 the receipt by 

Secretary o e ry of the full amount of all dividends heretofore 

id or hereafter to be paid by the receiver of the Cheyenne National 

ip the administration o the assets of said bank upon the case of William M. 

all further liability of said William M. Masi and of his sureties to the 
United States of America upon his official bond as Faken paged at Cheyenne, 
Wyo., shall cease and determine as to the extent of certain funds belongin, 
othe United States which were deposited and upon deposit by the said : 
in said Cheyenne National Bank at the time it closed its doors and ceased to 
do business and went into the handsof the receiver: Provided, however, That 
nothing in this act contained shall operate as a release to the said Masi and 
his sureties on his official bond of any liabilities to the United States which 
may have been incurred by said Masi while acting as postmaster at Chey- 
— — nee than as to the amount so deposited and on deposit in said bank as 

oresaid. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was, on page 82, after line 17, to insert: 
cc 
lish a uniform system of bookkeeping for United States marshals, $10,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head Department of Jus- 
tice,” on page 82, after line 21, to insert: 
For official Reker ghee on account of fiscal years as follows: 
For fiscal year 1596, 
For fiscal year 1895, $5.35. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 83, after line 2, to insert: 
For law books for library, being for the fiscal year 1895, $492.40. 


The amendment was agreed to. X 4 
The next amendment was, on page 83, after line 5, to insert: 
ments with Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians: To pay the decree of 

the United States circuit court, western district of North lina, in the 
cause of The United States vs. William H. Thomas and others, settling the 
title to certain land in controversy in said suit, $622. 

The amendment was agreed to. ’ > 

The next amendment was, on page 83, after line 11, to insert: 

To pay the accounts of J. R. Snow, clerk. and N. B. Thompson, register of 
deeds, of Swain County, N. C., and John R. Long, register, and Willi H. 
Thomas, jr., justice of the , of Jackson County, N. C., for taking ac- 
knowledgments of deeds, privy examinations of married women, recording 
decrees, etc., 8756.85. 

The amendment was agreed to. g 

The next amendment was, on page 83, after line 18, to insert: 

Rent and incidental ga Paina Territory of Alaska: To pay amounts found 
due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on account of the appropria- 
tion for rent of offices and incidental expenses for the marshal, district at- 
torney, commissioners, Territory of Alaska, for the fiscal year 1895, $60. 

The amendment was agreed to. n 

The next amendment was, on page 83, after line 24, to insert: 

Expenses in settling title to Greer County: To enable the Attorney-General 
to make final settlement for the services and expenses in by counsel 
1 — pores to assist in bringing suits in equity in the 5 Court of the 


States, provided by section 25 of the act of May 2, 1890, relating to tem- 
overnment in O varied 


porary homa Territory, for e ging the j iction 
S, we nited States court in the Indian Territory, for other purposes, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 86, after line 11, to strike 
out: 

Payment to Eugene Hagan: To enable the Attorney-General of the United 
States to TIATA = agreement m e Sigg oo _ 8 Coal 
Company, ne Hagan, of Topeka, Kans., for services as specia: 
master na examin er in 8 the case of the United States of America 
1 the Leavenworth Coal y,in the circuit court of the United 
States for the district of Kansas, party to advance one-half of the fee for 
said service, without prejudice to the rights of either party under the orders 


already e, $2,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 86, after line 21, to insert: 

Payment to Winslow Warren: To pay Winslow Warren, of Boston, Mass., 
for services rendered by him under an order of court, dated September 15, 
rent of the circuit court of the United States for the district of Massachu- 
setts, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 87, after line 2, to insert: 

Payment to R. D. Benedict: To pay the account of R. D. Benedict, attorney 
at law, New York, N. Y., for le; a Services rendered to Samuel H. Lyman, 
clerk of the United States district court in New York City, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 87, after line 7, to insert: 

Payment to W. Hallett Phillips: Topay the account of W. Hallett Phil- 
lips, of Was! on, D. C., for legal services in the case of The United States 
vs. Stanford, No. 784,under the direction of the Attorney-General, during 
the months of December, 1895, and January and February, 1896, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 87, after line 15, to insert: 

Reimbursement of Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company: To re- 
imburse the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company ona others, de- 
fendants, for costs paid by them for printing in case of The United States of 
America, plaintiff, vs. The Des Moines Na tion and Railroad Company and 
others, defendants, in the United States circuit court for the northern dis- 
trict of Iowa, in pursuance of stipulation made between the Paes and ap- 
proved by the court in relation to said costs of printing, $541. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 89, line 15, to increase the 
1 of assistants to United States district attorneys employed 

y the Attorney-General to aid district attorneys in eee e 
from twenty to thirty thousand dollars. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 89, line 21, to increase the 
appropriation for payment of amounts found due by the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury on account of the appropriation for 
“pay of special assistant attorneys, United States courts,” for the 
fiscal year 1895, from $150 to $4,820. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 89, line 24, to increase the 
appropriation for payment of amounts found due by the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury on account of the appropriation for 
‘nay of special assistant attorneys, United States courts,” for the 
fiscal year 1894, from $2,200 to $3,200. 

The amendmes was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 89, after line 24, to insert: 

Fees of clerks: To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury on account of the appropriation for Fees of clerks, United States 
courts,” for the fiscal year 1805 8191.35. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on e 90, line 9, under the subhead 
of “Fees of commissioners,” to increase the appropriation for 
fees of United States commissioners and justices of the peace act- 
ing as United States commissioners for the fiscal year 1895 from 
$1,976.30 to $6,809.75. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on Page 90, line 13, to increase the 
appropriation for fees of United States commissioners and jus- 
tices of the peace acting as United States commissioners for the 
fiscal year 1894 from $694.92 to $1,807.62. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 90, line 25, under the sub- 
head of Fees of jurors,” to increase the appropriation for fees 
of 2 5 United States courts, for the fiscal year 1889, from $8.30 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items for fees of jurors, at the 
top of page 91, to insert: 

For the fiscal year 1888, $698.80. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was. in the items for fees of witnesses, on 
page 91, after line 4, to insert: 

For the fiscal year 1896, $100,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 91, line 8, to increase the 
appropriation for fees of witnesses, United States courts, for the 
fiscal year 1895, from $83,831.74 to $91,431.74. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 91, after line 15, to insert: 

For support of prisoners, United States courts, fiscal year 1896, $50,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 91, after line 17, to insert: 


To pay amounts found due by the account: officers of the Treasury on 
account of the appropriation for support of prisoners, United States courts, 
fiscal year 1895, #70873. 

The amendment was agreed to. g 
The next amendment, was on page 91, after line 22, to insert: 

To pay accounts for support of prisoners, United States go as reported 

by the Attorney. Gene on 3 of the fiscal year 1895, 90.751.88 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 92, after line 2, to insert: 

T ts rted by the Attorney-General f mses of support 
of peischark, Unites fenton OTEN AOTEA ix southern OISIN oe sew York. 
for the fiscal year 1893, $1,461.75. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in the items for bailiffs and criers, on 
page 92, after line 21, to insert: 

For the fiscal year 1896, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 93, to increase the 
appropriation for pay of bailiffs and criers for the fiscal year 1895 
from $14,889.93 to 815,375.73. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items for bailiffs and criers, on 
page 93, after line 2, to insert: 

For the fiscal year 1894, $30. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 93, line 6, to increase the 
appropriation for pay of bailiffs and criers for the fiscal year 1893 
from $240 to $280. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items of bailiffs and criers, on 
page 93, after line 6, to insert: 

For the fiscal year 1892, $35, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 93, after line 11, to insert: 
Pe miscellaneous expenses, United States courts, for the fiscal year 1806, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 94, line 7, to increase the ap- 

opriation to pay amounts due on account of the appropriation 

or protecting property in the hands of the receivers of United 
States courts for the fiscal years 1894 and 1895, from $20,018.16 to 
825. 176.82. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 94, line 12, to increase the 
appropriation to pay amounts due on account of the appro riation 
for protecting property in the hands of receivers of United States 
courts for the fiscal year 1894, from $2,367.50 to $4,365. 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

The next amendment was, on page 94, after line 12, to insert: 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 
WEATHER BUREAU. 


To pay the account of J. S. Watson, of Titusville, Fla., for the total loss by 
wrec of one sailboat while in the service of the Weather Bureau, re- 
pairing the United States telegraph line between Titusville and Jupiter, Fla.. 
on October 12, 1893, including expenses incurred in connection therewith, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of * Legislative,” on 
page 95, after line 15, to insert: 

For printing and binding for the Department of Justice, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 96, after line 11, to insert: 


To enable the Public Printer to pay to the executors of John C. Rives rent 
for buildings on premises of the late John C. Rives, near Bladensburg, in the 
State of Maryland, in which certain books and stereotype plates belong to 
the Government of the United States were stored from September 1, £ to 
November 5, 1885, $861.67. 

to 


The amendment was 7 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 97, to insert: 
BOTANIC GARDEN. 


To supply a deficiency in the appropriation for “Improving Botanic Gar- 
den” for the fiscal year 1895, tò pay an account of Willam M. Galt & Co. for 
forage for horses, 8117.21. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 97, after line 6, to insert: 
SENATE. 

For compensation of Senators, fiscal year 1893, $3,342. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 97, after line 10, to insert: 

For material for furniture and repairs of same, exclusive of labor, $200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 97, after line 12, to insert: 


To pay for doors for the Senate Chamber, the cloakrooms, and the Senate 
corridor, . 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 97, after line 15, to insert: 
For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, for the fiscal year 1894, $21.25. 
The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 97, after line 18, to insert: 
For miscellaneous items, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 97, after line 19, to insert: 
To pay R. B. Nixon for year ending June 30, 1896, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to, 


The next amendment was, on page 97, after line 21, to insert: 

To provide for four additional folders, at $840 each, for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1897, $3,360. 

The amendment was agreed to. 2 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 98, to insert: 

To pay Maurice Smith for legal services in defending in the police court in 
the District of Columbia an employee of the Senate, fiscal year 1894, $10. 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The next amendment was, on page 98, after line 4, to insert: 


That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized to pay 
Addison T. Smith, as clerk to the Hon. GEORGE L. SHOUP, Senator from Idaho, 
from March 7 to March 13, 1895, from the 9 for salaries of officers, 
clerks, and employees of the Senate, for the fiscal year 1895. 

The amendment was agreed to. a x 

The next amendment was, on page 98, after line 11, to insert: 


To reimburse the Official Re rs of the proceedings and debates of the 
Senate for We pe eg incurred during the first session of the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress for clerk hire and other extra clerical services, $3,490. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 98, after line 16, to insert: 


To pay Edward T. Mathews, late clerk of the Committee on Naval 
for extra services as acting clerk of the Joint Committee on the Personnel 
the Navy during the Fifty-third Congress, compiling and indexing the testi- 
mony, etc., $500. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 98, after line 21, to insert: 

To pay Watson Boyle for services as clerk tothe conference of the minority 
from March 4 to March 15, 1893, $72. 

The amendment was agreed to. a 

The next amendment was, on page 98, after line 24, to insert: 


To pay William A. Fields for extraordinary services in transferring and 
rearranging the papere and relettering the boxes of the files of the Senate 


from the Sixteenth Congress to the Forty-ninth inclusive, rendered 
ee by certain ges and improvements made the of 
the Senate for the better preservation and greater convenience for reference 
of the files, $400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 99, after line 6, to insert: 


To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay the following persons, who 
were excluded by decision of the Comptroller of the Treasury from the ben- 
efits of the provision in the sundry civil act approved August is, 1894, author- 
izing payment to the officers and employees of the Senate who were borne 
on the rolls of the Senate August 1, 1 and who were not borne on said 
rolls November 3, 1898, of a sum equal to one month's pay at the rate of com- 

msation d them at the time of their discharge, 8 To William A. 

erritt, $100; James McBride, 12 rey „ $90; Matthew Healey, 

3.33; Thomas P. Mitchell, $90; mmett S. Delaplane, $66; W. H. Bright, 

; G. W. Thomas, folder, $60; and G. W. Thomas, vo to be paid out of the 
unexpended balance of the appropriation made by said act of August 18, 1804. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair 
to lay before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be 
stated by the Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issu- 
ance of interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

Mr. HALE rose. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President—— 

8 The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Caro- 
ina. 

Mr. HALE. I merely rose on the matter of the order of busi- 
ness, not to take the Senator from North Carolina from the floor. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I yield to the Senator from Maine for that 


purpose. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to make a suggestion to the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. BuTLER], who is, I know, very desirous of 
continuing the consideration of the bill in his charge. While I 
am opposed to the bill, I am not in favor of any tactics to delay a 
vote upon it, for I have no doubt it will be voted upon in the Sen- 
ate at some near point in the future; but being so near finishing 
the appropriation bill, I ask the Senator to consent that the unfin- 
ished business be temporarily laid aside, so that the Senate may go 
on with the appropriation bill. I haye no doubt that the appro- 
priation bill will be finished in the course of an hour anda or 
two hours. Then it will be entirely out of his way, and I shall 
not be obliged to test the sense of the Senate by a motion to take 
up the 8 74 na bill. I would rather not pursue that course. 

Mr. BUTLER. This is the last appropriation bill? 

Mr. HALE. It is the last appropriation bill. z 

Mr. CULLOM. There is nothing additional except conferen 
reports which will be coming in from the Committee on Appro- 


priations. There is one now lying on the table. It will take 

probably not over ten or fifteen minutes to dis of that report. 

+ Mr. ALLISON. Conference reports do not displace the regular 
usiness. 


Mr. CULLOM. They do not displace the regular business at 
Mr. BUTLER. Iwould readily yield to the Senator from Maine 
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to continue with the aang bill were it not that there seems 
to be a di ition to filibuster against the bond bill. I ought to 
say to the Senator from Maine that he has not shown a disposition 
to do so, but there seems to be such a disposition on the part of 
some Senators, as we may judge from the newspaper reports, and 
the newspapers must have gotten their information from Senators. 
I saw in quite a number of newspapers that there is to be some 
filibustering tactics to prevent a vote on the bond bill, and the no- 
tice the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] served on 
the Senate means, I suppose, that there will be filibustering; at any 
rate, it is notice that there will be . debate and prob- 
ably numerous amendments, which pr ing would amount to 
filibustering. I have no desire to delay the appropriation bill or 
interfere with it; but in the face of what has been said on the floor 
of the Senate and the reports in various newspapers, which must 
come from Senators, I would not be doing my duty and would be 
placed in an awkward light before the country if I that 
anything should put the bond bill in a position where it could be 
filibustered to death. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, I did not yield the floor for 
the purpose of taking up any measure. I simply yielded to the 
pannor from Maine to make a statement, and with that under- 
standing. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from North Carolina allow 
me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. HALE. I had not given up the floor, Mr. President. 

Mr. STEWART (to Mr. PRITCHARD), Allow me to make a 
suggestion. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. Inasmuch as everyone is in favor of facilita- 
ting business, I suggest that we have an hour fixed on some con- 
venient day when a vote may be taken apon the bond bill; and then, 
all anxiety as to a vote being reached having been removed, the 
business of the Senate can accommodate itself accordingly, and 
the Senators who desire to speak on the bond bill can be heard. 
I suggest that we agree to take the vote on Wednesday, at 5 o'clock. 
That would be far enough off to give all Senators who desire to be 
heard an opportunity to speak, 

Mr. HALE. That is, that all debate shall cease at that time and 
a vote be taken on the bill and any amendments. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; that all debate shall cease at that time 
and the vote be taken upon any amendments; that amendments 
shall be put in before that time. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, The Senator had better say the 
final vote.” 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; that the final vote be taken at 5 o’clock 
on Wednesday. 

Several SENATORS. Sey 4 o'clock. 

Mr. STEWART. Iwill say 4o’clockon Wednesday. That will 
give time enough. 

Mr. PEFFER. What does the Senator propose shall be dis- 
cussed in the meantime? 

Mr. STEWART. The discussion is to go on. 

Mr. TELLER. With other business intervening. 

Mr. PEFFER. What other business? 

Mr. STEWART. Any other business that may come up, 

Mr. HALE. If that is agreed upon, then we will go on with the 
appropriation bill and finish it. 

STEWART. We will finish that up. Senators will have 
time enough to make speeches afterwards. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I yielded the floor with the understanding 
that there was to be no motion made which would take me from 
the floor. I prefer to make my speech now. 

Mr. HAL I do not know just what took place, but in mat- 
ters of this kind where a measure is pending and the unfinished 
business is laid before the Senate ordinarily the Senator in charge 
of the bill which was pending has the floor. I supposed that I 
had the floor. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I will state to the Senator from Maine 
that I had the floor upon the adjournment of the Senate Saturday 
afternoon and gave notice that I would to-day. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly; but that does not give the Senator 
the floor until this order of business is disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will submit to the 
Senate the request of the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] 
for unanimous consent, which does not involve the question sug- 

by the Senator from Maine or the Senator from Nort 
Jarolina. It is that the final vote be taken upon the unfinished 
business which has been laid before the Senate, including all 
amendments of which notice has been given, at 4 o’clock on 
Wednesday evening. 

Mr. PEFFER. Unti we may know something further I shall 
interpose an objection. 
ie PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas ob- 


Mr. HALE. Then I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr.BUTLER. I suggest to the Senator from Maine that he ask 
for an hour to be fixed for taking the vote on the bond bill. I 
understand the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD] 
would prefer to speak now, but it would be vastly better to have 
some hour fixed when we can vote on this measure. Will the Sen- 
ator from Maine make a request for unanimous consent? 

Mr. HALE. Then, in view of what the Senator from Nevada 
ae Senator from Kansas have said, I will make the same sug- 

estion. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from North Carolina feels that it is 
more important than anything else that he shall go on with his 

h now instead of an hour or two from this time, I do not feel 
that the arpio riation bill—— 

Mr. PRITC D. Ido not mean any such thing; but I do 
not want to lose my right to the floor. 

Mr. HALE. Of course, if we come to an agreement for a vote, 
whenever the unfinished business comes up, which will be, if we 
do make an arrangement, within a few hours, the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD] will have the floor. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I have no disposition whatever to block 


a, Sa NE 

. HALE. I did not suppose the Senator had. The Senator 
does not lose his right to the floor. I will make the same sugges- 
tion heretofore made, incorporating with it what I understand 
will be agreed to, if that is agreed to, that at 4 o’clock on Wednes- 
day a vote be taken on the unfinished business in charge of the 
Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. A final vote. 

Mr. HALE. A final vote upon that measure and all amend- 
ments that have been offered or of which notice has been given. 
If that agreement is made, then I should expect the Senator from 
North Carolina to consent that the unfinished business be inform- 
ally laid aside in order to finish the piconet 8 bill, 
the understanding being that his measure come up imme- 
diately after that is finished. 

Mr. BUTLER. That includes all amendments of which notice 
has been given or which may be given. 

Mr. HALE. That at 4 o'clock on Wednesday the Senate shall 
vote on all amendments that have been offered, or of which notice- 
has been given. 

Mr. BUTLER. Or which may be offered. 
ean JONES of Arkansas. Or which may be pending at that 

me, 

Mr. HALE. All amendments that may be pending. That in- 
cludes all, of course. That gives ample time. 

Mr. PALMER. It is impossible, in my judgment, that any 
unanimous consent can be obtained for the di tion of the meas- 
ure under the control of the Senator from North Carolina. I 
think I ought to say emphatically that an agreement at this time 
is absolutely impossible. I 1 8 to it myself. 

: The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois ob- 
jects. 

Mr. HALE. Then I will test the sense of the Senate on pro- 
ceeding with the appropriation bill now. I will take no further 
time, but will call for the yeas and nays upon the motion. The 
Senate must settle it. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to inquire whether the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD] has the floor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ate, in reply to the Senator from Alabama, that the unfinished 
business having been laid before the Senate, the Chair recognized 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD] as entitled to 
the floor, as he obtained it at the close of the last day’s session. 
Then the Senator from North Carolina yielded to the Senator from 
Maine, and of course the Senator from Maine is entitled to the 
floor in his right by reason of the yielding of the Senator from 
North Carolina. 

Mr. HALE. I do not occupy the floor, and would not under the 
circumstances, except to make the motion and let the Senate settle 
it. That will be satisfactory to the Senator? 

Mr. BUTLER, Irise to a point of order. I make the point of 
order that the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 5 did 
not yield for anything that would take him off the floor. I ask 
for the ruling of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that when 
a Senator is on the floor for a purpose and yields it must be de- 
cided by the judgment of the Senate as to that matter. It is im- 
possible for the Chair to determine the extent of his yielding. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, I distinctly stated to the Senator from 
Maine that I would not yield for a motion that would take me off 
the floor. I made up my mind that if the Senate should by unan- 


imous consent fix a time for the vote I would yield for the present 
and let it go on and consider the appropriation bill, but inasmuch 
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as there is objection, I insist upon my right to the floor and that I 
am entitled to proceed. 

Mr. BUTLER. My colleague would have yielded if a unani- 
mous-consent agreement had been reached? 

Mr. 5 Yes, 8 if eee ae yare not made to an 
agreement I wo perfectly willing to yi 

Mr. HALE. I will only say that I was entirely willing, without 
taking further time, that the Senate should settle the order of 
precedence, bearing in mind that taking up the 5 bill 
will not seriously interfere with the bond bill. e appropria- 
tion bill is almost finished. There are only a few pagos yet to be 
read. The bond bill will then come up. I should like to havethe 
Senate settle whether it will go on with the appropriation bill, 
but I am not going to raise a question with any Senator here 
about his being airly treated by my taking the floor. Iwill 
not raise that question with either of the Senators from North 
Carolina, and if they prefer to go on under these circumstances, 
rather than to raise that question I will state here and now, in the 
presence of a very full Senate, that to-morrow morning after the 
routine morning business I shall move if I can get the floor, and I 
give notice to that effect, to take up the deficiency appropriation 

ill; and if it is not finished at 2 o'clock I shall then move that 
the Senate proceed further with its consideration and finish it; so 
the Senate will then be put face to face with the proposition 
whether for the remnant of finishing up an important appropria- 
tion bill it will vote it out for any other cause whatever. I shall 
ask the Senate then to do that, and I will make no further issue 
with either of the Senators from North Carolina. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I wish to be distinctly understood in this 
matter. Iam now willing to yield, if there is no objection to the 
unanimous-consent agreement, in order that the appropriation 
bill may be taken up and concluded. But if there is to be objec- 
tion, as there is, then I shall insist on my right to proceed with 


W 
. CULLOM., I suppose as a matter of fact there would be 
no objection to allowing the Senator from North Carolina to 
speak immediately after the appropriation bill is concluded this 
afternoon. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Iso understand. 

Mr. CULLOM. Idonot understand that the Senator objects to 
the consideration of the 5 bill now, provided he may 
have the floor immediately after it is finished. Am I right in 


that 5 

Mr. ITCHARD. That is satisfactory to me; but I suggest 
that the Senator from Illinois [Mr, PALMER] objected to a unani- 
mous-consent agreement. 

Mr. CULLOM. The objection by my colleague was made to 
fixing an hour to vote upon the bond bill, not to laying it aside 
for the time being. [To Mr. HALE.] I think you had better ask 
whether that arrangement can not made, and get the appro- 
priation bill out of the way. 

Mr. HALE. At the suggestion of the Senator from Illinois, I 
will ask that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside for 
the purpose of proceeding with the consideration of the deficiency 
appropriation bill. J 

. PRITCHARD. I shall ask leave to submit my remarks 
after that bill is concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. Immediately afterwards. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 7 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine 


moves 
Mr. HALE. No; I do not make a motion. I do not want to 
lace the unfinished business. 


e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporaril 
laid aside for the papa of finishing the appropriation bill whic 
has been before the Senate. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none; and the appropriation bill will be proceeded with. 

Mr. ELKINS. I wish to present a substitute for the bond bill, 
so as to have it before the donnie when the bill comes up. Itis 


just five lines long. 
Mr. HALE. President 
> Mr. TNE I merely want to put it before the Senate. Let 
t be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the 
amendment of the Senator from West Virginia will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill and insert: 

That hereafter, in any sale or ition of United States bonds, the same 
shall be first offered to the public for a period of not less than thirty days, 
under rules and re tions to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and shall be sold to the highest bidder in case such bids, or any of them, 
are satisfactory. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from West 
bey oe desire to have the amendment printed? 
. ELKINS. Yes; let it be printed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be printed. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6994) 
relating to the sale of gas in the District of Columbia, agreed to 
the conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BABCOCK, Mr. 
ODELL, and Mr. RICHARDSON managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills: 

A bill (S. 2499) to amend an act entitled An act to incorporate 
the Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway Company“; 


and 
A bill (S. 3011) for the relief of Nicolai Bros. 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8293) making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the Bscal year ending June 
80, 1896, and for prior years, and for other purposes, 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
at the top of page 100, to insert: 

To Charles H. Evans for services in preparin. 
exports, s oe in Senate Report No. 29, Fifty third Coma pate 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 100, after line 4, to insert: 

To pay Mrs. Nannie Watkins, widow of Lieut. M. F. eceased, 
who a while a Hentensné of’ the Capitol . of a 
year’s 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 100, after line 8, to insert: 

To Mrs. Mary C. Stone, widow of Charles Stone, mem- 
ber of the Capitol Ahoy $550, being one-half =; af A vais 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 100, after line 11, to insert: 

To pay Mrs. Hattie Newsom, widow of James Newsom, who died while a 
member of the Capitol police, $550, being one-half of a year's salary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 100, after line 14, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to pay to all officers and employees of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, 8 the Capitol police, who were employed on the 2d 
day of December, 1895, and who have ceased to be employed, a sum equal to 
one month's pay at the rate they were severally receiving on the 2d day of 
December, 1895, and a sufficient sum for this purpose is hereby appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 100, after line 24, under the 
head of House of Representatives,” to insert: 

For compensation of Members of the House of Dele- 
gates from Territories, on account of the fiscal 90 and 188 205000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 101, line 7, before the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out“ three hundred and seventy-five” and 
insert “one thousand one hundred and twenty-five”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

‘or post: stamps for the Clerk, ; for thi , $50, 
ne pos nae se mpa 5 he $300: e Postmaster, $50, and for the 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 101, line 15, to increase the 
appropriation for miscellaneous items and expenses of special and 
select committees from $10,000 to $13,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are a number of Senate amendments 
relating to matters re aces J other House as to which I should 
like to have the Senator from Maine in charge of the bill make some 
1 as to Why the committee reported to place them in 
the bill. 

Mr. HALE. I was just ready to say that the rule is always ob- 
served between the two Houses that the examination in reference 
to items touching the employment of the force of the two Houses 
and as to elections and contests and all that is attended to by each 
House, neither interfering with the other. In some cases it hap- 
pens after a bill has passed the House of Representatives, and 
there has been no oppor tunity to examine certain matters, there 
are items which need to be put in the appropriation bills here 
touching House matters. The Senate Committee on Appropria- 
tions has always observed this rule, that it does not take juris- 
diction or cognizance of such subjects, unless the proper commit- 
tee deal with them in the House and request the Borate to insert 
the items; and there are items of that kind in this bill. In no 
other case haye we interfered with the appropriations for the 
other House. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 101, after line 16, 
to insert: 

To enable the Clerk, pursuant to the resolytion of the House of Represent- 
atives adopted May 8, to pay to each Mem. and Delegate who is not 
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joint 
expended y ecessary, 
tice made in the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
fiscal year 1896 to pay Me: and wg erp 

they have paid or to for clerk hire necessarily — 
in the discharge of their offi and representative duties, which 
balance is hereby 8 riated and made available for diture under 
the said resolution of the House of Representatives adopted May 8, 1896. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to add to the items for allowance to 
contestants and contestees audited and recommended by the Com- 
mittees on Elections of the House of Representatives for expenses 
incurred by them in contested-election cases, beginning in line 1, 
on page 105, the following: 


To William H. Felton, $2,000; 
To Finis E. Downing. 32,000; 
ae N. T. Hopkins, $2,000; 


To Robert Moorman, $2,000; 
To J. Hampton 28 $1,350; 
To J. H. Davis, $ 
To George B. McClellan, $500; 
To John C. Tarsney, $2,000; 
To Robert T. Van Horn, $2,000; 
To Charles F. Buck, $2,000; 
To William S. Booze, K 

o Henry P. Cheatham, $2,000; 

o Cyrus W. e $2,000; 
To Alexis Benoit, $2,000; 
To J. Murray Mitchell, $2,000; 
To James A. Lockhart, $2,000; 
To Charles H. Martin, $2,000; 
To Fred A. Woodard, $2,000; 
To Timothy J. Campbell, $2,000; 
To H. Dudley Coleman, $2,000; 
To J. G. Shaw, $2,000; 
To C. J. Boatner, $1,962.75; 
To R. T. Thorp, $2,000; 
To W. C. Robinson, 8000 
To James J. Walsh, $2,000; 
To George W. Murray, $2,000; 
To John A. Brown, $400 


The amendment was agreed to. i 

The next amendment was, on page 106, line 12, to increase the 
total appropriation for compensation of Members of the House of 
Representatives and Delegates from Territories from $50,162.87 
to $104,861.82. & 


The amendment was $ > ; 
The next amendment was, on page 109, after line 12, to insert: 


is A. Walters the difference between the pay of a folder and 
that ar 4 —— r. at the rate of $3.60 per day, from the 10th of December, 
1895, to the 30th day of June, 1896, inclusive, $382.52. 
The amendment was agreed to. A s 
The next amendment was, on page 109, after line 18, to insert: 
Hi H. Moler for extra services as assistant clerk to the House 
G 8 Pensions and on Pensions, 8500. 
The amendment was agreed to. : ; 
The next amendment was, on page 109, after line 21, to insert: 


„M. Beach the difference between his salary and $720 per annum 
fetes aea 20 to June 30, 1896, inclusive, under resolution of the House, 
$116.04. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 110, after line 2, to insert: 


ay W. P. Scott the difference between his salary and $1,000 per annum 
pra ae 1, 1896, to June 30, 1897, inclusive, under resolution of the House, 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 110, after line 7, to insert: 
. Crawley the diff bet his 

To pan eas ONT taada of the House Ber Er t wae 


senger and that of 
December 2, 1895, $554.70. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “Judgments, 
United States courts,” on page 110, line 20, after the word“ forty- 
nine,” to insert and Senate ument No. ——”; and inline 22, 
after the word “‘ appealed,” to strike out “one thousand five hun- 
dred and seventy-two dollars and fifty-one” and insert “two 
thousand and seventy-nine dollars and eighty-eight”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

For 


tes,” ce ed to 
~General in Hi use Document No. 349, and Senate Document No. —. 
eA ad have not been appealed, e with such additional 


be paid 

Mr. HALE. I move to fill the blank in the amendment which 
has just been stated, in line 21, by inserting as the number of the 
document referred to 279“; and in line 23, before the word 


“thousand,” to strike out “two” and insert three“; so as to 
make the amount $3,079.88.” 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


The amendment as amended was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on 111, line 7, after 
the word ‘‘in,” to insert “House”; and in line 8, after the word 
“forty-four,” to strike out one hundred and forty-three thou- 
sand six hundred and forty-seven dollars and fifty-eight” and 
insert except judgment No. 18783, in favor of the Mobile and 
Ohio Railroad Company for $21,696.68, withdrawn by request of the 
Attorney-General, and in Senate Document No., $1,137,082.54”; 
so as to make the clause read: 


For payment of the judgments rendered the Court of Claims, reported 

to Congress at its present sessionin House Document No. 344, except Pi 

o. 18783, in favor of the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company for $21,696.68, 

uy. 8 of the Attorney-General, and in Senate Document 

No. ——, $1,137,082.54: Provided, That none of the judgments herein provided 
paid until the right of appeal shall have expired. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move to fill the blank in line 15 of the 
amendment by inserting as the number of the document 277.“ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of Judg- 
ments in Indian depredation claims,” on page 111, line 24, after 
the word Senate, to strike out ‘‘document” and insert ‘‘ docu- 
ments”; in line 25, after the word fifty,“ to insert “and,” and 
on page 112, line 3, before the word “cents,” to strike out ‘‘forty 
thousand five hundred and twenty-eight dollars and six” and 
insert ‘‘ forty-nine thousand six hundred and eighty-seven dollars 
and eighty-six”; so as to make the clause read: 


For payment of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims in Indian dep- 
redation cases, certified to Congress at its present session in Senate Docu- 
ments Nos. 50 and — and House Document No. 348 of this session, 8 
after the deductions required to be made under the provisions of section 6 o 
the act approved March 3, 1891, entitled “An act to provide for the ust- 
ment and payment of claims arising from Indian depredations,” shall have 

n asce: ned and duly certified by the Secre of the Interior to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, which certification shall © as soon as prac- 
ticable after the passage of this act, and such deductions shall be made ac- 
cording to the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, having due regard 
to the educational and other necessary requirements of the tribe or tribes 
affected; and the amounts paid shall be reimbursed to the United States at 
such times and in such proportions as the Secretary of the Interior may de- 
cide to be for the interests of the Indian service. 


Mr. HALE. I move to fill the blank after the word ‘‘and,” 
where it occurs the first time, in line 25, by inserting ‘'275” as 
the number of the document. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on 8 was, on page 113, line 14, sec- 
tion 2, after the word and,“ to strike out ‘‘ ninety-two” and insert 
‘*ninety-three”; so as to make the clause read: 


Sec. 2. That for the payment of the following claims certified to be due 
the several accounting officers of the Treasury Department under approp — 
ations the balances of which have been exhausted or carried to the surplus 
fund under the provisions of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, and under 
appropriations heretofore treated as permanent, being for the service of the 
fiscal year 1893, and prior years, unless otherwise stated, and which have been 
certified to Congress under section 2 of the act of July 7, 1884, as fully set 
forth in House ment No, 822, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session, there 
is appropriated as follows, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 125, after line 4, to insert as 
a new section the following: 


Sec. 3. That for the payment of the following claims certified to be due by 
the several accounting officers of the Treasury Department under appro- 
priations the balances of which have been exhausted or carried to the sur- 
plus fund under the Loree pan of section 5 of the act of June 20, 1874, and 
under appropriations heretofore treated as permanent, being for the service 
of the year 1893 and prior years, unless othe: stated, and which 
have been certified to Congress under section 2 of the act of July 7th, 1884, as 
fully set forth in Senate Document No. —, Fifty-fourth Congress, ses- 
sion, there is appropriated as follows: 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


For enforcement of the Chinese exclusion act, $636.35. 

For Life-Saving Service, $401.61. 

Intone Severn. For ies and expenses of collectors of internal reve- 
nue, $325. 

For salaries and expenses of agents and subordinate officers of internal 
revenue, . 

For refunding taxes illegally collected, $4,963.90. 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE WAR DEPARTMENT, 


For pay, etc., of the Army, $982.59. 
For pay of two and three year volunteers, oes 6. 
For bounty to volunteers, their widows and legal heirs, $3,532.51. 
For bounty under act of July 28, 1866, $616.66. 
For incidental exponen, Guertermasher"s Department, $8.70 
‘or incidental expenses, en 
For transportation of the Army and its supplies, Buse 
For barracks and quarters, 
For Medical and $48.30. 
8 Service of the Army, $1 
teli h lines, 15 cen 


ts. 
For horses and other lost in the military service, $474.85. 
a coo war, $28.93. * 


For pay of volunteers, 
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For a servi andsupplies of Oregon and Washington 
volun i and 1883. $173.20. ee 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 
For pay of ae a $7,697.69, 


For „miscellaneous. $52.33. 
For Taileage, Navy, Graham decision, $5,546.94. 
For pay, e Corps, $11.40. 


For transportation, recruiting, and 5 Bureau of Navigation, $4.46. 

For contingent, Bureau of Ordnance, 70. 

For equipment of vessels, Bureau of 1 ye $1,346.24. 

For con: nt, Bureau of Equipment, $179.77. 

For maintenance, Bureau of Yards and Docks, 21 cents. 

For contingent, Bureau of Su plies and Accounts, $800.13. 

For construction and repair, Bureau of Construction and Repair, $46.16. 

~~ a ney. n Steam Engineering, 35 cents. 

or six first-class ates, $2. 
por ja rae ee 1 155 and beddin, 1 sanitary reasons, $43. 
ren ent bounties to seamen, 4 

For extra to officers and men who served on the Pacific coast, act of 
March 3, 1859. $279 45. 

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 

For repayment to receivers of public moneys for excess of deposits, 20 
cents. 


For surve the public lands, $12,586.23. 

For prera g LE mrchase of Indian guppies; $3,191.01, 

For transportation of Indian supplies, $374. 

For incidentals in South Dakota, $8.50. 

For army pensions, 

For fees of examining surgeons, navy pensions, $4. 
CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE STATE AND OTHER DEPART- 

MENTS. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

For salaries, secretaries of legations, $10.30. 

F tingent expenses, U; States consula $79.74. 

For ey of co} officers for services to American vessels and seamen, 
$12.50. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


Department of culture, $691.23. 
eather Bureau, 87. i 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


For salaries, district merce Co 
fi nses of „United States courts, $4,131.30. 
3 assistant attorneys, United States courts, $1,886.39. 


For pay of 

For — of commissioners, United States cow $1,355.05. 
For fees of witnesses, United States courts, pais 

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE AUDITOR FOR THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


F dvertising, 24, 
For mail ene pia and st ffice inspectors, $26. 
4.78. 


zor star eee 

‘or transportation, 
For railway postal clerks, $27.39. 
For clerk 


. light, and fuel, $61. 
For . of 3 $254.91. 

Mr. HALE. I move to amend the amendment in line 16, on 

ge 125, by filling the blank with 274“ as the number of the 
8 ere referred to. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. HALE. As the reading of the bill has been concluded, I 
now ask to go back to an unimportant amendment on page 101. 
Lask that the amendment of the committee in line 6, on that page, 
be reconsidered and di eed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 101, line 6, after the word “all,” 
strike out three hundred and seventy-five,” and insert one 
thousand one hundred and twenty-five”; so as to make the clause 
read: 

For stamps for the Clerk, $300; for the postmaster, $50, and for the 
doorkeeper $25; in all, $1,125. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote by which this amend- 
ment was agreed to will be reconsidered in the absence of objec- 
tion. The question recurs on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. On the same page, line 10, I offer, as a committee 
amendment, to strike out three hundred and seventy-five” and 
insert one thousand one hundred and twenty-five.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, On 101, line 10, after the date 1896,“ it 
is proposed to strike out “three hundred and seventy-five” and 
insert ‘‘one thousand one hundred and twenty-five”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

For fiscal year 1896, $1,125. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Ihave an amendment which has been sent over 
from the other House by the Committee on Appropriations, I 
move to insert it on page 101, after line 3. 

The amendment was read and agreed to, as follows: 

For assistant stenographer to committees during the fiscal year 1897, to be 
appointed by the Speaker, $1,200. 

Mr. HALE. On page 99, line 21, I move to strike out the word 
“gix,” so as to read, “Hammett S. Delaplane, $60.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 


For contin 


nt expe: 
For gener 


expenses, 


Mr. HALE. On page 98, after line 21, I move to insert what I 
send to the desk. 

The amendment was read and agreed to, as follows: 

To reimburse the clerk of the Senate Committee on Pensions for money 
actually paid out by him during the first, second, and third sessions of the 
Pifty-third Congress and the first session of the Fifty-fourth Congress for 
stenographer and clerk hire, twenty-two months, $770. 

Mr. HALE. On page 82, after line 17, I move to insert: 


For miscellaneous expenses, including telegraphing, fuel, light, fore 
Frio labor, Topair ot aag. care of grounds, and Chae nein 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 58, line 15, I move to change the total from 
$19,080.16 to $19,338.28. ‘ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 11, beginning with line 12, there is an 
amendment which was reserved at the request of the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. Dusors]. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out, in line 18, 

11, the words ports of entry which he may designate” and in- 
sert: 


El Paso, Tex.; Northport, Wash., and Bonners Ferry, Idaho, and at such 
other Secre 


rts as,in the judgment of the tary of the Treasury, the inter- 
ests of the revenue demand. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

Mr. . On page 6, line 15, after the word That,“ I move 
to insert the word“ from,“ and in the same line, after the word 
sales,“ I move to insert the word “of”; so as to read: 

That from the proceeds of sales of old material, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Now let us go to p: 
was reserved because it is necessary t 
be made. 

Mr. HARRIS. There are various amendments which are simply 
5 of names to which I will call the attention of the 

mate. 

In the provision for ‘‘Ford’s Theater disaster payments,” on 
page 22, line 15, where occurs the name George G. Garnett,” I 
move to strike out G and insert R,“ so as to read Geo 
R. Garnett”; in line 19, I move tostrike out the initial “A” inthe 
name James A. Howard” and insert H,“ so as to read James 
H. Howard”; in line 20, ‘‘ Samuel U. Hilton,” I move to strike out 
“U” and insert “N,” so as to read “Samuel N. Hilton”; in line 
25, in the name Ferman Housel,” I move to strike out e and 
insert ‘*i,” so as to read “Firman Housel”; in line 4, page 23, 
„William B. King,” I move to strike out“ BV andinsert “ R,” soas 
to read William R. King”; in line 6, Frank F. Linden,” I move 
to strike out the name Frank“ and insert James,” so as to read 
„James F. Linden”; in line 10, “Daniel P. McCormack,” I move 
to strike out the m inthe name ‘*‘ McCormack” and insert “n,” 
so as to read Daniel P. McCornack”; in line 16, George N. Mc- 
Laughlin,” I move to strike out the letter “ a” after the capital 
“L” and insert “0,” so as to read “George N. McLoughlin ”; and 
in line 22, Charles R. Owen,” I move to strike out “Charles” 
and insert Chambers,” so as to read Chambers R. Owen.” 

The amendments to the amendment were agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. In line 19, pase 24, there appears an appropria- 
tion for the relief of Francis W. Test, $2,500. On the Iich oft this 
month Francis W. Test died. I hold in my hand the affidavit of 
four physicians who made a post-mortem examination, and they 
attest the fact that his death was the result of the Ford’s Theater 
disaster. In view of that fact I move to strike out $2,500” and 
insert Be dang the amount allowed in every death case which 
has resulted from that disaster, and to make the appropriation 
payable to Julia E. Test, widow of Francis W. Test. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘ dollars,” in line 19, page 24, 
it is pro to insert Julia E. Test, widow of ”; and after the 
name Test“ to strike out two thousand five hundred“ and in- 
sert five thousand“; so as to read: 

Julia E. Test, widow of Francis W. Test, $5,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I return to page 21. In line 16 I move to strike 
out the word „three and insert “four.” The word ‘three ” 
refers to three death cases reported in the bill, and the amend- 
ment which has just been adopted makes it four. 

The SECRETARY. In line 16, page 21, it is proposed to strike 
out three“ and insert four“; so as to read: 

To provide for the payment of employees of the Government for injuries 


received and losses sustained, and for four death cases at the Ford's Theater 
disaster, etc. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HARRIS. In line 19, page 21, I move to strike out the 
word “‘fifty-nine” and insert the word “ sixty-two,” and after 


21. The amendment there 
t several corrections should 


word thousand to strike out “eight” and insert “three,” 
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The SECRETARY. Inline 19, 21, itis proposed to strike ont 
t fifty-nine ” and insert in lieu Rereot “ sixty-two”; and after the 
word thousand,“ in the same line, to strike out ‘‘ eight ” and in- 
sert ‘‘ three”; so as to read ‘‘$162,300.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS. On this Commission there are two members who 
have continued to serve on the Commission since their terms as 
members of the House of Representatives expired. The Commis- 
sion directs me to offer the amendment which I send to the desk 
in respect to those two cases. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
: The SECRETARY. On page 26, after line 5, it is proposed to 

For compensation to E. V. Brookshire as a member of the Ford Theater 
Commission for twenty-one days subsequent to the expiration of his term 
in the House of Representatives, at $10 per day, $210. 

For compensation to J. P. Pigott as a member of the Ford Theater Com- 
mission for nine days subsequent to the expiration of his term in the House 
of Representatives, at $10 per day, $90. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

Mr. GORMAN, I offer an amendment to be inserted on page 

98, after line 21. 

The amendment was read and agreed to, as follows: 

To pay Francis M. Cox for work and expensesincurred in ring for the 

ter and supervising the publication of the prosen upon 

e acceptance of the statues of John Stark and Daniel Webster, under the 
direction of the Committee on Printing, as provided by resolution of the Sen- 
ate adopted December 22, 1894, $300. 

Mr. HALE. I have an amendment which comes from the naval 

-appropriation bill and was dropped out there, being a deficiency. 
I move to insert it on page 55, after line 24. 

The SECRETARY. After line 24, on page 55, it is proposed to 

Naval station, Key West, Fla.: For additional amount for coaling shed 
$4,000. And the appropriation of $10,000 for this object made by the naval 
appropriation act for the fiscal year 1895 is hereby continued available for 
the same purpose. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VILAS. I desire to offer an amendment to be inserted on 
ge 111, after line 4. I wish to state that the foundation for it 
seen in Senate Document 249 of this session. I think thereisno 
objection to the amendment. 
e SECRETARY. After line 4, on page 111, it is proposed to 

For payment of the judgment rendered by the United States circuit court 
for the eastern ict of Wisconsin in favor of James Lucy against the 
United States, $400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KYLE. After line 19, on page 113, I move to insert the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. On page 113, after line 19, it is proposed to 
That the Secretary of the Treasury is directed 4 Pag the Sisseton and 
‘Wahpeton Indians of South Dakota all interest money due them up to Jul 
1, 180, and that thereafter all interest money as it shall accrue shall be — 
on the ist day of November annually. 

Mr. PLATT. Thatisnot the right place for the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. This opens such a wide field, that I shall have to 
make the point of order against the amendment that it is not esti- 
mated for. 

Mr. KYLE. It involves no appropriation at all. I believe the 
interest money is made payable to the Indians by act of Congress 
or by the President. They are badly in need of money, owing to 
putting in their spring crops. Many of them are very badly off, 
not having food and clothing. A certain amount of money is due 
them, din; oe the statement sent to us by the Secretary of 
the Interior. It is subject to our order, and it should be paid. 

Mr. HALE. The trouble is that the Senate knows nothing 
about this matter. The Committee on Indian Affairs ought to 
have considered it, passed upon it, and reported it. 
. oe es Sep a man 2 nae 

ni tates in y which they sold a quantity o : 
and the money was to be deposited in 5 and 5 
cent paid to them upon the order of Congress. No money 
been paid to them for over a year. They are in a destitute con- 
dition. The money is due them. It oe baby no appropriation, 
but it needs an order of Congress in order to pay it out. So the 
amendment is entirely proper, and it ought to be inserted some- 
where, so that the Indians can get the money. They are living 
now upon credit, which will soon be exhausted, and many of 
them will suffer. 

Mr. KYLE. I have a number of letters from merchants in that 

ion who are carrying these Indians and trusting them to-day. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 

insist upon his point of order in view of the remarks of the Sena- 
tors from South Dakota? 

Mr. HALE. Let the amendment be read again, so as to see if 
it carries any appropriation. . 


Mr. PETTIGREW. It does not. 

The Secretary in read the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I shall not object. I withdraw the point of order. 
The amendment should be put in where Indian matters occur, 
Let it come in on page 74, at the end of line 19. 

Mr. KYLE. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on sh cag to 
es on offered by the Senator from South ota (tr, 

YLE]. 


The amendment was agreed to. j 

Mr. PRITCHARD. On page 27, after line 8, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. On page 27, after line 8, it is proposed to insert: 

For the purpose of eee or o a building to be used by the 
society known as the 3 Institute, $7,000. Said institution is non- 
sectarian in character and is to be condu for the education, industrial 
and domestic training of colored men and women. 


Mr. HALE. Is the amendment reported by any standing com- 


mittee? 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I will say to the Senator from Maine that 
the amendment was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia the other day, but we have not had a meeting since 
that time to consider the question one way or the other. I will 
state, however, that sev members of the committee are favor- 
ably di to it. 

ool E. I must ask that the committee examine into the 
ma T. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. PUGH. On page 23, line 23, ore the word “five,” I 
move to insert twenty.“ Isupport that amendment by the re- 
port of the pension examining board, which I send to the Secre- 
tary to be read. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the name Pennington,“ in line 22, 
page 23, it is to insert the word twenty; so as read: 

Polk K. Pennington, $2,500. 

Mr. HALE. Is the amendment reported by the Commission? 

Mr. PUGH. No, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] knows 
about this matter. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Ford Theater Commission called every 
claimant before it and examined him personally as to the char- 
acter, extent, and probable duration of his injury. In addition 
to that examination we examined many witnesses, two or three or 
four, as the claimant chose to bring before the Commission, to 
state what they knew of the claimant’s condition at the time of 
and subsequent to the Ford Theater disaster. Immediately after 
the raising of the select committee, which was the beginning of 
this investigation, I addressed notes to the Secre of War and 
the Secretary of the Navy and the Secretary of the y, ask- 
ing each Secretary to detail an officer from the medical staff of 
those three Departments to constitute an examining medical board. 
When the Commission had developed all the facts that laymen 
would probably thoroughly comprehend and understand, we ad- 
ministered an oath to the attending physician of each claimant as 
a witness and sent the claimant and his attending physician before 
the medical board—the claimant for physical examination, if the 
board chose to subject him to physical examination, and the 
5 physician for examination by the medical board as a 
witness, 

Now, each and every one of the cases by the Com- 
mission has passed that ordeal; and while the Commission was 
perhaps not unanimous in respect to any single allowance that 
appears in the report, differing in opinion as eight or ten gen- 
tlemen naturally would upon such a subject, the report is the re- 
sult of a majority vote of the Commission. That we have not 
done full and exact justice in every case I am free to grant; but 
if we undertake to reopen and in the hurry of a session of the 
Senate to reexamine upon ex parte statement any one of these 
cases, and I believe there are one hundred and ten or one hundred 
and fifteen of them, I think we will have a job on our hands which 
will take us until about the 4th of July to get over this particu- 
lar point in the bill, 

e Commission had yarious applications to reopen cases after 
we had eae the measure for the relief of these persons, and, 
as a member of the Commission, I voted against reopening any 
case. Ishall vote here against ie apn or changing the report 
of the Commission in r t to any single item in the bill. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, I have no doubt the Commission 
devoted all the time and attention to the matter mentioned by the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris]. I have no doubt they gave 
the most thorough and patient examination to each case, and 
made just such an allowance as they decided upon the facts before 
them was right and proper. I am aware of the difficulty in under- 
taking to make any change in the allowance madein any case that 
has been determined by the committee under the circumstances 
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mentioned by the Senator from Tennessee. But he admits that 
there may have been errors and mistakes in some cases, and I think 
I can show that in the case of Mr. Pennington there has been an 
allowance which, if not increased, would amount to a very great 
injustice to that sufferer. 
fr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Alabama will allow me, he 

states my language a little too strongly when he says I admit there 
have been mistakes. I made no such admission; but I say that 
such a thing is possible, That is the statement I made. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator said there may be mistakes. If I am 
unable to show upon the facts in this case that the Commission 
made a mistake 


expect their allowance to remain as reported. 
Here is the statement in the report of the Commission upon which 
this estimate of $500 was made. On page 21 of the report I find 
the following: 


severe blow in 8 of back 
Nose is permanently disfi, and sca: 
trouble in back; leg weak; confined to bed 


ve or six w une, 1895: 
Have been to work regularly ever since; good; leg troubles me some 
yet; back worries me m 


edical board find no fadication of fracture of leg. 

Dr. GEORGE B. FADELY. Attended him nine days after accident; had a 
broken nose and a good many wounds over his body; in one the flesh had 
been chipped off; complained of his back, but I could not find an: there; 
on the lst of September he was in fair condition; woundsall healed; reduced 
in flesh; seemed to be suffering from shock; he had g union of both the 
tibia and the nose; did not say anything to me about ear. 

Medical board find no permanent disability. 

Now, take that description of the amount of suffering of Mr. 
Pennington, that caused him to be confined to his bed five or six 
weeks, under medical treatment nine da One hundred and 
thirty-six dollars of the $500 goaa out of it for doctors’ bills, drugs, 
clothing, etc., leaving him about $360. With nose permanently 
disfigured, leg disabled, back disabled, sing i his bed suffering 
from these injuries five or six weeks, with his whole nervous sys- 
tem shocked through that perilous trial, he is allowed $360. He is 
a young man, in the prime of life, with a wife and child. The 
statement made by the Commission, it seems to me, is conclusive 
that this allowance is wholly inadequate. 

I desire to have read the examination of the board of pension 
examiners, a board made up of three physicians whose examina- 
tion was made of these sufferers in several instances after the ex- 
amination of the medical board which the Senator says was 
appointed by the Secretaryof the Interior. After their examination 
AERIS the sufferers were examined by these same physicians, 
who made reports upon which the allowance was increased in sey- 
eral cases by the Commission. Lask the Secretary to read what 
these doctors say, under oath, is his present condition. 

aoe G OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 

uested. 
2 The Secretary 1 to xead the paper. 

Mr. HALE. ill not the Senator consent that the paper be 
inserted in the RECORD without further reading? 

Mr. PUGH. I just wish the Senate to understand that these 
three physicians, after examining this sufferer, pronounced his 
physical capacity to make a living as diminished one-half. They 
swore, on a thorough examination of his present condition, his 
capacity to make a living for himself and his family is diminished 


one-half. 
Mr. HALE. Let it be printed in the RECORD. 
The paper is as follows: 
608 F STREET NORTHWEST, Washington, D. O., May 13, 1896. 


Examination of Polk K. Pennington for injuries received in wreck of Ford's 
Theater buil this city, June 9, 

History (as given by claimant).—Was on_second floor of building; was car- 
ried through that floor and floors beneath to basement: was carried first to 
Emergency Hospital and thence home, where he was confined to bed for about 
ten weeks, and was on crutches for about two additional weeks. Injuries 
consisted of scalp wounds, compound fracture of nose, injury to small of 
back, and fracture of right leg. 

Small of back and t leg are now weak, and small of back and right hip 
are painful after exertion. nervous and easily startled. 

Present condition.—We find as follows: 


ears. 
Injury to bees pressure over lumbar region is moderately sensitive. 
ath of small of back is moderately diminished. Sensibil- 
ity of both lower extremities is impaired to considerable degree, and the 
patella reflex of either side is diminished. No rectal or vesical symptoms. 

Fracture of right leg. Over anterior aspect of middle third of leg is a mov- 
able cicatrix one- by two and one-half inches, beneath which there is 
moderate thickening of the tibia. There appears to have been a compound 
fracture of the tibia, which has, to a slight extent, weakened the limb. We 
do not doubt that the limb is weak, as alleged, after 8 exertion. 

ed bot pecan ee downward from one-half inch below mid point 
of fo: over nose is an irregular, eee sensitive cicatrix 2%} inches 
long, terminating about the inferior ‘border of ht nasal bone. There was 
evidently a compound ture of nasal bones, which has resulted in consid- 
erable deformity of nose. The ca t7 of the right nostril is perceptibly 
diminished, and the character of voice is nasal. 
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Scalp injuries.—(a) Over right half of frontal bone, just in front of corona] 
suture, is a cicatrix, movable and painless, about 1 inch long. 
(b) In tion on left side, corresponding very nearly to (a) isa similar 


cicatrix fourths of an inch long. z 
(c) In roots of hair, immediately above posterior t of neck, left side, is 
an adherent cicatrix about three-fourths by three-fourths of an inch. No 
depressions of bone. 
imant is nervous and very easily startled. He is neurasthenic to mod- 
erate degree. State of nutrition is poor. He is incapacitated, say, one-half 
for performance of manual labor, in addition to disfigurement of nose noted 
and mental anxiety which his nervous condition of necessity excites. 
STERLING RUFFIN. M. D. 


A. BALL, M. D. 
O. V. BOARMAN, M. D. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 13th day of May, A. D, 1896. 
[SEAL.] BER L. DAN. 
Notary te. 


Mr. GEORGE. I wish to ask the Senator from Alabama a 
question. What is the date of that examination? How long was 
it made after the injury? 

Mr. PUGH. It was made the other day. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Three years afterwards. 

Mr. GEORGE. Three years after the inary? 

Mr. PUGH. Yes; and it shows that the disability is perma- 
nent; it has not disappeared by time. This is thesame board that 
examined many cases where allowances have been made by the 
Commission, and in several cases, which you will find in the 8 ype 
of the Commission, they have upset the report of the board of 
medical examiners appointed by the Secretary of the Interior and 
on an examination by this same board and on this same evidence 
they have increased the allowances. It seems to me that the 
Commission itself will see that in this case there has been an insuf- 
ficient allowance, 

Mr. GEORGE. My object in making the inquiry was because 
the report which was partially read cake of the ent condition 
of the parties, and I wanted to know how long that was after the 
ny and whether the injury inflicted was likely to continue. 

. PUGH. The Secretary can state the date of the examina- 
tion, or the Senator from Mississippi can examine it, 

The SECRETARY. May 13, 1896. 

Mr. GEORGE. When did the accident occur? 

Mr. FAULKNER. The 9th of June, 1893. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then three years had elapsed? 

Mr.FAULKNER. I think before theSenate proceeds to reverse 
the action of the Commission, Senators should understand thor- 
oughly how very careful the Commission, wasin the examination 
of these parties, In the first place, as stated by the Senator from 
Tennessee, the evidence was examined as to all of the es in- 
jured by the entire Commission. They had the parties before 
them. e parties had their witnesses before them, and they 
had their attending physicians before them. After examina- 
tion was comple the parties were then sent before a medical 
board of three nig ee 8 by the Senter of War, the 
Secretary of the Navy, and the Secretary of the Treasury; also, 
the evidence of the attending physicians and all the statements 
before the medical board were taken down in shorthand. The 
medical board then 1 to examine the 8 condition 
of the parties and all the claims as to physical disability originat- 
ing from this cause in the light of the evidence furnished by the 
surgeon in chargeof the case. They made their report in writing 
to the Commission. Then the Commission . a subcom- 
mittee to analyze all of the evidence and condense it in the form 
shown in the report. Not satisfied with that, the Commission 
were then convened, and each individual case was taken up and 
the evidence in the case read to the entire Commission; and after 
that was done the Commission as a whole voted upon the amount 
that should be allowed. 

Now, Mr. President, I will give an illustration that will show 
conclusively that you can not rely upon these ex parte statements, 
A gentleman came to me the other day after the report of the 
Commission had been made and said: You all have done great 
injustice in my case.“ Why,“ said he, my medical bills were 
$400 and I have received by your allowance only $200. Iam perma- 
nently disabled physically by that accident.” I said: Sir, if that 
is true the Commission have made a mistake and I will see it rem- 
edied and rectified; but,” said I, ‘‘ I should like first to examine 
the evidence of the Commission.” I examined the evidence and 
there was a sworn statement by the man himself in his a; ee 
tion to the Commission that the entire cost of his medical 3 for 
surgery and medicine was $13.50; and there was the testimony of 
his own 3 who had attended him prior and subsequent to 
the accident, to the effect that this person was suffering from a 
constitutional disease and that that isthe difficulty under which he 
is laboring at the present time. In addition to that was the testi- 
mony of the medical board that there was no injury whatever re- 
sulting to him by reason of the accident, butthat it was the result 
of a constitutional affliction which he had prior to the accident, 
and the allowance was very liberal. 

The statement made by this claimant, as certified by the phy- 
sicians, is that he was confined to his bed for ten weeks. 
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Mr. PUGH. No. 

Mr.FAULKNER. Yes; that is in the certificate of the physicians 
you have filed here, and yet the testimony before the Commission 
was that he was confined to his bed not longer than five or six 
weeks, and that was the evidence not only of himself, but the 
evidence of the physician who attended him at that time, showing 
that you can not rely upon the ex parte statements of these parties. 
Although there might be, perhaps, some discrepancies in the ad- 
judications of the Commission, taking and analyzing the evidence 

each particular case, I am satisfied that as a whole it is a fair 

judication of the claims of the parties. 

ow, let me call the attention of the Senate to another fact. 
We passed a law in the last Congress by which we provided that 
there should be no deduction in the salaries of any of the parties 
during the time they were kept from earning a livelihood by 
reason of the disaster. Consequently all of these men, no matter 
how long they have been kept from the performance of their cleri- 
cal service to the Government, have been paid in full as though 
they were at their desks every day during that time. Here isthe 
evidence of his own physician: 


Dr. GEORGE B. FADELY. Attended him nine days after accident; had a 


broken nose anda wounds over his body; in one the flesh had been 


man 
chip off; — à ed of his back, but I could not find = there; on 
the Ist of September he was in fair condition; wounds all — reduced 
in flesh; seemed to be suffering from shock; he had good union of both the 
tibia and the nose; did not say anything to me about ear. 

It was stated before the Commission that there was some trouble 
there about his hearing, and yet his own physician states that dur- 
ing his entire examination of his case while he had it under his 
control there was no allusion whatever made to the condition of 
his ear or as to its being affected in any way. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from West Virginia allow 
ee eee this man is still in the employ of the Govern- 
men 

Mr. PUGH. Certainly he is. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Yes, sir; he is still in the employment of 
the Government, as shown by the report, and base Ba salary 
as a first-class clerk. His salary has not been reduced by reason 
of any disability resulting from this accident. In two or three 
cases there has been a reduction by reason of the inefficiency of 
the parties subsequent to the accident, but in this case, although 
a first-class clerk, he is still, under the rules of the Department, 
because of his efficiency retaining that position. 

Mr. PLATT. There have been cases where the clerk has been 
obliged to surrender his position by reason of disability from this 


cause. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Oh, yes; there are cases, of course, in which 
clerks have been required by reason of their sence? Oo rengn 
their positions, but that does not apply to this case, is gentle- 
man is receiving a salary as a first-class clerk. Under these 
circumstances I hope the report of the Commission will not be 
amended. È 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, a word further. The report of the 
Commission as a whole I have no doubt is just and fair and as 

ood as could have been made under the circumstances, but each 

dividual sufferer was entitled to have justice done him. Itis 
not a case of average correctness in the allowance. It is nota 
case where as a whole the report of the Commission is correct. 
Each one of the sufferers as an individual had a right to have his 
case examined and allowance made upon a full knowledge of all 
the facts relating to his condition. I undertake tosay that in the 
case of Mr. Pennington the Commission were not in possession of 
all the facts upon which to make a just and i ed estimate on 
account of his suffering and disability caused by the disaster. It 
seems to me that the report of the Commission itself shows on its 
face that it was a very low estimate to make of the amount that 
they say he ought to have upon the facts that they report them- 
selves as having been shown to exist in his case. 

Doctor's bill, $138. 


One hundred and thirty-six dollars for medical attention in his 
case when his sufferings entitle him to only $360! 

Right leg broken— 

Who would have his right leg broken and lie in bed with it five 
or six weeks for $360?— 
nose broken and cut; wound back of left ear; severe blow in small of back; 
many smaller bruises and cuts. February, 1804: Nose is permanently disfig- 
ured and scarred. 

What young man 31 or 32 years old, or of any age, would like 
to have his nose broken and permanently disfigured for a dollar 
and a half? I suppose that is about the estimate made of it when 
you strike the average to get at the amount of $360. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator a question if he will 
allow me. What is the condition of the man’s nose three years 
after the accident? 

Mr. PUGH. It is permanently disfi , these doctors say, 
and they examined him on the 13th of the present month. 

Mr, FAULKNER. I did not understand that to be the case 


from the report. I understand that he is in perfect condition, 
that it has knit yaey , and there is no disfigurement whatever, 


Mr. PUGH. I should like to make profert of him here in order 
to settle that fact, and let the Senate see whether his nose is broken 
and permanently disfigured or not. 

Mr. BATE. n not we have that part of the report read? 

Mr. PUGH. That part of the report can be read again. 

Mr. HALE. Thope Senators will not call for the reading of that 


again. 

Mr. PUGH. I do not call for the reading, but the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] wanted to know if Mr. Pennington’s 
nose showed that it was permanently disfigured. 

Mr. HALE. That has already been brought out in the report. 

Mr. PUGH. But the Senator from West Virginia disputes that. 

Mr. BATE. There seems to be a difference between the Sena- 
tors as to the facts in the case, and so I think that the portion of 
the report referring to this case had better be read. Itis buta 
short sentence. 

Mr. HALE. I hope we shall have this little matter brought to 


a head as soon as A poenis: 

Mr. PUGH. is man has a nasal twang.” Ido not suppose 
that anybody would like to have that disability attendant upon a 
broken nose for $340, and then it is stated that he has a partial 
deafness in one of his ears. 

These are the facts, not dependent upon the statement of this 
sufferer, Pennington. The Senator from West Virginia says they 
are the ex parte statements of a man who is to receive this amount 
of money. There is not a single statement upon which this esti- 
mate is predicated which has been made by this sufferer. The 
are the statements of physicians, which are matters of record, 
made by them under oath as to this man’s present condition, 
What are the facts upon which the physicians say this man is 
disabled to the extent of one-half in his capacity to make a living? 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me, I will suggest to 
him that with an impartial official board, created for the express 
purpose of examining each and every one of these cases, this gentle- 
man chooses to select a tribunal for himself, and in the nature of 
an appeal from this official board; he selects a tribunal for him- 
self and goes before it, without authority or suggestion of the 
5 and brings to it the paper that the Senator presents 

ere. 

Mr. PUGH. But the report of the Commission shows that that 
was done in several instances in these examinations. 

Mr. HARRIS. Where that and other testimony was satisfac- 
tory to the Commission, the Commission has acted upon it; but we 
haye ve discredited wee official board raa weh 8 to sit 
in judgment upon these cases upon the report of an nsion 
board or any other board. aS 

Mr. PUGH. This official board, upon which the Commission 
states that it acted, as Ihave no doubt that it did, made reports 
of no disability in some cases, and the pension board, made up of 
the same physicians in these very identical cases, reported a 
permanent disability, and then the Commission reported an in- 
crease on the report of this identical board which examined Pen- 


ni n. 

M. FAULKNER. I desire to ask the Senator from Alabama 
in what case that was done? I was on that Commission, and do 
not know of such an instance. 

Mr. HARRIS. There are one or two instances where the pen- 
sion board had examined, but where additional testimony was con- 
sidered by the Commission and the results changed 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is not the statement of the Senator 
from Alabama. Of course all the evidence before the Commission 
was considered; and I assert here that there was no case that I can 
remember in which there was a decision changed by reason of 
any evidence being brought in there from the pension board. It 
was considered, if presented there, just like all the other evidence 
before us; but there was no adjudication and then a subsequent 
change to a different amount by reason of a certificate from the 
pension board, 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course there have never been an change’, 
because our original findings are those that appear here. 0 
have never changed any conclusion that the Commission had come 
to by reason of any evidence before the pension board. 

Mr. PUGH. All I insist upon is that the facts as reported by 
the pension board of examiners under oath only a few days ago, 
upon an examination of Mr. Pennington, are that they found the 
injuries to which they testify, and they state the effect produced 
by those injuries which were occasioned by this disaster. How 
can there be any mistake as to the facts? There can be none 
whatever. 

Then I submit to the Senate whether, on these indisputable 
facts as to the amount of suffering endured by Mr. Pennington in 
consequence of that disaster, he shall be sent off by this great Gov- 
ernment with $340 in his et simply because we do not want to 


I submit 


disturb the harmony of the report of the Commission. 
the question to the Senate. 
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Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, if these allowances are to be in- 
creased, I shall move to increase the allowance to Frank J. Met- 
calf, the case stated on page 16 of the report. 

Mr. PUGH. I want some action on my amendment. Do I 
understand that it has been eed to? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
Alabama is pending, and the Chair understood that the Senator 
from Massachusetts addressed the Chair in relation to it. 

Mr. LODGE. I am not offering an amendment; I was merely 
going to state this case. I propose, if the Senator’s amendment 
shall be agreed to, to move an amendment in favor of another of 
the claimants. 

- Mr. HARRIS. Do I understand that the amendment of the 
Senator from Alabama has been di of? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been disposed of. The 
Chair supposed the Senator from Massachusetts was addressing 
himself to the pending amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam going to speak on the pending amendment 
when I get the opportunity. I was going to say that if this report 
is to be subject to amendment, I have a case which I think quite 
as strong as that of the Senator from Alabama, in which I propose 
to move an increase. It seems to me perfectly clear, on the state- 
ment of the Commission, that the claimantisin no wise adequately 
compensated for the injury to which he has been subjected. Ido 
not suppose there is any one of us who would care to fall through 
from the second story of old Ford’s Theater into the cellar, in 
company with beams, mortar, and brick, and so forth, for $500 or 
$1 "000, or $5,000, and 1 do not 3 there is a single one of the 
claimants adequately compensated. 

If we are to accept the report of the Commission and make no 
additions to what they have found after careful and ial inves- 
tigation of what they think on the whole is all that ought to be 
awarded, I for one shall submit to that decision, although I 
think it very hard on many of the claimants; but if we are to open 
it to other claimants, then I think I have a case, and I have no 
doubt other Senators have cases, as meritorious as that suggested 
by the Senator from Alabama, I merely wish to pe notice that 
I shall move my amendment after the question been taken 
on the amendment of the Senator from Alabama, if it be adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The findings of the pension board and the 
remarks of the Senator from Alabama are based almost exclu- 
sively upon the statement of the claimant. He asserts in his 
statement, and he swears to it, that he has a broken leg, and yet 
his own physician has never heard of that broken leg; and after 
a thorough examination by the medical board they certify that 
they can find no indications whatever of a fracture of that leg. 
That shows how much weight should be given to this ex parte 
tegtimony. 

. PUGH. The facts are before the Senate. Let us have a 


vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER. And yet there is the statementof the claim- 
ant ro phai effect, and that is relied upon by the Senator in his 
remarks, 

Mr. PUGH. Irelied on the statement of his physician. 

Mr. GEORGE. I want to ask the Senator from Alabama a 
question. Do I understand that the injury to this gentleman's 
nose is permanent? 

Mr. PUGH. I saw his nose, and its condition is described by 
the report. He seemed to have a little difficulty of hearing, too. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the extent of the injury? Is it per- 


manent? 

Mr. PUGH. He is a spare man; rather a weakly man; nota 
man of physical strength, and I have no doubt that he suffered 
more than the amount allowed him here by the shock occa- 
sioned to his nervous system by that terrible disaster. It is diffi- 
cult to estimate such injuries in dollars and cents. There can be 
no doubt of the sufferings this young man endured, and his truth 
is not to be doubted. e Senator from West Virginia says that 
Mr. Pennington stated that he was down for eight or ten weeks, 
when the fact is that he was down for only five or six or seven 
weeks; that he was not in bed more than six or seven weeks. 
What a terrible discrepancy that is! 

Let us have a vote, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I call for the yeas and nays on the amend- 
ment. There are a great many other cases that will follow this 
if it be allowed. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. RIS. I want to say a word before we take the yea- 
and-nay vote, and it is simply this: Every man who was injured 
in that accident, after the Commission was created to investigate 
the matter with a view of making fair and reasonable allowances, 
flattered himself with extensive hopes of large appropriations: I 
think it is safe to say that nine out of every ten of these claimants 


were disappointed at the allowances made. 


If a single one of 
these cases is to be opened and reviewed in the hurry of the ses- 
sion of the Senate, and amounts to be fixed according to ex parte 


statements, I think it is due to these hundred and odd claimants 
that they at least have one additional day in court, and I shall ask 
for another day for the consideration of this bill; and there is not 
one of them who will not appeal to his Senator to comein and 
move to enlarge the allowances made by the Commission. I think 
we ought to deal justly with all of them, as the Commission has 
honestly and earnestly endeavored todo. If the matter is to be 
taken out of the hands of the Commission and its findings ignored; 
if the Senate is going to take charge of it and make such allow- 
ances in each individual case as it may feel inclined to upon state- 
ments made here, I think that we ought to deal 1 Just with 
all of them, and that each man should have his day in court and 
his opportunity to offer his amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from rgia [Mr. GORDON], and therefore withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MCBRIDE]. If he were here, I 
should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MORGAN (unen his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. If he were present, 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
. with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], 

ut in this case I exercise my discretion and vote yea.“ 

Mr. SHOUP (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from California . WHITE]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Gray], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. G. GER. I have a general pair with the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. MILLS], Who, I think, has not voted. Itherefore 
withhold = vote. 

Mr. McMILLAN (after having voted in the negative). Ihave 
a pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], and 
therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr, CULLOM. I vote “nay” to make a quorum. 

Mr. BACON. On this question I am paired with the junior 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE]. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Allen, Dubois, Mitchell, Oreg. Sewell, 
Bate, Hansbrough, Peffer, herman, 
Butler, Hill, Pettigrew, Thurston, 
Cannon, Kyle, Pritchard, est, 
Chilton, Lodge, Pugh, Warren. 
NAYS—2. 
Aldrich, Cullom. Lindsay, Smith, 
Allison, Daniel, tiny Stewart, 
Berry, Faulkner, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Brown, Gorman, almer, ilas. 
Caffery. Hale, Perkins, 
Chandler, Harris, latt, 
C Jones, Ark. h, 
NOT VOTING—44. 
Bacon, Jones, Nev. y,. 
Blackburn, 15 Meibes aie, 
r. c uire, 
Blanchard, Gear, Mantle, Timan, 
UTTO n. o! oor’ 
oau, = Gordon, Morrill, was 11. 
mero ray, u etmore, 
Carter, j Hawley, Nelson ji te, 
Clark, oar, Pasco, ilson, 
Davis, Irby, Proctor, Wolcott. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
ak GALLINGER. I submit an amendment to the pending 

ill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After line 13, on page 47, it is proposed to 
insert: 

To pay kor ih nce’ & Co. the amount found due by the auditor of the 
District of Columbia for work done by said firm in connection with the lay- 
ing of the 36-inch water main under their contract of September 1, 1871, wi 
said District, to be paid wholly from the revenues of the District of Colum- 
bia, $14,548.22. 

Mr. HALE. T raise the point of order that that is neither an 
audited claim—the auditor of the District of Columbia not being 


an auditor of one of the Departments—nor is it estimated for by 
the head of any De ent. 

Mr. G. GER. On the point of order I desire to submit 
the observation that this amendment was sent to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia and repo favorably by that com- 
mittee, a standing committee of the Senate, and has passed the 
Senate; and I think, under the rule, it is net susceptible to the 
point of order. 

As to being an audited claim, I submit that Mr. P Who 
signs himself auditor of the District of Columbia —and this is a 
a see the District of Columbia—has audited this claim 
and e his report, as follows: 


JANUARY 22, 1896. 
In my letter of June 14, 1892, transmitting the report of Mr. Donovan, ex- 
pe caret upon the of Emmart, bar & Co. for work done in 


pert claim Dan 
connection with the laying of the 36-inch water main under their contract of 
1871, and on several occasions since, in a gy 

on. 


to Congres- 
, the finding of 
r. Donovan that $14,548.22 was due to the claimants was “reasonable and 


J. T. PETTY, 
Auditor District of Columbia, 

On the point of order raised by the Senator from Maine I would 
more particularly place the matter upon the fact that this has 
received the sanction of a standing committee of this body, and 
has passed the body. 

Mr. HALE, Mr. President, there seems to be confusion in the 
minds of some Senators as to the effect of a bill passing the Sen- 
ate or being reported by a standing committee. That claim is 
good under clause 1 of Rule XVI, which says: 

And no amendments shall be received to any general tion bill 
the effect of which will be to increase an appropriation 
in the bill or to add a new item of appropriation, unless it be made tocarry 
out the provisions of some existing law, or treaty stipulation, or act, or reso- 
lution previously passed by the Senate du: that session; or unless the same 
be moved by direction of a standing or committee of the Senate, etc. 

That is the limitation of authority which is given by the report 
of a standing committee to the passage of a bill by the te; but 
clause 4 of Rule XVI goes entirely to the bottom of the whole busi- 
ness of private claims, and no matter whether a committee re- 
ports a private claim or whether it has passed the Senate, it is 
not in any way in order, and the language is very clear: 

No amendment the object of which is to pee for a private claim shall 
be received to any general appropriation bill, unless it to carry out the 
ey page of an existing law or a treaty stipulation, which shall be cited on 

face of the amendment. 

Regular matters which come in the course of business of the 
Departments and are certified and audited by the Departments 
8 the law as appears by estimates to carry on the Departments 
and to pay their ordinary expenses, but a private claim, such as 
this is, can not be put onto any 1 bill under any rule. 
It is a private claim, and no matter how many committees have 
reported it, and even if it has passed the Senate, it is still a private 
claim, and does not come under the head either of having been 
audited by one of the great Departments of the Government or of 
not being a private claim. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I would ask the Senator how a claim 
against the District of Columbia would be audited by any of the 
Departments? Such a claim is audited by the auditor of the Dis- 


trict of Columbia. 
Mr. HALE. Under the eral system of auditing, all these 
matters go throngh ther r auditing in the Departments. The 


auditor of the District of Columbia is only an officer of the District 
to enable District officers to transact their business; but when an 
amendment comes in upon an appropriation bill it has to pass 
some authority of the General Government. 

Mr. GAL GER. Does the Senator say that such a claim 
must 2 upon by the Treasury Department? 

Mr. . Yes; it must come through the Secretary of the 
Treasury. Such claims are reported by the Seeretary of the Treas- 
ury as estimates; and when they come here they are duly sent to 
the Appropriations Committee. S 

I sympathize with the Senator, for I have no doubt this is a good 
claim; but it does not Palong on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator need not sympathize with me 
at all. Here is a claim which is justly due, as is found by the 
proper official of the District of Columbia, the auditor of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. He has gone through it carefully and certifies 
that it is a just claim, and that it ought to have igang long 

o; and yet the Government is W to pay it. Senate 
of the United States has said it is a just claim and passed a bill to 
pay it, yet the technical point is raised—I am not quite prepared 
to say that it is not purely technical—that this has not been suf- 
ficiently audited to enable us to place it upon an appropriation bill. 
I think if we should go through the appropriation bills which have 
been passed, and possibly the one now under consideration, we 
could find a great many claims which have not run so severe a 
gantlet as this claim seems to have done. Iam still of opinion 
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that the point of order is not well taken, but of course shall bow 
to the decision of the Chair, whatever it may be. 


Mr. HALE. Let me say here as to the pending bill that I do 
not think that I have ever seen in m a a deficiency a 
FFF 5 — ds, aa reported tothe 

I have no doubt this is a good claim. The committee was almost 
overwhelmed by a raft of good claims, which in themselves were 
correct and true and ought to be paid; but what it endeavored to 
do was to keep them all off, and I think it has done it. At any 
rate that has been the intent. I had matters in my own State 
that were very pushing upon me, onagra fe od claims, with a 
good many grounds for consideration; but I did not feel at liberty 


in the committee to ask that they be put on the bill, and they 
all have been kept off. Of course, if any of these claims go on 


they all 8 on. 

Mr. © ELL. The Auditor for the State and other Depart- 
ments has control of all accounts of the District of Columbia just 
as he has of all accounts of the Department of State, the Depart- 
ment of Justice, the ent of Agriculture, the diplomatic 
and consular service, and the claims or accounts of the District of 
Columbia must go through his hands to be audited just like any 
others, and be certified; and that has not been done in this case. 
In addition to what the Senator from Maine . HALE] said 
in regard to claims, the Committee on 5 determined 
not to put any claim on this deficiency bill. We have reported 
it without a soli claim upon it, anything which was not au- 
dited by the proper Department. 

As the Senator from Maine has said, so I can say that I had a 
large number of claims, some allowed by the Court of Claims, and 
others, that I was anxious to have placed upon the bill; but when 
we determined to adhere to the rule strictly I had to apply that 
rule to 3 as well as to others. 

Mr. CHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. KRELL. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Doesthe Senator understand that 
aclaim which has been audited, as he says, by the head of a De- 

artment, even in pursuance of a resolution of the Senate or of 

ongress, but has never been included in an estimate and sent 
here in the regular way, is one that can have preference over an 
area private claim? 

Mr. COCKRELL. A claim, or what would properly be called 
an account, which is audited by a artment comes from the 
Department in the regular way to the Senate or to the House of 
Representatives: being gen y sent tothe House, it comes within 
the rule of the Senate, and is not a claim in the sense of a private 
claim referred to in the rule. Therefore, those matters which 
were audited were placed upon this bill, but the others were not. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Thatis the very question I wanted 
to get at, whether because a claim has been audited, to use the 
language of the Senator from Missouri, that takes it out of the 
5 of private claims, Which can not go on an appropriation 


Mr. COCKRELL. If it is a matter that has grown up out of 
the business of the Government, has gone regularly to the Treas- 
ury Department and been audited, and the Treasury Department 
nag authority to audit it, and has reported it to Congress, it is a 

eficiency. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is all right; but, the Senator 
will allow me, su ac has been audited, for instance, by 
the Secre of the Interior 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Secretary of the Interior has no jurisdic- 
tion to audit claims. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Very well. Suppose it has been 


audited by the See of the Interior or the of the 
Navy, if you please, under a direction of Congress, but that the 
claim has never been before the Department at all; that 
it has never received the investigation either of the Secretary of 
the Treasury or of any Auditor or Comptroller of the Treasury, 
does the Senator mean to tell me that that is a claim which 
taken out of the category of private claims and can properly go 
into the deficiency appropriation bill? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will allow me. Unless the 3 
of the Interior or the Secretary of the Navy in terms is direc 
to audit it—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Why does that make any differ- 
ence? 

Mr. HALE. He has no right to audit a claim unless he is di- 
rected to do it. The Senator from Missouri is right about it. The 
auditing is done in the Treasury Department, and unless the head 
of another Department is directed to audit, he has no right what- 
ever to do it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator from Maine—— 

Mr. CULLOM. It seems to me we ought to have a real case 
and not asupposititiousone. I think we ought to take this matter 
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as it comes up and not suppose propositions to be decided here- 
after or amendments which may be offered later. 8 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Missouri has 
remarked—and I think the Senator in charge of the bill says the 
same thing—that the committee have intended to keep thisa very 
clean bill; that is to say, a bill confined purely and exclusively to 
making appropriations for claims that can properly and right- 
full into an appropriation bill. In other words, they have ex- 
Ae SM all private claims. There are in this bill certain claims 
that have never been upon by the Secretary of the Treasury 
or by the Comptroller of the Treasury or by any Auditor of the 
Treasury, but were simply audited by the h of some other 
Department. I make the statement—— f 

Mr. GALLINGER. What about the Ford’s Theater Commis- 
sion claims? They are private claims—every one of them, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I undertake to say that a claim of 
that kind, although audited by the Secretary of the Navy or the 
Secretary of the Interior, is not taken out of the category of 
private claims, which ought to be excluded from an appropria- 
tion bill on a point of order. That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. GAL GER. Ihave no disposition to delay the decision 
of the Chair on this question, and I am not conceited enough to 
suppose that I can give the Chair any additional light on the 
question. But it is rather amusing to have Senators in charge of 
an appropriation bill so vehemently inform us from time to time 
that there is nothing in these bills that is not all right. The Sen- 
ator from Maine tells us that this bill is free from everything that 
is obnoxious to that rule. Here is, I do not know how much, a 
hundred thousand dollars more or less, for gentlemen who lost 
health and limb and for the families of some of those who lost 
life in the Ford Theater disaster, and it has been acted upon by a 
Commission of Congress. 

Mr. HALE. Thatisexactly underclause4of RuleXVI. There 
was a special act providing for the Commission, and that the 
awards of the Commission should be paid. The committee would 
not have put it on the bill for a moment unless there had been a 

ial act requiring it. 

Mr. GALL GER. Yet the Senator admits that the amend- 
ment I have offered comes also under that head, but he cites the 
other rule that a private claim shall not be put on an appropria- 
tion bill; and every one of those is a private claim. 

Mr. HALE. No,no; they are not claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is no escape from it. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator’s amendment is not like them. : 

Mr. GALLINGER. It may not be like them, but they are pri- 
vate claims. y 

I have no disposition to be technical or to delay the decision of 
this matter, but the rules are very convenient and are always 
called upon to sustain the position which the Committee on Ap- 

ropriations may take in matters of this kind. They are always 
Rand faulty, however, it seems to me, when an individual Sen- 
ator p an amendment to an appropriation bill. I believe 
that 3 a reasonably broad interpretation of the custom of the 
Senate and of the rules under which we are acting, the amendment 
I propose is not obnoxious to the rule, and ought not to be ruled 
out on a point of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under Rule XVI, the Chair is com- 
Nr. to sustain the point of order made by the Senator from Maine 


. HALE]. 
Mr. TELLER. I have an amendment to send a case to the 
Court of Claims, which I desire to offer. It is to come in on page 


60, after line 9. Las 

The SECRETARY. On page 60, after line 9, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

Whereas the Secretary of the Navy, on the 28th day of Jan 1893, con- 


tracted with Harris P. Hurst for ce: rights accruing and a. under 
three several applications filed by said Hurst in the United States Patent 
Office for letters patent upon certain improvements, viz: * Cartri for 
breech-loading ordnance, filed March 28, 1892, serial No. 426839," “* ch- 
loading ordnance, filed July 28, 1892, serial No. 441433.” and ‘* breech-loading 
ordnance, filed August 17, 1892, serial No. 443329"; and 


Whereas the Secre of the Navy has heretofore decided that said Hurst 
is not entitled to be paid anything under said contract, nor anythin one 2 
0 


the $25,000 appropriated for certain rights under Paty oh No. 53317 
“Act making appropriations for the naval or the fiscal year ending 
June 30. 1895, and for other purposes“; and 

Whereas the said Hurst expended the sum of $926.22 at the Washington 
Navy-Yard in small-bore and small-arm experiments: Now, therefore, 

The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise 5 to e to said Hurst the said sum of 
$926.22; and the Court of Claims is hereby directed to advance and adjudicate 
the claim of said Harris P. Hurst against the United States for all such sums 
of money as the said Hurst may be entitled to on account-of any infringe- 
ment of the said Hurst’s, said patents by the United States Government, 
or on account of said contract of the 28th day of January, 1893, or on account 
of the provision for 3 ment of said Hurst of the sum of $25.000, on condi- 
tions therein mention n the “Act making appropriations for the naval 


sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary to satisfy any judg- 
ment the Court of Claims may render in the premises, is hereby a 3 
in the 8 not 


Mr. HALE. The last clause of the amendment should be 
stricken out. Otherwise it will be clearly subject to a point of 
order as making an appropriation. 


Mr. G GER. I make the point of order that it is general 
legislation upon an appropriation bill. It is a private claim, and 
is likewise obnoxious to that rule of the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. This is a case where we have appropriated 
$25,000, and there is no necessity for an appropriation. It has 
already been made. The amendment was drawn by the Navy 
Department and sent here. Ihave no objection to strikin ing out the 
objectionable words which the Senator from Maine has indicated. 

. HALE. Those words make the amendment subject to the 
point of order. 


Mr. TELLER. Then it will not be an appropriation. All I de- 
sire in this connection is to secure for this young man an oppor- 
tunity to go to the Court of Claims and to have his case e ited; 
that is, the court, instead of taking four years, shall hurry it up. 
The amendment also provides an appropriation of $926 for money 
that he has advanced. The Government is now using his device, 
phere it may be, and it seems to me it ought to pay the money 


back. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the young man has advanced money 
and it is to be reimbursed, it is a private claim. Aside from that, 
as I have before suggested, it is general legislation upon an ap- 
3 bill. The only way for this young man to prosecute 

is claim is the only manner left to Dunbar & Co., that is, through 
the Congress of the United States, and I make the point of order. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to state one fact. 1 do not know 
whether it is material or not on the point of order. The amend- 
ment was prepared at the office of the Secretary of the Navy. It 
was approved by the Secretary and sent here by him with his 


mf habe 
. CHANDLER. I should like to inquire about the ap 
priation of ee 25 the first time I have ever hearg of an 
appropriation being made in advance to pay an anticipated ju 
ment of the Court of Claims, a 
Mr. TELLER. The hash Spars is to bestricken out. There 
is to be no appropriation. e made an appropriation last year 
and left it 8 with the Secretary Whether or not he 
would pay the claim. He has declined to pay the claim. I want 
to put the case in the Court of Claims, with the provision which 
isin the amendment that the court shall expedite it. I do not 
desire any appropriation, but the amendment came from the Na 
9 and they put it in, and I did not notice that part of it. 
. CHANDLER. The difficulty, not that the Chair is under 
in making the ruling, but which Senators are under, is that they 
do not know what amendment is before the Senate. The Senator 
from Colorado moves a very long and unusual amendment—— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will have the amendment 
stated as modified by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Whereas the 5 of the Navy on the 28th day of 3 con- 
tracted with Harris P. Hurst for certain rights accruing and arising under 
t several applications filed by Hurst in the United States Patent 


ordnance, filed August 17, 1892, Serial No. 443329 ”; an 
Whereas the Secretary of the Navy has heretofore decided that said Hurst 
is not entitled to be paid anything under said contract, nor anything out of 


the $25,000 be — for certain ts under patent No. 533171 in “act 
450 705 tions for the naval service for the flscal year ending June 
30, 1896, and for other purposes“; an 


, 1 
Whereas the said 


of 8 the said Hurst may be entitled to on account of any 

ment of his (the said Hurst's) said patents by the United States Government, 
or on account of said contract of the 28th day of January, 1893, or on account 
of the provision for the payment of said Hurst of the sum of $25,000, on con- 
ditions therein mentioned in the “act pew | appropriations for the naval 
service for the year ending June 30, 1896, and for other purposes.” 

Mr. TELLER. The remainder of the amendment has been 
stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires the attention of 
the Senator from Colorado, The only modification which the 
Chair understood is in the clause in regard to the appropriation 
of $25,000. Is that correct? 

Mr. TELLER. Itis. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a provision in the amend- 
ment for the pornon of the sum of $926.22. 

Mr. TELLER. I will strike out that provision, so that the 
amendment will carry no appropriation. Then all there will be 
in it is a reference of the case to the Court of Claims, with adirec- 
tion to the court to expedite it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Colo- 
rado and also the Senator in charge of the bill, the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE], whether it is in order upon the deficiency bill 
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to esti to send any private claim to the Court of Claims for ad- 
udication? 
y Mr. GALLINGER. Especially with a direction that they shall 


3 it aor existing law. 

. COCKRELL. It is, as a matter of course, if you admit 
general is epee but it is only in order when general legislation 
is admitted. The amendment proposes general legislation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. This is purely and simply a reference of the 
claim of Mr. Hurst to the Court of Claims for adjudication. It 
provides for a private claim, and if the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, one member of which is the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER], will establish that rule, of course we will be content 
with it. But it should be understood hereafter that any private 
claim whatever may be especially referred to the Court of Claims 
upon the deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. TELLER. There is no necessity to refer the case to the 
Court of Claims. Mr. Hurst has a right to go to the Court of 
Claims under his contract, but his case would not be expedited. 
I desire to have it hastened. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then the proposition of the Senator 

Mr. TELLER. I did not prepare the amendment. It was pre- 
pared at the Navy Department and sent here. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is not of half so much importance as 
it is that the amendment comes from a member of the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. TELLER. It does not come from any member of the Com- 


mittee on A 5 alg as such. 

Mr. CHAN R. There would have been no possibility that 
the amendment would-have been entertained for a minute if it 
had come from any other member of the Senate; but the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, immediately after objecting to an abso- 
lutely meritorious claim because it is a private claim, now send 
to the front the Senator from Colorado, who is a member of that 
committee, to insist upon it that a private claim may be expedited 
in the Court of Claims by a clause upon an appropriation bill. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from New Hampshire, who is ex- 
ceedingly critical at least, loses sight of the fact that last year we 
made an appropriation to pay thisclaim. It is carrying out exist- 
ing law, you may say, to submit the question now to the Court of 
Claims. I do not desire to discuss the question, however. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Colorado does not wish 
to mislead the Senate, as he is in danger of doing by the last re- 
mark. The Secretary of the Navy was to pay this claim if he 
thought it wasa good one. He adjudica that it was a bad 
one, and the Senator now gets up and says the amendment is to 
carry out existing law. 

Mr. TELLER. The Secretary of the Navy said that the claim- 
ant was not entitled to the money, and he was not inclined to 
pay it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator argue that it is carrying 
out existing law to move to pay a claim which the Secretary of 
the Navy says is a bad one? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon reflection the Chair is com- 
pelled 5 sustain the point of order upon the amendment even as 
modified. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. On page 60, after line 9, I move 

to insert what I send to the desk. 

3 SECRETARY. On page 60, after line 9, it is proposed to 
rt: 


That to outy out the provisions of the act making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884 (22 Statutes, 477), to 

y to the legal representatives of John ch, deceased, the sum of $28,160.25 
tr labor and material furnished by the said John Roach in completing the 
dispatch boat Dolphin under the advice and assistance of the Naval Advisory 
Board mentioned in said act, which amount is hereby appropriated out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. HALE. It is an ungrateful task to make points of order 
upon claims that are good. I know this old claim like a brother. 
It is a good claim. It ought to have been paid years ago. It is 
8 with peculiar hardship. The Government ought to pay 
it by a bill which should pass unanimously in the House and in 
the Senate. That is the way it oughtto go. But it is not a claim 
that is excepted under clause 4 of Rule XVI. 

The framing of the amendment attempts to avoid that rule by 
declaring that it is to carry out the re SG ce of a certain 

ear. Those are general appropriations. There is no appropria- 
ion in the act of 1884 for any private person who has a claim 
against the Government through the Navy Department. There 
was an appropriation in that act for the building of new ships, 
and in building those new ships this claim came up. It is just; 
it is a perfectly good claim; but simply referring to that act, the 
appropriation act which carried expenses for the building of the 
avy, to cover the Roach ships, does not, I submit, Mr. President, 
bring it under the rule, which says that— 

No amendment the object of which is to provide for a private claim shall 
be received to a general . bill, unless it be to carry out the pro- 
visions of an existing la ty stipulation. 


wora 


I have no doubt that if there had been a special act or a treaty 
which had recognized this claim and declared that it should be 
paid, that it should be submitted to the Department and audited, 
the amendment would be carrying out a special provision in rela- 
tion to it. But simply referring to an appropriation act which 
carried a general appropriation for the Navy and for naval ships 
clearly does not, in my opinion, entitle the amendment to come 


under clause 4 of Rule XVI. Ihave nothing more tosay about it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Maine, a good 
lawyer, as he is, evidently realizes the weakness of his point of 
order, and for that reason he follows up his point with an argu- 
ment in its favor. 

Mr. HALE. I raised the point of order. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. I insist in all confi- 
dence that the amendment is not subject to the point of order, 
and I will give my reasons very briefly. 

Mr. Roach had a contract with the Government of the United 
States for building this ship ata certain price. After the ship was 
completed and accepted by the Government, an act of Congress 
was passed—lI care not whether it was a general appropriation act 
or a special act of Congress; it was an act of 8 
an appropriation of money to meet this and other like contracts. 
It was an act which it was intended should provide the money, and 
it did provide money, to meet this contract. 

Now, what followed? A question was raised in the Department 
to the effect that the vessel was structurally weak, and the Gov- 
ernment held back this amount, $28,000, money appropriated by 
Congress to meet this particular claim. 

Mr. HALE, TheSecretary of the Navy refused to pay it. 

Mr, MITCHELL of Oregon. He refused to pay it? 

Mr. HALE. He claimed that the appropriation did not coverit. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. No, the Senator is mistaken about 
that. That was not the question at all. The pornon taken by 
the Secretary of the Navy was that the boat had not been con- 
structed eee to the contract, and although the money had 
been appropriated by Congress and was there ready to be drawn, 
it was retained by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. HALE. That is right. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And a less amount than that 
called for in the contract was paid. The Senator from Maine 
says to me that it had not been earned. 

Mr. HALE. I do not say that. The Secretary so held. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In view of what the Senator said 
a moment ago about the justice of the claim, he can not say that. 

Mr. HALE. The Secretary held that way. I do not so hold. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Thatistrue. The Secretary evi- 
dently made a mistake,as the whole history of the Dolphin has 
abundantly proved. The Secretary of the Navy was under a 
mistake. He was misled by the reports made to him by certain 
officers in regard to the character of the construction of the ship. 
Those reports were to the effect that the vessel was structurally 
weak, and therefore was not built according to thecontract. The 
Secretary of the Navy—I am finding no fault with him—on those 
reports held back the amount of money which had been appro- 
priated by an act of Congress to meet this particular case. 

Subsequent investigation has demonstrated to everyone who 
has given the matter any attention that that was a mistake, just 
as the Senator from Maine says. It is a justclaim, and one which 
ought to pass by the unanimous vote of both Houses of Congress. 
That is the case. Is not the amendment an appropriation to carry 
out existing law? That is the rule. What is the existing law? 
The existing law is a general appro riation act which appropri- 
ated $28,000 to meet this claim. It does seem to me that the point 
is not well taken. I do not think the Senator in charge of the bill 
ought to make any point of order against this claim under all the 
circumstances. I insist that the amendment is in order and that 
the point of order is not well taken. What does the rule say? 

No amendment the object of which is to provide for a private claim— 

I admit it is a private claim— 
shall be received to any general appropriation bill, unless— 


Unless what?— 
sag it be to carry out the provisions of an existing law or a treaty stipu- 

ion. 

The existing law said that this money should be paid. 

Mr. HALE. No. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes, it did. The appropriation 
was made to cover this particular claim in the whole amount of 
the contract. The Secretary of the Navy, on an investigation in 
which I think he was misled, held back $28,000 of it upon the 


theory for the Government that the vessel was structurally weak 
and had not been constructed according to the contract. That 
vessel has been in the Government service now for eleven years. 
It has voyaged around the world more than once, and it has been 
demonstrated by actual service that no stancher vessel was ever 
constructed in any shipyard in America or elsewhere. Now, that 
is the case, Mr, President. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Oregon please 
indicate the terms of the existing law to which he refers? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have not the statute before me. 
It is in the act making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, 22 Statutes, page 477. 6 

Mr. HALE. Of course that is the general appropriation act 
which provides for theconstruction of somany ships. It hasnoth- 
ing in reference to this claim. I wish there was. There are cases 
that come under clause 4 of Rule XVI. For instance, if Con- 
gress provides that after the ist day of July the salary of a certain 
officer shall be $3,000 instead of $2,500, and that amount is not a 
poprat for and is not paid, the difference between the $2,5 
that he gets and the law that fixes the salary is a subject for an 
amendment on an appropriation bill, because it is to carry out an 
existing law 3 to and applicable to that subject. There 
are here and there cases of that kind. That is intended to be the 
scope of clause 4. But to say that a general law providing for 
the construction of ships and appropriating money for them is 
intended to cover a particular claim that the then Secretary of the 
Navy decided was not to be paid and had not been earned is a very 
strong 150 8 and violation of the rule. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. This is the statute. 5 

Mr. HALE. The Senator can not point out, as the Chair has 
asked him to do, anything in the act that relates to this claim. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Oh, yes, I can. The act provides 
as follows: 

For the construction of the steel cruiser of not less than 4,300 tons displace- 
ment now specially authorized by law, two steel cruisers of not more than 
8,000 nor less than 2,500 tons ent each, and one dispatch boat, as 
recommended by the Naval Advisory Board in its report of December 2), 
1882, $1,800,000; and for the construction of all which vessels, except their 
armament, the otc dr the Navy shall invite 3 Ameri- 
can shipbuilders whose shipyards are fully equipped for building or repair- 
ing iron and steel steamships, and constructors of marine engines, machinery, 
and boilers; and the Secretary of the Navy is authorized to construct said 
vessels and procure their armament at a total for each not exceeding the 
amounts estimated by the Naval Advisory Board in said report, and in the 
event that such vessels, or any of them, shall be built by Sareea build- 
Ing shall be under contracts with the lowest and best responsible bidder or 
bidders. made after at least sixty days' advertisement, published in five of 
the leading newspapers of the United States, inviting Ft ane for construct- 
ing said vessels, subject to all such rules, lai 
and provisions as to bonds and security for the due completion of the work 
as the Secretary of the Navy shall prescribe; and no such vessel shall be ac- 
cepted unless completed in strict conformity with the contract, with the 
advice and assistance of the Naval Advisory Board, and in all respects in 
accordance with the provisions of the act of August 5, 1882, except as they 
are hereby modified; and the authority to construct the same shall take effect 
at once; and the Secretary of the Navy may, in addition to the appropriation 
hereby made, apply to the constructing and finishing of the vessels in this 
clause referred to any balance of the appropriation made to the Bureaus of 
Construction and Repair and Steam Engineering for the current year 
or in the present act which may remain available for that purpose: Provided, 
That he shall utilize the national navy-yards with the e tools, and 
appliances 3 to the Government there in use in the building of said 

ips, or any par ereof, as fully and to as great an extent as the same can 

be done with advantage to the Government. 
It amounts to just this, Mr. President: Here is an act providing 
for and directing the construction of certain vessels at certain 
prices, not exceeding a certain cost, and making an appropriation 
to meet the same. This vessel was constructed, and it is ad- 
mitted by the Senator in charge of the bill that the money has 
been unjustly detained. It does seem to me that the point of 
order is not well taken. 

Mr. HALE. Under the Senator’s construction of the rule, 
under a general appropriation, no matter what the Secretary of 
the Navy decided, claims for double the amount of the appropria- 
tion might be brought in on the ground that the appropriation 
had been put upon the ships. The whole clause simply makes a 

neral appropriation for certain ships. It is left to the Secre- 
hay. He is to decide whether they are bid for according to con- 
tract and whether they are to be 2 or not. The Secretary. 
I think, made a mistake; but he decided that this item was not 
due under the contract and refused to pay it, and that is why 
it is before us now. All the other bills were paid long ago under 
the appropriation. When a part of the act left it to the Secre- 
tary and he decided that this money had not been earned, to claim 
that 1 of that appropriation it brings it under clause 
4 of Rule Lis certainly a very strained construction; and I 
have no doubt the Senator himself, who is a good lawyer, sees 
that. Ido not care to take any more time. I want to get the 
bill through. 

Mr. STEWART. I have had occasion to examine this claim in 
the Committee on Claims. I think that the withholding of this 
money was about as unjust a thing as has been done in a long 
time. I hope the Senator from Maine will waive his point of 
order and let this very just claim go on the bill. 

Mr. HALE. I would do that very gladly for one; but if I did 
so someone else on the committee would make the point of order. 
There is a certain position under my responsibility as chairman of 
the subcommittee and in charge of the bill which I must take 
which I do not like to take. There are half a dozen claims that 


ons, superintendence, 


were presented before the committee by valued constituents of 


mine that I had to vote against. If this were the only claim, I 
for one would let it go; but there was no end of claims that have 
been besetting the Committee on Appropriations this year more 
than ever. Some of the very best of them are from my State. I 
voted against them all. I disliked to do it, and I dislike to make 


a point of order here. If this claim were single and alone I would 
not make it. 

Mr. STEWART. The payment of this claim has been delayed 
so long, the point of order, I take it, will be overruled in this case, 
I advise my friend to take an topen and let us overrule it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. am not going to take an appeal 
until the Chair has decided against the amendment. Iam expect- 
ing 8 decision in its favor. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The law cited by the Senator from 
Oregon, the Chair thinks, does not take this case out of the prohi- 
bition of the rule. In order to do that the law should be specific 
and apply to the particular matier included in the amendment. 
The Chair very reluctantly sustains the point of order. There is 
no escape from it under the rule, 

Mr. DANIEL. I have an amendment to offer to the bill, to come 
in after line 15, on page 70. Itis an amendment reported from 
the Committee on Claims, with the exception of the proviso which 
I have added at the end in writing, which I propose to offer as an 
amendment to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated, 

The SECRETARY. After line 15, page 70, insert: 


Providing the Public Printer is unable to produce without delay, at the 
Government Printing Office, the work hereinafter named, that the Secretary 
of the Interior be, and he is pery authorized and directed to cause the 
present contract tor voter copies of the drawings of the tues Mone 
of patents for inventions, trade-mark certificates, drawings for the library 
editions of patents, for producing exhausted copies and copies of pending 
applications and of fore patents or ee and for producing the 
p otolithographic work for the illustrated of the Official Gazette of 

he Patent Office, to be extended for the term of one year from the Ist day of 
July, 1896, the provisions of section 3879 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States to the contrary notwithstanding: Provided, That the contractor will 
do the work at a figure as low as any other bid that has been made. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the amendment opens agreat field. 
The Committee on Appropriations knows nothing about it. The 
Senate knows nothing about it. Itis put in force by a new law 
and a new process. I have to make a point of order against the 
amendment that it is legislation. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will state that this matter in a little different 
form was 9 8 8 before the Senate on the urgent deficiency ap- 
propriation bill and that its entire object is one for the public 
good, While I believe it to be open toa point of exception, if itis 
insisted on, it is a matter that has been debated in the Senate and 
I believe the public interest will be subserved by a hearing and a 
favorable decision. Of course I can not persist, as the amend- 
ment is in the nature of legislation. I hope the Senator from 
ae will not urge his point of order, at least until he hears the 
matter. 

Mr. HALE. If I did not, there are other Senators who would 
makeit. I have been requested, being in charge of the bill, to 
make it, as I have made other points of order. The Senator does 
not claim that the amendment is not subject to a point of order. 
I have to make it because it would open large debate. I know 
certain Senators are very much opposed to it. Iam very desirous 
of getting the bill through to-night. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the point of order 
against the amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I move to insert, after line 12, 
page 110: 

To pay Henry A. Du Pont im full compensation for all his time and expenses, 
inclu ing rinting and counsel fees, in prosecuting his claim to a seat in the 
Senate of the United States as a Senator from the State of Delaware, $2,500. 

To pay James L. Wolcott, John Bassett Moore, and William F. Kurtz, coun- 
selin o ition to the claim of Henry A. Du Pont, the same to embrace all 


their disbursements and expenses in the prosecution of their case in such 
opposition, $2,500. 


Mr. HALE. That has been fully considered by the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. My oa ria is that some sub- 
Comta on one of the appropriation bills intended to put on this 
item. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Did we not pass a resolution directing the 
payment of these two sums out of the contingent fund? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will explain the matter. I was 
instructed by the Committee on Privileges and Elections to report 
the resolution providing for the payment of these amounts out 
of the contingent fund of the Senate. The resolution had to go to 
the Committee on Contingent Expenses and it is lying there yet. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is the proper place for it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. As it was necessary to make the 
appropriation, I thought it should be put on this bill, as it is the 

ast one. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think it had better go on this bill, too, 
but the resolution ought to be recalled. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes. 
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Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly the committee intend in putting the 
provision on this bill that the resolutions shall be pushed out. It 
will fall undoubtedly when the appropriation goes through. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I thought it best that the provi- 
sion should be made here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Oregon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to give notice that I wish 
to have the amendment on page 60 considered in the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so noted. 

Mr. HILL. On page 87, at the end of line 7, I move to insert: 

To Elihu Root, ex-United States attorney,southern district of New York, 
for services rendered as attorney for the defendant in the suit of the Yale 
Lock Manufacturing Company vs. Thomas L. James, in March, 1884, by direc- 
tion of the Attorney-General, the sum of $2,000. 

Mr. HALE. My impression is that the committee agreed to 
this amendment. 

Mr. HILL. I supposed they had. It is a claim audited and 
approved by the Attorney-General. 

r. HALE. It is a regularly certified Department claim. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. In behalf of the Committee on Claims I offer 
the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Insert as an additional section the following: 

ropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
Deed e 2 8 — of $1,027,314 00, for payment of 
claims adjudicated the Court of Claims under the French spoliation act 
of January 20, 1885, as follows: 

Mr. COCKRELL. I make the point of order on the amend- 
ment. It is not worth while to read the names of all the claim- 
ants and the amounts. I make the point of order that they are 
claims, pure and simple, coming from the Committee on Claims, 
and are not appropriate to the pending appropriation bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Mis- 
souriaquestion. Have not the Bowman Act claims and the French 
spoliation claims been repeatedly put upon a deficiency appropria- 
tion bill, and has not the claim that they are findings or judgments 
of the Court of Claims been always held to take them out of the rule? 
If this point of order is good, why is it not good as against any 
judgment of the Court of Claims? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Neither the French spoliation nor the Bow- 
man law claims are judgments proper. They are findings of fact. 
Congress has recognized some of the fading in the case of the 
French spoliation claims and paid them. Congress has likewise 
recognized some of the claims allowed under the Bowman law, 
and that was done in a general act, including a large number of 
claims reported by the Court of Claims to Congress under the 
Bowman law, where they found the facts, tinding the amount of 
property taken and actually used for army 3 and the value 
of it. That was a number of years ago. It is true once or twice, 
by a bare majority vote of the Committee on Appropriations, an 
amendment was inserted for the payment of the French spolia- 
tion claims. My recollection is that the Bowman Act claims have 
never been inserted upon a deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. PLATT. We paid several million dollars of the French 
spoliation claims in that way. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iknow. I say there was one class of French 
spoliation claims where payment was made, and that was all. 

Mr. PLATT. Two. were there not? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The fact that Congress may have hereto- 
fore put these claims on an reais pps bill does not relieve the 
claims since reported from the rule of the Senate as being claims, 
pure and simple. They have been offered and have been rejected 
and discarded and ruled out because they were claims. There can 
be no question on earth that these are claims, pure and simple. 
They come from the Committee on Claims, and are reported here 
as claims. If they are not claims, then we have no claims. If 
these claims are to go on, every bill reported by the Committee on 
Claims ought to go on, and I shall insist that every solitary one 
shal] go on the bill. These are just as much claims as anything 
that has ever been reported by the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask the Senator from Missouri a question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. Is it not true that the Senate has once decided 
this question of order and put these claims on an ht Sauer 
bill and the House accepted them and they were paid? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think there was any point of order 
made at the time that was done. 

Mr. WARREN. I can answer. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They were put on at the time, it is my rec- 
ollection, by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PLATT. Has not the Senate since decided the point of or- 
der in favor of putting these claims on an appropriation bill; 


and have they not been yo on, but not acceded to by the con- ~ 
ferees on the of the House? That is my recollection. 

Mr. WAR They were so put on the deficiency appropria- 
tion billin 1891. The question of order was raised by the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], and it was settled by the Senate 
and they were put upon the bill and passed. 

These are adjudicated claims coming from the Court of Claims 
over the proper certificate to the Committee on Claims and by 
that committee recommended to the Appropriation Committee. 
The certificate of the clerk of the Court of Claims is appended to 
the amendment, stating that they are the findings of the Court of 
Claims. Itseems to me that when we by our own act have cre- 
ated a tribunal for the adjustment of such claims and by a later 
act have sent these particular claims to that particular tribunal 
for the a purpose of making its findings and provided that 
they shall be reported to Congress annually, and they are so re- 
ported, there is but one honorable, decent, legal way to do, and 
that is to pay them. 

I know of no point of order that can be raised as inst the 
amendment and sustained, as I understand the rules of the Sen- 
ate. The matter, itis true, was brought up in 1891. Ihave the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of March 1, 1891, open before me. At 


that time the distinguished Senator from Missouri 7 Cock- 
RELL] raised a 17 75 of order against the adoption of a similar 
amendment, and in making the point of order said: 

The point of order is that the amendment proposes to provide for private 


claims; the c were refe the Committee on Claims, and that com- 
mittee has refused to report them favorably to be placed on a general ap- 
propriation bill. 


At this time we have the advantage of having had this amend- 
ment ds get favorably by the Committee on Claims in a regular 
ate and having had it sent to the Committee on Appropriations 
in due time. At that time red gece of order was not ruled upon 
by the Chair, but was submitted to the Senate, and by the Senate 
it was decided that they were in order, and they were incorpo- 
rated in the deficiency appropriation bill of that year. The law 
passed, and over $1,300,000 was appropriated and paid. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was in the last Congress? 

Mr. WARREN, That was in 1891, the claims amounting to 
one million three hundred and some odd thousand dollars, 

Mr. PLATT. I do not insist upon the accuracy of my memory, 
but I am very certain that since that session they have been re- 
ported by the Committee on Claims, the pone of order made over- 
ruled by the Senate, or by the Chair, and they were placed upon 
the bill here but went out in conference. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In the last Congress, when the combination 
was made between all the claims, including the sugar-bounty 
question, the question of order was raised by me. I have forgot- 
ten what claims they were, but I think it was upon these claims. 
It was submitted to the Senate, and the Senate decided that it was 
in order, and all the claims were put on, the whole mass of them, 
sugar bounty and all. i 

Mr. PLATT. The Supreme Court affirmed the sugar bounty 
to day; 175 I think they would affirm these spoliation claims if 

ey co 

. COCKRELL. The House agreed to the one class and dis- 
agreed to the other, and they had to be abandoned in conference, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Lask what the Senator's point of order was 
about the sugar-bounty claims? The proposed amendment was to 
carry out existing law, andI can not understand how the Senator 
can make a point of order on this amendment. Imay be wrong, for 
I am not strong on points of order, but I have been under the im- 
8 that either the findings or ju ents of the Court of 

aims were treated as estimates or as audits of the other Depart- 
ments of the Government which were entitled to be considered, 
and that they were not to be treated as private claims, because they 
were made to carry out existing law. That has been my impres- 
sion, and that is my belief as to the meaning of the rule. The 
Senator from Missouri would have it that these claims have only 
been passed upon favorably by the Senate on previous occasions 
by reason of some combination among Senators, some unworthy 
combination among Senators, which could not possibly have ex- 
isted, and the Senator from Missouri ought to be the last to impute 
such a motive to honorable Senators upon this floor. 

If the question was submitted by the Chair to the Senate because 
the Chair was in doubt as to how to rule, the presumption is that 
the Senate decided the question of order as it ought to have been 
decided, and I submit now, and I am confident in the belief, that 
these findings of the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act and 
in connection with the French spoliation claims are findings made 
in pursuance of existing law and that they are not to be treated, 
= accordance with the previous practice of the Senate, as private 
claims. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, it seems to me that these claims 
come to us in the only way that they can ever be e ted to come 


under existing laws. They are absolutely claims which have been 
reported here under and by reason of existing laws. 
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The amendment which I have sent to the desk covers 341 claims. 
The fact that they are claims on this Government of nearly one 
hundred years’ standing is one that possibly does not reflect any 
too much credit on the Government in any way that we view it. 


I do not suppose that I am as well uainted with these claims 
as many of those who are older men and older in the service here 
than I, but I am informed that these claims 1 out of a treat 
made with France soon after the war of the olution, in whic 
this country proposet to sustain Francein any war she might haye 
with England. A war between England and France occurred a 
few years later, in which we did not fulfill our engagements; and 
by reason of that an unpleasant feeling arose with France, and 
these depredations were committed upon our shipping, our com- 
merce, by France. At a later date, under another treaty with 
France, the Government undertook the responsibility of paying 
these individual claims. It was expressly provided how the 
claims should be adjudicated and paid. It was provided that they 
should be investigated by the Court of Claims, and by the Court 
of Claims be sent to Congress, as their findings aresent here annu- 


ally. z 

The amendment simply takes the findings of the Court of Claims 
in the order in which they were rendered, since and from those 
that were paid by the act of 1891 down to the date that these now 
presented were computed so far as they relate to individual and 
partnership claims, but excluding the so-called insurance claims. 

I do not know on what point of order they can be ruled out. 
As I stated before, in 1891, when the Senate decided that they were 
in order, they were not part of a composite lot of claims. 

They stood, as I may say, alone. At that time the point of 
order was made by the distinguished Senator who now makes the 
point, not only on the present grounds, but mainly on the fact 
that they had not been reported by any committee. Now, the 
Committee on Claims has reported this amendment exactly as it 
came from the Court of Claims over its certificate. I believe that 
this amendment is in order and that these claims come in under ex- 
istinglaw. I believe it is but fair to say that they are also to carry 
out a treaty, and I believe it is not stretching it too far to say that 
they rise away over and above the ordinary purview of private 
claims. erefore they meet every point that can be raised agai 
them, and I submit that the amendment is perfectly in order. 

As to previous rulings, there msy have been others, but the 
only one I remember—and I have looked the matter up carefully 

is, as I have said before, that the Chair, instead of ruling upon 
the point of order in 1891, submitted it to the Senate, and the 
Senate decided that the claims were in order, notwithstanding 
that at that time they had not been reported upon by one of the 
standing committees. 

Mr. ens perhaps it is not necessary for me to say that I 
have no personal interest in these claims. I do not suppose a 
single individual in the State that I in part represent has any in- 
terest, even to the extent of one penny, in them; but in pursuit 
of my duty as a member of one of the great committees of this 
body, to which I have been assigned by the Senate, I have inves- 
tigated these claims to some extent, and it seems to me that the 
only honorable way for us to do is to pay our debts. The fact 
that tlie claims are a hundred years old does not make any differ- 
ence. They have come down to us and been adjudicated in the 
last five or six years in the only way they can be adjudicated, and 
ae age and our former neglect should not militate against 

em. 

I do not see how I can face my constituents, I do not know how 
this Senate can permit it to go out to the country thatit has un- 
dertaken under a point of order, or through the ruling of the 
Chair upon the point of order, to rule out a million dollars of just 
debts, which have been due all these years to 341 different parties, 
and, at the same time, publish to the world the fact that we have 
appropriated during this session sixty-odd millions for the Navy, 

-odd millions for rivers and harbors, and millions and mil- 
lions more for other purposes—for improvements, investments, 
and so forth. Ido not inveigh against any of these appropriation 
bills, but it seems to me that our first duty is to pay our just debts. 

Mr. PLATT. I have only thought of this matter since the 
pont of order has been made, but the more I think of it the more 

am satisfied that this point has never been decided either by the 
Chair or by the Senate adverse to receiving these claims upon an 
appropriation bill. 

. COCKRELL. The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] 
has stated the facts very clearly. He has shown that these are 
claims, and very old claims. They are not judgments of a court, 
and the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] knows 
perfectly well that these French spoliation claims are not judg- 
ments, like the ordinary judgments of the Court of Claims; he 
knows that the Bowman-law claims are not judgments like the 
ordinary judgments of a court, where the amount found is ordered 
and adjudged and it bears interest. He knows that under the 

Bowman law the court can only find certain facts and report 
their finding of facts, 


They do not pretend to enter up a judgment; there is no pre- 
tense of a sig Caco the first thing they determine is the question 
of loyalty. hen that has been determined, they then proceed 
to determine as to the property, by whom taken, by whom used, 
and its value. If it were taken by the Army, and used for army 
perpen, they find that fact and state it, and simply that 

act, but they do not report any judgment. ey report the 
facts in the case where the property was not used by the Army. 
and consequently the Government is not liable, just as they report 
in a case where the property was actually by the Army for 
army purposes, and the liability of the Government is recognized. 
There is no distinction. They report the facts, and as a matter 
of course, they report them to Congress for action. 

Now, the law in regard to French spoliation claims expressly 
declares that there is no liability on the part of the Government 
and that they are to be reported to Congress for its action. These 
are claims pure and simple, regardless of any decision or ruling 
which may have been made in the past, and I ask that they may 
be excluded. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, these claims, as has been stated 
by the Senator from 1 3 [Mr. WARREN], grew out of the 
treaty with France. e United States Government, if I remem- 
ber correctly, agreed to pay these claims, and France in return 
served to pay the claims of her citizens against the Government 
of the United States. 

Mr. GEAR. May I ask the Senator was not that arrangement 
made in the treaty at the time of the Louisiana purchase? 

Mr. LODGE. I think it was before that treaty. 

Mr. GEAR. Was not the money retained to pay these claims? 

Mr. LODGE. The money was retained by our Government; at 
all events the money belonging to these claimants. 

These claims have been contested before Congress for three 
generations. Finally, in 1891, as the Senator from Wyoming has 
stated, a portion of these claims were put in here in the Senate 
under the findings of the Court of Claims, and that portion has 
been paid. It was unjust to keep these people out of their money 
for a hundred years; it is still more unjust to have paid a portion 
of the claims and not pay the rest. That is the position in which 
we are placed. 

As I understand, the Senate has already passed on this precise 
question, except that the claims were not then reported from a 
committee of the Senate. There has never been, I believe, an 
adverse decision; and it seems tome that being reported to the 
Senate from a Senate committee on the findings of the Court of 
Claims, they are not within the rule, and ought to be admitted as 
now in order, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits the question to the 


Senate. Is the 1 in order? 
: Mr. COCKRELL. tus have the yeas and nays, Mr. Presi- 
ent. 


7 5 sant nays were ordered: and the Secretary proceeded to 
the roll. 

Mr. BURROWS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery], and therefore with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Ihave a general 
pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name wascalled). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS]. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was ed). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON]. I transfer that pair 
to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called), I have a standing 
air with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]; 
ut I am satisfied if he were present he would vote the same way 

I do, and therefore I feel at liberty to vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. MITCHELL]. If he were present, 
I should vote “yea. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have a general pair with the Senator 


Tam paired with 
I am paired with 
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from Texas [Mr. Mitts]. I will transfer that pair to the senior 8 Pettit, administrator, of Andrew Pettit, deceased, $490; 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Suna gend and will vote ‘‘ yea.” VVV 
Mr. POUR: I have a standing pair with the Senator from | The Pennsylvania Company for Insurance on Lives and Seen saat 
California [Mr. WHITE]. If he were present I should vote yea.” | ties, administra tor of Thomas M. Willing. deceased, $686; 
Samuel Bell, administrator of John G. S ORMAN: deceased, 
Mr. PALMER ‘atte havin yog voted in the negative). am| J 
0 


ames C. Dawes, administrator of Abijah Dawes, deceased, 
paired with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HansBRouGH], | Francis R. Pemberton, e aa iaraa John e deceased, sins 
and, as he has not voted, I withdraw my vote. James S. Cox, administrator of James S. Cox, d $190; 


Mr. BACON. I have a general pair with the Senator from ETN P. McKean, administrator of Henry Pratt, deceased, $490; 
iam R. Howell, administrator of Samuel H ll, deceased, $490; 
Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE], but as I have the assurance of his] William C. “MeMartrie, administrator of William MeMurtrie deceased, $490; 


colleague that if present he would vote “ yea,” I will let my vote Henry Mod y Administrator of Charles Pettit, Gocestod, 10 

Lor 00 rator O! ue. ece: 
in the affirmative stand, although the Senator from Rhode d On the des T pan 58 oat Beene 5 ened 200 8. 
has not voted. Ward, administrator de bonis non of James Barry, d 


eceased, 502. 
Mr. CULLOM. My understanding with the Senator from Dela- | On the schooner Ballahoo, J Jo ose h Riple poaa namely: James F. Breuil, 


ware [Mr. Gray], with whom I am paired, is that I may vote to | #Aministrator of Francis B 
make a quorum or vote on any question which is not partisan. I 9 Franar) d, Wiliam Ward, „master, namely: Adeline F. Alden, 


Bie rR oe 1 Abel k, Bellows ndiinistrato of Th yer, ais e. 
; OWS, rator of Thomas syor, 
1 a McMILLAN. To make a quo I feel authorized to vote. Stephen I. . of 3 h Rogers, 
vo yea. Albert C. Arno! ak administrator of the es Fre s nem Geyer, 
The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 14; as follows: deceased q, $228. 80, the award in the above case 5 been made to Francis M. 
YEAS—2. Boutwe tor of the e of John , assignee in bank- 
b ruptcy said Frederick William Geye: 
Aldrich, Daniel, tods; Platt, rles F. Adams, administrator o Poker C. Brooks, deceased, $2 
Allen, Davis, McBride, Pugh, Henry W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administra’ trators of Ero well MT Tiateh, 
Bacon, Gallinger, McMillan, Squire, deceased, $1,000; 
Brice, Gear, Martin, Stewart, William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel lage tuo deceased, $1,300; 
Butler, Gibson, Mitchell, Oreg. ‘Thurston, William Gray, administrator of William A rer, 8 deceased, $2,200; 
Cunnon, Gorman, Peffer, Tillman, William S. Carter, administrator of William Smith, deceased, $1, 000; 
Chandler, Hale, Perkins, Vest, Robert Grant. administrator of William H, Boardman, deceased, $400; 
Clark, Lindsay, Pettigrew, ‘Warren. David G. Haskins, administrator of David Greene, deceased, $1,000; 
NAYS—1. ee Bon pona, administrator of Nathan Bond, deceased, $400: 
Huny N gann „administrator of Jacob Sheaf 8, deceased, $500. 
Allison, Chilton, Hill, Turpie, e brig Lady Washington, Selleck, m: ocean es 
Baker, Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Vilas. Henry P Pe yen administrator of ‘Anarew i Pettit, etc., ‘de $709.80; 
Bate, Cullom, Nelson, Fuller, administrator of John ft dosed 88; 
Berry, George, Roach, Nobert W. Smith, administrator of Roberti Smith. paises 84. 
NOT VOTING—43. George Willing, administrator of Georg N; 
Francis A. Lewis, administrator of John ih Miller, gr. deceased deceased, $567.94; 
Jackburn, Frye, Mills, Sherman, George Bli ht ad: administrator of Peter Blight, deceased, 70 0 
lanchard. Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Shoup, Graig D. Ritchie, administrator of Joseph Bummer deceased, war 
wn, Ta organ, mith, illiam Brooke Rawle, administrator of Jesse W. 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Mo Teller, Richard C. McMutrie, administrator of John Bonen. ete. deceased, 7. 84; 
Caffery, Harris, Murphy, Voorhees, The Pennsylvania Company for 8 on Li and Granting Annu- 
Call, Hawley, Palmer, Walthall, ities, administrator of Thomas M. Will ing, deceased. $7 
Cameron, oar, y Wetmore, Thomas F. Bayard, trator of Thomas W. Francis i eae $283.92; 
r. rby, Pritchard, s Henry Pratt McKean, executor of Henry Pratt, deceased, 
Dubois, Jones, Nev. 5 Wilson, Francis R. Pemberton, administrator of John chitond di pern 00; 
Elkins, Kyle, Susy Wolcott. Samuel Bell, administrator of John G. Wacksmuth 
Faulkner, Mantle, well, 1 E ead F 5 eee ist 95 — a ohar ier, deceased, d, $354.90; 
: : saac S. Sm a rator of Jaco’ er, deceased, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is declared to be in George W. uthrie administrator of Alexander Murray, deceased, $709.80; 
order. A Tonis akin, cdministeator of nder Prine dees 0 0 
ou n, administrator o ndler Price, dece: 
Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote on the amendment. Frederick W. Meeker, administrator of Samuel Meeker, deceased, 8700. 80; 
Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment has not yet been read, James C. Fisher, executor of James C. Fisher, deceased, $354.90 
The VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment will be — D D. Fitzhugh Savage , administrator of John Savage, eto., decanted 80. 
i i r i n the merican, omas A dg master, namely: - 
ib padre se There is no necessity for reading the whole minis trator -f č bonis non of John Hall r decease a 5 Hall Ware, 
* 4 n the ane, Jo allace, master, name 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator Esther B. Buchanan „ administratrix, representing Smith & oe 
from Missouri to call for the reading of the amendment. $11,660.22 


* R 8 Smith, administrator, representing Samuel Smith, $6. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amen ent be read, as a matter of Cumberland D. Hollins, administrator, 8 g John Hollins, en 


course. On the shi | Bacen us, George, master, namely: 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. The ies tato Denne and Trust Company of Philadelphia, adminis- 
i sti trator of James Cam eceased, 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add as a new section at the | "WO" Pettit, administrator of Andrew Pettit, ete., deceased, $080: 
end of the bill the following: George W. Guthrie, administrator of Alexander Murray, deceased, $980; 
That there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- | M. H. Messchert, administrator of Jacob G. Koch, deceased, $980 
not otherwise appropriated, tt e sum of $1,027,314.09, for the payment of Samuel Bell, administrator of John sé 1 * 
ns adjudicated by the Court of Claims under the French spoliation act of | Jemes C. Dawes, administrator of A I 3 


Henry Lisle Waln, executor of Jacob 
abr ses Wig alert, Hobort g ray, master, nam: 552 the vessel, the snow Boston, Dougherty, mas eat He 
Robert M. Pratt, administrator de pora argas apea yi Joseph White, deceased, Bayard Henry, administrator of George Latimer, deceased, 


36. 
$8.205.75; Tue eal Estate Title Insurance and Trust Company, of T a hia, ad- 
William P. Parker, administrator de bonis non of William B. Parker, de- A bonis non cum testamentoannexo of . leceased, 


Elizabeth R. Gardner, administratrix de bonis non of Jesse Richardson, de- J, Bay rard H Pacis age be or 3 ae — Gira pony N doronas, Sio; 
D. Peciman, administrator de bonis non of Dudley L. Peckman, Mohan Sa lavage, admin a peti Bulg 55 55 eased, $784 bry: 
152 lenry ‘0; Stone, Bonjan amin W.Stone, and Robert Stone, executors of Robert annas 5 administrator of John Dewis, jr., deceased, deceased, $490; 
m A. Lauder, e de bonis non of Pickering Dodge, de- Jahn . i ch e . u 1 
Arthur E. Huntington, administrator of William Orne, d. Arthington Gil 2 0 administrator of Joshua Gilpin, reg $313: 
Mary F. 


Samuel Bell, administrator of John C. Wacksmuth, deceased 1176; 
Witherby, surviving executor of Charles Cleveland, deceased, Henry Pettit, administrator of 3 Pettit, eto, — ‘ 


Nathaniel P. Richardson, executor of Joshua Richardson, deceased, $2,088 Googe W. Guthrie, administrator of Alexander Murray, deceased i, $686; 

On the brig Sally, William Hampton, master, namely: Alexander Ì Drona, Tames. Co Savage, administrator of John Savage, deceased, $882; 
administrator of the estate of Robert Ralston, deceased, $5,734. James 8. o administrator of James 8. ech seased, $490; 

On the ship Two Sisters, Jacob Henery, master, namely: M.H 2 4 ogg praia saad 5 Bohl deceased, 8190; 

George W. Norris, administrator of John Garesche, deceased, $2,043. Richard ©. Murt hd ninistrator of John en, deceased. $490; 

George W. Norris, administrator of Peter Baudy, deceased, 343 1 F. R. Pemberton, administrator of John Clifford, deceased, $94; 

William R. Lejee, executor of Samuel Breck, deceased, $1, foes 27; Henry Lisle Waln, executor of Jacob S. Waln, , decease 8 sa; 

M. H. Messchert, administrator of Jacob Koch, deceased, $980; 5 M. ines — d for Insurance on Lives, e ministrator of 

James C. Dawes, administrator of ‘of Alexander Murray, deceased, $784; | Thorne A Panade administrator of Thomas W. Francis, deceased, $802. 

J. Bayard H istrator of Andrew Bayard, deceased, $784; On the ship Patapsco, William Hill, master, namely 

William A: aL L. Nuller. administrator of Joseph Leaney, deceased, $784; William Donnell, administrator de bonis oe eum testamento annexo of 

Henry Pettit, administrator of Andrew Pettit, deceased, $784: the estate 5555 John Donnell, deceased, $6,659 hi 

Artim ton Gilpin, administrator of Joshua Gilpin, deceased, g0; George W. Brown, administrator of the ERA of James A. Buchanan, 
os, Cox, administrator of James S. Cox, deceased, $204; 5 a 009.09, being his share of vessel and freight; 

John Williams, administrator of Edward Dunant, deceased, $294; r Smith, administrator de bonis non cum testamento annexo 

8 Lisle Waln. executor of Jacob S. Waln, deceased, $784. of sigh estate of Samuel Smith, deceased, $4,609.99, being his share of vessel 

TL Penah Ba TESO BAININ tE AE ot John Ravage: AAAA, sed, $2445 1110 A of is antak ob Wittiam T Puska, 

J Bayard eee of Andrew Bayard, ele d. $7843 who was the surviving partner of the firm ofS. Smith & Buchanan, deceased, 

George W. Guthrie, administrator of Alexander Murray, ogocensed. $40 $490; | $25,056, the value of the cargo shipped by said firm; 
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Cumberland D. Hollins, administrator de bonis non cum testamento annexo 
ot the estate of John Hollins, deceased, $7,600; 
B. Brooke, administratrix de 9 — — non cum testamento annexo of 


Virgilia 

the estate of John Smith, jr., deceased, $48,466. 
On the brig Hope, Chure “master, namely: 

12 cha C. Parsons, as administrator of the s of John Caldwell, deceased, 
William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, deceased, $1,000; 
Frank Dabney, administrator of Samuel W. Pomeroy, deceased i gt 000; 
John W. Athrop, administrator of Caleb Hopkins, deceased. so 
Lawrence Bond, ‘administrator of Nathan Bond, deceased, 

Daniel D. Slade, administrator of Daniel D. Rogers, deceased, $500. 

On the brig Juno, Walker, master, namely: Ann Fisher Satterthwaite, ad- 
ministratrix of James Sheafe, deceased, $12,240. 

On the brig Confidence, Thomas 8 Rk master, namely: Catherine M. 

Singleton, l ratrix de bonis non of a aes er McKim, surviving part- 

ner of the firm 55 Raber, besten & 1 5 81.40, 


On the schooner Eliza, ae Poulson, master, nam: 
John Merven Carrere and David Stewart, peter mtn bl of John Carrere, 
deceased, $11,744.96; 
David Stewart, administrator of John G. Delisle, deceased, $3,781. 
On the vessel Fusileer, Thomas Shaw, master, namely: 
George B. Chase, administrator of Stephen Chase, deceased, $2,955 
Albion E. Taylor, administrator de bonis non of Joseph Chase, deceased, 


Valin Papo anm administrator of Thomas Shaw, deceased, $1,168. 
5 1 — b brig Thomas, Mark Fernald, master, namely: James W. Eme 
e bonis — 05 7 ies 85 estate of Thomas Manning, deceased, $6, 
ee the OONA TN me tier wis Holmes, master, namely: 
Isaac Brewster, administrator de Donis non cum testamento annexo of the 
estate of Daniel Jackson, deceased, $3,56 
Charles G. Davis, administrator de bonis non of William Davis, deceased, 


On the brig Leonard, William Hackett, master, namely: Joseph A. Titcomb, 


ad- 


rare ETT of the estate of John Wills, otherwise called John Wells, de- 
On the 1 Vulture, John Berry, master, 15 55 
Elizabeth 4 Gardner, administratrix of eons R 618.85; 


chardson, 
Nathaniel P. Richardson, executor of Joshua Richardson, e 618.85; 
William Gray, administrator of William Gray, deceased, $1,500; 
Charles F. ams administrator of Peter O. 
William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, deceased, $1, 
H. H. Hunne well, executor of John Welles, decease: 


Henry W. . and Susan B. Samuels, administrators of Crowell Hatch, 


On the! rings ae Brooks, master, namel ly: 

Sanford J, orton, as administrator of the estate of William Wickham, 

mete in B. 5 as administrator of the estate of Nathaniel Blake, de- 
ceased, $454.16 

pee G. Sill, as administrator of the estate of William Moore, deceased, 

Charles F. Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, deceased. 

H. Burr Crandall, administrator of Thomas Dickinson, d deceased, $105 

David G. Haski ministrator of David 8 deceased. 

Frank Dabney, administrator of Samuel W. Pomeroy, eber 800 

Robert Grant, administrator of William H. Boardman, deceased, 

William I. Monroe, administrator of John Brazer, deceased, $i, 005 

John Wetherbee, administrator of James Tisdale, deceased, $1,000 

Henry W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrators of ‘Crowell Hatch, 

On the schooner Nancy, Nathaniel Tannin master, namely: Charles E. 
Alexander, administrator of the estate of Jonathan Merry, d „8808. 

On the brig William, Benjamin H. Rathbone, master, namely: ‘Bayard 
Tuckerman, administrator of Walter Channing, survivin Arnor of Gibbs 
& Channing, and likewise administrator of aed od ore 

On the schooner Alert, Jacob Olliver, master, oly: 

Franklin Leach, administrator of William Leach, 77.88; 

Edward I. Browne, administrator of Israel Thorn ike, 1,003.73; 


Arthur L. Huntington, administrator of James Dunlap, deceased, $600; 
John H. Moriarty, administrator of James Scott, deceased, $400; 
Thomas H. Per is, administrator of John C. Jones, deceased, $500; 
Horace B. Bergen, ir. administrator of Daniel Sargent deceased, $300; 


John C. Rope: trator of Thomas Amory, d 
3 e administrator of Arnold Wells, jr., decensed et. 
William 6. ing a administrator of Nicholas Gilman, d eceasod, $300 


George 8. tag, deceased, surviv- 
3 of William ns Sonntag & Co., illiam T Sonntag, of said firm, $13,- 


Contes S. Sonntag, administrator, as representative of William L. Sonntag, 
one of the joint owners of the Theresa, $3,264.50; 

Jane J. De La Roche, administratrix of Frederick Franck De 8 Roche, as 

representative of one of the joint owners of the Theresa, 
8 As = schooner Hannah, Phillip Bessom, master, name. 
h J. Brown, administratrix of Isaac Collyer, * for value of 161 
N of fish. 81.312; 
benezer D. Secomb, administrator of Phillip Bessom, value of cargo, less 
the 164 quintals of fish owned by — Collyer, and less also the insurance 
paid thereon by William Gray, 

William Gray, administrator of William Gray, deceased, $2,920. 

On the brig ydia, John Cook, master, name: y: Charles B. Allen, adminis- 
3 ‘coat non of Zachariah Allen, for vessel, cargo, and the freight 
earne 

On the ship Reindeer, Robert Motley, master, namely: Henry Deering and 
Francis Fessenden, administrators of James Deering, $2,005 

On the ship Betsey, Josiah Obear, master, namely, 

Horace Obear, administrator of Josiah Obear, $1, Pios. 68; 

Franklin Leach, administrator of Nathan Leac , $126. 

William G. oi administrator of Nicholas Gilman, ‘deceased $198; 

fi 5 5 of Arnold Welles, 3 2 2 +e 

es ip rgo, amin Randall, master, name. enry ardner, 
administrator of the estate of Matthew Cobb, deceased $12,000. 


ministrator Be the estate of John 


On the ship Eliza, Peter Burton, master, deceased. $051. S Proudfit, ad- 


‘oudfit, decease: 


On the sloo 1 David Foster, master, 
sae G. ll, administrator de bonis non of E Wilian Coggeshall, deceased, 
Charles F. Adams, administrator of Peter C. Broo! $1.000; 


ks, deceased, 

William Sohier, 5 of Nathaniel Fellowes, deceased, $1,000; 

Henry W. Blagge and others, administrators of Crowell Hatch, deceased, 

On the brig Venus, John Harmon, master, 2 1 : John S. Cole, adminis- 
trator of the estate of John Storer, deceased, §1 gen 

On the schooner Needham, William Gran t. master, namely: John C. Me- 
Donald, administrator of the estate of William Mc ee deceased, $4,914. 

On the snow Lydia, Eleazur Washburn, master, namel ly: 

Charles E. Alexander, administrator of the estate of Jonathan Merry, de- 


„815 

William R. Richards, 5 of the estate of William and Thomas 
Walter, both . $2,727. 

On the schooner Ranger, J feet Bacon, master, namely: Abiel S. eee ad- 
D oe of 9 730 estate of Thomas Lewis, jr., surviving eee Thomas 

wis 

On the 8 Georgia Packet, = ohn McKever, master, name 

The Pennsylvania Company for e on Lives and e Annui- 
ties, administrator of Thomas M. W. eased, $6,246; 

Richard F. Flickwir, administrator of lichard Flower, deceased, he 

Richard F. Flickwir, administrator of John Flower, deceased, 

Richard F. Flick wir, administrator of Reese Wall, deceased, 

Edward S. McKever. administrator of John McKever, decoded, § $1,055: 

On the snow Charlotte, Cornelius Low, r, namely: 1 
Fer 8 of Joseph Williams, surviving N tics Williams 


& Low. 
On then brig Y rice: William Moodie, master, namely: 
George S. Sonntag, administrator of William L. Bonttag: 87.886 
50 J. De La Roche, administrator of Frederick Franck De La Roche, 
On the schooner Betsey, John Murph ree 8 W. Hall 
administrator de bonis non, etc., esta tate of illiam Patterson, Posi 


oot. 16. 

On the sloop Martha, Joshua McWilliams, ene The namely: John C. Wil- 
liams, administrator of Edward Dunant, deceased, $1,260. 5 

On the brig Calliope, John Leonard, master, namely: Reginald Fendall, 
8 of ir vig ve John Leonard, N 2 5 : 1 

m the schooner Be ‘ancy, Samuel Eels, master, namely: Sam 
R. Eels, A by the estate of Samuel Eels, deceased, $2,501.25. 

On the bri g Oathertne, BARO] Cazneau, master, namely: N R. Perkins, 
administrator of the estates of Anthony Davenport and Moses Davenport, 
joint owners of the Catherine, $8,935. 

the schooner Hannah, Joseph Bright, e namely: 
Abram H. Smyth. administrator of the estate of Abram Hewes, deceased, 


88 Stabler, administrator of the estate of William Hartshorn, 
Secon: g partner of the late firm of William Hartshorn & Sons, 


$2,496. 
On the brig Eliza Wright, P. Etheridge, master, namely: 
Henry A. T. Granbery, administrator of John Granbery, deceased, $109.01; 
R. Manson Smith, administrator of Francis Smith, Le 8118. 92; 
John Neely. Cog een ere of John Cowper, deceased, x) bron 
Gilbert R. r., administrator of Thomas Willock, eceased, $138.74; 
John Newport’ reene, administrator of Conway Whittle, deceased, $118.92. 
On the schooner Boy) James Coward, master, namely 

aesche, administrator de bonis non of the estate of George 


bert Seekamp, $4,427. 
Charles F. Tha 1 5 ae de bonis non of the estate of Henry 
Schroeder, $4,427.44. The last above three items to be subject toa deduction 


of the amount of insurance received, which amount shall be 5 and 
determined by the proper accounting officers of the 5 Department. 

On the schooner Phorniz, Joshua Waite, master, namely 

Henry R. Vir john Snows ir — the estates of Samuel Snow, Stephen 
Sus Tine ee, an 73 5 Snow, jr. E PRE el 

8 eerin 3 Fran Pesan, administrators of the estate of 
James Deering, $1 

Henry J. Garden Laministrator of the estate of Matthew Patty $2,178; 

Robert Codman, administrator of William Gray, omen $3.00. 

On the schooner Polly, Joseph Atkins, master, namel Ga le E. 3 
ander, administrator of the te of Jonathan Merry, Aae $1,283. 

On the brig Caroline, William Morton, master, namely: 

Wallace T. Jones, administrator of the estate of Edward Jones, $2.752.70; 

Charles F. Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, d mien ae Si. 402.50; 

5 Parkman, administrator of John Duballet, deceased, $1,080. 

1 5 W. Blagge and others, administrators of Crowell Hatch, deceased, 


1881 the ship Eliza, William Marrenner, master, aed Wallace T. Jones, 
administrator of the estate of 5 Jones. neo gies 


On the brig Friendship, George H odgos, master, na 

Charles S. Nichols, administrator of the estate of Toate Nichols, Roin Paa 
11 roe H. Silsbee, rator of the estate of Benjamin Hodges, 

Thomas Kitridge, administrator of the estate of Geo o oaos ga he 24; 

Robert 8 administrator of William Gray, jr., 

Charles F. Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, deceased. 805 


William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, deceased, $700 
H. Burr Crandall, administrator of Thomas Dic! m, jr. , deceased, a 
panes W. Blagge and others, administrators of Crowell’ Hatch, deceased, 


Daniel D. Slade, administrator of Daniel D. Rogers, deceased, $500; 
Robert Grant, administrator of Jonathan Mason, jr., deceased, $500; 
John M. Clinch, administrator of Perez Morton, deceased, $500; 
H. H. Hunnewell, administrator of Arnold Welles, ry 8 5 
Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of Samuel Cob deceased, $200. 
On the schooner Jane, Thomas Atwood, master, namely 
Henry G. Dorr, administrator of the estate of Andrew %. Dorr, $2, 573.87; A 
Frances A. Wheelock. ratrix of the estate of William Door, "$2,573,873 
Charles F. Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, d $2,700; 
William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, d , $500; 
John Wetherbee, administrator of James Tisdale, pec d, $50); 
Wiliam Vernon, administrator of Samuel Brown, d 
Sewell a Hatch, deceased, 


17 8 W. Blagge and others, ad trators of 


On the feds § Betsey, William Witmarsh, master, namely: 
er, administratrix of the estate of Benjamin Wheeler, deceased, 


048. 
* F. Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, deceased, $3,000; 


Thomas H. Perkins, administrator of John C. Joni oa, Cocona, BOn. 
William G. Perry, administrator of lag ag . 
Robert Grant, administrator of William H. man demands AM oh 
Laer B. Gusti a Jacob Boats, decsased, $500; 

of Jaco! 
Charles F. Hunt, administrator of Joseph R Haswell d deceased, $1,000. 


On the sl Gilbert Totten, master, nam 
John C. Rabiater adrainisira tor of the estate of Roderick Hunt, deceased, 


ohn C. Hollister, administrator of the estate of Thomas Rice, deceased, 
ohn C. Hollister, administrator of the estate of Elias Shipman, deceased 


362.33. 
On 22 bet 8 Isaac Isaacs, master, namely: 
John . of the est perah of Wiliam Van Wyck, 


EAD R. 1 and Elizabeth Y. Thompson, administratrixes of the 
estate of Joseph young, $5,597.46. 

William Donnell, a dministrator of John Donnell, deceased. $1,960; 

Edward C. Noyes and others, administrators of James Clark F deecased, $980; 

C.D. Hollins, administrator of Cumberland Dugan, deceased, $1 

David Stewart, administrator of N MeCreer Ty, deceased, 105 

Virgilia B. Brooke, administratrix of John Smith, deceased, $980; 

Charles J. Bonaparte, administrator of Benjamin Wi . $980; 

David Stewart, administrator of Paul 1 ns < deceased, 

John W. Jenkins, administrator of John Hillen, deceased, | 

David Stewart, administrator of Henry Payson, deceased, 2505 

Robert Shriver, administrator of Isaac Causten, deceased, 

On the schooner Henry and Gustavus, John Smith, master, namely: 

George G. Sill, administrator of the estate of Thomas Sanford, $1,786,63; 

Herman Whittlesey, administrator of the estate of Aaron Gaylord, $1.786.63; 

Mary H. Williams, istratrix of Ezekiel Williams, deceased, $193.67; 

John C. Parsons, administrator of John Caldwell, deceased, 50. 

On the schooner Friendship, Jonathan Gilbert, 5 namely: 

James Manning, administrator of John Manning, $2,060: 

Robert Codman, 1 of William Gray, jr., deceased, $2,000. 

On the brig Hiram, J, Humphreys, master, namely: 

Simon Tomlinso: a of of Samuel Hull, $400; 

John F. tora istrator of John ed a nd ore 

John F. Plumb, of James Humphre: 

Charles F. Adams, 5 of Peter C. Broo! 2 8 8111; 

William en administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, deceased, $414; 

Henry W . Blagge and others, administrators of Crowell Hatch, deceased, 


Richard Delafield, administrator of John Delafield, 8 8980; 
Louisa J. Sebor, administratix of Jacob Sebor, deceased, 00; 
Carlisle seis administrator of Carlisle Pollock, d 
William H.S. Elting, administrator of Peter Elting, deceased, $190; 
Union Trust Company of New York, administrator of William Ogden, de- 


On the schooner Neutrality, Elnathan Atwater, master, nam: 
George P. Marvin, administrator de bonis non of Ebenezer Peck 81.630. 12; 
Elihu L. Mix, administrator of Thomas Atwater, $1,630.12; 
John C. Hollister, administrator de bonis non of Elnathan ‘Atwater, Rie 12; 
John C. Hollister, administrator de bonis non of Elias e eras ai 
8 C. Hollister, administrator of Austin Denison, $815. 
On the schooner Bh epherdess, Warren Chapm an, master, amely: 
George G. Sill, administrator of the estate of of ' Timothy Chapman, $1,841. eS 
Warren C. Pike, administrator of the estate of Warren Chapman, $1,841. 
Mary H. Williams, inistratrix of Ezekiel Williams, deceased, 8.0% 
John C. Parsons, administrator of John Caldwell, deceased, 
On the ship Two Sisters. John T. Hilton, master, arr Andrew Lacy, 
strator of the estate of William Neal, deceased $8, 
On the sloo; oop Union, Seth coln, master, namely 
Shearjashu Bourne, administrator of the — ‘of Shearjashub Bourne, 


tephen F. Peckham, administrator of the estate of Samuel Wardwell, 


Ras the Koop cos 88 Francis Bradbury, master, nam aly: 
administrator of the estate of Charles Bradbury, in 


right of Francia B is Bradbury: his assignor, $1,368; 


rator of the estate of Theopholis Bradbury, 


On the schooner Hannah, Josiah Bouton, master, namely: 

George B. St. John, administrator of the estate of Eliphalet Lockwood, 
99 Lockwood, and William Lockwood, 

rge St. John and Jarvis Kellogg, administrators of the estate of 

Hosch ah Selleck, $4,202.09, 

On the schooner Three Friends, James Shepherd, jr., 3 nam 

Gilbert C. Huntington, administrator of the estate of Paier, de- 
ceased, surviving g partner of Fosdick & Lambert, 813.517; 

Mary Souther, tratrix of the estate of Benjamin Wheeler, deceased, 


On the ship Henry, Daniel Allin, master, namely: 
Rebecca B, Armington, administratrix of the the eee of Samuel Allin, $3,768; 
gue T. Pike, administratrix of the estate of Daniel Allin, deceased, 


Pa W. Peckham, administrator of the ar of Samuel Carlisle, sur- 
viving partner of the firm of S. & B. Carlisle, $3,766. 

On the ship Juliana, Thomas Hayward, master, namely 
a — D G Ghequiere, administrator of the estate of harles Ghequiere, 

Jacob 1 8 and David Stewart, administrators of John 
Holmes, deceased $12,129 

On the ship Leeds Packet Richard Bunce, master, namely: 

Benjamin H. Rutle edge, administrator of Adam Tunno, surviving partner 
of Tunno & Cox, $1,167.80; 

Gordon Gairdner, administrator of James Gairdner, surviving partner of 
James and Edwin Gairdner & Co., $4,833.93; 

Henry E. Young, administrator of John Turnbull, $7 

Henry E. Young, administrator of James Carson, $1, 700; 

Lucy Franklin Reed McDonell, executrix of George Pollock, surviving 
5 of 3 Pollock & Co., $12,109; 

r, administratrix of Jacob Sebor, deceased, $509. 
Dot the schoone: Union, Samuel abee, master, namely: 
Cornelia 8. Jackson, administratrix of Levi Cutter, $1,833.50; 
Seth L. Milliken, administrator of John Milliken, $1,833.50. 

On the brig Friendship, Noah Wheeden, master. namely: George P. Mar- 
vin, administrator of Stephen Alling and Joseph T. Thompson, $3,940. 

Aug the ae (or Hetty) Jane, Joshua Neal, master, namely 


2 Chapman, administratrix de bonis non of Peter Cins $i4,- 
John C. Howell, administrator of John Potter, $25,254.76; 
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061.93; 

tor of John C. 7 5 deceased, $500; 
William S. Carter, administrator of William Smith, deceased, SI. 000; 
Philo S. Shelton, administrator of Benjamin Homer, deceased, $500; 
John C. Ronee administrator of Thomas Amo: deceased, $1,000; 

William G. rry, administrator of Nicholas Gilman, 93 
John H. 1 administrator of James ie gg me ceased, $500; 
Charles H. Ladd, administrator of Nathaniel A ven, deceased, $200. 


Theodore B. Moody, administrator of Joseph 
Charles C. Perkins, administrator of Eliphalet Perki 


On the sloop New York Packet, Carpenter, master, namely 
Joseph T. 


aff, trator of Stephen Carpenter, deceased, 

James R. B. Hathaway. 5 of J: amie Flaibawey, . $, 081. 
On the brig Endeavor, Freeman, master, namely: 

Charles E. Alexander, administrator of Jonathan coe? Miner , deceased, $11, 0 05 
Francis Adams, eee e, of Edmund Freeman, „591.50; 
Robert Grant, administrator of William H. H Boardnian an, S 8 8500; 
II. H. Hunnewell, executor of John Welles, deceased, 


William J. Monroe, administrator of John Brazer, 233 81.000; 


Horace B. Sargent, jr., eee of Daniel Sargent, deceased, 8500. 
On the ship Su olk. Bri ham, master, namely: = 
Eliza J. Heis adie ratrix of James Wilson, deceased, $5,518: 
Eliza J. Heiskell, administrator of NE oni Wilson, deceased, $5,518. 
Provided ed, That all of said awards shall be paid to the personal representa- 
tives of the original sufferers, to be distributed 18 the next of kin in accord - 
ance with the probate laws of the several States and Territories in which 
letters testamentary or administration have been granted: Provided, Thatin 
all cases in which an individual cr firm wasadjudicated bankrupt or insolvent, 
or where an assignment for the benefit of creditors was made, or the estate 
of the original sufferer after his death was declared insolvent, payment shall 
be made to the executor or administrator of the original pattern, or of the 
survivor of the firm: And provided further, That no award shall be paid until 
the Court of Claims shall certify to the Secretary of the Treasury that the 
2 to whom the award is made eee does not represent an assignee in 

nkruptey or insolvency or an assignee for the benefit of creditors, and 
until the court which granted administration shall certify that such execu- 
tor or administrator has given adequate security for the legal disbursement 
of the award. 

COURT OF CLAIMS. 

I hereby certify that pai above list of Lake by the Court of Claims in 
French spoliation cases is 2 accor ding to the order of date in which 
said cases were decided by ba court, and that the awards therein stated are 


correct. 

In testimony whereof I have he 
the seid court ae Washingtes t this Mist day ot April A, Ahi 
BALD HOPKINS, Chief Clerk. 

Mr. VILAS. Iwant to inquire of whoever is proposing this 
amendment if it does not contain all the insurance claims? 

Mr. WARREN. I will say, for the information of the Senator 
from Wisconsin, that it includes none of them. 

Mr. VILAS. No insurance claims? 

Mr. WARREN. No, sir; they are all excluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk to the pending amendment to pay sundry claims, 
in respect to which the Court of Claims has found in favor of the 
claimants, and found the respective amounts. The amendment 
has been referred to the Committee on Claims of the Senate, and 
by that . favorably reported, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on A 75 riations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Tennessee will be stated. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will state that the amendment is somewhat 
voluminous. It contains a large number of claims with the spe- 
cific amount in each case. So the first paragraph may be read, 
and, unless desired by some Senator, there is no occasion to read 
the remainder of the amendment, 

Mr. HALE. Are those claims found under what is generally 
known as the Bowman Act? 

Mr. HARRIS. Under the Bowman Act. Each and every one 
of them has been found Dy the Court of Claims and reported by 
the Committee on Claims. They aggregate somewhere within the 
range of half a 1 dollars. Exactly what the aggregate is I 
have not summed ap. 

Mr. PALMER. I desire to ask the Senator from Tennessee—I 
do not insist upon haying the amendment read—the number of 
claimants included in it? 

Mr. HARRIS. Even that fact Ican not answer, but each claim 
has been referred to the Court of Claims. That court has, in the 
first instance, found the fact of loyalty, and then it has gone on 
to find the facts as to the amount and character of property taken 
and the value of the property. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Ten- 
nessee whether this list of claims has been reported favorably by 
the Committee on Claims? 

Mr. HARRIS. It has been. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then it has had the examination of that 
committee? 

Mr. HARRIS. It has. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And the amendment contains no other 
claims but those which have receiyed the consideration of the 
committee? 

Mr. HARRIS. None other than those reported upon by the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And referred to the Committes 
on Appropriations. 


1896. 
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Mr. HARRIS. And referred to the Committee on 


3 after having been by the Committee on 

Mr. BURROWS. I say, in response to an inquiry which 

has been made, EFFECT 
922.54. 

on HARRIS. Can the Senator answer the question asked by | ya 

the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] as to the number of claim- 

ants? I could not; I have not the number in mind. 

Mr. BURROWS. The number of claims carried in the amend- 
ment is 325. I became conversant with this matter because it was 
referred to me as a subcommittee, and I examined it with a great 
deal of care and made the report in the case. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Tennessee will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is p to amend the amendment of 
Mr. WARREN by adding the sae 


5 8 5 r the visions of the act of mart of Claims of “An 
act toafford assistance relief to Congress and the Executive 
in the 88 claims d Government,” and 
as the namely: 
ALABAMA. 
To 3 C. Bibb, of Hun et pe 
To S. administrator of Robert P. Biggers, deceased, late of 
Cherokee 75 — , $610. 
To Joseph A. k, of Mađison ERASE 
Hen: n, of Jackson County, 
o 
o m nty, 
To L. B. MeCallurn, à tor of Stephen Hurley, deceased, late of 
Cherokee County, $795. 


To Philip 8 he administrator of Philip R. Jones, deceased, late of Lee 


Count 
panty, $1 3+ ewallen, administrator of Madison Lewallen, late of Jackson 


CTE W. filer, administrator of Elizabeth A. Palmer, deceased, late o 


Walker oe — 
o William 5 seon of Cherokee County, $830. 
To Mary E. Saffold, of Dallas County, 
To Solon D. Moore, adminis oy Seis O. Scroggins: desea, tae ot 
ch George co W. Ktntts, of Lauderdale County, $500. 
administratrix of Charles A. Tenge, deceased, late of 


Lauderdale Coun 


$501 
To Robert E. 85 8 sag ', $3,879. 
To John W. Wesson, of Dekalb Coun 


To Samuel M. Weaver, administrator ny George W. Yuckley, deceased, late 
of Huntsville, $600. 
ARKANSAS. 


To R. cea ner et A E 
To Henry T Gate of Washington Coun 
. Chism, administrator 


To. PryotD of Robe blem, deceased, late of Mon- 
nos wiliam R. Clark, administrator of James W. Clark, deceased, Iate of 

To Peter —.— of Lonoke County, $904. 

ToA vis, of Conway County, 

To W. F. Davis, administrator of George N 
tian . *. 


S Fain, of (oe PRUDEN 8 


Ford. adm non of Richard L. Ford, deceased, of 


Washi n atone 6 ah 4 
To J. tor of William J. Hendricks, deceased, late of 
Monroe Count Frazer ai 
To Warren oltzclaw, administrator of Elijah Holtzclaw, deceased, late of 
To James H. Humphreys, of Phillips County, $293.20, 
R. Kir! of Jefferson County. 
To Abijah T. Phe. of COB Lowa no County, 


Je Jaber cet of Gran fend County $45. 
r 0 s 
. therstone, administrator of John R. Sembler, deceased, late of 


To A. M. tt, administrator of Sarah Slate, of Phillips County, $910. 
To James C. Tappan ađministrator of — Sutton, Zameen late of 
Phillips County, 
To r, administratrix of Sterling M. Turner, deceased, late of 
Sebastian County, $560. 
— Thomas H. Webb, of Lonoke oat ee. 
ork, deceased, late of Woodruff 


To D. C. York, administrator of William 


County, 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
To 7 — F. Jenkins, $1,517. 
To James W. Sears, administrator of Rebecca deceased, $1, 
To Louis P. Shoemaker and others, executors of Abner C. P. * 


deceased, 
ToP. 2. 5782 and W. S. Hoge, administrators of David Shoemaker, deceased, 


o Barnett T. Swart, $6,012, 
No James R. D. Morrison and others, $8,100. 
To de bonis non of Charles M. Roberts, deceased, the sum of 
GEORGIA. 


To Thomas J. Anderson, administrator of David B. 
3 mi Anderson, deceased, 
illiam L. aty, Aot £ Walker County, $670. 


A ` 


5 administratrix of Nathanial P. Har late 
= — me a ‘bin, deceased, 

"Bartow County, E administrator of John Weitinger, deceased, late 
of wW * 


Po a administrator of John C. Lee, deceased, late of Walker 


T8 of Sa- 


ECC an county, $8 
0 rles er, 8 
To Minerva J. Nichols others, executors of Frank D. Nichols, late of 


$2,255. 

amin P. Rogers, of Douglas County, $410. 
To o Francis ‘Tillman, administrator of of Francis Tillman, deceased, late of 
Te Wille O Parker, administrator of Moses Trimble, late of Campbell 


ty, $279. 


ILLINOIS. 
To Daniel K. Tenney, of Cook County, $546.87. 
KANSAS. 
To Joseph Dunlap, of Greenwood County, $2,160. 
KENTUCKY. 
To Edward H. Taylor, FF of Lucy A. 


Barker, late of 
To Martha Brashear, trix of Obadiah Brashear, late of Nelson 
To Ma t Carter, administratrix of Thomas Carter, deceased, late of 
Marion Co uny, $1,780. 
To A ‘Cartmell, of Nelson Coun , $449. 


To James Doolin, of Pulaski County, 
To William J. Marshall and dothers, executors of John G. Holloway, deceased, 
late of an ie County, $2. 
To ganyn . Jenkins, of 7 88 
To rgo Leonhart, of acre eee rigs fase 
To Squire H. Bush, administrator ward C. Lucas, deceased, late of 
Hardin Coun 
To John C. T 5 $150. 
To Lemuel S. M: err igel of Nelson viess nin 


County, 
To Susan E. Miller, in her 3 t and as widow of and administratrix 
of Jacob M. Miller, deceased, late of Marion County, 

To Samuel D. Glasscock, administrator of William C. Moore, deceased, late 
of Hardin County, $530. 

To Buford Mussen, of ee 8 a 

oe John G. Mussen, Susan Mussen, deceased, late of Ma- 


ion Coun 
Fo the Nazareth Benevolent Institution, . Nelson County, $31 
To E. Neel, administratrix of Pearce Noland, deceased, inte of Shelby 


To Elizabeth M. Se soon County. $in, Lewis), in her own right and as admin- 
istratrix de bonis non of William H Lewis, deceased. late oe Hart County, 


825. 
“ito Jacob H. Russell, of Lincoln County, $145. 
Sisco, executrix of William , deceased, late of Nelson County, 


220005 
To ores. Vy 3 ol Hardin Connty 21 
3 To Thoas 5 Beeler, administrator vid Standiford, deceased, late of 
efferson Cou 
wel Jarnes — aa administrator of Thomas W. Taylor, deceased, late of 
elson Coun’ 
William C. Kennedy, administrator of William Thixton, deceased, lata 
of J Je efferson 8 


5 hk 5 administrator of Miles H. Thomas, deceased, late of 
rdin Coun 
To 1 of Marion County. SoM 
To W. C. M. 8 82 Crittenden Sen Be 
onmy T administrator of David Unsell, deceased, of Ballard 
unty, 


To AAE . Vernon, of Hardin 7 8 „82.88. 
To John H. West, of Larue Coun’ 
To Germania Safety Vault saa Teast Com 
Wirtz, deceased, late of Jefferson County, 
LOUISIANA. 


To James ag 77" nei anne lees MT T RDO, Ito te BE 

8 . pis Badley, administratrix of Henry Badley, deceased, late of 
n Rou 

To Lucile * Tounoir, administratrix of Arnaud Decuir, deceased, late of 


Pointe Coupee Parish, 
To Alphonse Meuillon, administrator of Antoine Donato Meuillon, deceased, 


late of 
cathy e Fa ee es 
To Benjamin R. Keaton, of Washington Pa 


, administrator of William 


deceased, of W. 


3 Luke Madden, administra’ en, deceased, late of Madi- 
— J. A. Qubro, adı administrator of Eugene Oubre, deceased, late of Pointe 
= 175 ohn a P lpg Som of Pointe Cou nop by — 
ol Pointe 8 ame Ss * 
To Fanny B. Randolph — Dora L. Stark, of Avoyelles Parish, $16,560. 
MARYLAND. 


ton county. P 9218 Ash, administrator of John Ash, deceased, late of Washing - 
n + 
'o William T. Beeler and others, administrators of David Beeler, deceased, 
ae of Washington County, ie 
To Thomas W. Crampton, 3 County, $1,378. 
To Ezra Daub, of Woshington County, $48. 


To John Grice, of Washington ty, $240. 

To Isaac Gruber, executor of John Cowton, deceased, late of Clear Spring, 
Washington County, $295. 

= iam M. Blackford, of Rs kemerei pan County, $6,206. 


Benjamin Brown, of Rite pinn 88 
x —— A of Frederic 


of Montgomery County, 


e Wutz, Ss 
of George W. Spates, deceased, late 
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late Oa Benjam sharin, Middlekauff, administrator of 8 J. Lowman, deceased, 
oi 


ashington Coun 
N a TW Levi 15 Adlekaug administrators of John C. Middlekauff, 


Coun 
cedy and ; Aces ited Ss ma RS John Miller, de- 
9 Sates of Washington Count: 


ton A. Moore, of Washington County, $180. 
Te the administrator: representatives of James W. J. Moore, de- 
ceased, late of Leonardtown, $1,040. 
3 Beary O, Mumma and others, executors of Samuel Mumma, deceased, 
05 
To Victor Miller, administrator of Joshua Newcomer, deceased, late of 


Washin. ton „8880. 
To John L. ee of Washington Co 2 
administrator of John codemus, deceased, late of 


To John L. Nicod 
Washington Coun’ 
To George W. P. eee 6 
To ee r, administrato: Grove, deceased, late of Wash- 
‘oun! 
James ey, of Washington County, $514.50. 


To Reuben Rouzee, of 8 County, $1,107. 
“how H. B. r wd and A A. — 7 executors of George Snively, deceased, 
5 
To E bal on e 8 sole 3 ae John Snyder, deceased, late of Washington 


Count ee 
To N01 ade, William Wade, Mary E. W: Susan C. Wade, Elizabeth J. 
Hainan. nee Wade, heirs of Henry Wade, deceased, late of Washington 


= 

5 To Hl Wado, ad administrator of John A. Wade, deceased, late of Washing- 
n Coun i 
To inn B White, of Montgomery County , $872.50. 

5 Wilso: administratrix of Richard T. Wilson, deceased, late of 
on e 


To Daniel M. mace of W. Washingt Go County, 70 


of A. F. Hurley, oe e of Ly ‘on on Count Nov., $1 „81. 
To Thomas , of y, $0. 
To James ¥ F. Pierce, of —— SGounty, J 806 
MASSACHUSETTS, 
To Augustus P. Burditt, of Boston, $5,130. 
MISSISSIPPI. 
To Bettie A. Aldrich, late of Wash m oniy, $2,605. 


To John C. Baile: Marshall Coun’ 
To William H. Bolue 8 3 H. Belue, deceased, late of 
8 727 


Bolling, of Warren 8 . 
To Rebeces Le Bolling, administratrix of Emily R. Martin, deceased, late of 
Vee $1,760. 
To D. J. Foremon, administrator of Sarah Burton, deceased, late of War- 


ty, 
ren Preston vis, deceased, late of N County, $820. 
To Calvin Ch: of Benton yor or og 
To Evan Cook, nistrator of John S. “Cook, deceased, late of Hinds 


County, $1,780. 
To K. D Wright, administratrix of Lucy Cordell, deceased, late of Hinds 
To W. 15 ee administrator of Willis Cotton, deceased, late of Hinds 
t 5 
. er E. Temple, administrator of Drury Couch, deceased, late of Lafayette 


600. 
„ adnitaletentor of Peter Orcely, doodasod, late of 
Warren on T ckens, of Panola County. 

To W. T. Ratliff, administrator of Peter 8 deceased, late of Hinds 
County, $320. 

G. Ferguson, of Warren County, $15,063. 
To Samuel Bagnella Il, administrator of 5 G. Flowers. deceased, late of 
ty, 

r E A tatrator of Georgo Garman, deceased, late of Mar 


shai Count $3,105. 
say ens of Claiborne Coun: re. 
To An Anna 8 5 ol George F. Hunt, late of Jefferson County. 


Aaron Langley, of Hinds County, $380. 
To Virginia Lower of Claiborne County. $015. 
i rne 
5 W. Mitchel, administrator of tw. N. Mitchell, deceased, Iate of Tal- 
tchie Coun 
herin Ries age Hinds County. 
To John C. ©; Bailey, administrator of pth tag Nichols, late of Marshall 


Coun 
To Haw} © C. Nichols, 
To Mattie S. Whitne 
Co OR nas Bs cet 
ms (or Owen), of Sco 
To RJ H — administrator of Nelson Po , deceased, late of Hinds 


Opont , $877. 
0 N. x ee N administratrix of James A. Redwine, deceased, of 
Latayette unty, 
To Aaron Royston, Ge Pyaar County, $250. 
To Patrik Sheehan, of Warren County, g. 
eehan, arren un 
To Claudius L. Sh 6 of elie G. Shipp, deceased, late of 


Lafayette C x 
Tait & Doksy administrator of William Sloan, deceased, late of De Soto 
Conny Sr Farrar, administrator of Gray W. Smith, deceased, late of Mar- 
shall Sone „811.080. 
To AA A A- Pozrel) mämiuistratriz of E F. Borrell, deosased, late of 


12 County 
To ‘Albert weg of Amite County, $750. 
go Martha J. Stewart, of e pomon 


ar. 
tor of Seth R. and C. W. Strong, deceased, 
trix of S. B. Thrift, deceased, late of Warren 


o L. M. Loewenberg, ad 
iia, of Warren County, $720. 
To Emily Thrift, 


f Marshall ce 
ee poh ie Franklin Whitney, deceased, late 


To vuna Walker, administratrix of Sandy Walker, deceased, late of Mar- 
Te Enoch È. Ward, of Marshall County, 81 
To Robert S. and George W. W. 


4 ag bargin mena County, $2,570. 
de bonis nom Gf W. W. Nester, iesoased, 


MISSOURI. 
To E. W. Atchley, administrator of Thi V. A 
e omas tchley, deceased, late of 
To 1 ey, of Cass County, $225. 
Charles er, surviving partner of Balmer & Weber, of St. Louis, 


To. Daniel P. Belcher, of Cass 8 „8100. 
To J. M. Bell, of Bocce County, 155 
aN Geo W: Cla; 1, administrator of Reuben Claypool, deceased, late 
of Greene 
To Thaddeus as Collard, $1 $150 
To Simeon Gilbreath, of Bates County, — 
To apes Graham, of Jackson County, 


To Allie V. Askew, 5 
late of Warren County, $8,540. 


nty, $350. 


To John P. Legg, administrator of Arch C. Legg, late of Henry County, 


To Pleasant Lon administrator of Richard Longacre, deceased, late 
of Cass County; 
To John T. yneh, of Houston County, $150. 
ek John a Lynch, administrator of David Lynch, deceased, late of Houston 
un 
To James H. Moyer, of Iron Coun 
12 he eee Peters, partner of John L. Peters & Co., late of St. 
u 
To Jehu Robinson, of Webster Coun — 5 
To Joseph L. Walls, of Pettis County. 11 
To George Withers, administrator of H. M. Withers, deceased, late of Cooper 


ty, 
NORTH CAROLINA. 


To Furneyfold Mercer, of Jones County, $747. 


OHIO. 

To David Hicks, of Hamilton County, $340. 

PENNSYLVANIA, 

To ae = of the estate of Nicholas J. Bigley, 22 late of Pittsbu: 
Sarah M. McMeal, Jeseph H. Biper, Os Catherine T. G „ Mary E. Smi 
George Carrol Bigley, Susannah cCormick, — 9 Suter, Nicho- 
las J. Big yand cs nW. Bigley, s $21,211.50. 
gee tor of M. Schwartz, late of Adams County, 

; TENNESSEE. 


To M. A. Gober, administrator of Joseph T. Abernathy, deceased, late of 
Fayette County, $2,459. 
0 T. S. 1 administrator of Darling Allen, deceased, late of Fayette 


oe a 880. 
ry E. a administratrix of James K. Bates, deceased, late of 


Shelb: Omni 
To isley, of Fayette County, $618. 
To William 8. Bewley, of Hamblen Coun AA 1 
To A. T. eee administrator of James me, deceased, late of Gibson 


2 
0 W. 5 5 S Bock, administrator of Joshua Beck, deceased, late of Hamilton 


County, 8.100, 
0 p. en. administrator of Jane W. Cannon, late of Jefferson 
= 
To High Carothers, of Lawrence County. . 
To J. Harvey M Mathes, administrator of en Cash, deceased, late of 
oun 
ary R, Rowlett, administratrix of Caleb R. Clement, deceased, late of 
Co P. E Robien administrator of William R. Collier, d asod, Ia 
o —— TA 0 m r, dece: to 
madison C ‘Count . $171. * 
William Cowart, of Hamilton County, 2 f 
R S uate "Graf 2 administrator of Paul C. Crafton, deceased, ‘ate of Gib- 
son County, $258. 
To A. B. Crenshaw, of Gibson County, $300. 
5 William Crews, of Gibson Count . $125. 
o M. V. Dalton, administratrix oi R. Dalton, deceased, late of 
shelby County, 
ohn Deaton, of Chester — $125. 
To Lucy E. Dowdy, executrix of P ‘Dowdy, deceased, late of Fayette 


9 $1,380. 
omas N. Doyle, administrator of Newsom Doyle, deceased, late of 
bin hap County, $1, 
bner Fast. ‘of Shelby Coun: 
ad ey “Eat East, of Shelby don 
On wi bry, executor of John 
Saal 


man, of Giles Coun 

To William A. Galloway, of She Shelby Gens eal, 2 

To George L. Gray, of nklin County, rete 

8. E. Green, executor of A. P. Green, 9 late of Hamilton County, 


1. 
To Elzira Hamilton, of Claiborne County, Sl. 820. 
To Franklin E. E. Hardwick, of Bradley County, $632. 
To S. B. Herbert, oi f Lawrence County, $425. 
To David H. Hildebrand, of Shelb: County, $808. 
Pas BS a Bont, administratrix of John W unt, deceased, late of Hardeman 
unt, $4,200. 
count Cat J i administratrix of William Irwin, deceased, late of Hawkins 
un 
0 Wifftan iam Johnson, administrator of Thomas J. Johnson, deceased, late of 


Fe County, $13,378. 
To san Kannell, trix of John Kannell, deceased, late of Mem- 


is, $34 
* To 3 Kee, of Shelby ny 
ke, guardian of 


15 deceased, late of Maury 


8 of Peter Kelley, deceased, late 
x de bonis non of James Kimbrough, 


ugh, 2, administra 
„ late of She py County, $1, 001. 
t, alministratrix of Joseph T. Knight, deceased, late 


ofi Hardeman Tre — gau. 
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To ge ee Beezley, administrator of J. C. Lanier, deceased, of Shelby 


County, i 
To 8 M. Leneave, administrator of Irby T. Lenea ve, deceased, late 
of Maury County, $750. 
To J. I. McCown, of Lincoln 85 $450, 
on = Pods O ERES of D. W. McKenzie, deceased, late of Fayette 
unty, $1,100. 
To Sarah L. McLemore, administratrix of John C. McLemore, deceased, late 
5 5 8%). 
a 


200. 
Eee. administrator of Andrew J. Newsom, deceased, late of 
Fayette County, $600. 

"Po R.H. vie, of Maury County, $2,150. 

To Joseph M. Orr, of Greene County, 

To Pleasant Owen, of Knox ponui, 1. 

ToJohn Warren, administrator of James Pankey, late of Hardeman County, 


man County, 75. $ 
To hows Patrick, administrator of Marion Patrick, deceased, late of Jef- 


150. 
„Phillips, of Ma County, $585. 
7 Wan istrator of Jesse Pickett, deceased, late of 


uatchie County, $4,730. 
8e Fayette J. Pulliam, of Fayette County, $92. 
To William A. Quaries, trator of Mary Quarles, deceased, late of 
Jefferson County, 


To James A. Ric administrator of Ezekiel T. Keel, deceased, late 


, $175. 
‘ounty, $938. 
To H. L. Thomas, ad: tor of B. R. Thomas, deceased, late of Shelby 


T inks n f Shelby County, $210. 
n 0; 0 0 „ . 
anal D: Tinian EANNA RLO: of TONN C Thurman Ganeaest, Talo iof 
Jounty, $585. 
49 Townsend, administrator of Peter Townsend, deceased, late of 
E. J. Tucker, of Fayette County, $675. 
8 e, 8 ar John N. Stephens, deceased, late of Shelby 
To W. N. Smith, administrator of Willis Robinson, deceased, late of Harde - 
Po Seen Aker, of Wayne Count 
n ¥ er, , $025. 
pT Marshal 1 Wallace, executor of Wallace, deceased, late of Haw- 
un à 
To T. S. 9 administrator of Thomas J. Waller, deceased, late of Fay - 
ette County, rt 
Pe St Perth ai of Owen (or Orrin) White, deceased, late 
@ * ` 
23 — rf ohn W. Alexander, S of James S. Williams, deceased, late 
m80 * oi! . 
y To Thomas H. Will ams, administrator of Harvey Williams, deceased, late 


f Shelby Count: 50. 
ote Aired JJC 
ty. $ 
To | Fannie Young, of Giles County, $125. 


VIRGINIA. 


$749. 
County, 
40. 


T, . 
, of Alexandria, $1,728.85. 

To Martha S. Clark, of Amelia County, oo 

To Alexander Donnan, administrator of Thomas Farrell, deceased, late of 
Prince George County, X 

To Elkanah Fawcett, of Winchester, $1,571. 

5 7 = Korey, of W cannes — 

muel W. Geo: sr. udoun County, $642. 
To George W. Gunnell, administrator of Elizabeth Gunnell, deceased, late 


of Fairfax County, $5,124. 

To Jesse O . trustee of Ann E. Harper, of Alexandria County, $1,688. 
To St. Clair D. Kirtley and Francis W. tley, of Rockingham County, $096. 
To Mary F. Lewis, of Clarke County, $1,002. 


To John Mulholland, Peter Mulholland, and Patrick Mulholland, of Fairfax 


ty, 3 

To a eer) executrix of William H. Taylor, deceased, late of Fairfax 
County, $1,935. 

To James B. Russell, executor of Sampson Touchstone, deceased, late of 
Frederick Goan, $1,125. 

To Rowena F. Vaughn, administratrix of Walker Vaughn, deceased, late 
of Culpeper County, $510. 

To John Waldron, late of Greenbrier County, $6,984.20. 
To V. Dallis White, administratrix of Benjamin K. White, late of Dinwiddie 


t 
o illiam H. Woodard, of Shenandoah County, $772. 


To 
To Matthew Woodward, of Prince William County, $490. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 


To Moses C. Baylor, of Jefferson County, $1,144. 
To Catherine Beck, administratrix of John ‘Beck, late of Jefferson County, 


To H. P. Brown, administrator of William McClintic, deceased, late of 
Greenbrier County, $500. 

To Rhoda Neal, of Greenbrier County, $345. 

To John W. Ott, of Jefferson County, $708. 

To Charles L. Pyles, of Kanawha County, $586. 

To Joseph L. Roberts, of Jefferson County, $395. 

To J. Ran Rhoderick, administrator of Benjamin Welsh, late of Jefferson 


OTD Howey T. Wood f Kanawha County, $3,048. 
To Samuel W. Wysong 5 . 
ferson County, $3, 
Mr. BURROWS. If the 
amendment, I desire to call 


ng, executor of James Wysong, deceased, late of Jef- 


uestion is upon agreeing to this 
e attention of the Senator from 


Tennessee to page 25 of the amendment, where there is a provi- 
sion to 9 85 Harvey Mathes, administrator of Benjamin Cash, 
ee ee te of Shelby County, $1,225. 

Mr. HARRIS. In line 13 Ifind the case referred to: 


To J. Harvey Mathes, administrator of Benjamin Cash, deceased, late of 
Shelby County, $1,225. 


Mr. BURROWS. In the copy of the amendment which I hold 


in my hand that claim is provi 
also found one ge 28, line 22. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is evidently a mistake. 

Mr. BURROWS. One of them should be stricken out. 

Mr. HARRIS. Necessarily. 

Mr. BURROWS. I move that one of the appropriations be 
stricken from the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the paragraph on page 29, lines 1, 2, and 3 
of my amendment, which reads in precisely the same language, 
be stricken out. 

Mr. BURROWS. Certainly. 

The SECRETARY. On page 29 of the amendment to the amend- 
ment, it is proposed to strike out lines 1, 2, 8, and 4, as follows: 

To J. Harvey Math tor of Benjamin d late 
Shelby County, i233 ane my 9 z 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. By unanimous consent, the amend- 
ment to the amendment will modified by striking out those 

es. 

Mr. BURROWS. On page 27 of the amendment I have in my 
hand, and it is the one I examined, there is a clause which reads: 
“To David H. Hildebrand, of Shelby County, $863.” I do not 
think the finding of the court would justify putting that sum in, 
although it is a small amount. The court in its finding did not 


ed for on page 25, line 9, and it is 


ascertain that that amount was due. Ihold in my hand the find- 
ing of the court, in which it says: 
I. 

During the war for the suppression of the rebellion there were taken from 

the claimant three horses and two mules for which the claimant had paid the 

following prices: For one horse $225, for another horse $175, and for third 


horse $163; for one mule $340, for the other mule $175. 


IL 


The horses and mules were taken under the following circumstances: About 
April 1, 1864, between 10 and 11 o'clock in the forenoon, a force of some three 
hundred or four hundred United States mounted soldiers, commanded by an 
ofticer who represented himself to be a captain, halted at claimant's house in 
Shelby County, Tenn., and by the on of the said commander seized 
and led away two horsesandone mule. In the evening of the next day, before 
sundown, a si force under circumstances seized the remaining 
horse and mule. $ UI. 


Nothing has been shown to identify the command, which was unknown to 
claimant: the value of the stock has not been shown further than as stated in 
Finding I; no receipts or vouchers were given claimant or sought by him. 


And that finding was that the claimant paid so much for this 
property. When he pog for it, whether he paid more than it was 
worth, or anything of the kind does not appear in the finding. I 
move to amend the amendment by striking out that provision, be- 
cause the court has not found the amount due. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment can only be enter- 
tained by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think there will be no objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
to the amendment will be considered as agreed to. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment submitted by the Senator from 
Tennessee . Harris] to the amendment of the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. WARREN]. 

e amendment to the amendment was to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as amended, 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. It is an amendment submitted by the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. COCKRELL]. It has been referred to the Committee on 
Claims and reported favorably. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the amendment: 

For payment of Charles P. Choteau, survivor of Choteau, Harrison & Valli 
of St.Louis, Mo., $174,445.76, it being the amount stated in the findings of 
facts by the Court of Claims on two se te occasions, to wit: First, in a 
p ing under the general law (9 Court of Claims Reports, 
second, upon a reference by the Committee on War Claims of the 


3 tives (20 Court of Claims Re 
eighth Co said amount bein, 
faction of 


155); 
eee e ia the eee 
the balance due and to be in full sa 

claims arising out of the construction of the ironclad steam 
battery Et constru under the contract made by the Navy Depart- 
ment on of the United States with Charles W. MoCord on the 9th 
day of July, 1864. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to offer an amendment to the pending 
amendment. The sum has been awarded by the Court of Claims. 
The matter was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
favorably reported, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
Priations. 
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The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment by | the auth 


inserting: 
That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
pay, out of any money in be Treasury yy ta n appro- 


directed to e no 
riated, to the several persons in this act named the several sums ment 


erein, the same being in full for, and the receiptof the same to be takenand 
accepted in each case as a full and final „the several claims ex- 
amined, investigated, and reported favorably by the Court of Claims of the 
United States under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, entitled “An 
act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Depart- 
ments in the investigation of claims and demands against the Government,” 
and known as the Bowman Act, as h r set forth, for su T- 
nished the Indian service in 1873 and 1874, and to Congress by Senate 
Miscellaneous Document No. 165. Fifty-first Congress, first session, to wit: 

To Edward N. Fish & Co., $1,800. 

To Edward N. Fish & Co., assignees of W. B. Hugus, $2,400.20. 

To Bowers & Richards, ees of James M. Barney, 76. 

To Sutro & Co., assignees of William B. Hooper & Co., $3,479.32. 

The pa nts to the in each case being at the request of the orig- 

—— Court of Claims; and all of which claims were 

repo! 


Document 
Mr. HALE. Are these claims under what is called the Bowman 


Act? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChairsounderstands. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment submitted by the Senator 
from California [Mr. PERKINS] to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is an errorin the list of Bowman Act 
claims, On page 23, line 8, and again in line 11, it says, Hous- 
ton County.” It ought to be John T. Lynch, Houston, Texas 
County, Mo.” There are two places on page 23, first, line 8, and 


again in 11, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be modified as 
indicated by the Senator from Missouri. The question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment submitted by the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. WARREN] as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. Sa aac I offer an amendment to be inserted after line 2, 


on page 
the SECRETARY. After line 2, on page55, itis proposed to insert: 


Commission, 
the Secre of State, not 5 day for the time actually 5 
by them in discharge ot the work ot the Commission. 


Mr. SQUIRE. A word by way of explanation. 

Mr. E. The Senator need not explain the amendment. I 
do not think it is absolutely needed, but if there is any point with 
reference to the Comptroller stopping the account it ought to be 
cured; and I do not object to the amendment. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Thank you. The amendment does not involve 
any expenditure beyond what is „ in the bill 
pone during the present session of Congress, which became a 

w February 26, 1896. It is 9 meet an objection of the 
Comptroller, and nothing more. ə money has already been 


1 : rs 
. PETTIGREW. Ishould like to know what the amend- 
ment relates to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. It relates to the Mexican National Boundary 
Commission, which was authorized by an international convention 
of 1882, and su uently in 1889 

Mr. HALE. It is all right. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We can not hear a word that is oc- 
curring on the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I was about to state, in answer to the 5 of 
the Senator from South Dakota, that the International Boundary 
Commission, upon assuming their duties, were allowed to draw 
money to pay their personal expenses. There was an act to satisfy 
the Comptroller’s objection to the payment thus authorized by 
the State Department. Provision was made in the deficiency act 
of 1894, and a provision was also inserted in the urgent deficiency 
act of February 26, 1896. I have it here before me. Iwill read it 
if it is necessary. I understand the Committee on Appropriations 
is willing to accept the amendment. 

The VICE-PR IDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
eee iia submitted by the Senator from Washington [Mr. 

UIRE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. AL . After line 13, on page 28, I move to insert what 
I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. After line 13, on page 28, it is proposed to 


For the payment to W. H. B. Stout, Cyrus J. Hall, and Isaac S. Bangs, late 
a FFF and J. 
M. Vale. out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, in 
full ment of the balance due them on a contract entered into with them 
by the United States of America, April 21, 1888, for furnishing stone for the 
walls of the cellar or subbasement of the Library buil in the pony ed 
3 as found by the Secretary of the Interior in his report to 
gress 


(House Document No. 117, first session, Fifty-fourth Congress) under 


ority conferred upon him by the act of Congress approved March 
iB (2 Statatos at Largo, 0), the sam of $84 8 which — shall ot 


To aam M. E tout and tenes ©. Banga, or iheir saniat, the eam of 


To Cyrus J. Hall the sum of $6,000. 
10 P. Vale the um ef SO. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
5 My; MORGAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
ESK, 
The SECRETARY. On page 131, at the end of line 12, it is pro- 
posed to insert: d ‘ 
To enable the Postmaster-General to pay to Mary M. Force, 
Ala., the sum advanced by her in in payment of horse hire and 
the increased of B. M. Russell, a carrier of said office, when said ac- 
count had been audited brine Auditor for the Post-Office Department, if the 
same is found to be just, $112.82, and said Auditor is empowered and required 
to audit said account. 


The amendment was to. 
Mr. PLATT. On of my colleague [Mr. HAWLEY], who 
is called away from the city to-day, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. After line 12, page 51, it is proposed to insert: 
laims (Treasury en certified in ha po Executive 


Ae te pons settlements) certified in House Miscellaneous 
r „ 56, session Fifty-third OEO ere 

Provided, That no part of the money appropria by the two preceding 
paragraphs shall be paid to any one of the tsuntil the Court of Claims 
shall have heard and determined all the questions involved and the liability of 
the United States Government therefor in at least one test case, which case 
shall be preferred in the order of the docket of said court. Full and com- 
plete jurisdiction is hereby conferred on the Court of Claims for the p 

above named. If the determination of the Court of Claims shall be in favor 
of the claimant — 5 shall be paid, otherwise not. The Attorney-General 
an eae that the interest of the Government is protected in said suit 
or suits. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer an amendment, to come in on page 
26, after line 5. 

The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 
n msation for services as secre 
President to sign land patents, $4, for the fiscal years 1879, 1880, 

, inclusive. 

Mr. HALE. I offer an amendment, to come in on page 60, at 
the end of line 9. 

The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

That there be paid tothe Portland 83 gut ot any money in the Treas- 
ury not other’ appropriated, the sum of $80,867.46, in full payment and 
discharge of the claim of said Portland Company for work done and mate- 
rial furnished in the construction of the United States double-ender gunboats 
Agawam and Pontoosuc, as per report of Thomas O. Selfridge, commodore 
and president of board, Senate Executive Document No. 18, first session of 
the Phirty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. HALE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The amendment was read, and agreed to, as follows: 


at 


to the 
1, and 


out of his contract to supply military Arizona in the years 1860 an 
1861, said sum of money to id under the direction of the Secretary of 


War, who shall take proper releases and receipts from said William S. Grant. 
Mr. HALE. On 50 there is a reserved amendment which 


I wish to have the te adopt. It was passed over, and I have 
neglected to call it up. . 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. The Committee on Appropriations report an 
amendment, to insert after line 17, on page 50: 
Quartermaster's Department: To pay amounts audited and allowed by the 


accounting officers of the t for and quarte 
and reported to Co in ta) Executive Document No. 234, Filty- third 


Congress, third n, $38,500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


desk. 
It is proposed to add to the bill the following: 


The SECRETARY. 

That the Secretary of the be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay to Calvin Gunn, of St. Louis, Mo., out of muy moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $700, in full compensation 
for the amount due him as ormer, and ordered to be e pa to him by the 
United States district court for the eastern district of uri, in case No. 
1387 before said court, in the year 1868. 


Mr. DANIEL. I should like to inquire whether or not these 
amendments are within the rule. The Senator from Missouri and 
others have been objecting to claims. I should like to knowif 
these are not private claims. 

Mr. CO L. The Senate has decided that these amend- 
aene are all in order. The Senator from Virginia was absent at 

e time. 

Mr. DANIEL. I only wish to give notice that we hope the bill 
may not be passed this evening, so that some of us may have an 
opportunity to enjoy the same privileges that are exercised by 
other Senators. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
pansy aan submitted by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Cock- 
RELL]. 2 

The amendment was to. 

8 COCKRELL. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the bill: 

That the Secretary of the be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay to the heirs of James Bridger, deceased, the sum of $6,000, in 
full satisfaction for his improvements aad at Fort Bridger, Utah Territory, 
which were i agg somo y the United States Army,in tall of 1857, under 
command of Brig. Gen. Albert S. Johnston. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was found by the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral to bedue. A bill for this purpose has been reported favor- 
ably by the Committee on Claims and has passed the Senate two 
or three times. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Imake the point of order upon theamendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Has the proper Auditor of the Department 

rted favorably on this claim? 
. COCKRELL. No. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That was the ground on which the amend- 
ment I offered was ruled out. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly it was, but the Senate has decided 
that all these amendments are in order, and that is not necessary. 
Be GALLINGER. I do not understand that the Senate so de- 

Mr. COCKRELL. It certainly decided that. Nobody pretends 
to claim that the Bowman Act claims are audited claims. This is 
in strict compliance with the ruling of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island to make a point of order against the 
amendment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I make the point of order that it is a private 
claim. It seems to me very plain. The fact that the Senate has 
decided by a vote that an amendment to pay the judgments of the 
Court of Claims in the French spoliation cases is in order does not 
tntitle the Senator from Missouri or any other Senator to violate 
every rule of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. These claims have been reported by the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and have passed the Senate repeatedly. They 
are old claims, They are precisely as just as the French spolia- 
tion claims. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They undoubtedly have the virtue of age, if 
that is in their favor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And there is no difference between them on 
this earth. I insist that the amendment shall go in. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Missouri will again be stated. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The point of order I make is that, under the 
fourth clause of Rule XVI, the amendment is not in order. It is 
a private claim offered to a general appropriation bill. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was unable to understand 
from the Senator from Missouri how it was taken out of the rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was taken out by the action of the Senate. 
The Chair submitted the question of other claims of precisely sim- 
ilar import and the Senate decided that they were in order. This 
is a claim, a just claim. It dates away back; it is not quite as 
old as the ee your nin claims or some of the Bowman claims. 
It has been refe to the Quartermaster-General. The Quarter- 
master-General has made a report upon it, and this is the amount 
that he found due. It has been reported by the Committee on 
Claims repeatedly, has passed the Senate at the present session, 
and is now in the House. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not understand that the Senate has 
made any such decision as the Senator from Missouri assumes. 
In the case of the Bowman Act claims and the French spoliation 
claims they were argued as being exempt from the ordinary rule 
as to private claims, because they had been passed upon by the 
Court of Claims, and because the amounts that were moved were 
findings of the Court of Claims. To be sure, there was the ques- 
tion whether a finding of the Court of Claims was a judgment. 
The Senator from Missouri admitted that the judgment of the 
Court of Claims was in order to carry out the provisions of exist- 
ing law, but he said there was a distinction between a judgment 
of the Court of Claims and a finding of the Court of Claims under 
the Bowman Act and*under the act in reference to the French 

liation claims. It was contended, however, by the advocates 

of those two classes of claims that the findings of the court were 
entitled to be treated, so far as the rule of the Senate is concerned, 
as in order, but it was not argued that every possible private 
claim was admissible notwithstanding the rule. Now, the Sena- 
tor, a little out of sorts, I suppose, because the Senate overruled his 
ponr argues here that the rule is wholly gone, and is seeking to 
oad this bill with claims in order, I suppose, that an excuse may 
befound for leaving all the claims out in committee of conference. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; I am not. If I should be one of the 
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conferees I will stick to them until the next 4th of March, if the 


other members will. I give notice if any of these amendments 
are receded from it will not be by my vote. I will keep this Con- 
gress in session until the 4th of next March or make the House 
agree rg it. 1: eer are yop aie it La an be my fault. I 
am not trying repare a way for any suc ing as that. 

Mr. CHANDLER, The Senator shows that he that 
calm mind and judicial temper which fit him to be a representa- 
tive of the Senate u a committee of conference, but I take the 
liberty of saying to him that he is not acting in ce with 
his own calm and cool judgment when he gives such notice to 
the Senate. He goes upon the committee of conference, if he 
goes there, to deal calmly and coolly and with good judgment, 
and not with bad 0 ee 

Mr. COCKRELL. y should I not adhere to these things? 

Mr. CHANDLER. If he is going to act in temper, he ought 
na 5 go upon the committee of conference to represent the 

nate. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me? I do wish that some 
of our committees of conference would show a little of the tem: 
which the Senator from Missouri is charged with sowing, e 
one not then have to give up everything to the House the way 
we do. É 

Mr. CHANDLER. Practically the Senators who advocated 
that the Bowman Act claims and the French spoliation claims 
were in order upon this bill are being Rar by the Committee 
on Appropriations now by having this bill loaded down with every 
claim which they can lay their hands upon for the purpose of 
making the amendments of the Senate odious. A very good argu- 
ment has been exhibited to the Senate why the appropriation bills 
should be distributed instead of being concentrated in the hands 
of ahalf dozen gentlemen who, when things go to suit them, are 
very amiable, and when they do not go to suit them get out of 
temper and threaten the Senate. 

r. COCKRELL. I knew I would make the distinguished 
Senator from New Hampshire mad. He has been in the habit of 
tantalizing Senators and trying to provoke them to anger, and 
now he has shown his want of balance. He has shown his anger. 
He has shown his resentful feeling. I told him a truth. He did 
not want to hear that truth. I told him that I was willing to 
stand by the Senate amendments, but that is not what he wanted. 
He was trying to make the impression that we were loading the 
bill down for the 3 of disagreeing to them an insinuation 
pee of the distinguished Senator and which he never would 
have eif he had kept his temper and had not wandered off in 
anger and resentment, 

Mr. President, I simply meant that I was willing to abide by 
the decision of the Senate and to adhere to it. I have always in 
the Senate opposed putting on any amendments that the Senate 
conferees would not adhere to. I do not believe it is seemly on 
the part of the Senate to do it. I have for one protested against 
amendments that were proposed to be puton by the Senate, be- 
cause when the Senate puts on an amendment to an appropria- 
tion bill relating to its own personnel and administration it ought 
never to yield. While I the honor of being chairman of the 
Committee on 8 it never did yield one solitary cent. 
The Senate ougt tto maintain certain things concerning itself, 
and it ought to have its own way in regard to them. 

Mr. President, these are claims. Everybody admits that they 
are claims. The French spoliation cases are claims, They are 
claims a hundred years old. They have been to the Committee 
on Claims. They have been reported and they have been put upon 
this bill. The Senate had a perfect right to do that. e Bow- 
man claims have been to the Court of Claims, where there was a 
finding of facts, They came here and the Senate had a right to 
put them on. 

The Senate has a right to make its own rules when it comes to 
a point of this kind. It made this rule, and that rule was that 
these claims should go on this bill. I think now that any other 
claim as just as those, that has passed the proper scrutiny, has 
the same right to go upon it, and I offered these claims. They 
are old claims, just claims. Nobody disputes them. They ought 
to go on the bill. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH 
has no right to make the point of order upon them. He is estop 
from doing that just as plainly as a man can be. 

Now, I hope that the distinguished Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will regain his accustomed kindly feeling; that he will not 
show so much anger and resentment hereafter, and will not accuse 
1 improperly of attempting to do what they never dreamed 
of doing. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I congratulate myself that I have succeeded 
in doing what I never knew any other Senatortodo. I have made 
the Senator from Missouri good-na . 

It all comes back to the same thing, whether there is or is not a 
distinction between the Bowman Act claims and the French spolia- 
tion claims and other claims. Those claims have been passed 
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ument was based 


upon by the Court of Claims. The whole 
upon the re that there was a distinction between those 
and ordinary private claims that had only been passed upon 
by a committee of this body. I submit that the distinction is a 
goog one, and that it does not follow because the Senate voted 
t those claims were in order therefore every private claim that 

is 1 in Congress is in order on an appropriation bill. 


HALE. Now, Mr. President, it is getting very late and 
dark, and I 1 to Senators to help me pass the bill. I want to 
get it out of the way to-night and be out of the way of the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina, who this morning was willing to give 
way under the implied promise that the bill would be hurried 
through. Iam fo es that we should pass the bill to-night. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question of order is pending 
before the Chair. 

Mr. HALE. I understand that. 1 hope the Chair will decide 
the point of order, and that then we may have a vote upon the 
bill, unless there are some other amendments to come in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair determines the point of 
order when it is raised. The point of order made by the Senator 
from Rhode Island the Chair is compelled to sustain. 

Mr. HARRIS. At the request of the senior Senator from Indi- 
ana [Mr. VOORĦEES], who was chairman of the Finance Commit- 
tee of the Fifty-third Con , I offer an amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After line 21, page 98, insert: 


To pay to Benjamin Durfee for extra services rendered to the Committee 
on Finance of the Senate during the consideration of the tariff bill of 1894, 


Mr. HARRIS. I simply desire to say that, while Mr. Durfee 
was not connected with that committee, I personally know that 
he performed many services and quite a good deal of hard work. 
He is wonderfully familiar with all revenue laws and regulations 
and was of great service to the committee. The gentleman occu- 
pying the position of clerk of the Committee on Ways and Means 
of the House, who, I believe, receives an annual salary of $3,000, 
has naa an allowance similar to this made to him, as I am in- 
formed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Tennessee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Loffer an amendment. I move to insert, after the 
Portland Company amendment, that was offered by the Senator 
from Maine, on page 60: 

For Be dose yf to Nancy E. Day, administratrix of the estate of James L. 
Day, deceased, the sam of $3,041.66, in payment and satisfaction of the amount 
found due from the United States to the said Nancy E. Day, administratrix 
as aforesaid, by the Court of Claims, upon a reference of her claim to that 
court by the Postmaster-General, under the provisions of an act of Congress 
approved March 3, 1883, entitled An act to afford assistance and relief to 

gress and the Executive Departments in the investigacion of claims and 
demands against the Government.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. As I see the Senate is now in such good humor, I 
will take the liberty of 8 an amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Add to the bill: 

That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Represent- 
atives be, and they are hereby. authorized and directed to purchase of James 
B. Lyon 50,000 copies of the United States Red Book (published by him at 
Albany, N.Y.) 9,000 copies for the use of the Senate, boo copies for the use 
of tha House ot Representatives, and 5,000 copies to be distributed under the 
direction of the Secretary of State; and the sum of $50,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise 3 to enable the Secretary of the Senate and 
70 mph 8 the House of Representatives to carry into effect the provisions 

Mr. HILL. Senators are, I think, familiar with this book. It 
has been laid upon their tables, one copy having been presented 
to each Senator. It is a most valuable and important book to be 
distributed to our constituents. It is one of the best books that 
can be distributed. £ 

Mr. HALE. Is the amendment reported by any standing com- 
mittee? 

Mr. HILL. Ithink so, sir. 

Mr. HALE. From what committee? 

Mr. HILL. The Library Committee, I think. 

Mr. HALE. It ought to have been there. 

Mr. HILL. If the conference committee want to cut down the 
amount or prune it in any shape, they can do so. I offer it in be- 
half of my colleague [Mr. MURPHY], who is not able to be here, 
and I trust the Senator will allow the amendment to goon the 
bill. If you want to change it, it can be cut down hereafter. 

Mr. HALE. If it is reported by a regular committee, of course 
I can not make the point of order. If it is not, I shall have to make 
the pony of order, use there are fifty just such amendments 
pending. 

Mr. HILL. I think it has been reported. 
Mr. HALE. The Secretary can tell. I do not know anything 


about it. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has no information upon 
the subject. 

Mr. HILL. We will look that up afterwards, if the Senator 
pleases. Let it go for the present. ou can find out afterwards 
if it is not a proper amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. BATE, I should like to ask if this is the book that con- 
tains the likenesses of all Senators? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir; and the finest looking body of men who 
ever got together. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I make the point of order against the amend- 
ment if no one else does. ; 
1 BATE. I think myself there are some good things in the 
Mr. HILL. Yes, sir; the Senator's own likeness is there, and 
it is first rate. 

Mr. BATE. But I do not think it is in good taste for the Sen- 
ate here to vote $50,000 for its distribution when the larger part 
of it consists of likenesses of Senators. I shall vote against the 


amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I make the point of order. I supposed it had 
been made by the Senator from Maine, but if it has not I make it 
now. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Whatis the point of order of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That the amendment is not in order; that it 
has not been reported by any standing or special committee, and 
is sig a new item of appropriation not estimated for. 

Mr. HILL. It is about as good as the French spoliation claims 
amendment. Can not the good-natured Vice-Presidentsubmit the 
question to the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChairsubmits the question tothe 
Senate. Is the pending amendment in order? [Putting the ques- 
tion.] The noes seem to have it. The noes have it, and the Sen- 
ate decides that the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. DANIEL. After line 2, page 21, I move to insert: 


To Briscoe B. Bouldin the sum reimburseme xpendi- 
5 or: account of wounds received A organs — es 

Mr. HALE. Is that reported by a standing committee? 

Mr. DANIEL. Allow me to make a brief statement. 

Mr. HALE. I merely asked the question. 

Mr. DANIEL. A bill for this purpose has been reported favor- 
ably from the Committee on Claims, and it is as meritorious a 
claim as is embodied in this whole bill. This gentleman was an 
officer of the internal-revenue service and had a desperate en- 
counter in North Carolina with certain moonshiners, in which he 
acted with conspicuous courage. It was recommended by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue that his absolute expenses in- 
curred by reason of the wounds should be paid. 

The matter has been for two consecutive years examined by the 
Committee on Claims; the correspondence, the proof, the medical 
certificates, all set forth in full; and it is a case of that dignity 
and merit which it seems to me ought to be recognized by the 
Senate, and that a worthy officer, who was highly commended by 
his Government, should be recognized Dy amis humane considera- 
tion of his sufferings and his courage. I know personally the facts 
to be true beyond the information which I gather from the re- 


ports. 

Mr. HALE. If the amendment has been reported by a standing 
committee and referred to the Committee on ES 1 ences itis 
not subject to the point of order. If it has not m so re 
and referred it is subject to the point of order, and I e the 
pointoforder. Idonot know whether that has been the case or not. 

Mr. DANIEL. I think the Senator has himself offered amend- 
ments of the same character to this bill, and I do not see why we 
should be assailed on all hands with points of order which nobody 
regards as to his own claims. 

. HALE. I have not 
3 IEL. Members of the committee pay no attention to 
the rules. 

Mr. HALE. I have not offered an amendment here that has not 
been either reported by a committee and referred tothe Committee 
on 5 or aiteady e by the Senate or both. 

Mr. IEL. We naturally look to the members of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations as our exemplars and guides. They 
have paid no attention to the rule. It is evidently one made 
merely for personal convenience and not for the government of 
the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator has no right to make 
that statement. 

„ I did not mean by it to be offensive to the 
nator. 

Mr. HALE. No member of the committee, certainly not my- 
self, nor has any member offered an amendment that is not su 
ject to precisely the rule that I have invoked here, and which was 
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taken out of the operation of the rule because it was reported 
by some committee and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, which made it in order, and in other cases because the bill 
itself passed the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Maine that 
that does not make a private claim in order. 

Mr. HALE. No, it does not make a private claim in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yet the Senator, I think, admitted some 
private claims. 

Mr. HALE. I did. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then I propose to reintroduce the amend- 
ment I offered some time ago, and I hope the Senator will not ap- 
ply the rule which his own committee does not recognize. 

r. HALE. I certainly shall not make the point of order, after 
what the Senate has done, against any claim, private or otherwise, 
where a committee has reported it and referred it to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations or where it has already passed the Senate. 
I certainly shall not make that point of order. 

Mr. DANIEL. That exception, stated in guarded language, 
happens to cover cases which other gentlemen are interested 
in. I do not see why, if we are not going to be governed by the 
rule, gentlemen ought to invent new and very refining rules which 
simply bring in a certain class of cases and leave out the others. 
I am afraid that this rule, if strictly applied with the new and 
technical nicety with which the Senator shaves down the line, 
might trench gerously near to the proximity of my case. I 
am a little uneasy about the refining application, and I hope the 
Senator will not make this point upon so worthy and meritorious 
a case. I think it is above the Senator from Maine, if he will 
allow me so to state, to make war upon a little claim of a revenue 
officer who was shot and wounded in the service and who was 
commended by the Government for his good conduct. See 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will withhold his praise, I will with- 
draw the point of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Virginia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer an amendment, and after it is read I 
will make a brief explanation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After line 11, page 103, add: 

To pay FRED T. Donots the salary due him as Delegate in Congress from 
the ‘Territory of Idaho from July 3, 1890, to March 4, 1891, inclusive, $3,333.34, 

Mr. ALLISON. This amount includes the compensation of 
Delegate from Idaho from the time of the admission of the Terri- 
tory of Idaho as a State until the expiration of his term as Dele- 

ate had thé State not been admitted. It is a House provision, 
ut by some accident it was omitted and not inserted in this bill. 
We are told that it will meet with no opposition on the part of the 
House. It is in exact accordance with all the precedents in sim- 
ilar cases. 
- The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Isubmit an amendment that was proposed 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, reported 
back favorably, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After line 13, page 47, insert: 

To pay Emmart, Dunbar & Co. the amount found due by the auditor of the 
District of Columbia for work done by said firm in connection with the laying 


of the 36-inch water main under their contract of September 1, 1871, with sa: 
84844 to be paid wholly from the revenues of the District of Columbia, 
* 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. CULLOM. I wish to call up the conference 
legislative, etc., appropriation bill. I think it will 
r. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Illinois to yield to me 
that I 12 57 suhmit a conference report in order to have 1 


Mr. CULLOM. I have noobjection and will yield to the Sena- 


tor for that 1 5 4 

Mr. ALL N. Isubmit the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the bill (H. R. 7664) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1897, and for other purposes. I ask that the report may be 
printed in the RECORD, and also printed as a document, and I give 
notice that to-morrow morning, or at some convenient season, I 
shall ask the Senate to consider it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the re- 
port submitted by the Senator from Iowa will be ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD and also printed as a document. 


rt on the 
e no time. 


The report is as follows: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houseson 


certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7664) making appropria 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free confer- 
ana ners to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 20, 26, 34, 36, 40, 41, 
45, 46, 47. 49, 50, 51, 52, 58, 60, 75, 80, 81. 85, 86, 104, 107, 118, 120, 121, 130, 148, 149, 151, 
152, 153, 154. 158, 159, 183, 184, 185, 186, 18$, and 180. 

That the House o from its eg Hirer tothe amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 5, 21, 27, 29, 30, 31, 35, 42, 43, 48, 53, 54. 55, 56, 59, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 
68, 60, 70. 71, 72, 73. 74, 77, 78, 79, 82, 83, 87, 88, 89, 90, 95, 99, 100, 101, 102, 105, 106, 108, 
110, 143, 114 115, 116, 117, 119, 131, 182, 136, 137, 138, 142. 143, 144, 150, 155, 156, 157, 182, 
163, 169, 176, 179, 180, 181, and 182; and agree to the same. S 

Amendment numbered 33: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same withan 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: 

Fire Island light vessel, New York: For constructing, equipping, and 
Sar aeg. complete for service, a first-class steam light vessel, with steam 
fog signal, $40,000; and the total cost of said steam light vessel, with a steam 
fog signal, ao a contract which is hereby authorized therefor, shall not 
excee: 000.“ 

Aud the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the che de S 

San Francisco Harbor light vessel: For constructing, equipping, and out- 
fitting, complete for service, a first-class steam light vessel with steam fog sig- 
nal, $10,000; and the total cost of said steam light vessel, with a steam fog 
e a contract which is hereby authorized therefor, shall not ex- 
oe 000. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the fora 

Tender for the ond light-house district: For constructing, equipping, 
and outfitting complete ror service a new steam tender for buoyage, supply. 
and inspection in the Second light-house district, setts, $97.500. and 
the total cost of said steam tender, under a contract which is hereby author- 
ized therefor, shall not exceed $75,000,” 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: 

Tender for the Seventh and Eighth light-house districts: For construct- 
ing, equipping, and outfitting complete for service a new steam tender for 


pacers, supp y, and inspection in the Seventh and Eighth light-house dis- 
tric 500; and the total cost of said steam tender, under a contract which 
is hereby authorized therefor, shall not exceed $75,000.” 


And the Senate mere to the same. 

Amendment numbered 44; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert: “ For constructing two revenue steamers of the first class, under the 
direction of the irene! of the Treasury, for service on the Great Lakes, 
$200,000; and the total cost of said revenue steamers, under a contract which 
is hereby authorized therefor, shall not exceed $200,000 each”; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 57: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 57, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: On 27 of the bill, in line 3, strike out the follow- 
ing: “for extra engraving and drawing”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 62: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 62, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt. $67,000"; and the 
Senate a to the same. 

Amendment numbered 76; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 76, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt $110,000"; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 81: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 84, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $131,000"; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 98: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 98, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the ager aes 

“That the city of Bismarck, in the State of North Dakota, by and through 
its regular city council, shall have authority to use, upon lease from the Gov- 
ernment by the Secretary of the Interior, Sibley Island, an island in the Mis- 
souri River, near said city of Bismarck, for a public park: Provided, That noth- 
ing herein contained shall be construed to autho: the felling of timber on 

d island for sale or consumption, nor shall any timber be cut save for the 
purpose of improving or beautifying the grounds.“ 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment num bored 103: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 103, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $15,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 133: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 133, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $40,000"; and 
the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 134: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 134, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $40,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 135: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 135, and ee tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $40,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 139: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 139, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Add at the end of said amendment the follow- 
ing: ; this sum to be in full of any authorization or appropriation under 


said joint resolution ™; and the Senate . to th He SOS $ 
ouse recede from its disagreemen! 
agree to the same with an 


Amendment numbered 145: That the 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 145, and 
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amendment as a In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 


ee eee 
+ “For e Guilford battle grounds: eee ee 
Ground ib to repair the — gery buildings of said com- 
pany on said ba: 8 ; said amoun 9 
of the che said company, and the U: ipa incarnate rr S 
r expense ture for repairs or expenses rela’ 

battle ee 

ome pambored 160 

3 num 160: That the House recede from its 3 


to the amendment of the Senate 5 160, and 


nares te Se 
an amendment as follows: In lieu — — 


to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out all of the EDAS 
popar ph constituting 3 inclusive, on page 93 of the bill, and as 
to 4, inclusive, on of the bill, and insert in lieu thereof the followin 
depu $i, 
of the United — ngs 


to otherwise payments for services rendered in 
And the Senate agree to th 
Amen: 


a 0 
d ments numbered 108, 167, “T67, and 168: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered mwa 167. and 168, 
and — to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out the amended 
of the bill, and insert in 


constituting lines 5, 6, and 7, on page 94 
Bou Hengst the foll —.— * 


ae 
t attorneys and their 

And the Senate to the sa: 

Amendment numbered 170: That “the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 170, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum insert 
the Senate agree to the same. 

„eee eee 171: That the House recede from its disagreement 
— the amendment of the Senate numbered 171, and to the same with 


of United 


amendment as 8 In lieu ot the sum proposed „220.000; and 
the Senate agree to the 
Amendment numbered 122 172: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 172, and perce i to the same with 
an amendment as oe = lieu of the sum proposed insert “$225,000”; and 
the Senate agree to the 
praca aer cabaret Wh 173: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 173, and aby the same with 
an amendment as tonowe D TA lieu of the sum proposed rt “$533,000”; and 
the Senate agree to the 
Amendment —— M Her That the House recede from its 
to the amendment of n with 


ndment numbered 175: That the House recede from its di nt 

to the amendment of the Senate numbered 175, and to the same with 

an amendment as follows: W rt “ $460,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the 

Amendment numbered ITT. 177: That the House recede from t 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 177, and agree rad the same with 
an amendment as follows: In ed of the a ‘inserted b by paea 
inet the following: And suc’ h payme ed the marshal in 
the A paran of accounts wi United Sta States "5 and the Senate agree 
to the same. 
Amendment numbered 178: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1 


78, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Bap _ of the sum proposed insert: “$150,000”; 


That hereafter the re 
streams 


Bt d 5,000 — ber; 1.000 copies ch shall be f of: 

copies in num co; W. ‘or -= 

ficial 5 of. the 2 cal Survey, 1,500 copies shall be delivered to the Sen- 

ate, and 2,500 copies Il be de! to the Representatives for 
distribu S eee ce e eee 

Amendment numbered 191 t the House recede from its disagreement 


: inse by said amendment 
„5 y.” the following: To reimburse said com- 
y for expenses in and paid in connection with the Government 


gand reagan and the — to See Namo; 


The committee conference haye been to agree on the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 2, 3, 4,6, 7,8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 16, 17, 22, 23, 24, 25, 28, 32, 
Gi, 91, $2, 98, 94, 96, 97, 111, 112, 122, 133, 124, 125, 126, 137, 128, 120, Dii 18 145 

. Si ALLISON, 

A. P. GORMAN 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

J. G. CANNON, 

E. J. 

JOSEPH D. 


YERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. CULLOM. Iask that the conference on the legis- 

— etc., appropriation bill may be taken up for consideration. 
Mr. HILL. I hope the Senator from Illinois will not press the 

consideration of that report this evening. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think it will take only a very few minutes. 
mgr the Senator himself understands exactly what there is iett 

it 

Mr. HILL. I want to submit some remarks upon it, but do not 
desire to do so to-night. 

Mr. CULLOM. the Senator desire the report to go over? 

Mr. HILL. Let it go over until to-morrow. 


Mr. CULLOM. Very well; I make no objection. 
Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 22 minutes 


e Senate adjourned until 


to-morrow, Tuesday, May 26, 
12 o’clock meridian. z z 


Fios, at 1 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MONDAY, May 25, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY N. COUDEN. 

The Journal of the 5 of Saturday was read. 

The SPEAKER. ithout objection, the A i n be ap- 

ved. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman rise to object to the ap- 
proval of the Journal? 

Mr. KEM. I object to the approval of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. And the gentleman rose for that purpose? 

Mr. KEM. I did. 
ihe SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the question to the 

ouse, 

The question was taken; and the Journal was approved. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER. The bill of the 5 . 989) granting a 
pension to Fannie Kautz, widow of General Kautz, of the Army, 
will be taken from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, if there be 
no objection, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. There 
was an erroneous reference in the first instance. Without objec- 
tion, the change of reference will be made. 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objec 


tion is made by the gentleman from 
5 [Mr. KRI. 


e Chair will submit the question to the 
1e question was taken; and the change of reference was 


SALE OF GAS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 6994) relating to the sale of gas in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The Senate amendments were read at len 

Mr. BABCOCK. , I moye that the House noncon- 
cur in the Senate amendments and agree to a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. BABCOCK, 
e ODELL, and Mr. RICHARDSON as conferees on the part of the 

ouse, 


ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY COMPANY, ETC, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, this 3 day, I desire 

to call up for 5 consideration the ed business on the 

Calendar, the H. R. 2928) to extend the routes of the Eckin 

ton and Soldier Hone Railway Com a and of the Belt Rall. 

way Company of the District of Col * for other purposes. 
SPEAKER. The Clerk will the amendment pro- 

posed by the gentleman from Towa [Mr. HEPBURN] which was 

pending when this matter was before the House on a previous oc- 

casion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert in line 14, section 1, at within — 
“And ided further, ys 


ears be regular 

a of G street and New Jersey avenue, t 5 9 
CCC cer ae ves thence 

street to T stree t, according to a sched —— 

of the District of Columbia. 


Mr. HEPBURN. I believe the gentleman in charge of the bill 

is 3 to acce = that amendment, Mr. Speaker. 
BABCOC There is no objection to the amendment, as I 

3 it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the further amendment I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 2 by ad 

ese nd wah pronica, That said and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company 
haveits bonds outstanding at any onetime to a greater amount than 

soal — cat of the actual cost of the construction and equi pga at said rail- 

ich actual cost the president, the treasurer, — ps engineer, 
approved by a the Commissioners of the District of Colum bia, al shail certify to 
mmissioners, under oath, been actually expended in the construc- 
r| bP —— equipment of its railway, and any false swearing in the matter shall 
perjury. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. genoa e e Markee er that is almost 
. copy of the general law of the State of Connecticut, with 


erence to bonding privilege of street railways. 


Ooops beeen a, BER 
r the passage of this 
begin: at the inter- 


e avenue 
North 9 
Commissioners 


It provides spe- 


cifically that there shall be at no time outstanding more than 75 
per cent of the amount of the cost of the road in bonds, and is 
simply a provision for the protection of the bondholders. It re- 
quires that at least 25 per cent of the cost of the road shall be paid 
on its stock, and no honestly managed road can object to such a 


provision. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Why do ma not make that provision stronger 
be paid in, and that the bonds 


and require that all of the stock shall 
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shall only be for the surplus cost of the road over and above the 
amount of s 2 

Mr. HILL. Ihave no desire to hamper the construction or ex- 
tension of this road, but in looking over the bill it seemed to me 
that as now drawn there is no provision for the protection of the 
unsuspecting public who might buy the bonds. Therefore, after 
some personal experience in the construction of street railroads, 
and some familiarity with the law of Connecticut, I copied the 

recise provision of the general law of that State in regard to the 
bonding JEER 

Mr. HOP. S. It would seem from a cursory examination of 
this provision that it is a bid to investors in these roads to only 
pay in 25 per cent of the stock and issue bonds for the rest of the 
cost of the construction. 

Mr. HILL. The bill as drawn allows the issuing of bonds for the 
full amount of the cost. There is no limitation at all, except by 
the votes of the stockholders themselves. It seems to me there 
ou ht to be some provision for the protection of the bond- 
holders. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I agree to that entirely, and I ask the gentle- 


man if he has any objection to striking out “75” and inserting |. 


50,“ so that not more than 50 per cent of the cost shall be cov- 
ered by the bonds, and at least 50 per cent must be covered by the 
stock? : 

Mr. HILL. I haveno personal objection. It might possibly 
embarrass the road. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It ought not. I move to amend the amend- 
ment b iking out ‘*75” and inserting 50.“ 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask my colleague if this is a new pro- 
vision as to this particular road which did not pertain to the 
other roads in the District? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Les; this is absolutely new. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I want to ask my colleague,if no such 
limitation as this was applied to the roads running through the 
thickly settled portions of the city, and this being a road which 
is to be extended out in a section which is thinly settled, where 
the investors will have to wait a considerable time before their 
turn comes, will not the ponen which he offers be equivalent 
to saying that there shall be no road built? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will answer my colleague on that. I will 
say most emphatically no, and the reason why I say no is that it 
is supposed that the capital stock of this company, if honestly 
paid in, will be sufficient to build and equip the road. It ought 
to be, at least. This amendment of mine provides that it may be 
bonded for 50 per cent more than cost. Certainly the builders of 
the road have a margin greater than can be found in almost any 
business en ise in the country. 

In the State of Illinois this watering of stock had grown to such 
dimensions that the legislature in their wisdom saw fit to require 
that the entire capital stock should be paid in in money or its 
equivalent, and that fact must be certified before there can be 
any bonds issued at all. The reason for amendments of this kind 
is apparent to all persons who have had any experience in matters 
of this character. They know that original investors put ina 
small amount of money on the stock, and then go outside and 
borrow money and bond the road for more than it costs to build 
it. In that way they get the stock for nothing. If the road 
proves a paying enterprise they make a handsome profit upon the 
stock, e road is not a good enterprise the bondholders are 
the ones who lose the money, and the original investors or stock- 
holders lose nothing at all, because they are not personally respon- 
sible upon the bonds issued by the company. 

Now, in this case Iam not familiar with the location of the 
proposed road, but I say as a matter of principle that we should 
not authorize the building of any street railroad in any section 
where it will not pay in the present, or the immediate future, be- 
cause there is no demand for any such road, and it partakes too 
much of a speculative character. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say in reference to 
this bill that the provisions of it are more stringent than the pro- 
visions of any railroad bill that has eyer been before this House. 
There is a provision in this bill that practically every railway 
company in the city of Washington must lay bare its books, its 
whole list of stockholders, in a report to Congress every year. 
Now, this provides for rapid transit on the Belt and Eckington 
lines, and I do not think we ought to insert a provision that 
would prove a hardship and prevent rapid transit on those lines. 
We have seen one result of putting rapid transit on the Metro- 
politan line. The committee are entirely willing to accept the 
amendment of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL], but 
we do object to cutting it down to 50 per cent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This is not a newline. 

Mr. BABCOCK. This is not a new line, except a very small 
part of it. It is merely an extension. Now, . Speaker, on 
these pending amendments I ask the previous question. 


Mr. HOPKINS. © Let me answer the gentleman in about three 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks for the previous question. 
Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield one minute. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Upon the point stated b 
desire to say that if Congress has been liber 
companies heretofore that is no reason why we should be over- 
liberal with the present road. We know that with reference to 
many of these roads the stock that only cost 40 cents on a dollar is 
now selling for three or four dollars. The chartering of these 
roads is not to make a few individuals rich, but is for the purpose 
of giving the people cheap transportation, and the only way you 
can secure cheap transportation is to keep down the amount of the 
capital stock and bonds of the road. Now, if we allow the direct- 
ors of this railroad to bond it for 50 per cent of the actual cost of 
the road it is amply sufficient. As my friend from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Moopy] says, why should they be permitted to issue their 
stock at = until the cash value of that stock is paid into the 


treasury 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The stock is already issued. 

Mr. HOPKINS. These stockholders ought to be required to 
pay dollar for dollar into the treasury before any bonds are issued 
atall. That is the requirement of the State of Illinois; that is the 
requirement of many of the States of the Union; and if these lim- 
itations we propose are ingrafted upon this bill we will not hear 
the cry against this road that has come up against these other 
roads that Congress has had so much trouble with in the past. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Which other road? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I trust my amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What is your amendment? 

Mr. HOPKINS. My amendment is that they shall not issue 
bonds for more than 50 per cent of the actual cost of the road. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is enough. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The Mouse divided; and there were—ayes 60, noes 42, 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on the amendment as amended. 

Mr, BAKER of New Hampshire, Me, Speak 

; ER of New ire. Mr. S er, on page 2, sec- 
tion 1, lines 2 and 3, I move to strike out the 5 of 
Washington” and insert the words “ District of Columbia.” 

Mr. BABCOCK. There is no objection to the amendment, Mr, 


the gentleman I 
to these railroad 


Speaker, 
The amendment was eed to. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike 


out section 5 of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire moves 
to strike out section 5 of the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Before we reach that, I have an amendment 
which comes earlier in the bill. I move to strike out section 3 of 
the bill—section 4 as it originally was, but now section 3. That 
is the section authorizing an extension by the Belt Railway 
Company. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize 3 eman from 
Iowa instead of the gentleman from New Hampshire. The gen- 
tleman from Iowa moves to strike out section 3 of the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, this section proposes to give to 
this company the right to largely extend its lines. It now has 
more than 20 miles of single-track railway in this city—that is, it 
and the other company which is a beneficiary in this bill, and yet 
there is a considerable portion of their road that has already been 
alae! poh which they have persistently refused to operate. Here 
on North Capitol street, for the distance of a number of squares, 
immediately after the street had been completed by being perfectl 
surfaced, they tore up the street and laid their tracks, 8 
the pavement between the tracks, and paved 2 feet on each side 
with cobblestones, and a portion of the way without any pave- 
ment between their tracks; and after thus marring the street, 
they persistently refused to use it. The people of that portion of 
the city have been clamoring for years to try to compel them to 
operate that franchise and give them the benefit of the travel that 
the charter originally provided for. The authorities have at- 
tempted to force them by process of the courts, and have thus far 
been unable to do it. en, when they found they would not 


operate their road, action was brought against the company to 
require them to remove the nuisance; and they come in and cav- 
alierly say that they are not required to doit, because, without war- 
rant or authority of law, they have sold that property to another 
company. That is the situation to-day; and yet they come here 
and ask for some 6 or 8 miles more of trackage right in the city. 
I do not think they have shown themselves to be of that class 
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that ought to receive any further favor at the hands of this Con- 
gress, Therefore, I move to strike out all of this provision that 
proposes to give them additional extensions and franchises. 

Mr. BABCOCK., In reference to the amendment proposed by 
5 5 1 8 from Iowa, I desire to say that the committee have 


the 

stricken out nearly all of the construction that this bill called for 
originally, leaving only these two spurs, one on Water street, 
which is a continuation of their track, provided they buy the 
right of way themselves, and this line beginning at Fourth and 
O streets and going up to what is called the baseball park. As I 
understand, this extension is less than 1 mile in length instead of 
5 or 6, and the extension on Water street is very short, perhaps 
a quarter of a mile. 

. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman give some reason why 
this company, which has been resisting so contumaciously the 
rights of the people by refusing to operate its road on streets where 
it is already chartered, should be given these additional facilities? 
Corporations that act in that way do not belong to the class that 
are usually favored by legislation. For some reason or other that 
I do not know anything about they neglect or refuse to do what 
they voluntarily undertook to do, what they asked and worked to 

be permitted to do—refuse to give the people the benefit of the 
service to which they are entitled; and yet they are here now ask- 
ing for additional favors. I think they ought to be able to show 
that they have well used the gifts heretofore given them before 
they will be in a condition to ask for more. I trust that some of 
the friends of this measure will explain this contumacious con- 
duct on the of this corporation. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that as one of 
the committee I have heretofore persistently resisted the resolu- 
tion asked for by this company on the very ground the gentleman 
has stated. 5 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not, of course, mean friends“ in any 
improper sense; I mean simply advocates of this bill. 

. BABCOCK., As I have already said, Mr. Speaker, I have 
persistently opposed the legislation asked for hitherto in the last 
two sessions of Congress, until finally this bill has been presented 
which is so stringent in its requirements that I believe it to be in 
the interest of the whole city that it should pass. The District 
Committee, as I said before, has stricken from the Senate bill 
every provision for extension except the two trifling ones that I 
have indicated. I yield to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Rusk], who will further explain the bill. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, in general explana- 
tion of the bill and somewhat in reply to the gentleman from Iowa, 
that these two lines have passed under the control of the same 
persons who constitute the corporation which is now building an 

. electric line between Baltimore and Washington. In the city of 
Baltimore that line is rapidly approaching completion. By the 
Ist of August cars will run from Washington to Laurel, and from 
Baltimore to Ellicott City, and by the 1st of January the line will 
be in full operation between the two cities. In the city of Balti- 

more that line is connected with the Traction Company, which 

controls some 80 miles of street railroads running in various di- 

rections. Their idea is to take these two old horse railroads in 
this District, equip them thoroughly as modern lines, and connect 
them with the line between Baltimore and Washington. 

The p is to reduce the fare between the two cities to prob- 

ably $1 for the round trip, and to make such arrangements that a 
erson buying a ticket from Washington to Baltimore or from Bal- 

nop to Washington shall receive acoupon for street-car fare in 
either city so that he can ride not only between the two cities, but 
to any part of either city for the single fare of $1 for the round trip. 

In othar words, the single fare will include street-car fare in each 

city. I know nothing of the conduct of those who formerly 
owned these lines, but I do know that the lines have now passed 

into the hands of responsible persons who have raised the mil- 

lions necessary to build the line between Baltimore and Washing- 
ton, and they desire this as a Washington terminus of their sys- 
tem, so that they may convey passengers not merely to the con- 
fines of Washington, but to any part of the city. The Senate 
committee examined this bill very carefully, and, in view of the 
considerations which I have briefly stated here, they granted ver 
large extensions, The House committee, however, was not will- 
ing to go so far as the Senate committee had gone, and it struck 
out all those extensions except the ones that have been mentioned 
by the chairman of the committee and which are absolutely neces- 
sary to perfect the system even on a small scale. To strike out this 
section as eee by the gentleman from Iowa would destroy 
entirely the plan. The company will be very much hampered by 
what the House committee already done by striking out the 
extension to the Zoological Gardens and other points, and the 
striking out of this section would entirely defeat the object in view. 
Mr. SPBURN. Does the gentleman from Maryland feel 
authorized to give some assurance that this company, if they get 
these extensions, will use the franchises that have been given 


them heretofore? For example, that they will use the North Capi- 
tol portion of their track, which for more than two years they 
have refused to make any use of? 

Mr. RUSK. I know the persons who are interested in this en- 
e por and I know that they are anxious to have the bill pass, 
and will accept and carry out in good faith every provision con- 
tained in it. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Is there any provision in this bill to pro- 
hibit the digging up of the streets and leaving them in confusion? 
That seems to be a practice in Washington, and there does not 
seem to be any power to compel the railroad companies to put the 
streets back into proper shape. 

Mr. BABCOCK. There is a general law which regulates that. 

Mr. McCORMICK, But it does not regulate it. F street was 
in a disturbed condition for a large part of the winter, and now 
H street—one of the most important streets in the city of Wash- 
ington—long after the laying of the new track, is in a dangerous 
condition. e used to think in New York that the streets were 
too often left in bad shape by the railroad companies, but the 
streets in Washington are left in worse disorder, if H street is an 
example, than those of any city I have been in. There ought to 
be a law to stop the railroad companies from tearing the streets 
to pieces at will and leaving them in an unsafe condition for 
months after the work of laying the rails is finished. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The reason the track has not been repaired 
on F street is because there was other work to be done there, and 
the repairing has been delayed until all the work was completed. 
Let me say that the work on F street has been done with the 
greatest rapidity, considering the vast amount of work required 
to be done. 

Mr. McCORMICK. I speak more particularly now of H street. 
For the last four or five months H street has been in a constant 
state of confusion; torn up, and torn up, and torn up again, and 
now it is from Fourteenth street west unfit for vehicles, and in a 
state by the change of Kinds that would discredit a frontier vil- 
lage. Some one should be held responsible for it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I now ask for a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope the gentleman from Iowa will not 
insist on the amendment. 

The Bas being taken, the amendment of Mr. HEPBURN was 
rejected. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I now renew my motion to 
strike out the fifth section. 

The question being taken, there were on a division (called for 
by Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire)—ayes 6, noes 13. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HILL, Ioffer the amendment which I send to the desk, and 
which I will state has been accepted by the committee, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 6 by sane 

“And provided, That said Belt Railway Company shall not have its bonds 
outstanding at any one time baths incre’ amount than75 per cent of the actual 
cost of the construction and equipment of said railway, which actual cost its 
8 treasurer, and a civil engineer, approved by the Commissioners of 

he District of Columbia, shall certify to said Commissioners under oath has 


been actually expended in the construction and equipment of its railway; 
and any false swearing in the matter shall be perjury.” 


Mr. HILL. I will simply say that this bill covers two rail- 
roads, not only the Eckington road, but the Belt Line. This 
amendment proposes to apply to the Belt Line the same restric- 
tion in 3 to the issue of bonds that is applied to the Ecking- 
ton road. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out “75 per cent“ and inserting 50 per cent.” 

Mr. BABCOCK. We accept that amendment. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. HOPKINS to 
the amendment of Mr. HILL was agreed to; and the amendment 
as amended was adopted. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER] to strike out section 5 was 
evidently misunderstood. That section provides that the Belt 
Railway Company may abandon certain lines in this city. The 
gentleman from New Hampshire objected to that provision, and 
wished to have it stricken out. The committee concede that the 
gentleman's amendment is right, and agree that the section be 
stricken. I move to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
of the gentleman from New Hampshire was di to; and 
then I shall ask that the amendment be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the reconsideration will 
be considered as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the motion of the 
gentleman from New Hampshire to strike out the fifth section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to amend by inserting after the words 
“shall be,” in line 8, on page 9, the words ‘‘sworn to and”; so as 
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to read “which report shall be sworn to and signed by the presi- 
dent and treasurer of such corporation,” etc. 

Mr. RICHARDSON and Mr. BAB 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. 1 move further to amend by inserting after 
the word debt.“ in line 11, on page 9, the words amount of 
dividends declared.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The effect of that is that the companies 
shall report the amount of their dividends? 

Mr. PBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No objection, 

The amendment was d to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move further to amend by inserting after 
the word “ superintendence,” in line 22, page 9, the words ‘‘sal- 
laries of,“ so that the reports shall embrace “ salaries of officers, 
clerks, agents,” etc. 

Mr. BABCOCK. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 2 

Mr BAKER of New Hampshire. I move to amend section 11 
by striking out, in line 13, page 10, the word “may” and insert- 
mg shall.” 

r. BABCOCK and Mr. RICHARDSON. No objection, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and t 

On motion of . BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


No objection. 


NICOLAI BROS, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Task present consideration of the bill (S. 3011) 
for the relief of Nicolai Bros. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby authorized to grant permission to Nicolai Bros. to use the pipes here- 
tofore laid by them under a permit from said Commissioners dated De- 
cember 22, 1868, along I street southeast from Half street to South Capitol 
street, South Capitol street from I street to K street, K street from South 
Capitol street to corner of K and Half streets southwest, under such regu- 
lations and rental as may be made by the said Commissioners with regard 

e 


820.2 That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 


time, was passed. 
On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


BALTIMORE AND WASHINGTON TRANSIT COMPANY, OF MARYLAND, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker, I call up for present con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 8469) to authorize the timore and 
Washington Transit Company, of Maryland, to enter the District 
of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Baltimore and Washington Transit Company, 
incorporated under the laws of the State of Maryland, and by amended char- 
ter by act of the 1 of Maryland, 1896, be, and is hereby, authorized 

Lend its road from its present charter terminus at Takoma Park, Md., 
into and within the District of Columbia, commencing at the northeastern 
boundary line of the District of Columbia, on Carroll avenue, in Takoma Park 
subdivision, thence in a westerly direction along said Carroll avenue to Maple 
avenue, thence southerly along said Maple avenue across the Blair road, 
thence northerly along Blair road to Umatilla street, thence westerly along 
Umatilla street in such manner and tosuch point on Umatilla or other streets 
as will be most feasible to form a junction with the Brightwood railway, the 
entire distance being about one-half mile. 

Sec. 2. That the Baltimore and Washington Transit Company and the 
Brightwood Railway Company shall have the power to make any contracts 
or agreements that they may deem necessary to enable the said companies 
to run the cars of each or either company over the tracks of the other com- 

y. and also to contract for and use the power of each or either compan, 
propel the cars of the other company; that said extension of the transit 
company from the District of Columbia line toa junction with the tracks of 
the Brightwood Railway 8 near Fifth and Umatilla streets, in Ta- 
koma Park, District of Columbia, shall be commenced within six months and 
completed within one year from the passage of this act. 

Sec. 3. That in the event that the company should not be able to come to 
ana ment with the owner or owners of any land through which the said 
r may be located to pass, or upon which any necessary buildings may be 
required to be located, proceedings for the condemnation for the use of the 
company of so much of said land as may be required, not exceeding 30 feet in 
width, for its roadway, and of so much as may be necessary for buildings 
etc., may be instituted in the usual way in the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia, under such rules and regulations as said court may prescribe 
for such 15 7 : 

SB. 4. That the said Baltimore and Washington Transit Company shall be 
empowered toconstruct, maintain, equin, and operate a single or double track 
street railway over the said line, with all necessary buildings, switches, ma- 
chinery, appliances, appurtenances, and other devices necessary to operate 
the same by cable, electricity, compressed air, storage battery, or other mo- 
tive power, to be approved by the Commissioners of the ctof Columbia: 
Provided, That the right of said company touse an overhead angio trolley on 
a street or of astreet shall cease six mont hs after the date of the approval 
of an act of Congress Sepa eang money for or otherwise authorizing the 
paving of the roadway of such street or of street, except in connection 
with continuous track rails: And provided further, That the right of said com- 
pany to use an overhead single trolley in any public space in the District of 

lum bia, except in connection with continuous track rails, shall in any event 
Said railway to be constructed of good material, with 


cease on July 1 


1899. 

ved rails of a proved pattern, and ina neat and substantial manner, sub- 

fect to the supe on and approval of the Commissioners of the District of 
bia; the standard gauge to be 


used and the surfaces of the tracks to 


conform to the grades of thestreets established by the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, and where the tracks lie within the streets of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia the same to be paved between the rails and 2 feet outside 
thereof with such material and in such manner as shall be approved by the 
said Commissioners, and kept in repair by the said Dyadic $ 

Sec. 5. That said railway shall be constructed in a substantial and durable 
manner. The plans of construction, rails, electrical and mechanical appli- 
ances, conduits and stations, and location of stations and tracks, shall be sub- 
ject to the approval of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. The 
said company, having first obtained the written permission of the District 
Com: oners therefor, may make all necessary trenches and excavations 
and place therein the machin and devices necessary to the operation of 
said railway. When said trenches and excavations are open they shall be 
thoroughly protected to prevent accident, and shall be closed within a rea- 
sonable time and the disturbed pavement relaid, all to the satisfaction of said 
Commissioners. The said company shall, at its own expense, in a good and 
substantial manner, make all changes to pipes, conduits, and other under- 
1 constructions rendered necessary by the construction of said railway. 

id company shall be liable for any damage to pipes or other under, 
constructions caused by the of its cars over the same, or by electric 
currents used in the propulsion of its cars. The said 7 song shall, before 
commencing work on said railroad, deposit with the collector of taxes of the 
District of Columbia such sum as the Commissioners of said District ma: 
deem necessary to defray any expense that may be incurred by the Dist 
of Columbia in connection with the inspection of the work of construction 
of said railway, and to make good 9 55 damage done by said company or any 
of its contracting ts to any public work or construction. An account of 
the disbursement of such deposit or deposits shall be made to said company, 
and any balance due them shall be returned upon the completion of the wor! 
to defray the cost of which the money was deposited. 

Src. 6. That whenever the roadway of any street occupied iy the said rail- 
way company is widened, one-half of the cost of widening and improvement 
of such widened part shall be charged to the said railway company and col- 
lected from said company in the same manner as the cost of laying or repair- 
ing pavements lying between the exterior rails of the tracks of street rail- 
ways, and for a distance of 2 feet from and exterior to such t or tracks 
on each side thereof is collectible under the provisions of section 5 of the act 
entitled “An act providing a permanent form of government for the Disi 
of Columbia,” approved June 11, 1878. 

Sec. 7. That nothing in this act shall prevent the District of Columbia at 
any time, at its 1 8 from altering the e of ay avenue, street, or 
highway occupied by said railway, or from altering and improving streets, 
avenues, and highways, and the sewers thereof. In such event it shall be 
the duty of said company to change its said railway and the pavement so as 
to conform to such grades and improvements as may have been established. 

Sud. 8. That the said company may receive a rate of fare not exceeding 5 
cents for each passenger for one continuous ride over the route afo: 
within the District of Columbia, or any part thereof, between the termini of 
pene T: within said District, and shall sell tickets at the rate of six for 25 
cents. 

Sec. 9. That said company shall pay to the District of Columbia, in lieu of 
taxes on personal property, for each year, 4 per cent of its gross earn- 
ings under this franchise 5 75 its traffic for the proces ear derived from 
the operation thereof within the District of Columbia, which amount shall 
be paid to the collector of taxes at the times and in manner that other taxes 
are or may be payable, and subject to the same penalty in case of arrears; 
and the franchise and property of said company, both real and personal, toa 
suflicient amount, may be seized and sold in satisfaction thereof in the same 
manner as is or may be provided by law for the sale of other 2 for 
taxes, and said per cent of its gross earnings shall be in lieu of any and all 
assessments upon its personal property in the District of Columbia used solely 
and exclusively in the operation and management of said railway; but its 
real estate in said District shall be taxed as other real estate therein: Provided, 
That its tracks, machinery, and devices shall not be considered real estate 
for the purpose of taxation. 

Sec. 10. That the said company shall, on or before the Ist day of February 
of each year, make a report to Congress, through the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, of the names of all the stockholders therein and the 
amount of stock held by each, ether with a detailed statement of the re- 
ceipts and . from whatever source and on whatever account, 
tor the preceding year ending December gl. and such other facts as may 
be required by any general law of the District of Columbia. The report 
shall be verified by the affidavit of the president and secretary of the com- 
pany, and if said report is not made within the time specified herein said 
company shall be liable to a fine of $500, to be recovered in any court of com- 

tent, jurisdiction at the suit of thə Commissioners of District of 

olumbia. 

Sec. 11. That the said 9 may issue bonds or other evidence of 
debt, to be secured by mor e of its railroad properties and franchise 
within the District of Columbia, or by deed of trust thereon, but not to an 
amount greater than the cost of construction and equipment. It may own, 
purchase, lease, and sell real estate for the purposes of operating said road. 

Sec. 12. That said company shall commence the construction of its said rail- 
way within six months from the approval of this act, and said railway shall 
be open for traffic, with its switches and turn-outs, and with cars ru 
thereon for the accommodation of passengers, within one year from the date 
of the approval of this act. 

Sec. 13. That the said railway company shall deposit with the collector of 
taxes, District of Columbia, the sum of 31.000, within sixty days from the 
passage of this act, as a guaranty that it will commence and complete its road 
within the time herein ted. And unless said sum of $1,000 is so deposited 
within sixty days from the passage of this act, all rights, franchises, and 
privileges hereby granted shall immediately cease and determine, and this 
charter shall be null and void. Should the said railway company fail to com- 
mence or complete the construction of its road within the limit of time pre- 
scribed by this act, said sum of $1,000 shall be forfeited by the said railwa: 
company, and shall be deposited by the collector of taxes with the United 
States ‘Treasurer to the credit of the United States and the District of Co- 
lumbia, in equal pra 

SEC. 14. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia may make 
such regulations as to rate of speed, schedule for running cars, mode of use 
of tracks, and removalof ice and snow as. in their judgment, the interest and 
convenience of the ein may uire. Should the servants or agents of 
said company willfully or negligently violate such an ordinance or regulation, 
said company shall be liable to the District of Columbia for a penalty not ex- 


SEC. That Congress reserves the right toamend, alter, or repeal this act. 

The Committee on the District of Columbia recommend the 
adoption of the following amendments: 

First. Strike out all of the first section after the word “ Columbia,” in line 


10, and insert in lieu thereof the words on Spring road, in Tacoma Park sub- 
division; westerly along said road to the line of Tahoe street extended; west 


the paid pan: be said by 
com u 
said 5 eu of Spring 
eee ä e of e 
su ent or condemnation for way for 
within the its of streets of the recorded highway-extension p. shall be 
to the District of Columbia for a public right of way before the 
com oop atti Syne dened pvt gy vali oe that such right of way shall 
net be lems than feet in width for double tracks nor 20 feet in th for 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill a question. This seems to be a provision 
for an overhead-trolley road coming into the District of Columbia. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ifthe gentleman will pardon me, I will 
9 the bill in a moment. $ 7 

is road does not come within 5 miles of the city of Washing- 
ton. It is away out at Takoma Park, and permission is granted 
the bill to give the company, which has a part of its line in 
aryland, the right to enter the District of Columbia. The pur- 
is to permit the road to connect with what is known as the 
Brightwood road at Takoma Park. It simply authorizes the con- 
nection. The bill has been carefully drawn by the District Com- 
missioners, and the committee has made the various amendments 
which have been recommended by the Commissioners to the bill. 
The bill is drawn in accordance with their recommendation. 

I ask a vote on the amendments of the committee. 

The amendments were agreed to. > 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment to section 8 of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, in line 7, after the word “ com: the words in unc- 
tion with said Aa e aleko Railway.” ae si 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like the gentleman to state the 
effect of the amendment, I did not catch exactly the purport 
of it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I have also another amend- 
ment that I to offer to the same section, line 7, page 7, be- 
fore the word ‘‘aforesaid,” to insert the words and the route of 
said Brightwood Railway”; so that the section will read: 

That the said Brightwood Railway Company may receive a rate of fare not 


exceeding 5 cents for each for one continuous ride over the route 


aforesaid and the route of said "Brightwood Railway within the 1 5 of 


ſumbia. x rmini of said 
sh District, and Mall — at the bar dpe six for 25 cents. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is no objection to that. Itsimply 
makes them pay one fare in the District. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That is the purpose. This 
extension is only about a mile and a half long, and as the bill 
stands a 5-cent fare can be collected for that distance. I want to 
prevent that if possible. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is no objection to the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman to offer 
this as one amendment? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Yes; as one amendment t) 
section 8, to make it read as I have suggested. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be e and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

WASHINGTON AND GREAT FALLS ELECTRIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask present consideration of 


Senate bill No. 2499, to amend an act entitled “An act to incorpo- 
rate the Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway Company.” 
MILNES. 


Mr. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that this is a very 
lengthy bill, but the amendments of the Senate make it a very 
simple one. I therefore ask to dispense with the reading of the 


bill t so far as it is amended. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to dispensing with the 
sir ai, o ae bill except in so far as it will stand if amended? 

Mr. . Lobject. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Kem], and the Clerk will read the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

rate the Wash- 


Be it enacted, ete., That the act entitled “An act to incorpo 
ington and Great Falls Electric 5 Company,” approved July 29, 1892, 
saa oe approved August 23, 1894, and the same are 

* as ows: 

„eden 1 man Bo amended to read as follows, commencing with the word 

” ine 17: 
= ata nger station to be erected and maintained on the 
b. Prospect, Thirty-Atth, M, and Thirty-sixth streets north- 
rovided for; thence westerly along Prospect street to 
Fe ecto’ 5 thence 4 injgd 4 and acing ig on 
land to red, except at street crossin; company, and 
socal road: moe westerly ‘along the * a the blutt on the 
north side of the Canal road, and outside and south of the southern boundary 
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tothe receiving reservoir; thence through said land 


said aqueduct 
to a point on 


pe! 
ity of Washin Aqueduct boun 
— e ee u 


across the Conduit road at ri angles and on the grade of this road; thence 
northerly on land to be ay ed by said . across and along 
streets, where necessary, toa point on the Georgetown and Tennallytown 


thence . on land to be acquired by said corporation 120 feet to Pros- 
pect avenue and to ts present : Provided, That there 
shall be but one railway parallel to and near the Conduit road; and where- 
ever the route in this act is lel with or coincides with the route 
of any other way the two es shall maintain and use but one set of 
double tracks, and any violation of this provision by the suid Washington 
and Great Falls Elec! ney Goines mag Seen operate asa repeal of this 
charter; and matters of dispute between the companies ing 3 

um- 


paraoa to the Conduit road, and 8 the same, in the 
ia shall be referred to and determined by the Secretary of War; and mat- 
ters in dispute between the companies respecting railways on the Canal road 
shall be determined upon the application of either road to any court in the 
District of Columbia having com: t jurisdiction, The inner rail of said 
Washington and Great F: way not, at any place on the line of 
said railway, be less than 100 feet from the middle of the paved portion of the 
Conduit road, 5 in the county of rer ty toma ta the State of Mary 

in which county said inner rail shall not be than 50 feet trom the middle 
of the paved portion of the Conduit road; and the said may cross, 
under such ons as the of War may impose, the lands of the 


an increase of its capital stock not to ex 
or the actual cost of the n 


ing for such construction, completion, motive poms; equipment, and 
y 


or deed of 
trust of its right of way and all its property and franchise of w 
kind, whether real, personal, or mixed, on the whole of said line, its exten- 
sions, and branches, and connections, the stock and bonds authorized to be 
issued and negotiated by said company, to the amount of $650,000, under the 
decree of the supreme court of the District of Columbia being hereby con- 
firmed. Wherever the said railway shall run over or across any of the 
of the United States or any of the accessory works of the W. 
duct, as provided in this act, it shall be o cone only 1 such lines, in such wen 

a 


ner, and on conditions as s y the Secretary of War 
d accepted by said company, and no work shall be done on said railway on 
any of said lands until such u and tance in writing. No 


or on 
way. Treasu of 
‘ashin Aqueduct the sum of $5,000, or such other sum as the Secre- 


of the Washington 
ag thereto, 8 its telephone . for the proper 
nited reservoirs, and other works, or for 
the proper use and orderly Be asses of the Conduit road; and the said 


mon 
bel 3 and whatever shall remain oi 


said rre d with an account of their disbursement in detail. The disburse- 
ments of deposits shall, exces case of — be made only on the 
order of the Secretary of War. ring the con ‘tion and after the com- 
letion of said railway its agents and servants, when on the public land of 
© United States, shall be subject to such regulations as the Secretary of 
War may prescribe. aes of this act, as far phen gr shall a 
ply to any extension of railway in the State of Mar d that may 
granted by said State; and 3 sions of section 15 of the act of Congress 
ved Fe 28, 1891, entitled “An act to inco: te the Washi 
and Arlington 


be 
bstantial manner, of good material, subject, for 

such parts of the line as are within the 
proval of said Commis- 


of the District of Columbia, to the su 

sioners, and, for such parts of the line as are in any jurisdiction outside of the 
District of Columbia, to the supervision and aprova of the proper authori- 
ties of such jurisdiction; the e of the track to be the same as that of the 
Washington and Georgetown ashington and 


way; and the said W: 
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Company shall, where its tracks run on or 


across street 
or road which is under the jurisdiction of the Commissioners of the ict 


of Columbia, or across the Conduit road or any road outside of the District 
of Columbia, pave the same between the rails and sets of rails and 2 feet 
outside thereof, with such material and in such manner as shall be a ved 
by such proper authorities, as the case may require, and shall keep the same 
in repair at its own expense; and if the said corporation shall fail to make 
ares Sewer meg? repairs within ten days after notice has been given by said 
authorities the repairs shall be made by said authorities and the cost thereof, 
except as hereinbefore provided, if not paid voluntarily, be recove: 
by them before any court of competent jurisdiction; and the amount of such 
repairs shall be a lien upon 21i i ine of said company from the time the 
same are e until by the company; that the said 5 Shall 
rate its said road by electric power, and for eal yep it is hereby au- 
ori to erect and maintai such poles and ae ial lines as may be neces- 
sary for the proper conduct of said power; such lines to be built in the most 
rfect and substantial manner: Provided, That in order to prevent any 
ger or damage to the United States telephone line between the Great 
Falls of the Potomac and Washington, belonging to the Washington Aque- 
duct, or to its instruments, from the electric wires of said railway company, 
the said company shall, at all times and at its own expense remove, change, 
and protect said telephone line in such manner as may be directed by the 
Secretary of War. The said corporation shall erect and maintain, subject to 
the approval of the Secretary of War, at its own expense, a neat, well- 
i and substantial fence. 4 feet in height, on each side of its tracks, 
5 the lands of the United States. and at such places al 
duit road as the Secretary of War may deem necessary, with suitable cattle 


wi 
ards. openin 1 and at such places as the Sec- 
E tary of War shail consider bevequited fox the eatety of the wee oF sald 


and across which the railway 8 and such other points along the pro- 
posed route as the Secretary of War shall direct. No claim for damages 
shall ever be made by said compan: 

exercise of any of the rights of the 
ings over the duit road shall be 
of this road. 


or its successors in 
nited States under ae ac 


or may be an 

re 

b: d com 

ations of saii 
Sı 

construction or use of said railway, when- 


fixtures, 
by gong or bell, s 
and during the crossing of the Conduit road, and, if the 


deem ni 


Secretary of War 


rsistent 2 ape by said company or by its successors to make deposits or 
Sony: with any of the conditions, requirements, and regulations afore- 
„Every car shall be brought to a full stop before the Foxhall 
road. It shall be the duty of the Commissioners of the of Columbia 


to inspect, or to cause to from time to time, the cars operated 

on said road, and to require of said company that all cars and stations shall 

be of the first class and shall be maintained in good condition, and that cars 

shall be run according to schedules which shall accommodate the public; 

the said Commissioners shall also have the power to make such bii apre 

as to the rate of speed, the use of tracks, the removal of ice and snow from 
ma 


jurisdiction. 

Section 2 shall be amended to read as follows: 

“Sego. 2. That the capital stock of said „ be $850,000, divided 
into shares of $100 each, which capital stock ma: increased from time to 
time open a majority vote of the stockholders, but not to exceed the actual 
cost of right of way, construction, 9 station houses, and other 
buildings ni to the operation of said road. The said 


d 
eof shall 
and no ae shall be deemed valid unless the 50 per cent thereof 
be e of subscribing; the remainder of said subscription to be 
at such times and in such amounts as the board of directors —.— — 


to pay any installments as aforesaid, as ogere by the of 
after thirty days’ notice in 3 the said of directors may sell at 
public auction, to the highest bi shares of stock as 


er, so man his 
pey the installments; and the person who shail offer to take the least num- 


hig 

under such general regulations as may be provided in the by-laws of the 
company, but no stock shall be sold for less than the total assessments due 
and payable; or the company may sue and collect the same from a delinquent 
— in any court of competent jurisdiction. No cate of stock 
shall be issued until the par value thereof has been fully paid up. The com- 
pany may buy, lease, or construct such passenger rooms, ticket offices, de 
workshops, and buildings as may be necessary, at such points, not on the land 
of the United States, along the lines as the business of the railway and the 
convenience of the public may require, and connect its tracks therewith; all 
of the above subject to the approval of the proper authorities. Whenever 
one-fourth of the capital stock of the company so subscribed shall have been 
paid in, bonds may be issued, in the discretion of the board of directors, toan 
amount not exceeding the balance of the stock unpaid, which bonds may be 
secured by mortgage of its franchise and Pode real and personal: 
vided, That the moneys raised on said bonds shall be used and expended on] 


for the completion and improvement of said road and the equipment thereof. 
But this section is subject to the provision that said corporation shall not 

ter number of shares of stock than the nominal value 
equal the actual and of the construction 


have or issue any 
of such shares necessary cost 


and ent of such railroad: Provided, however, That an amount of stock 
equal e bonds so issued shall be first canceled and adju annulled: 
And provided further, That such stock and bonds may be issued as the work 


progresses. 

Section 3 shall be amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 3. That within thirty days after the passage of this act the corporators 
named in the first section, or a majority of them, or if any of them refuse or 
neglect to act, then the majority of the remainder, shall cause books of sub- 
scription to the capital stock of said com y to be opened and kept open in 
some convenient p! in the District of Columbia, from 10 o’clock in the fore- 
noon until 4 o'clock in the 


ublic n 
in the city of Washin; 
shall ed; and the sub- 
company shall be 
a s „at the 
time of subscribing, 50 per cent of the amount tS aie subscr: to the 
ription shall be void; 


stockholders of said com 


by written notice mailed to each stockholder, and each 
entitled to one vote for each share of stock standing in his name on the books 
of the com y, which vote may be cast in person or by proxy." 

Sno: 35 at all acta or parts of acts inconsistent with t e provisions of this 
act are here re 

Sec. 3. Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


RIGHTS OF MARRIED WOMEN IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1659) to amend the laws of the District of 
Columbia za 33 Wonen, 1 ts the natural 
guardians of their minor c en, and for other . 

Mr. HULICK. Task that the reading of this bill be dispensed 


with. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
8 With the reading of the bill. Is there objection? 

HOWARD. In the absence of the gentleman from Ne- 

atonal Kem], I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the 5 from 
Alabama. The Clerk will proceed to read the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it etc., That the property, real an: which any woman 
in the District of Columbia may own at the time of her marriage: and 
rents, issues, profits, or p: thereof, and personal, or mixed 
oy Bsn come to her b Gureak devise, Z xy at bequest, or the 

i any person, and re: er sole and separa roperty, not- 
withstan her r and shall not be subject to the of her 
husband or hable for his debts, except that such l edle as shall come to 
her by her husband shall be subject to, and be for, the debts of 
the husband existing at the time of the gift. 


and convey her 
contract in reference to the same in 


roperty,and she may, by a promise in writing, expressly make h 
—— Mabie for — les 8 by h. Ste s aliai ory ae 


the 5 

SEC. 3. t any married woman 8 
peon or profession by herself, or jointly with o and perform any 

bor or services on her sole and separate account, and the earnings of any 
married woman from her trade, business, profession, occupation, labor, or 
services shall be her sole and separate property, and may be used and 
br ner 1 per are name. ack in 

EC. 4. That nothing in this contained shall invalidate any marriage 

settlement or contract. å 

Sec. 5. That the husband shall not be liable for the payment of the wife's 
antenuptial debts, but she shall be liable to all remedies for the recovery of 
such debts, to be enforced against her and her separate property as if she 


were unmarried. 

Sec. 6. That the father aud mother shall be the natural guardians of the 

person of their minor children. If either dies or is in He 

natural guardianship of the 5 devolve upon the other: Pro 

however, That in case of the death of either parent from whom the said chil- 

dren may inherit, or take by devise or bequest, the said parent may, by deed 

or last will and testament, appoint a guardian of the per of the chil- 

dren, subject to the approval of the pres are the District of Columbia. 
Sec. 7. t the survivor mar DF the 

and property of any of the chil 

will or to continue during the minori 

time, subject at all times to removal for cause an 


by the . court. 
SO. t dower shall hereafter be ed to a widow entitled to the 


same in the equitable as well as the legal estate of her deceased husband. 

Mr. HULICK. Isend to the Clerk’s desk certain amendments 
recommended by the committee. I wish first to offera section, to 
come in after section 3, and to be numbered section 4. I shall 
then offer another section, to be numbered section 5. Then I shall 
ask that section 4 in the printed bill be numbered section 6, and 
that the other sections of the bill following that be renumbered 
cares nd. Then I shall offer a new section, to be numbered 

ion 11. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman from Ohio offers an amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will read, which is to come in after section 
3, and to be numbered section 4, 


trade or business, occu- 
e 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Serc. 4. A married woman may contract, and sue and be sued in her own 
name, in all matters having relation to her sole and separate property, in the 
same manner as if she were unmarried; and her husbands be joined with 
her 3 the cause of action is in favor of or against both her and her hus- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULICK. Now, Mr. Speaker, I offer the other section, to 
follow the one just adopted, and to be numbered section 5, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 5. Neither the husband nor his property shall be bound by any such 
contract made by a married woman not liable for any recovery against her 
in any such suit; but judgment may be enforced by execution against her 
sole and separate estate, in the same manner as if she were unmarried; but 
she shall be entitled to all the benefits of all exemptions to the heads of fami- 
lies or householders. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HULICK. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that section 4 in the 
printed bill be renumbered 6; that section 5 in the printed bill be 
renumbered section 7; that section 6 in the printed bill be renum- 
bered section 8; that section 7 of the printed bill be renumbered 
section 9; and that section 8 be renumbered section 10. These are 
merely to make the numbers of the sections consecutive. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. HULICK. Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer an additional 
section, to be known as section 11. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 11. That sections 727, 729, and 730 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States for the District of Columbia be, and the same are hereby, repealed, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HULICK, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


REAL ESTATE OF INSANE PERSONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the 
bill (H. R. 8672) conferring jurisdiction upon the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia, or any court in said District having 

neral equity jurisdiction, to decree a sale of real estate in said 
Pistrict belonging to insane persons for purpose of reinvestment, 
and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That where any insane person, lunatic, idiot, or person 
non compos mentisis or bese’ or ssed of or entitled to any lands. 
tenements, hereditaments, or real estate whatsoever, or any right, title, or 
interest therein, legal or equitable, in possession, reversion, or remainder, or 
any right of dower inchoate or consummate, or right by the curtesy, it shall 
ont may be for a justice of the supreme court of the District of Co- 
lumbia Holding an equity court, or any court in said District having general 
equity jurisdiction, upon the petition of the guardian or ians, trustee 
or trustees, or ttee of such insane person, lunatic, idiot, or person non 
compos mentis, and his or her appearance b; ian, to be appointed by 
the said justice or court aforesaid, and upon the hearing and examination of 
all the circumstances, and upon its oppaan to the said justice or court 
aforesaid, as hereinafter provided, that it will be for the interest anà advan- 
tage of such insane person, lunatic, idiot, or person non compos mentis to sell 
such lands, tenements, hereditaments, or real estate, or any part thereof. or 
any right, title, or interest therein, legal or equitable, to direct the same to 
de sold upon such terms as the said justice or court may direct, with full 
power and jurisdiction to control, govern, and direct the application of the 
money and proceeds ariani teom such sale or sales, and the interest thereof 
and the investment and reinvestment thereof as in the judgment of the said 
justice or court may seem proper in such funds, securities, loans, real estate, 
or the improvement thereof or in the improvement of other real estate be- 
longing to said insane person, lunatic, idiot, or person non compos mentis by 
the erection and construction thereon of buildings and other improvements. 

SEC. 2. That all sales made by the authority of the said justice or court 
under this act shall be Se aden to and confirmed by the said justice or court 
before any conveyance of the property shall be made. A lien U be retained 
upon any real estate so sold to secure the unpaid purchase money, and bond 
with and sufficient security, to be approved by the said justice or court, 
shall iven by the person or poama empowered to sell the property as 
aforesaid to the United States of America for the due execution of the trust 
committed to him or them, which bond shall be lodged with the clerk of said 
court and be by him recorded among the records of said court, and an at- 
tested copy thereof, under the hand of said officer and under the seal of his 
court, shail be evidence in all courtsin this District. And upon any breach 
of the condition of said bond an action may be maintained in the name of the 
United States of America by and for the use of any person or persons inter- 
ested, either upon the original bond or upon a duly certified copy thereof, 
and 0 may be recovered upon such action for the damage actually 


Sec. 3. That the money and proceeds arising from the sales of said lands, 
tenements, hereditaments, or real estate whatsoever, or any right, title. or 
interest therein, legal or equitable, and also any funds, securities, loans, 
promissory notes, or bonds secured by deed of trust on real estate, or real 
estate in which the said money and proceeds arising from said sales shall be 
invested by and under the direction or authority of said justice of said court, 
except so much thereof as may have been 8 applied under the order 
of said court or justice for the benefit of such insane person, shall, on the 
death of such insane person, lunatic, idiot, or person non compos mentis, be 
considered real estate and shall pass accordingly to such persons as would 
have been entitled to the estate if it had not been sold. 


SEO. 4. That the said justice or court may order any real or leasehold pro 
erty of such insane person, lunatic, idiot, or person non compos mentis to 
for any term of years, or may order the surrender of any lease of the 
estate or property of such person to be accepted and the same to be demised 
anew on such terms as the justice or court may direct. 
SO. ö. That in all applications to sell the real or personal property of such 


insane person, or to demise the real or leasehold rty of such person, or 
to accept the surrender of a lease thereof, the said justice or court shall, 
before passing a decree, have the 3 and answer of such person, as 
provided in section 1, and have proof taken as in other chancery cases as to 
the 5 sale, quantity, value, and condition of the property; and 
after consid gall the evidence and circumstances, if the said justice or 
court shall deem it for the interest and advantage of such insane person, said 
justice or court may decree a sale, lease, or surrender of the OIA oF part of 
such property on such terms and conditions as the said justice or court ma 
8 but a decree for a sale for the payments of debts may be 

y said justice or court without being satisfied that such sale is for the inter- 
est and advantage of such insane person. 

Sec. 6. That no sale, lease, or surrender of a lease of the property, real or 
rsonal, of such insane person shall be valid unless the 1 be reported 
and confirmed by said justice or said court. 

Sec. 7. That it shall and may be lawful for the said justice or the court 
aforesaid to allow any trustee who shall make a sale of any real estate by 
virtue of this act such commission as is usually allowed upon sales made 
under authority of the supreme court of the District of Columbia. 

5 roe SHANNON (during the reading of the bill). Mr, 
peaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. SHANNON, Irise for the purpose of saying that the bill 

is quite lengthy, and that there is no intention on the part of the 
committee to amend it except in afew immaterial points. I there- 
fore ask that further reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to dispense with the further reading of the bill. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I object. 
ioe SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the Clerk will pro- 

ceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded, 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I should like an 
explanation of this bill. 

r.SHANNON. Mr. Speaker, those gentlemen who have taken 
the pains to examine the report which accompanies this bill will 
have noted the statement that this legislation become neces- 
sary by reason of a late decision of the court of appeals of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in the case of Allen C. Clark, appellant, vs. Ar- 
thur Mathewson, committee, etc., filed January 6, 1896. That 
decision is to the effect that in the District of Columbia a court of 
equity has no jurisdiction to decree the sale of the real estate of a 
lunatic merely for the 8 of better investment. Authority 
has already been given by legislation for the sale of the real estate 
of an infant for that purpose; but legislation on this point is 
wanting in the case of insane persons. I will not detain the 
House by any extended reference to the decision, but will simply 
read the closing paragraph. The court says: 

ab pint, See warrant for the exercise of the jurisdiction in the decree of sale 
under which the proceeding arose, whether under the statutes or independ- 
ently thereof, we must reverse the decree appealed from, with cost to the 
appellant, and remand the case to the court from whence it came, with direc- 
tion to dismiss the bill, unless it may be amended so as to show a necessity 
for sale for support and maintenance. And it is so ordered. 

Decree reversed and cause remanded. 

This decision of the court of appeals makes necessary the pas- 
eae of some such legislation as is embodied in this bill, 

now invite the attention of the House to the terms of the bill 
itself. The first section of the bill provides for the filing of a pe- 
tition by the committee of the insane person, requires proof of 
expediency of sale, and provides that the court shall have entire 
control of the investment of the poced. Section 2 requires that 
all sales must be reported to and confirmed by the court; that the 
trustee shall give a bond to the United States, and the same be 
recorded. Section 3 regulates the investment of the proceeds and 
provides that on death of the insane person his estate shall de- 
scend as land. Section 4 confers the additional power to lease 
estates and surrender the same. Section 5 prescribes the proce- 
dure and the evidence required in all cases under the bill. Section 
6 requires that the lease, to be valid, must be reported to and con- 
firmed by the court, and section 7 merely treats of the commission 
to which the trustee will be entitled for his services. The whole 
rocedure, as outlined in the bill, follows very much that adopted 
ie the courts in regulating the sale and disposal of the property 
of infants. I now send to the Clerk’s desk three amendments, 
which are not of material importance, and only designed to cor- 
rect the phraseology of the bill. I do this in the name of the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to ask the gen- 
Kenan Ea New York what is the existing chancery power found 
in the bi 

Mr. SHANNON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I was unable 
to hear him. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. There are certain powers now 
8 in the court of equity to decree the sale of property in the 

istrict. 

Mr. SHANNON. The decision in the case to which I have re- 
ferred sets forth very clearly the condition of the law in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in regard to this matter. While the powers 
now lodged in courts of equity here are sufticient to authorize the 
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sale of the property of infants for the purpose of better invest- 

ment, that is not the case with reference to the property of insane 

pi Hence the necessity for some legislation like that em- 
ied in the bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I wouldlike to ask the gentle- 
man what necessity there is for section 4 of this bill? The bill, as 
A 3 gives power to sell. Why do you extend it to power 

ease? 

Mr. SHANNON. The 8 of my colleague is covered b 
the amendment already propo by the committee and which 
now send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let the amendments be reported. 

Mr. SHANNON. Iask that the amendments be read. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

Amend the caption of the bill so that it will read: “A bill conferring juris- 
diction upon the supreme court of the District of Columbia, having general 
equity jurisdiction to decree the sale, lease, or surrender of any lease of real 
estate in said District belonging to insane persons for the purpose of rein- 


vestment, and for other purposes. 
Page 2, line 22, strike out the word “direct” and substitute the word 


“order.” 

Page 2, line 23, strike out the word direct“ and substitute determine.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, is it in order now 
to offer an amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment striking out section 7, and to state my reasons. Section 7, it 
seems to me, is objectionable, because it provides for an allowance 
of commission on sales, and the provision is vague and indefinite. 
It says that “such commission shall be allowed as is usual.“ That 
might be a commission of 5 per cent, or it might be a commission 
of 7 per cent, or it might be a commission of 10 par cent. Now, 
the proper commission would be about one-half of 1 per cent, and 
it seems to me it would be very unwise and improper to pass this 
seventh section in its present vague form. The courts, as a rule, 
would allow probably 5 per cent, which I think would be exces- 
siye. Suppose the estate was worth $100,000, it is manifest that 
a commission of one-half of 1 per cent for a sale would be ad- 
equate to compensate the committee or the trustee, but this sec- 
tion leaves it open to the court to allow $5,000 or $10,000 for such 
sale. Iwill ask the gentleman to accept an amendment limiting 
these commissions to one- of 1 per cent. 

` Mr. SHANNON. I will say, in reply to my colleague from 

New York, that this section states distinctly that the commission 
allowed shall be such as is usually allowed upon sales made un- 
der the authority of the court.” I frankly admit that I do not 
know just what these commissions are, but whatever they are 
they are the commissions that would be usually allowed by the 
court in such cases, and that, it seems to me, is sufficiently defi- 
nite. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man from New York if he thinks it proper for us to legislate in 
the dark? Why did not the committee reporting the bill ascertain 

“what are the usual commissions? We should limit the commis- 
sion to be allowed in these cases. I sug; that the gentleman 
accept an amendment providing that such commissions shall not 
exceed 1 per cent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iwill state to my friend from New York 
pr: BARTLETT] that the section he proposes to amend refers only 
the commission to be allowed in cases covered by this bill, 
cases of the estates of lunatics. The ponc. law provides what 
these commissions shall be, and this bill simply provides that the 
court shall take jurisdiction of the matter and fix the commission 
in each case in accordance with the general law. Now, if you 
change the commission in these cases, fixing a rate which shall 
be applicable only to cases arising under this bill, the result will 
be that you will have a different rate of commission paid in this 

District for handling the estate of lunatics from that which is 
paid for handling the estate of other persons under legal disabil- 
ity, such as infants and married women. Therefore it occurred 
to the committee that this was a matter which raahe yoi be left 
entirely to the discretion of the court. There is no difficulty about 
it. The court is not going to allow an excessive commission to the 
trustee or the guardian or the person who executes the trust. It 
is perfectly safe, in my opinion, to leave this matter to the dis- 
cretion of the court. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my 
amendment and offer another. I move to insert after the words 
“such commission” the words“ not exceeding 1 per cent.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and N 
On motion of Mr. SHANNON, a motion to reconsider the vote 


by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


_ Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Loma nas of the Whole for the purpose of considering reve- 
nue z 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parlia- 
mentary gury: 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Iunderstand that my colleague 
on the committee makes this motion as a privileged motion 
direction of the Ways and Means Committee. 1f my understand- 
ing is correct, it is not in order to raise the question of considera- 
tion, and the only way the House can express itself on the subject 
of the consideration of this question at this time is by a vote on 
the motion to go into Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEA Buy vote on the motion to go into Committee 
of the Whole. If the House does not resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union the question 
does not come up for consideration. 

The question bei g taken on the motion of Mr. Evans, the 
Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. KNOX. Iask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 41, noes 32. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York and Mr. KNOX. No quorum. 

Mr. STEELE called for the yeas and nays, but immediately 
withdrew the call. 

The Speaker proceeded to count the members present. 

Mr. DINGLEY (pending the count). Mr. Speaker, I call for 
the yeas and nays. 

e yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EVANS. ill the Chair please state the question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the = 
tleman from Kentucky that the House resolve itself into me 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con- 
r BARTLETT of New York 5 

i of New York. A parliamen inquiry, Mr, 
Speaker. After the pont of no quorum has been AS. no an- 
nouncement having been made by the Chair, is this the proper 
procedure? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the yeas and nays may 
be called. because that is one method of determining the presence 
of a quorum. The Clerk will call. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 127, nays 55, not 
voting 173; as follows: 


5 IEAS-—127. 
Abbott. Dingley. Latimer, Shafrot 
Aldrich, Ala. Dolliver, Layton, Spater. 
Allen, Doolittle, Leighty, T, 
Avery, Elliott, S. C. Leo Smith, II. 
Bailey. rd Linton, 
Barre Evans, Little, g. 
Bell. Colo. Faris. Spar 
Bell, Tex. Gamble, Long, Stallings, 
rTy, Grow, ire, Steele, 
Bishop, z McCall, Tenn. Stokes, 
eri er, Nebr. Me «Ky. Stone, C. W. 
Bromwell, in McCulloc Strait. 
Brown, Harrison, McLaurin, Strowd, N.O. 
Buck, Hart, McMillin, Talbert, 
Burton, Ohio 2 McRae, Tate, 
Calderhead, Henderson, Mercer, Tawney, 
Cannon, Hendrick, Milliken, Tayler, 
cit B 
y. ermann, nor, cker, 
S Sau. 5 
rke, opkins, tey, nderw: 
. a Oe Rg 
u vers er, Va. 
Leck, Wis. nkins, Owens, Walsh, 
Cooke, III. Johnson, N. Dak. Payne, Washington, 
Cooper, Tex. oy. Pearson, 1 
Curtis, Kans. em, Pendleton, Wilson, Idaho 
Dalzell, Kendall, Prince, Wilson, S. C. 
Danford, err. Raney, Wood, 
De Armond, Kirkpatrick, Reey Woodard, 
Denny, yle, pree Yoakum. 
De Witt, v. Sauerhering, 
ld, R. I. e 
Arno! 5 Gillett, Mass. McEwa: ‘impkins, 
Baker, N. H. Graff, Miller, W. va. Stahle, 
Bartholdt Griffin, oody, tewart, Wis. 
Bartlett, N. Y. Henry, Conn. Morse, Strode, Nebr. 
Benne Hill, Mozley, mlloway, 
Burton, Mo. Howell, Parker, Towne, 
Clark, Mo, Huling, Pitney, Tracewell, 
Colson, Johnson, Cal. Poole, Treloar, 
ee Wis. Knox, igg, 
C „Lowa Low. se, Van Horn, 
Daniels, Rusk, Wadsworth, 
Fenton, Me Russell, Conn. Walker, Mass, 
Fowler, McClellan. Shannon, t. 
Garduer, McCormick, Sherman, 
— NOT VOTING—173. 
Acheson, Andrews, Baker, Md. a 
A Apsley, Bankhead, Belknap 
Aitken, Arnold, Pa. Barham, Black, Ga. 
Aldrich, Tl. ‘Atwood, Barney, Black, N. Y. 
Allen, Utah Babcock, Bartlett, Ga. Blue, 
derson, Baker, Kans. Beach, Bo x 
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Bowers, Gillet, N. Y. Livingston, Sayers, 
—.— Griewold. eo ge 
Brosius, Griswold, Loud, 
Brumm, Grosvenor, Loud A Shaw, 
Bull, Grout, Maddox, Smith, Mich. 
Burrell, Hadley, y: Snover, 
Codding, ©” Halte MeCiesry, Minn, South 
Coffin, Gm ares Spencer, 
Connolly. Harmer, M: 8 A 
T, Fla. Harris, McLachlan, Stephenson, 
Cor Meiklejohn, Stewart, N. J. 
Cousins, Heatwole, eredit Stone, W.A. 
Cowen, Heiner, Pa. Meyer, Strong, 
; Hepburn,” Miller, Kans. —.— 
ep er, 
Crow! „N. Y. Taft, 
Crowther, Hitt, Mondell, Thomas, 
Crump, Hooker, Money, Thorp, 
Calberson, Howe, Tracey, 
Commins, uff, pat pac Turner, Va. 
Curtis, N. Hulick, Newlands, Tyler, 
Dayton, ull, Noonan, anger, 
Dinsmore, Hunter, Northway, Warner, 
Dockery, Hurley, Odell, ‘Watson, Ind. 
Dovener, Hu Ogden, Watson, O 
Downing, Hyde, Patterson, W. 
Draper, Johnson, Ind. Per! Wheeler, ` 
Eddy, Jones, Phillips, White, 
ies. Va. =e — 8 Wilber, 
e $ ‘owers, 
ene Price, Wilson, N. Y. 
Fischer, Lawson, Pugh, Wilson, Ohio 
Fitzge 5 Lefever, Ray, 
Fletcher, 3 Rey burn. Woomer. 
Foote, Lester, Ro La. 
Foss, Lewis, Robinson, Pa, 
Gibson, Linney, Russell, Ga. 


So the motion of Mr. Evans was agreed to. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. HUTCHESON. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. Dockery. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. SULZER. 

Mr. Goopwyn with Mr. COWEN. 

Mr. LEFEVER with Mr. TYLER. 

Mr. FOWLER with Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 

Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania with Mr. LIVINGSTON, 

Mr. Coruiss with Mr. Moszs. 

Mr. Jounson of Indiana with Mr. Cox. 

Mr. SNOVER with Mr. MADDOX. 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. JONES. 

Mr. BowERs with Mr. MINER of New York, 

Mr. HULL with Mr, OGDEN. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE with Mr. BLACK of Georgia. 

Mr. Cory with Mr. Lawson. 

Mr. ApsLEY with Mr. MILES, 

Mr. Huxick with Mr. PRICE. 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. DINSMORE, 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. Crisp, 

For this day: 

Mr. Hrrr with Mr. SPENCER. 

Mr. Kup with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. Coppa with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. PrckLeR with Mr. CROWLEY. 

Mr. Hicks with Mr. MEREDITH. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. MONEY. 

Mr. Harmer with Mr. COOPER of Florida, 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. BANKHEAD, 

Mr. SCRANTON with Mr. ELLert of Virginia. 

Mr. Covsmys with Mr. FITZGERALD, 

On this vote: 

Mr. CROWTHER with Mr. CULBERSON. 

Mr. SPERRY with Mr. SWANSON, 

Mr. TRACEY with Mr. Savers until June 3. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I came in after my name had been 
passed. I wish to be recorded as present in order to make a 
quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be recorded as present. 

Mr. HARMER. Ihave been announced as paired, but I wish 
to be recorded as present. If at liberty to vote, I should vote in 
the affirmative. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I am paired, but wish to be recorded as 
present, ‘ 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I am paired. If permitted to 
vote, I should vote ‘‘no.” 

Mr. KIEFER. Mr. Speaker, when my name was called I had 
just come in, and not knowing what the question was I did not 
vote. I wish to know whether I can vote now. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that under the strict letter 
of the rule the gentleman's vote can not be received. 

. KIEFER, Then I desire to be recorded as present. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, I have just come in, and I desire to 

vote. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not, under the rules, be 
allowed to vote now. 

Mr. LEWIS. I desire to vote “‘aye.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not submit to the House the 
request of the gentleman to be allowed to vote. He may be re- 


corded as present. 
Mr. LE . Very well; I desire to be recorded as present and 
to state that if itted to vote, I should vote in the affirmative, 


Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recorded as present. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. - 


ALCOHOL IN THE ARTS, 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. SHERMAN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole for the parpos of considering revenue bills. 

Mr. EVANS. . Chairman, I call up for present considera- 
tion a bill (H. R. 3282) to repeal section 61 of an act to reduce 
taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other 
ne pier which became a law August 25, 1894, and move to pro- 
ceed with its consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 61 of an act entitled An act toreduce taxa- 
tion, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pi “which 
became a law August 25, „be, and the same is hereby, s 

Amend the title so as to read: A bill to repeal section 61 of an act to re- 
duce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- 
poses, which became a law August 28, 1894." 


Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, with reference to this meas- 


ure—— 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Before the gentleman from 
Kentucky proceeds, I would like to inquire of my colleague as to 
his disposition ing the length of time that he proposes to 
occupy in general debate. I make the inquiry now because anum- 
ber of gentlemen have expressed a desire to occupy some consider- 
able time in the debate, and I would like to know, if possible, 
whether PeDe Ena be made, and also with reference 
to the disposition of the time that will be allowed for debate. If 
agreeable to my colleague, I would like to have an expression of 
opinion on his int d to the matter. 

Mr. EVANS. In answer to the question of my colleague, I will 
say 3 that so far as I am personally concerned, I am willing 
and should be glad to have the most liberal allowance of time 
that the business of the House and the wishes of the committee, 
considering the approach of the close of the session, the number 
of election cases, conference reports, and so on, pending, and other 
matters of business ing before the House for consideration— 
I say I am willing t the time for debate shall be as liberal as 
the condition of business will allow. But that, of course, I can 
not control, nor can my colleague, for that matter. That is some- 
thing for the House itself to determine. My personal preference 
would be to allow the utmost liberality to members to express 
their views on this most important subject. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Is itthe desire of my friend 
from Kentucky to allow the general debate to run this evening? 

Mr. EVANS. I have no objection personally 

Mr. HOPKINS. You had better get a vote to-day. 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not want to interfere, but let me suggest 
to the gentleman from Kentucky that there are three or four ap- 
propriation bills, each of which will occupy something of the 
time of the House; then there are several election cases—— 

Mr. DALZELL. Four of them. 

Mr. CANNON (continuing). Four election cases, I under- 
stand, awaiting disposition, and other matters pressing for con- 
sideration. As I understand it, this is merely a question of the 
repeal of what is known as the free-alcohol provision in the Wil- 
son-Gorman bill? 

Mr. EVANS. That is the whole proposition. 

Mr. CANNON. I have not the honor to be a member of the 
Ways and Means Committee, but it does seem to me that at this 
stage of the session this bill ought to be disposed of this after- 
noon. I speak, of course, only for myself as an individual. 

Mr. J OHNSON of California. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, to 
the House that for one I disagree entirely with the gentleman 
from Ilinois who has just taken his seat. Even if this is only a 
matter of whether we are to have free alcohol or not, it is too 
important a proposition to be disposed of this afternoon. It opens 
up the question of an entire revision of the tariff, and it seems to 
me that the poor people of the West, if you are going to en 
in that operation, ought to have some consideration. You ce 
not to take up one particular industry, but you ought to give an 
opportunity to the other industries also to be heard. If you are 


going to take up one particular clause of the bill, yon ought to 
take up the entire bill and subject it to the revision that it re- 
quires. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will 
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proceed, because the time that is taken up in this matter might 
well be occupied in the discussion. 

Mr. EVANS. I will proceed, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. BARRETT. Do we understand the gentleman from Ken- 
OKT DIERA to make any arrangement as to the time for 

te? 
Mr. EVANS. The gentleman understands ae of the kind. 
e. 


The CHAIRMAN. No arrangement has been 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me, I would like 
to ask one question. This being an internal- revenue bill 

Mr. EVANS. Entirely. 

Mr, CANNON. I would ask if it is in order, in any degree, 
upon this bill to legislate re ting the customs revenues? 

Mr. cet age S. yownin aep opinion 8 oe me to 
answer the eman’s question quite positively in the negative. 

Mr. BAKE of New Daranak: I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky a question. 

Mr. EVANS. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Is it not a part of the general 
tariff law that you propose to repeal? 

Mr. EVANS. I will say, as I intended to say in my remarks, 
that this is simply an internal-revenue excrescence on the Wilson 
tariff bill; that is all. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Kentucky give 
way for a moment to receive a message from the Senate? 

Mr. EVANS. Certainly. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. CANNON having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, 
by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 
passed joint resolution and bills of the following titles; in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 149) extending the benefits of sections 
1426 and 1573 of the Revised Statutes to all enlisted persons of the 


Navy; 
‘A bill (S. 2401) granting a pension to Mrs. Hattie E. Redfield, 
of Omaha, Nebr.; 

A bill (8.685) granting a pension to Mrs. Alice Martin; 

A bill (S. 3133) granting an increase of pension to Betsey B. Olin; 

A bill (S. 2999) granting a pension to William L. Grigsby, of 
Belvidere, in the count Thayer, Nebr.; 

A bill (S. 1689) granting a pension to John F. Hathaway; 

A bill (S. 2507) granting a pension to John N. Corgan, of Mc- 
Pherson, Kans.; 

= ty (5.2477) granting an increase of pension to Robert P, 


A bill (S. 3182) ting a pension to Susan E. Cunningham; 

A bill (S. 2117) for the relief of Mrs. George Pauls; 

A bill (S. 3161) amending and extending the provisions of an act 
of Congress entitled ‘‘An act approving, with amendments, the 
funding act of Arizona,” approved June 25, 1890, and the act 
Sananta thereof and supplemental thereto, approved August 

, 1894; 

A bill (S. 2526) for the relief of Twyman O. Abbott; 

A bill (S. 2336) to place on the retired list of the Navy Louis 
V. Housel, late lieutenant of the Regular Navy; 

A bill (S. 1832) to define the rights of purchases under mort- 
gages authorized by an act of Congress approved April 20, 1871; 
an 


A bill (S. 2) to refer the claim of the owners of the brig Tally-Ho 
to the Court of Claims. 


amendment the bill (H. R. 4354) game a -i 

g. and Gen. Joseph B. 
Carr, United States Volunteers, deceased sked a conference with 
the House on the bill and amendment, and had appointed Mr. 
Cannon, Mr. Roach, and Mr, GALLINGER as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate still further in- 
sisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 7664) making ap- 

ropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
Fecal ear ending June 80, 1897, had agreed to the conference 
asked by the House of Representatives on the age Page votes of 
the two Houses, and had appointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. and 
Mr. GorMAN as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested: 

A bill 5 R. soo to increase the pension of Harriet C. Gregg. 
widow of Col, John Irvin Gregg, from $30 to $50 per month; an 


A bill (H. R. 1261) for the relief of John Kehl. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill — R. 5792) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
Julia A. Jameson; 

A bill (H. R. 7334) granting an increase of pension to William 


T: Appie te; 
A bill (H. R.3033) to increase the pension of Elizabeth T. Beall, 
widow of Benjamin L. Beall, late colonel First United States 


a 
8 12 ae R. 3007) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
. Pettit; 
A bill (H. R. 194 granting a pension to Elizabeth Marshall; 
A bill (H. R. 8184) granting a pension to Jesse McMillan; 
A bill (H. R. 138) granting an increase of pension to Mary H. 


Hazlip; 
A bill (H. R. 5711) granting a pension to Richard P. Pilking- 


n; 

A bill (H. R. 2602) for the relief of Solomon Hyams; 

A bill (H. R. 5225) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth M. Williams, 
of Monroe County, Tenn.; 

A bill (H. R. 5175) granting a pension to Nancy Gentry; 

A bill (H. R. 6132) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


M. Scott; 
A bill (H. R. 6134) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 


8 um; 
A bill (H. R. 4753) granting an increase of pension to Lambert 
L. Mulford; : si EX 
A bill (H. R. 6111) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Sargent; 
(H. R. 3857) granting a pension to Thomas Brewer; 
(H. R. 4283) granting a pension to Delia A. Marsh; 
(H. R. 3395) granting a pension to Carrie H. Greene; 
1 (H. R. 4724) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary L. 


R 
R. 2378) ting a pension to Elvin J. Brown; 
R. 3229) for the relief of Hannah Newell Barrett; 
R. 1734) to increase the pension of Ann Catherine 


wail (H. R. 5999) to correct the military record of Eldridge 
0 en; 

A bill (H. R. 248) empowering and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to furnish four pieces of condemned cannon to the city 
of 9 Mich.; 

A bill (H. R. 4785) to incorporate the National University; 

A bill (H. R. 4275) to increase the pension of Mrs. Annis H. 
ames widow of Gen. William H. Enochs, from $20 to $50 per 
month; 

A bill (H. R. 6293) to increase the pension of Peter Rafferty; 

A bill (H. R. 4598) granting a pension to Mary Cray; and 

A bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. H.J. 


Kiernan. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. Speaker, we are now in the 
House. I move that the House do now adjourn, before you give 
the gavel up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The committee will resume its 
session. 

The committee accordingly resumed its session, with Mr. SHER- 
MAN in the chair, 


eee 
Seb 


TAX ON ALCOHOL. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky will pro- 


ceed. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I was about to say it is quite 
immaterial to me usually whether what I have to submit to the 
House receives much attention or not; but upon this occasion I 
feel that it is so important to the interests of the revenue, the in- 
terests of the country, that I ask order and I attention while 
I submit the reasons upon which the Ways and Means Committee 
of the House, with entire unanimity, except one member, have 
recommended the repeal of section 61 of the Wilson bill. 

Soon after this session began the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CHARLES W. STONE] introduced into the 
House a bill for the repeal of section 6t, and the Ways and Means 
Committee were called upon to investigate the question involved 
in the bill which he submitted. We have done so with great in- 
dustry. We have done so at great length, and the result of that 
investigation has been the report that we have submitted to this 
House, and the earnest recommendation that we have made for 
the repeal of section 61. 

Section 61, which it is proposed by this bill to repeal, is in the 
following language: 
mete 8 may Ly FC 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, and on satisf: the collector 
of internal revenue for the district wherein he resides or ca: on business 
that he has com with such regulations and has used such alcohol 
therein, and ex iting and delivering Lf eee stamps which show that a tax 
has been shall be entitled to receive from the Treasury of the 
United States a rebate or repayment of the tax so paid. (28 Stat. L., 507.) 
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The practical operation of this provision, as I think you willsee, 
is that it allows anybody calling himself a manufacturer” to get 
alcohol, pay the market price for it, use it in what he calls the 
arts, or in medicinal or other like compounds, sell it at a full 

rice including the tax, and after that has been done come to the 
easury and get a dollar and ten cents a gallon by way of a gift 
from the Treasury for every gallon of alcohol he has used. I 
shall endeavor to show to the members of the committee pre- 
cisely how that act operates to a result such as I have described. 
of us who are in the least degree acquainted with the inter- 
nal- revenue service of the country know that what are called dis- 
tilled spirits under the internal-revenue laws embrace what we 
call whisky, what we call high wines, and what we call alcohol. 
Whenever any distilled spirits are made the law requires them to be 
put in a bonded warehouse, and they are not permitted to be re- 
moved therefrom until the tax of a dollar and ten cents per proof 
Aallon has been paid to the Government, and just as soon as that is 
one, at that moment those distilled spirits must be removed from 
the warehouse. 

Unquestionably the idea of taxing spirits for the purpose of rais- 
ing revenue for the Government was founded in most manifest 
common sense and 8 There are no subjects which to me 
seem better suited for the purpose of taxation than distilled spirits; 
but 5 the original idea of taxing them did not em- 
brace the idea of taxing such as were used in the useful arts or in 
manufactures. Consequently I shall not attempt to discuss the 
general merits of an effort to 3 a law giving free alcohol in the 
useful arts, but shall discuss before you the demerits of this sec- 
tion, the demerits of the manner by which that object was sought 
tobe . section 61, which was unfortunately slipped 
into the Wilson bill, in another place than this, and could not 
be stricken out, because Mr. Cleveland’s letter so paralyzed all 
parties interested in passing the new tariff bill that a conference 
never took place for the purpose of taking these excrescences off. 

There are several things to be considered; but I should like, 
gentlemen, in the investigation into the merits of this measure, to 
consider, preliminarily, one thing, and that is, the interests of the 
Government of the United States. It may startle you to know 
that the investigation made by the Ways and Means Committee 
demonstrates the fact to be that under the operation of section 61 
of the Wilson bill the Government stands to lose $25,000 or $30,000 
a day, not for the purpose of aiding manufacturers and the people 
generally, but as mere gifts and bounties to individuals who may 
call themselves manufacturers. The Government, I say, stands 
to lose not less than $25,000 or $30,000 a day in pure gifts, and 
this matter has been going on since August 28,1894. Hence claims 
amounting to perhaps ten million or fifteen million dollars have 
arisen, and therefore we find, in opposition to this bill, a strong 
lobby—the only one I haye encountered in my short experience 
here—urgent against the measure now before you. 

This bill does not propose in any wise to affect the claims which 
have arisen under the law while in operation. It does not propose 
to take away from claimants their right to collect those claims, 
if they are just and fairly due by the Government. It does not 
propose to take away from the courts the ordinary right to adjudi- 
cate these questions between the Government and the claimant. 
We must look, therefore, I say, primarily to the interests of the 
Government which we come here to serve. Somebody must take 
care of the interests of the United States in these matters, and the 
Ways and Means Committee, in their endeavor to investigate this 

uestion, have felt the stress of that obligation in the midst of 
the clamor of those who were asking that the Government should 
not stop the doling out of these enormous gifts to those who call 
th ves manufacturers, : 

This has been done, too, by the majority of that committee with- 
out the slightest fear that they were doing anything in conflict 
with the doctrine of protection to home industries. 

They are as strong protectionists as are in the House, and were 
appointed on that committee probably because they were such. 

They knew that that doctrine had nothing to do with this ques- 
tion, and were not to be deceived by the pretense that it did. 

The section of the bill which I have read gives a bounty to the 
manufacturers who deem it necessary to use alcohol in the arts or 
in medicinal compounds. Before I go any further let me say that 
of the whole medicinal interests, so far as numbers are concerned, 
95 per cent of them haye asked for the repeal of this bill. Take 
the vast retail drug trade in the country, and 95 cent of them 
have asked that bill be repealed, because of reasons I shall 
give further 3 the progress of my statement. 

Mr. MORSE. ill the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question ee there? 

Mr. EVANS. I believe I prefer to wait until closing what I 
have to say. Then I will answer any questions in my power in 

to the bill. 
cohol, as we all understand, is the highest form of pure 
spirits. It is useful in the manufacture of many articles, but I 
call the attention of the House to one most significant fact, 


namely, that aman who manufactures alcohol is perfectly willing 
to accept 2 cents a gallon as his whole net profit thereon. The man 
who proposes to use alcohol under the operation of this bill must 
not only have his profit on what he invests in it, but another 
profit of $1.10 per gallon on the alcohol used, the full amount of 
tax paid on it, thus adding what the Government gives to what 
he gets for his goods. An investigation of this question shows 
this to be the fact, that the man who uses alcohol in the manu- 
facture or production of any article does not charge one cent less 
to his customers than he did before section 61 went into effect. 

Right there comes an important suggestion in connection with 

this matter. The owner can not get the spirit out of bond until 
the tax is paid. He pays the tax and charges his customer the 
full amount of that tax, $1.10 a gallon, and probably a profit upon 
that, and after he has spread his product over the country and 
collected the cost of its manufacture, including the cost of the 
alcohol, after haying received from his customer the full value of 
his goods, including the $1.10 tax which he paid on the alcohol, 
which is a part of the cost of the goods, he comes to the Govern- 
ment of the United States and says, I want the $1.10 paid to me 
again by you.” 
_ The House can see that R in trying to get free alcohol 
in this way is not to benefit the consuming public. Far from it. 
The retailer gets no part of the benefit of it; the man who buys the 
goods made with the free alcohol does not get any abatement in 
the price. The manufacturer collected the whole price from the 
man to whom he sold the goods, including the cost of the alcohol 
and the amount of the tax; and then, if section 61 is operative, he 
gets $1.10 per gallon again. These gentlemen are very clamorous, 
and not unnatural They desire that this bounty shall be con- 
tinued to them at the expense of the Government. 

Certainly, Mr. Chairman, there is no such merit in the use of 
alcohol in the arts or in medicinal compounds as that the Govern- 
ment of the United States should pay a premium of $1.10 a gallon 
to everybody who undertakes to use it; and I want again to con- 
trast what they expect in the way of profit, that is, those who use 
alcohol in the manufactures or arts, and the profit of the man who 
manufactures the alcohol himself. One is content, as Isaid a while 
ago, with 2 cents a gallon profit for making it, while the other 
wants $1.10 a gallon profit for using it. 

It is said that alcohol thus used is part of the raw material, and 
that we ought to cheapen raw material. Let us look at that a 
moment. e object of cheapening raw material is not exclu- 
sively for the benefit of the manufacturer, but that doctrine is 
meant to operate for the benefit of the consumer as well. If you 
give the manufacturer cheap raw material, it is to cheapen the 
manufactured product. But here is the feature of this 
thing: ‘The manufacturer has collected from the consumer the 
$1.10 a gallon which he has paid. With that in his pocket, he 
comes also to the United States Treasury, under section 61, and 
wants it again; and you see it follows incontrovertibly that when 
he gets the other $1.10 per gallon it is that much of a gift or bounty, 
pure and simple, made to him by the Government because he used 
alcohol in the arts or in the manufacture of medicinal compounds, 

Surely this isa most remarkable result, but not quite so re- 
markable as the fact that we find advocates for the continuance 
of so wanton a waste of public money under the guise of protec- 
tion to home industries. And it is gh fee! or almost entirely be- 
cause the retail druggist does not get the benefit of a single cent 
of this rebate, because the articles come to him precisely as high 
as if this rebate was not allowed; that the retail druggists of the 
country are in fayor of the Topea] of section 61, saying that itis a 
bounty given to a few, regardless of the interests of the Govern- 
ment, and that the mass of the purchasing and consuming public 
got no sort of benefit from this so-called free alcohol. 

Now, . Chairman, I do not know that I need to consume 
much of the time of the committee on this subject; ly do 
I believe that I need not consume much of the time of those mem- 
bers who understand anything about the operations of the inter- 
nal-revenue system. Ido desire, however, to read to the commit- 
tee a somewhat instructive circular letter which has come into 
my possession, and whẹ@h illustrates to some extent the powerful 
influences that are operating in behalf of those who insist that 
this spigot shall remain open. A firm of attorneys in the city of 
Washington, writing over the name of Harvey Spaulding & Son, 
have issued a circular letter which illustrates the whole subject, 
and I will read an extract from it to the committee: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., April 24, 1896. 
GENTLEMEN: The Committee on Ways and Means in the House of Repre- 
sentatives and the Committee on Finance in the Senate have both re 
bills for the 1 of section 61 of the act of Con of August 28, pro- 
vi for a rebate of the tax on alcohol to manufacturers, and there is every 
bill will become a law within three weeks or a 


iew of adyan- 
2 ̃ an sug ma fein e View RENATO 
Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, there is the milk in the 
generally, urging 


cocoanut, This is a circular letter addressed 
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all 


persons interested to come up and avail themselves of this good 
thing as long it lasts. The records of the Internal Rovenue Bu- 
reau show that millions of dollars of these claims are being 
brought forward by persons who have used alcohol in manufac- 


turing processes and who have collected the whole cost of it from 
their customers, and are now seeking, as a matter of pure profit 
from the Government, to get that $1.10 per gallon again. Of 
course they are perfectly right from their point of view. Iam 
not impeaching the honesty of their motives in doing this. It is 
natural that they should be anxious to have this law remain on 
the statute book, and these attorneys, who probably hope to get 
some of the claims for collection, are urging the ‘‘ boys” to avail 
themselves of the advantage of the law as long as it lasts. In this 
circular they are told that Congress intends to abolish the law 
and stop this leak, and are urged to come up and avail themselves 
of it as rapidly as possible while it lasts. ere is one district in 
the city of New York where there are claims to the amount of a 
million dollars already made under section 61 of the statute, and 
it is natural that these people should be clamorous that it shall 
not be 8 The possibilities under it are too great and too 


alluring for that to be allowed without a contest. 

Mr. L. How much did I understand the gentleman to say 
the claims filed amount to? 

Mr. EVANS. I do not know that the claims which have been 


filed amount to so large a sum as I have named, but the informa- 
tion which comes to us is perfectly clear and specific that claims 
of this character are outstanding to an enormous amount, which 
are gh Seller nE the decision of the test case which is pending 
in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HILL. May I ask the gentleman, in all courtesy, where the 
information comes from that he is now giving to the committee? 

Mr. EVANS. It comes, as I have said, from the developments 
in the course of the investigation that we have made. We donot 
shut our eyes to the facts. 

Mr. HILL. Iam asking the gentleman for the particular sources 
of the information. 

Mr. EVANS. Well, the gentleman can propound his question, 


but he can not by any means dictate my answer, which is as I 
have stated it. 
Mr. HILL. I do not wish to dictate your answer. You stated, 


if I understood you correctly, that something like $30,000 a day of 
these claims were filed. 

Mr. EVANS. I stated nothing of the kind, and the gentleman 
could not have been paying very much attention to what I said if 
he so understood me. W hat I did say (and the notes of the Official 
Reporter will doubtless show it) was that so long as this law re- 
mained on our statute book the Government stood to lose from 
twenty-five to thirty thousand dollars a day in the way of claims 
under this provision. 

Mr. HILL. Have the committee any accurate information as 
to the amount of these claims which have actually been filed? 

Mr. EVANS. We have the estimate of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue that these claims will amount to $10,000,000 


annually. 

Mr. HILL. That is not an answer to my question. 

Mr. EVANS. I do not care whether it is or not in the gentle- 
man’s view. It is a fact as I have stated it. 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman pardon me if I make a single 
statement? 

Mr. EVANS. No, sir. 
oe FARHAN Does the gentleman from Kentucky decline 

ield? 

r. EVANS. I decline to yield, because I know what I am 
talking about, and my time is limited. I say that the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue estimates that the claims under this 
law will amount to perhaps $10,000,000 a year. Take Hostetter & 
Co., who have a claim of perhaps a quarter million of dollars that 
they have not yet filed, and there are many others. It was stated 
in the hearings in our committee room that there were vast num- 
bers of these claims not filed because a test case was pending in 
the Court of Claims, and it was not regarded as necessary to file 
them until that case was decided. The Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue states, in a letter from which I shall read an extract, 
that in one district in New York claims of this nature to the 
amount of about $1,000,000 have originated and probably have 
been presented, To illustrate—what I may as well do now as at 
any time—the extreme expansibility, so to speak, of this section 
61, I will read what the Commissioner has stated to the commit- 
tee as to the amount and character of these claims. In the report 
which the committee had the honor to submit to this House will 
be found the letter of the Commissioner, in which he says: 


An investigation of claims presented in one of the collection districts of 
New York for rebate on alcohol claimed to be used under section 61 of act of 


28, 
about $1,000,000 9 From information obtained in this district it is 
believed these claims will be largely increased in number and amount when 
it is generally known that the rebate will be paid. 


I should like the attention of the House for a moment in order 


to show just what sort of a law this is. You must remember it 
says that— 

Any manufacturer— a 

Now, think of the height, the breadth, the thickness of a word 
like that— 

Any manufacturer finding it necessary— 


Now, think of that word “necessary.” Anybody may call him- 
self a manufacturer“ and anybody may find it necessary 
extremely appropriate to use alcohol, if he can get $1.10 a gallon 
for using it. 

Any manufacturer finding it necessary to use alcohol in the arts 


Apply yourselyes for a moment to think of that word “ arts.“ 
What is not an art in the language of one who can get $1.10 a gal- 
lon 1 5 3 to stimulate his ingenuity to find out what an 
“art” is?— 
or in any medicinal or other like compound. 

Observe the expansibility of this language, and then see what 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue says in the letter, which I 
shall continue to read: 

These claims cover a vast number of articles, such as tinctures, medical 
compounds, flavoring extracts, essences, patent medicines, bay rum, bay salt, 
Florida water, medicine extracts, pepto mangan, homeopathic medicines, root 
beer, witch-hazel, medicinal and other like compounds, fruit extracts, nutro- 
lactics, pharmaceutical preparations, barbers’ supplies, tobacco, smoking 
tobacco, celluloid and fancy goods, hair tonics, bovinine extract, varnish, bit- 
ters of various ds, essential oils, essence of pepsin, medicinal saumetto, 
tricopherous perfumery, Jamaica ginger, ethers. oils, wine and liquor flavo; 
toilet waters, confectioneries, blackberry brandy,cherry brandy, househol 
panacea, soothing sirup, Radway’s Ready Relief, sarsaparilla, Venetian lini- 

Note carefully what are to be the consequences as soon as it be- 
comes known that these rebates will be paid, if the bill now before 
the House should fail to pass and section 61 should continue in 
operation. If in the dry tree these people have found out all 
these various ways of using alcohol, what may we st in the 
green? There is no telling the enormous expansion that will be 
the result of the industry of our people when they find that the 
can get not simply 2 cents a gallon as manufacturers of alcohol, 
but $1.10 a gallon profit for each gallon that may be put into the 
manufacture of anything, even hair tonic, or any other useful 
article like that. e expansion of water just as it goes into 
steam will be as nothing to it. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, it does seem to me that the slightest at- 
tention given to this matter oy anyone who proposes to guard the 
interest of the Treasury and the Government must convince him, 
as it should every legislator acting here under the responsibility 
of a sense of duty, that we ought at once to vote for the repeal of 
this most obnoxious measure. 

I am not here to say that there ought not to be a plan devised 
by which persons may get free alcohol for employment in the use- 
ful arts; and I am authorized to say in this connection on behalf 
of the Ways and Means Committee, whose organI am, and in 
what I say I speak only in that capacity, I am authorized to say 
that they will propose a second section (which I will read now for 
information) which we have 8 would meet the views of 
most of the gentlemen who have heretofore engaged in the discus- 
sion of this matter with us, so that when we get this particular 
section repealed, the only one that we are seeking now to repeal 
as it contains this Pandora’s box, the one that gives this evil 
tinge to this whole matter—when we get this section repealed, 
this second section which we pro to offer will provide a method 
by which we can investigate deliberately and intelligently the 
whole question, and if there be a way of providing for the use of 
free alcohol in a manner safe for the interests of the Government 
the committee which this second section pro to raise can find 
that out. I ask the Clerk to read the amendment which I am 
authorized on behalf of the Committee on Ways and Means to 


pro ù 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 2. That a joint select committee is hereby authorized, to consist of 
three Senators, to be appointed ig Sees presiding officer of the Senate, and 
three members of the House of Representatives, to be appointed by the 
Speaker of the House, which select committee consider all questions re- 
lating to the use of alcohol in the manufactures and arts, free of, tax, and to 
report their conclusions to Congress on the first Monday in December, 1896, 

id joint select committee is authorized to sit by subcommittee or other- 
wise during the recess or session of Congress at such times and places as they 
deem advisable; to summon witn administer oaths, print testimony or 
other information, and to employ such stenographic, clerical, and other as- 
sistance as may be necessary, one-half of the expense to be paid from the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate and one-half from the contingent fund of the House 
of Representatives. 


Mr. KNOX. I should like to ask the gentleman one question. 
Is it intended by the amendment just read to exclude from the 


consideration of the commission that is to be appointed alcohol 

used in medicinal and like arts? F 
Mr. EVANS. The amendment speaks very plainly for itself. 
Mr. KNOX. It simply says in the manufactures and arts.” 
Mr EVANS. I was just about to enter on toat part of the dis- 

cussion, and to explain the operation of that amendment, 
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Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Allow me to ask this 


uestion: If 
this bill should become a law, in what position will it leave those 
persons who are already entitled under the existing law to rebates? 

Mr. EVANS. I think We areca is too g a lawyer for it 
to be necessary that I should say to him what I will say to the 
House, that, in my opinion and in the opinion of the committee, 
there will be no difficulty whatever about those claims which 
haveaccrued. They would not bein any way impaired or affected 
by this repealing act. 

of Tennessee. No provision is made for them in 
this bill. 

Mr. EVANS. None. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. And does that mean that they will 
not be provided for, because up to this time they have not been 
provided for? 

Mr. EVANS. Oh, well, that will be for the Government to 
answer. If these 1 get a judgment, of course it can be ap- 
propriated for. e will answer that, however, when the time 
comes. It is not a pertinent question to the issue now. 

Mr. Chairman, it must be understood, further, that the appe- 
tite for this dollar and ten cents will be almost unappeasable un- 
less you repeal this provision of the law. And to keep that a 
tite Joan and to keep the revenues of the Government from being 

ossly defrauded and imposed upon unless this section is 

ed, you must have scattered broadcast throughout the coun- 

try officers and agents of internal revenue, men in every district 

and every locality throughout the land, to protect the Govern- 

a agana frauds under the operation of this particular section 
the law. 

Let me say to the committee that the Commissioner estimates, 
and it is the estimate of our committee, too, that, in addition to 
the bounties that you give to these people as a premium, it will 
cost no less than from one million to one million two hundred 
thousand dollars a year in salaries and mses in order to pro- 
tect the Government against these frauds. It is thought by the 
Commissioner that this is not too high an estimate of what the 
Government will be annually required to pay in order to prevent 
the parmani of fraudulent Aaa which would otherwise be pre- 


most 


sented. 

Now, everybody on the Committee on Ways and Means—I 
believe I can say even my learned and able friend from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. RUSSELL] — agree with me, and everybody who has 
investigated the question has come to the same conclusion, that 
there was no possibility of making a law in such form as that 
medicinal compounds could be included in the benefits thereof, 
because the facilities for fraud are too enormous and too certain 
in connection with that branch of the subject. The possibilities 
of fraud are so apparent in that connection that even the fool 
need not err therein. Anybody who chose to do so could swindle 
the Government under the guise of making medicinal compounds. 
And nobody in the committee, as I remember, supposed that the 
law ought not to be repealed so far as medicines and medicinal 
compounds were concerned. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the great clamor with reference to this 
matter has come from the manufacturersthemselves. It has not 
come from the people. The people make no demand for the reten- 
tion of this 8 On the contrary, let me say, infinitely the 

ter number of petitions that came to us have come from peo- 

ple asking the Government to repeal this section of the law. It 
is a provision that does not benefit the public, but only a few 
individuals. The profits of the provision, scattered out amongst 
the people at large, even if they derive the full benefits from it, 
would so , 80 infinitesimal, when divided amongst the 
mass of the population, it would amount to nothing. But if it is 
all accumulated in the hands of a few it makes an extremely 
table amount of wealth to be 8 i at the expense of the 
Government. The only excuse, the only oe eee which we 
can give free alcohol to anybody is not that it will benefit him 
individually, but that it will benefit the people at large; that it 

will benefit the consumer by giving a cheaper product. 
There is no justification whatever in passing a law to give to a 
few people the benefit of a bounty, and excluding the general pub- 
lic from its provisions. The general public taxes alcohol at $1.10 
a gallon, and they have taxed it at that rate ever since 1862. The 
general public is entitled to have that tax in order to pay the 
enormous ee of the Government to which it is subjected 
by reason of the pension laws, the civil list, the Army estimates, 
and soon. I repeat, the general public is entitled to have that tax 
unless the general public, for the general good, shall see proper to 
relinquish it. In this case it is admitted that the general public 
has not derived any benefit from this particular relinquishment 
of the tax, and that only a few persons get it. And it is not wise 
legislation, in the estimation of the committee, that a few persons 
should be so vastly benefited at the expense of the Government 
and at the expense of the people. 

Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, we must understand that one of 
the most important factors in raising revenue under our system, 


as it is at present operated, is the internal-reyenue system. Last 
year the tax on distilled 5 a revenue of nearl 

$80,000,000. We collected that. ereis but little taxation whic 

escapes on distilled spirits under that system. We raise, I repeat, 
eighty millions per annum by that system. It will not do to relax 
the proper rigors of the internal-revenue system. It will not do 
to open such a door for fraud as was opened and will be kept open 
by the retention of section 61. And T ‘call our attention to the 
fact that fortunately for the country in the framing of section 61 
such inapt language was „in my judgment and in the judg- 
ment of the Secretary of the Treasury and the Commissioner of 
sig Revenue, as to make the act impracticable and inopera- 

ve. 

While that section was foisted upon that bill, as I said a while 
ago, as an internal-revenue excrescence upon a tariff system which 
was vicious enough, as exemplified by the Wilson bill, luckily it 
was placed upon the bill in such hot haste that the author of it, 
whoever he may have been, used language not sufficiently explicit 
and apt to make it operative; and that is the only thing that saved 
this country $20,000,000 up to date by way of mere gift to those 
that were no more entitled to it than are we, the members of this 
committee who are deliberating upon this question to-day. It is 
all a bounty, nothing else. en the Secretary of the Treasury 
undertook to frame regulations he found that he could not do it. 
He was unequal to the duty. The Commissioner, after a most 
elaborate effort and careful investigation of the subject, was un- 
equal to the task, a most fortunate failure, in my judgment, for 
the good of the country, in this day of deficiencies of revenue, 
when our mses exceed by $2,500,000 per month our income. 

We are told that there is great justice in these claims. Indi- 
vidually I have a conviction which I intend to declare here and 
let it go upon record, namely, that there is not one particle of 
2 or merit or anything like equity in a single claim that has 

n presented under section 61. And why? Because in not a 
single instance did the man who presented that claim lower his 
price in consequence of the rebate. Not in one instance was the 

rice lo to the consumer or the general public. The proof 
is clear enough about that. So that to start with there is noth- 
ing but a promise to give these people something, and there never 
was any consideration to uphold that. 

But that is only an exceedingly minor and insignificant point 
compared with what I am aboutto state. Anybody who proposed 
to operate upon section 61 read in the most unmistakable an sig- 
nificant language the following: 

3 T 
e > 
55 internal revenue for the district wherein ie resides or carries on 5 he 


that he has complied shall be entitled to 
receive from the 


with such 2 ⁊ dae yar ks 
of the Unii States a rebate or repayment of the 
tax so paid. 

He had no claim and knew that he had no claim until he com- 
3 with the tions, and for that very reason, among others, 
charged to his customers and consumers the whole $1.10 per 
anas and those two things, in my ju ent—first, the absolute 
owledge upon his part that he had no right except as it was based 
upon regulations which he knew did not exist, coupled with the 
fact that he charged the customer the whole price of this alcohol 
and then sought to get back the rebate asa mere gift and bounty 
effectually excludes the idea of any justice, equity, or anything of 
that sort in these claims against the Government. So that the 
Government of the United States will inflict no wrong or injus- 
tice upon any claimant if it shall, in the progress of time, deny 
every one of these claims, through the courts or otherwise, upon 
the grounds that I have just indicated. The condition precedent 
to the allowance of these claims does not exist; has never existed. 
There have never been any regulations, and theseclaimants knew 
it. They knew they had no claim until tions were made 
and they complied therewith, and,in my judgment, they have no 
claim. But, fortunately, that is for the courts to determine, and 
if the courts determine that these claimants have any just or equi- 

table claim, that is all right. 
My opinion is that the courts ought not to determine in that 
way, and I sincerely hopethey will not, although I am in favor of 
ying every claim that the United States owes in justice andin 
‘airness, whether we are able to pay it or not. Iam in favor of 
paying them all, but I am not in favor of giving to anybody, as a 
remium or reward for using alcohol, the sum of $1.10 per gallon 
or all that his ap eget may lead him to use. I do not believe 
in so rewarding that kind of ingenuity. There are other kinds 
of ingenuity that promote the public welfare, that advance the 
public g We give them no such enormous and magnificent 
gifts as those which are pro to be given under this section; 
and because thereis no merit in these claims, I for one felt thatit 
was our duty to take away the jurisdiction of the courts and the 
Department; but I am perfectly lo to the committee, which 
thought otherwise, and will leave it just as it is; leave these 
claims to the court and let their decision be final. If the courts 


find in favor of these claimants, then the Government must pay 
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the penalty for the exceedingly unwise, inequitable, and perhaps 
iniquitous measure which was in form of section 61; 
iniquitous because it gives toa few such a large bounty at the 

nse of the many. 

ow, if the second section which we shall propose in due season 
shall be adopted by this House, this question of free alcohol in 
the arts and manufactures can receive deliberate, intelligent, ade- 
quate, and fair consideration at the hands of those who under- 
stand something about it between now and the next session; and 
if there can be a well-guarded provision by which manufacturers, 
for the benefit of the ple at large, can receive their alcohol 
free for use in their various processes, I for one, so far from op- 
posing it, shall be in favor of it; but I am urgently opposed to con- 
tinning this gap so wide open, out of which must necessarily flow, 
unless the courts come to the rescue, so large an amount of pub- 
lic wealth, so large an amount of the public revenue; and, asI said, 
unless we repeal the section the probability is that industries to 
absorb this bounty will expand as the ingenuity of our good citi- 
zens may find opportunity. They haye only found this thing out 
recently in New Jersey, in New York, in husetts, and in 
Connecticut; butit will spread abroad allover the country. Gen- 
tlemen of the committee, let me say it will even reach California 
after a while, and all over the country they will get to raiding 
the Treasury at the rate of $1.10 a gallon for every gallon of alco- 
hol they can use in the manufactures. The way it is going on the 
most of us will quit the practice of law, we will quit the prac- 
tice of medicine and doing all these meritorious things, and go to 
8 living on something in which we can use alcohol. 

Mr. DALZELL. Making hair restorers! 

Mr. EVANS. Yes; we will go into the making of hair re- 
storers, where I might be a customer; and also patent medicines. 
It does not make any difference what sort of manufacture it is 
under this section. That is immaterial. This word manufac- 
ture” is one of the broadest of words in the English language, 
unless it be the word ‘‘arts,” and both of them are quite broad 
enough to let in anybody who wants to get into the business of 
looting the Treasury. You can use alcohol in anything, so that 
it is a manufacture or art; it matters not how little else there 
is. You can use it in any way, and you shall not be cut off from 
going to the if only there is art or a medicinal compound. 
There is much mention of repudiation in this discussion. I have 
heard more talk of repudiation in the discussion of this matter 
than I have heard for many years. Lou are told that to repeal 
this section is repudiation. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will say to my friend that he means since the 
United States refused to pay the war claims due its loyal citizens. 

Mr. EVANS. Or anything of that sort. We are told that this 
is repudiation. Iam not in favor of repudiating anything that 
is fair and right; but when the Government acts inops consilii 
pene a remedy should be applied. It shall not act that way 

istime. The Committee on Ways and Means has recommended 
a measure that will cure the evil, and, with one exception, all its 
members are agreed; and I do not know but what that one ex- 
ception was that way. At all events, all but one of the Committee 
on Ways and Means were clearly of opinion that we would lay 
this matter before you in such a shape as that you alone should 
take the responsibility of leaving this door open by which the 
Government can be plundered in the case of the use of alcohol in 
the manufactures and the arts. 

I have spoken with earnestness because I feel that the people of 
this country ought to know the situation. Ifeel that the members 
of this committee ought to know of it. Many of them do not, be- 
cause their avocations of life do not bring them in connection with 
the internal-revenue system. It is a most charming thing to talk 
about free alcohol in manufactures and free alcohol in the arts. 
That is one of those delightful siren songs that fill with pleasure 
some gentlemen who represent certain large and important parts 
of the United States. 

Mr. LINNEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. EVANS. I always yield with pleasure to the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. LINNEY. I want to vote for the gentleman’s bill if I can. 
I see, however, that you report here that under the existing law 
20,000,000 gallons are used annually of grain alcohol. Now, sup- 
pose you repeal the present law, and it restores the use of wood 
alcohol, which you say is poisonous and is untaxed, will not the 
effect of it be to destroy the use of the 20,000,000 gallons of grain 
alcohol and stimulate the use of the poisonous wood alcohol? 

Mr. EVANS. If my friend will just listen he will vote for this 


bill, 
Mr. LINNEY. I listened to every word you said, my dear sir. 
Here you denominate it as cheap and poisonous. 
Mr. EVANS. That is, 2,500,000. 
Mr. LINNEY. But 20,000,000 of grain alcohol are now used. 
Mr. EVANS. Gentlemen, I want you to understand this fact. 
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Wood alcohol, which I did not think of enough importance in this 
matter to mention unless somebody asked about it, cut somewhat 


an incidental figure in the investigation of this matter. Nobody 
representing wood alcohol ever appeared before the Committee on 
ays and Means; nor did I t of considering it here, because 
it did not need to be. But wood alchohol is alcohol made from 
wood instead of grain. Pure grain spirit is not poisonous; but it 
is useful as a solvent for varnishes, and is in many other 
manufactures, such as hat making and things of that sort. 

Now, I want to say to my friend from North Carolina that, so 
far as yet developed, nobody has sought any of this bounty for 
any alcohol that is used for drinking purposes, however much of 
an art that may become. It is only asked for on alcohol used by 
the manufacturers. Wood alcohol can not be used, of course, in 
medicine, with reference to which 5 admits that this sec- 
tion of the statute ought to be repealed, but it can be used in sev- 
eral ways in manufacture. In hat making, for instance, it is used 
as a solvent or in the preparation of the materials that are putinto 
it, and it does not 1 a particle of difference, for that purpose, 
whether it is poisonous or not. 

Mr. HILL. It only makes the difference of whether it kills you 
or not; that is all, 

Mr. EVANS. Well, down in 8 of the country we never 
take any varnish in ours, so there is no danger. [Laughter.] 

Mr. L. You do not take wood alcohol either, do you? 

Mr. EVANS. We would take, gladly take, wood alcohol for 
the purposes for which it can be safely used. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, under the operation of our internal-reyenue laws, which 
have been in force ever since 1862, the wood-alcohol industry has 
developed to a considerable extent in some parts of the country, 
so that there are perhaps two and a half million gallons of it 
Wood alcohol costs more to make than grain alcohol. It does not 
cost more than 10 or 15 cents to make a gallon of grain alcohol, 
but it costs many times that much to make a gallon of wood alco- 
hol. But when you add the tax of $1.10 a gallon to the grain 
alcohol you make the wholesale price about $1.25 per gallon, while 
the wood alcohol can be got for a good deal less. That being so, 
the wood-alcohol manufacture has developed until they have come 
to make about two and a half million gallons of it, employing 
about a thousand hands. But when you rebate the tax you re- 
duce the cost of grain alcohol to 10 or 20 cents a gallon, and no- 
body will buy wood alcohol, thus killing the industry. 

Mr. LINNEY. But the use of the wood alcohol will displace 
the use of the grain alcohol, will it not? 

Mr. EVANS. To a certain extent, possibly. Where you have 
to have grain alcohol, you must have it; but where wood alcohol 
can be used, you can use it without paying the tax. But the 
wood-alcohol industry has very little to do with the question. It 
is simply alluded to in the report of the committee as one illustra- 
tion of the unwisdom of keeping this lawin operation. That is to 
say, the effect will be that by the paying out of the public Treas- 
ury of a bounty to certain industries—it may be a snide manu- 
facture of some sort or something called art—you will destroy the 
i et ag industry without benefiting in the least the public 
at large. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. The gentleman stated just now 
that the wood-alcohol industry would not be interfered with par- 
ticularly. I wish to call his attention to the language of the re- 
port, which, on page 7, says: 

And, lastly, we deem it our du 
of section 61, if carried out, will 
industry. 


Mr. EVANS. That is exactly what I have said and what I say 
now, and I have explained to the gentleman from North Carolina 
pe Linney] how that will come about, by reducing the price of 

e grain alcohol and paning itat 20 or 80 cents or more below 
the price of wood alcohol. In that case wood alcohol will not be 
used, and so the industry will be destroyed. 

Chairman, I ask that the report of the Ways and Means 
Committee on this subject be incorporated in the RECORD asa 
part of my remarks. 

The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8282) entitled “A bill to repeal section 61 of an act to reduce taxation, to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, which e a 
law August 25, 1694," having carefully considered the same, report it back to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass, when so amended as to 
substitute the word “eighth” for the word “fifth,” at the close of line 5 of 
the bill An amendment of the title to conform to this change is also sug- 


is as follows: 


to call attention to the fact that the effect 
the destruction of the large wood-alcohol 
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rescribe regulations to tho law into effect. 
but — aue to do so is shown by the following letter, dated the 6th day of 


r, $ 
Sin: Your communication of yesterday in reference to the execution of 
1894, anı 


An effort was made to p carry 


section 61 of the act of August 28, ad me that, for the reasons 
therein stated, you ‘are unable to a any set tions which would 
yield adequate protection to the Government and the honest manufacturer 
Vithout official supervision, which has not been provided for by Congress,’ is 
received. I have also given much attention to the subject, and have fully 
considered all the arguments and suggestions submitted by the parties inter- 
ested in the execution of the section of the statute referred to, and have ar- 


rived at the conclusion that until further action is taken ae it is not 
ganos to establish and enforce such regulations as are absolutely necessary 
or an offective and beneficial execution of the law. 


3 ee therefore instructed to take no further action in the matter for 
presen 
“ Respectfully, “J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 


“Hon. J. S. MILLER, 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue.” 


And thus the matter stands now, except that claims under the section to 
a great amount are outstanding against the United States unpaid and unad- 


usted. 

7 Prior to the act of August 28, 1894, commonly known as the Wilson bill, there 
was never any such provision in our statutes as curiously and disastrously 
took shape in section 61. This crude legislation was not by any means one of 
the least of the evils of that incomplete and unfortunate measure. The word- 
ing of the section was found to be vague and inapt, so much so, indeed, that it 
was difficult and probably impossible to ropa ons Se its limitations in practice, 
and the door was left wide n for frauds and misinterpretations. So cer- 
tainly was this the case that the Treasury and internal-revenue officials, after 

tient and laborious effort, confessed, as shown in the foregoing letter, their 
Rrapilit: to carry it into effect. That no other conclusion could be reached 
wasit stands every person who intelligently studies 


irits had its germ and origin in 
any respect a necessity, but 
wasa quasi evil, to say the least, and from that standpoint a more appropriate 
subject of taxation than any of the necessaries of life. But this conception 
did not extend to such uses of alcohol and its preparations as were essential 
to the manufacture of articles of meritorious public consumption, such as 
medicines, hats, varnishes, and many fabrics. Consequently, if a scheme 
could be de 1 the Government could exempt alcohol from taxa- 
tion when so used it t strongly commend itself to the committee were 
it not for the considerations pressntly to be But, as before suggested, 
nothing has been proposed to us which even approximately relieves the sub- 
ject of the difficulties to be encountered. 
The matters of Boe: importance in considering the subject seem to be, 


first, the interest of the Government from a revenue standpoint, and, second, 
the interest of the people generally as d ed from that of a very 
limited number of them. 


asingle instance, owing to the exceptional nature of the case, havea cheaper 
— mad — Mlustrated in the case of the . 


ritorious as Rare we can select) that we need go no further on this 
e than to report that the testimony did not ee ggg Peru E on the point 


ears 
of frauds on the Government, and of injury to themselves as merchants by 
the purity and 8 of the articles they sell. 

A relaxa of the high tax on alcohol might be very desirable under some 
circumstances, if we did not so much need revenue, but the entire 
removal of the excise would not be excusable even to a meritorious manu- 
facturing industry unless the people at large should share in the benefit 
when the manufactured article came to them for sale. It is one of the strong- 
est objections to this particular legislation that no such ticipation by the 

blic in the benefits of the exemption seems possible. is benefit all foes, 
and must continue to to the manufacturer alone, or to him and his jobber, 
and the consuming pubic ys just as much as if Con had not enact 
the section. The reason of this is that the full amount of tax must be paa 
at the outset to get the alcohol out of bond, and long afterwards, perhaps 
0 roduc 3 is sold, the claim for refunding, if the proof is satisfactory, 

. This dela 6 0 perteni e e . 
from the purchaser of the ce oi o goods, usive o an 
afterwards from the United States of whatever is refunded on account of the 


While this benefit to the manufacturer will greatly aid him when he gets 
the remitted tax, and possibly in a small way may benefit a limited number 
of laborers or jobbers, with whom he may divide to a nominal extent, the 
dividend to the consumer would be so and uncertain in any event that 
it would not be worth ing, and therefore will not be made, but substan- 
tially all of the amount thus refunded will be retained by the manufacturer 
alone. Hence itis a ent that he will continue to sell 
cisely as much as if the alcohol were to continue to be tax-paid, and 
afterwards get back and retain the $1.10 per gallon as additional profit. It 
enn. Tink he goat ox wise to Tavor in manner the manufacturer of any sort 
of goods. e repeat that the set of no line of business can be stronger 
than that of the maker of medicinal compounds which are d to pro- 
mote the health of the people, and yet free alcohol is so manifestly improper 
and impossible for that interest, unless we to break up the internal- 
revenue system, that no one of the committee entertains the slightest idea 
that the law ought to remain in force as to medicinal or other like compe 
The facilities for frauds on the revenue are too manifest to make this toler- 


able. 

We have pointed out that the proposed benefit to purely private enter- 
prises and manufacturing inte could not bring any Vy ea gery gr gen- 
eral benefit to the people at „which would alone justify it, and it would 
seem manifestfrom point of view alone that section 61 should be promptly 
and y repealed, however desirable under other conditions — 


s product for pre- 
will also 


alcohol might be. We must fora Tong tins necessarily tax alcohol 8 
and we can not, under these circumstances, or without injustice to the pu 
lic, exempt it even to the most meritorious industries, e can not make a 
separate matter of it in those connections with justice either to the revenue 
the Government, or the general public. Ordinarily cheaper raw material 
will insure cheaper products, but where the price of the former is made to 
depend upon the more or less uncertain chance of a refund of a part of its 
cost, the result must be that the price of the product can not be materially 
reduced. Soit will operate here, and the tax subsequently refunded will be 
that much of mere bounty to the manufacturer alone. 

Other considerations seem cogent and powerful aids to the conclusion 
reached by the committee. 

The current expenses of the Government for the fiscal year to end July 1, 
1896, will exceed by about $30,000,000 the revenues for the same period. The 
bast estimate e of the alcohol owed to be claimed as free under ae act 


uired to refund taxes under section 61, and should notany longer 
be subjected to the danger of having to do it. But the large direct loss to 
the revenue of $11,000, per annum is not all. Unless the strictest super- 
vision is main ed over the whole subject of the use of alcohol in the arts, 
an ing medicinal and other like compounds whenever the manufac- 
turer “ finds it n in the language of the section, to use it, the frauds 
committed under the extremely loose wording of the section will add many 
millions more to the the Government will sustain. 
As SOSDODE Sey become a manufacturer ™ of some kind, and may find" 
necessary to use alcohol in the “arts,” whatever that may mean, or in the 
making of medicinal or other like ee the utmost vigilance (to be 
ct from the Atlantic to the Pacific 
schemes which wi 
It is estimated that 


officers must be created as now exist, all of whom must be Pree proper sal- 
aries. In this way more millions would have to be spent, adding fresh bur- 
dens to the people generally, in order to give a benefit to a few, upon some 
specious pretext of free alcohol to this, that, or the other interest, Govern- 
ort aid to which is neither fairer nor more necessary than to any and all 
others. 

England, Germany, and some other countries havo laws providing for the 
use of free alcohol in the preparation of foods, lights, and medicines, and in 
some of the useful arts, e last is done, where practicable, by the methyl- 
ation of the spirits, and it has been u that we could make and enforce 
similar laws, and in this way benefit a few industries We have no accurate 
information as to how effectively these laws operate in those countries, 
though as they are not repealed the presumption is that favorable results 
have 3 attained. 

But those countries of very limited territory and dense ulation present 
cases very different from ours, particularly in the matter of possibility of sur- 
veillance, and investigations made offi yin thiscountry donot encourage 
much hope that methylation could be so regulated as to give useful and safe 
results. It is too easy to demethylize the spirits to risk it to our acute and 
enterprising citizens of certain tendencies. 

Kg distilled spirits produce more revenue than comes from all other 
internal-revenue sources combined. From them we got last year nearly or 
quite $80,000,000. Spirits are a manifestly proper subject for taxation, and 
we should not relax our hold upon this great source of revenue (as we cer- 
tainly shall if we permit this entering wedge to remain) until the obligation 
to pay vast sums in pensions to the soldier and his widow has been extin- 
guished, Its efficiency as a revenue producer will be greatly reduced by the 
seductive intrusions of for free alcohol upon one plausible but delusive 
pretext or another, unless we begin resistance at once. We should forget 
our duty to the Government, and the sacred objects in revenue, 
if we gave it away in any unjustifiable manner. 

e the case is admittedly clear to all as to medicinal compounds which 
may so easily be perverted into beverages, a few may insist that some indus- 
tries, where the use of alcohol involves its total destructio; 
and more favorable foundation in 
mittee admit that the difficulties of surve: 
as the number of instances in which free alcohol ma: 


uses, 

The manufacturer must always, under the peculiar circumstances of this 
case, sell his product at a price which includes the tax paid as well as a rea- 
sonable profit, and will rwards get as an additional profit whatever sums 
may be refunded by the Government. the course the matter will 
take and must take in every case. It is therefore clearly a mere bounty to 
the manufacturer, and a possible injustice to all other industries not equall 
favored. Alcohol is exceptionally surrounded, and the people are entitled, 
through the Government, to the tax thereon, unless 

t the benefits of its being exempt in cer 
stiess, propriety, nor logic 
as represented by th 


in some way they can 

tain instances, There is neither 

taking this benefit from the people generally, 

l 6 Government, and postow jy Ba upon a less number, as 

must necessarily be the result unless section 61 is repealed. The practical 
operations of this peculiar section must lead to this and nothing else. 

As very clearly stating views which met the approval of the committee, 


and as giving also some very important facts in a succinct and forcible man- 
ner, and particularly as showing, as the first one d the almost phenome- 
nal flexibility of the langu employed in section 6l, or at least its great 
width of application, the following letters are inserted at this point. ey 
are quite instructive: 
“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
“OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
° “ Washington, D. C., February 11, 1898. 


“SIR: An investigation of claims presented in one of the collection districts 
of New York for rebate on alcohol claimed to be used under section 61 of act 
28, 1894, shows that the same will amount in this district alone to 
. From information obtained in this district it is 
be lar; 5 in number and amount when 
it is generally known that the re will be paid. 

These K; aos Se a ome sgn of 83 bees 570 2 . 
compounds, fla vo ex essences, patent m es, rum, 
salt, Florida water, medicine extracts, pepto $ homeopathic medi- 
cines, root beer, witch-hazel, medicinal and other like compounds, fruit ex- 
tracts, nutrolactics, pharmaceutical preparations, barbers’ supplies, tobacco, 
smoking tobacco, uloid and fancy goods, hair tonics, bo extract, 
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varnish, bitters of various kinds, essential oils, essence of pepsin, medicinal 


saumetto, tricopherous, pea Jamaica ginger, ethers, oils, wine and 
liquor flavors, toilet waters, confectioneries, ‘berry brandy, cherry 
brandy, household nacea, soothing sirup, Radway's Ready Rollet, sarsa- 


a, Venetian ent, etc, Ay: 
“Respectfully, yours, “JOS. S. MILLER, Commissioner. 
“House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.” 


“Hon. WALTER EVANS, 
“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
“OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
“ Washington, D. C., February 13, 1896. 

“Sie: Referring to my letter of the lth instant, on the subject of alcohol 
used in the arts, etc., inclosed please find y of aletter this day received 
from The A. Burdsal Company, of Indianapolis, Ind., manufacturers and job- 
bers in ts, varnishes, etc., protesting against the allowance of rebate of 


“The statements made in support of this protest confirm_the views ex- 

pressa in my letter above referred to, and, coming as they do from manu- 

acturers who use alcohol in their business, and who haye made claim for re- 
bate on alcohol already used, seem to be entitled to special consideration. 


. yours, 
aged “JOS. S. MILLER, Commissioner. 
“Hon. WALTER EVANS, 
House of Representatives.” 


“ INDIANAPOLIS, IND., February 10, 1896. 


“DEAR SIR: I see by the trade papers that a large delegation of patent- 
medicine manufacturers, perfumers, wholesale dru; and others have 
mppeeren before the Ways and Means Committee in favor of the McMillin 

for free alcohol. As a user of alcohol, and at the same time having a 
claim now before the Government for the refunding of the tax on what we 
have used during the past year, I desire to enter my protest this bill, 
believing it is a great wrong to the people of this country and to the Govern- 


ment. 

“If I correctly understand it, the Government refunds the duty on alcohol 
to every ex ths of every line of goods in which alcohol enters. If such is 
the case, where, then, is the drawback to the manufacturer of goods that are 
sold for export? In the second place, is free alcohol likely to be of benefit to 
the le of this country? To this I answer no. It is simply a scheme of 
the large manufacturers of patent medicines and others to get absolute con- 
1 — — of this business e ira the small competitors, who are worrying 

em more than taxable ol. 

Go back to the time when manufacturers of patent medicines in this coun- 
try had to affix a stamp to their preparations. By false re tation they 
had Congress remove this tax. the public benefited thereby? Not acent. 
Their medicines Daras sold at the same price as before, and the Government 
loses the revenue on them. 

“Tt is exactly a parallel case with the tobacco manufacturers. They had 
the tax repealed on manufactured tobacco, and after that was done they sold 
tobacco at identically the same price; that is, so far as the poor man was con- 
cerned. bis nickel piece of tobacco larger than it was before. The re- 
sult was all the large tobacco 

In order to prevent the Government being wronged by 
alcohol it is necessary that supervisors be appointed, just as they are in the 
distill safeguards will have to be thrown around its use, which 


he business. 
att One of the largest uses to which alcohol is put is the anaon A shellac to 
make ‘shellac varnishes.’ Almost every large paint house the United 
States now make their own ‘shellac „but if they are uired to 
have asupervisor stand over them and see that they use the alcohol they buy 
for nothing else but the manufacture of this article they will have to . 
tinue it, and this business will be thrown into the hands of the large manu- 
facturers in New York and elsewhere, who, having complete control of the 
market, will naturally take savantes of the situation and make exorbitant 
profits. It is 9 a scheme of the big fish to eat the little ones. 

“ Outside of all this, the United States Government needs the revenue com- 

to it from alcohol, and should have it. I would even go further than that 
— reenact the law that a stamp should go on every bottle of patent medi- 
cine in this country, simply because these men are ing See profits 
and can afford it. It will not advance the cost of their medicines 1 mill to 
the poor man, who buys them from the retail . When this Govern- 
ment is on a better financial basis than she is y it will be time enough 
for her to be liberal, and throw away revenue that rightly belongs to her. 


2 “THE A. BURDSAL CO. 
“Mr. M. š 


Commissioner of Internal Revenue, Washington, D. C.” 
In addition to all these considerations it should not be fo; 

“chemical,” the spirits,“ and the “sundries” schedules of 

were prepared without section 61 be 


dru; 


tten that the 
e Wilson bill 
in the bill, and after its insertion 
there wus no rearrangement of the duties to meet this change, which was 
made in the Senate. Disproportionate protection is thereby unintentional] 

given to many articles to the extent in some instances of at least 100 per cen 


notably: 
vn suiphurie ne Bee ethers, and in all alcoholic compounds not specially 
the sc ules. 

And, lastly, we deem it our duty to call attention tothe fact that the effect 
of section 61, if carried out, will be the destruction of the la wood-alcohol 
interest. Over a thousand hands are on and several million dollars are 
embarked in the industry, and 2,500,000 ons are br cana a Itis 
poisonous and not usable as a beverage, and is therefore not taxed. It is not 
as good as grain alcohol nor so cheap as free alcohol for manufacturing pur- 
poses, but . suffices in many cases. . 

It is not considered by the committee to be either just or wise to give a 
bounty in the way of free alcohol to any other 5 when one of the cer- 
tain effects of the bestowal will be to destroy the wood. alcohol interest, and 
in no way to benefit either the Government or the public. On the contrary, 

Government, d of being benefited, would 1 pay a large bounty to one 
set of industries, and in this way enable them to destroy another. e be- 
stowal of this bounty is not defensible apo any ground under what must be 
the practical operations of section 61, and its harmfulness to another merito- 
rious industry enlarges and emp zes the reasons against it, which the com- 
mittee as already eee ee 

Unless the section is repealed promptly. 
of losing about $11,000,000 per annum now 
large yearly increase as 5 in availing 

ion seem most urgent 


the Government stands in danger 

because of it, with the chance for a 

of its develops. The 
pow 
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Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I consumed? 
5 5 CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has occupied fifty-five min- 
utes. 
Mr. MORSE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask my ques- 
tion now? 

Mr. EVANS. Yes; I shall be glad to answer it. 

Mr, MORSE. I understood the gentleman from Kentucky to 
base his argument upon the ground that this free alcohol was an 
excrescence on the Gorman- Wilson bill. 

Mr. EVANS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORSE. If you remove all the excrescences upon that bill, 
will there be anything left? [Laughter.] 

Mr. EVANS. Well, we pro to remove this one at least, one 
at a time in that r t. [Cries of “No!” “No!” on the Repub- 
lican side.] Now, Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time, 
and after my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. VESELE]; shall haye occupied as much time as 
I haye taken we can probably come to some agreement as to when 
the debate shall close. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as 
there seems to be considerable uncertainty as to the length of 
time which is to be allowed for this debate, and as there are gen- 
tlemen sitting about me who represent districts in which legiti- 
mate and extensive manufactures exist which are vitally inter- 
ested in this question, I do not wish to occupy any great length of 
time myself, ne to give those gentlemen an opportunity 
to represent their districts and the industries of those Alstriots. 

Mr. EVANS. Did the gentleman understand my suggestion 
that he should proceed to occupy as much time as I have occu- 
pied, and that then we might reach an understanding as to the 
time for concluding the debate? 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. If my colleague on the com- 
mittee can assure me that we shall have general debate on the 
bill beyond this afternoon, that may help us to come to an under- 
standing. 

Mr. EVANS. Of course I can not give the gentleman that as- 
surance, as I can not control the matter. My suggestion was that 
the gentleman should occupy the full length of time that I had 
taken, and that then we might come to an agreement. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. In any event, I should not 
think of occupying the whole of that time myself and leaving 
other gentlemen who are opposed to this bill the uncertain chance 
of securing time. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have been unable to agree fully with my 
colleagues on the Committee on Ways and Means in relation to 
this proposition. I agree with them more nearly this afternoon 
than I ever have before, inasmuch as the amendment is proposed 
in a way declaring for the principle of free alcohol in manufac- 
tures and arts. In the few words I shall say I am going to speak 
generally on this subject. 

I conceive it to be a policy of the Republican party that it shall 
by its legislation seek to foster, protect, and in every legitimate, 
reasonable way care for the manufacturing industries of this coun- 
try. I consider it further specifically the policy of the Republican 
party to grant free alcohol for use in manufactures and arts. I 
call the attention of this committee to the fact that the Republican 
platform of 1888—the last platform on which we stood in victory— 
as it was presented to that great Republican convention at Chicago 
by the chairman of the committee on resolutions, William McKin- 
ley, jr., of Ohio [oppilaan] , declared unequivocally in favor of free 
alcohol for use in manufactures and arts. And so before that 
time, and clear down until to-day, I for one recognize and declare 
it to have been the policy of the Republican party to give free alco- 
hol for use in manufactures and arts, under such rules and regula- 
fons 5 1 the sevens 2 the Government from fraud 
in alcoho or beverages and for purposes other than manu- 
factures and arts. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will my colleague on the committee permit 
a question right there? He stated what was the platform of 
his party in 1888; and he mentioned in connection with that the 
gentleman whose name was attached to the tariff law which was 
passed when his part came into power. Now, is it not a fact 
that when Mr. McKinley was chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means he refused to make any provision of this kind giving 
free alcohol for use in the arts? 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Let me answer my colleague. 
Without going fully into the history of this question, I will come 
directly to the answer. In the Fiftieth Congress the Senate Com- 
mittee on Finance, a Republican committee, in dealing with the 
Mills bill ine rated upon that measure an amendment pro- 
ees specifically, and Dy colons which I believe were prac- 
ticable and feasible in their execution, for free alcohol in the 
manufactures and arts. That ended the action on the subject in 
the Fiftieth Congress. In the Fifty-first Congress we were in a 
position to pass a completely new tariff law dealing with the cus- 
toms features and the internal-revenue features. It is a fact, as 
my colleague on the committee [Mr. MCMILLIN] states, that that 
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law did not contain provisions for free alcohol in manufactures 
and the arts. I do not know whether that subject was 

or considered in the Committee on Finance of the Senate and the 
Ways and Means Committee of the House during that Congress. 
My understanding is that it was talked of and gone over at some 


length in the Ways and Means Committee. But what did Mr. 
McKinley and the Republican party, with which he acted, do in 
that tarit bill in the Fifty-first Congress? They had a reduced 
internal-revenue tax all along the line, lower than it is to-day by 
874 cents per commercial gallon, or something of that sort; and in 
addition to that they increased the duty on imports of manufac- 
tured articles which came into competition with domestic prod- 
ucts in the production of which alcohol was used. 

Mr. McMILLIN. My friend will pardon me—— 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Iam perfectly willing, if my 
friend from Tennessee would substitute the McKinley bill for this 
section and the other sections of the tariff law of 1894, to say noth- 
ing further about free alcohol. For the advantage and protection 
which the American manufacturer gets incidentally and acci- 
dentally from this section 61 which crept into the law through no 
desire of the party which my friend represents—the advantage 
which the American manufacturer gets from this section would 
be a mere bagatelle as compared with the 1 he would 
fet from the full and complete provisions of the old McKinley 

aw. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Right there, if my friend will pardon me, I 
know he would not intentionally mislead the committee; and he 
will agree with me, I think, that his statement in regard to what 
was done by the committee and the House is misleading in this: 
He says that the internal-revenue tax was reduced 37 per cent, 
but the whisky tax of 90 cents a gallon, which is the question 
involved here, was not reduced one cent. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. I understand that under the 
McKinley law the tax was 37 cents less than it is now. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No, sir. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. On alcohol? 

Mr. McMILLIN. No, sir. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Then there is a variance be- 
tween my friend and myself. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman stated that the committee 
did reduce this internal-revenue tax, when in point of fact neither 
the committee nor that House nor that Congress reduced the gal- 
lon tax on whisky by one cent. What the gentleman possibly 
might claim is—— 

. RUSSELL of Connecticut. I hope the gentleman will not 
take too much of my time. My understanding is (and I am 
speaking in the presence of gentlemen who are better acquainted 
with this subject than I am) that the law—— 

A MEMBER. Which law? 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Thelaw of 1890—the McKinley 
law, as it is commonly called—reduced the tax on the commercial 

on of alcohol by 37} cents, and on the proof gallon by 20 cents 


than it is to-day. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I knew my friend was in error in that re- 
spect. 


Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. But providing it did not re- 
duce ita penny, it increased the tariff rates on the manufactured 
products into which alcohol enters as a component part, and the 
advantage to the American manufacturer comes there. You took 
away that advantage and you took that protection away by the law 
of 1894, and the incidental amount of protection and advantage 
left by section 61, you—and I regret to say it, Republicans as well 
as Democrats—propose now to take away. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I have been diverted from the line of argu- 
ment that I es ee 5 pornea I 8 Par it eee 
a principle an icy o epublican y ant free alco- 
hal for use in manufactures and in the arts. I believe that is the 

licy which is held by the Republican party to-day; and in evi- 

ence of it I submit to you the amendment which my colleague 
[Mr. Evans] from the Ways and Means Committee has given 
notice that he will offer some time in the discussion of this ques- 
tion. That is an amendment which recognizes that free alcohol 
shall be used in the manufactures and in the arts if regulations 
sao Be and effective and protective to the Government can be 
evised. 


Now, section 61 is crude and is faulty. My coll eon the 
committee will bear me witness that during the consideration of 
this question in the committee at no time did I contend that this 
section should not be repealed. It came into the bill ra Ne 5 
but it was a declaration of a principle and policy of the pa b 
lican party. Incidentally, as long as it is on the statute book, it 
gives the benefit and protection of free alcohol to the manufactures 
and the arts. But what I have contended for was this: That with 

i the repeal of this faulty section of the law there should be brought 
into the House for its consideration some measure which was 
practicable and feasible in its execution and which would guaran- 
tes to all our domestic manufactures free alcohol. Therefore, if 


I may be allowed to * I think the aay pie ee my colleagues 
on the Committee on Ways and Means, did not go to the full ex- 
tent of their duty as Republicans in this matter. I have no con- 
tention with my colleague the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Evans] as to the faults of the present law. I admit that it is very 
crude, that it is very he! tect though not im ible of ex- 
ecution. I have no doubt that it would cause frauds on the reve- 
nues of the Government, but I do say in connection with a repeal 
of this pg oye that it is the duty of the committee and it is the 
duty of this House to try in every possible way to prepare some 
measure which shall be practical in its stead. 

Why do I say this, Mr. Chairman? The use of free alcohol in 
manufactures and in the arts to-day is admitted in all of the civi- 
lized countries abroad. Great Britain, France, Germany, Austria, 
Italy, Belgium, the Netherlands, Norway, Sweden, Russia, and 
Switzerland all haye enactments allowing free alcohol for use in 
manufactures and the arts. Some of these laws have been on 
their statute books for a almost. France has had such a law 
since 1816, and all the evidence we can find shows that those laws 
have operated not only to the advantage of the manufactures of 
those countries, but in no way have they interfered with the 
reyenues of the respective Governments from alcohol or from 
spirits used for beverages. And in further evidence of that fact, 
every revision of their laws which any one of these countries has 
made has granted free alcohol for use in manufactures and in the 
arts as far as practicable, and each revision, as a rule, has been 
more liberal and comprehensive in allowing alcohol for such pur- 
poses than the law which precededit. Probably the most perfect 
free-alcohol law in foreign lands to-day is t of Germany, 
which, if my memory serves me right, has been in operation 
substantially its present form since about 1888. England's law, 
the present law, was amended at an earlier date, but the evidence 
is conclusive that all of these foreign countries protect and stimu- 
late their manufactures by allowing the free use of alcohol. 

Now, it seems to me perfectly clear and right from our stand- 
point as Republicans and protectionists that when these foreign 
countries stimulate their important industries and their rt 
trade by allowing free alcohol the same stimulus should be given 
to the trade of this country. And here let me remark that there 
is no place in the world where grain spirits can be manufac- 
tured so Sheers and so easily as in the United States, and the 
free use of alcohol in manufactures and the arts, according to 
my idea, would afford a stimulus not only to domestic Gade. bat 
to our export business it would be a boon. And especially would 
it be advantageous to the sram producers of the country. I 
believe the free use of alcohol in manufactures and the arts would 
be a great advantage to the agricultural industries of the entire 
country in the greatly increased demand and production of grai 
alcohol for use in the industries which would be stimulated and 
extended by free alcohol. 

Now, I say repeal section 61, if you see fit, because it is crude 
and possibly impossible of execution; but in its stead at the same 
time as you repeal it, or assoonas practicable thereafter, give us a 
law which shall allow free alcohol for use in themanufactures and 
the arts. Do not let the onlysingle, well-defined tariff enactment 
of this Republican House of the Witty fourth Congress be a repeal 
of a protective feature of existing law without the substitution of 
more effective and pronounced protection. Do not let patriotic 
duty to a Democratic Administration entirely overweigh protect- - 
ive consideration for American industries. It is very proper to 
consider the deficiency of revenue and the distressed financial con- 
ditions of the Government, and seek to relieve and reimburse the 
Treasury. But it is not necessary to do it according to the dic- 
tum of a Democratic Administration and in a way hostile to 
Republican policy. 

Now, it may be said that it is rather a late day to su t that 
we substitute for this repeal some other enactment which shall 
allow free alcohol. It was my privilege in the committee to sub- 
mit two bills, each of which seemed to me to be practicable and 
feasible in execution. One of them dealt exclusively with manu- 
factured products, where the alcohol was entirely consumed in the 
product and could in no way be recovered in à portable form from 
the manufactured product. That bill would apply to reek, writ 
ber of manufacturing industries. It would apply to the hatting 
industry, which is to-day represented in so many States of this 
Union. It would apply tothe manufacture of hardware. It would 
apply to the manufacture of various things. It would apply pos- 
sibly to some manufactures of paints, varnishes, and that sort of 
thing. 

There was another bill submitted, which was more extensive 
and more liberal in its provisions; and so in what I say to-day I 
wish it to be understood that I am in no way defending section 61 
which you seek to repeal, except so far as I defend it as declarin 
a policy of the Republican I can enjoy the criticism 
my friend and colleague [Mr. Evans] in reference to the abuse of 
section 61. I stand with him, as he knows, for its repeal; but 
when we repeal it, we still place ourselves far from what I believe 
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to be our duty in carrying out a policy under the principles of the’ 
party to which we have prescribed ourselves year after year. 

Going back for a moment to the foreign laws which allow free 
alcohol for use in the manufactures and arts, an excellent and 
3 law is the English law. The spirits under this English 

w are methylated under the supervision of Government officers. 
And now I want to speak for a moment about methylated alcohol 
and refer to the wood-alcohol industry. The wood-alcohol in- 
dustry is a domestic industry which I as earnestly and as heartily 
as my colleague and friend from New York 17 Payne] believe 
in preserving and protecting. It makes no difference to me for 
this discussion or at this time if the industry is under the control 
or the influence of a trust. 

Mr. PAYNE. If my colleague will allow me, I will say to him 
that I have no special interest in the wood-alcohol industry any 
more than in any other industry in the United States. There is 
not a drop of it manufactured in my district or very near to my 
district. I believe there is some manufactured in the State of 
New York and in the State of Pennsylvania, but I have no interest- 
in it any more than I have any other industry. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. You have the same interest in 
it that I have—that is, an interest in its preservation as a domes- 
tic American industry. 

But the argument is made that the continuance of section 61, 
by authorizing the use of free grain alcohol in the manufactures 
and arts, destroys the wood-alcohol industry. I quite disagree 
with that. I beliows that free alcohol allowed for the manufac- 
tures and arts would be astimulus for the wood-alcohol peel 
The extent of the wood-alcohol industry to-day is very small. 
There is nothing better than wood alcohol with which to meth- 
ylate grain alcohol. The free use of grain alcohol in our manufac- 
tures and arts would very largely extend the use not only of grain 
alcohol, but of methylated alcohol, and thereby furnish an outlet 
and a use for an additional quantity of wood alcohol. 

Under the English law methylated alcohol is what is largely 
e in the 1 LEE args It 5 eee 575 T- 

ps nine grain alcohol and one part w: coho ese 
methylated spirits are prepared under the direction of a Govern- 
ment official, and the authority to methylate is granted to dis- 
tillers, to rectifiers, and to licensed methylaters. Persons are 
licensed to sell such spirits. They are ed authorized meth- 
ylaters and retailersof such spirits, and the methylated spirits are 
authorized to be sold in-quantity to any person for use in any art 
or manufacture carried on by him; to a retailer of such spirits, 
who is limited at one time to a holding of 50 gallons, and by a 
retailer to any person in a quantity not exceeding 1 on. 

This law has been in force since 1880, There are 3 in the 
United Kingdom 24 methylaters and 12,104 retailers of methylated 

irits. That is the way they take care of their users of meth- 
ylated spirits over there in that foreign country, which sends, under 
the stimulus of the present tariff law, so many products to take 
away the trade of our domestic manufacturers. Further than 
that, they place a customs duty on every article in which spirits 
are used, including imports of methylated spirits. It seems to 
me, gentlemen, only fair that we should afford to our domestic 
manufacturers here the same stimulus and the same protection 
which they give there in Great Britain. 

To illustrate, take the item of transparent soap. Iam not deal- 
ing with any such fictitious mannfactures and arts as my friend 
and parton e from Kentucky [Mr. Evans] made reference to. 
The man ture of transparent soap requires the use of meth- 
ylated spirits or grain alcohol. First, there is a duty of 8 cents per 
proof gallon put upon methylated spirits, thus compelling the use 
of domestic spirits. Second, there is a duty of 6 cents per pound 
upon transparent soap. As a result of this, the importation of 
methylated spirits in Great Britain to-day amounts to less than 
475,000 gallons, and the importation of soap amounts to less than 
11,000 pounds, virtually no importation atall. So that the whole 
domestic market over in Great Britain is retained to their manu- 
facturers of soap simply by their provision in relation to the use 
of free alcohol and methylated spirits in that manufacture. 

Now, what protection can result to our industry of transpar- 
ent-soap manufacture from a duty of 15 per cent on e bei en 
we levy an internal-revenue tax of 800 per cent on the alcohol our 
manufacturers use in its production, when the foreign manufac- 
turers have the benefit of free spirits? Why should this discrim- 
ination continue against our citizens when we have as an exam- 

le to follow the laws granting free alcohol to manufacturers in 

orce in every single civilized country abroad, the whole oper- 
ating practically and 1 the other revenues of those gov- 
ernments from alcohol used for other purposes? 

Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has occupied twenty-five 
minutes, and has thirty-five minutes remaining. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I do not pro- 
pose to take up more time now, and, instead of reserving my time, 
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I shall yield the remainder to my colleague, the gentleman from 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for thirty 

ear e gentl is ized for thirty-five 
minutes. 

Mr. HILL. I shall trust to the generosity of the House to give 
me the rest of the time to which I would be entitled if recognized 
in my own right. I propose to discuss this question as a Repub- 
lican and a business man. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that this is the most 
5 gumon to Wr interests or district of any eed has 
come before Congress this session, an ge ase fe t I may 
be piena i use my own time to the extent that the rules 
will permit. 

Mr. Chairman, I propose to discuss this question as a Repub- 
lican and a business man. 

On the 19th of December, 1893, the Wilson tariff bill was re- 
ported to the House and passed February 1,1894. It was amended 
634 times by the Senate, passed by that body July 3, and readopted 
by the House August 13, 1894. It was the Democratic expression 
of a deliberate intention to reduce duties on importations an aver- 
age of 15 per cent and to increase internal- revenue taxation about 
30 per cent. It was wickedly conceived, was delivered by abor- 
tion, and has developed into a monstrosity. It has proved a curse 
to the party that fa it and disastrous to the home into which 
it was thrust. There has not been an hour since it was thought 
of till now when under its operations this nation has not s ily 
run into debt. 

Think of what has happened to this land of ours since March 4, 
1893. Two financial panics the like of which no living man has 
seen before. Factories closed and armies of idle men marchin 
across the land demanding food and work. Business 5 
or prosecuted at fearful loss. Public works postponed and the 
Government crippled in every branch of service. The coast de- 
fenses discontinued, so that, while we shout defiance to all the 
world, we are the objects of derision by the weakest of the civilized 
nations of the globe. Our little Army without equipment; our in- 
fant Navy without shot or shell and only fit for pleasure cruising. 
Thousands of men who fought to save the Union dropped from the 
pension roll and thousands more whose honest claims are by tech- 
nicalities postponed and deferred while want, and destitution, and 
old age are bringing them to their graves. The postal service eri 
pled and its wonderful growth and progress practically sto: 

A nation which for thirty years under Republican inistra- 
tion has been the wonder of the world, which in that time has had 
a 8 in wealth, in numbers, and in the development of every 
industrialart Soin preg since creation’s dawn, this nation brought 
toa dead standstill by this full fruition and crowning glory of 
Democratic statesmanship. 

The pie who make Presidents and Congressmen have learned 
well the lesson taught by sore experience, and have spoken in 
ways that do not admit of doubt, that the blunder of 1892 shall 
be corrected and the Democratic policy reversed. They mean 
that the taxes upon the products of American labor shall be re- 
duced, or, better yet, abolished altogether, and that the expenses 
of this nation shall be met from customs duties laid on foreign 
products coming into competition with our own and the balance 
paid by luxuries wherever found. To-day, without regard to 
party, the people are united on this issue in the Northern States, 
and woe to the politicians who run counter to this demand. 

5 for honest work and honest work for all is the 
people's ing cry, and the whole brood of trusts and combina- 
tions, tors and lobbyists, political schemers and bosses, 
must stand aside and give the procession room. 

I will stop here to give notice that I shall move an amendment 
prng out all after the enacting clause and inserting in lieu 
thereof the amendment proposed by the committee, the effect 
being to apponi a commission not to repeal the law, -but to 

rt a substitute to the next session of Congress in place of it. 

uring the summer of 1894, while the Wilson bill was pending 
in the Senate and the auction for votes for its support was going 
merrily on, and the ‘‘ deadly blight of treason was blasting the 
councilsof the brave,” and the “communism of pelf” wasdictating 
laws to a triumphant Democracy for the first time in thirty 
years in full control of the nation, the keen eye of Senator HOAR 
of Massachusetts discovered one weak spot in the enemy’s line 
and forced into the bill an amendment now known as section 61, 
which the pending measure proposes to repeal. 

It was accepted for the time being to avoid discussion, but with 
no thought of final adoption, for no Democrat in either House for 
anioment dreamed that this mass of ‘‘ outrageous discriminations” 
would come from the conference committee with any semblance 
of the Senate bill still remaining. The bill was in committee for 
forty days, until at length, with a hunger and thirst for tariff 
reform such as never tortured Dr. Tanner for food and drink, the 
Democratic majority swallowed it, amendments and all, at a sin- 
gle gulp, and have been suffering from indigestion ever since. 
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The only feature of the whole bill that was intended to operate in 
the interest of American labor and for the benefit of home indus- 
tries was this section 61, put in by a Republican, left in by acci- 
dent, and damned by the Administration from that day to this. 
Can it be possible that this Republican House will select this sole 
exponent of its own principles, the only leaven in the whole lump, 


the one redeeming feature of Democratic free-trade legislation, 
and repealing that, allow the rest to stand, to bring paralysis, decay. 
and death to every American industry for two years more? Was 
it for this and this only that this House was made two-thirds 
Republican by an indignant e Think you that the members 
from doubtful States—yes, from any State—will glory in sucha 
record as this upon the stump this fall? 

But the Secretary of the Treasury, the Democratic members of 
the Ways and Means Committee, and, Iam sorry tosay, afew Re- 
publicans upon that committee,claim that because the enforce- 
ment of this law would inure to the benefit of the industries of 
this nation to the estimated amount of ten millions annually, and 
because large claims for rebates under its provisions are being 
8 in our courts, it must, therefore, be repealed. I admit 

t large claims are being made; it only shows the necessity for 
the enforcement of the law. I deny that ten millions of revenue 
or one-quarter of that amount is possibly lost thus far by this one 
section of the bill, but I do know that one hundred and thirty mil- 
lions have already gone by reason of the other sections, and that 
the next two years will add another hundred millions, and all at 
the expense of our own people; and yet this committee deliber- 
ately Sh ta to repeal the helpful clause and leave the rest 
untouched, 

Task the delegation from the great State of Ohio, a State whose 
splendid champion of protection seems now to be marching with 
triumphant tread to receive the highest honors of the nation [loud 
applause on the Republican side], if this is the advance message 
of prosperity which they will send out of the gloom and darkness 
of the past four years to the struggling industries of this land? 

I ask the gent eman from William L. Wilson’s district in West 
Virginia if this is the protection that he taught to his mountaineers 
in 1894? Did the members from North Carolina and Tennessee tell 
their constituents then that the internal revenue would be in- 
creased and the Wilson tariff duties left untouched? Was it for 
this that the woolgrowers of Montana, Idaho, Wyoming, and the 
Dakotas sent their members here, to tax alcohol in the industrial 
arts 700 per cent and keep wool on the free list, and so maintain 
the Wilson tariff price of 5 cents a pound? 

Dare the gentlemen from the grain-raising States go back to 
their constituents and tell them that the only tariff legislation that 
they have succeeded in passing was to put the highest tax in all 
the world upon the farmer’s grain, and thereby narrow the mar- 
ket which the Wilson tariff bill by accident had broadened? Will 
the gentlemen from New York and Pennsylvania enjoy telling 
their constituents that they have put the whole of the magnificent 
industries of those States under tribute to one little trust in a few 
counties there with an entire annual output of only $1,800,000? 

And yet this is what must be done if this bill is passed, for it 
will be the only tariff legislation of this session, and if adopted by 
this Republican House will be gladly ratified by a Democratic 
Senate and approved, as it has already been demanded, by a free- 
trade Administration. 

That there may be no misunderstanding about this matter, I 
wish to quote the section to which reference is made and show the 
action of the Administration in regard to its enforcement. It 
reads as follows: 


Any manufacturer finding it necessary to use alcohol in the arts, or in any 
medical or other like compound, may use the same under regulations to be 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, and on satisfying the collector 
of internal revenue for the district wherein he resides or carries on business 
that he has complied with such regulations and has used such alcohol therein, 
and exhibiting and delivering up the stamps which show that a tax has been 
= thereon, be entitled receive from the eg yar? | of the United 

tates a rebate or payment of the tax so paid. (28 Stat. L., 567.) 

This was not a new proposition, for on the 22d day of June, 1888, 
William McKinley, jr,,chairman of the committee on resolutions, 
read to a Republican national convention, of which many mem- 
bers of this House and some of the members of the Ways and 
Means Committee were a part, that splendid enunciation of the 
doctrine of protection which has never been equaled in the his- 
tory of the party and which has possibly made his name immortal, 
and therein specifically declared for free alcohol in the arts and 
sciences, and if less revenue was desired for the entire abolition 
of internal taxes rather than a reduction of the duties on im- 


Has it come to this, that because the Democrats in this Congress 
refuse to vote for a revenue tariff bill to furnish means to main- 
tain an Administration of their own, we must violate our prin- 
ciples and repudiate our pledges to the people? 2 

either was it a new legislative proposition, for provisions look- 
ing to the same result were added to Mills bill in 1888, and the 


report of the Senate Committee on Finance refers to it in this lan- 


guage: 
Senate Report No. 2332, Fiftieth Congress, first session. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, submitted the following 
report (to accompany bill H. R. 9051). 

he Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9051) to 
reduce taxation and seapiity the laws in relation to the collection of the rev- 
enue, respectfully report: . 
* $ + + s * * 

The provisions of the substitute which allow the use of alcohol in the indus- 
trial arts free from taxation would prove of great benefit to a large number 
of important manufactures. Alcohol is used in the production of more than 
500chemical and pharmaceutical preparations and in many of the mechanical 
and industrial arts, and its use in all these directions would be largely ex- 
tended if the onerous tax should be abolished. The heavy tax upon alcohol 
unnecessarily increases the pe of many manufactu: roducts, with no 
corresponding benefit except the resulting revenue, which is now unneces- 
sary. 


Every reason that justified a Republican Senate in such action 
then justifies the een House now in demanding the execu- 
tion of this law; and I can go even further than that, and assert 
that we have the very best Democratic authority for the state- 
ment that revenue need not be considered, for only a few days 
ago when the report upon filled cheese” came in I found this 
statement therein: 


The Treasury does not need replenishment, even if revenue should arise 
from this bill. We have of available cash hae ry more — $160,- 
000,000 over and above the gold reserve. 


H. G. TURNER. 
BENTON McMILLIN. 
J. L. McLAURIN. 

So this remarkable spectacle is presented of Democrats voting 
for this bill in order to perpetuate the customs schedule of the 
Wilson bill and Republicans elected for the express purpose of 
wiping out that legislation aiding them in preserving it. 

This talk of a loss of eleven millions of revenue per annum be- 
cause of this measure is the veriest nonsense, prompted by a Dem- 
ocratic official to prevent the enforcement of the law, and no one 
knows this better than the author of this report. 

At the end of the fiscal year of 1895, which covered ten months 
of the law, the claims for rebates were for 317,890 proof gallons, or 
about $317,890. 

On November 30, 1895, the Attorney-General reports the amount 
to be, for fifteen months, nearly $2,500,000, a sum less by far than 
that which has been openly asserted upon the floor of this House 
to be annually stolen in the administration of the United States 
courts by marshals’ and witnesses’ fees. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. If it is agreeable to my col- 
league, I hope he will read a letter which I know he has received 
from the Attorney-General as to the facts in this matter. 

Mr. HILL. If I have time I will read it; but I will put it in the 
RecorD. I wrote to the Attorney-General for a tabulation of 
these claims. I read this report from the Committee on Ways 
and Means, saying this Government was receiving $11,000,000 a 
year in claims; and I sat down and wrote to the Attorney-General 
for a tabulation of the claims he had received. The letter is as 
follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., May l, 1896. 

DEAR Sin: Iam sorry to yo Be ved it is quite impossible for me to give you 
the exact information reques by your favor of May 3 with reference to 
the claims for rebate upon alcohol. There have now been commenced be- 
tween 500 and 600 suits, which take their place day by day on the docket with 
suits of all other kinds, and there is no way of Clasmityin them with refer- - 
ence to locality ro, by a separate examination of each individual petition. 
Our clerical force is epe so inadequate for the work to be done in this De- 
5 that it would be next to impossible to do this in time to be of any 
use Ou. 

The dondition of things is briefly this: Commencing with about December 
1, 1894, almost daily since, these suits have been commenced in the Court of 
Claims, mainly by twoattorneys. There are other attorneys who have lar; 
numbers of the claims who have not brought suit on them, thinking it as we 
to wait until the questions of law are decided and then make one suit cover 
the whole period. It is, of course, obvious that as to those who commenced 
suits some time ago, their claims haye been growing daily, as they continue 
to use alcohol, and therefore the amounts stated in the petitions do not ade- 
quately reproser, the amount of claim which the individual would have were 
his action to be brought to trial and judgment. 

‘There are, as I say, about 550 of these suits already commenced (each da 
increases the number). Theaggregate of the amounts claimed in those peti- 


tions is about $1,800, but as many of them were commenced nearly a year 
r. a ey t nn it is perhaps not far from correct to say that the present 
claims of the 


individuals represented oe suits aggregate about double 
the sum above mentioned, or about $3,600,000. 

It was estimated by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue that approxi- 
mately 30,000 people used alcohol in such a way as to come within the terms 
of section 61 of the tariff act of 1894. Presumably, however, the 500 who have 
commenced suit are larger users on the average than those who have not. 

I shall be glad to give any information in ay power on this subject, and if 
it is important that the exact information ed for by your letter should 
be had I will facilitate any clerks whomay be sent by obtaining the petitions 
for them and directing their work. 2 es 

Your letter has been referred to me for the reason that the suits in the 
Court of Claims are in my charge. 


Very respectfull, J. E. DODG 
á = Assistant 8 
Hon. E. J. HILL, 
House of Representatives. 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5703 


The aggregate amount of the claims in this computation is 
about $1,800,000, but as many of them were commenced nearly a 
year and a half ago, it is perhaps but fair for me to say that 
the present claims now represented by those suits would aggre- 
gate about double the sum, about 83, 600.000 up to this time, so that 
the entire amount that anybody knows anything about is less than 
$2,000,000 per year. Now, one man’s guess is just about as good 
as another man’s guess, especially when he does not know any- 
thing about it, and it seems a very . that a committee 
as important as the Ways and Means Committee of this House 
should have made a statement of that kind, when it was perfectly 

ible to get the actual factsin the case by simply doing as I did, 

y writing a letter to the Department and finding out; and it 

seems to me that that alone invalidates all the rest of the propo- 
sition that they have presented on this subject. 

The fact of the case is that the estimate of $11,000,000 is the 
wildest kind of an estimate, originally made years ago and based 
on calculations made by David A. Wells, of the quantity of alco- 
hol used in the arts and sciences before any tax was put on it, but 
that since that was done and the cost so enormously increased 
other and cheaper substitutes have been necessitated in order to 
meet foreign competition with untaxed spirits, with the result 
that greatlyinferior products have been produced. No oneknows 
except from the claims presented what amount is used, but every- 
one knows that if this law were enforced the amount would be 
enormously in ; 

The census reports for 1890 show the use of alcohol by whole- 
salers and manufacturers to have been 5,425,791 proof gallons, and 
from this must be deducted the wood alcohol product before any 
definite conclusion can be reached, so that a fair assumption is 
that two and one-half million dollars will represent the full amount 
and that the entire rebate provided for has been claimed to date. 
In a letter from the present Commissioner himself, in 1887, he 


says: 


I pair not venture tosay that the quantity so used was greater than 5,000,- 
ons. 


Directly 3 this question, I wish to quote from a re- 
rt made to the Fiftieth Con extracts from letters of Emil 
ipper and David A. Wells. . Kipper says: 


Whatever the amount, there is no question that the consumption of alcohol 
used in the arts has been immensely reduced by the high tax, and the best 
illustration of what would be used in the arts if the duty were removed is 
contained in D. A. Wells's letter of October 11,1887, Who, as s commis- 
sioner of revenue, has a more intimate knowledge of the whole subject than 
any other known source, 

4 result of removing the tax on spirits, never touched upon by either pert 
up to this date, is this: The reduced cost of spirits on abolition of tax w: 
so enlarge the industrial field that a whole c of products now limited 
would be revived, not oniy for home consumption, bu 8 and this 
would be immediately felt by the agriculturist in incr demand for 
grain. It is fair to state that the increased consumption of spirits for indus- 

| purposes were the tax repealed would foster and benefit so numerous 
9 oe see that the most sanguine tes now suggested will be 

eatly ex ed. 

2 ave probably noticed that the present tax aids the combination of 
distillers in their efforts to increase the price of spirits to the detriment of 
the consumer, since there is five times as much capital employed to the 
tax as would be required to produce the spirits were the tax . A 
distiller may have sufficient capital to produce ee but he needs 
quintuple the amount to pay. duty and conduct his di ery business. 

Since the whisky combination the price of alcohol has been advanced from 
ps to $2.13, deducting the tax. This would show an advance of 50 per cent 

rice of spirit, exclusive of tax. 

The board appointed to advise the Government in regard to the methyla- 
tion of spirits for use in the arts stated that by charcoal filtration and sub- 
sequent distillation the wood alcohol could be separated from the methyl- 
ated, and therefore reported adversely as to the introduction of a methylated 
act similar to the one in force in England. 

In repl re this I inclose an abstract of the German law, where all the dif- 
ficulties have now been overcome and the revenue pro’ $ 

The German law went into effect last October, and if any interest is felt I 
ean procure the details and- probably opinions as to its working effect. A 

rusal of the abstract, as it seems to me, will convince the authorities that 

would be as practicable in the United States as in Germany, 


Mr. Wells says: 
Norwicnu, CONN., October 11, 1887. 


DEAR Sin: * *_* Prior to the imposition of any taxes on distilled spirits, 
or before the war, Iam of the opinion that at least 83 per cent of the whole 
product of the country, which in 1860 was probably about 90,000,000 proof 
gallons, was consumed in the arts and industries. + 

For a period of nearly a half century previous to 1860 the manufacture of 
ea en in the United States had been free from all specific taxation or super- 

on by either the National or State Governments, and being 3 
mainly from Indian corn, at places adjacent to the localities where this cereal 
was cultivated, and to a large extent also from corn that was damaged and 
so otherwise unmarketable, was afforded at a very low price, the average 
marke A in in New York for the four years next preceding 1842 having been 
about 23 cents per proof gallon, with a minimum price during the same time 
of 14 cents per gallon. In Cincinnati the market price of whisky for August, 
1851, was commercially reported as closing dull“ at 13 cents per gallon. The 

rice of alcohol in New York during the period above noted ranged from 40 

60 cents per gallon. Under such circumstances the consumption of dis- 
tilled spirits in the United States previous to the war, for a great variety of 
purposes, had ome enormous, a . a practical illustration of the curi- 
ous varying relations between prices and consumption, and also of what may 
be considered in the light of an axiom in political economy, namely, that 
practically there is almost no limit to the consumption of any useful com- 
. that through a reduction of or price & is brought 
within the purchasing power of those who desire to consume. 


The excessive cheapness of alcohol aiso led to its most extensive use for 
fuel in manufacturing and in domestic culinary operations, for bathing and 
cleaning, for the manufacture of varnishes, vinegar, imitation wines, flavor- 
ing extracts, perfumery, patent medicines, white lead, percussion caps, hats, 
pho phs, tobacco, ee variety of other es 

The immediate effect of imposition and rapid increase of internal taxes 
upon distilled 0 was a series of industrial and commercial phenomena 
more remarkable than anything of the kind before recorded in economic 
history; ana yee so completely was the attention of the American ple en- 
grossed at this time in other and greater events—events affecting their very 
existence as a nation—that the results referred to did not so much as create 
a ripple in public opinion, and were ey. adverted to, if noticed at all, in 
the columns of the eyed press. Inshort, the influence of these taxes was 
to entirely and rapidly revolutionize great branches of domestic industry, 
and in some instances to utterly destroy them. 

My opinion now is that not more than 10 per cent, as a maximum, of the pres- 
ent product of distilled spirits in the United States is used for industrial, 
artistic, or medicinal Fe baring 

If the present tax of 90 cents per proof gallon could be reduced to 50 gen 
the rate established from 1868 to 1872, I hayo no doubt that the use of alcoh 
for ind and medicinal purposes would be Nery largely increased, cheap- 
ening many manufactured products, enlarging the market for the same 
both at home and abroad, and without occasioning any material reduction of 


the national revenues. 
I am, yours, most respectfully, DAVID A. WELLS. 

Mr. WILLIAM F, SWITZLER. 

Mr. Chairman, there seem to be three parties interested in the 
repeal of this law. First, the whisky trust, from profit; second, 
the wood-alcohol trust, from the same motive, but, as I think, 
mistakenly; and third, the Democratic party, from principle, hon- 
estly believing in large internal revenues and low customs duties. 
In full accord with this idea, immediately upon the passage of the 
law, when manufacturers applied for pie si Dig as required by 
section 61, a positive re was given, based upon the puerile 
excuse that the Department was unable to formulate regulations 
that would protect the Government from frand, and this in the 
face of the fact that such regulations for accomplishing this object 
had some time before been prepared in the Department at the 
request of a Senator and had been submitted by him as an amend- 
ment to the bill while it was pending in the Senate. 

_And this, too, in the face of the further fact that such regula- 
tions had been for years and still are in daily operation for the use 
of either methylated spirits or pure grain alcohol free of tax in the 
industrial arts, etc., in Great Britain, France, Germany, Italy, 
Austria-Hungary, the Netherlands, Belgium, Spain, Sweden, 
Norway, Denmark, Greece, Switzerland, and Portugal, with every 
one of which countries we are to-day competing in the manufac- 
ture of products in which alcohol is a constituent part. Is it im- 
possible for American ingenuity and Yankee skill to do that which 
all these foreigners have successfully accomplished? The refusal 
to obey the law was couched in the following Janguage, and the 
only thing that has been done by this Administration is to endeavor 
to secure its repeal: 

Sin: Your communication of yesterday in reference to the execution of 
section 61 of the act of August 28, 1804, and advising me that, for the reasons 
therein stated, you are unable to prepare any set oi 5 which would 
yield adequate protection to the Government and the honest manufacturer 
without official supervision, which has not been provided for by Con 5 
is received. I have also given much attention to the subject, and have y 
considered all the a: ents and suggestions submitted by the parties inter- 
ested in the execution of the section of the statute referred to, and have ar- 
rived at the conclusion that until further action is taken b Congress it is 
not possible to establish and enforce such regulations asare absolutely neces- 
sary for an effective and beneficial execution of the law. 

ou are therefore instructed to take no further action in the matter for 


the present. 
Respectfully, J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 


Hon, J. S. MILLE) 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 


Mr. STEELE. Does the gentleman think we could bring meth- 
ylated spirits into this country without escaping taxation? 

Mr. L. Ido not see why it is not possible except under the 
. of this Administration. 

Mr. ST . You could bring in methylated spirits from 
Germany or England or any other country and take them down 
to the chemist, and in an hour and a half he will fix them so that 
they would be fit to drink, 

r. HILL. The trouble with this bill is the indisposition of 
the Democratic Administration to support the law. ere Was & 
5 submitted by the manufacturers of my State. Your 

ternal Revene Commissioner said it was most feasible. 

Mr. STEELE. Yet we had hearings of parties from different 
parts of the country, and not a single party, in my recollection, 


said so. 

Mr. HILL. Itis perfectly puerile to say that they had hearings 
before the committee. How could the manufacturers know that 
there were hearings before the committee? I, a member of Con- 
gress, in daily attendance, did not hear of it,and how could the 
manufacturers receive any such information? 
ae a EVANS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a gues- 

on 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. EVANS. Do you think that section 61 of the Wilson bill, 
that is sought to be repealed, conferred on the Secretary or the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue power or authority over 
methylated spirits? 
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Mr. HILL. I have this to say: These regulations could be put 
in force if the Ways and Means Committee in this matter 


not 

ud applause], and they should have provided regulations to 
at it into effect rather than have this section ed. My 
. limited and I shall have to take all the rest of the time, 
but I think I will cover the grounds of the gentleman’s question 
before I get through. 

The date of this letter is October 6, 1894; so that it only took 
the Secretary of the Treasury thirty-nine days to decide not to en- 
force a law which was 3 forty days in conference commit- 
tee of the House and Senate. I have been informed that certain 
manufacturers of so-called bitters, who at first eagerly claimed 
the rebate under the law, suddenly discovered that the greatly 
reduced cost of their product was certain to invite an enormously 
increased competition in the manufacture and sale of articles of a 
similar kind, and that they at once became actuated by the same 
philanthropic motives which now prompt the whisky trust to 
mourn a possible loss to the revenues of the Government, so that 
they now appear as the most ardent and enthusiastic advocates 


of the repeal of the rebate law. ; 

Mr. Chairman, it has been a surprising thing to me during the 
few months that I have been a member of this body to see how, 
even on political lines, this House and its committees have uni- 
formly accepted the recommendations and suggestions of Depart- 
ment officials in framing legislation. We did finally secure a seed 
distribution too late for any practical use. [Laughter.] We have 

ssed a postal bill with which many are dissatisfied, in order to 
tan within an income, for the cutting down of which no one on 
earth is so 5 as the present Postmaster-General, Mr. 
William L. Wilson. [Loud Sop Ata on the Republican side. 
The sugar bounties voted by the last Con are still unpaid, 
and Bowler reigns supreme. We have tried to humor this Demo- 
cratic Administration with a revenue tariff bill,and even before 
we had recovered from the nausea occasioned by it they flung it 
back in our faces as unworthy of themselves or of us, and now 
demand an increase of internal-revenue taxation in place of it. 

Oh, for one straight, square, phy Sapa honest, manly declara- 
tion of Republican tariff 3 re House of Representatives 
elected by the people on that issue and on that alone! 1 

This is our opportunity to say to the industries o land, 
We can and will at least stop the increase of internal- revenue 
taxation now, and if you stand by the in November another 


Congress will enact a tariff law that will bring in to the 
American people the prosperity of 1892.” 4 
Let me give you a practical illustration of the effect of this bill 


upon a single industry in this country. I refer to the manufac- 
ture of hats. The cost of a proof gallon of alcohol is 15 cents. 
Commercial alcohol is 188° proof and is worth 28 cents. The tax 
on a proof gallon is $1.10 and on the commercial article is $2.07, 
or between 700 per cent and 800 per cent. The competing Eng- 
lish manufacturer is allowed to use methylated spirit, or a mix- 
ture of 10 per cent of wood alcohol with 90 per cent of grain 
alcohol, free of tax, which costs him 30 cents. The cost of alco- 
hol for stiffening a dozen hats thus becomes $1.25 here as against 
15 cents there. Aside from this the labor cost is more than four 
times as much here,.and the use of machinery, contrary to the 
prevailing idea, is far more prevalent there than here. In this 
country a man who works at stiffening hats gets $25 per week, 
whereas in Stockport, England, and in Brussels, in Be gium, he 
gets $6 per week. And yet the Wilson bill at the same time that 
it added to the cost by increased taxation here reduced the duties 
15 per cent on the imported article, thus seriously handicapping 
the American producer. There have been more failures in the 
hat trade in my own district in two years under the Wilson bill, 
both in number and amount, than in any ten years before. The 
high tax has compelled the use of wood alcohol except in the finest 
work. Prior to 1894 wood alcohol sold at $1.40 per gallon. Imme- 
diately upon the passage of section 61 the price ped to 70 cents, 
but when Mr. Carlisle refused to enforce its provisions it advanced 
to 90 cents—now $1.05. What our manufacturers now fear is that 
if this section is repealed it will go back to $1.40 as before. I said 
that the wood alcohol trust was urging this repeal mistakenly for 
their own interest. I believe that the untaxed use of methylated 
spirits would make a larger demand for their product than now, 
and I cite the following opinion of one of their own agents in 


support of that claim: 
New YORK, March 11, 1596. 


My Dear MR. MERRITT: I have your favor of the loth. Concerning methyl- 
ated grain alcohol, my opinion is that the best interests of the Government 
and the consumers will be obtained by following the foreign custom of add- 
ing about one-tenth of wood alcohol to the grain, making methylated spirits 
for commercial use. By this plan protection is afforded the Governmentand 
at the same time the necessary relief to manufacturers who are obliged to 
use grain alcohol. Besides this, it protects the capital already inv d in 
the manufacture of wood alcohol in this country. 

Iam convinced that the cheapening of varnishes by the use of methylated 
spirits would increase the consumption of varnish about 50 per cent, 
and this, I figure, would increase demand and consumption of wood alco- 
hol over the present basis, 


ielded to the dictates of the Democratic Administration | trial in foreign 


It seems unwise and unjust that our Government should 
warranted and enormous tax on such a necessity as i 


W. F. ARMSTRONG. 
Danbury, Conn. 


Mr. Armstrong represents the New York Shellac Company, who 
are agents for refined wood alcohol made by F. J. Bayless & Co. 

But whether this is so or not is of little moment, for there are 
other and graver reasons than mere profit and loss for discontinu- 
ing the use of the article in any manufacturing process where 
men inhale its fumes or it comes in contact with the person. 

The first time that this subject was brought to my attention was 
upon the complaint of the employees and not of the manufactur- 
ers, and the question of profit was not considered, but only its 
injurious effect Ss the workmen. There were submitted to the 
Committee on Ways and Means petitions of employees in large 
numbers hor ae its use, and certificates of reputable physicians 
that it produced blindness and general destruction of health. If 
f such testimony could be multiplied to almost any ex- 
tent, and I have personal knowledge of the truth of some of the 
statements made. In my judgment the use of wood alcohol should 
be forbidden by law in all cases where its fumes are inhaled by 
employees. Even the committee 74 bin page 7 of their report that 
it is poisonous and not usable as a beverage, and is, therefore, not 
taxed. It is not as good as grain alcohol nor so cheap as free al- 
cohol for manufacturing purposes, but amply suffices in many 
cases.” In that single sentence the committee have given away 
their whole case. ‘‘ Poisonous,” therefore not taxed. More ex- 
pensive than free alcohol, but will answer as a substitute. If you 
are going to tax either, let it be the inferior, dear, and poisonous 
article, and give to the manufacturers of the land the best, the 
cheapest, and the healthiest one. 

Another reason given by the committee why this law should be 
repealed was that the age to existing industries would be 
greater than any possible benefits which could be derived from put- 
ting section 61 in operation,” and the existing industry cited is 
wood alcohol. I was glad to hear a leading member of the Ways 
and Means Committee a few days ago, when announcing his oppo- 
sition to the tax on “ filled cheese,” declare that he never would 
vote to tax one industry to sustain another, and I declare to the 
members of this House now that, aside from carrying out Demo- 
cratic methods of taxation, there is not one valid reason for refus- 
ing to enforce this law, and if repealed it will be at the insatiable 
demands of the wood-alcohol and whisky trust, that they may 
be supported at the expense of nearly 50 per cent of the other in- 
dustries of this land. The wood-alcohol trust claimed before the 
committee that they had 100 factories in the United States em- 
ploying 10,000 workmen; that they produced fifteen to twenty 
thousand tons of acetate of lime and 2,500,000 gallons of wood 
alcohol. The committee in their rt have reduced the number 
of employees from 10,000 to 1,000, but, with an enthusiasm that 
knows no bounds, have increased the capital to “several million 
000 forgetting that the entire product claimed is only 

„750, 000. 

As a matter of fact, there are 53 factories in the whole country, 
and their total product, by the census of 1890, was only $1,885,459, 
consisting of 11,061 tons of acetate of lime, valued at $315,430; 
949,733 gallons of crude spirit, valued at $613,607, and 917,605 gal- 
lons of refined spirit, valued at $956,432. 

Why, in the Fourth district of Connecticut, in hatting alone, 
from ten to twelve thousand men and women are employed, turn- 
ing out a product of nearly $8,000,000, and the census reports show 
for the entire ind in this country 810 establishments, with a 
capital of $19,575,876, with 32,490 employees, receiving $16,319,693 
in wages, and making a product of $46,107,044; and this industry, 
large as it is, is insignificant compared to the aggregate of indus- 
tries which use either alcohol or some inferior or cheaper substi- 
tute therefor in their manufacturing processes. This is not a 
local question. In the single industry of fur felt hats, where 
once a few towns in two States monopolized the production, to- 
day Maine, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York. 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Ohio, Indiana, Ilinois, and 
Missouri compete with each other to the benefit of the consumer 
and to their own advantage in the employment of their people. 
Mi sy on the Republican side. ] 

O-day Chicago has the largest shoe 3 the country, 
Alabama fixes prices on iron and steel, Florida on cigars, and 
South Carolina and Georgia on cheap cotton cloth. The increase 
on all textile products in 1890 over 1880 was 17 per cent in New 
England, 52 per cent in the Middle States, 47 per cent in the West, 
and 144 per cent in the South. The actual center of the manu- 
facturing industries of the United States is rapidly moving west- 
ward, and, whatever may be the significance of the fact, is located 
to-day a little distance south of the city of Canton, in the State of 
Ohio. [Laughter and applause. ] 


The internal-reyenue collection districts stand in the following 
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order with reference to the income tax returned last year from 
men pear g and mercantile corporations, taking the highest 
y: 


SERS OME cs EN $504,000 | First Missouri $222,000 
Fifth New Jersey . 462,000 Connecticut — 200,000 
Third Massachusetts . . 207,000 | First Pennsylvania. — 186,000 
Twenty-third Pennsylvania.. 291,000 | First California — 106,000 
Second New Lor 265,000 | First Ohio 97,000 


And though adding the returns from individual manufacturers 
and merchants would make some slight 5 the order, it 
would not wrest the supremacy from the First Ilinois district, so 
that he Who votes upon this bill with the idea that he will help or 
ua single section of the country only will make a very great 

e, 


Another peculiar feature of this whole thing is that, while it 
seems to be impossible under a Democratic Administration to 
frame regulations for the use of the American product, there is 
no trouble whatever in regard to the foreign article, and, while we 
are taxing our own citizens 700 per cent, under section 22 of the 
same bill, we are permitting foreign alcohol to be imported, used 
in man ing processes in this country, and exported again, 
all free of duty, so that the same man can manufacture for for- 
eign trade with foreign alcohol at 28 cents a gallon, and for the 
American consumer he must pay $2.35 a gallon, and yet a Re- 
publican Congress is seriously to vote for such a thing as 
that as protection to American industry and to help enlarge the 
market for American farmers’ grain products. But even worse 
than this is shown by the testimony of the Union Metallic Cartridge 
Company, of Bridgeport, Conn., that before section 61 was en- 
1 5 “alcohol was withdrawn from distillery warehouses in the 
United States, shipped in bond to Canada to be used under their 
liberal laws in the manufacture of fulminate of mercury, and said 
fulminate of „ returned to the United States, 
thus enabling Canada to build up a prosperous industry at the 
expense of this country. Is not this Administration satisfied with 
the absolute surrender by the Wilson bill of the markets of the 
United States to the @atural products of Canada that they should 
now demand such legislation as to encourage and strengthen her 
manufacturing industries also? 

It is also claimed that the Government might as well have the 
revenue, because if the law is enforced and the tax rebated the 
few manufacturers and not the many employees or the still larger 
body of consumers would get the benefit of it. I want to say that 
this same cry, that the manufacturer was getting all of the benefits 
of protection and the worki little or none, was what elected 
Grover Cleveland in 1892, and that it actually needed the Wilson 
bill to convince by a hard and bitter experience that no greater 
mistake was ever made, and to-day the most enthusiastic and 
almost uncontrollable advocates of Presidential candidates are 
those very men who are now, without regard to any other issues, 
demanding protection to American labor. : 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Evans], who submitted 
this report, is four 90 5 behind the times, and while his statement 
may be and undoubtedly is entirely true that the consumer would 
get no benefit from a reduction of the tax upon the Blue Grass 
whisky for which his State is famous, it is absolutely wrong in its 
relation to the useful industries of the country. 

There is no business man, no manufacturer upon the floor of 
this House, and noman anywhere who is at all familiar with the 
course of trade, who does not know that in the keen competi- 
tion of business for the past few years in all lines of staple indus- 
tries every improvement in processes of manufacture and every 
reduction of cost instantly inures to the benefit of the consumer 
and that the reduced prices are fixed long before the are 
made, and based wholly upon an estimated cost from which per- 
centages for possible economies are taken off rather than margins 
for profit added, as in former years. I challenge contradiction of 
this statement. 

Because one hat manufacturer who retails his gyn product at 
a fixed price, and certain dealers in whisky, under the guise of 
t‘ bitters,” testified that the repeal or enforcement of this law 
would make no change in their prices to consumers, is no proof 
whatever against the general 5 that all staple products 
of manufacture are constantly cheapening to the consumer in 
peas proportion to the cost of production. I can take the mem- 

rs of this House into the largest hat factories of Philadelphia, 
Orange, Brooklyn, Yonkers, South Norwalk, Danbury, Fall River, 
and Haverhill and show them thousands of dozens of hats bein 
made and sold to-day on less pun per dozen than is represen 
by the increased cost of alcohol alone under the Wilson bill. And 
gor this Republican House is asked to unite with a Democratic 
ate and Administration and put upon these men taxes which 
the law says shall be remitted, forsooth, that the Canadian lum- 
ber and farm products may come into free competition with Maine 
and Michigan, and so assist in keeping the Dingley revenue bill, 
which they refuse to vote for, pigeonholed in the Senate; for bear 
in mind this is not a question whether public money shall be 
given to home industries, but rather the reverse, whether home 
ustries the American consumer shall be taxed, to give freer 


competition to the foreign 
tee talks of this rebate as the bestowal of a bounty to one set of 
industries to enable them to destroy another.” Bounty, indeed! 


manufacturer. And yet this commit- 


The bounty in the Wilson bill is given to Canada and Great 
Britain, and that they leave untouched, but hasten to load u 

an American industry, almost crushed now, an additional b 

of $2,750,000, or $1.10 extra cost upon 2,500,000 dozen of fur hats 
to say nothing of far greater interests involved in other lines. i 
can see the bounty in permitting bourbon whisky to remain in 
bond eight years without payment of the tax, and making an allow- 
ance for leakage and shrinkage while it N by age, but 
when a manufacturer advances the tax and only gets it back when 
he proves that the pure spirit has been used in an honest industry, 
I can see no bounty there. 

This proposed Ss grees is in utter violation of every Repub- 
lican principle, and, however strongly urged by a bankrupt 
ocratic Administration, should be opposed by every Republican 
here, as it has already been by nearly every one in the Senate, 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

This is not a question of individual members of Congress being 
affected by the action of the House, though in the > aggregate, per- 
haps, that is more important than the geographi location of a 
Presidential nominee. It is simply and solely a question of the 
principles of taxation. If the Republican party is right in its 
teachings, its members here can not vote for the unconditional 
repeal of section 61. If free trade is the best policy, this is a firm 
step in that direction, and a long step in advance of even the Eng- 
lish system. As for me, I am ready to tax alcohol when used for 
drinking purposes, as I would wine or any other luxury, but I 
can see no more reason for taxing alcohol when used purely for 
manufacturing and the arts than for putting 700 per cent tax on 
the grain from which it is made, oron pig iron, leather, wool, or any 
other domestic product. Rather than reverse the principle in- 
volved in section 61, I would vote to abolish the entire internal- 
revenue system, with its spies and detectives and the infamous 
brood of parasites that have fastened themselves upon our courts 
because of it, and by so abolishing it take the Government out of 
the rum business and dissolve forever its unholy partnership with 
the whisky trust. [Lond applause. 

Wood alcohol, the poisonous product of the wild woodlands of 
the country, is distilled and put upon the market free of tax, while 
the corn of the South and the wheat and rye of the West, the 
laborious Toorn of honest toil, are punished by putting upon 
grain alcohol the largest tax known to our laws. 

Mr. Chairman, this House will soon adjourn and its members 
will engage in the discussion of the issues of a national election. 
One of the two dominant, overshadowing questions will be agai 
as it was in 1894, protection or free trade. Pass this S 
repeal and „5 kerꝰs mouth is stopped and ev 
argument gone, for deeds s louder than words and record: 
votes outweigh fair promises. I vote for free American alcohol 
in the industrial arts and sciences, and for giving it at least an 
equal chance with the foreign product. 

Where is the Republican that can dispute the justice of that 
vote? Where is the Republican that can explain to his constitu- 
ents a vote for the exact reverse of this? On the one side is a 
free-trade President, a Democratic Senate, and a minority of this 
House; on the other the disheartened and discouraged industries 
of this country, and joined with them the thousands of men and 
women who are only asking the poor ie of an equal oppor- 
tunity to compete on equal terms with the labor of other lands. 
On which side will this great Republican majority be found? 

Mr. Chairman, no man can hold in higher esteem than I do thedis- 
tinguished gentlemen who com the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee of this Republican House. ged with the grave responsibil- 
ity of providing revenue for the maintenance of the Government, 
at the same time they must guard with jealous care the welfare 
of that magnificent system of manufactures which under Re- 
publican protection has made the United States the leading indus- 
trialnationofthe world. Totheonesolitary, lonelyrepresentative 
of those interests upon that committee, my colleague [Mr. RUSSELL 
of Connecticut], who through all this session has stood for right 
and justice in the consideration of this bill I have only words of 
hope and courage. To the six lawyers upon that committee who 
represented the Democratic party I extend my congratulations 
upon the ability and skill by which they have, in this report, won 
a strong indorsement for the cenit hep rinciples of the Wilson 
bill, for which they were responsible. [Applause.] To the ten 
remaining lawyers who make up the balance of the Republican 
committee I have this to say: If the unconditional repeal of sec- 
tion 61 is a foretaste of what you have in store for the industries 
of this land when the Republican hosts shall have marched 
ayain to a hard-won victory in November next, see to it that you 
write it clear and large upon the party platform at St. Louis on 
June 16 that high internal-revenue and low customs duties will 
be the guiding principle of the next campaign, for an honest 
declaration is better far than any false pretense. But if you 
would have us fight again the battle which we fought and won 
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in 1894,send back this bill to the Democratic Administration from 
whence it came, or, better still,amend it to an enforcement on 
protection lines, and from each so-called doubtful State every Re- 
publican nominee, from governor down to sheriff, will once more 


[Pro- 


ae re dena 
. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee of the ole, 
5 eels that they had had under consideration the bill H. R. 


pivo to you a true Republican greeting, as they do now. 
0 


and had come to no resolution thereon. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 

og resolution were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
y the Speaker as follows: 

A bill (S. 1689) granting a pension to John F. Hathaway—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 337) to refer the claim of the owners of the brig 
Tally-Ho to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2401) granting a pension to Mrs. Hattie E. Redfield, of 
Omaha, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 149) extending the benefits of sections 
1426 and 1573 of the Revised Statutes to all enlisted persons of the 
mays Ory? the Committee 6n Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3182) granting a pension to Susan E. Cunningham—to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 3161) amending and extending the provisions of an act 
of Congress entitled ‘‘An act approving, with amendments, the 
funding act of Arizona,” approved June 25, 1890, and the act 
amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto, approved August 
8, 1894—to the Committee on the Territories. 

A bill (S. 3183) granting an increase of pension to Betsey B. 
Olin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2999) granting a pension to William L. Grigsby, of 
Belvidere, in the county of Thayer, Nebr.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2477) granting an increase of pension to Robert P. 
Wild—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2336) to place on the retired list of the Navy Louis V. 
Housel, late lieutenant of the Regular Navy—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 
an pill (S. 2117) for the relief of Mrs. George Pauls—to the Com- 

ttee on ims. 

A bill (S. 1832) to define the rights of purchasers under mort- 
gages authorized by an act of Congress approved April 20, 1871, 
concerning the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company—to the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (H. R. 
4910) granting a pension to Cyrus Thomas; when the Speaker 
signed the same, 

MARTIN VS. LOCKHART. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a 

ivileged report. Iam directed by the Committee on Elections 

o. 2 to present the report in the contested-election case of Mar- 
tin vs. Lockhart, from the Sixth Congressional district of North 
Carolina. The majority report in favor of seating Mr. Martin, 
the contestant, and I ask that the report be printed. I presume 
there ought to be a time fixed when the minority shall present 
their views if they desire to do so, as the day of adjournment is 
probably near at hand. : 

Mr. MAGUIRE. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] in- 
tends, I believe, to 1 are a statement of the views of the minor- 
ity, and I ask that he be allowed until Saturday to do so. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. That is too late. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the views of the mi- 
nority se He: filed on or before Saturday next. 

Mr. KEM. Iobject, Mr. Speaker. [Laughter.] !] 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. I suggest that the minority file 
their views by Thursday. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. My reason for naming Saturday was that the 
gentleman from Texas is to be absent for two days; but if the 
chairman will make it Friday, that will ee be satisfactory. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Very well. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Friday is agreed upon between the chairman 
of the committee and myself, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Then, if there be no objection, the minority 
will be allowed uniil Friday to present their views. 

Mr. KEM. Lobject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Kem] 


objects. [Laughter. 
. STRODE of Nebraska. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that 
the 3 is preventing a ing e would probably 


tend to seat a member of his own party. 
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5 The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. KEM] 
objects. 

Mr. KEM. If it be in order, I would like to reply to the gentle- 
man at this time. 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order. 

Mr. EVANS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, leave of absence was granted 
as follows: 

To Mr. LEISENRING, for three days, on account of important 
business. 
4 To Mr. LEFEVER, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
amily. 
To Nir. BRUM, for one week, on account of important business, 

To Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia, for ten days, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. Sperry, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. BULL, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Tracey, for ten days, on account of important business. 

The motion of Mr. Evans was then agreed to; and the House 
accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting, with certain recommendations, a draft 
of a bill revising the mileage allowances of the Steamboat 
tion Service, was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to 


the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under Clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever- 
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and re- 
ferred to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. SHAFROTH, from the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6448) 
to appropriate $100,000 for sinking artesian wells in the eastern 
portion of the State of Colorado, de oh the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1996); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, upon request of Mr. DE ARMOND, 
the bill of the House (H. R. 4448) to re all provisions of the 
law for the payment by the United States of one-half of the 
appropriations for the District of Columbia with the adverse 
report (No. 1978) accompanying the same, were taken from the 
table and referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the veto message of the President of the United 
States on the bill of the House (H. R. 577), entitled An act grant- 
ing a pension to Lydia A. Taft, as the widow of Lowell Taft, a 
private of Company G, Eighteenth Regiment Connecticut Volun- 
teers,” reported the same, accompanied by a report (No. 1997); 
which said veto message, bill, and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 20f Rule XIII, Mr. ERDMAN, from the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, reported (Report No. 1995) the bill (H. R. 
8138) granting an increase of sion to William H. Oliver; and 
the same was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of ne following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. HENDRICK: A bill (H. R. 9190) for a public building 
for a marine hospital at Paducah, Ky.—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 9191) to authorize personal 
payments of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. DERSON: A resolution (House Res. No. 376) fixing 
Tuesdays and Thursdays of the remainder of this session as sus- 
pension days, when the rules may be suspended—to the Commit- 
tee on Rules. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A resolution (House Res. No. 377) to con- 
tinue during recess the assistant clerks of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A resolution (House Res. No. 378) setting 
apart Wednesday, May 27, 1896, for the consideration of bills from 
the Committee on Labor—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. WALSH: A resolution (House Res. No. 379) authoriz- 
ing the painting of 20 oil portraits of the ex-Speakers of the House 
of resentatives, to be substituted for the 20 crayon portraits 
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now hanging in the lobby of the House of Representatives—to the 
ittee on Accounts. 

By Mr. HAGER: A resolution (House Res. No. 380) authoriz- 
ing the chairman of the Enrolled Bills Committee to appoint two 
additional clerks—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. DANFORD: A resolution (House Res. No. 381) creat- 
ing tba office of assistant janitor of the House of Representatives 
2 appointing J. B. Jackson to said office to the Committee on 

ccounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 9192) for the relief of estate 
of George Wyman, deceased, late of Warren County, Miss.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CATRON: A bill i 9193) for the relief of Serapio 
Romero, late postmaster at Vegas, N. Mex.—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, 

By Mr. HAGER: A bill (H. R. 9194) to increase the pension of 
Joseph A, Spaulding—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MER: A bill (H. R. 9195) for the relief of and pen- 
sion of John Amrein—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 9196) confirming the sale of 
certain lands owned by Jefferson Harney and wife, and allowing 
the same to be alienated—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLURE: A bill (H. R. 9197) to remove the charge of 
8 against Philip Reiss—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 9198) ge an increase of 
pension to Laura Spri KEET R the Committee on Pensions. 

Br. Mr. SAUER G: A bill (H. R. 9199) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joanna W. Turner—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 9200) for the relief of 
Thomas B. Catron—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHANNON: A bill (H. R. 9201) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Michael Mullett—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 9202) granting a 
pension to Joseph Church—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 9203) for the relief of 
Frank D. Myers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 9204) to pension Mrs. A. J. 
Bassett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 9205) for the relief of M. J. 
Gilstrap—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH: Petition of citizens of the First_Congres- 
sional district of Illinois, urging favorable action on House bill 
No. 7251, relating to the metric system—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. AVERY: Petition of John F. Maloney, George D. 
Bostock, William Knippel,and 41 other citizens of the State of 
Michigan, protesting against the passage of House bill No. 6668, 
to raise the license fee for the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
District of Columbia from $400 to $800—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. . 

Also, petitions of citizens of Alma, Perrington, Elk Rapids, and 
Ashley, Mich., for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 
4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD): Petition of citizens of Tuscaloosa, Ala., 
asking favorable action on House bill No. 838, to reduce letter 
postage, and House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating 
to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BROWN: Memorial of the Department of Tennessee, 
Grand Army of the Republic, in camp at Chattanooga, April 14, 
1896, in behalf of veterans of the late war, for employment at the 
Chickamauga and Chattanooga National Military Park—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church at Wilton Center, Ill., in favor of a Sun- 
day-rest law for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of R. B. Elliott Post, No. 17, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Louisiana and Mis- 
sissippi, praying for the passage of a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. petitions of citizens of Vicksburg, Indianola, and Green- 
ville, Miss., asking favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 
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4566, to amend the 


laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Petitions of citizens of Oshkosh, 
Calumet, and Green Lake, Wis., favoring the passage of House 
bills Nos. 888 and 4566, to amend the postal laws to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of the Commercial Exchan; 
of Philadelphia, Pa., protesting against the passage of House 
No. 8536 and Senate bill No. 2067, proposing amendments to the 
interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

y Mr. DANFORD: Petition of Local Union, No. 13, Mine 
Workers of America, of Bridgeport, Ohio, praying for Government 
ownership of telegraph lines—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of William J. Himmelberg and 39 others 
of Chariton County, Mo., relating to the channel of the Missouri 
— at Wilhoits Landing—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

rs. 

By Mr. HARMER: Paper to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to John America—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of St. Paul Typographical Union 
No, 30, of St. Paul, Minn., praying for Government ownership of 
telegraph lines—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. McCLURE: Petitions of citizens of Creston, Doyles- 
town, and Wooster, Ohio, for the passage of House bills Nos, 
838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Remonstrance of Mrs, Frank Wadsworth 
and others, against teaching military tactics in the public schools 
to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. MOZLEY: Petition of citizens of Cape Girardeau, Mo., 
for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, amending 
oe portal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. QUIGG: Paper to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to Laura Sprigg Foster—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SORG: Petitions of citizens of Hamilton and Brook- 
ville, Ohio, in favor of House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, amending 
125 poe laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

ads. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: Papers to accompany House bill for 
vhe relief of Frank D. Myers—to the Committee on Military 

airs, 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, May 26, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. HILL, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, in response to a reso- 
lution of the 9th instant, certain information regarding the num- 
ber of aliens employed in the Post-Office Department; which was 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

VISITOR TO ANNAPOLIS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Bacon a member of 
the Board of Visitors on the part of the Senate to attend the 
next annual examination of cadets at the Naval Academy at 
3 Md., under the requirements of the act of February 

1879. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SEWELL. I present the memorial of Chapter IT, Colonial 
Dames of America, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against 
the adoption of Senate bill No. 3087, to incorporate the National 
Society of Colonial Dames of America, which is now before the 
Senate, for ‘the reason that the purposes and aims of the original 
society as set forth in its charter and constitution are similar to 
those proposed in the bill now pending. The memorial is brief, 
and in view of the fact that it comes from some of the most highly 
8 ladies in the country, I ask that it be printed in the 

ECORD. 

There being no objection, the memorial was ordered to lie on the 
table and to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


vice-president; Mrs. Richard McCall Cadwalader, second vice-president; 
Mrs. George Brinton Phillips, secretary; Mrs N. Chapman Mitchell, treas- 
urer; Miss Elise Willing Balch, Mrs. James Bowden, Anne Sophia Penn 
Chew, Miss Guilielma Penn-Gaskel Hall, Mrs. George Woolsey Hodge, Mrs. 
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respecti 
rotest 9 the popao of Senate bill 3087, entitled. To 
of Colonial 


ational 
I. “The Colo; Dames of Ame: 


“Chapter II, Philadelphia,” was organized May 23,1890, as a national societ: 
and 2 13, 1891, was duly incorporated under the name of The Cols. 
nial Dames of America,” with power to form chapters in the several States. 

II. Prior to the incorporation of this, our society, no other society of sim- 
ilar name had been incorporated; and the purposes and aims of this original 
society, as set forth in its charter and constitution, are similar to those pro- 
posed in the bill now pending before your honorable bodies. Its members 
a Cy age of all parts of the United States. 


will create diffi- 
cu col „and conflict, and will inflict grave injury u the ‘hts 
— p —— of the society which originated and first used the? — he 
Colonial Dames of America.” 

Your honorable bodies are therefore earnestly requested to refuse your 
sanction to this bill 


CHAPTER Il, PHILADELPHIA, THE COLONIAL DAMES OF AMERICA. 

(Signed) HARRIET HARE McCLELLAN, President. 

ELLEN EMLEN PHILLIPS, Secretary. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the memorial of Walton McKinney, 
C. H. Tuthill, Mrs. A. H. Duboise, and Henry McKinney, of Great 
Bend, Pa., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to 
extend the lines of the Potomac Electric Power Company in the 
District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of the railroad commis- 
sioners of the different States in conyention held in Washington; 
D. C., May 20, 1896, remonstrating against the adoption of the 
proposed amendment to section 10 of the interstate-commerce law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of the Manufacturers’ Club 
of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the elimination of 
the involuntary features of the Yo se bill, as passed by the 
House of Representatives; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Commercial Exchange of 
Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the adoption of certain 
pro amendments to the interstate- commerce law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of the Manufacturers’ 
Club of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the elimination 
of the involuntary features of the bankruptcy bill, as by 
5 House of Representatives; Which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union, No. 316, Cigar Mak- 
ers’ International Union, of McSherrytown, Pa., praying for the 
Government ownership and control of the telegraph lines; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of Chapter II, Colonial Dames of 
America, of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating — the adoption 
of Senate bill No. 3087, to incorporate the National Society of 
Colonial Dames of America; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of Bolton Smith, president 
of the Board of State Charities of Memphis, Tenn., praying that 
compensation be granted for the use, occupation, and destruction 
of the Tennessee School for the Blind by the Federal forces in the 

ear 1862; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PEFFER presented the petition of A. E. Redstone, on be- 
half of himself and the State Settlers’ e of California, pray- 
ing for the of Senate bill No. 2118, to protect forest 
reservations; which was referred to the Committee on Forest 
Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of Local Assembly, No. 4602 
Knights of Labor, of Knoxville, Tenn., praying for the passage of 
the so-called Phillips bill, authorizing the appointment of a non- 
partisan commission to collate information, and to consider and 
recommend legislation to meet the problems presented by labor, 
agriculture, and capital; which was eee, to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Minne- 
apolis, Minn., praying for the Government ownership and con- 
trol of the telegraph lines; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of the board of direct- 
ors of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., remonstrating 

ainst the adoption of House bill No. 8536, and Senate bill No. 

7, being amendments to the interstate-commerce act; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the railroad commis- 
sioners of ‘ss different States, at a convention held at Washington, 
D. C., May 20, 1896, remonstrating against the proposed amend- 
ment to section 10 of the interstate-commerce act; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 


Mr. VEST presented a petition of Typographical Union, No. 80 
of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the Government ownership and 


Roads. 

Mr. BACON presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Sa- 
vannah, Ga., remonstrating against the adoption of certain pro- 
posed amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the affidavits of Emanuel Schamp and 
Jerome Schamp, of Lincoln, Nebr., in support of the bill (S. 3189 
to remove the charge of desertion from the name of Emanu 
Schamp; which were referred to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs. 

He also presented the affidavits of J. H. Thompson, M. D., of 
Petersburg, Nebr.; of F. E. Baxter, M. D., of Boone County, Nebr., 
and of Stephen D. Avery, of Petersburg, Nebr., in support of the 
bill (S. r an increase of pension to Stephen D. Avery. 
of Peters , in the county of Boone, Nebr.; which were referri 


to the Committee on Pensions. 
POSTAL TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE SYSTEM. 


Mr. BUTLER. I t two nts made at a heari 
before the Senate Committes on Post- Oles and Post-Roads 
May 13 and 20, 1896, the first by Mr. P. B. Delany, who is a 
3 telegrapher and electrical inventor, and the second 

r. S. H. Bell, of the International Typographical Union, bo 
— — support of the bill (S. 2567) to establish a postal tele- 
graph and te ‘og: system and to enlarge the postal facilities of 
the people of the United States. I move that the arguments be 
printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5050) granting a pension to Ransom C. 
Hozelip, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2947) increasing the pension of Daniel D. Jennings, late 
of Company C, Sixty- Ohio Volunteers, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1599) granting a pension to Phoebe M. 
Wooley Palmeter, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3151) granting a ion to Alice V. Cook, of St. Paul, 
Nebr., invalid daughter of John Y. Cook, deceased, late of Com- 
pany D, Eighth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2481) granting a pension to Charles Edson; and 

A bill (H. R. 4361) to pension William H. Nesbitt. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Pensions, towhom 
was referred the bill (S. 3210) granting a pension to Anna P, John- 
son, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. . 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1882) for the relief of John Ruhm, sr., 
Nashville, Tenn., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 539) for the relief of John A. Lynch, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3152) granting a pension to Charlotte A. Welton; 

= bill (H. R. 6468) to increase the pension of Andrew R. Ladd; 
an 

A bill (H. R. 986) for the relief of Hiram P. Pauley. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1881) granting a penean to Lydia Chapman, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2126) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Laura A. Nelson, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6607) for the relief of Helen Larned, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
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bills 


reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (S. 3199) granting a pension to Jackson Osborn; 
A bill (S. 3198) granting a pension to Edward Stanley; 


referred the following 


A bill (S. 2949) ting an increase of pension to William 
H. H. Wright, of 1 Kans. 

A bill (S. 1690) granting a pension to Richard Brookins; 

A at (S. 2605) granting an increase of pension to James M. 


A bill (S. 2445) increasing the pension of Celia A. Jeffers to the 
sum of $30 per month; 

A bill (S. 1976) granting a pension to Catherine E. O’Brien; and 

A bill (H. R. 2405) granting a pension to Maria Gibbons. 

Mr. B. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2267) granting a ponon to Alvah A. Eaton, 
a it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2702) ting an increase of pension to Samuel A. Smith, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a rt thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 950) granting an increase of ion to Franklin C. Plantz, 
. it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 


amendment: 
A bill (H. R. 7171) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate 4 condem: cannon and 4 pyramids of con- 


demned cannon balls to James T. Shields Post, No. 45, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Galesburg, Knox County, III., and for 
other ah 2780 

A bil (H. R. 7881) directing the Secre of the Navy to do- 
nate one condemned cannon and cannon ls to Soldiers and 
Sailors’ Monument Association, of the city of Middletown, N. Y.; 

A bill (S. 3219) donating condemned cannon and cannon balls 
to Wadsworth Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Helena, 
Mont. ; 

A bill (S. 3216) donating condemned cannon and condemned 
cannon balls to the Wyoming State Soldiers’ Home, at Cheyenne, 


Jo.; 

A bill (S. 3207) donating condemned cannon and cannon balls to 
Stow Post of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Calais, Vt.; and 

A bill (S. 3175) donating condemned cannon and condemned can- 
non balls to S. A. Douglas Post, No. 69, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Department of Nebraska, at North Platte, Nebr. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1583) for the relief of L. Robert Coates & Co., 
of Baltimore, Md., reported it without amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment: 


A bill (S. 2483) donating condemned cannon and cannon balls 


to the New Hampshire Soldiers’ Home; and 
A bill (S. 2630) authorizing and directing the Secre of the 
Navy to donate condemned cannon to the donderry Soldiers’ 


Monument Association, of Londonderry, N. H. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 956) for the relief of Sophia 
Sparks and Julia C. Sparks, of Annapolis, Md., reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1666) for the relief of the Overton Hotel Com- 
pany, of Memphis, Tenn., reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7370) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to establish circuit courts of appeals and define and te 
in certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States 
and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891, reported it with 
an amendment. 

Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3059) granting a pension to William Soden, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. GALLINGER (for Mr. BRICE), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3141) granting a pen- 
sion to Rachel Kern, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment: 

A bill (H. R. 5400) to increase the pension of Mary L. Bacon, 
widow of the late rge B. Bacon, late lieutenant-commander, 
United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 5311) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Wible; and 

A bill (H. R. 1825) granting a pension to Mary Prince, widow 
of Ellis Prince, j 


PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam instructed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia to report back with amendments the bill 
0 for the further ention of cruelty to animals in the 

istrict of Columbia, and I submit a report thereon. I desire to 
state that this is the bill known as the vivisection bill, concernin 
which there is a great deal of controversy and a very marked dif- 
— of opinion, both on the part of physicians and the general 
public. 

I wish to ask in this connection that as a part of the report a 
55 held before the Committee on the District of 
Columbia may be printed as an appendix. I desire further to 
request that 2,000 additional copies of the report may be printed 
for the use of the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and it 

is so ordered. 
Mr. GALLINGER. It is proper I should state in this connec- 
tion, so as to correct a misapprehension that is being very indus- 
triously circulated, that the bill does not propose to prohibit 
vivisection, but that it proposes to restrict and regulate it accord- 
ing to law, and that is all. 

— VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

FRANOIS E. HOOVER—VETO MESSAGE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom were referred the bill (H. R. 1094) granting a pon 
sion to Francis E. Hoover and the veto message of the President 
of the United States, to submit a favorable report in the case, and 
to recommend that the bill be passed, notwithstanding the objec- 
tions of the President of the United States. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill, with the accompanying 
message and report, will be placed on the Calendar. 


MRS. WILLIAM LORING SPENCER. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Some time ago the Senate passed a bill 
granting a pension of $75 a month to Mrs. William Loring Spencer. 
The House of Representatives did not act upon the Senate bill, 
but passed a House bill granting a pension to the same claimant 
at the rate of $30 per month. I am directed by the Committee on 
Pensions to report back the bill (H. R. 4020) granting an increase 
of pension to . William Loring Spencer with an amendment, 

ing the amount correspond to that passed in the Senate bill, 
and as it will take but a moment to pass the bill, such a measure 
having been once passed by the Senate, I ask unanimous consent 
for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, in line 7, 
before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out thirty“ and insert 
“seventy-five”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to place upon the pension roll the name of Mrs. William Loring 
Spencer, as widow of George E. Spencer, late colonel First Alabama Cavalry 

olunteers, and pay her a pension of $75 per month in lieu of the pension 
which she now ves. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate r 
enro Wi the House of Representatives on the bi 

men 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the of the Senate; and Mr. GAL- 
LINGER, Mr. PALMER, and Mr. BAKER were appointed. 

HENRY R. WALTON, 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 1421) for the relief of Henry R. Walton, ad- 
ministrator of John Walton, deceased, submitted a report thereon, 
accompanied by the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and to: 

Resol That Senate bill 1421, for the relief of Henry R, Walton, adminis- 

ohn Walton, deceased, be referred to the Court of Claims for find- 
ings of fact under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1887, such findings 


to include any facts bearing upon the question of loyalty or disloyalty of 
said John Walton during the war; aed appraisement made in behalf of the 
Government of a or the whole oi property A seam for the use of 
the Army; what, if any, compensation m paid therefor, and to whom 
and for what the value of real rty when a priated and the deteri- 
oration thereof when surrendered at the close of the war, together with the 
value to said John Walton of fencing, fruit trees, and fruit, and report to 
the Senate in accordance with section IA of said act. 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. PLATT (for Mr. HAwLEY) introduced a bill (S. 3221) grant- 
ing a pension to Georgia Gatewood; which was read twice by its 


uest a confer- 
and amend- 


| 
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title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3222) fixing the pay of 
the members of the fire department of the District of Columbia; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. QUAY en a bill (S. 3223) to authorize the Presi- 
dent to place William T. Godwin on the retired list with the 
rank of first lieutenant; which was read hale by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Aff: 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3224) to mbane the depositors 
of the Freedman’s Bank; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3225) to correct the record of 
Charles Schmeller, late Company G, Seventy-fifth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, by removing the charge of 
desertion from the same; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the . papers, referred to the Committee on Mil- 


ag ot CULLOM. If the morning business is disposed of, I call 
up tpe conference reporton the legislative, executive, and judicial 
. appropriation bill. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The introduction of bills and joint 
resolutions is still in order. 

Mr. THURSTON. I introduce two bills by request, with the 
statement that I have not given them sufficient investigation to 
determine as to whether Ican support them, but Idesire that they 
shall be referred to the committees as indicated, in order that an 
opportunity aay bo given for the consideration of them at the 
next session of Congress. 

The bill (S. 3226) to reimburse the depositors of the Freedmen’s 
Bank was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


on Claims. 

othe bill (S. 3227) to provide a home for aged and infirm colored 
pog le was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 

ucation and Labor. 

yes MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 3228) increas- 
ing the pension of George W. Peters, Company I, Twelfth Regi- 
ment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HILL Oy request) apd a bill (S. 3229) for the relief 
of William Scofield, Jacob gain 4 James Ketchum, Annie 
Booth as administratrix of the gi chattels, and credits of 
George W. Booth, deceased; Wilson P. Billar, Ezra L. Waterhouse, 
Moses C. Bell, George W. Byles, and George A. Scofield; which 
7 read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 152 
propriating $6,000 for completing the painting of the frieze in 
the Rotunda of the United States Capitol; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills, each with amendments in which it eS aed 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 1659) to amend the laws of the District of Columbia 
as to married women, to make parents the natural guardians of 
their minor children, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 2928) to extend the routes of the Eckington and Sol- 
diers’ Home Railway Company and of the Belt Railway Company 
of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 8469) to authorize the Baltimore and Washington 
3 Company of Maryland to enter the District of Colum- 

A bill (H. R. 8672) conferring jurisdiction u upon the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia, having general equity jurisdic- 
tion, to decree the sale, lease, or surrender of any lease of real 
estate in said District belonging to insane persons, for purpose of 
reinvestment, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The m further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 4910) granting a pension to 
Cyrus Thomas; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 
Mr. CULLOM. Now, if there is no further morning busi- 


ness 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask that the resolution hereto- 
fore 3 by me from the Committee on Rules be laid before 
the Senate 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate, as 
a part of the morning business, the resolution of the Senator from 


The resolution will 


The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, to 
amend Senate Rules Nos. XXV and XXXII, relating to stand- 
ing committees and the privilege of the floor. 

: MITCHELL or Oregon. The resolution has been read. I 


ask for a vote u 
T. 11 should like to hear it read. 


Oregon, coming over from a previous day. 
be stated. S 8 


Mr. STE W. 
Shoei MITCHELL of Oregon. Ican state ina word the PERS 
changes. 

Mi CULLOM. Itis reported from the committee. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Itis reported from the Commit- 
tee on Rules unanimously. 

The change in one ruled is simply to make the standing and se- 
lect committees conform as to number of members and name 
with the esses e that have been made during the present session. 

The proposed changes in the other rule relate to the privilege of 
the floor. One amendment is as follows: The rule as it stands to- 
day provides that the officers of the Senate shall be admitted to 
the floor. The change ge pr oposes to admit officers and employees 
of the Senate when in the actual discharge of their official duties.” 

The next merae anenomes ae proponen to admit ex-Sergeants- 
at-Arms of the ate to th ege of the floor. 

The third and last pro amendment is to admit the chief 
copay of the eant-at-Arms of the House, and the deputy of 

erk of the House. 

Those are the changes suggested by the Committee on Rules, 
and those are all. 

Mr. HILL. I suggest to the Senator from Oregon whether line 
24, on page 6, should not read: 

Ambassadors and ministers of the United States. 


are simply says “ ministers of the United States.” 

TCHELL of Oregon. Undoubtedly the words ‘‘ ambas- 
adn and” should come in preceding the word“ ministers.” I 
ask that that Sans be made. 

The VICE-P IDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be agreed to. The question is on agreeing to the resolution 
as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


MRS. ELEANOR CARROLL POE, 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on He disagreeing votes of the two N 
on the amendment of the House of Re resentatives to the bill (S. 804) 
ing a pension to Mrs. Eleanor Carrol oe panog met, after full an x 
conference have to recommend 75875 o recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the 8 recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
amount proposed to be inserted insert “seventy-five”; and the House agree 


to the same. 
J. H. GALLIN GER. 
JOHN L. MITCHE 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
HENRY F. THOMAS, 
M Lt yey oe oh of the Hi 
ſanagers on part o, House. 
The report was concurred in. 
ADA J. SCHWATKA, 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 

The committee of 8 on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House of Representatives 1 to the bill (S. 710 ting 
a pension to Ada J. Schwatka, widow of the late Lieut. Frederick watk: 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend an 
do recommend to their r aves Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House, and agree to te same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
amount proposed to be inserted insert “twenty; and the House agree to 


the same. 
J. H. GALLINGE 
GEORGE L. SHO 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
H. g. LOUDENSLAGER, 
DAVID G. C 
Managers on the part of Nhe House. 

The report was concurred in. 

REGULATIONS CONCERNING FILLED CHEESE. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of House bill 8008. 

Mr. CULLOM. If it is in order to say a word on the subject, I 
will state that there are, I understand, three or four conference 
reports now ready to be acted upon by the Senate. I have one in 
charge that has been before the Senate three or four times, and it 
is on a long bill, needing some attention by the Executive when it 
gets to him, if it eyer does. There are also the conference reports 
apan iho sundry civil bill and the Indian appropriation bill ready 

or action, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me make a suggestion, if I may be per- 
mitted to do so. 

Mr. CULLOM. It seems to me the Senate ought to dispose of 
these conference reports before taking up any disputed question. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I do not agree with the Senator on that point; 
but I will state that if the Senate, by unanimous consent, will 
ee to take up the bill defining cheese immediately after the 
disposition of the bond bill I shall be content. I do not want to 
be struggling here for its consideration. 
. CUL I am entirely friendly to the Senator’s bill and 
I want to see it passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask unanimous consent that that arrange- 
ment may be made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. PEFFER. What is the request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The request is to proceed to the con- 
sideration of a bill which will be read by title. 

Mr. BERRY. What is going to be done with the conference 
report? 

r. CULLOM. I desire to have it considered immediately. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senate will by unanimous consent 

ee that the bill in respect to cheese shall come up after the bond 
bill, as it is called, is disposed of, I shall give way at once. 

Mr. HARRIS. We can make no agreement about the bill, The 
Senator will get it up by a vote of the Senate when it comes up. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I hope the Senate will take up the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit to the Senate 
the motion of the Senator from Ohio to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill, which will be read by title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 8008) defining cheese, and also 
imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, impor- 
tation, and exportation of filled cheese. 

Mr. MILLS. I rise to a point of order. The conference report 
has precedence over the motion of the Senator from Ohio, if the 
Senator from Illinois presents it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A motion to take it up has precedence. 

Mr. MILLS. It does not make any difference, the question of 

recedence governs in every phase of the matter. If the Senator 
seg Illinois presents his conference report it has precedence over 
all other motions. at least over all ordinary parliamentary motions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is simply in re to a motion to proceed 
to the consideration of a conference report. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am not sure whether I have the right of way 
or not under the ruling as against the motion of the Senator from 
Ohio. However. I su I have a right to make the motion. 

The VICE-PRESID. NT. The Chair is unable to hear the re- 
mark of the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I snbmit that all discussion is out of order, 
and that the motion of the Senator from Ohio is not debatable. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Debate was proceeding by unani- 
mous consent. The Chair will submit to the Senate the motion 
of the Senator from Ohio. The Chair has no doubt that that 
motion isnowin order. The questionis on agreeing tothe motion 
m the Senator from Ohio to proceed to the consideration of House 

ill 8008. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. ` 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Ihave a general 
pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH], but I will trans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. I vote 
“yea.” 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS], and there- 
fore reserve my vote. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON]. If he were 
here, I should vote yea.” 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Iowa can transfer his pair to 
my colleague [Mr. Haw Ley]. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MCBRIDE]. I should vote “nay,” 
if I were noe paitaa, 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). Iannouncemy 
pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. CHILTON (when Mr. Martin’s name was called). The 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN] is necessarily absent, and is 
paired with the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I have a general 5 
with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. he 
were present, I should vote nay.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GEAR. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Georgia 
2 f se maa to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] 
and vote “yea.” 

Mr. BURROWS. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana 


e but I see that he has entered the Chamber, and 
vo ae ea.” 

Mr.T TON. Ihave a general pair with the junior Sena- 
tor from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. If he were present, I 
should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Iam paired with the Senator from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]; but as I understand this is not a politi- 
cal question, I desire to record my vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. CARTER (after having voted in the affirmative). eine 
paired with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON] an 
observing that he has not voted, I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 14; as follows: 


YEAS—38. 
Aldrich, Davis, Morrill, Roach, 
ison, Dubois, Nelson, Sewell, 
n. Gallinger, Palmer, Sherman, 
Brown, Gear. Petter. Shoup, 
Burrows, Hansbrough, Perkins, Teller, 
Cameron, N Pettigrew, ie, 
Cannon, go, Platt, Vilas, 
Chandler, Mitchell, Oreg. Prite! Warren, 
Cockrell, ell, Wis. Quay, Wilson. 
NAYS—l4. 
Bate, Gray, Mills, Walthall, 
Berry, Harri Morgan, ite. 
Chilto Jones, Ark. Pasco, 
Daniel, v. Vest, 
NOT VOTING—39, 
Allen, Cullom, Hoar, 
FFV. 
ulkner, ones, Nev. 
te ee ee 
ice, 0 u 
oe re — 
ery, 01 ê, oor 
II. S7. Gorman) Mart Wetmore, 
Carter, Hale, Murphy, Wolcott. 
Clark, Hawley, Pr r. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8008) 
defining cheese, and also imposing a tax upon and re ting the 
manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of filled cheese. 

Mr. THURSTON. . President, I am advised by wire of sick- 
ness in my family, which makes it necessary for me to leave im- 
mediately for home. As I probably can not be in the Senate again, 
if final adjournment is to take place within the next few days, I 
ask unanimous consent for three or four minutes of time in which 
I may state my position as to two or three measures which may 
be pi before the Senate. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the Senator from Nebraska will proceed. 

Mr. THURSTON. I merely wish, Mr. President, to state my 
position. As it will be im ible for me to vote upon these meas- 
ures which may come up between now and the date of adjourn- 
ment, I shall content myself with a mere statement as to how I 
would N the subjects if present. 

The bi ed up by the Senator from Ohio and now pending I 
should desire to kg he The joint resolution which the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. CHELL] has given notice that he would call 
up, proposing an amendment to the Constitution so as to provide 
for the election of Senators by a direct vote of the people, I should 
desire to support. The bill which the Senator from New York 
[Me HILL] has given notice he wishes to call up, reported from 
the Judiciary Committee, defining contempt of court, making a 
classification between direct and indirect 5 I shoulå su 
port, and had proposed to move an amendment thereto, givin 
a party charged with an indirect contempt of court the Aea i 
right of trial by jury upon his request. 

The bill which has lately been under consideration by the Sen- 
ate prohibiting the issuance of bonds except by further consent or 
direction of Con; I should have supported had it come on for 
a vote at a time in the session when reasonable opportunity would 
have been given for legislation by Congress. I desire to say sim- 
ply that at this late hour of the session, with the apparent impos- 
sibility of any farther action on the part of Congress, I believe it 
would create altogether too great a danger for us now to with- 
draw from the Administration any power of providing for a mon- 
etary crisis in the affairs of Government between the present time 
and the next session of Conero; 

Therefore, while I had desired to support the measure if it 
could have been considered earlier in the session, and while I 
may desire to support a similar measure at the next session of 
Congress, I do not believe it is wise to jeopardize the credit of the 
United States at this time by the passage of the bill; and were I 
present when the yote is ed upon that measure, I should feel 
compelled to waive my own individual views and vote for what I 
consider to be a temporary necessity by placing the credit of this 
Government beyond all question and beyond attack. 

With these statements, in order that the Senate may know my 
position and that the Senator with whom I am paired may be ina 
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are perhaps to vote on some of these measures, I shall be 
content. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent for the immedi- 
ate consideration of the bill (S. 269) extending relief to Indian 


citizens, and for other pw 
Mr. SHERMAN. If it does not lead to any debate. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I think it will lead to no debate. The bill 
has been read. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read by title. 

The Secretary, A bill (S. 265) extending relief to Indian citi- 
zens, and for other 1 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, the bill is in 
Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill will be read for informa- 
on. 

The Secretary read the bill as amended on the report of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BATE. That seems to be a very important bill. It seems 
to affect many Indians and to levy taxes on the property of those 
Indians. I ask that it may go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is inte to the request 
of the Senator from South Dakota. House bill 8008 will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I offer an amendment to the pending bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Idaho will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add the following as a new 
section: 

In order to raise revenue to meet the various ex of the Government 
the sum of 75 cents shall be levied and collected, under such regulations as the 
Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, on every barrel of lager beer, ale, 
and porter 3 in the United States in addition to the tax now 
imposed thereon. 


Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has called the attention of the country a 
number of times to the necessity of raising reyenue in order to 
meet the current expenses of the Government. He has stated that 
it would be a disgrace, an infamy, if we did not do this, and he 
has said that the Senate would be especially censurable. But when 
he is pinned down he proposes to provide revenue only through 
the Dingley bill—an unjust, an unfair, a sectional measure which 
can not pass the Senate; and no one knows that it can not pass the 
Senate better than the Senator from Ohio. 

The amendment which I propose will bring in a revenue of 
about $25,000,000 a year, almost enough money to make up the 
difference between the receipts and the expenditures. It willnot 
hurt anybody in particular. It might be of some disadvantage 
politically in certain sections of the country, but if it imposes any 
additional burdens upon any class, those burdens will fall on gen- 
tlemen who have accumulated fortunes in the manufacture 
of beer. I submit that it is fairer that these gentlemen should 
pay a little more into the Treasury instead of that the poor farmer 
and miner and sheep raiser should be compelled to pay it. 

When the Senator from Ohio or any other Senator on this floor 
undertakes to censure the men sitting upon this side of the Cham- 
ber who voted against the Dingley bill, he loses sight of one very 
important fact. We represent constituencies which are in favor of 
the free coi of silver, and yet in order to vote for the Dingley 
bill you would have compelled us first to vote down the substitute 
for it which provided for the unlimited coinage of silver. It was 
a trap, tr ent and unfair. At that very time the silver sub- 
stitute which we had passed through the Senate as a substitute 
for the bond bill was being considered in the House. The silver 
substitute for the bond bill was defeated in the House, as every- 
one knew it would be; and we silver men in this Chamber were 
called upon to vote against a free-coinage bill in the Senate at the 
same time,and we were asked to cast this vote against silver in 
order to reach a bill which was unfair and unjust to our own 


es. 


people. 

It is utterly out of the question to talk about passing the 
Dingley bill. If the Senator from Ohio is willing to raise reye- 
nue by fair measures, the gentlemen on this side who voted 
against considering the Dingley bill will meet him fairly. If he 
is not willing to do that, or if the Senators on this side of the 
Chamber are not willing to consider a fair revenue bill, I insist 
that they shail quit posing before the country as the only patriots, 
as the only ones who are anxious to raise revenue for the Gov- 
ernment. 7 

We stand here ready to join in any proper method to raise rev- 
enue, but we will not allow a sectional tariff bill like the Dingley 
bill, which protected the Eastern manufacturer amply but gave no 
protection to the South or the West,to pass. There has not been 


a Senator on this side of the Chamber who has combated the ar- 
guments peecon by the gentlemen who voted against the bill, 


showing 


tit wasa sectional, unjust, unworthy, unmeritorious 


measure. They state on every occasion that it is not a proper 
bill. We state on the other hand that it is very improper, vi 
sectional, and unjust to our part of the country. We state in ad- 
dition that a protective tariff bill without free coinage will not 
avail, and insist that a protective tariff measure and a free-coin- 
age bill should be ether at the same time. 

I offer the amendment which will raise $25,000,000, and state 
that it will not raise the price of beer to the consumer; it may 
diminish a trifle the great profits of the manufacturers. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. President, I do not intend to answer the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusots]. So far as a tax on beer is con- 
cerned, I gee — ina proper revenue bill, if it were pending before 
us, vote for levying such a tax, although I think the article of 
beer, yielding us a revenue now of over $30,000,000, has a pretty 
heavy tax on it for an article which is very useful and comfortable. 
I do not know whether I would vote for it, because I think that 
the consumers of beer pay already a very nae sum. 

But I rose more to appeal to the Senate to allow this bill to pass. 
It is supported, I believe, by the farmers of our country—North 
and South, East and West, and if it is passed it will prevent filled 
cheese or any other article or compound made out of lard and 
other materials from being sold for cream cheese. It is to prevent 
fraud. It seems to me it is one of those simple propositions which 
ought to meet with the assent of the Senate without being em- 
barrassed with these various amendments. 

Without going at all into the question of the Dingley bill, or 
any other tariff bill, or any other measure whatever, for I do not 
like to do that, I will state that I would vote against the Dingle 
bill as an amendment to the pending bill. The friends of this bi 
must see that the only way they can give this relief to the farmers 
of our country is to vote down all amendments, This is not in 
the broad sense a revenue bill. It is not expected that the bill 
will furnish more than a half million dollars, or something like 
that, a year, The precise amount we can not tell. It is proposed 
as a relief bill, as the sped eae bill was passed; and the oleo- 
margarine act has proved to be a great success, satisfactory to the 
manufacturers of oleomargarine and satisfactory to all who were 
in favor of the bill. It has worked very well. But I do not want 
to embarrass the pending bill by a general question of taxation. 
I therefore move to ag, Sar ek the table the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Idaho [Mr. DuBots]. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator from Ohio will allow me to 
ask him a question before he does that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS, Ifthe amendment shall be agreed to and the 
additional tax of 75 cents upon a barrel of beer shall be passed 
into a law, will the tax, then, upon the alcohol contained in the 
lager beer be more than half so high as the present tax imposed 
upon all other alcoholic beverages? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am not a competent judge. I know that in 
whisky there is about one-half alcohol. I know that in beer it is 
said to be from 3 to 5 per cent. Therefore it would take an enor- 
mous tax to make the tax on beer equivalent to the taxon whisky. 

Mr. HARRIS. I refer to the alcohol contained in those bever- 
ages, and I state as a faot that even if 75 cents shall be added to 
the present tax on beer, it will fall very far short, I may almost 
say immeasurably short, of the tax on other alcoholic drinks. 

r. SHERMAN. Ido not wish to go into the question as to 
the difference between the tax on whisky and the tax on beer. 
They both yield very large incomes. The tax on whisky at a dol- 
lar a gallon produced over $100,000,000, The tax on beer yields 
us $30,000,000, and I do not want to disturb those taxes. ecan 
pone other taxes. I move that the amendment be laid upon 

e e. 5 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 55 lay upon the 
table the amendment submitted by the Senator from Maho [Mr. 


8 
Mr. LS and Mr. DUBOIS called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

The 8 proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CARTER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Grsson]. Not knowing 
how he would vote on this question, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am 3 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS]. I do not 
know how he would vote on this question. I therefore withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was rauad). I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON]. If he were present, I should 


vote *‘ yea.” 
Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). I havea general 
ir with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MCBRIDE]. I do not 
Ease howhe would vote. If he were present, I should vote “nay.” 
Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 


with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 
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Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. If he were present, I 
should vote * nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS (when Mr. Surrk's name was called). I announce 
the pair of the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Surry] with 
the Senator from Nevada . JONES]. 

The roll call was concl 

Mr. PUGH. I transfer my pair with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hoar] to the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Marti} and vote “age 

Mr. FAULKNER. e Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Er- 
KINS] has been in the Chamber during the roll call, and I will 
therefore vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. TILLMAN. I announce my pair with the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. If he were present, I should vote 
“na =e 

Mr. ALDRICH. I call attention to the fact that the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], who is 8 with my colleague [Mr. 
WETMORE}, has voted. I suppose he did so 3 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the negative). beg to 
state, in response to the suggestion of the senior Senator from 
Rhode Island, that if he regards this as a political question I will, 
of course, withdraw my vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave no doubt that my colleague, if present, 
would vote “‘ yea” upon this question. 

Mr. BACON. I will state that my agreement with the junior 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE] is that upon matters 
not political we are at liberty to vote in our discretion; and I 
added in my former statement that if the senior Senator from 
Rhode Island would say in behalf of his colleague that he would 
regard this as a political question, of course I would withdraw my 


vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It has certainly been made so by the vote, and 
sae say it is a political question. Senators upon the other 
side 

Mr. BACON. I transfer my pair to the senior Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. In BY], and allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. CARTER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to 
2 what notice the Chair has of a pair with my colleague [Mr. 

TLE]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks no such annonnce- 
ment has been made. If a pair has been announced with the Sena- 
i 1 Montana [Mr. MANTLE] it has escaped the attention of 

e i o 

Mr. CARTER. Understanding that my colleague [Mr. MAN- 
TLE] is paired generally with the junior Senator from Virginia 

r. MARTIN], and the pair with the junior Senator from Virginia 
ving been transferred to some other Senator, I desire to protect 
my colleague by transferring to him my pair with the junior Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. Gipson]. I desire to vote. Ivote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. CHILTON, It is proper to state that the transfer of the 
pair of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin] was made be- 
cause I was assured that he was in agreement with the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. MANTLE], I counseled with the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. DuBois] in regard to the matter, who assured me that 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE] would vote in the neg- 
ative, and hence I arranged the transfer of the pair with the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN] to another Senator. 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—25. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Palmer, Shoup, 
Allison, Hawley, Turple, 
Baker, z Perkins, Vilas, 
Burrows, itchell, Oreg. Platt, Wilson. 
Cockrell, Mitchell, Wis. guay; 
Cullom, orrill, ell, 
Davis, elson, Sherman, 
NAYS—H. 
Allen, Carter, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
Bacon, Chilto: Kyle, Stewart, 
Be Danie Landay, aller, 
Brown, Wanlknor; Morgan, Walthall, 
Butler, Gray, Peffer, hite. 
ery, Hansbrough, Pettigrew, 
Cannon, 2 gh, 
NOT VOTING—&. 
Blackburn, Gear, Lod, uire, 
Blanchard, Geo. Mcbride, urston, 
Brice, Gibson, McMillan, > 
Call, Gordon, Mantle, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Gorman, Martin, arren, 
Chandler, Hale, Murphy, Wetmore, 
Clark, oar, Pritchard, olcott. 
Irby, Proctor, 
Frye, Junes, Nev. Smith, 
So the Senate refused to lay the amendment on the table. 
XXVII- 338 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusots]. 


Mr. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. VILAS. I desire to make a single remark on this question 
before the vote is taken. 


Mr. VILAS. Laddressed the Chair before any name was called. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin ad- 
dressed the Chair at the moment the roll call commenced. 

Mr. VILAS. I addressed it before any name was called. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I suggest that the roll call has commenced. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Debate is not out of order until there is an 
answer, 

Mr. GALLINGER. There has been no response. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks that the Senator 
from Wisconsin addressed the Chair just at the moment and be- 
fore a name was responded to. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I wish to make only a very few re- 
marks on this subject. If Senators choose to adopt a tax on beer 
because they desire to kill this most meritorions measure designed 
to prevent the continued perpetration of injurions and shameful 
fraud upon a class of citizens at least as deserving of legislative 
consideration as any other, then to add this measure will un- 
doubtedly effect the result. It is perfectly certain there can be 
no question that we can not ape to convert this bill, designed 
only to impose a tax upon filled cheese for a limited and special 
end, into a general bill for the raising of revenue; and if any gen- 
eral bill for the raising of revenue were thus to be framed we know 
it would not be at the present session of Co: 

Therefore this is a skillful scheme, if that be the object of those 
who vote for a tax upon beer, to defeat utterly and entirely this, 
as I said, most meritorions measure, in my opinion. 

But if this be regarded asa deliberate expression of the judg- 
ment of the Senate as to whether there should be a tax upon beer, 
if that be the question which is now being considered by Senators, 
I desire to say a few words. I shall not detain the Senate, be- 
cause I will not contribute to the purpose of defeating this bill by 
any lengthy argument. 

But I desire to say with reference to the tax imposed u 
beer, first, that the tax now charged for beer is the same per bar- 
rel that was put upon it when the necessities of war first taxed 
that article which, by the usage of so large a portion of our peo- 
ple, is one almost of necessity, like an article of food. The tax 
then laid upon beer was but little more than half the same per- 
centage of tax it is now, because at that time beer was worth and 
sold in the markets for almost twice what it sells for now, if I am 
correctly informed in respect to it. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to ask the Senator from Wis- 
consin a question right on that point. 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. I am told that the manufacturers of beer 
practically dispense with hops and barley, and consequently they 
are making it for very much less, although it is very injurious. 
They are making beer with much more profit. It costs them but 
asmall percentage of what it formerly cost. I should like to 
know, if the Senator r nts a city where they manufacture a 
great deal of beer, whe the manufacturers have relieved them- 
selves of the tax of using hops and barley. If they have they can 
stand this tax, 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Nevada knows, perhaps, quite as 
much as I do and a good deal more in res to NE Goer oF 
of the recipe which is used by beer makers, I know nothing of it, 
but I understand that the beer of the large makers of beer is made 
in the most careful manner of the most genuine material—barl 
and hops—and is as useful and healthy a beverage, decently an 
reasonably taken, as it is pleasant on a hot day; and that is about 
the only time I am in the habit of drinking it. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VILAS. I will listen to my colleague, but I can not spend 
my time on these side remarks with the Senator from Nevada. 

. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I understand that the manu- 
facturers of beer are required to make oath as to the ingredients 
of the beer. I think they are honorable men. 

Mr. VILAS. Iam not discussing the question of the manufac- 
ture of beer or whimsical tions of that kind. I call atten- 
tion to the fact that the percentage of tax now charged upon this 
beverage is very much greater than that which was laid upon it 
by the necessities of war. Ithas never been diminished or re- 
moved since the war time, and it is a tax that must be paid ple 
consumer. Whatever, from morality or otherwise, you will thi 
of that, I care not, but the truth is that the consumers who pay 
this tax are, in fact, the large body of laboring, hard- working, 
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wage-earning classes of our communities. You put this charge 
upon them when you increase the tax on . : 

The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] asked what the pro- 
portion of alcohol is in beer. t consequence is it? We are 
not taxing alcohol by the proportionable percentage in which it 
is found in different articles in the world. We are taxing liquors 
for the p of raising enormous revenues from them. We 
are holding a tax upon beer even now as we have held it through 
all the period of peace, at the same nominal specific rate, but at 
a much greater precentage than in time of war. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator will not deny that our policy has 
been and is to tax alcohol which is contained in those luxuries 
known as beverages, and it applies as well to beer as it does to 
whisky or to any other article that contains alcohol. 

Mr. VILAS. It is taxed in other articles into which it enters 
only because it happens to be in a certain sense a raw material of 
which those articles are composed, and it pays its tax as alcohol 
and not as a percentage of something else. 

I do not desire to spend any time about it, as I said. I point to 
these two single facts, and if Senators choose to put a tax upon 
beer under the circumstances, the whole measure of the proposed 
act, in its effect grossly injurious and wrong to a class of people 
who are little deserving of being singled out for taxation, ought 
to be understood. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, this is really a ludicrous situa- 
tion. All the Senators on the other side of the Chamber are cen- 
sured almost daily because they will not vote to raise revenue. 
Some of us on this side of the Chamber are censured because we 
will not vote to raise revenue. The Senate by a majority vote 
affirms that it will vote revenue by placing a tax on beer. Sena- 
tors on this side and some on the other side object. They say in 
substance we desire to raise revenue, but insist that the minority, 
who have some peculiar notions and who desire to make some 
political capital for themselves, shall determine the method of 
raising revenue, and they censure the majority because the ma- 
jority will not submit to the dictation of the minority. They are 
out of patience with the majority and will not consent to any plan 
except theirown. If I do not state the situation correctly will 
those Senators who are in the minority state precisely whether 
they really desire to raise revenue, and if so, what method they 
suggest? Itis the strangest spectacle and the most transparent 
attempt to make political capital for a section of the country that 
I have witnessed since I became a member of the Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. In other words, we are all in favor of raising rey- 
enue, but op to the tax. 

Mr. D IS. We are all in favor of an increased revenue, 
but we must do so only in the manner in which the minority want 
to raise it. The consumer will not have to pay this tax. You 
can get beer in almost all the cities in the country now two 
glasses for 5 cents. : 

Mr. TELLER. And the consumers will not have to pay any 
more for it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. They will not have to pay any more for the beer 
if this tax is levied. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator where you can get two glasses of beer for 5 cents? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, the question presented for the con- 
sideration of the Senate is whether we shall tax for the benefit of 
certain cheese manufacturers, or whether we shall tax for the 
benefit of the public Treasury of the United States. The Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] is op to a tax which will bring 
5 into the coffers of the Treasury and he is opposed to 
this bi 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator ought not to misstate my position. 
He knows well that there is no Senator on this floor who is more 
sincerely in favor of taxes to be so laid as to bring revenue into 
the Treasury and to put no 5 of the taxes anywhere else 
except in the Treasury than I. j x 

Mr. MILLS. Then you will not vote for this cheese bill. 

Mr. VILAS. Then I will vote for this cheese bill. 

Mr. MILLS. The Senator answers himself. The Senator thinks 
that I am doing an injustice in stating the principle so broadly. 
I will state that the Senator from Wisconsin is opposed to the 
tax—not a tax, but the tax—that will bring revenue into the 
Treasury now proposed to the Senate. It is admitted by every- 
body that the tax on beer will bring some millions of dollars into 
the almost empty coffers of the Treasury. It is stated by advo- 


cates of this bill who have it in charge and the distinguished and 
venerable Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] that this bill will 
not bring any revenue to the y, or substantially that it is 
not a revenue bill, and is not intended asa revenue bill, That is 


not denied. This bill is intended to raise the price of cheese to 
the consumer; this bill is intended to destroy competition; this 
bill is intended as a burden upon the people who use food to live, 
and the Senator from Wisconsin is in favor of imposing that bur- 
den upon the food of poor laborers and increase the price of another 


kind of food for the benefit of the manufacturer, but he will not 
vote for a tax to increase the price of beer either to the manufac- 
turer or the consumer and at the same time bring revenue to the 
public Treasury. 

Mr. President, I belong to a party which declared in its national 
latform in 1892 that taxation for any other purpose except to 
ring revenue to the public Treasury was a fraud and beyond the 

rightful power of Congress to lay; that it was the prostitution of 
a constitutional power; that it was seizing a power placed in Con- 
gress by the Constitution for the purpose alone of raising revenue 
to support the Government. 

It has been said over and over again that the taxpayer is the for- 
gotten man. He is always the forgotten man. ere we are, 
grave and deliberate Senators, on both sides discussing whether 
this is a political question or not. Mr. President, if the power to 
tax for the benefit of the public Treasury alone is not a 

uestion in this country, there never was a party question. 
the beginning of our Government those who formed the party to 
which I belong, and to which others on this side of the Chamber 
belong, demanded a strict construction of the Constitution in 
order that its ponor should not be perverted to any other pur- 
poses except that for which they were intended. 

What becomes of the poor people who eat this so-called filled 
cheese? Have they not a right to eat filled cheese? It was once 
said by a distinguished leader of the e party that cheap 
things and cheap clothes were nasty. that become the doc- 
trine of the Democratic party too? Are the Democratic leaders, 
the national representatives of the Democratic party, standing 
before the country and leading this great y into the woods, 
demanding that the power to tax shall be used to the detriment 
of the poor people, to increase the price of food to the poor, and 
admitting at the same time they do that that not one dollar of 
that taxation comes to the public Treasury? Iam not surprised 
at the Senator from Ohio and Senators on the other side of this 
Chamber advocating this tax. They believe in using the power of 
taxation to build up private industries. We do not; we never 
have believed in it, and we have said over and over again from the 
foundation of our party until the present time that the power of 
taxation must be used for the purpose of putting money into the 
FEART, and for that purpose alone. 

Now, here is a beer tax. It will bring money into the Treasury. 
Nobody doubts it. Why shall we not vote for it? We have been 
admonished over and over again that the Treasury needs money. 
The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] has told us that we ought 
not to leave here without putting more money into the Treasury. 
The Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusots] offers an amendment to 

ut twenty-five or thirty million dollars more money into the 
easury bya tax on beer; yet it is opposed upon the ground that 
the tax is burdensome; but the tax on food, the tax on cheese, 
which the poorest of our poor people have to consume, is not an 
objectionable tax to us, and at the same time it is admitted that 
that tax is for the purpose of increasing the price of other cheese, 
and for the purpose of extinguishing competition, and for build- 
ing up private industries at the expense of the people of the 


country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr, President, I am very glad to hear this 
morning an official declaration from the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
MILLs], speaking for his party, that the Democratic party is in 
favor of imposing an increased tax upon beer, That was shown 
not only by his speech, but by the vote just taken to-day. The 
Senator from Texas had charge of a tariff bill a few years ago, 
while in the other House, which bore his name and became 
rather notorious in the country. That bill did not contain an in- 
cr tax upon beer. Several times subsequent to that, in the 
history of this country, Democratic tariff bills have been framed; 
notably last year we a bill, which was called the Gorman- 
Brice bill, which passed the Senate, and there was no suggestion 
then made that the Democratic panty was in favor of increasing 
the tax upon beer. There has never up to this moment any 
suggestion that e Soar of that kind was contemplated. It has 
been generally understood that the brewers of the country have 
supported the Democratic party and Supported it not only by their 
votes but in a more substantial way, an at as a return for that 
support the Democratic party was opposed to increasing the tax 


upon beer. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator from Rhode Island allow me 
to 2 him? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not at present. 

It seems now that a change has taken place. I do not know 
whether it is in consequence of prospective action at Chicago, or 
what it may be, which has brought about this change in 
cratic tactics and Democratic i 
of the country will look upon 


rom 


mo- 
cies; but Iam sure the ere 
is movement with a great of 


itn’ A 
Mr. LS. Only a word. The Senator from Rhode Island 
states that I had charge of a bill a few years ago proposing to 
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raise revenue to support the Government without adding any in- 
creased tax on beer. Such a tax was not then necessary. We 
put a tax on other articles which was sufficient. It is demon- 
strated now that there are not revenues enough in the public Treas- 
ury, and we have got to select something which we will tax to 
bring those revenues into the public Treasury. I will agree with 
the Senator from Rhode Island, if he prefers that to a tax on beer, 
to put a tax on incomes, or I will vote to puta direct tax on manu- 
factured products which are already protected. I will select that 
which will bring revenue to the Government and at the same time 
bear as lightly as possible upon the taxpayer. 

That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, coming from the Northwest and 
from a community of farmers, it seems to me passing strange that 
whenever the farmers of this country or other eg aie classes of 
the community come before the Senate of the United States for 
protection and relief, there is always an attempt madeto sidetrack 
them in some manner by indirect methods, 

Now, what are the plain factsin thiscase? The facts are these, 
Mr. President: An industry has Fete up in this country of re- 
cent years, the manufacture of filled cheese, which has operated 
injuriously and damaging in several directions. It has destroyed 
the dairy industry ers the farmers of the Northwest; it has 
destroyed our export trade in cheese, and has been the means of 
deceiving the consumers of cheese to such an extent that even in 
the very restaurant below us here they have sold and we have 
eaten filled cheese as the genuine article—as full cream cheese. 

The main purpose and object of this bill is not so much to raise 
revenue as it is to provide for honesty and integrity among the 
people of this country in the matter of the sale and consumption 
of cheese. We want, first of all, to protect the consumers of 
cheese so that whoever buys it, if he desires filled cheese, may know 
that he is getting it, and whoever desires the genuine article may 
know that he is getting that. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will ask the Senator whether the State of 
Minnesota, as a State, has attempted to suppress the sale of this 
objectionable cheese? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. The State of Minnesota has passed 
laws to that effect, and so havé Wisconsin and a great many other 
States; but the work of the different States can not be carried out 
effectively, as I know from my own experience, unless it is supple- 
mented by legislation of the Federal Government. 

The manufacture of filled cheese is carried on at the great 
creameries where they make butter. They havea process, derived 
from Denmark in the first instance, by which they separate all 
the cream, the butter fat, from the milk when it is brought to the 
creameries, The cream or butter fat is separated from the milk 
and made into butter. Then that milk, at these large creameries, 
is heated and supplied with an amount of neutral oil—oil extracted 
from the leaf lard of the hog—and from these ingredients the filled 
cheese is made. In other words, to use plain language, the but- 
ter fat or cream that is extracted from the milk is supplied by fat 
taken from the hog and injected into the milk by means of a jet 
of steam, and from that the filled cheese is made. To every 100 
pounds of this skimmed milk, if I may so call it, is added 3 to 4 
pounds of what they call a neutral oil. The oil is extracted from 
the leaf lard of the hog; by the use of a steam jet this oil is in- 
jected into and mixed with this milk, and then the two are boiled 
and mixed and made into this filled cheese. 

The manufacturers sell this cheese unbranded and unmarked to 
the wholesale dealers, and sell it for what it is, but at a large profit, 
while the wholesale dealers have it branded and labeled in various 
ways to suit the tastes, the notions, and the demands of the retail 
trade. They brand and label it ‘‘Full-cream cheese,” Wiscon- 
sin dairy cheese,” “New York full-cream dairy cheese,” and other 
fancy names. In this way and under such colors it is passed to 
the retail trade, who in turn sell it to the public as genuine full- 
cream cheese at nearly the same price, or pretty near the same price, 
as genuine cheese, while it costs less than half of the genuine arti- 
cle in the first instance. The consumer is defrauded in a twofold 


way—he is deceived into buying a sham for a es article, 
and he is compelled to pay the price of genuine cheese, In other 
words, both his purse and his stomach are defrauded, 


It costs from 4 to 5 cents a pound to manufacture filled cheese, 
according to the price of the skimmed milk and the lard that enters 
into it, while it costs from 10 to 11 cents a pound to make the 
genuine full-cream cheese. The wholesalers make a large profit 
out of it from the retailers, and the retailers make a large profit 
again from the consumers. There is a temptation all around 
to deceive, and to work it off, if I may use a slang expression, 
among the public as genuine cheese at full prices. 

What has been the result of this filled-cheese industry that 
has grown mp in this country within recent years? It has de- 
stroyed our cheese export trade by 0 American cheese in 
disrepute abroad. Our filled cheese has led them to regard all our 
cheese as of that kind, Let me give you some figures. 


Exports of cheese from May 1 to April 30. 
{Submitted by Mr. Shields.] 


Year. Year. 


New York.| Montreal. 


Boxes. Bowes. Boxes. 
775, 829 625, 000 1, 186, 000 
949, 060 535, 212 1, 229,000 
868, 635 553, 1,347,000 
217, 024 671, 094 1, 628, 000 

721 842, 912 1,575, 000 
580 999, 680 1, 847, 46 
566 | 1,256, 495 1,893, 412 
000 | 1,298, 000 2, 016, 616 
000 | 1,025,000 2, 148, 854 


Practically the cheese trade has been reversed, and the quantit 
of cheese that we exported from New York in 1879 is now expo 


from Montreal, and the export from Montreal in 1896 is nearly as 
great as the export from New York in 1879. 

In view of these facts and under these conditions it is very 
strange—it is the oddest thing of all—to see Senators on the other 
side indirectly vote in favor of filled cheese, especially when a 
large bulk of this fraudulent cheese is sent down South and mar- 
keted there. I wish Senators on the other side would take the 
time to read letters from retail dealers in the Southern States 
about this matter, which are incorporated in the hearings of the 
committee. They would then find that, aside from the cheese 
that is exported to foreign countries, the bulk of this sham and 
fraudulent cheese is sent down to the Southern States and there 
palmed off at full price as genuine cheese. 

This is a plain, 5 7 proposition for relief. It is, first of all, 
to prevent fraud and deception in trade. In the next place, it is to 
protect the dairy farmers of the Northwest, whose industry has been 
ruined by the fact that the export market has been destroyed; and 
the next object of the bill is to protect the consumer and honest 
retail dealer, so that they may all know whether they are buying 
a sham cheese, a lard cheese, or a real, genuine full cream cheese, 

Under these circumstances, upon as plain and simple proposi- 
tions as these, why should Senators seek to inject the tariff ques- 
tion or the silver question or party politics into this bill? Must 
these burning questions, at all the time afloat between the parties, 
be injected into every scheme of legislation that is brought into 
this ber to secure relief for the American public? But some 
of you come and say: We have no right to legislate in this way.” 
It is unconstitutional, you say. That is the old cry whenever it 
is attempted to protect the people. There are always some consti- 
tutional lawyers who come to the front and say: You have no 
right to pass such legislation as this.” Why, gentlemen, it is a 
principle of the common law which is older than the Constitution, 
and injected into it, that every man must use his propery in such 
a way as not to irjure his neighbor. We have a right to restrain 
and regulate every man’s calling if itis of a nature which is cal- 
culated to work an injury and a damage to the public. 

I want to call attention in this connection to the case of Plum- 
ley vs. Massachusetts, a case which was decided by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. The State of Massachusetts had en- 
acted a law prohibiting the coloring of oleomargarine so as to 
resemble butter. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I ask the Senator whether that was a State or 
a Federal law? 

Mr. NELSON. Iam coming to that, if the Senator will be pa- 
tient. I said the State of Massachusetts; and if the Senator had 
listened he would have heard. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Wecan not hear the Senator on this side of 
the Chamber. 

Mr. NELSON. The State of Massachusetts enacted a law pro- 
hibiting the coloring of oleomargarine so as to resemble butter. 
A case was brought under that law, and it was held to be con- 
stitutional. It was finally brought to the Supreme Court of the 
United States and that court held that the law was clearly within 
the police power of the State, and was no infringement upon any 
gags of the Constitution of the United States. I want to read 
om the opinion of the court in that case; it is very apt and ger- 
mane and covers one feature of this case: 

It will be observed that the statute of Massachusetts, which is alleged to be 
repugnant to the commerce clause of the Constitution, does not prohibit the 
manufacture or sale of oleomar; ne, but only such as is colored in imita- 
tion of yellow butter produced from pare nnadulterated milk or cream of 
such . If free from coloration or ingredient that “causes it to look like 
butter.“ the right to sell it in a i erode and distinct form and in such 
manner as will advise the consumer of its real character is neither restricted 
nor prohibited. 

So in this case, Mr, President— 

It appears that oleo; nein its natural condition is of “alight yellowish 
color,” and that the article sold by the accused was artificially colored in im- 
itation of yellow butter.“ Now, the real object of coloring Oleomargarine so 
as to make it look like genuine butter is that it may appear to be Waer is 185 


and thus induce unwary purchasers who do not 14 8 seru 
upon the in which it is contained to buy it as and for butter produced 
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from unadulterated milk or cream from such milk. The suggestion that oleo- 
margarine is artificially colored so as to render it more palatable and attrac- 
tive can only mean that customers are deluded by such coloration into believ- 

that the: el po genuine butter. If any one thinks that oleomargarine 
jored 80 as to cause it to look like bu 


And that is this bill. 
He is only forbidden to practice in such matters a fraud upon the general 
public. 


And that is the object of this bill. 

The statute seeks $0 sappross Talno pretenses and to promote fair dealing 
in the sale of an article of food. 

0 is all this bill proposes to do, and that is the real meat 

i 

It compels the sale of oleomargarine for what it really is by preventing its 
sale for what it is not. 

Can it be that the Constitution of the United States secures to anyone the 
paruens of manufacturing and se! an article of food in such manner as to 

duce the mass of people to believe that they are buying something which in 
fact is wholly different from that which is offered forsale? Does the freedom 
of commerce among the States demand a recognition of the right to practice a 
deception upon the public in the sale of any articles, even those that may have 
become the subject of trade in different parts of the country? 

That is all there is to this case. There is no use of beating 
around the bush. The chief object of this bill is not to raise rev- 
enue. That is only a collateral issue. The revenue features of 
the bill, if I may use the expression, are merely for the purpose of 
2 the manufacture and sale of filled cheese upon the State 

ook, upon the Federal hook, as it were, for the pu of con- 
3 regulating the manufacture and the e. That is 
all. ə main issue, the main gist of the bill, is to protect the 
manufacturers and consumers and to enforce honesty and integ- 
rity in the manufacture, sale, and consumption of one of the chief 
articles of food. That is all there is of it. It is not a mere mat- 
ter of revenue; it is for the purpose of putting the business under 
control in order that the Federal Government may have a super- 
vision and control of the manufacturer and the dealer, andin that 
manner be able to protect the public against fraud and deception. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should be glad to ask the Senator a question, 
if he will allow me. 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator says the chief object of this billis 
not to raise revenue. 

Mr. NELSON. Yes; certainly I did. 


Mr. MORGAN. “The chief object” was the language of the 
Senator. 
Mr. NELSON. Yes 


Mr. MORGAN. ‘The chief object was not to raise revenue, 
was the 7 of the Senator. 

Mr. NE N. Yes, I think so; but I will say to the Senator, 
and he knows it, and we all know it, that the mere matter of rev- 
enue in this bill is collateral and cuts but a small figure. The chief 
object is to obtain relief against fraud and deception. 

MORGAN. I wish to ask the Senator whether or not he is 
willing to put that declaration in the bill so that the Supreme 


Court ma; upon it? 

Mr. NELSON. I put my declaration here. It is not necessary 
to put m perna opinion into the bill. 

Ar. MORGAN. I want to put that declaration in the bill. 

Mr. NELSON. You can pat it wherever you like, Iam satis- 
fied with the bill as it is. ughter. 

Mr. President, I shall not take up the time of the Senate any 
further. I ge want to say in conclusion, as I have said at the 
outset, here are the farmers of the Northwest, here are the great 
dairy interests of the Northwest, here are the consumers, and here 
are the honest retail dealers and merchants everywhere asking 
for this relief. ey. should they not have it without injecting 
into it either a of beer or the silver dollar? The people of 
the United States—the farmers—can not be deceived by that. If 
you want to raise revenue from beer, introduce your bill ina 
manly way and let us havea vote upon it. If yon gentlemen who 
are in favor of the free coinage of silver want that, let us bring 
that issue up; but pray do not inject all these questions into a lit- 
tle matter of relief that is brought in here on be of the farmers 
of the ae > 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
NELSON], as other Senators upon this floor have done, has very 
338 confessed that this is not a revenue bill; that it is not 
inten to raise revenue; that it is intended to suppress what 
ence fraud in the States. 

. LINDSAY. A common-law fraud. 

Mr. GRAY. A common-law fraud, if you please, I think the 
Senator from Minnesota characterized it. Now, as it is not a 
revenue bill, is not intended to raise revenue, and will not raise 
revenue, n such an insignificant amount as to make it 
unworthy of time and attention thatis being given to it on 


that score, the amendment of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
Dvsols] is an exceedingly opportune and germane one, He has 


introduced an amendment which unquestionably will raise rev- 
enue; and if this bill, which seems to haye so many friends, will 
= it is likely to pass, then I say let us strip the bill of the 

alse pretenses which it seems only intended to deal with in 
another phase, and put 2 it a revenue: raising feature which 
will come to the relief of the and save this Government 
from some of the perplexities and troubles which now environ it 
on every hand. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If this is not a revenue bill, as the Senator 
agrees and as the Senator from Minnesota has , and there 
is a general agreement on that point, then certainly the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Idaho is out of order. 

Mr. GRAY. No, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly it is. 

_ Mr. GRAY. The bill on its face isa revenue measure, and that 
is the fraud that it commits upon the American people. It is a 
bill, say the Senator from Minnesota and the Senator from Ohio, 
meant, conceived, framed to prevent fraud, and yet upon its face 
it commits a fraud upon the erican people by pretending that 
it is an exercise of the taxing power of the United States when it 
is only covertly an attempt by indirection to accomplish a purpose 
that it is not within the power of Congress to accomplish. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask the Senator from Delawarea question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair), 
ae from Delaware yield to the Senator from Con- 
necticut? 

Mr.GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. Was not the same argument which the Senator 
is now making made on the passage of the oleomargarine bill, 
and has not the Supreme Court decided that that bill is constitu- 
tional and is a revenue measure? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly the same argument was made; and I 
expect as long as I have the honor of a seatin this Chamber to 
protest, as I protested against the oleom ine bill, that it was 
a fraud because it was labeled a revenue bill; and when the Su- 
preme Court come to pass upon this bill,as it did upon the oleo- 
margarine act, they are concluded by the ostensible object of the 
bill being stated to raise revenue, and they can not inquire into 
the motives of Congress. They can not—— 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President 

Mr. GRAY. In one moment, To quote the language of the 
Senator from Minnesota, they say here is a bill which ostensibly 
upon its face and in its framework was meant to raise revenue, 
and however insignificant that revenue is, and however much we 
may suspect the motives of those who have — it, the judicial 
power of the United States can not put its hands upon it and de- 
clare it unconstitutional because it is the exercise of one of the 
granted powers. 

Mr. DAVIS, If my friend from Delaware will allow me, it is 
true those se Sag ary were made as to the oleomargarine bill as 
they are to this, but the fact is that the oleomargarine act has 
produced over $10,000,000 revenue since it was enacted, and it 
produced last year a million and a half. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not doubt that. 

Mr. VEST. It was not the intention. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam ing merely of the result, and this evil 
assails an industry as large in its provisions as the industry of 
butter, out of which such results in revenue have sprung. 

Mr. GRAY. I believe it to be the fact, as stated by the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], that it has produced more revenue 
than was expected or than was intended by the act, but that does 
not alter the duty we owe toa measure of this kind. Whether 
the Supreme Court is anosa pa this bill or not, we owe a 
duty to the Constitution o ves. W e owe it to the oath we have 
taken and the view that we take of the Constitution to conform 
our action here to what is our duty as we conceive it to be under 
that obligation, thus voluntarily assumed. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. LINDSAY. My recollection is that the Supreme Court 
sustained the constitutionality of the tax upon the issue of State 


banks on the und that the act purported to be a revenue 
measure. I the Senator how much the Government raised 
on that tax? 


Mr. GRAY. I did not hear the question of the Senator from 


5 

Mr. DSAY. I wish to ask the Senator, in answer to the 
suggestion of the Senator from Minnesota, what amount of reve- 
nue was raised under that particular supposed revenue measure? 


Mr. GRAY. We all know that not a cent was raised. 
Mr. VILAS. I wish to that the Supreme Court did not 
support the tax on State by reason of its being a revenue 


measure. They supported it by reason of its being within the 
rightful power of to 7 heap any other currency other, 
than that which had been provided by Congress for the people of 
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the United States, and that the exertion of the taxing power was 
merely a means to the accomplishment of a righi end within 
the power of the Congress to attain. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me? 

Mr. GRAY. The case of Veazie is the one to which the Sena- 
tor refers me in support of his contention. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. GRAY. 5 

Mr. BACON. I simply want to suggest to the Senator from 
Wisconsin that there are two decisions of the Supreme Court; one 
of them on the ground stated by the Senator from Kentucky and 
the other on the ground stated by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. VILAS. e Senator from Georgia is mistaken. The 
second decision explains that the first one went upon the ground 
I have stated. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I should like to ask the Senator from Wis- 
consin whether in his opinion this is a revenue measure or a 
measure to suppress fraud? 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to hear the Senator from Wisconsin 
answer that question. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I haye not the least particle of 
difficulty with the question. Congress has the power, under the 
clause for regulating interstate commerce, to suppress such iniqui- 
tous and outrageous frauds as the one now sought to be suppressed 
is in its nature. Not only that, but Congress has the duty imposed 
upon it to do it, for the reason that the States are prohibited by 
the interstate clause, as construed by the Supreme Court, from 
enacting legislation which will protect themselves. The State of 
Minnesota, the State of Wisconsin, and other States in the Union 
have enacted to the extremity of their State power legislation to 
suppress this evil. It requires and demands the-exercise by Con- 
gress of its authority, which alone is competent to reach a busi- 
ness of this description, interstate and foreign in its nature. For 
the p of exerting that rightful power, for the purpose of 
accomplishing that end which the Constitution has put upon 

*Congress to accomplish, it proposes to exert another power within 
its authority as the most convenient and suitable means to that 
end—the taxing poar We are not using the taxing power to 
accomplish fraudulently an end not given to us to accomplish by 
the Constitution, but we are simply working to attain an end 
which the Constitution imposes upon us to — 

Mr. GRAY. I think Senator from Wisconsin has now 
answered the question. 

Mr. VILAS. And that very question was decided by the Su- 
preme Court in the Head Money cases, in the ninety-eighth volume 
of the Federal Reports, in which they said that the tax levied upon 

gers was not a tax in a strict sense, and therefore the tax- 
ing power was not sought to be exerted, but it was an imposition, 
though under the form of a tax, for the regulation of interstate 
commerce. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam familiar with the Head Money cases. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the Senator from Delaware permit an inter- 
ruption? 

. GRAY. In one moment, as soon as I allude to something 
the Senator from Wisconsin has said. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware de- 
clines to yield. 

Mr. GRAY. Iwill yield to my friend from Minnesota in one 
moment, 

Mr. President, Iam not one of those who have tried to be in- 
genious to evade the obligations which the Constitution places 
upon me in the exercise of my duties in this high place. Ihave 
not sought to e e f in the exercise of powers of legislation 
that were not by that charter of our Government. I am 
not careful to defend myself against the charge of being one of the 
constitutional lawyers whom the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
NELSON] of with something of a sneer. I do not pretend 
to be a constitutional lawyer further than that the Constitution 
has always been, so far as I could understand it, my guide in my 

ublic action and the measure of the duties and activities which 
could exercise in this high place. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. One moment, if the Senator from Missouri will 

don me, The Senator from Wisconsin comes to the aid of this 
audulent bill by declaring that it is an exercise of the power 
conferred by the commerce clause of the Constitution, and yet 
there is not one syllable or one line within the four corners of the 
bill that refers to interstate commerce. I know how wide the 
jurisdiction is that is claimed and asserted by the Congress of the 
nited States under the commerce clause, but never yet has it 
been sought to be exercised except the jurisdiction was obtained 
by declaring that the duties or the restraint imposed by the bill 
were meant to be im d upon the objects or upon the processes 
of commerce between the States, or commerce between the States 
and foreign countries. 
Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Dela- 
ware yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. GRAY. I promised first to yield to the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Davis]. 

Mr. DAVIS. Imerely want to contribute another suggestion 
to the controversy for the consideration of our friends, that under 
the undoubted authority of the taxing power Con long ago 
imposed a tax of 2 per cent upon the circulation of State ba 

Mr. VEST. Eight per cent. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ten per cent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ten. 

Mr. VEST. I have the decision of the Supreme Court before 


me. 

Mr. DAVIS. No one ever pretended that the object of that tax 
was revenue; its object was to drive the issue of State banks out 
of circulation; and yet that act was sustained by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, that power was sustained, as the 
Senator from Wisconsin, I think, said it was sustained. I never 
believed it was constitutional. But it was not sustained under 


the 3 wer. à 

Mr. . If the Senator from Delaware will now permit me, 
in this very connection 1 have before me the decision of Justice 
Miller in the head-tax cases referred to by the Senator from Wis- 
consin. He alluded to it asa decision involving the interstate- 
commerce clause of the Constitution. It was, in fact, a decision 
based upon the exclusive power of Congress to regulate immi- 
gration. What is known as the head-tax statute imposed a dollar 
tax upon every foreigner over a certain age coming into any port 
of the United States, and it was attacked upon the ground that it 
was unconstitutional. The money to be raised from that tax 
went into a fund to provide for indigent and diseased persons 
who came over as immigrants and were unfortunate upon ship- 
board or immediately after landing in this country. 

Mr. MILLS. It was imposed by the State. 

Mr. VEST. It was a United States statute. The head tax was 
a United States statute passed by the Congress of the United 
States, and Justice Miller, of the Supreme Court, emphatically 
declared that because the Congress of the United States had ex- 
clusive jurisdiction over the question of immigration they had a 
right to put a tax of $1 upon immigrants. the Senator will 
read the language of Justice Miller he will find that it covers the 
entire question, 

Mr. GRAY. I will read as the Senator from Missouri suggests: 

If this is an expedient regulation of commerce by Congress, and the end to 
be attained —— 

Mr. VILAS. Iask the attention of the Senator to the very 
first words of the Supreme Court: 

If this is an expedient regulation of commerce—— 

Mr. VEST. Of commerce with foreign countries, 

Mr. GRAY. I trust the Senator from Wisconsin will not in- 


terrupt me while I am reading. 

Mr. VEST. Justice Miller goes on to say that it is commerce 
with foreign countries. 

Mr. GRAY— 

If this is an expedient regulation of commerce by Con and the end to 


be attained is one falling within that power, the act is not void, 
within a looss and more extended sense than was in the Constitution, 
is called a tax. In the case of Veazie Bank vs. Fenno (8 Wallace, 533, 549)— 

The case referred to by the Senator from Wisconsin— 
the enormous tax of § per cent per annum on the circulation of State banks, 
which was designed and did have the effect to drive all such circulation ont 
of existence, was upheld because it was a means properly adopted by Con- 
gress to 8 the currency which it had created, namely, the legal-tender 
notes and the notes of the national banks. It was not subject, therefore, to 
the rules which would invalidate an ordinary tax pure and simple. 

Mr. President, I have but a moment before the hour of 2 o’clock 
arrives. This is a bill that nowhere within its limits refers to the 
exercise of the interstate-commerce power. It is a bill which con- 
fessedly by its advocates was not intended to raise revenue, but a 
police bill intended to operate within the domain of the States and 
toregulate matters which byall the authorities and all the acknowl- 
edged text writers are peculiarly within the exclusive domain of 
State legislation. This bill, as its authors declare. is intended to 
suppress a fraud within a State. It does not lay hold of this alleged 
deleterious article on its course from one State to another, but in 
the State forbids the manufacture or sale except in accordance 
with certain prescribed ations, and it was intended to sup- 
press it, say the authors of the bill. 

Mr, President, who contends that the Congress of the United 
States can reach its hands within the borders of a State and seize 
upon those reseryed police powers which confessedly by all the 
decisions of the Supreme Court and by the acknowledgment of 
all constitutional writers belong exclusively to the States and not 
to the General Government? I do not contend that this is not a 


thing eget not to = 5 W Zoni 3 
sota has stated a case which perhaps would appeal to the legisla- 
ture of my own State or of his- 
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Mr. VEST. His own State excludes the sale of it entirely. 

Mr. GRAY. But all I am contending for here is that we should 
not seek by indirection to exercise the police powers of a State, 
and to draw from the quiver of constitutional powers granted by 
the Constitution of the United States a weapon there placed and 
use it for ey for which it was never intended. 

Mr. NEL ON . Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having 
arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issu- 
ance of interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I merely wish to say that when the bond bill 
is disposed of I shall seek to bring the pending bill before the Sen- 
ate again. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The 3 were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 8469) to authorize the Baltimore and Washington 
3 Company, of Maryland, to enter the District of Columbia; 


A bill (H. R. 8072) conferring . ba pee the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia having general equity jurisdic- 
tion, to decree the sale, lease, or surrender of any lease of real es- 
tate in said District belonging to insane persons, for purpose of 
reinvestment, and for other purposes. 

DISTRICT STREET RAILWAY ROUTES, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2928) to 
extend the routes of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway 
Company and of the Belt Railway Company, of the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendments of the House and request a conference on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. McMIL- 
LAN, Mr. Is, and Mr. Proctor were appointed. 


MARITAL AND PARENTAL RELATIONS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dupots in the chair) laid 
before the Senate the amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill (S. 1659) to amend the laws of the District of 
Columbia as to married women, to make parents the natural 
guardians of their minor children, and for other purposes, which 
were, on page 2, section 3, after line 7, to insert: 

Src. 4. A married woman may contract and sue and be sued in her own 
name in all matters having relation to her sole and separate property, in the 
same manner as if she were u: ed, and her husband shall be joined with 
pe Maske ah the cause of action is in favor of or against both her and her 

us Š 

On page 2, section 3, after line 7, to insert: 

Sxc.5. Neither the husband nor his baat stig shall be bound by any such 
contract, made by a married woman, nor liable for any recovery against her 
in any such suit; but judgment may be enforced by execution against her 
sole and separate estate in the same manner as if she were unmarried, but 
she shall be entitled to all the benefits of all exemptions to the heads of fam- 
ilies or householders. 

Change section 4 to section 6, change section 5 to section 7, 
change section 6 to section 8, change section 7 to section 9, change 
section 8 to section 10, and on page 3, section 8, after line 3, to 
insert: 

Src, 11. That sections 727, 729, and 730 of the Revised Statues of the United 
States for the District of Columbia be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1841) to prohibit the further issuance of 
interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President—— 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from North Carolina yield 
tome? I hold in my hand a speech made 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I do not yield for that purpose. 

Mr. STEWART. I was just going to ask to have it printed. 
I ask to have it printed as a document. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, Lask the Senator to withhold his request 


for the eae 
Mr. STEWART. Very well. 
Mr. PRITCHARD. Mr. President, before casting my vote in 


behalf of the ding measure I wish to say a few words as to 
why I am in favor of preventing the issuance of bonds in time 
of peace for the purpose of raising revenue to meet the current 
expenses of the Government. I understand that it was not con- 
templated by the framers of the act of 1875 that the power to issue 
bonis was, under any circumstances, to be used for the purpose of 


raising revenue with which to pay the ordinary current e ses 
of the Government. I desire to quote from a speech delivered by 
the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], in the Sen- 
ate, January 3, 1896: 

The Wilson law has produced a deficiency in every hour and day that it 
has been on the statute books, while the Mc: ley law has always produced 
a surplus until after the incoming of this Admin tion, and if administe: 
since that time WA friendly agents would have furnished the Government all 
the revenue needed. 

The deficiency of revenue was the prim: cause of the demand for gold 
for United States notes. The gold hoarded for resumption purposes was not 
8e ted from the money received for current revenue, and this revenue 
being insufficient to meet expenses, the gold accumulated for redemption 
1 Bega was drawn upon to make good deficiencies. This created a doubt 
of the ability of the vernment maintain the parity of United States 
notes with coin, and led to their presentation for redemption in coin. The 
draft on the Treasury for coin during this Administration has been greater 
than the amount of deficiency of revenue during the same period. In every 
aspect in which the subject presents itself to my mind I come to no other 
conclusion than that the deficiency of revenue and the consequent encroach- 
ment oie the redemption fund is the cause of our present financial condi- 
tion, and that the only remedies are either a radical reduction of expenditures 
or an increase of taxation, and perhaps both. I do not believe that the con- 
dition requires a suspension o pos works or a postponement of measures 
now in progress to ny See the ay f and N: avy: 

It is strange that the dent, in dealing with our financial condition, 
should ignore entirely the pregnant and controlling fact that 1 nis term 
of office thus far three issues of bonds have been made, amounting in the ag- 
prorat to $162,315,400, to meet current expenses in time of profound 

e attributes all our financial difficulties to the continued circulation of 
United States notes and y notes, debts bearing no interest, amount- 
ing to nearly $500,000,000. His statement of the origin and history of the 
United States notes is strongly eee with prejudice, for, though these 
notes were irredeemable for a time, they were convertible into bonds bear- 
ing interest payable in coin. They replaced notes issues by banks chartered 
by the several States. 

* * + * Ld = * 

It is a practical fraud for the Government to use these notes for such 
8 and it never has been done except during this Administration. 

very dollar thus taken in is an panas of the redemption fund. Itis 
the misapplication of a fund. specially created by law for another purpose. 
The effect is to destroy confidence in the credit and safety of our paper cur- 
rency. It has led to the demand for gold coin for United States notes. Ido 
not believe that has been the design of the executive branch of the Govern- 
ment, but that has been its effect and should be prevented by the immediate 
action of Congress. The resumption fund is the safeguard of the money oj 
the poopie; and its use for any other pu isa practical repudiation of th 
publicfaith. The President complains thatthe notes are presented and paa. 
reissued, and paid again and again, makinga continuous circuit. When did this 
circuitcommence? The only answer is, en this Administration, supported 
by the last Congress, created a deficiency. Why does the circuit continue? 
It is because the deficiency continues. The vernment resorts to the 
financial policy of Micawber. It gives its bonds and thinks the debt paid. 
But the circuit continues. The money received for current revenue is 

aid to cover deficiencies and is returned for gold, and then more bonds. 
Whe Secretary hopes that in two or three years there will be no deficiency. 
What is the ground for this hope? It is that a new Administration w. 

ponas more revenue, and then the circuit will be broken. Why not apply 

e remedy now? 


This is a graphic picture of the financial situation as it now ex- 
ists. Among other things, the distinguished Senator from Ohio 
says: 

It is the misapplication of a fund created law for anoth 
purpose, The eftect is to destroy 1 M the ee a safety of one 
paper currency. 

Therefore, those who ask us to permit the act of 1875 to remain 
on the statute book without any safeguards indirectly indorse the 
misapplication of a fund created by law for another purpose, 
which Senator SHERMAN says will destroy confidence and safety 
in our paper currency.” The distinguished Senator also says: 

The Government resorts to the financial policy of Micawber. It gives its 
bonds and thinks the debt is paid. But the circuit continues. The money 
received for current revenue is paid tocover deficiencies and is returned for 
gold, and then more bonds. The Secretary hopes that in two or three years 
there will be no deficiency. What is the ground for this hope? It is that a 
new Administration will provide more revenue, and then the circuit will be 
broken. Why not apply the remedy now? 

I say to my 3 friend that I fully concurred in what 
he said when he made that speéch and that nothing has occurred 
since then to change my mind in the least. The wholesale mis- 
application of public funds must be prevented. There are only 
two ways to prevent it; one is to pass an 5 protective 
tariff measure, and the other is to take from the Secretary the 
power to issue bonds and increase the public debt when there is 
no necessity for such conduct. If the Republican party, either 
directly or indirectly, sanctions this nnwarranted exercise of dis- 
cretion by the Secretary of the Treasury, we will be estopped in 
the approaching campaign from condemning the Democratic 
party for its conduct. Upon examination of the different Repub- 

ican State platforms of 1894 it will be found that in a majority 
of the States they declared against the policy of the present Sec- 
retary of the Treasury in issuing bonds to meet the current ex- 
penses of the Government. We so declared in my State, and I 
am not willing, after having condemned the poney of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury in every spech I made during the last cam- 


paign, to come here and to cast my vote to indirectly indorse the 
action of the Secretary. The Democratic party is still in control 
of the Executive Departments of this Government, and, if the 
Du Pont case is to be taken as a criterion, is also in control of this 
body. It is the only strictly partisan vote that we have had at 
this session, While we have a clear majority in the House, it is 
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admitted by all that we have not a majority of votes in this body, 
and thereforé we are not responsible, as a party, for any legisla- 
tion that may pass this body. The Democratic party had abso- 
lute control of all branches of this Government from March 4, 
1893, until March 4, 1895, and as a result of their unwise legisla- 
tion and injudicious administration of the law we are brought to 
the very verge of bankruptcy, and we should let the responsibility 
rest where it properly belongs. 

Under the provisions of the act of 1875, so long as we had an 
American protective tariff law on our statute book, the Republican 
party maintained the credit of the Government, promptly paid all 
dur current expenses, and kept the gold reserve fund unimpaired. 
When strictly construed and fairly executed in the spirit in which 
it was enacted it isa very valuable and necessary law, but when 
perverted and misconstrued it hasproven to bea dangerous agency 
in the hands of those who seek to use it as a meansof enabling 
them to conceal the actual deficiency which has necessarily re- 
sulted from the enactment of the Wilson law. 

We are appealed to by Democratic Senators in this Chamber, 
who ask us to aid them in securing such legislation as will enable 
the Democratic party to extricate itself from the awkward posi- 
tion it now occupies, and thereby prevent this country from going 
into bankruptcy under Democratic management, The Repub- 
lican party, in a spirit of patriotism and nonpartisanship, tenders 
to the Democratic members of this body a measure known as the 
l bill, which we insist when properly amended will afford 
ample and sufficient revenue with which to meet the current ex- 
Sa of the Government and will obviate the necessity of issuing 

mds in the future. 

The Democratic members of the Finance Committee have re- 
fused to nupport this bill or to offer anything in the natnre of a 
substitute which has for its object the raising of revenue in suf- 
ficient quantities to pean 55 7 the demands of the Government, but 
on the other hand they have tendered a substitute for the revenue 
bill in the nature of a free-coinage measure, which they know 
will not afford the relief they demand. There can be no excuse 
whatever for offering a free-coinage measure as a substitute for 
the Dingley bill, in view of the fact that this body has already 
passed a free-coinage bill during the present session. I am a 
triend to silver and believe it should be restored to its dignity as 
a money metal, but I do protest against the policy of certain 
individuals who attempt to tack if on every measure which comes 
before this body. Such a policy will result in making free silver 
odious and can only result in great harm to the cause of bimet- 
allism. If our Democratic friends will come forward and join 
hands with the Republicans in the enactment of a revenue law 
which has for its object the creation of revenue sufficient with 
which to meet the demands of the Government along the lines of 
protection for the languishing industries of this country and the 
restoration of the duties on the raw materials and agricultural 
products, I will withdraw my support from the pending question 
and vote in opposition to its adoption. The moment you provide 
a sufficient amount of revenue to meet current expenses there 
will cease to be an excuse for the exercise of this discretion by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 

I wish to say in reply to the statement that “ this bill means 
repudiation” that if I so understood the provisions of this bill 
I would under no consideration vote for it. As the act of 1875 is 
now construed and executed it can only result in one thing, and 
that is the bankruptcy of the American people. When I see the 
power conferred under the act of 1875 being exercised as it is by 
the Democratic party for the purpose of borrowing money and 
contracting an enormous debt at the expense of the people I feel 
that it is my duty as a member of this body to stay the hand 
which is trying to strike down our credit at home and abroad. 
The Democrats of this Chamber in one breath defiantly announce 
to the Republicans that they will not aop: any temporary 
emergency measure we may offer for the relief of the Treasury, 
and in the next breath they ask us to permit them to continue the 
suicidal policy which they adopted when in full power in this 
Government by voting to allow the act of 1875 to remain upon the 
statute book in order that they may be able to borrow money with 
which to run the Government instead of taxing the foreigner and 
thereby creating a sufficient fund “to pay as we go.” 

In my judgment, the time has arrived when the Republican 

rty should make the issue so clear and distinct that the Amer- 
ican people may be able to distinguish between the policies of the 
two parties. It is not contended by any Republican that the 
Dingley bill is a Republican measure, and therefore can not be 
said to be a partisan measure. I have an amendment pending to 
that bill which restores the McKinley duties on the raw materials 
and agricultural products of this country, but for some strange 
and inscrutable reason every Democratic member of this body 
voted against taking it up for consideration, thereby preventing 
m 3 rs the adoption of that amendment as a part of the 

ngley bill. 

I can understand how a New England Democrat could vote 


against my amendment, but the conduct of Southern Democrats 
in voting against the consideration of that measure, when the 


knew that my amendment restoring the duties on raw mate 
and agricultural products was pending, is incomprehensible. It 
can mean but one thing, and that is that when they had an oppor- 
tunity to befriend the farmers and the Southern people they were 
not equal to the emergency. 

The distinguished Senators GORMAN, HILL, and GEORGE have 
admitted on this floor that there is a deficiency of revenue and 
that the Government will not be able to meet its current demands 
in the future. In view of these admissions, coupled with the fact 
that the records show an increasing deficiency each month under 
the operations of the present revenue law, it is the imperative 
duty of this body to an emergency bill. While I realize the 
fact that the Republican is in no wise chargeable with the 
present unfortunate condition of affairs, at the same time I feel 
that it is my duty as a representative of the people to do allin my 
power to maintain the credit of this Government. Under the 
present management of our financial affairs the welfare of the 
people has been neglected to such an extent as to enable a Zorgi 
syndicate to realize in one transaction about $10,000,000 at the 
expense of the taxpayers of the United States. Now, Iam un- 

illing that our Democratic friends should be permitted to pur- 
sue such a disastrous policy. In this connection I wish to say 
that I have great t for the President of the United States as 
well as the honorable Secretary of the Treasury. I do not and 
can not indorse their policy, and at the same time I do not wish 
to be classed among those who denounce them as dishonest and 
corrupt. Every Democratic member of this body as well as eve 
Democrat in this country was fully advised as to Mr. Cleveland’s 
views before he was elected President. The Southern Democrats 
yoted for him with the distinct understanding that he was op- 
posed to the free coinage of silver and that he favored free raw 
material. Itis amusing to hear Democratic Senators from the 
South denounce the President, after having voted for him with 
full knowledge of the fact that he said, in his letter of acceptance: 

We believe that the advantage of freer raw material should be accorded to 
our manufacturers, and we contemplate a fair and careful distribution of 
tariff burden rather than the precipitation of free trade. 

Here was a direct proposition from the President to place the 
undeveloped wealth of the South on the free list, thereby crip- 
pling our Southern people without giving them a single cent of 
compensation in return. It is universally admitted that in the 
South there are concentrated ter resources for the deyel 
ment of manufacturing and mining than in any other part of the 
world. We have cotton, the manufacture of which has enriched 
New England and Great Britain; coal and iron, which has given 
such enormous wealth to Pennsylvania and other States; timber. 
which afforded the basis of the wealth of the Northwest, and added 
to these natural resources are greater advan s for their utili- 
zation than are possessed by any other part of the country. Itis 
an admitted fact thatin manufacturing capabilities the South has 

eater possibilities than all the other States in the Union com- 

ined. It has nearly one-half of the standing timber in the coun- 
try; it has sufficient coal and iron to supply the demands of the 
world, if this were required, and to do it at the lowest possible 
cost; and it already raises enough cotton to supply 60 per cent of 
the 85,000,000 spindles of the world. Under the circumstances 
this is an opportune time to consider the relative positions of the 
two great political parties on this all-important question. 

The McKinley law, reflecting as it did the patriotic wisdom 
and statesmanship of the Republican party, stimulated and en- 
couraged Gia single industry in which the Southern poong were 
interested. The question of placing the raw material of the United 
States on the free list is one which has been agitated more or less 
since the days of Thomas H. Benton. In the year 1832, when the 
question was under consideration in the Senate, Mr. Benton, speak- 
ing on Mr. Clay’s tariff resolution, called attention to the fact that 
our domestic manufacturers, having a high tariff on their fabrics, 
were producing many from raw material from foreign countries, 
and showed that our flax fabrics were from foreign flax, and he 
cited wool, hemp, indigo, hides, and furs, of which five articles 
we had imported in six years $25,000,000. Commenting on the 
fact, he observed, This immense sum has been paid to foreigners 
instead of to American citizens.” Among other things he said: 

The farmers and planters of the United States should be admitted into the 
benefits of the American meen and secured in the domestic su ply of the 
raw material to our manufacturers. I hope for this much for the farmers 
and for the honor of the system. For nothing can be more absurd than to 
erect domestic manufactures upon forei (raw) material; nothing more 
contradictory than to predicate independence for upon dependence 
for materials to make then of; nothing more iniquitous than to pe to the 
manufacturers the home market of and not to give the farmers the home 
market of raw materials. 

Then, as now, it was the policy of the speculating and trading 
classes to secure the fon i or of such legislation as would place 
agriculturists and owners of the raw material at their mercy, and 
as one means of accomplishing their designs they have striven to 
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separate producer and consumer and make direct intercourse be- 
tween man and man more difficult or well-nigh impossible. The 
5 being widely separated from the consumer, the latter 

forced to have recourse to many middlemen in exchange of his 
product, and they must be recom By combination, the 
middlemen are enabled to fix the price of what they buy and what 
they sell, thus securing a large and ever growing share of other 
men's labor. 

As another evidence of the fact that the Democratic party, as 
now constituted, stands pledged to the enactment of laws which 
are detrimental to the interests of the common ple of this 
country, the distinguished Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] 
declared on this floor, the other day, that he was in favor of plac- 
ing a tax on tea and coffee, two of the necessaries of life. He 
prefers that the coffee which the Americans consume shall be 
taxed in order to raise revenue rather than furnish protection to 
owners of the raw materials of the South and the agricultural 

oducts of this country. In other words, the policy of his party 
Gto enhance the cost of the necessaries of life which come from 
abroad and which wecan not produce and to cheapen the products 
which our own people have to sell. No party advocating such 
a policy can ever again receive the approval of the American 
poopie. The Southern people are just beginning to realize the 

t that the policy of the Democratic is inimical to the wel- 
fare of our section. Under the blighting influences of the policy 
ed by the bourbon Democracy our wonderful resources have 
remained undeveloped, our facilities for manufacturing have not 
been utilized, and the farmer has not been furnished that home 
market for the products of his farm which is accorded his brother 
in all p: ‘ous manufacturing communities. True p is 
only possible when the farmer finds the market for his produce in 
the neighboring towns, and the manufacturer a market for his 
s among the surrounding farmers; hence the importance of 
such a policy to the Southern people as will result in the opening 
of our mines, the manufacturing of our timber, and the utiliza- 
tion of the u assed water power within our borders. 

Mr. President, in referring to the advantages of the protective 
tariff to the South I wish to call attention to some expressions 
and statistics upon the subject by C. L. Edwards, of Texas, made 
some years ago. I have taken the liberty to revise his figures, 
illustrations, and propositions laid down, and ask the attention of 
every patriotic citizen to the following which I ask to be incor- 
porated as a of ee } 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it will beso 


ered. 
The paper is as follows: 


The colonels and brigadiers have controlled the politics of this part of the 
country for a good hogy tog The captains and ors and brevet colonels 
have chimed in, but the voice of the ex-Confederate private has not 
been rd. One of this long-silent class who answered to roll call and fig- 
ured in the bullet an ft now asserts the right to out in mee 
ing. Mindful of both the ancient and modern prejudices of Southern people 
against the doctrine of protecting home industries by duties on foreign prod- 
ucts, it is considered advisable to present some of the 5 used by 
those who favor a protective tariff. Hitherto the people of Texas have 
but little of this side of the question. The free traders have had the field to 
themselves. An earnest desire to n the fund of ‘ormation encum- 
bering the subject will account for this treatise. 


PROTECTION IN THE SOUTH. 


Wherever manufacturing enterprises have gained a foothold in the South- 
ern States, right there can found a 98 protectionists. Every 
factory, foun ment brings thera 


dry, furnace, or kindred estab: 
working and ee population. These people must be fed, housed, 
and supplied with the necessaries of life. 

Artisan populations are drawn from the surrounding farms. It is so in 
Columbus, A Atlanta, Birmingham, Knoxville, and every manufac- 
turing city in the South. Every time a hand leaves the farm and goes intoa 
—— farm production is lessened to that extent. Wages from a new 
source are drawn to roe farmers for the supplies of the new consumer. 
Those who 8 ped to glut the local markets with farm products, 
after going to the factories, become consumers and 
the produce of other farmers. Hundredsof women and children, who before 
were a burden to those on whom ar depended, find profitable employment 

y 


n the demand for 


and are the better able to su emselves with necessaries. oy. now 
assist and help toa competence those whom they once weighed down. In this 
way those who live near manufac’ towns ntinue the cultivation of 


staple agricultural products, such as corn, cotton, and wheat. Thedemand 
for the smaller farm produce, as milk, fruit, poultry, vegetables, and the 
like, causes the owners of land to sell it off in small ls. These subdivi- 
sions are devoted to fruit, cany: and vegetable productions. The lands, as 
well as their owners, step out of the line of regular farm industry, are witli- 
drawn from my sap toe with the producers of corn, wheat, and cotton. In- 
stead of helping in the profitless work of overproduction, they in turn become 
di dent upon the 9 farmer for their supplies. 

the meantime lands in all that vicinity increase in value, and besides the 
better markets eee the factory, shop, or mill adds tothe wealth 
of the man on the farm. Up to time, except in a few manufacturing dis- 
tricts, Southern farmers have enjoyed few of the benefits of the protective 
In common with all others, they share the advantage of the decrease 
a eee of what they buy. But they need a better market to sell in, espe- 

y their rod ed the 


advance in the values of their lands nor of profitable employment for our 
le. Only those amongst whom industrial enterprises have 
reap all these benefits, Our time is co’ In 
dozen other towns in north Alabama the iron indusi 
mense influx of wealth and given good employment to thousands who never 
had it before. Owners of land that had been considered worthless for gen- 
erations are now possessed of fortunes. So of many localities in North 


n here great stores of iron and coal in being 
88 light bring with 8 wealth, employment, and sah ee to 


languished. 
facturer is jealously guarded 
Our farmers have el men to Con; 


Those who have built a the system 
the worn-out pies that we are an agricultural 


peop The North and Northwest are far ahead of us in agriculture. With 
them culture and manufactures have kept even The factory is 
the tron the farm ever had, and they have found it out. We do some- 
thing in 8 ture, and but little else. They believe in protec- 
tion, diversify their industries, and all p: 


rosper ther. Let us 3 
Both were admitted to the Union in 1845. 
in 1880 nearly equal. Neither State was 


the two States of Texas and Iowa. 
Their populations were then and 


8 by the war. 


‘exas has an area some five times that of Iowa, and double the amount 


of agricultural lands. The climates of the two States are widely different. 
We seldom have more than a month of cold weather; our spring and fall sea- 
sons are long and delightful, and the summers tempered with pleasant 
breezes. In lowa the ice sits enthroned half the year, and often more. 


Her prairies are the home of the blizzard from October until April, and the 
rallying ground of the storm god the rest of the —. When her people are 
m g themselves in woolens and furs against tbe rigors of winter, ours 


in their shirt sleeves and sleep under sheets; yet, strange to say, we r: 

sheep and cry out against the duties on wool and woolen goods, while the 
people of Iowa, who buy and use them, believe in protection and make no 
complaint w ver. who can remember as far back as the glorious 
free-trade era of 1860 know that those necessaries cost more then than now. 
3 figures below are taken from the Compendium of the Eleventh Census, 


Towa. 

Persons emplo: in 59,174 475 
Value of n produ $125, 019, 183 551 

S VR E NA SE E $25, 878, 997 3838 
Value of farm implements manufactured $L 570,872 795 

rms, acres improved „428, 800 20, 746, 215 
Value of farms $857, 581,022 | $500, 971,289 
Value of farm implements and machinery , 685, 315 13, 746, 541 
Value of all farm products --| $159, 347, 844 11, 099, 430 
TTT mr 436,242 | $108, 259,503 


SPECIMENS OF THRIFT. 
When a Texas farmer raises a wheat — i goes off to hunt a mill, and 


ha found it. the flour is shipped back He pays ony — both ways. 
The Northern miller takes toll for grinding, and out of it pays hisemployees. 
Our farmers have not yet learned that their hostility to manufactures keeps 
away the man who makes wheat into flour along with the man who makes 
wool and cotton into cloth. They have not yet realized that the distance be- 
tween producers, consumers, and manufacturers supports the railroadsand 
the ships; nor that wherever a manufactory is located these c areina 
measure brought together and hundreds of freight bills wipedaway. Inthe 
new States, and even in the Territories of the Northwest, where the doctrine 
of gga een is believed in, the flouring mills are crowding upon the wheat 
fields. Minnesota farmers raise wheat, and Minnesota millers grind it, giv- 
ing employment to thousands of peop They, in turn, are 
able, from th received, to purchase other su esame farm- 
ers, and all prosper together. rial ents of different kinds 
syrg upin the vicinity of these great flouring mills. There is a large inter- 

ange of their EAE products, and one sustains the other. To the ex- 
tent of their mu dealings, to the extent they supply the people in their 
vicinity, ht bills disappear. Of the wheat reed, oven from Dakota, 
almost half of it goes abroad as flour. The toll is left with the ple of the 
Northwest. We, on the con , Oppose a policy which confers benefit upon 
all whoavail themselves of it. ough the waters are troubled, we are loath 
to step in and be healed. Worse still, is the desire to injure by mischievous 
legislation those who have been more ourselves. Isracl in 
the desert never lusted more for the flesh-pots of Egypt than do we toreturn 
to the old days of low tariffs, foreign s, high prices, and bills of lading 
re round the world. 

The older Southern States have more water power than all New England, 
but hostility to protection has until quite recently kept the cotton mill far 
away from the cotton field. Except some thousands of bales manuf: 
at home, one-third of the cotton crop was burdened with the cost of trans- 
portaton to the North, the other two-thirds to Europe. The producer foots 

he larger ion of thefreight bills, while the profits of its manufacture are 
pocketed other le. Sup we discontinue our factious o tion 
and declare for pro’ ion, how long before the cotton manufacturing inter- 
ests would be gainers by the change, and it is time we were learning that 
men who have sense enough to accumulate money are not anxious to risk it 
among those who are eternally threatening the destruction of their invest- 
ments. New England, more than a thousand miles away, has built cities 
aud grown rich by the manufacture of our Her agriculture has so 
flo hed that she has long since left off raising the staples of the farm. 
Her cold, stony soil, lying in the grip of winter for more than half the year, 
has a summer verdure like Eden. Her arable lands, subdivided into B for 
fruit, dairy farms, and gardens, have © of marvelous value, and their 
produce is sold to the people of manufacturing cities at prices that are re- 


munerative away beyond ordinary are Six ears there was 
little on her rivers besides some sand, rocks, and 8 ing down-hill, 
These, and the practical sense of her people were the sum total natural 
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crowns haye been er 
reared that would discount the best performances of Aladdin's 


become wealthy proprint, So of all the manufacturing 
consin, Michi; ois, and Indiana agriculture and manufactures 
in hand with other. In all those States farm hands once receiv pper 
month for six months in the year. They now get $25 to $30 per month the 

ear round. In Texas, where farm wages are better than in any Southern 

tate, a young man on a farm does well hed, 5 a full year's employment at $15 
per month, although we have a soil as productive as ever fell from the hands 
of the Maker. Ourfarmers make cotton to be sold at a low price and sent off 
on a foreign tour, while Northern farmers who believe in protection feed the 
operatives who work on that same cotton. 

Ours may have a large surplus of fruits, melons, poultry, butter, and the 
like, hut our towns are small, without manufacturing populations, and small 
quantities of such products will glut amarket. ese farmers have never sus- 
poron that they are in any.manner the authors of the mischief, On the con- 

rary, when politics come round every two years, and a double dose every 
four, they hie themselves to the political gathering, hoping, as they have 
vainly hoped for years, that by some turn in the management of public 
affairs the ills of their condition ra be cured. A favorite politician ad- 
dresses them from the hustings; they to anathemas against rich men, 
railroads, corporations, manufacturing monopolies, and the protective tariff, 
and shout approval until hoarse. They return to their homes embittered in 
spirit, strengthened in prejudice, steeped in error, feeling like anarchists; 
and, for the time, would be right glad, if they could, to accomplish by legis- 
lation what the Chicago Ser, seeks to do by bomband torch. By such meth- 
ods hundreds of millions of idle capital that would readily seek investment 
in the South is kept away. Begrudging a fair profit tothe manufacturer, we 
keep ourselves in the ds of usurers. 

Let us look further at results. Some of us remember the glorious days of 
free trade from 1857 to 1860, Iron used by bl ths cost double 
. Imported iron vas in general use. Some bought imported 
cast steel in bars to make shovel plows and swee, This cost at re 


cents per pound. The smith cut it out and worked it up. Plowshares then 
costing $1 to $1.50 can now be had at from 30 to 50 cents. Axes, chains, and all 
farm hardware are reduced in price at least one-half. coes that sold in 


country stores at 12 and 15 cents per yard can now be bought for 4, 5, and 6 
cents. So of the other cotton goods. A better wagon is now sold for $60 than 
could then be had for $100; and so with a thousand articles entering into the 
uses of everyday life. These reductions have come with the change from 
‘foreign to domestic manufacture; by the competition of Americans who haye 
gee under protection. Hamilton's doctrine has been more than veri- 

ed. It requires no statistics to prove these things; they have come under 
our observation, 

There are those who say that improved machinery has wrought these re- 
sults, and that the foreigner works still more cheaply. Granted, but before we 
had protection we had few machines, and the foreign manufacturer never 
did reduce his price lists until forced to do so by our own citizens. Protec- 
tion gave us the machines, and the inventive genius of the American has 
continually improved them. 

We continne to clamor for sweeping reductions of duties, demanding that 
numbers of articles grown and manufactured in this country be è placed. upon 
the free list, and that duties on imports be reduced to a strict revenue 
basis. To grant our petitions would plague us sorely, as were the frogs in 
the fable who prayed fora king. Hundreds of industries that have grown 
up under the protective system would be wrecked, and nearly all would 

endan; Low rates of ocean mounn the cheaper labor, plant, and 
capital of foreigners, would enable them toland unlimited su lies of their 
oducts on our shores. Wages of American operatives would be reduced; 
undred of thousands of them would be thrown out of employment; manu- 
factories, costing in the a; gate hundreds of millions, would be idle. Four 
times out of five in the history of the omat bankruptcy and panic have 
followed the mischievous slation of tariff reformers. We have had a 
touch of such experience under the revenue tariff (so called) of 1894. 

The of our manufactures accomplished and the American demand 
transferred to the foreigner, would advance—possibly to the free- 
trade standard of 1860. In the meantime our own operatives would be 
driven by swarms to seek employment in agriculture. Instead of buyin, 
and consuming farmers’ products as they now do, they would help to swe 
the volume of farm production, which, for want of a domestic demand, 
would be forced tosee unprofitable foreign markets. 

A tely „ nine-tenths of all the articles used by our people 
are made at home; the other tenth is imported. Of our ahs agricultural 

roduct nine-tenths are consumed at home, and the other th is exported. 

t we do a safe business as a nation. tenth we send and sell abroad is 
of greater value than the tenth we buy abroad. And this is the sum of polit- 


In case of a foreign war we may live fairl well at home. A tenth of what 


‘oods—on: 

one-third 
ield the tariff revenue. These used to approximate $200,000,000 ann A 
e internal revenues, derived almost whol y from excises on liquors and 
tobacco, aver: about $120,000,000 a year. Other sources raise the annual in- 
come of the nation to 000,000, more or less. The aggregate of these reve- 
nues is some $50,000, a year above the necessary current expenses of the 
Government after allowing for the sinking fund. 

The national income is almost wholly derived from two sources, internal- 
revenue imposts and tariff duties, The first is a direct, the second is an in- 
direct tax. The American citizen understands and dislikes a direct tax. It 
is a burden and nothing else. No principle of protection goes with it. All 
agree that theinternal revenue isoppressive. On the tariff opinion is divided. 
Internal-revenue taxes for the fiscal year ended June 30, 18%, amounted in 
round numbers to $143,000,000. Of this, $30,000,000 came from tobacco, $31,000,000 
from ale and beer, and $80,000,000 from distilled liquors, These imposts are 
direct, onerous, and hateful. Relief froma large part of our Federal taxa- 
tion and an honest application of the accumula’ 1 to national pur- 
posos areinexorable demands of the sy of the United States, Whatcould 

better than to strike first and strike hard at internal revenues? Their re- 
duction to the extent of the annual overplus and the final abolition of the 
span are required by every consideration of statesmanship and of patri- 
o f 


In a h before Congress in 1884 Mr. Samuel J. Randall said: With 
Albert Gallatin [have regarded the excise or internal taxes as offensive to the 
genius of our people, and tolerated by the framers of the Constitution only 


as a measure of necessity in the emergency of war, and that just so soon as 


DIVERSIFY OUR INDUSTRIES. 


It behooves us to continue to dive our industries and cling to the sys- 
tem that encou a profitable interdependence of our citizens, one upon 
another. We of the South have only to look back to the dark days of our 
civil war to approciavo the 3 of a people being able to live at home. 

e had depended upon foreign nations for supplies; the North upon herself. 
The one section had stood by a tariff for the encouragement and protection 
of her industries; the other had not. When the planter’s slaves increased 
and when his maries were filled, his next neighbor was not prosperous; 
but when the factory was built in the Northern town, values increased in all 
the neighborhood. employment was given to idle hands, and money was put 
into empty kets. e staying qualities of their prosperity were be 
than ours. It really seems odd that any Southerner who through the 
deprivations of the war period should need persuasion of the advantages of 

rotection. ge that he has not discerned that the free-trade idea 

n the South is the surviving partner of the institution of slavery. In our 
business affairs home truths, like home manufactures, have ever met an un- 
welcome reception. For two generations the tective tariff has been the 
hitching post of our prejudices, and on this subject reason knocks in vain at 
the doors of our un tanding. 

Cotton, sugar, rice, and certain fruits are produced in the South only. 

Special advantages of soil and climate above all the world enables cotton 
to take care of itself. It needs no special protection, ause We can pro- 
duce more of it than the coun needs. ith sugar, rice, and Southern 
fruits conditions are different. ine-tenths of the sugar consumed in the 
United States is produced abroad. Over three thousand five hundred mil- 
lion pounds a year are imported. Half-clad and half-slave labor produces 
it. Import duties on foreign sugars used to make nearly one-third of the 
tariff revenues. N 1 by the rich and 3 North yields 
sucha revenue. All it produces or manufactures is hedged by tariff taxes 
that prevent large importations. 

JJC... sugar and tsolseace cele stow ENI to tarnishing 
people country with sugar and mo asis New 
them with cotton and woolen s. There is hardly a cotton plantation or 
a sheep ranch in all those States. Alabama, Tennessee, and West Virginia 
are making iron and steel as readily as Pennsylvania. Georgia and the Car- 
olinas can well manufacture cotton goods to the same extent as Massachu- 
setts or Rhode Island. Texas, with its flocks upon a thousand hills and its 
fine waterpowers in the sheep-growing regions, Sige 5 well take part in fur- 
nishing blankets and woolens for the country. In straining their eyes after 
the ignis fatuus of free trade our representatives have never thought of the 
advantages that ht accrue to the South by proni its 
ucts. On the other „Northern eo goer: have at all times and under 
all circumstances the interests of their people in view. From these 
causes their industries have flourished, while ours have languished. 

II. as it is insisted, protection has conferred undue privileges upon the 
Northern States, why do we not fall into line and procure high duties on all 
our products? Northern le use haps four-fifths all the J 
mo rice, wool, iron, and its consumed in this country. 0 
might thus equally make reprisals. With the duty of 3 to 5 cents a pound on 
imported sugar, they would pay five dollars where we pay one. This 
would be spent by our own ditions among themselves, while the other 


would for a time be drawn from the North tothe South. Soofall our 
crops. Such a protection would cause the . South to forget her 
woes and attire herself in the robes of prosperity, while increased production 


would soon give a greater and cheaper supply t ever. Wewould then be 
“solid” in a sense that would command respect rather than reproach. No 
one doubts that these benefits could be secured, nor that the Northern States 
would ee ee in these measures if our representatives could forbear 
tinkering with the tariff and permit the industries to remain undisturbed 
by meddlesome and mischievous interference under solid protective 
ow, the Northern people are in the majority, and wi 
nee er ng in from Southern districts that bad 
pe stion 


us 
that we build one like it and enjoy similar comforts. We dis the laws 
that permitted him to build such a house, and want to tear it down. This 
he prevents us from doi We then take reven 8 him by stan out 
shivering in rain and cold, shouting to him continually what a bad man 

for buil under such wicked laws. The farce is finished by assuring him 
with + zeal that we will ever refuse to join forces and join interests with 
him; but, like Samson, the blind giant, we will one day lay hold of the pillars 
of the structure, bow ourselves with all our strength, and bring it down in 
ruins upana i head. Nor do we busy ourselves about what the consequences 


were to 
The day of free trade in the South apei It went out with the old sys- 
tem of labor. Old-time prejudices m soon follow. Thousands of ? 
men born since the war will vote at the next election. Let it be ho; 

they will not walk blindly in the leading strings of the politicians and that 
oer will not yield readily to the artifices of the 3 tis a painful 
truth that positions of public trust are too often but dividends declared upon 
the capitalized prejudices and ignorance of our people. The politicians be- 
ing both stockholders and directors are naturally interested in the perpetua- 
tion of their investment. But intolerance of free thought and free speech 
in politics is yielding in a d to the lessons of experience and common 
sense. ry, furnace, and mill are sounding the glad notes of the new 
gossip in the South. Prosperity is a splendid converting power. Dollars are 
pag row ah orators and ap to 5 as nothin: ag ne can. Every mill is 

m ght. 


a missionary and eve rnace a poar of fire Many anå many & 
p Van Winkleis 8 up from long, long sleep. The experience 
1894 of Southern control aud tariff legislation has been a lesson to all of us in 


its disaster, impoverishment, and ress that should never be forgotten. 
Hasten the day when the men who lost in 1865 shall, with their children and 


dchildren, become participants in the glorious prosperity that now lies 
ust in sight, just up the hill, awaiting the triumphal march of the industrial 
5 th hand in hand with the industrial North. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. The unprecedented victories which haye 
been achieved within the last two years by the Republican party 
were won by a comparison of the economic policies of the Demo- 
cratic and Republican parties. 

The McKinley bill furnished employment for 37,285 additional 
hands; the Wilson bill threw out of employment 101,763. The 
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industrial census for 1894 shows a decrease of 56 per cent of the 
output of factories as compared with 1892, a falling off of 30 per 
cent of the number of hands employed, and a falling off of 45 per 
cent in the amount of wages earned. 

The McKinley bill furnished a home market for the raw mate- 
rial of the Southern people, at whose invitation thousands of capi- 
talists from the North came down and settled among our people, 
investing their millions in the undeveloped resources of the South, 
assuring to us the blessings which naturally and necessarily fol- 
low this development of our section. 

It meant a good deal to our citizens. It was the one great 

cy which was to bring about a complete reconciliation be- 
tween the North and South, by personal contact between those 
who had theretofore misunderstood each other. It meant the 
employment of thousands of laborers and the erection of school- 
houses and other institutions calculated to enhance the material 
welfare of our section. It was a measure brimful of patriotism 
and Americanism. 

I defy anyone to show me a single sentence or syllable within 
the McKinley bill which preferred the capitalists of foreign lands 
to the American citizen. It contained no principle which has for 
its object the protection of the foreign citizen and the destruction 
of the American citizen. From the moment it became a law the 
business interests of this country nired new impetus, and on 
every hand could be seen evidences of renewed prosperity. 

On the other hand, the Wilson bill had for its object the promo- 
tion of the interests of those who live in foreign lands. It pre- 
ferred the coal of Nova Scotia to that of Kentucky, West Vir- 
ginia, and Tennessee. It preferred the cheap wool of Australia 
to the wool of the farmers living in Illinois, Iowa, Ohio, Texas, 
and the other great woolgrowing statesinthe Union. It preferred 
the iron, corundum, kaolin, and marble of foreign countries to 
that of Vermont, Pennsylvania, North Carolina, Tennessee, Vir- 
ginia, and Alabama. It preferred the baled hay of Canada to that 
of Illinois, Tennessee, Kentucky, North Carolina, Ohio, and the 
other great agricultural States 

It interrupted the tide of immigration and capital which was 
pouring into the South from New England and other sections, 
under the beneficient influences of the McKinley law, and drove 


back to their respective homes, in a great measure, that desirable. 


class of citizens who engaged in mining iron, kaolin, talc, and 
marble which so abundantly aboundsin Tennessee, Alabama, Vir- 
ginia, Kentucky, Georgia, and North Carolina, 

By its operation thousands of laboring men were thrown out of 
employment. It resulted in the withdrawal of millions of dollars 
from the only avenues of business by which it could be reached 
by the laboring men of our section. The one great desire of the 
laboring men of to-day is to again secure employment at wages 
belies will enable them to comfortably clothe and educate their 
children. 

The ee party of this nation is to-day confronted by a 
crisis. The future welfare of the party depends in a great meas- 
ure upon the manner in which they deal with this grave question. 
Iam aware of the fact that there are some who contend it is best 
to adopt a do-nothing policy rather than to disturb the business 
interests of this country by tariff agitation. The expression of 
this sentiment emanates either from those who are enemies of the 
American system and desire to minimize the tariff question or 
those whose interest is carefully protected by the Wilson bill. 

However, we should bear in mind the significant fact that no 
such argument has been advanced by the laboring men of this 
country, nor by those who are the owners and producers of our 
raw material. This class of people are largely in the majority, 
and it was their votes which enabled the Republican party to 
secure such an enormous majority in the lower branch of the pres- 
ent Congress. They voted the Republican ticket with the express 
understanding that Republican success meant the repeal of the 
Wilson bill, and that we were to have in lieu thereof such legis- 
lation as would be an assurance to our people that we are to be 
preferred in matters affecting our interest and welfare to the peo- 
ple of any other nation on the face of the globe. 

It should be the desire of our party to strengthen, encourage, 
and establish a permanent and enduring party in the Southern 
States, and this can be accomplished by giving the people to 
understand that they are to have their interests protected, and that 
in future it will not be necessary to borrow money with which to 
pay the current expenses of the Government. 

. LINDSAY obtained the floor. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suppose the Senator from Kentucky would 

pan to go on in the morning, and I should be very glad, if he 

es that view of it, to call up a conference report, which I think 
will take only a few minutes to dispose of. I will say to the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky that I do not care to interrupt him if he pre- 
fers to Ee on now. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The trouble I will have is that to-morrow, as 
soon as the morning business is over, weshall have the filled-cheese 
bill up again, and it will be in the afternoon before I can go on. 


Mr. CULLOM. I think the Senator from Ohio Fant SHERMAN 
announced that he did not e t to call up that bill again uni 
the bond question was disposed of. 


Mr, PLATT. It will be a good while, I fear, if that is true. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will leave it to the discretion of the Senator 
from 1 

Mr. LINDSAY. I believe I prefer to go on now. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well. Then I will not interrupt the Sen- 


ator. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from Kentucky yield to me 
for a moment? I desire to ask to have the speech of Secretary 
Carlisle, made in 1878, printed as a document. I am frequently 
applied to, as are other Senators, for copies of the speech. I saw 
a letter from the Secretary saying that it is out of print and that 
he can not furnish it. I ask that it be printed as a document. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I believe I prefer that the Senator from Ne- 
yada should have that very antiquated and valuable document 
presented to the Senate at some other time. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope the Senator from Kentucky will not 


obit 
a p PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky 

objects. 

Mr. TELLER, What is it? 

Mr. STEWART. Thespeechof Secretary Carlisle made in 1878. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will withdraw the objection, and allow the 
speech to be printed as a document. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is it a speech made in Congress? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then it has been printed in the Recornp—— 

Mr. STEWART. But it is out of print, and there are constant 
applications for it, 

Mr. ALDRICH. And I understand the Senate is asked to print 


it 1 8 
r. STEWART. We print papers constantly for general in- 
formation. 
Prive TERLER; We printed Mr. Carlisle’s Chicago speech the 
other f 

Mr. DRICH. As a document? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If I had been here I should have objected. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the proposition? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada asks 
unanimous consent that the speech of Mr. Carlisle delivered in 
the House of Representatives in 1878 shall be printed as a docu- 
ment. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALDRICH. [I shall have to object to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. DANIEL. Is there any objection to having the speech 
printed in the RECORD? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is in the RECORD already. 

Mr. STEWART. I want to have it printed as a document, be- 
cause there are frequent applications for it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are plenty of copies of that very val- 
uable speech. They are now being distributed, particularly in 
8 and if the Senator from Nevada wants some copies I 
will furnish them. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like some copies, because there are 
constant applications for the speech. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ihave them. 

Mr. TELLER. I have one in my desk now. 

Mr. PLATT. It seems to me we are going too far in the matter 
of printing speeches of individuals as documents. I understand 
the speech of Mr. Carlisle at Chicago was printed, and then the 
speech of Governor Altgeld was printed to offset it. I think we 
had better stop there. i 

Mr. STEWART. I do not know why we should stop printing 
valuable-— 

Mr. LINDSAY. I believe I have the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, I will not say the pending 
measure contemplates the ultimate repudiation of any of our 
national obligations. I am satisfied the large majority of Sena- 
tors who look with favor upon the policy it declares would have 
no tolerance for any proposition involving in their belief a breach 
of the public faith. It is my opinion, however, that the adoption 
of this resolution by the two Houses of Congress, and its approval 
by the President, would bring the country to a suspension of 
specie payment within the next sixty days. 

We have proximately five hundred millions of demand notes 


payable in coin, about four hundred millions of which are out- 
standing, and we have a redemption fund of only about one kun- 
dred and ten millions, and no means by which the loss of coin can 
be supplied, except by the use of surplus revenues and the sale of 
bonds, as provided for by the act of January 14, 1875. 

There are no surplus revenues and will be none until confidence 
is restored and business revived. 
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Mr. DANIEL. Will it interrupt the Senator from Kentucky 
if I should ask him a question? 

Mr. LINDSAY. No, sir. 

Mr. DANIEL. Is not the silver in the Treasury, for which Sher- 
man demand notes were given, a part of the redemption fund for 
the large sum which the Senator says has only $112,000,000 of re- 
demption money behind it? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will come to the discussion of that point in 
a moment. 

In the face of all this we are asked to take from the Secretary 
of the Treasury the only means by which the redemption fund 
can be replenished. If we were devising ways and means by 
which to invite disaster; if we were considering how we might 
most certainly abandon both gold and silver coin and bring the 
country back to the enforced use of irredeemable paper currency, 
there would be no better course to pursue than to put this resolu- 
tion in force, and then by an early adjournment leave the specu- 
lators and exporters to raid the Treasury until not a dollar of the 
redemption fund remains. This resolution will not pass, but the 
support it is receiving and the unconcern with which the neces- 
“in | consequences of the adoption ot such a measure is regarded 
by leading members of the Senate are, in my estimation, ominous 

of the future. I sympathize with the opposition to the sale of 
bonds. I believe steps should be taken to avoid the necessity for 
such sales, The Government ought to be taken out of the busi- 
ness of supplying gold coin or coin of any kind to speculators or 
exporters, but as yet Congress has done nothing in that direction, 
and so far as appearances go intends to do nothing. Notwith- 
standing all this, itis apparent that an early adjournment is to 
be had, and the responsibility for the management of the national 
finances and the protection of the public credit left to rest upon 
the President and the Secretary of the Treasury from the date of 
our adjournment until the first Monday in December next. 

If our financial system was meeting in a satisfactory way the 
exigencies of the Government, and the public credit was under 
such legislative safeguards as to assure its maintenance beyond 
all reasonable apprehension to the contrary, we might with pro- 

riety act upon the advice lately given us by the senior Senator 

om New Jersey [Mr. Suir] and by adjourning relieve the coun- 
try of further fears of legislation tending to disturb business security 
or to excite distrust in business circles. Such, however, is not the 
fact. The country knows, and we know, that our financial system 
is far from satisfactory, and that the legislation upon which it rests 
is as inconsistent as it is ill adapted to the conditions with which 
we have to deal. We know, and the country knows, that the 
public credit, so far as it depends upon the continued parity be- 
tween our goid and silver legal-tender coinage, must be protected, 
if protected at all, by periodic sales of interest-bearing bonds. We 
know that the gold reserve is being steadily encroached upon, 
and have reason to fear that the go d now in the Treasury will 
be taken out as rapidly as it can be put to profitable use by ex- 
porters and speculators. Within a few months the Secretary of 
the Treasury may be again reduced to the necessity of selling 
bonds, or permitting a suspension not only of gold, but of specie 
pe by the Government. 
he dangers are such that delay in affording relief to the Treas- 
ury can neither be defended nor excused. Congress must either 
admit their incapacity to remedy the admitted evils or concede 
. their indisposition to do so. 

The President has repeatedly recommended such Congressional 
action as would restore confidence and avert possible disaster, 
but nothing in that line has been done. I may say nothing has 
been attempted. By his regular message to this Congress when 
it convened in December last he recommended that the Treasury 
be relieved from the duty of su plying gold to those making profit 
out of its exportation by funding the legal-tender notes of the 
Government. Foreseeing, as he naturally would, the reluctance 
of Congress thus to contract the volume of our currency, he 
submitted the whole question of relief to our unembarrassed dis- 
cretion by concluding his message with these words: 

I especially entreat the people’s representatives in the Congress, who are 
charged with the responsibility of inaugurating measures for the safety and 

rosperity of our common country, to promptly and effectively consider the 

of our critical financial plight. I have suggested a remedy which my 
judgment approves. I desire, however, to assure the Congress that I am 
repared to cooperate with them in perfecting any other measure promising 
orough and practical relief, and that I will g y labor with them in every 
patriotic endeavor to further the interests and guard the welfare of our 


countrymen whom in our respective places of duty we have undertaken to 
serve. 


On the 28th of December last, nothing having been done up to 
that time, the President, by te year message, again called the at- 
tention of Congress to the difficulties of our financial situation, 
and in that connection said: 

We are in the midst of another season of perplexity caused by our danger- 
ous and fatuous financial operations. These may be expected to recur with 


certainty as long as there is no amendment in our financial system. If, in 
this particular instance, our predicament is at all influenced by a recent in- 


sisterce upon the position we should occupy in our relation to certain ques- 


tions concerning our foreign poler. this furnishes a signal and im ive 
warning that even the patriotic sentiment of our people is not an adequate 
substitute for a sound financial policy. 

Of course there can be no doubt in any thoughtful mind as to the complete 
solvency of our nation, nor can there be any just apprehension that the 
American ae will be satisfied with less than an honest 8 of our 

Fat ions in th e should not 


public obl e recognized money of the world. 
overlook the fact, however, that aroused fear is unreasoning, and must be 
taken into account in all efforts to avert possible loss and the sacrifice of our 
people's interests. 

e real and sensible cure for our recurring troubles can only be effected 
by a complete change in our financial scheme. Pending that, the executive 
branch of the Government will not relax its efforts nor abandon its deter- 
mination to use every means within its reach to maintain before the world 
American credit, nor will there be any hesitation in exhibiting its confidence 
in the resources of our country and the constant patriotism of our people. 

In view, however, of the 3 situation now 5 us, I have 
ventured to herein express the earnest hope that the Congress, in default of 
the inauguration of a better system of finance, will not take a recess from its 
labors before it has, by legislative enactment or deciaration, done something 
not only to remind those apprehensive among our own de that the re- 
sources of their Government and a scrupulous re or honest deal 
afford a sure guaranty of unquestioned safety and soundness, but to reas- 
sure the world that with these factors, and the patriotism of our citizens, the 
ability and determination of our nation to meet in any circumstances every 
obligation it incurs do not admit of question. 

I ask at the hands of the Con; such prompt aid as it alone has the power 
to give to prevent, ina time of fear and apprehension, any sacrifice of the 
people's interests and the public funds or the impairment of our public credit 
in an effort by Executive action to relieve the dangers of the present emer- 


gency. 

The recommendations of the President have gone for nothing, 
His appeals have fallen upon unwilling ears. Our financial sys- 
tem has neither been revised nor amended, and the indications are 
that our dangerous and fatuous financial operations” are to con- 
tinue for an indefinite time, and to continue under circumstances 
from which the country may fairly infer the consent and approval 
of the present Congress. Republican leaders may excuse them- 
selves to their partisan followers on the ground that itis good party 

Olitics to leave the Administration to struggle with existing em- 
F as best it may. The condemnation of the sale of 
interest-bearing bonds in time of peace may be made an effective 
argument, with the unthinking, in favor of restoring the Repub- 
lican party to power, but it will not deceive the intelligence of the 
country, and in the event of Republican success it will return to 
plague those who are now seeking to make it available as a party 
slogan. 

The pretense of relieving the situation through the tariff and 
bond bills sent over some months since from the House of Repre- 
sentatives was so transparent that no one was or could be deceived 
by it. The demand was for the means by which to secure the 
necessary gold to keep up the Treasury reserve. The response 
was an offer of additional authority to sell bonds, payable in coin, 
just as the bonds authorized by the existing statute are payable. 

o one had the right to believe, and, I may safely say, no one did 
believe or does now believe, the proposed 3 per cent short-time 
bonds could have been sold at their face value. If the bill had 
become a law, the authority of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
sell bonds would have been increased to an indefinite extent, but 
he would still have been compelled to buy gold with bonds pay- 
able, not in terms in gold, but in coin. 

The proposed tariff bill had the approval of no one. With it 
came from the other end of the Capitol the information that it 
was not a Republican bill. It certainly was not a Democratic 
bill. I have no information that any Populist, in or out of Con- 
gress. gave it the sanction of his approval. It did not have char- 
acter enough to make its way out of the Senate Finance Commit- 
tee, except with the incumbrance of a free-silver attachment. 
Concerning this remarkable bill the distinguished chairman of 
the Republican national committee, the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. merci „said, in February last, that it was ‘‘ wholly at vari- 
ance with all past professions of the Republican party on the 
tariff question,” that it had been and was then “distinctly as- 
serted that it is not a Republican measure,” but “a measure to 
meet an alleged emergency which the Chief Executive Officer of 
the nation, chosen by the people in 1892, stoutly asserts does not 
exist at all.” 

The absurdities of the two bills being apparent and the shallow- 
ness of the pretense that they were intended to meet the emer- 
gency which unmistakably demands action by this Congress hay- 
ing been thoroughly exposed by eminent Republican Senators, 
they have faded out of public notice and are to-day sleeping their 
everlasting sleep. 

The Republican majority has declined to do anything. Not- 
withstanding the repeated assurances we have had from a dis- 
tinguished Republican leader that the Republican pariy was 
ready to take up any nonpartisan measure that would result in 
increasing the resources of the Treasury to equal its expenditures, 
we have had yesterday and to-day an illustration that that state- 
ment overlaps the disposition of that party to do anything to 
increase the revenues of the Government unless coupled with 
further protection to the manufacturing industries. 

The Republican party r proponos to go before the country upon 
the record it has made of not only doing nothing, but of failing 


in 
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faith to e 3 the necessity for the further 


good 
sale of interest- 
5 Will the Senator allow me to ask hima question? 
Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 
Mr. DANIEL. Has not the President in his message to Con- 
gress stated that there was no lack of revenue or trouble about the 
revenue, and that bonds were only issued for the purpose of buy- 


i old to pay obligations? 
ee, LINDSAY, The President has undoubtedly stated that 


there was no immediate necessity for more revenue, and the Presi- 
dent has stated with equal distinctness that the embarrassments 
of the Treasury do not arise out of the want of revenue, but out of 
the difficulty of keeping up the gold reserve for the purpose of re- 
deeming upon presentation the demand notes of the Government. 

The complaint I make against the Republican party is not that 
it has not provided more revenue, but that, pretending to be in 
favor of providing more revenne, it refuses to take any step in 
that direction unless coupled with an increase of the protection 
now afforded to favored manufacturing industries. 

The purpose of the distinguished Senator from Virginia I under- 
stand to be to direct my attention to the claim that these outstand- 
ing demand notes had as well be redeemed in silver as in gold, and 
that if the Secretary of the Treasury would consent to answer 
those demands by an offer to pay in silver, then the necessity for 
a further sale of bonds would be obviated. It is to that phase of 
the subiect under consideration that I now wish to direct my re- 


mar 

We have eminent men of both the old political organizations de- 
fending their nonaction on the ground that there is no obligation 
resting upon the 3 to redeem the demand notes of the Gov- 
ernment in gold coin to the exclusion of legal-tender silver. This 
is a fundamental doctrine of the Populistic or Peoples’ Party, and 
it would be folly to deny that it has taken strong hold upon the 
public mind. hether this contention, if correct, can be Shape: 
to the conduct of affairs consistently with the declared policy of 
the Government to preserve the parity of all our money of ulti- 
mate redemption is an important inquiry, and one that can not 
be answered in the affirmative without the most serious misgiy- 


in 

Fhe resent Administration has from the beginning been con- 
fronted with difficulties inherited from the past. Explaining its 
policy, the Secretary of the Treasury, in January, 1895, in answer 
to a question 3 by a member of the Ways and Means 
Committee of the House of Representatives as to what “‘ objection 
there could be to haying the option of redeeming demand notes 
either in silver or gold lie with the Treasury instead of the note- 
holder,” said: 

If that policy had been adopted at the beginning of resumption—and I am 
not — | this for the 5 of criticising the action of any of my prede- 
cessors or anybody else—but if the policy of reserving to the Governmen 
at the i g of resumption, the option of redeeming in gold or silver 
its paper presented, I believe it would have worked beneficially, and there 
would have been no trouble growing out of it; but the Secretaries of the 
Treasury from the beginning of resumption have pursued a policy of redeem- 
ing in gold or silver, at the option of the holder of the paper, and if any Sec- 
retary bad afterwards attempted to change that Paes and force silver upon 
a man who wanted gold, or gold upon a man who wanted silver, and ore 
cially if he had made that attempt at such a critical period as we have in 


Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him if the 
Democratic party did not always oppose that policy on the part 
of our 18 5 predecessors? 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Democratic party opposed the establish- 
ing of pg 1 oe certainly. f 
—.— = IEL. Did it not always denounce it after it was estab- 


Mr. LINDSAY. It denounced it after it was established. 

Mr. DANIEL. Did it not declare when it nominated its Presi- 
dent in favor of preserving the double standard? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will come to that. I will show that it never 
declared against a policy that was so strongly established that the 
business of the country would be d by changing it. 

The sufficiency of the Secretary’sexplanation has been denied and 
the answer criticised on the idea that the Executive can not bind 
the Government or pledge its faith or credit by the adoption of a 
mistaken policy. This may be conceded, but where the statute 
leaves to the Executive or toany one of the Departments of the Goy- 
ernment the discretion to pursue one line of policy or the other as 
circumstances rare demand, a new Administration may properly 
adhere to an established policy it would not have adopted at the 
outset. I may rely upon the deliberately expressed opinion of the 
senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], whose devotion to 
the cause of silver coinage no one can question, to sustain me in 
this position. 

On October 6,1893, Senator TELLER, discussing the bill to re- 
peal the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act and commenting 


upon the custom of the Secretary of the Treasury to redeem with 
gold the coin notes issued in payment for silver bullion purchased 
under the Sherman Act, detailed the circumstances under which, 
on the 14th of November, 1891, the first million dollars of those 
— were presented to the subtreasury and redeemed in gold, and 


83210 

Mr. TELLER. What is the date of that? 

Mr. LINDSAY. This is from the Senator's speech on the 6th of 
October, 1893, when he said—and this is exactly in the line of Mr. 
Carlisle’s explanation— 

Had Mr. Foster, the then Secretary of the Treasury, said. We hold our- 
selves ready to redeem these notes in gold whenever any citizen or any 
holder thereof wants to exchange a reasonable amount of Tr notes for 
gold, but we do not intend to make the of the United States the 
agency through which gold rters can, without the payment of any pre- 
mium or what the French ‘adio,’ or any expense whatever, come and 
take our gold and ship it abroad. Therefore we decline to make that kind of 

gold“ —had he said that he would have performed a meritorious 
and deserving act, and one which it was absolutely within his discretion to 
have performed. 

Continuing, the Senator said: 


If there is blame of the t of the notes in gold, I frank 
to admit that there is whore tie blame 3 here B complain that 
the succe tary paid in gold just as his predecessors done. 


Continuing, after some further comments, the Senator said: 


Then came the change of Administration, and Mr. Carlisle, as Secre of 
the Treasury, was confronted with this very question. Where there 
been an inconsiderable amount of gold in the aggregate taken out of the 
Treasury of the United States, there came to be a great amount taken out 
durin, e any months of his Administration. - I say here now, believing as 
I do that the Government of the United States should never have da 
dollar of gold upon these certificates, and certainly not a dollar under the 
circumstances under which they were paid, that if Ihad been Secretary of 
the Treasury I should not have chan, the pone of the Government at 
that time and paid silver on them in the condition in which the market was 
during the early days of this tration. It was no more than proper 


and right. 
I am not going to criticise an officer for ae that which I think under 
u 


custom whi: 


penne circles, I am free to say that I believe if Mr. Carlisle had paid them 
n 
—— ‘one, as the Senator from New 
Jersey says, to a silver pena ar anything of that kind, but it would have 
ađded to the excitement. and there was no reason why, the policy having been 
adopted, the Secretary of the Treasury should not have continued it, because 
we were able to pay in gold. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not know whether the Senator intends to 
read all of my speech or not, but, in justice to me, he should read 
what I said with reference to the condemnation which I made of 
Mr. Carlisle. I complained that Mr. Carlisle had attempted to 
change that policy. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I propose to read all of that. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Senator continued: 


I repeat, if he had said that, there would have been no 
the sun with reference to the question whether we were able or willing to 
continue to redeem the Treasury notes and the nbacks in gold.—Con- 
gressional Record, appendix to part 3, pages H9 850, special session Fifty- 
third Congress. 

The criticism was not that Mr. Carlisle followed the custom 
which had been established by Republican Secretaries of the Treas- 
ury, but that he did not announce at the outset promptly and de- 
cisively that he intended to follow that custom. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will read the whole of my re- 
marks he will find that I went beyond that. I charged that the 
a art of the Treasury had changed the policy and then backed 
out of it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Of course I can not read the Senator's entire 
speech. I will, however, read enough to illustrate my point. 

he Senator charged that Mr. Carlisle had started to change the 
policy and then backed out of it. I will say, in justice to Mr. 
Carlisle, that he denies absolutely and unequivocally that he ever 
gave any intimation to any man that he proposed to change the 

olicy; but, upon the contrary, he announced, as the Senator says 
ke ought to have announced, that he intended to follow the policy 
which, under the circumstances, he conld not change without dis- 
turbing financial conditions. 

Mr. TELLER. But that was just the contention between my- 
self and the Secretary. I contended, and I attempted to present 
the authority in proof of it, that he had notified the subtreasurer 
in New York that he would make this change; and he had done 
that, too, without notice to the public, or anything of the kind, 
The President of the United States had declined to allow that 
change to be made, and that is the way the trouble in New York 
began. I think I might say further that in that speech andin 
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others I char, that that was done for the purpose of creating 
an . would enable the Administration to repeal the 
Sherman Act. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I think I have stated the points in the Sena- 
tor's speech fairly. The contention of fact between Mr. Carlisle 
and the Senator I shall not undertake to settle; but as to the other 
charge, which is collateral to the subject I am now discussing, I 
attempted on the floor of the Senate to vindicate Mr. Carlisle from 
that charge, and I am willmg now that that vindication, weak as 
it was, shall go to the country. 

If it was proper for Mr. Carlisle to follow the example and pur- 
sue the policy of Mr. Foster in regard to the Sherman notes, it was 
likewise 1 eid for him to follow the example and continue the 

licy of all hi ecessors in regard to the greenbacks, or United 

tates notes. e has followed in the line of his predecessors, as 
the Senator from Colorado declared he ought to have done, and, in 
order to follow that policy, has been compelled from time to time 
to buy gold to maintain ‘‘the financial security of the country.” 
This is the sum of his 3 

Carrying out a line of poli Administration found firmly es- 
tablished, and which, under the surroundings, it could not abandon 
withont danger to the financial security of the country, it has 
borne the obloquy and endured the criticism which always attend 
the enforcement of vicious legislation. It has done this, too, in 
the face of the persistent refusal of Congress to reform the finan- 
cial system or to make it possible to change or modify the policy 
it has most unsparingly condemned. 

The Republican party has suggested no remedy, except the in- 
crease of taxation. The free coinage of silver at 16 to 1 is the 
only alternative offered on the other hand. 

here has been a decided sentiment in favor of the coinage of 
legal-tender silver since the Government in 1875 fixed the time 
for and put on foot the measures by which specie payment was to 
be resumed. At the outset the question of the i ratio 
was not deemed a matter of importance. There was a strong feel- 
ing in favor of 154 to 1, because that was the ratio at which silver 
had been coined by the States composing the Latin Union. In 
1878 it was believed by many that we might safely go to free coin- 
age at 16 to 1, inasmuch as silver bullion at that time had declined 
in its market value less than 8 per cent and there was an apparent 
reason to hope that the increased demand resulting from the re- 
monetization and free coinage of silver by the United States 
would restore and preserve the old-time on . That was the 
time when Mr. Carlisle made the speech whi been so often 
referred to, and which Senators are anxious now to make for the 
second time a of the record of the Senate. 

Mr. COC L. What was the status, will the Senator say, 
in 1890, when Senator Carlisle yoted for free coinage and wrote 
his celebrated letter to Mr. Smith, of Kentucky? 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the Senator desires to make that letter a 
matter of record, then I shall give my attention to that letter. 
Iam not now di ing Mr. Carlisle; I am discussing the ques- 
tion of the free coinage o silver. 

Mr. COCKRELL. You were discussing what Mr. Carlisle did 
in 1878, and I want to know what he did in 1890, 

Mr. LINDSAY. I collaterally referred to the attempt of gen- 

flemen to publish a statement made by him in 1878, but not what 
he did or forbore to do in 1890. Iam not here to defend Mr. Car- 
lisle; Mr. Carlisle would not thank me for becoming his champion; 
and the Senate knows, the Senator knows, and the country knows 
that Mr. Carlisle is able upon all occasions and under all circum- 
stances to take care of himself. 
The coinage of silver under the Bland-Allison Act did not, nor 
did its under the Sherman Act of 1890, impede the steady 
decline in the relative value of silver bullion. The two metals, 
gold and silver, continued to separate further and further, and in 
1893 came the utter collapse of silver as a money metal in all the 
controlling business nations of the world. 

It profits nothing to inquire the causes on eee that re- 
sult. The demonetization of silver by the leading countries of 
Europe and by the United States between 1870 and 1876 no doubt 
contributed to it in a very great ee. Another and still more 
potent cause was the increased and cheapened production of sil- 
ver bullion and the general conviction as to the still greater pos- 
sibilities in the way of increased and cheapened production. 

Whatever the causes may have been, we have the fact that, as 
compared with the currency of the European world and the cur- 
ond of our own country, silver bullion has depreciated in its 
market value almost one-half. With this fact admitted, it is now 
proposed that the United States, by their own separate and inde- 
pendent action, shall open their mints to the free and unlimited 
aee of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, and, by so doing, under- 
take the herculean task of restoring the parity between the two 
money metals. We shrunk from such an un ing in 1878, 
when silver had declined only 8 per cent; but it is proposed to 
take up the work in 1896 with a ini N 
bullion six times greater than in 1878. 
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In proportion as the difficulties have increased, the seeming con- 
fidence of those who call themselves the friends of silver and the 
advocates of bimetallism has magnified. Neither of the great par- 
ties heretofore representing the political differences of the Amer- 
ican people considered with favor in 1892 the experiment of free 
and unlimited coinage. The nominee of the Democratie p 
was known of all men to be unalterably opposed to any such pol- 
icy. The platform then adopted by the Democratic party was in- 
tended to meet, and did meet, the views of that nominee, and his 
interpretation of the currency plank was accepted by the party as 
the correct one. His theory then was, and it was the then theory 
of hia pols that “Every dollar put into the hands of the people 
should be of the same intrinsic value or purchasing power,” and 
that with ‘‘this condition absolutely guaranteed, both gold and 
silver can be safely utilized upon equal terms in the adjustment 
of the currency.” 

The Democratic nominee for the Vice-Presidency was equally 
explicit. He understood the platform to import— 

That every dollar, whatsoever its form, that finds its way into his— 

The farmer's or wage earner’s— 

et shall be of equal, unquestioned, and universally exchangeable val 
pocket equal 3 5 on i ving 155 

In the Democratic convention, and pending the consideration 
of a proposed amendment to the platform looking to the insertion 
of the word free“ in connection with the declaration in favor of 
the coinage of both gold and silver, Mr. Patterson, of Colorado, 
who 725 for the advanced friends of silver coinage, declared 
that all they asked was— 

The recognition of the doctrine of free bimetallic coinage as a doctrine of 
the Democratic party; not the coinage of a 70-cent dollar, but the coinage 
of gold and silver dollars of a fixed parity, and each dollar containing metal 
of equal ic value. 

Not a parity fixed by law, but that each dollar, whether gold or 
silver, should contain metal of equal intrinsic value. I shall not 
stop to consider the criticism of the word intrinsic.“ Evidentl 
Mr. Patterson used it as every reasonable man would understan 
from the manner of its use, that the dollar he demanded the right 
to have freely coined out of silver was a dollar to contain bullion 
that would sell in the market for as much as the bullion in the 
gold dollar. 

The bullion value of an American silver dollar, compared with 
gold, was then about 72 cents. Those for whom Mr. Patterson 
spoke did not then wish the free coinage of 72-cent silver dollars, 
ee free coinage of silver dollars equal in intrinsic value to 
gold. 

Democrats Had not up to that time turned their faces against 
the teachings of Jefferson that the proportions between the 
value of gold and silver is a mercantile problem altogether”; 
that legal proportions ought to be disregarded and the average 
market prices of the two metals in the countries with which we 
are likely to be preety connected accepted as the ratio at 
which they may be freely coined. In 1892 no portion of the Dem- 
lahat pat ADO even those whom Mr. Patterson especially rep- 
resented—demanded the free coinage of 70-cent silver dollars. The 
free coinage of gold and silver dollars of a fixed parity, each dollar 
containing metal of equal intrinsic value, was the extent of their 
utmost demand, and no party, other than the Populists, was then 
ready to give countenance to the proposition of the unlimited 
coinage of legal-tender silver in the proportion of 16 to 1 of gold. 

Of course there were many prominent Democrats who believed 
in that doctrine; of course there were many eminent Republicans 
who believed in that doctrine. But the ocratic party as a 
party did not hold to that doctrine, and the platform adopted, 
explained by the letters of acceptance of the nominee for i- 
dent, of the nominee for Vice- ident, and by this particular 
. of silver coinage makes that proposition plain. 

ince 1892 silver bullion has declined in value 30 cent. 
The intrinsic metal value of the old silver dollar has fallen from 
72 cents in 1892 to 53 cents in 1896; but nevertheless we are now 
to have unlimited silver coinage without a change of ratio and 
without regard to the policies of the countries from which we 
buy, to which we sell, and with which we have our principal 
trade relations, 

Two or three years ago the ment was common that the free 
coinage of silver by the Uni States would of its own force 
restore the former relations between the two metals, and in 1893 
it was confidently announced on the floor of the Senate by a dis- 
tinguished Senator, then and now a member of the Finance Com- 
mittee, that the 8 ae United States should open their mints to 
free coinage, that day silver would go to a dollar and twenty-nine 
cents an ounce in the markets of the world. Ido not remember 
any recent expression of that sublime faith in the superhuman 
efficacy of an act of Congress. There may be those who. still 
entertain that belief, but in the main it now seems to be conceded 
that the free coinage of the cheaper metal will drive American 
gold to E as rapidly, at the least, as we may increase the 


volume of legal-tender silver. As an offset to this it is con- 
tended that the increase of gold in Europe will lessen the demand 
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for the supply now on that side of the ocean, and to that extent 


cheapen its money value and thus increase the prices for which 
American products may be sold in the Eur markets. It is 
at best doubtful whether gold in any quantity could be kept in 
this country to compete with eg silver money freely coined 
on individual account. The gold that might not be immediately 
exported would be hoarded for speculation and converted at once 
into an article of merchandise. The rule in such a state of case 
is that— 

‘Whenever, under the double standard, there is a variance between the 
legal and market relations of the metals, the standard would be practically 
based on one metal, and it the cheaper and more available. There never can 
be practically two money standards whose units of account differ in value in 
any country at the same time. 

This rule is founded u the experience of mankind. It is not 
of my crystallization. It was declared to be axiomatic by the 
majority report of the Silver Commission created by the Senate 
= — 705 and that report was the handiwork of Senator JONES of 

ev: 

We may take it as a conceded proposition that if we have two 
standards of different metallic 1 the standard will practically 
be based on the metal that is cheapest and most available; that 

Thore never gan be 3 two money standards whose units of account 
differ in value in any country at the same time, 

Commencing free coinage at the ratio of 16 to 1, we would have 
a variance of nearly one-half between the legal and market rela- 
tions of gold and silver from the beginning, and our standard 
would be based on one metal, and that the cheaper and more 
available one.” We would go at the first step to silver mono- 
metallism. We would at once be compelled to face the business 
disturbances which would necessarily follow so radical a change 
in our financial system. We would have cheap money, cheap in 
the sense that it would have a reduced purchasing power, but it 
will be well to consider the fact that cheap money thus secured, 
we may have, without increasing the volume of our currency 
and especially the volume of our money of ultimate redemption. 
If all the available silver bullion in existence and all the future 
production of silver bullion should be brought to our mints we 
could not coin it into money as fast as our gold coin would be 
withdrawn from circulation, and the first and immediate effect 
of the free coinage of silver would be to contract the volume of 
our metal or primary money: 

The claim is made that the demand for currency would keep 
our gold at home, but it would not keep itin circulation. It might 
be held for speculative purposes, but not for use as money or cur- 
rency. Noman would invest liis gold in property of any kind 
until the lowest ble prices had been reached and it had ceased 
to be profitable longer to hold it. 

Mr. William P. St. John, president of the Mercantile National 
Bank of New York, an able and persistent advocate of the free 
coinage of silver, whilst testifying in 1894 before the House Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, outlined a bill for free coinage 
which provided— 


That the silver dollar now existing shall be coinable without limit in amount 
~ eee ane the bullion for it and on the same terms now prescribed for 


In answer to the direct question— 

Would your theory put this country on a silver basis?— 
He replied: 

Momentarily it might; I think it would immediately. 
He was then asked— 

How long would that condition prevail? 

He answered: 


I would not predict the achievement of actual bimetallism in the United 
States under the bill earlier than two years; that is, two years at the outside. 
Ishould expect it earlier if conditions now existing abroad—e: g Outside 
of France—prevail; I would expect it to be accomplished within one year. 


I donot quote the opinion of Mr. St. John because he is a banker, 
but because he is an ardent friend of free ayes; td and regarded as 
authority upon the subject by the special friends of silver. 

One year at the least, probably two years, of the single silver 
standard we are to have when we go to free coinage. One year, 
probably two, of the contraction necessarily incident to the expul- 
sion of six hundred millions of gold from our volume of primary 
or redemption money. 

Those who believe in free coinage insist that the contraction of 
the currency necessarily results in diminishing prices. Mr. St. 
John says that— i 

To beg need Od the segregate of money in the United States is to raise normal 
8 ome and internationally consumed commodities here. Per con- 

to diminish the aggregate of money in the United States is to lower all 
normal prices. 8 

This is the accepted theory of all advocates of free silver. If 
Mr. St. John be correct, then the free coinage of silver at 16 to 1 
by the independent action of the United States means silver mono- 
metallism in this country for one year certainly, and probably for 
two years. Silver monometallism means the diminution of the 
aggregate of the money in the United States during those two years 


of more than 30 per cent. That diminution means the low 

here of the normal prices of all home and internationally consum: 
commodities. In the present business conditions the lowering of 
prices by the intervention of a Congressional enactment will drive 
embarrassed debtors to bankruptcy, alarm creditors and investors, 
and excite such distrust as may precipitate another business panic. 
So well satisfied was Mr. St. John that free coinage means tem- 
porary silver monometallism that he incorporated in his proposed 

ill a section providing for what he denominated ‘emergency 
currency“; that is, that for the time being and to meet conditions 
that might arise from the expulsion of our gold from circulation 
the Government should issue legal-tender money based upon 
uncoined silver bullion and upon the security of United States 
bonds. Whether this emergency currency, if issued, would in- 
spire public confidence and preserve public and private credit 
may very well be doubted, but it was the best substitute Mr. St. 
John could suggest, and of the necessity for its issue he seemed 
to entertain no doubt. 

The great mass of those who to-day are pressing for the free 
coinage of silver and insisting that it would be a remedy for all 
our financial difficulties make no suggestions as to how we are to 
bridge over the temporary emergency foreseen by Mr. St. John. 
They shut their eyes to all ger and call upon the American peo- 
ple to join them in the ilous and reckless experiment of free 
coinage at 16 to 1 without regard to consequences. Mr. St. John, 
by his bill, proposed that coin certificates should be issued upon 
the deposit of uncoined gold and silver, and also that such cer- 
tificates might be issued and loaned upon the deposit of bonds 
of the United States. Explaining this provision against the con- 
sequences of the expulsion of gold from our circulation in case free 
coinage should have that effect, he said: 

If a money panic threatened, the proposed enactment, witha sharp contrac- 
tion of our TORRO of money, this provision Aon 6) would empower the 
Secretary of the Treasury to issue over $200,000,000 of United States coin cer- 
tificates against silver coin and bullion already in the Treasury and loan them 
at 4 Fol cent and 5 per cent per annum against United States 5 


bonds. This issue would reduce the aggregate reserve against silver cer 
cates and Treasury notes to about 62 per — 


He explained further that his suggested bill proposed in effect 


That the Congress restore immediately the coinage system of the United 
States founded with the mint in 1792, maintained for eighty years thereafter, 
and overthrown unobservedly when neither gold nor silver wag our current 
money. It provides the modern convenience of paper substitute for coin on 
the choice of the depositors of gold and silver at the mint, one and the same 
coin certificate redeemable on demand in coin, and redeems these coin cer- 
tificates in gold or silver, at the option and convenience of the United States. 
It provides an emergency issue of these coin certificates additionally, with 
elasticity“ unquestionable and with redemptions on demand assured, and 
the means in the Secretary's hands to stifle any panic in Wallstreet instanter. 

With this explanation Mr. St. John was still apprehensive that 
the country might go to a silver basis, and was not willing to 
predict the achievement of bimetallism in the United States 
earlier thantwoyears; or, at the best, earlier than one year. The 
possibility of the country being driven to the single silver stand- 
ard, and the contemplation of a possible money panic, he did not 
pretend to conceal. He felt that an emergency might follow the 
adoption of his free-silver proposition, and that to meet it there 
would be a necessity foran emergency issue” of coin certificates 
to take the place of the standard money driven from circulation 
by the free-silyer experiment. Silver monometallism precipi- 
tated upon the country by act of Congress, whether for one, two, 
or ten years, would be equivalent to immediate and “sharp con- 
traction.” It would destroy confidence and excite alarm in eve 
quarter. The ‘‘money-market panic“ which would follow woul 
be beyond the power of any emergency issue“ of coin certificates 
to relieve against or to mitigate. ; 

Mr. Wharton Barker, another of the free-silver leaders of the 
East, does not rely on the potency of the so-called emergency 
issue.” He meets the question squarely, and insists that no con- 
traction will follow free coinage. His theory is that contraction 
from the expulsion of our gold would be impossible— 
for any export of gold before silver was coined to take its place in our cur- 
rency would result in raising prices in Europe and relatively forcing them 
down in America, with the result that America would become an attractive 
market to buy in, and for that reason gold would flow back in payment for 
our grain, cotton, and other ee at their reduced prices. (See the 
Philadelphia American, May 9, 1896.) 

That is a quotation from an editorial in the American, a news- 
paper published in Philadelphia, a stanch advocate of free silver 
coinage, edited, as I am informed, by Mr. Barker. 

It is ka aba to the American farmer to be told that in any 
event, during the time we may be coining silver to take the place 
of gold, we shall be able to keep the latter metal in circulation 
here by our “attractive market to buy in” consequent upon the 
forcing down of the prices of our agricultural products. 

We are, however, assured that the opening of our mints to free 
coinage will so increase the demand for silver and diminish the de- 
mand for gold that the two metals will come together at their legal- 
ized ratio. How many points we may expect silver to advance and 


how many points gold will decline no one has yet ventured to if ete 
dict, but ver 


leading 16-to-1 bimetallists confidently claim that 
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Will rise as gold falls. Theyconfidently assert that the present low 
prices of cotton and wheat will follow silver in its upward march, 
so that if silver appreciates 50 per cent, 60-cent wheat will sell 
for 90 cents and 8-cent cotton for 12 cents. Upon the same prin- 
ciple, high-priced labor will follow gold in its downward course, 
and the man who depends upon his wages for support will, under 
the new order of things, be compelled to pay 25 per cent advance 
upon all the necessaries of life without a corresponding increase in 
his daily or monthly stipend. 

In a table prepared for and published by the American, Febru- 
ary 8, 1896, it is shown that while the prices of cotton and wheat 
declined 50 per cent between 1873 and 1895, the decline in the 
prices of our great staples, corn and tobacco, was less than 8 per 
cent, and that the increase in the prices of bacon and beef was 
from 10 to 25 per cent. It was shown by that table that from 
1873 to 1895 cotton cloths had declined in price over 60 per cent, 
copper ingots and bars 65 per cent, and mineral and illuminating 
oils 85 per cent. ; 

Taking the farming products actually exported in 1895 at the 
comparative prices of 1895 and 1873, that table disclosed the fol- 
lowing result as to the values in those years respectively: 


1873. 


$102, 469,534 
88, 583, 47 

15, 174, 743 

44, 085, 484 

6. A 13, 202, 356 
25,622,778 | 27,616,510 


201,300,674 | 291,132,474 

These figures show an aggregate loss on these six staples of agri- 
cultural production, taking the prices of 1873 and 1895 as the 
criterion, of $99,831,800, which loss is, of course, to be distributed 
among all the States producing and exporting wheat, corn, bacon, 
pork, beef, and tobacco. 

On the other hand. the table shows that the prices of staples the 
farmer must buy with the proceeds of the sales of his wheat, corn, 
meats, and tobacco and which were actually imported into the 
United States in 1895 had from 1873 declined as follows: 


el ai | 1805. 1873. 

L a a E S ET S N N 6, 461,557 | $167,998, 465 
Ten: =| Fe | Se atone 
Coffee 96, 129, 25 86, 742, 907 
Tin plate: a 12, 144,080 39, 149, 023 
AAT 835, 730 1,916, 955 
. ²˙ ui... — aa 680, 802 993, O44 
Te ON SSS — ae Sa ee 211,143 566,519 

%%%%FG A ese aa a T aN 199,633,562 | 330, 058, 888 


We thus had an aggregate saving io the farmers who consumed 
these seyen staple articles in the difference between their prices 
in 1873 and 1895 of over $130,000,000, or over $30,000,000 more than 
the decline of the prices of the quantity of wheat, flour, corn, 
bacon, hams, beef, and tobacco exported in 1895. These figures 
prove that there are two sides to the question as to the effect the 
general decline of prices may have had upon the business of the 
Middle States farmer. It may be, andit seems probable, he saves 
more in the purchase of those things he must have and can not 
produce than he loses in the sale of his crops. 

In a speech delivered in the Senate September 19, 1893, Mr. MILLS 
of Texas compared the prices of farm products in 1873 with their 
prices in 1891, and the prices in 1873 of articles the farmer cus- 
tomarily purchases, with their pricesin 1891, and upon that com- 
parison reached these conclusions: 

These prices in the table show conclusively that the farmer has been bene- 
fited by the general fall of prices, because his products would buy more in 
1891 than in 1873. In 1873 cotton was worth 18.5 cents per pound, and 1,000 
pounds was worth $188, and at that time it would buy 766 gallons of illuminating 
oil. or 1,620 1 of refined sugar, or 44 tons of pig iron, or 2tons of bar iron, 
or 1} tons of steel rails, or 3,832 pounds of nails, or 1.412 yards of sheeting, or 
1,580 yards of drilling, or 970 yards of 2 or 1. yards of standard 
prints, or 2,810 yards of prat cloth; while in 1591 1,000 pounds of cotton was 


worth $100, and at the prices of these same things at that time it would buy 
1,428 gallons of oil, 1.7 munds of sugar, 54 tons of pig ore, 24 tons of bar iron, 

tons of steel rails, 5,322 pounds of cut nails, 1, yards of sheeting, 1,560 
yar’ 4 3 „940 yards of shirting, 1,666 yards of print, and 3,389 yards of 
p: 0 


of nails, 490 yards of sheeting, 5 of d g. 338 "ergo of sarng 583 
f t cloth; while in 1891 it would buy 800 gal 

i 10 munds of nails, Sig yards of sheet- 
A eis 933 yards of standard prints, 


One thousand pounds of pork would buy: in 1873, 289 gallons of oil, 571 pounds 
20 i yards of Loge sre yards of om 

g, 600 yards of standard or yards of prin 
of oil, 1,08 pounds of refined 


One thousand eee 3 of bacon and hams would buy, in 1873, 
oil, 682 pounds of refined sugar, 1,554 pounds of nails, doz yards of 
568 of drilling, 415 ya: of shirting, 716 yards of standard prints, or 
1,091 yards of print cloth; while in 1891 it would buy 1,085 gallons of oil, 1,157 
pounds of re: ands of nails, 1,111 yards of sheeting, 1,185 
g, 1,266 yards of standard prints, or 2,576 
yards of print cloth. 


One thousand ae of tobacco in 1873 would buy 413 Salome of oil, 833 
Ee 406 yards of ek irting, #98 yards O SUT yards of print 
ing. of shi 5 rin 
cits Pae in a mana Day Laes gaita gt oit Pee ot Taina 
of n: 7 of sheeting, I. rilling, 
yards of shirting „1.450 y: prints, t cloth. 
ushels of wheat in 1873 would buy 590 ee oil, 1,176 
of shee „ 904 yards 


sugar, 4,086 
yards of drilling, 714 yards of shirtin, 


ards of sheeting, 1,453 yards of 
drilling, 85 3 shirting, 1.550 yards of standard prints, or 2,784 yards 
of print cloths. 

What was true in this regard in 1891 is true in 1896. The con- 
tinued decline in prices has affected the farmer as a purchaser 
equally with the farmer asaseller. If he receives less for the 
Rosier of his industry, he pays less for his indispensable sup- 
plies, 

The assumption that the general decline in prices is due to the 
discrimination against silver as a money metal is without warrant 
or support in fact. There is no occult connection between silver 
and wheat, or silver and cotton, any more than there is between 
silver and the meat product or silver and tobacco. If the alleged 
demonetization of silver has enhanced the value of gold and be- 
canse of such enhancement diminished the market prices of cotton 
and wheat, the same cause ought to operate equally upon every 
other article of commerce where no exceptional reason intervenes 
to the contrary. If high-priced money makes low-priced goods, 
then, all things else being substantially alike, too Soa of every- 
thing we pronn or consume should equally decline. Such has 
not been the case. An advocate of free coinage had prepared and 
published in the American of January 25, 1896, a table upon this 
subject. He took January 1, 1891, as the basis of his figures, and 
the prices on that day of various articles of first-class importance 
as the test of the conclusion he proposed to draw. 

This table shows that between January 1, 1891, and April 1, 
1891, silver as measured by the gold standard declined from 100, 
the initial number, to 94.25. During the same time breadstuffs 
increased in price from 100 to 118.31 and live stock from 100 to 
116.98. Between April 1 and July 1, 1891, silver increased in price 
from 94,25 to 98.21, while breadstuffs declined from 118.31 to 103.90 
and livestock from 116.98 to 110.88. Between January 1, 1891, and 
April 1, 1893, silver declined from 100 to 80, while live stock in- 
creased from 100 to 125.28 and provisions from 100 to 115.84. Octo- 
ber 1, 1894, silver stood at 60.84, live stock at 101.57, and provisions 
at 97.68. These instances are enough to prove that the price of 
silver has no immediate or intimate or natural connection with 
the prices of agricultural products. 

A table prepared by Mr. Schoenhoff, a gentleman who was 
largely gonen in this Chamber during the tarif debate of 1894, 
shows the following changes in prices between 1850, when free 
coinage of both gold and silver prevailed this country; 1879, when 
we resumed ie payment, and 1888, fifteen years subsequent 
to the so-called crime of 1873: , 


We thus see that sugar fell 51 per cent between 1850, when we 
had free coinage, and 1888, when we had the single gold standard. 


During the same pezioa wheat declined 42 per cent, but tobacco 
advanced in price from 100 in 1850 to 244 in 1888, and 88 per cent 
of that advance was between 1879 and 1888. Tin ran down from 
100 in 1850 to 77 in 1879, and then up from 77 in 1879 to 178 in 1888, 
or about 225 per cent increase, and that was before it was rein- 
forced by the provisions of the McKinley law. 

It is folly to say that the money standard has controlled or does 
control prices independent of other and more potent considera- 
tions. general decline of prices during the past thirty years 
can not be attributed to any one cause, much less to the change 
of the money standard. Noman capable of reasoning can shut 
his eyes to the results which have followed the universal use of 
improved machinery and labor-saving appliances. The Bessemer 
process, the development of the power of electricity, the steam 
plow, the modern reaper and thrasher, reduced rates of transpor- 
tation, and many other cognate causes have combined to cheapen 
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return to permanent and general prosperity. We can not improve 
the situation by experimenting with our money standard, The 
greatest period of prosperity the agricultural States and the States 
we call!“ Southern” have ever had was since “the crime of 1873” 
and under the operation of what the agitators of the free and 
unlimited coinage of silver call the single gold standard. Of the 
truth of this statement the statistics furnished by the census 
returns of 1880 and the census returns of 1890 are most convine- 
ing. I quote from a compilation made by Mr. Richard T. Ed- 
monds, of the Manufacturers’ Record, of Baltimore, Md., printed 
and circulated in 1895, as follows: 


Reeent census publications, although three years behind time, make it 
1 r Sen the agricultural and manufacturing advance of the South 
m 1880 to with that of the country at large. The result isa remark- 
ably favorable showing for the South. Starting in 1880 with total farm as- 
sets, which includes the value of farms. implements, ete., of $2,314,000,000, the 
South made an advance by 1890 to $3.182.000,000—a gain of 37 per cent. Dur- 
opre same paon e increase in all other States and Ter: jes was from 
$9,790,000,000 to $12,797,000,000, or 30 per cent. In studying these figures it 
should be remembered that the South had little or no immigration to help 
to swell the volume of its agricultural products, while 
benefit of a large proportion of the 5,000,000 foreigners who had landed here 
during the decade, the number that settled on Western farms probably 
being a majority of the total. 
The value of farm products of the South in 1880 was $866,000,000, 
000,000 for the remainder of the country. In 1890 the South produced 
7 „000, a gain of $107,000,000, or 16 per cent, while the gain in the rest of the 
country was only $141,000,000, or 9 per cent. ith just one-fourth as much 
total assets in farm operations as the balance of the country, the South had 
,000,000 increase in production out of a total of $248,000,000, or nearly one- 


The South had $3,182,000,000 invested in farm interests in 1890, and the total 
were $773,000,000, or a gross revenue of 24.1 per cent on the 7 0 
All other sections combined had $12,797,000,000 in farm operations and the 
poe was $1,687,000,000, or 13.1 per cent gross revenue, only a fraction more 
one-half as much in percentage of production as the South's. It is im- 
* to get at the net profits, but these fignres show how ahead th 
th is in the gross product based on the capital invested. 


Ina much greater degree the manufacturing interests of the 
South increased between 1880 and 1890, Mr. Edmonds’s compila- 
tion of the census reports show that 


other sections had the 


he teeth tire 
n inthe entire 
red p 


e value of the manufactu roducts of the 


the 
. — 


1880. 1890. 1894. 


$61, 124, 096 | * $107, 900, 000 
254 425 


„076,713 
* 180 


667, 754 1,712, 930 3, 023, % 
MM, 823 89, 231 68, 000 


$46, 971; 50 


+ Estimated on basis of average capital per spindle in 1890. 


In this connection, for fear some one may question the accuracy 
of this compilation, I will read an extract taken from Mr. Whar- 
ton Barker’s newspaper, the American, of September 14, 1895. 
He quotes from the New Orleans Times-Democrat, and gives the 
quotation the weight of his authority. He says: 

The New Orleans Times-Democrat, a paper noted for the accuracy of the 
statistics which it gathers and publishes from time to time, has lately made 
a com tive sta t of the progress of the South in the past fifteen 
years. 

That is from 1880 to 1895. 
en eis bs ones In thie repion from. the your 280 to 1806, the 

m © 
manufacturing B have inereased from 1 to 59,176, and the 
eapital aa Ree 1 to 8 number of hands had 
than u + & m 
he vated land has —.— from 34,679,145 acres to 50,462,672, while 


These statistics and those relating to the coal and iron of the South are in- 
teresting as showing a regular progress and testifying that the change from 
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the primitive d ence upon agriculture alone is giving place to diversi- 
fied industries t 1 the $ 
out im eee Bone proper progress of agris 


culture, It is probable that the 
South will be still greater in the next m years than in the past. 


Then Mr. Barker gives his opinion as to what is necessary to 
make that assurance doubly sure, not to go to the free coinage of 
silver, but, he says— 


welch the South hos — 


9 ol protec- 
which the South has, unwisely for 


What is necessary to 

tion to home industry, so lon 
g op- 

I will now take up a compilation made by Mr. Mulhall, the 
great English statistician, who, in an article in the June number 
(1895) of the North American Review, compares the conditions of 
the United States in 1870, 1880, and 1890, as shown by the census 
returns of those years. 

He shows that the wealth of the New England States between 
1870 and 1890 increased from $3,237,000,000 to $5,223,000,000, or 
more than 60 per cent; that the Middle States of New York, 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, and Maryland increased 
from 89,683,000, 000 in 1870 to $17,819,000,000 in 1890, or about 88 
per cent; that the Southern States, including the two Virginias, the 
two Carolinas, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Miss issippi, Louisiana, 
Texas, Arkansas, Kentucky, and Tennessee, incr: from $2,827,- 
000,000 in 1870 to $9,928,000,000 in 1890, or more than 850 per 
cent; that the Prairie States, including Ohio, Illinois, Missouri, 
Indiana, Iowa, Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Kansas, Ne- 
braska, and the two Dakotas, increased from $7,642,000,000in 1870 
to $25,256,000,000 in 1890, or about 330 per cent; that the Pa- 
cific States increased from $656,000,000 in 1870 to $6,811,000,000 in 
1890, or more than 1,000 per cent; that the increase in the 
Southern States from 1880 to 1890 was from 86, 448,000, 000 in 1880 
to $9,928,000,000 in 1890, or more than 50 per cent, and the in- 
crease in the Pacific States from 1880 to 1480 was from $2,282,- 
000,000 in 1880 to $6,811,000,000 in 1890, or about 300 per cent. 
These estimates were made upon a gold basis, the currency of 
zee year 5 a having been treated as equal to 80 cents on the dol- 

ar in gold. 

His tables also show that the increase in the value of lands from 
1870 to 1890 was the difference between $7,410,000,000 in 1870 and 
$13,279,000,000 in 1890, or nearly 80 per cent; that the increase in 
the value of lands from 1850 to 1890 was from an average value of 
$29 per acre in 1850 to an average value of $37 per acre in 1890; 
and that the increase in the value of houses from 1870 to 1890 was 
from $9,240,000,000 in 1870 to $21,210,000,000 in 1890, or more than 
216 per cent. Also that between 1870 and 1890 there was expended 
in the construction of new lines of American railway an average 
of $1,000,000 a day, and that the freight charges of railway trans- 
portation in the United States in 1890 averaged only 93 cents per 
ton per hundred miles, or less than half the customary charge in 
Europe of $1.90 per ton per hundred miles. In this t there 
was saved to the American people$845,000,000 yearly, In his dis- 
cussion Mr. Mulhall uses this language: 

Another large item in the increment of wealth is houses, which represent 
an annual investment of $12 per inhabitant of the whole Union parisi twenty 
years ending 1890. The annual average in Great Britain is $5.50, as econ- 
omists recognize the outlay on houses to be the gauge of wealth, it 
that the average accumulation in the United States is double what it is 
mother country. 

Whether we include the twenty-year period from 1870 to 1890, 
or the ten-year period from 1880 to 1890, the comparative results 
are the same. Our increase in wealth has never been equaled in 
any country or in any age. It was confined to no section. The 
3535 eer Mf ihe tact. Sepaea 
of the general prosperi i y the 8 e popular 
cry that whilst the center of ulation has traveled westward 
the center of wealth has m toward the east or northeast 
has no foundation in fact. 


From 1870 to 1890 the relative increase in values was: 


ars 
tho 


New England States 
Middle States 


The real, substantial, and permanent increase of values was in 
the Southern and Prairis agricultural States. I make that dis- 
tinction because the Pacific States have mainly been develo 
from a wilderness since 1870. The increase was more than five 
times greater in the Southern and Prairie States than in New 
England, and four times greater than in the States of New Set 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, and Maryland, with 
their great cities and all their combinations and syndicates of 
bankers, brokers, and railroad magnates. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Would it disturb the Senator if I were to 


ask him a question? 
Mr. LINDSAY. No, sir. 


1896. 


Mr.GALLINGER. Am I to infer, then, from the Senator’s 
statement of that fact, that the accusation so frequently made 
5 is being aggregated in the East does not seem to be 


Mr. LINDSAY. Here are the figures. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Jagree, I will say, with the Senator's ob- 
servation upon that point. 

Mr. LINDSAY. t the times are hard, that the people are 
oppressed with debt and unable to pay, that universal want of 
business confidence prevails, and that conditions seem to grow 
worse rather than better, it is useless to deny. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him if he has 
„5 as to the relative advance or retrogression since 


Mr. LINDSAY. The paper from which I read the extract, the 
Times-Democrat, covers the period between 1880 and 1895. 

Mr. BACON. That was not the question Iasked the honorable 
Senator. Itis not what is the aggregate from 1880 to 1895, but 
what is the fact with reference to this matter between the dates 
of 1890 and 1895? Is it not a fact that between those dates the 
increase in wealth in the East has been very great, and that wealth 
has absolutely decreased in other parts of the country? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I have no official data on the subject and no 
data that pretends to be official. I have given the best data I could 
have access to. My object was not to prove that there had not 
been a decline in wealth since 1890 in the South, nor to prove that 
there had been an increase. My attempt has been to show that 
the single standard did not interfere with the increase of wealth 
aon 1870 up to 1890, nor the increase of wealth between 1870 and 
1894. 

If that great increase took place under the single standard dur- 
ing those twenty-four years, the single standard did not stand 
in the way of the increase. If there has been a decrease since 
1890, or since 1893, that decrease is to be traced to some other 
cause than the single standard, under which the country flourished 
for twenty years as it never flourished before. 

Mr. BAT Will not the Senator admit that, although the 
proposition may be true that wealth did increase, yet it was con- 
centrated during that time in the hands of a few? 

Mr. LINDSAY. If it was, it was concentrated in the hands of 
the few in the South, and not in the hands of the few in the North 
or in the East, because the statistics show that the increase in the 
South was 350 per cent, while the increase in the great States of 
New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, etc., was only 88 percent. I 
do not know how you distributed your wealth in Tennessee, but 
what I mean to say is that price, | twenty years you increased 
under what yon call the gold standard, which you now claim is 
the cause of all our sorrows, as you never increased before. 

Mr. BATE. But while the products in the agricultural States 
have increased during that time the proceeds have been concen- 
trated in the hands of others who live elsewhere, and I think 
pisen in the East and in the North. 

Mr. DSA. The figures are against you. The products of 
the agriculturist declined and the products of the man who buys 
from the agriculturist declined in equal proportion, not because 
of the gold standard, but because of the increased and cheapened 
facilities for production, which will reduce prices, and ought to 
reduce prices, unless the benefits of increased facilities for produc- 
tion are to go alone to the producers and the consumers are to 
have no share in the general gain. 

Mr. VEST. I do not care to interrupt the Senator, but does he 
not overlook the fact in his argument in favor of the single gold 
standard that from 1878 to 1890 silver was partially remonetized 
in this country under the operation of what is known as the Bland- 
Allison Act? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I will answer the Senator by saying that the 
proposition now is not to ially remonetize silver; the proposi- 
tion is not now to remonetize silver upon its commercial value, but 
to remonetize it at half its commercial value. I am not arguing 
for the gold standard, and I am not arguing against the Bland- 
Allison Act. Iam arguing against the idea that our past legisla- 
tion has stood in the way of progress, and Iam willing to give, by 
Bi of discount, the full benefit of the coinage of 400,000,000 silver 

ollars. 

Mr. GRAY. May I say to the Senator that I think it is agreed 
among scientific monetary economists that the coinage of silver 
under the Bland-Allison Act or under the Sherman Act was not 
remonetization of silver in the proper sense of that term at all? 

Mr. LINDSAY. It has been compared on the floor of this Sen- 


ate : 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say that we always contended 
that the increased amount of money that was put in circulation 
was an aid and a help. 

Mr. LINDSAY. t concur in that, that you have always ar- 

that the increase in the quantity of money would tend to the 
increase of prices; but you have contended all the time, and still 
contend, that the Bland-Allison Act did not remonetize silver and 
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that the silver coined under the Bland-Allison Act stood upon the 
same footing as bank notes or United States notes redeemable in 
coin. 

Mr. GRAY. Or half dollars and quarters. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes. ‘ 

Mr. VEST. That statement is areg incorrect. It has never 
been stated within my knowledge—and I have had some 
rience in regard to the discussion of this matter here ma eles 
vue y any intelligent silver man that the Bland-Allison Act 
was a full remonetization of silver; but no intelligent silver man 
has ever stated that it was not a step in that direction and that 
5 ma partially remedy what the Senator has called the crime of 

1. 

Now, I do not want to have any personal controversy with the 
Senator from Kentucky, but he is rather stringent and bitter in 
his denunciation—— 

Mr. LINDSAY. I have avoided denunciation absolutely. 

Mr. VEST. Of the idea that we can have free coinage of silver 
in this country without great disaster unless there is an intrinsic 
commercial parity between the two metals. Is that the position 
es DINI DSAY. I t is a dan t, and I 

i I say it is a dangerous experiment, an uote 
Mr. St. John to show that he so regarded it. 2 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senator because every one of us must 
stand now in this te struggle upon his record whether in 
1887 he did not advocate the free and unlimited coinage of silver, 
when the intrinsic or commercial value of silver was but 73 cents 
as compared with gold? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I do not think the Senator will find any evi- 
dence of that. In 1877, I think, I did believe that free coinage 
would have restored the parity as conditions then appeared, and 
I then believed it would preserve the parity. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senator what in 1877 was the difference 
in the intrinsic or commercial value between gold and silver when 
he advocated the free coinage of silver? 

Mr. LINDSAY, I will answer the Senator. In the first place, 
I am put in a false attitude when it is said I advocated it. 

Mr. GRAY. You were not in public life then. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I was not in public life then. I expressed the 
ena that silver ought to be remonetized at 16 to 1. I believed 
then—and everything indicated it to be a reasonable belief—that 
the increased market for silver which would come from free coin- 
age by the United States would increase the value of silver as 
much as 8 per cent, and put the two metals at a N and, ex- 
cept for the extraordi changes which have taken place since 
then, which no man could foresee, would have kept the two metals 
at a parity. 

Mr. VEST. Let me ask the Senator if the causes which he now 
says in 1877—and those causes can be embraced in one cause, 
namely, free coinage of silver—would have restored the parity 
then would not do so now? 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the Senator believes it will do so now, why 
did he propao to change the ratio in 1893 to 20 to 1? 

Mr. T. All the worid knows that when the gold men 
declared that they were willing to have bimetallism if there was 
more silver put into the dollar, the silver men in both Houses of 
Congress, with great unanimity, tendered to them every ratio 
aom 16 hand 5 and then 9 5 dee se noe ae 

ey rej every one of those propositions, showing that 
were 3 N at any ratio. I et a then, as 
have always declared, that I preferred the old ratio, but that, 
above all, I wanted bimetallism at some ratio. The difference 
between the Senator and myself is that I have always advocated 
bimetallism. He advocated it in 1877 and turns against it in 1896. 

Mr. LINDSAY. No; I have not turned inst it. I stand 
where the Democratic party stood in 1892, and at that time there 
was no party in the United States which advocated 16 to 1 except 
the 8 8 
Mr. COC. ELL. Was there any party advocating the single 
C 

ig A ere was a party advoca e single 
standard, or its commercial equivalent. j 

Mr. COCKRELL. Was there anyone then or had any Demo- 
crat of any respectability ever declared in favor of the single gold 
standard? Is there one word, one line, or one sentence in the 
platform of 1892 which squints at a gold standard? 

Mr. LINDSAY. No; and I am not to-day advocating the gold 
standard, and I have never intimated that I was opposed to the 
coinage of silyer. My whole contention has been thatan attempt 
under present conditions to go to free coinage at 16 to 1 would 
a dangerous experiment, one so dangerous thatitis likely to bring 
upon the country greater calamities than it has ever suffered. 

Mr. PASCO. I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. LINDSAY. es, sir. 

Mr. PASCO. I ask the Senator if he believed that it was not 
safe to attempt the free coinage of silver at 16 to 1, why has he 
not and why has not the Democratic Administration recommended 
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some other feasible scheme which would have brought about a 
realization of the platform formulated at Chicago four years ago? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I have unfortunately been in the minority 
on this side of the Chamber and could not shape Democratic propo- 


sitions. I might retort by asking my friend, why did you not pro- 

some reasonable and feasible plan for the free coinage of 
silver? Upon the contrary, you have sat here and done nothing 
except talk in favor of free silver and threaten the country with 
free silver, and vote for it when eyerybody knew that the bill 
cout not pass and never press it when anybody suspected that it 
co ass. 

Mr. VEST. When was it that anybody suspected that a bill 
could pass? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Atthe last session of Congress, two days before 
the adjournment, when it was attempted to put aside the consid- 
eration of an appropriation bill to take upa report from the Com- 
mittee on Finance for the free coinage of silver at less than the 
commercial ratio. : 

That all or any considerable portion of our economic evils 
are traceable to the effect upon business of the existing money 
standard, the history of the country and of its progress from 1870 
to 1890 abundantly and over wamni disproves. This being 
the case, no change of the money standard can meet or overcome 
the difficulties by which the country is beset. The free coinage 
of silver at less than the commercial ratio will a 1 the sitna- 
tion. It can not relieve it. In the end it will give us cheaper 
money, for the all-sufficient reason that it will bring us to silver 
monometallism. With our great resources we may, through free 
coinage at 16 to 1, enhance the market price of silver bullion, but 
we can no more bring about the relations existing between gold 
and silver pan to 1871 or to 1873, by free coinage, than we were 
able to do by the act of 1890. 

We then sup , and it was generally believed, we had by 
that act supplied a market for all the silver that could be pro- 
duced. That is all that free silver coinage can do. The act of 
1890 enhanced the market value of silver bullion throughout the 
world 10 per cent, and fortified my belief in 1877 that free coinage 
would have enhanced it throughout the world 8 per cent. It 
raised the market value of the bullion in the silver dollar from 
72 cents to 804 cents, but at the end of a year this bullion had re- 
ceded to 724 cents, and at the end of two years to 65 cents. If 
free coinage by the United States should increase the bullion 
value of silver 30 per cent, or three times the temporary increase 
resulting from the act of 1890, and we should prove strong enough 
to maintain that increase, our silver dollar would be worth, in 
gold, 70 cents. k 

Upon that basis of values business would necessarily readjust 
itself, and the difference of exchange between this country and 
the Enropean countries with which we have our principal trade 
relations would be 30 per cent. There are those who are bold 
enough to say that this apparently fatal difference in exchange 
sunt prove a blessing rather than a curse to the agriculturist and 
the laboring man. They claim that— 

The difference of excha between silver-standard countries and gold- 
standard countries is equivalent to a bounty equal to the difference between 
the value of gold and silver. in favor of the products of silver-standard coun- 
tries e to gold standard countries and a corresponding tariff against 
the products of gold-standard countries exported to silver-using countries. 

Iam not responsible for this statement of that claim. This ex- 
tractis taken from the declaration of principles prepared and an- 
nounced by representative silver men from all parts of the country 
at Washington in January, 1896. In his comments 7 ee that 
declaration the editor of the American—Mr. Wharton ker— 
said that— 

An American policy— 

And I commend this to Democrats— 


of bimetallism and protection must be adopted, for an alien policy of gold 
monometallism and free trade will surely destroy the industrial classes of 


our country and enslave the people. 

The effect of free silver coinage in Mexico on the trade of that 
country was discussed by the Mexican minister, Mr. Romero, in 
the June number, 1895, of the North American Review. Hecon- 
tends that the silver standard isa great stimulus in developing 
manufactures in that country, because foreign commodities have 
to be paid for in fold, and that owing to the high rate of ex- 
change the price of such commodities has become so high that it 
pays well to manufacture them at home. Touse his language: 

The fact that foreign commodities have to be paid for in gold makes them 
so high that it operates as a protective duty nst them. 

And further that— AR 

use foreign commodities ost 
aunt „ N and 8 beyond the 
reach of the middle classes. 

In a published interview in the Manufacturers’ Record about 
September 1, 1895, President Diaz, of Mexico, in discussing the 
condition of that country, is reported to have said: 


Comm d industry have continued their progressive march, notwith- 
standing the fact that in 1892 and in 1893 crops were short through want of 


and that silver, our principal export, has suffered a notable decline in 
foreign markets. 


Respecting this last point, President Diaz said: 

I believe that in reality the detriment has not been of the nitude that 
wus anticipated, and decline has been a benefit to general ustries in 
the country, and this is easily explained. The depreciation of silver has pro- 
duced a rise in foreign exchange, and therefore has raised the price of im- 
ported goods— 

Something which the Democratic party has been trying for 
fifty years to bring down in this country— 
which actually means an advantage to the industries of this country. 

Whatever may be the advantage of the single silver standard 
to Mexico as a nation, it is evident that its tendency is to keep 
down the wages of labor and the rents of real estate, and to 
operate so successfully in the way of a protective duty i 
foreign commodities as to almost duplicate their price when sold 
for silver, and, in that way, to pat them beyond the reach of the 
middleand poorerclassesof the Mexican population. Theseresults 
are not such as to commend the policy of the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 to the American laborer, 
or to the American landowner, or to the American consumer. 

In 1892 the Democratic party not only did not declare for free 
silver coinage at 16 to 1, but did declare in the most emphatic 
terms that protection was a fraud— 

5 of the great majority of the American people for the benefit of 

e tew— 

And that it was— 

a fundamental doctrine of the Democratic party that the Federal Govern- 
ment has no constitutional power to impose and collect tariff duties except 
for purposes of revenue only. 5 

The leaders of the silver movement now tell us that 


the first step toward the reestablishment of a true protective system must 
be the restoration of bimetallism— 


And that— 
protection must be united with bimetallism. 

I take from the issue of January 18, 1896, of the Philadelphia 
American, which is laid upon the desks of Senators every Monday 
morning, this extract: 

In Mexico to-day the fact that foreign commodities have to be paid for in 
gold makes them so high that it operates as a protective tariff against them. 

Ifa protective tariff is a fraud and the robbery of the great ma- 
jority of the people for the benefit of the few, as the Democracy 
declared in 1892, it will be none the less a fraud, none the less the 
robbery of the many for the benefit of the few, when it comes 
from an act of Congress establishing the free coinage of silver at 
16 to 1 than when it came from an act of Congress establishin 
that ‘‘ culminating atrocity of class legislation“ commonly called 
the McKinley tariff law. 

In Mexico Mr. Romero says importations are reduced— 

Because foreign commodities almost duplicate their price when sold for 
silver, and are, therefore, beyond the 3 of the middle classes, 

We know from long experience that when foreign commodities 
duplicate their prices from any cause domestic commodities fol- 
low closely upon their heels. When we come to the free coinage 
of silver and the necessary difference of exchange between this 
country and Europe we mag ana that the hopes and aspirations 
of the manufacturer have n fully realized by the fact that 
foreign commodities have been placed “beyond the reach of the 
middle classes,” and the American consumer turned over to the 
tender mercies of those who for more than a third of a century 
have been enriched by the class legislation against which the 
American people revolted in 1892. 

Congressional legislation may double the cost of European goods 
to American consumers, as Mexican legislation has doubled it to 
Mexican consumers, but no Congressional enactment can add one 
cent to the selling price of American products when put down 
for sale in the European markets. Balances there will be settled 
in European currency, and the trouble, annoyance, and expense 
incident to the adjustment of the differences in exchange will 
fall upon the American seller and not upon the European buyer. 

A prize essay, written by Mr. George Jamison, British consul- 

eneral at Shanghai, China, on the subject of bimetallism, has 
bean extensively circulated and greatly relied on by the silver 
de ces to show the advantages to inure to American manu- 
acturers from the free coinage of silver at 16 to 1. I shall not 
quote at length from what he says by way of illustration; but I 
ask the Secretary to read the quotation which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Gipson in the chair). The 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Suppose two cotton mills working, the one in England and the other in 
Japan or China, and competing with one another for the sale of their produc- 
tions, and contrast the position of the two in 1873 and in 1893. Let us assume 
that in 1873 they were competing on even terms—that is, that each realized to 
the owners the same profit. In 1894 each employs the same amount of labor 
as it did in 1878, which the English pays for in gold at the old rates, and the 
Japanese in silver, also at the old rai The Japanese mill owner still pays 
his men, as he used to, 18 to 20 cents a day, and women 8 to 10 cents a day. 
In 1873 that meant 9 pence to 10 pence per ber? tas men,and 4 pence to 5 pence 
for women. Now it means just oue- that is, 4 pence to 5 pence and 2 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —SENATE. 


5731 


pence to2i pence. Multiply this over 2.000 mill hands and see what the saving 
will be on labor alone. But this is not all. The same advan accrues on 
coal bill. Ja meant 16 


apanese manufac r from a fall in exchange. He continued to get the 
same prices for his products, and his outlay was the same year by year, both 
being in silver. Any improvement he could effect by economy of manage- 
ment or by getting his raw material cheaper would be so much extra profit; 
otherwise his ition was unaffected. any case exchange fluctuations 
would not trouble him. 

The English manufacturer, on the other hand, has to meet the same fixed 
5 ge eased from eyer-decreasing returns. He is able to buy his raw mate- 
ial cheaper, owing to the general fall in commodities; but his w: bill, his 
rent, his interest on borrowed capital, his rates and taxes, have all to be met 
as before. His profits begin to dwindle. It is only by 5 economy 
of management that he can keep open at all. The best only manage to 
y a fair profit, the worst straggle to the verge of bankruptcy, always 

oping for a turn of the tide, and finally are forced to close. 
the second place, that the silver price rises and, asa consequence, 


gets for his products. If silver prices have risen, say, 10 
will be increased by just 10 per cent on his turnover. 
this will be to attract more capital, more mills will be built, and the output 
will increase. Competition will lower prices and the gold manufacturer will 
— be driven into a corner. 2 
hatever happens, the manufacturer in the silver-standard country has a 
2 advantage, and simply for this reason, that he can obtain his labor at 
f the cost, relatively to gals wages, which he formerly pene. And this 
advantage must remain to him (unless silver can in the mean be brought 
back to something like its old value) until either wages in gold countries 
have fallen 50 Fp cent or till they have risen 100 a cent in silver-using 
countries, or till some common meeting ground has n found between the 
two. In other Teca the old equilibrium will not be restored until the 
standard of living and comfort rap! the working classes in England has 
greatly fallen, or till the standard in silver-using countries has greatly risen. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, in the gold-standard countries 

Mr. Jamison says the 1 Nepal has to meet the same fixed 
penditure—his wage bill, his rent, his interest on borrowed cap- 
ital, his rates and taxes, have all to be met upon the gold basis. 

But the silver manufacturer is, so to speak, in clover. All his working ex- 

nses are on the old scale, and he is a clear gainer by the extra price he gets 

or his products. If silver prices have risen, say 10 per cent, his profits will 
be increased by just 10 per cent on his turnover. 

And whatever may happen he— 
has a great advantage; and simply for the reason that he can obtain his labor 
at the cost relatively to gold wages, which he formerly paid. 

He says that advantage will continue with these eastern coun- 
tries until their labor has advanced 100 per cent or the wages of 
English labor have fallen 50 per cent. i i 

e argument in Mexico in support of the policy of free coinage 
is that it operates as a protective tariff against foreign commodi- 
ties by so increasing their pe as to put them beyond the reach 
of the middle classes.” The argument of Mr. Jamison is that 
under the benign influences of free coinage the manufacturer may 
reduce the price of labor the difference between the commercial 
value of ald and silver bullion, or nearly 50 per cent, and thereby 
reduce the cost of production. £ A ; 

The American farmer has heretofore relied on foreign competi- 
tion to keep down the prices of the manufactured articles his 
necessities compel him to buy. The w. of the American work- 
ingman have steadily increased under the existing money stand- 
ard, nad are paid in the best money known to the business world. 
These two great classes of our people are now to decide whether 
they will e the chance of 5 foreign competition in 
manufactured goods and of cutting down wages one-third or one- 
half in order to enhance the price of silver bullion. 

Iam not one of those who haye confidence enough to dogmatize 
upon this most important economic question. e difficulties in 
the way of reaching correct conclusions I do not deny. : 

Considering, however, the question from every point of view, 
the conclusions I am about to state seem to me, to comport with 
the lessons of rience and the dictates of reason: 

Free silver coinage will reduce the wages of labor in the pro- 

»ortion it may increase the cost of the necessaries and comforts of 


e. 
It is problematic whether it will in any event or at any time in- 
ase the net proceeds to the farmer or planter of the products 

ot his labor, while it is certain to add to the cost of all his neces- 


sary Lo dea 2 : 
It will enhance the profits of the manufacturer by reducing his 
wage accounts and by giving him additional protection against 
foreign competition. 
Its first effect will be contraction, with such a loss of business 
confidence as to drive embarrassed debtors to immediate bank- 
ruptcy, and it may precipitate a business panic, from which the 


country will not recover until there has been a general liquida- 
tion of all existing indebtedness. 

From 1876 to 1890 we constructed in the United States over 
130,000 miles of railway. Mr. Mulhall estimates that from 1870 
to 1890 we expended a million dollars a day in railway construc- 
tion. We probably expended an equal sum in establishing new 
towns and cities and in extending to their present magnificent 
proportions our older towns and cities. To accomplish all this 
we borrowed vast sums of money from abroad. ot content to 
rely upon the lus means of our own people, we made avail- 
able the wealth of the world wherever we found it seeking invest- 
ment. While these great works were in progress and these vast 
sums of money being paid out for labor, material, and supplies, 
the labor of the country found steady employment, the merchant 
ready sale for his wares, and the manufacturers and farmers an 
apparently exhaustless demand for the products of their industry. 

ese vast and continued expenditures of borrowed capital 
begat extravagance and profligacy in the use of money and reck- 
less indifference in the contraction of debt. For the time, accru- 
ing interest was paid out of the money borrowed, and counties, 
Cities, ig poser gers and individuals acted upon the assumption 
that the day of reckoning would neyer come. The country was 
improved beyond the demands of the present or of the imme- 
diate future, and investments which a few years ago promised 
rich returns have resulted in nothing more substantial than 
blasted hopes and disappointed expectations. The boom towns 
and cities of the other day are now remembered only to be 
scoffed at, but the obligations of those who invested in their 
evanescent existence remain unpaid and beyond the investors’ 
ability to pay. 

The day came when there were no more railways to construct, 
no more towns and cities to build, and relatively no more unoc- 
cupied territory to develop. With the coming of that day foreign 
capital ceased to fill our coffers, and those who had been hiring 
labor, supplying customers to our merchants,and consumers to 
those whose products enter into daily use, have had to turn their 
attention to keepi ore the interest and arranging for the ulti- 
mate payment of their foreign indebtedness. ot only is this 
true as to individuals, but as to counties, towns, cities, and every 
municipality or corporation that had the power to bind itself or 
its constituent for the payment of money. 

The act of 1873 demonetizing silver did not bring about these 
unfortunate conditions. Its repeal will not relieve against. them. 
To pay what we honestly owe we must economize our expendi- 
tures. This suggestion is a homely one, but it is consistent with 
common prudence and common honesty, and has stood the test of 
human experience. It requires fortitude and demands sacrifice, 
but honestly and manfully applied it has never failed and will 
never fail any man or any community. 

We can not pay-our creditors by act of Congress; we can not 
reduce the sum of our indebtedness by legislativeenactment. We 
can make no more nee use of our time, labor, or means than 
in the payment to the uttermost farthing of all we owe in strict 
accordance with the spirit of our contracts and in money as good 
as that in use when our creditors parted with their property or their 
money. 

The act demonetizing silyer in 1873 may have been a crime. 
The failure to fully remonetize that metal in 1878 may have been 
a mistake, but those with whom we have had business relations 
since 1879, when specie payments were resumed, are in no way 

msible for either the crime or the mistake. They had the 
right to deal with us upon the faith of the statutory assurance 
that it was our established policy to maintain the ity between 
our gold and silver coin. That parity good faith demands we 
shall preserve as to all debts contracted since specie payments 
were resumed. 

If the controlling majority of the American people have delib- 
erately concluded to return to the free coinage of silver, no oppo- 
sition will be sufficient to defeat their will. With the authoritative 


expression of that will apposition will of course cease, but the 
details of the new policy will, 


or at least cute to, remain open for 
discussion, and the general good may still prevail against the 


special interest of the silver miners and of the holders and owners 
of silver bullion. 

Mr. PUTEH, Will the Senator from Kentucky pardon a 
question 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the Senator will speak loud enough for me 
to hear I will yield. 

Mr. BUT Inotice the Senator refers tothe special interests 
of silver-mine owners; and only this morning I saw the same 
Li Bars a leading editorial in the New York World. Isuppose 
the Senator indorses that sentiment, from what he says, The 
World says that the special beneficiaries of the free coinage of 
silver would be the Western mine owners. I want to ask the 
Senator from Kentucky if he believes that the silver-mine owners 
will be the special beneficiary of the free coinage of silver? I 
want an answer to that question. $ 
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Mr. LINDSAY. Is the Senator 
Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator answer yes or no? 


through? 


Mr. LINDSAY. I will answer the Senator when he gets 
h. Ihave the floor, and I propose to make my own answer. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ken- 
tucky pan further to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. BUTLER. No; if the Chair will pardon me, the Senator 
said when I was through he would answer me. Then I wish to 
continue the question. 

Is it not a fact that the silver-mine owner has lost less by the 
demonetization of silver than either the cotton farmer or the wheat 
farmer has lost? The cotton farmer has lost at least 50 per cent; 
the wheat farmer has lost as much; while the mine owner has 
lost 8 only about 25 per cent. The mine owner to-day can 
dig his silver from the mines and make a profit where he has 
anything like a fair mine, because labor has fallen in price and 
the cies which they use in mining silver have fallen in price. 
The onetization of silver has hurt the men the mine owner 
employs as laborers more than it has hurt the mine owner. If you 
will remonetize silver to-day the advantage would be twice as 
great to the farmer of the South and the farmer of the West as it 
would be to the actual owner and operator of mines. I state that 
as a fact which can be proven. I state it as something I think 
the Senator from Kentucky will not deny; and if he does deny it, 
let us arrive at the truth. 

Mr. LINDSAY. That may be a question in North Carolina, 
but it would be regarded as a stump speech in Kentucky. If the 
silver miner can make money miningsilver when selling 30 pounds 
of silver for 1 pound of gold, and we remonetize silver so that 16 
pounds of silver will buy 1 pound of gold, it occurs to me that 
there will be a direct gain to the silver miner. But I am not here 
to balance losses between the wheat farmer and the silver miner, 
nor to balance possible gains between the silver miner and the 
wheat farmer. My object has been to prove that the demonetiza- 
tion of silver was not the moving cause of the reduction of prices, 
and that the remonetization of silver will lead us through a vale 
e tears and sorrow before it can bring us to a material increase 
of prices. 

I was proceeding to say when interrupted, it will still be in 
order to insist that the silver dollar shall be made the commercial 
equivalent of the gold dollar, and that no unnecessary risk—and 
that is the point I put it on—that no unnecessary risk shall be 


taken of the country to silver monometallism in the ad- 
justment of the jegal or mintage ratio. It is immaterial whether 
gold has enhan or silver depreciated in value. It is certain 


that for commercial purposes 30 ounces of silver are now equal to 
only 1 ounce of gold. It is practically certain that free coinage at 
16 to 1 by the United States alone will break down the present parity 
of the two metals, whilst it is at least possible that free coinage at 
the present commercial ratio may give us real bimetallism and 
enable us to maintain and preserve it in the future. If the experi- 
ment of free coinage must be made, let us take none of the chances 
for evil that can possibly be avoided. It is the general good we 
are to care for, and the special interests of the producers and 
holders of silver bullion are entitled to no consideration when 
their demands conflict with the common welfare. 

The comments of an illustrious predecessor of mine in the Sen- 
ate, Mr. Beck, u a free-coinage proposition in 1878 are worthy 
of being repeated to-day. 

What is commonly knownsas the Bland-Allison bill the 
House of Representatives in the fall of 1877 at a called session of 
the Forty-fifth Congress, at the time when I believed free coinage 
would bring the two metals ther. It contained a provision 
for the free coinage of standard silver dollars. When it came to 
the Senate, Senator Beck, on the 4th day of January, 1878, moved 
to insert the following amendment, in lieu of the free-coinage 
provision: 

any money in the 

aaa 5 of Secale —.—— v 5 ores 8 to tao silyer 
bullion at the market price thereof not less than $3,000,000 per month, or as 
much more as can be coined at the mints of the United States, and cause the 


same to be coined into such dollars; and an in or seigniorage arising from 
this shall be accounted for and — into the Treasu plea 
whenever 


under eter ge laws relative to subsidiary coinage: Provided, 
the market price of silver bullion is such that it can not be purchased by the 
Secretary of the 5 as herein provided at less than par with legal- 
tender notes of the United States, he shall give public notice of that fact, and 
then any citizen of the United States who is the owner of silver bullion may 
. the same at any United States coinage mint or assay office, to be 
co ned into ee ees ron — benefit npon the same e ae con — 
as bullion eposi ‘or coinage under existing laws.—Congressiona 
Record, second session Forty-fifth Congress, volume 7, page 726. 


Whenever silver bullion could not be bought at a discount in 
legal-tender notes, then the mints might freely coin silver on ac- 


count of the individual who might bring the bullion to the mint 
for that purpose. 
In the course of the debate Mr. Beck said: 


„I desire sol Silver bullion can be purchased for 
des that the people of the United States shall 


In the second 
less than par in -tender notes that the 


have the benefit of the orage or and that it shall not go to private 
easel ener = Record, — session Forty-fifth vol- 
page 


Mr. Beck evidently thought the benefit would go to the silver 
miner. Again, on February 15, 1878, he said: 

I prefer that the Government of the United States should ha hate 
seigniorage there may be—and when I say “the Government a T meen, of 
course, the pee the purchase of on so long as it is worth less than 
legal-tender notes. It is said to be now 8 cent or 10 per cent below par. 
If it is, I am unable to see why any man in Europe or America or any amid 

government shall have the right to furnish bullion to our mints and 

cc 
et. — „ * 

volume f. part 2 page 1064, cr =e — 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. LINDSAY. 
> Mr. GEORGE. 
ion as to the 
would bri 

Mr. LIN 
remember the entire speech. He voted for free caring Roweren 


after making the speech, as Mr. Carlisle voted for the Bland- 
Allison Act, after making his Mr. Beck and Mr. Car- 
lisle may set off inst each other. 


agains 

Mr. GEORGE. I inferred from the expression the Senator 
quoted from Mr. Beck that he believed that that was probable. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I think he did believe it. 

Mr. GEORGE. At that time, 

Mr. LINDSAY. I think he did believe it; but I do not remem- 
ber that he expressly stated it. 

Again, on the same day, Mr. Beck said: 

I e fully to this qu before, 
people of the United bates to feel tue Borate We Usted Stara oe 
any man in California or Nevada or an 
ake a asiguicrage of 6 per cont oF E par cate aad eee Ta 20 n 

7 not wani 
to allow the German Government or any f. wer or to take pos- 
session of our mints and have the bene 
obtain and apply it for the benefit of ilo ta alga the soe oe Nite ery 

In 1878 Mr. Beck advocated the free coinage of silver, when it 
could not be purchased in the market at less than par with legal- 
tender notes, and objected to its free gpinage in any other con- 
tingen He did not see why “any man in Europe or America, 
or any European government,” should “ have the right to furnish 
bullion to our mints and demand coin for it, when we can buy it 
8 = cent cheaper than they offer it in open market.” 

r. Beck was the friend and champion of silver coinage. Icom- 
mend his words to the consideration of those who now insist that 
all owners of silver bullion shall have the right to furnish it to 
our mints and demand coin for it when it can be bought 47 per 
cent cheaper in the open markets. 

Mr. President, I am free to say to-day if I believed with reason- 
able certainty that the free coinage of silver at 16 to 1 would bring 
the two metals together, I would yield my judgment to what may 
be the better judgment of those with whom I am politically asso- 
ciated. But I do not believe free coi at 16 to 1 will bridas the 
chasm that now lies between gold ast silver, and not believing 
2 it vii it is my Zuty ae nator a give pren Senate and to 

e people I represent my judgment upon this great question, 
Iam not here to make a record, but if I —.— in the busi- 
ness of making a record the only record I think any man would 
look 8. — with pleasure in the future would be that which comes 
from honest dealing on his part with those for whom he is com- 
missioned to act. 

This great question will be settled this year, hope. One party 
or the other will declare for or against free silver coinage at 16 to 
1 in unmistakable terms. The people at the polls, enlightened as 
best they may enlighten themselves, will pass upon that great 
question, and when their judgment has been pronounced and their 
will declared, then that obedience which follows the deliberately 
rc will of the people in the American Government will be 
yielded. ‘ 

My object has been to show that the contention that low prices 
come from the present standard is not warranted by the facts and 
to show, as I believe the truth to be, that the legislative step 
from our present standard to the unlimited coinage of silver at 16 
to1 is an experiment so reckless that the American people ought 
not to be asked to make it if there be any ratio at which silver ma 
be freely coined which is reasonably secure against the dangers 
apprehend. 

LEGISLATIVE,- EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the conference report on the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the following report: 
carta cients of the Bente ts the EAU GER. to) making appropria 

amen Da je 
VVV wernment 


here else, who had an immense 
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met, 
and do recommend 


for the fiscal June 90, 1897, and for other having 
year ending purposes, 


8 full and tree conference have agreed to 
to their ive Houses as follows: 
oe te recede from its amendments numbered 38, 142,309, 310, and 


Pl That the House recede from its t to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 11. 12. 13, 19, 108, 109, 1 . 

That the House © from its d ent to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 14, ana. agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

1 8 laborers, at $840 each; twentyteo"; and the Senate agree to the 


hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 16, and saree t son the same with an amendment as follows: 
TCW rt “ $120,784": and the Senate agree to the 


That the House secede from its to the amendment of the 
same 2 amendments as follows: In 


of the sum rt $52. 120"; and on 9 of the bill, N coal of 
line 8. insert the 8 aes hereafter the Capitol police, ‘under the di- 
rection of the te and of Sie Bouse of Be 


of the 
atives and of the ‘Architect of the Capitol, shall police th 
and the 8 Grounds”; and the Senate agree to the 
That the recede from its disagreement to the ziens of the Sen- 
and agree tothe same with an amen mt as follows: In 
lieu of the number proposed insert “twelve”; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 37, and to the same an amendment as 5 = 
lieu of the sum pro to 
That peame 


ollo 
Sha oe re ht er pi mah es e i - 


. oor ari cone oma year thereafter: Provided furthé no 
ther o of her. house of said 3 — so be elected or 
pointed, or or paid out of any moneys a by the Conirom o£ t or the 
Ge tates or by the legislative assembly of said 1 


pg A 1 provided for by the laws of the United States, ORT — 


EN e 8 agree to the same. 
That the House recede from 3 
e 


ment to the amendment of the Sen- 
with an amendment as follows: In 

Sena to the same. 
ent of the bora 


to read as follows: 

“Sec. 19. That — terms of office of all commissioners of the circuit courts 
heretofore 6 shall expire on Bea peo 30th day of June, 1897; and such 
office shall tday cease toe issioners shall th 


en de- 
posit all the records and other fe pees pa Es ape 
the office of the clerk of other officn) papers appe W. 
p gs pending, returnable, unexecuted, or 
‘ore any ach commissioner be continued and 
commissioner appointed as herein provid: 
ict court for PA ge purpose. It shall be be the “duty of the 
dicial district to appoint such number of persons, to be known 
laces in the districtas may be desig- 
commissioners have the 


rf upon commis- 
peor aed t courts. The appointment of such United States com- 
be entered of the and notice thereof 

at once —— by the clerk to the Attorney-General. 

“ That such United States į ers shall hold their offices, vely, 
for the term of four years, but they shall be at any time subject to removal 
cionk of e district court; and no person shall at any bea clerk or deputy 

erk of a United court and a United r $ the 


commissione: 
pproval of the Attorney-General: Provided, That all acts and parts 

ap licable to commissioners of the circuit courts, except as to aj tment 
a en shall be applicable to United States commissioners appointed under 


* 8 ts of arrest for Lee of internal -· revenue laws may be issued 
by United States pon the sworn complaint ofa Waited States 
a attorney, assistant United 1 States district attorney, collector or 
deputy collector of internal 838 7 —— yarn t, or private citizen; 
but no such warrant of arrest shall sworn complaint of a 
1 citizen unless first Nesters in ge by a United States district 
a 

ri That United States gsi iro int po and all clerks of United States courts 

apy peng 


“Sec. 20. That no MADA or deputy marshal, attorney or assistant attor- 
ney of any district, jury 9 clerk of marshal, no bailiff, crier, 


juror, janitor of any 3 5 nor 55 civil or military employee 
of the Government, except as in this act and no clerk or employee 
of any 0 United nee eet judge 12 hold, or exercise the duties 
of the United S ‘issioner. a it shall not be lawful to appoint 


any of the rt Gorge 8 in this section receiver or receivers in any case or 
0 ĩ 0 tor DONERE in the of the 
United Sta 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 307, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Restore the section ee ey be stricken out by said amendment, amended 
to read as follows: 

“Sec. 21. That each United States commissioner shall be entitled to the fol- 
lowing-named fees, and none other: Drawing a complaint, with oathand jurat 
to same, 50 cents; y of complaint, with certificate to same, 3) cents; 


warrant of 5 cents; issuing a commitment and 5 ‘of same, 
$1: entering a retu: 
with 5 cents for 


15 cents: 55 1 
necessary withess 


5 
to the first, 25 cents; 


of origieal ie a ag poms 

papers arrant 

— — to same, when defendant ished for courtand the rire papers are no 
pa ar rend cents; order in duplica: all wit : For 


n criminal charges 
by law or order of court, $5 a day for the time m 
vided, That not more than one per diem 
account shall show that the — could not be completed in one day. eon 
one additional per diem may be specially approved and allowed by the court: 
Provided further, fe nee eee, a reae be allowed for any 
ECC noice 2 . 
m 5 passing on the sufficiency 
zance and the sureties thereon when the bond or 


zance was 
after the defendant had been committed to = m upon a final commitment, 
or has given bond or been for & 


ppearance at court, or when 
the defendant has been arre CFC 


or fine 


ot aa 

nest, 10 cents for each folio; * S betwee any warrant under tenth 
nited States and the 

any par- 


2; 
of an rson charged with any crime or offense, and arrested under the pro- 
eerste 8 


estigation as 
myn otherwise, to clerks of the U. 
shall report on the first day of — next session of he pet Con- 
for fixing such com: for the clerks of the several courts 
‘United States as he may VVV 
his report such as may to seem proper touching their appoint- 
ment and the performance of their duties.“ 


And the Senate agree to the same. 


Y, 


Managers on the pee of the House. 
Mr. HARRIS. I rise for the purpose of asking the Senator from 

Illinois if he will conclude to show the report to go over? It is 
now 5 o’clock, and I want to move an executive session, 
there are some matters that ought to have consideration, and it 
may take some little time to of them. 

. CULLOM. I would be glad to accommodate the Senator, 
but I am not sure that I can be here to-morrow. 

HARRIS. I have no personal interest in matters ahead 


ot, CULLOM. I think it will take but a little while to dispose 


of the ees 

Mr. HARRIS. I waive all objection and acquiesce. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senate will allow me, I will state that 
the re Area tee aE DUSO TONS, ban alread, y been read. 

Mr. RIS. Perhaps the Senator can point out those items 
and obviate the necessity of reading the report. 

Mr. CULLOM. That I propose to do. The amendment num- 
bered 38 is the first one, I believe, which was in controversy when 
the report was before the Senate some days ago. Ican state what 
the amendment is. It is the amendment in relation to the 
right provision, which was under consideration here, and the ju 
ment of the Senate, I think, was that it ought not to be in 2 5 
8 Secretary can read that amendment very quickly if it 
is 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is receded from. 

Mr. CULLOM. I was going to say that amendment is receded 
from, The amendment in relation to New Mexico was changed 
in this respect. Theamendment as previously agreed to fixed the 
time for the meeting of the legislature as the third Monday of 
Fe The amendment as agreed to by the last conference 
fixed the time as the third Monday of January. 

Then in the provision in relation to commissioners of United 
States circuit courts, the time when their terms shall ire is 
extended from the 1st ag Ag January, as agreed to heretofore, to 
the 30th of June, 1897. the clause providing that the places 
shall be designated by the Attorney-General where commissioners 


— . 
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shall be appointed, the words “Attorney-General ” were stricken 
out and the district court” inserted in lieu. 

Then in section 20, where the words ‘‘or deputy clerk of the cir- 
cuit court or district court” occur, they were stricken out, sothat 
they, as well as theclerks, may, with the approval of the Attorney- 
General, act as commissioners as well as be deputy clerks. 

Those are practically all the changes which are made by the last 


conference report. ose provisions can be read if the Senate de- 
sires them to be read, but that is all there is in controversy be- 
tween the two Houses at this time, except that the whole confer- 
ence report, of course, has to be concurred in, because the provisions 
as to clerks and many other matters about which there has been 
nocontroversy between the two Houses for some time are involved 
in the report, inasmuch as the td —5 was rejected by the Senate 
last time. I hope the subject will be disposed of without delay. 

Mr, PLATT. I should like to have section 19 read as it will 
read if the conference report is adopted. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Src. 19. That the terms of office of all commissioners of the circuit courts 
heretofore appointed shall expire on the 30th day of June, 1897; and each office 
shall on that i cease to exist; and said commissioners shall then deposit all 
tho records and other official papers appertaining to their offices in the oftice 
of the clerk of the circuit court by which they were appointed. All proceed- 
ings pending, returnable, unexecuted, or unfinished at said date before any 
such commissioner shall be continued and disposed of according to law by 
such commissioner appointed as herein provided as may be designated by the 
district court for that purpose. Its be the duty of the district court of 
each judicial district appoint such number of persons, to be known as 
United States co: ioners. at such hacen in the district as = be desig- 
nated by the district court, which United States commissioners shall have the 
same powers and perform the same duties as are now im d upon commis- 
sioners of the circuit courts.. The e of such United States com- 

oners be entered of recor the district courts and notice thereof 
at once given by theclerk to the Attorney-General. Thatsuch United States 
co) ioners shall hold their offices, respectively, for the term of four years, 
but they shall be at 5 subject to removal by the district court; and 
no person shall at any © be a clerk or 9 of a United States court 
ands United States commissioner without the approval of the Attorney- 
General: Provided, That all acts and parts of acts applicable to commission- 
ers of the circuit courts, except as to appointment and fees, shall be applica- 
ble to the United States commissioners appointed under this act. 


Mr. PLATT. No change has been made in the rest of the sec- 
tion, and it is not necessary to read further. 

Mr. CULLOM. No. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, Iam opposed to the conference re- 
port and shall vote against it. I am opposed to it for the reasons 
which I briefly stated the other day, and which I beg the liberty of 


ting. 

i am opposed to any change in the time for the meeting of the 
legislature of New Mexico. The change originally proposed was 
from the first Monday of December until some time in May. It 
has now been modified by repeated conference reports until the 
third Monday in January is fixed upon. I am opposed to it for 
the reason that I do not think there is any necessity for the 
change. No good reason has been given for it. It is, in my judg- 
ment, political in its character and ought not to have been enter- 
tained at all, or at least it should not have been entertained on an 
appropriation bill. 

the second place, I am opposed to the wholesale removal 
from office of United States commissioners. The mere change of 
date, declaring that the removal shall not take effect until June, 
1897, instead of December, amounts to nothing. It is the fact 
that every four years these commissioners are to apply to the 
United States district ju for reappointment. Ido not think 
it is a wise policy. The plan now proposed to be entered upon 
will not, in my judgment, prove satisfactory. 

A modification has been made so that a clerk of a United States 
court can be appointed United States commissioner, and a deputy 
clerk can also now be appointed, with the approval of the Attor- 
ney-General. Ihad hoped that it might provide that one approval 
would be sufficient, but it has been left by the conference com- 
mittee so that an approyal has to be obtained every four years. 

These in brief are my objections. I explain them so that they 
may go upon record. Ido not care to for the yeas and nays 
unless some other Senator desires it. I will content myself with 
voting against it, and I presume probably at this stage of the ses- 
sion the report will have to be adopted. Whatever disposition 
the Senate shall make of it I shall be content, and I shall simply 
vote against concurring in the report. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, for the reasons so well though 
briefly stated by the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] I wish 
in some way to declare my opposition to the provision relating to 
the wholesale removal of commissioners of the circuit courts of 
the United States. I think it is unparalleled in the history of leg- 
islation, and it can only be done in the Senate, in my judgment, 
because it has been put upon an appropriation bill, and we can 
not support the Government unless we accede to the provision. 

Legislating out of office with one sweep of the pen 500 commis- 


sioners, most of whom are not only reputable men but valuable 
officers of the United States, and providing that their places shall 
be fillet by a different appointing power, as I believe, in many 
instances by utterly inexperienced men, it seems to me is the most 


reprehensible legislation on principle that I have almost ever 
known, indeedever known, in the Senate. But Irecognize the situ- 
ation. It only illustrates more forcibly than I have ever been 
able to illustrate in language the vice of general legislation upon 
appropriation bills. Ido not care to call for the yeas and nays, 
but I wish it understood that I am opposed to the action of the 
conference committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I call the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that we are to legislate all these commissioners 
out of office without one particle of reason assigned. No specific 
fact is assigned for this wholesale decapitation. It has been sug- 
gested by Senators who have advocated this clause that some 
commissioners somewhere are old fogies; that they have become 
decrepit; that ag! have got into old ruts, and ought to be got rid 
of in some way. That is the sole suggestion which has been made. 
There has not been a single commissioner called by name—not 
one. There has not been a part of the country mentioned where 
the commissioners are who ought to be legislated out of office, and 
on this general statement, absolutely general, that somewhere 
there are commissioners who aes 85 not to remain in office, we 
must make this wholesale removal. 

Every one of the commissioners can be removed to-morrow by 
the circuit court which appointed him, and there is the place to 
go for reform in this connection. It is an imputation upon the 
circuit judges of infidelity to duty and of cowardice to say, that 
they do not dare remove these commissioners, and that objection- 
able commissioners, somewhere in this country, nobody knows 
where, are more powerful than the circuit judges. It is a cow- 
ardly act on our part to make the wholesale removal in this way 
by a clause upon an ade ad ci bill, and I wish that the Sen- 
ate would vote down the conference report and instruct the con- 
ferees to insist upon it that so great an injustice to this very 
excellent body of men over this country shall not be perpetrated 
if the Senate of the United States can prevent it. 

Mr. VILAS. Ishould like to ask if the provision with reference 
to tee of commissioners has been kept in the bill as now re- 
ported? 

Mr. CULLOM. The provision in reference to fees is not exactly 
as it came from the other House. It has been changed by the 
Senate, and especially, I think, by the Judiciary Committee of 
the Senate, and the Senate conferees take it in that shape. 

Mr. VILAS. Iam a member of the Judiciary Committee, and 
was never aware of that. 

* Mr. CULLOM, There are very few changes in relation to fees, 
owever. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I will state that there are only two changes 
Which amount to anything, and those were made at the request 
of the Attorney-General, who vk geet before the Appropriations 
Committee. They were as to the per diem. 

Mr. ? t is the change as to the per diem? 

Mr. TELLER. In one case it was $1.50 and it was made $3, and 
in another place it was $3 and it was made $5. Otherwise the 
fees are fixed by the Attorney-General. 

Mr. PLATT. They do not differ very much. 

Mr. VILAS. The fees are as they have been in the past? 

Mr. PLATT. They do not differ greatly from the fees at pres- 
ent allowed. 

1855 TELLER, No; I understand they do not differ very materi- 
ally. 

Mr. VILAS. It seems to me a very extraordinary way of logis. 
ag toa affix a new fee measure upon an appropriation bill of 
this kind. 

Mr. TELLER. It is. 

Mr. VILAS. What changes in the present law in reference to 
commissioners are made by the amendment except to legislate out 
of office all those who are now in and to provide that the district 
judge shall appoint for four years, instead of leaving the power 
of appointment and removal as it now is, with the circuit judges? 

Mr. CULLOM. There is not very much change. The present 
law provides for the appointment of commissioners by the circuit 
court. The Senator knows that nearly all the business of the cir- 
cuit court and the district court in the several districts is now 
conducted by the district judge. He acts as the district jud 
and circuit judge on the same day, in many instances, and nearly 
all the business of the commissioners comes under the eye and the 
supervision of the district court. Therefore it was that the com- 
mittee believed it was better to change the law so as to provide 
for the appointment of the commissioners by the district court 
instead of 1 5 the circuit court. The House passed the bill—if I 
may be allowed to refer to the House—fixing the time on the Ist 
day of July of this year. The Senatein the first instance changed 
the time to the 3ist 015 of December of this year. In the last 
consideration of the bill by the conferees of the two Houses we 
aap ia the time to the 30th of June, 1897, a year from the com- 
ing June, 
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Those are all the changes, except that the original provision 
required that— 
It shall be the duty of the district court of each judicial district to appoint 


such number of persons, to be known as Uni States commissioners, at 
such places in the district as may be designated by the Attorney-General. 

The conferees thought it was not necessary that the Attorney- 
General should have the power of designation, but that it belonged 
more properly to the district court holding the court where the 
commissioners are serving. That is the only change that has been 
made by the conferees of the two Houses since the bill was first 
reported and passed, except as indicated in reference to fees by 
oe Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who is one of the con- 

erees. 

As I said a while ago, there was some complaint that it was very 
convenient to have deputy clerks act as commissioners; that they 
made very good commissioners, and ought to be eligible to ap- 
pointment as commissioners, as heretofore, as well as clerks; and 
the confereesin the last consideration of the matter not only pro- 
vide that clerks shall be eligible to be appointed as commissioners, 
but that the deputy clerks of the United States courts shull also be 
eligible upon the approval of the Attorney-General. That is the 
way the bill stands now. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to 
make a statement? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the Senate ought to understand exactly 
the history of the provisions respecting commissioners. 

The other House sent to us a very sweeping provision for a 
change as to district attorneys, marshals, and commissioners, 
The Committee on the Judiciary, which took the question of fees 
under consideration, I think pretty . opposed to 
touching the matter of commissioners at all. e Appropriations 
Committee were unanimously opposed to it. We struck it out of 
the bill. But we found when we came to deal with the conferees 
on the part of the House that it was one of the things they would 
insist upon. We found also that, while we had prepared a provi- 
sion to the effect that the Attorney-General should report to Con- 
gress a suitable list of fees for commissioners, the present fee meas- 
ure as itis now in the bill was prepared at the Attorney-General's 
Office. We made the two changes I have mentioned, raising 
the per diem in two cases at the suggestion of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral. We found the House determined to adhere to that, and we 
were reluctantly compelled to accede. We attempted then to get 
rid of the term of four years, which was somewhat objectionable, 
as we knew, in the Senate, and we found the House conferees deter- 
mined not to yield upon it. We undertook then to get rid of the 
objectionable feature, as stated by the Senator from New Ham 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER], the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL}, 
and the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], legislating these 

ple out of office. We found that that was a matter which the 
ouse conferees were determined not to yield. 

So far as I am concerned as a member of that committee, I was 
in favor of trimming the provision in the way suggested by the 
Senator from New York, the Senator from New Hampshire, and 
the Senator from Connecticut, if I could have had my way. I 
do not know whether we could secure a change if we should hang 
out long enough, but it did not seem to me as if we were getting 
any nearer to it by the efforts we made. We finally thought that 
if we postponed it for a year the 8 was that all the good 
officers would be reappointed and would continue in office, and if 
there were any poor and inefficient ones they might be dropped 


out. 

Mr. GRAY. May [I ask the Senator from Colorado whether the 
other House had provided salaries instead of fees for commis- 
sioners? 

Mr. TELLER. No. They have compiled a list of fees, and in 
the two exceptions I have mentioned we raised the fees from $3 
to $5 per diem in one case, and from $1.50 to $3 in another. 

Mr. GRAY. Was it not alleged that in certain sections of the 
country there were abuses of the fee system running up to $20,000 
a year in some cases? 

. TELLER. There were complaints, but it was thought that 
if the commissioners were put under the control of the district 
judges, who are close to them and know something of their work, 
there probably would not be very much more abuse. It seemed 
utterly impossible for us to deal with the subject and to fix their 
salaries. We did not know how to do it; Ido not know how we 
could do it, and the Department of Justice was not willing to 
assist us in doing that, at least. I do not see that we are liable, 
if the report is rejected, to come any nearer to obviating the objec- 
tions that are raised here than we are now. 

Mr. VILAS. Iam entirely unable to see from the statements 
made by the distinguished Senators who have managed the confer- 
ence on the part of the Senate any substantial gain or advantage 
that is to be expected from this le tion or any reason why the 
Senate should yield that reasonable position which it took when, 


objecting very strenuously to the legislation, it insisted that it 
should not find its enactment upon an appropriation bill. Nor do 
I see any reason why the House should be yielded to in respect to 
a matter of this kind. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me? 

Mr. VILAS. Let me add a word. 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. VILAS. If I understand it, the pa simply means 
that we first declare to be legislated out of office on the Ist of July 
next all of the present commissioners, but we leave it to the judges 
to 3 them? 

Mr. CULLOM. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. VILAS. In fact, the district judges have always made the 
appointments? 

Mr. CULLOM. Probably that is true. 

Mr. VILAS. The same authority is simply asked once in four 
years to reappoint the same men. If they ought to be removed, 
as was well stated by the Senator from New Hampshire, there 
exist now in the judges both the obligation and the power of 
removal. Perhaps it is in the circuit judge under the law now. 
Itis true that the district judge usually holds the circuit court now. 

1 wish to remark, in this connection, that the legislation which 
was enacted in 1891 for the circuit courts of appeals in this coun- 
try, seems to me to have worked one very unfortunate result. 
It has practically deprived the circuit courts of the country of the 
useful and advantageous service of the circuit judges. en we 
had only one circuit judge in a circuit we used to have our circuit 
courts held by circuit judges, and occasionally the justice of the 
Supreme Court assigned to the circnit participated in holding the 
court; a very great advantage to the administration of justice. 
Now, by this system, as the circuit judges have seen fit to con- 
strue it in operation, they have deprived the circuit courts of any 
circuit judges, and they have limited themselves, as I understand 
it, to the duty of holding the circuit courts of appeals. We have 
relieved the Supreme Conrt, not by creating one additional court 
to take off the extra business, but we have set up nine different 
courts throughout the United States to do the business only of 
the surplus accumulation of the Supreme Court, and instead of 
having one court which will hold a uniform line of decisions, we 
have now nine separate courts falling into differences of opinion, 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I should like to 
indorse what he has so well stated in this connection. I think we 
made a great mistake when we organized the circuit courts of 
appeals in the way we organized them. In my judgment, the time 
is not far ahead of us when we will have to make some reforma- 
tion in that particular. 

In the first place, we have nine courts. They are not always 
agreed as to the decisions they make. Sometimes one makes a 
decision in one way, and another in another; but we are met now, 
I think, with the simple question whether under the present con- 
ditions the district judge must not hold the court, and there does 
not seem to be an opportunity for the circuit judges. I do not 
think they are trying to shirk duty or anything of that kind; but 
there is work enough put on them. There is more appellate work 
than there would if the cases had to come to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and there is work oe put on 
these judges in their various circuits, so that I think they are 
occupied 3 all the time. We shall never have the beue- 
fit of the circuit judge any more unless we increase their number 
vay materially. 

r. VILAS. If the Senator will permit me to interrupt him, 
I understand the main reason why the circuit judges now decline 
to hold any circuit courts is because of that provision in the act 
constituting the circuit courts of appeals which forbids the judge 
who tried the case below to sitin banc when the case is heard 
there on a l or writ of error. 

Mr. TE I do not know how it is in other circuits, but I 
do know as to the eighth circuit, which I know more about than 
any other. I do not think the circuit judges have the time to hold 
circuit courts there. It may be otherwise in other circuits. I 
will say for the judges of that circuit that if they give attention 
to appellate duties it is all they should be asked to do. 

r. CHANDLER. In view of what has been said by the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. VLas] about the injurious results which have come from 
creating the circuit courts of appeals, it seems to me it would be 
well to disagree to this conference report and let the conference 
committee insert some clause which will reconstruct the circuit 
courts of ogra and cure these defects in our administration of 
justice. That would be as exactly legitimate legislation upon an 
appropriation bill as is the clause which has led to this discussion. 

can understand how the conferees on the pn of the Senate 
should yield to the conferees on the part of the House in reference 


to the fees of United States commissioners, because those fees re- 
sult in the expenditure of money, and there may properly be a 
25 ager of the expenditure of money upon an gg 
bill. There may be legislation incidental to an approp 


tion, very 
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broad legislation incident to an a iation, upon an appropri 
ation bill. Weunderstand that well. Butthisclause for 
theremoval of the court commissioners not an appropriation in 
it from one end to the other. The first sentence provides for the 
removal of the present commissioners on the 31st day of Decem- 
ber, 1896, and the last clause is a provision that warrants shall not 
issue upon the complaint of a private citizen without the consent 
of the district attorney. £ 

There is not anywhere within the four sides of this report an 
appropriation of a single dollar of money or any reference what- 
ever to the expenditure of money. It is a naked sword blade in- 
serted into this appropriation bill to cut off the heads of the 
commissioners, a few of whom ought to be removed, whom the 
judges, it is said, have not the moral courage to remove, and be- 
cause the judges who appointed them do not dare to remove them, 
we forsooth, by legislation upon an appropriation bill, are to cut 
7) PAE ond E callie ln especially to th 

repeat, Mr. en’ e poin ially e 
8 of the Senate and of the committee that there can be 
no objection whatever to the Senate saying absolutely, ‘‘ We will 
not agree to this clause, because it has nothing whatever to do 
with appropriations.” The Senate committee could not well have 
said that, as I have remarked, as against any appropriation where 
there was a mere difference as to the size of an appropriation, 
whether it should be or whether it should be small, or how 
it should be expended. that case the Senate committee would 
not be authorized to say, The Senate will not agree, and we will 
let the bill fail unless the House will recede”; but upon a clause 
of this kind, which is absolutely vicious legislation, which might 
justas well annihilate the circuit courts themselves - upon a clause 
of this kind being presented by the House of Representatives, I 
submit, Mr. President, that a case is given to us where we are at 
liberty to say, and where we ought to say, If you do not recede 
from this anomalous attempt to legislate there s be no sundry 
civil appropriation bill at this session of Congress.” I think that 
may be said without any encroachment upon the rights of the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not want to prolong this debate, but I want 
to call attention to one result of the conference report, as illus- 
trating the beauties of legislation by conference reports. 

Here are the circuit court commissioners, who, the House says, 
must be legislated out of office, and the House insists upon it. 
The Senate insists that 8 2 not to be done upon this bill, and 
on another bill I am satisfied the Senate would not permit it. 
Then the conferees get together and they begin to compromise, 
and our conferees secure the great boon of having these wicked 
people continue in office a year longer. That is all the conference 
committee has been able to accomplish. 

If these officers ought to be turned out, why not turn them out? 
I think the House position was right; if they ought to be turned 
out, let them go on the 1st of July. What is to be gained, what 
have the conferees gained, what does the Senate gain, what does 
the country gain, by wresting from the House conferees the privi- 
lege of e these wicked officers to continue in office for an- 
other year 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I do not care to take re time 
of the Senate in further discussion of this report. is is the 
fourth report which has been made to this body regarding this 
bill, the one before this having been rejected by the Senate. There 
were modifications of the bill by the last committee of conference, 
and we did the best we could. 

I wish to say again that all this legislation about marshals and 
attorneys and commissioners was not the seeking of the conferees 
on the part of the Senate on this bill. Senators have talked about 
the subject as though the conferees on the part of this body had 
discovered this legislation, brought it in here, and forced it upon 
the Senate. They have not done any such thing. The Senate 
conferees have dealt with the whole subject as best they could. 
We have, after a good deal of controversy, arrived at an agree- 
ment in reference to attorneys and marshals by @ compromise as 
to their fees or salaries. 

I hoped at the beginning that we should get rid of the question 
of commissioners. As Senators know, we have rejected and re- 
fused toagree to it two or three times; but finally we have modified 
it as well as we could, and arrived at an ment. I hope that 
this example will be remembered by the Senate, so that hereafter 
no such general legislation will be allowed to go upon an appro- 
priation bill. That is where we ought to stand, and I think it is 
where the Senate ought to have stood first. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Why not stand upon it now? 

Mr. CULLOM. We have come so near to the jumping-off place 
that there is no occasion to make any further fuss about it,in m 
opinion. I willsay, now that we have come to this point, that 
hope the Senate will approve the report and let the bill go to the 
President. 

Mr. CHANDLER, One word, Mr. President. If this report is 
now adopted, I am a great deal worse off than I should 


person 
have been if the last report had been adopted, because on this last 


conference the Senate committee has ler away the provision 
a 


for a register of copyrights, which was about the only good thing 
there was in the former report, and of which I am very much in 
favor. That is given away, and this clause, to which I am very 
much ge is to by the conferees. 

Mr. TELLER. e copyright provision was given away on 
constitutional grounds, 


Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not understand why the Senate com- 
mittee felt obliged to give away the copyright provision. 1 think 
that was a provision inserted e y by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, was it not? 

Mr. CULLOM. No. 

Mr. TELLER. By the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. It was our own provision. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Very good. That makes the case worse. 
There does not seem any fair ey and take about the conference 
at all. The provision, which been carefully drawn up by the 
Senate for the pu of restoring order to the copyright depart- 
ment of the Librarian’s office—a very wise provision, as I conceive, 
notwithstanding the constitutional doubts which were raised b 
eminent constitutional lawyers A gave this floor—has gone in this 
conference. The conferees agr to it before, but now that is 
gone—I can not understand how that happened—and this very 
objectionable provision for cutting off the heads of United States 
commissioners remains. I can not understand what could have 
come over the spirit of the dreams of these conferees when they 
went into this last conference, to be hoodooed by the House mem- 
bers of the conference. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senate rejected the last report by the help 
of the Senator because that provision was unconstitutional. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose the object is to teach us to vote 
for the first conference report which we can get, so as not to be 
put in the condition where, like the Sibylline ks, the price is 
advanced at every offer. 

But, in spite of all that, Ido not make an appeal here to the 
Senate not to do this great injustice to these circuit court com- 
missioners, not to put the stigma upon them which will follow 
every one of them as long as he lives, that he belonged to such a 
vicious body of judicial or semijudicial officers that they were 
all removed at one fell swoop by a conference committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on concurring in the 
sy a of the committee of conference. 

e report was concurred in. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to make a report, in order to have 
it printed and considered to-morrow, from the committee of con- 
ference on the Indian pe kph pigr sana bill. Lask that it may be 
printed in the RECORD and as a document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the absence 
of objection. 

The report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the pom iy votes of the two Houseson 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill 5 R. 6249) making appropria- 


tions for current and con nt expenses of the Indian 
tribes for the fiscal year 


2 = 1 with various Indian 

ending June , and for other purposes, having mot, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 68. 

Amendment numbered 87: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, e e to the same with 
amendments as follows: Add at the end of said ame: ent the following: 

“That said commission is further authorized and directed to proceed at 
once to héar and determine the application of all . who may apply to 
them for citizenship in any of said nations, and after such hearing the: shalt 
determine the right of such applicant to be so admitted and enrolled. Pro- 
vided, s t such a tion shall be made to such commissioners 
within three months after of this act. The said commission shall 
decide all such applications within ninety days after the same shall be made, 
That in determining all such oe said commission respect all 
laws of the several nations or tribes, not inconsistent with the laws of the 
United States, and all treaties with either of said nations or tri and shall 
give due force and effect to the rolls, ee, and customs of each of said 
nations or tribes: And ed further, t the rolls of citizenship of the 
several as now existing are hereby confirmed, and any person who shall 
claim to be entitled to be ed to said rolls asa citizen of either of said tribes 
and whose right thereto has either been denied or not acted upon, or any 
citizen who may within months from and after the eof this act 
desire such citizenship, may apply to the legally eee court or com- 
mittee designated sf the severa. bes for such citizenship, and such court 
or committee shall determine such application within thirty days from the 


hall have power and 
the atte 


ment and 


date thereof. 
“In the 


e held and A 
correct rolls of ae entitled to the rights of citizenship in said 
several tribes: Provided, That if the tribe, or any person, be aggrieved with 
the decision of the tribal authorities or the ion vided for in this 
act, it or he may anpe from such decision to the United States district court: 
Provided, however, t the appeal shall be taken within sixty days, and the 
ja: t ot the court shall be final. 

= the said Commission, after the 8 of six months, shall cause 
a complete roll of citizenship of each of nations to be made up from their 
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said Commission 

said tribes, and shall include their names in the list of members to be 

with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. And said Commission is further 

authorized and directed to make a full re to Congress of leases, tribal 

i i value of the property leased and 
from whom said property 


eclared to be the duty of the United States to establish a 
ich will rectify the man ualities 
4 afford ul pro- 

tection to the lives and E 

“ Sisseton and Wahpeton 
3 a ita pot ye interest 5 d of said 

r capita; an r on un 

8 the amount expended for education, shall be paid in 
cash per capita on the lst day of November of each year. F 

“Seneca Nation of Indians: That the of the Interior be, and he 
hereby is, authorized and directed to ascertain and report to Congress a de- 
tailed statement of all the leases made and entered into oy he Seneca Nation 
of Indians, with all persons or corporations, of all lands in the Allegany In- 
dian Reservation in the State of New York, giving an itemized statement of 
each and every lease now in existence or force, with the date and terms of 
each lease, and amount or amounts due on each lease.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

On amendments numbered 64, 69, and 70 the committee of conference has 


bis R. F. PETTIGREW, 

H. M. TELLE 
F. M. COCKRE 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. S. SHERMAN. 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
GEO. ©. PENDLETON, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I venture, notwithstanding the 
lateness of the hour, to ask the Senate to consider the conference 
report on the sundry civil appropriation bill, which has been 
printed. 1 think it will take but a few moments. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
report of the committee of conference on the bill Ms R. 7664) 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other pur- 


es. 
1 ALLISON. This conference report is substantially the 
same report which was agreed to by the Senate a few days ago. 
rt was voted down in the other House on account of some 
items it contained. After it was voted down the House took a 
vote on several matters that were still in controversy, and agreed to 
certain Senate amendments. The first of these amendments is the 
one numbered 11, relating to the Los Angeles pe building. 
They also to amendment No. 14, being the St. Albans public 
Aane tie Washington 
ting the i m City public building. agree 
to the 1 relating to the Government Printing Office, 
thus eliminating from future conferences those amendments, 

Under the persuasive eloquence of my friend from Florida [Mr. 
Pasco], transmitted through the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, the 
House conferees were convinced that the amendment inserted by 
the Senate respecting the cemetery in Florida should be agreed 
to, and instead of the $1,500 which we had compromised on, the 
House conferees have nowagreed to recede from that amendment. 

The Senate receded from amendment numbered 183, being the 
amendment inserted by the Senate relating to the historical pub- 
lications of General McBride. 

The House agreed to recede from amendments numbered 115, 
120, 188, 139, 142, 143, and 145, all of which were disagreements in 
the last conference report and voted down in the other House. 
The series of amendments I have jus? named were amendments 
where we had increased the several items for river and harbor 
Sa i easy-to which will interest the Senator from Pennsylvania 
and other Senators. 

I omitted to mention also that the other House to recede 
from their disagreement to amendment numbered 190, which is, I 
think, an amendment relating to the improvement at Mobile, 
which was also in di eement in the former conference report. 

With the exceptions I have named, I believe all the amendments 
already agreed to by the Senate are included in this conference 


report. 

Mr. PLATT. What is disagreed to? 

Mr. ALLISON. There are a number of amendments still in 
disagreement, namely, all the amendments, except those I have 
named, relating to penis buildings. I need not enumerate those 

ublic buildings. ere are perhaps ten or a dozen of them. 

ere are also a number of minor amendments. 

The only di ents of importance, except as to the public 

e amendments proposed by the Senate re 2 5 


e are 
to the lighting and ventilation of the Capitol and the Capito: 
Grounds. Those are still in dispute. 

The Senate also inserted a provision enabling the Government 


of the United States to take part in the Belgian International Ex- 


position at Brussels, which is to take place next year. The House 
of Representatives still insists that that amendment should be re- 
ceded from by the Senate. 

There are also the two amendments relating to Garfield and 
Providence hospitals in this city which are still in disagreement, 
the House refusing to accede to the proposal of the Senate respect- 
ing those two charities. 

believe I have stated all the differences now still pending be- 
tween the two Houses on this bill. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I understand the Senator from 
Iowa to state that the Senate amendments No. 2 in regard to the 
public building at Boise City, Idaho, No. 4 at Cheyenne, Wyo., 
and No. 7 at Helena, Mont., are still in conference, 

Mr. ALLISON. They are, all of them. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to say, in the beginning, that we ap 
ciate very fully the position taken by the Senate Appropriations 
Committee, by the Senate, and by the Senate conferees in 
to these public buildings. We understand that they are very much 
in earnest in having them taken care of in the conference, but I 
wish the Senate to give our conferees some substantial 

The facts are that these public buildings in these three capital 
towns were provided for at the last session of Congress. At this 
session the capital of Utah has been added. They were put in 
deliberately by the Senate because there is not a public building 
in any one of those States. There is not a member of that con- 
ference committee who lives in a town as large as Salt Lake City; 
there is not a member of either Committee on Appropriations who 
lives in a town, I think, as large as Salt Lake City, where there is 
not a public building. There is not a town in this country of 
60,000 people, like Salt Lake City, which has not a public building. 
Those capital towns of ours need public buildings, because they 
have there United States courts, the land offices, the surveyor- 
general’s offices, the clerks, the marshals, the attorneys, collectors 
of internal revenue, and the post-offices, It will be a saving to 
the Government to erect these buildings. As I say, there is nota 
building in any one of those States. 

The Senate has passed on this matter before; and I hope, in fair- 
ness and justice and for the best interests of the Government, that 
the Senate will sustain our conferees in asking that these States— 
at any rate these on towns—be provided with public buildings. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to ask were not these buildi 
started by a provision on an appropriation bill? Did we not 
an appropriation to buy the sites and fix the cost to begin the 
erection of the building? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Some eighteen months ago the law was passed 
and the appropriation was made, yet nothing has been done; and 
now the conferees of the other House desire to cut out the appro- 
priations for the buildings in the towns I have named. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, I want to add a few words to 
what has been said by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusots] on 
this question. 

We in the new States appreciate very much the action of the 
Senate in this matter, and to justify that action and its contin- 
uance, and to justify the support of the conferees on the part of 
the Senate, which is asked by the Senator from Idaho, it is fair to 
state the circumstances. Utah has no court building. It has 
cities ranging from 60,000 down. Salt Lake City has at least 
60,000 inhabitants. Its post-office does a business approximati 
$100,000 a year. It has a circuit court, a district court, a lan 
office, a surveyor-general’s office, the weather bureau, and the 
internal-reyenue collector or deputy collector. For all these 
offices the Government pays rent. They are scattered around 
the city; they are inconveniently located. 

e bill 1 to buy a site and to expend this year about 
875,000, and it seems to me that economy on the part of the Gov- 
ernment and a proper recognition of the claims of all the people 
residing there justify the request that the conferees on the part 
of the Senate shall be supported in this matter. 

Mr. CARTER. As stated by the Senator from Idaho, these 
buildings were provided for in the last appropriation act. Iam 
quite sure this matter can not fairly be regarded as a demand for 
a portion of the public ere. regardless of merit, In the 
city of Helena, the capital of Montana, the rents paid by the Gov- 
ernment at ae time for buildings, in no sense suitable for 
the purpose, will amount to from 34 per cent to 4 per cent interest 
per annum upon the aggregate cost of the site proposed to be pur- 
chased and the building to be erected there. 

The limit fixed by the appropriation act one year ago was $150,- 
000 for the site and structure to be erected thereon. When the 
Supervising Architect undertook the task of providing adequate 
accommodations for the United States at that point he found that 
the amount of the pDPTO, riation was wholly inadequate to serve 
the purpose intended. e have the United States circnit and 
district courts, and the business of the courts in that district is 
not of a trifling character. to fire and immediate de- 
struction to-day stand the decrees and records of last year's busi- 
ness relating to something over $300,000,000 worth of property. 
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We insist that the litigants forced into the United States court 
for an adjudication of their rights can fairly demand of the Goy- 
ernment, when they pay costs and submit themselves to the juris- 
diction, reasonable provision for the preservation of the records 
which form the basis of title in many instances. 

We do not ask that these appropriations shall be adhered to as 
a matter of favor to those States, but we do suggest that the State 
capital, where the United States circnit and district court business 
is attended to, constitutes an exceptional case and one of an entirely 
different character from the ordinary public building provided for 
the accommodation of the post-office in a country town. 

We ask the Senate to insist that these three amendments relat- 
ing to the three public buildings shall be adhered to by the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. We think that sound public 
policy demands that this position shall be insisted upon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say a word or two in detail as re- 
spects these public buildings. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to put 
in another item for him before he is heard on the subject? 

Mr. ALLISON, Certainly I will. 

Mr. HAWLEY. For twelve or fourteen years, owing to my 
personal acquaintances, being on the Military Committee, visit- 
ing, and so forth, I have been well acquainted at Fortress Monroe; 
and among the affectionate messages that I always bring to Wash- 
ington is a request for pity’s sake give us a decent post-office. 
The old thing is rotting down; it is indecent; it is inconvenient. 
There is a growing business there, a vay large business compara- 
tively. There is some mail distribu there. The new great 
hotel is bringing more business. They have-their inspector of 
customs, who needs a room there, and there is other Government 
business that will occasionally need accommodation. The com- 
missioner used to wonder why he could not have a place, but I 
suppose he will have to find a place somewhere else hereafter. 
They ask to have a new building upon Government ground. It 
is all Government ground there. It is only a little brick buildin: 
of $15,000. The measure has gone through the Senate severa 
times. Some misfortune always happens toit. There is a small 
percentage of voters among the patrons of that office, which is 
perhaps one of the reasons. I wish the conferees of the Senate 
would just keep in that little item. It is an act of decency. 

Mr. ALLISON. As respects these public buildings, two years 
ago, or perhaps a year ago, we provided for public buildings at 
the capitals of the three new States of Idaho, Montana, and 
Wyoming, appropriating a certain sum of money for the purchase 
of sites and mien the cost of the buildings to $150,000 each. 
The Committee on blic Buildings and Grounds reported these 
amendments, and they were referred to the Senate Committee on 
Appropriations. We were told in the committee that the limit of 
$150,000 would not provide such public buildings and conveniences 
for the offices of the Government at those points for courts, and so 
forth, as would be required there. Therefore we increased the 
limit of cost, and that is the contention of the conferees on the 
part of the House of Representatives. They insist that because 
under the rules of the House an increase of the limit of the cost of 
a public building is new legislation, therefore they can not consent 
to these amendments. They explained to us that there were a 
great many other provisions for public buildings lying behind 
that could not be considered in the House, and that therefore it 
would be in the nature of ungenerous treatment to provide for 
afew public buildings. : 

Mr. HILL. There is provision made for a public building at 
Los Angeles, is there not? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is. 

Mr. HILL. That was agreed to. What is that building? 

Mr. HAWLEY. A railroad depot? 

Mr. ALLISON. No. The House conferees stated that this is 
legislation, and they can not consent to its Spat gare to the other 
public buildings I have named. The State of Utah coming in last 

ear, we added in the Senate a building to be provided for at Salt 

ake, which they also disagreed to; but they disagree also to the 
extension of the limit of a yey building at Kansas City, Mo., 
where we have appropriated and expended $150,000. 

Mr. GRAY. Is not that enough? i 

Mr. ALLISON. It does not seem to be quite enough. Under 
the plans and specifications of the architect of that great buildin 
it will require an additional $100,000 to complete it. We believe 
that in that case, where courts are held and where public offices 
must be provided for, it would be a wise thing for the Government 
to complete that building; but they will not consent to it. 

The same is true of Omaha and St. Paul, where we have ex- 
pended large sums of money and where the buildings are very 
nearly completed. We placed on this bill in the Senate an 5 ro- 

riation for a limited reorganization of the great public building 

New York City for the convenience of courts and the members 

of the New York bar, meee giro $60,000 upon the urgent re- 

17 oe judges there, and I believe the bar association of New 
or 


concurred in the request. 
Mr. HILL. That item has got left, has it not? 


Mr. ALLISON, No; itis still in disagreement. We endeay- 
ored to impress upon our House friends the importance of those 
alterations, which they will not agree to. 

So of Little Rock, where we appropriated $43,000, not to enlarge 
the limit, but to build an addition to the public building there, 
3 3 by the large amount of increasing business at 

at point. 

Now, as to Los Angeles, the House itself receded from the 
amendment appropriating $12,000 to enlarge the post-office build - 
ing at Los Angeles. The House also receded from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment respecting the post-office building in this 
city, although we did increase the limit $370,000 by our Senate 
amendment. It was found to be absolutely necessary to increase 
the limit in order to complete that building in a way suitable for 
use. That is the situation as respects these public buildings. 

Mr. PLATT. Speakingabout the repairs or changes in the New 
York post-office building, have not the House conferees heretofore 
made it a rule to agree to repairs and changes where they were 
necessary? Are they not taking new ground on that point? 

Mr. ALLISON. They have in several instances to 
alterations in public buildings, but they insist that ail these mat- 
ters shall go over for the present. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. sident, i age this matter of pub- 
lic buildings, in addition to what has been said let me state that 
it seems to me the House conferees are hardly in a position to in- 
sist upon these buildings going out of the bill, especialy the four 
that have been mentioned at the four new State capitals. They 
have already agreed to break the limit upon other buildings, not- 
ably the city post-office in Washington and the post-office or 
custom-house building at St. Albans, Vt. At St. Albans was a 
building that cost originally $85,000, including the site, which has 
since partly burned down. POS dings depreciation 
which has since occurred, the low price of labor, etc., they now 
appropriated $70,000 to repair and finish when they have the site 
anda 8 portion of the old building, and so they really appro- 
priate for a new building, They also agree to a direct appropria- 
tion for more land for the public printing establishment, and that, 
ee when no bill has been passed or even introduced in either 

ouse. 

In the matter of ponte buildings for Cheyenne, Wyo., Boise 
City, Idaho, and Helena, Mont., the original law passed, as has 
been said, several months ago. During the present session the 
Senate has passed a bill and sent it to the House making the limit 
even larger than the limit given in this sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill by just the amount necessary to buy the sites. t other 
words, a bill passed for $300,000 at Helena, $250,000 for Cheyenne, 
and $300,000 at Boise City, exclusive of cost of sites. That bill 
covering these buildings went to the House. It was there divided 
and put in three bills, and it is an open secret, if secret at all—in 
fact, it has been discussed on the floor of thé House, so that I can 
allude to it—that those three bills have been reported favorably 
from the House Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, or 
at least have been voted upon and remain in committee ready to 
be reported favorably. 

Now, the House and Senate have once consented in a former 
Congress; the Senate has in this session consented twice to this 
measure, while the House, through its committee, has at least 
once consented. The proposed building at Cheyenne will save 
the Government enough rent to pay a good interest upon its 
expenditure. The people of as, and of Cheyenne do not 

the Government to place a building there as a matter of 
charity or purely as a matter of benefit to that city or State. 
That city has built a capitol building, at a cost of about $300,000, 
to do the State business in, and I think I will be able to prove by 
at least two members of the Senate conference committee on this 
bill that it is as good a building for the money as has been erected 
in the United States. 

The Government having a large amount of business at these 
cities and paying a large amount of rent, and having their offices 
scattered at various places, their valuable papers without vaults 
or safes, it seems to me a matter of economy and good business 
that the Government should without delay enter at least into the 
commencement of these buildings. 

I understand the committee are asking for but $50,000 apiece 
for three of these buildings and $75,000 for the site of another. 
The ee appropriation for the whole four amounts to but 
$225,000. 

Isay that the city of Cheyenne does not ask, nor does the State 
of 8 ask, as a charity, this building from the Government. 
Why should it? There is not in the State of Wyoming a poor- 
house, either State or municipal. There is not in the State of 
Wyoming a regular, habitual pauper known as such and supported 
as a pauper in some place of resort. The poole of that State ma; 
be poor, but they are in a ition to be self-supporting. As 
said before, Wyoming people think enough of their own valuable 

ublic documents and papers and of their own State offices to 
ve already erected a capital building, a better one than is 
asked for now from the Government. The Government has to 
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rovide for a district and circuit court and all the court officers, 
ena offices, registers and receivers, surveyor-general's office, a 
weather station, post-office, and in fact all the offices that exist at 
any one of the capitals, 
ere has never been one dollar expended by the United States 
inside of Wyoming on public buildings, unless it be on Indian 
reservations or at military posts. This would be the first build- 
ing. The ledger account as between the United States and Wyo- 
ming now shows that, notwithstanding the United States has taken 
millions of dollars from the State for lands sold to the citizens of 
that State and from other sources, the State has not received a 
dollar from the United States in the way of investment in perma- 
nent improvements of any kind. 

We simply ask now that the United States Government shall 
give whatever benefit to the State that psy bagi from its showing 
sufficient confidence in the permanency of the State to erect therein 
a building for the Government’s own use in the safe and orderly 
conduct of its business. 

Only this, and nothing more. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
uestion is on concurring in the report of the committee of con- 
erence, 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate still further insist upon 
its amendments in disagreement and ask for a further conference 
with tit House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the pas of the Senate at the further con- 
ference; and Mr. ALLISON, . HALE, and Mr. GORMAN were 
appointed, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brown1nG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the 
bill (S. 710) granting a pension to Ida J. Schwatka, widow of the 
late Lieut. Frederick Schwatka. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 1436) to quiet title to lands in persons who pur- 
chased the same in good faith without notice and for a valuable 
consideration, and to enable the Government to issue patents on 
such lands, and that commutations of homestead entries shall 
take effect from date of settlement, and for other p s; and 

A bill (H. R. 5675) authorizing the construction of a wagon 
and motor bridge over the Missouri River at St. Charles, Mo. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills: 

A bill (S. 3011) for the relief of Nicolai Bros.; 

Pie (H. R. 188) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
ip; 

A bill (H. R. 248) empowering and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to furnish four pieces of condemned cannon to the city 
of Hastings, Mich.; 

A bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. H. J. 


Kiernan; 

A bill (H. R. 1109) granting a pension to Elizabeth Marshall; 

A bill (H. R. 2873) granting a pension to Elvin J. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 2602) for the relief of Solomon Hyams; 

5 + 5 5 (H. R. 3007) granting an increase of pension to Michael 

. Pettit; 

A bill (H. R. 3033) to increase the pension of Elizabeth T. Beall, 
1 of Benjamin L. Beall, late colonel First United States 
Cavalry; 

A bill (H. R. 3229) for the relief of Hannah Newell Barrett; 

A bill (H. R. 3395) granting a pension to Carrie H. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 8857) granting a pension to Thomas Brewer; 

A bill (H. R. 4275) to increase the pension of Mrs. Annis H. 
a widow of Gen. William H. Enochs, from $20 to $50 per 
month; 

A bill (H. R. 4283) granting a pension to Delia A. Marsh; 

A bill (H. R. 4598) granting a pension to erg hig 

A bill (H. R. 4724) to increase the pension of Mary L. Ale 


e; 

A bill (H. R. 4753) granting an increase of pension to Lambert 
L. Mulford; 

A bill (H. R. 4785) to incorporate the National University; 

A bill (H. R. 5175) granting a pension to Nancy 8 

A bill (H. R. 5225) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth M. Williams, 
of Monroe County, Tenn.; 

A bill (H. R.5711) granting a pension to Richard P. Pilkington; 

A bill (H. R.5792) granting a pension to Mrs. Julia A. Jameson; 

A bill (H. R.5999) to correct the military record of Elbridge 
McFadden; 

A bill (H. R.6111) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Sargent; 


qe (H. R. 6132) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


1 A bill (H. R. 6134) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
. Purdum; 

A bill (H. R. 6293) to increase the pension of Peter Rafferty; 

A bill (H. R. 6833) defining the standard shape and size for dry 
measures in use in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 


poses; 

A bill (H. R. 7334) granting an increase of pension to William 
E: Applegate; and 

A bill (H. R. 8184) granting a pension to Jesse McMillan. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes mt in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 
25 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, May 27, 1896, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate May 26, 1896. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 

William Franklin Sands, of the District of Columbia, to be sec- 
ond secretary of thelegation of the United States at Tokyo, Japan, 
vice Stephen Bonsal, resigned, to take effect June 8, 1896. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

J. Ward Gurley, of Louisiana, to be attorney of the United 
States for the eastern district of Louisiana, vice Ferdinand B. 
Earhart, whose term expires May 27, 1896. 

SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 

John F. Nash, of New York, to be surveyor of customs for the 
port of Syracuse, in the State of New York. 

PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE, 

Third Lieut. Aaron L. Gamble, of Indiana, to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to suc- 
ceed D. J. Ainsworth, promoted. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
; Cavalry arm. 

Lieut. Col. Samuel Storrow Sumner, Sixth Cavalry, to be colonel, 
May 23, 1896, vice Gordon, Sixth Cavalry, retired from active 
service. 

Maj. Henry Carroll, First Cavalry, to be lieutenant-colonel, May 
23, 1896, vice Sumner, Sixth Cavalry, promoted. 

Capt. James Montgomery Bell, Seventh Cavalry, to be major, 
May 23, 1896, vice Carroll, First Cavalry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Horatio Gates Sickel, adjutant Seventh Cavalry, 
to be ape =~ 23, 1896, vice Bell, Seventh Cavalry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. John Paul Ryan, Third Cavalry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, May 20, 1896, vice Gatewood, Sixth Cavalry, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Edward Anderson, First Cavalry, to be first Heu- 
tenant, May 23, 1896, vice Russell, Seventh Cavalry, retired from 
active service. 

Second Lieut. William Horace Hart, Fourth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant, May 28, 1896, vice Nicholson, Seventh Cavalry, ap- 
pointed adjutant. 


Infantry arm. 

Lieut. Col. David Dougall Van Valzah, 5 Infantry, 
to be colonel, May 23¢ 1896, vice Parker, Eighteenth Infantry, 
retired from active service. 

Maj. Emerson Hamilton Liscum, Twenty-second Infantry, to 
be lieutenant-colonel, May 23, 1896, vice Van Valzah, Twenty- 
fourth Infantry, promoted; 

Capt. William McCadden Van Horne, Seventeenth Infantry, to 
be major, May 23, 1896, vice Liscum, Twenty-second Infantry, 
promoted. 

First Lieut. James Dallas Nickerson, Seventeenth Infantry, to 
be eater, May 23, 1896, vice Van Horne, Seventeenth Infantry, 
promoted. 

Second Lient. Charles Baldwin Hagadorn, Twenty-third Infan- 
try, to be first lientenant, May 23, 1896, vice Nickerson, Seven- 
teenth Infantry, promoted. 

JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL OF THE NAVY. 

Lieut. Samuel C. Lemly, of the United States Navy, a citizen 
of the State of North Carolina, to be Judge-Advocate-General of 
the Navy, with the rank of captain in the Navy, for the term of 
four years from the 4th day of June, 1896. 

ASSISTANT SURGEON IN THE NAVY. 

Samuel B. Palmer, a citizen of Georgia, to be an assistant sur- 

geon in the Navy, to fill a vacancy in that grade. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Mary A. Herrington, to be postmaster at Geneva, in the coun 
of Kane and State of Illinois, in the place of Adeline M. . — 
whose commission will expire May 27, 1896. 
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H. E. Blakeman, to be 
of Moniteau and State of 
ton, whose commission expired 

Alvah A. Clark, to be postmaster at Somerville, in the coun 
of Somerset and State of New Jersey, in the place of William H. 


at California, in the county 
issouri, in the place of Lewis W. Bar- 
December 23, 1895. 


Thompson, whose commission expired Fe 8, 1896. 

W. Dey, to be postmaster at Asbury Park, in the coun 
of Monmouth and State of New Jersey, in the place of Edmun 
G. Harrison, whose commission will expire July 18, 1896. 

Henry G. Walter, to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county 
of Lebanon and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Asaph S. 
Light, whose commission expired March 23, 1896, 

L. White, to be postmaster at Eldred, in the county of 
McKean and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Albert H. 
Mayo, whose commission will expire May 27, 1896. 

John C. Neltnor, to be postmaster at West Chi „in the 
county of Dupage and State of Illinois. This nomination is 
made in consequence of a change of name of the post-office from 
Turner to West Chicago. 

Phoebe Mann, to be postmaster at Carlisle, in the county of 
Nicholas and State of Kentucky, in the place of Homer B. Bryson, 
whose commission expired January 21, 1896. 

Charles W. Ellison, to be postmaster at Melrose, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of usetts, his commission having 
SS May 9, 1896. 

ennie A. Harmon, to be postmaster at Palmyra, in the county 
of Wayne and State of New York, in the place of Daniel B. Har- 
mon, deceased. 

James McCloskey, to bepostmaster at Johnsonburg, in the county 
of Elk and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of rge Cooley, 
whose commission will expire May 27, 1896. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 26, 1896. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

J. Ward Gurley, of Louisiana, to be United States attorney for 

the eastern district of Louisiana. 
POSTMASTERS, 

Phoebe Mann, to be postmaster at Carlisle, in the County of 
Nicholas and State of Kentucky. 

Alvah A. Clark, to be tmaster at Somerville, in the County 
of Somerset and State of New Jersey. 

Alfred W. Dey, to be postmaster at Asbury Park, in the County 
of Monmouth and State of New Jersey. 

Au N. Cunningham, to be postmaster at East Providence, 
Providence County, R. I. : 

UNITED STATES CONSUL. 

John Fowler, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United 

States at Chefoo, China. 


WITHDRAWAL. 


Executive nomination withdrawn May 26, 1896. 
T. J. Glenn, to be postmaster at Carlisle, in the State of Ken- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, May 26, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 


The Journal of the proceedings of oper was read. 
The SPEAKER. ithout objection, the Journal as read will 
be approved. 


Mr. KEM. I object to the approval of the Journal, and call for 
the regular order. 

The SPEAKER (having put the question on the approval of the 
Journal). The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. KEM. I make the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER (having counted the House). One hundred and 
eighty members are present—a quorum. The ayes have it; and 
the Journal is approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. EVANS. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
considering revenue bills; and pending that motion, I move that 
the time for general debate on the bill which was before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole yesterday be limited to 2 o’clock, and on that 
I demand the previous question. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What is the arrangement pro- 


sed? 
Pet he SPEAKER. The Chair will state the proposition. The 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Evans] moves that the House 
resolye itself into Committee of the ole on the state of the 


Union for the consideration of revenue bills; and pending that, 
he moves that all general debate be closed at 2 o'clock, 


Mr. Barrett and Mr. BARTLETT of New York addressed the 
Chair, 

The SPEAKER (to Mr. BARRETT). For what purpose does the 
gentleman rise? 

Mr. BARRETT. To ask if that motion is now in order pend- 
9 call for the regular order? 
e SPEAKER. The motion is now in order. 

Mr. BARRETT. I wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. EVANS. I have moved the previous question. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on seconding the call for the 
previous question. As many.as are in favor of 

Mr. BARRETT. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I do not think that any member 
of the House heard the gentleman from Kentucky call for the 
previous question. I certainly did not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair heard him. 

4 The question having been put on ordering the previous ques- 
on, 

The SPEAKER. The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. BARRETT. I call for a division. 

The 8 being again taken, there were—ayes 91, noes 54, 

Mr. BARRETT. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ord , 34 voting in favor thereof 
more than one-fifth of the last vote. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 125, nays 89, not 
voting 141; as follows: 


YEAS—125. 
Doolit Kyl Ra 
Aldrich, Ala. rie Lacey, Fantom, 
3 Faris T ty Shotts th, 

i, y. ro! 
Babcock, Gamble, Leonard, Smith, IIL 
Baker, Md Gibson, Lewis, Smith, Mich. 
Bartholdt, Grosvenor, Linney, Sorg, 

Bell, Tex. Grow, Little, Southard, 
Berry, ers d, 8 
Bishop, T, * W. Wis. 
Blue, a Nebr. McCall, Tenn. Stone, C. W. 
Broderick, Hall, McCreary, Ky. Strode, Nebr. 
Brosius, Harmer, McCulloch, trong, 
Buck. . — BE ei 
uck, c ‘ayler, 
Burrell, Hart, McRae, r 
Burton’ Oi Hendi Mice” Trace U. 
urton, 0 enderson, es, we 
non, Hendrick, Miller, W. Va. Turner, Ga, 
Clark, Iowa Henry, Ind. liken, Underwood, 
bb, Hermann, es, Van Voorhis, 
Cooke, III Hilborn, Minor, Wis. Walker, Va. 
Cooper, Hopki ond ashi: 
usins, ma Neil, eee 

P. ulick, ison, 0 
Curtis, Kans. Hyde. Odell, Wilson, Ohio 
Dalzell, Jenkins, tjen, Wilson, S. C. 
Danford, Johnson,N.Dak. Overstreet, ood, 
Daniels, Kerr, yne, Wright. 
Denny, Kiefer, 

De Witt, Kirkpa Pendleton, 
Dingley, Kleberg, P. ips, 
NAYS—89. 
Allen, Utah Fi Loud r, Shuf 
Apsley. Fowler, ne $ Santora, 
Atw r, er, 
Bailey, Gillett, Mass. McCall, Mass. Spencer, 
ar, $ McClellan, Strait, 
Baker, N. H. Grout, E Strowd, N.C. 
Bankhead, Hardy, McLaurin, Sulloway, 
tt, Meredith, Sulzer, 
Bartlett, Ga. Henry, Conn. Money, Swanson, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Moody, Talbert, 
Bell, Colo. H Tate, 
Bennett, Howard, Otey, 
Calderhead, Howe, Parker, Treloar, 
Clardy, Howell, Pickler, Tucker, 
Clark, Mo. Hunter, Pitney, m 
Colson, Hurley, adsworth, 
tered we = ohnson, Powers, Waker, Mass. 
Sooper, ‘ones, A 
Cro r, Kem, 5 Wilson, N. V. 
Cummin Knox. vse, 
De Armon Latimer, Russell, Conn. 
Erdman, ester, Shannon, 
Fenton, Linton, Sherman, 
NOT VOTING—141 
Abbott, Catchings, Downing, Hit 
Acheson, Chickering, Draper, Huff, 
Aitken, Clarke, Eddy, Huling, 
Aldrich, III. Cockrell, Ellett, Va. ull, 
Allen, Miss. Codding, ott, S. C. Hutcheson, 
Anderson, Coffin. Fairchild, Johnson, Ind. 
Arnold, Pa. Connolly, Fischer, Joy, 
Arnold, R.L Cook, Fletcher, Kendall, 
alae ous ask 3 
arney, wen, ‘oss, wson, 
Beach, Cox, Gillet, N. X. Lefever, 
Belknap, Crisp. oolwyn, Leisen 
Bingham, Crowley, raff, Livingston, 
Black, Ga. Culberson, Griswold, Loc 
B x Curtis, Iowa lterman, Long, 
Boutelle, Curtis, N. L. ly, Lorimer, 
Bowers, yton, Heatwole, Maddox, 
Brewster, Heiner, Pa. Mahany, 
Bromwell, Dockery, Hemenway, Mahon, 
rumm, Dolliver, Hepburn, McCleary, Minn. 
vener, Hicks, ure, 
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McCormick, Price, Spalding, Wanger, 
McMillin, Prince, Sparkman, arner, 
Meiklejohn, Pugh, 8 5 Watson, Ind. 
Miller: Hooves Steel 
iner. N V. i bi Steps to, 
$ 0 urn. 
Moses, Robertson, La. Stewart, N. J. Wilber, 
A Stone W. A Willis, ` 
w 4 . 
Newlands, Russell, Ga. Taft, ‘oodman, 
Northway, Sauerhering, Thorp, Woomer, 
Ogden, Sa: Tracey, 
Owens, Shaw, Turner, Va 
Snover, Tyler, 
Perkins, Southwick, Van Horn, 


So the previous question was ordered. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. HeEATWOLE with Mr. HUTCHESON. 

Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. DOWNING. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. ELLETT of Virginia, 

Mr. Kup with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. DOCKERY, 

Mr. Goopwxx with Mr. COWEN. 

Mr. ARNOLD of Penusylvania with Mr. LIVINGSTON, 

Mr. LEFEVER with Mr. TYLER. 

Mr. Conluss with Mr. Moszs. 

Mr. Jounson of Indiana with Mr. Cox. 

Mr. SNover with Mr. MADDOX. 

Mr. Bowers with Mr. MINER of New York. 

Mr. HULL with Mr. OGDEN. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE with Mr. BLACK of Georgia. 

Mr. COFFIN with Mr. Lawson, 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. DINSMORE. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. Crisp. 

Until June 3: 

Mr. Tracey with Mr. SAYERS. 

For this day: 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. STALLINGS. 

Mr. Hemenway with Mr. CATCHINGS. A 

Mr. WOOMER with Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. 

Mr. Tarr with Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. CROWLEY with Mr. CODDING, 2 

Mr. Hicks with Mr. LOCKHART. 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. MCMILLIN. 

Mr. Hirr with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, 

Mr. BrumM with Mr. PRICE, 

Mr. BULL with Mr. RUSK. 

On this vote: 5 

Mr. WELLINGTON with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. Evans that the 
debate be closed at 2 o'clock in Committee of the Whole, on a 
division (demanded by Mr. BARRETT) there were—ayes 91, noes 30. 

Mr. No quorum. i 

The SPEAKER, The Chair overrules the point of no quorum, 
as 213 members have just voted. 

So the motion to limit debate to 2 o’clock was 5 to. 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. Evans that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of revenue bills, it was 


ALCOHOL IN THE ARTS. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. SHERMAN in the 


chair. 

Mr. EVANS. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIVER] will 
88 time. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Before the gentleman proceeds, 
I would like to inquire of my colleague as to how he proposes to 
divide the remaining time. 

Mr. EVANS. I suppose your side has had an hour and a half, 
while our side has occupied but fifty-five minutes. Suppose we 
divide the remaining time, we taking forty-five minutes and you 
taking the remainder. s 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would like to have a little of the time my- 
self, I would state to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. EVANS. The gentleman from Connecticut will see the 

ure that is brought to bear upon me—— 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. There is the same pressure on 
me. May I ask how the time has been consumed? 

The CHAIRMAN. The afirmative have occupied fifty-five 
minutes, and the negative, the side represented by the gentleman 
from Connecticut, has occupied one hour and twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. I would suggest that my col- 
league on the committee allow the remaining time to be divided 


ually. 
. r EVANS, Suppose we take fifty minutes and you take the 
remainder. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. That would not be sufficient. 


If the gentleman will permit me, I hope he will make another dis- 
tribution of the time. 

Mr. EVANS. I would suggest that you allow us forty-five 
minutes, then, and you take the remainder. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. We shall need at least an hour. 

Mr. EVANS. If there was that much time I would be willing 


todoso. I that we occupy forty minutes and you occupy 
the balance. ould that be satisfactory? 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Well, we will have to submit 
to it; it is the best we can get. 

Mr. EVANS. Then I s that we will occupy forty min- 
utes, and the remainder of the time, being thirty-five minutes, 


will be occupied by your side. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the Chair will 
regard that arrangement as acceptable to the committee. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that it is 
necessary for those of us who are in favor of the pending bill to 
go further in defending the policy of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee of the House than to quote the admissions that were made 
on the floor during the discussion on yesterday by my colleague 
on the committee, the distinguished gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. RUSSELL]. He said, and that is all that we have claimed, 
that section 61 of the act of 1894 is ‘‘crude and faulty.” He says 
that the repeal of section 61 is justifiable because of the fact *‘ that 
it is crude and possibly impossible of execution.” He admits that 
section 61 of the act of 1894 is not only crude but it is impracti- 
cable and can not be executed, and that it would cause frauds 
on the reyenue” if this law exempting alcohol for use in the in- 
dustrial arts from the internal-revenue tax were kept on the 
statute book. 

Now, what more could any man claim in behalf of the bill 
which is now pending? It is without dispute, measured by the 
wisdom of both political parties, that this provision for the exem: 
tion of alcohol used in the industrial arts from the in - 
reyenne tax u distilled spirits is wholly impracticable. That 
was the opinion of the Republican Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue in the last Administration. That was the unanimous 
opinion of the Ways and Means Committee of the Fifty-first Con- 

ess, and it is the opinion of the present Commissioner of Internal 

venue. It was the unanimous opinion of this House in the last 
Congress, after the Wilson bill had passed, and it is the unani- 
mous opinion, if the admissions made by the gentleman from 


Connecticut may be counted, of the Ways and Means Committee 


of the present Congress. That being true, what is the situation 
of the Government at this time? 

We say that this section ought to be repealed because, unless 
that is done, we are 1 a mountain's weight of claims against 
the Treasury of the Uni States. And for whose benefit, Mr. 
Chairman? Why should this section be retained in the law? Cer- 
tainly not for the benefit of the manufacturers, because they are 


required by the section to pay an internal tax and no regulations’ 


are in force for the rebate of the tax Tn on alcohol used in the 
industrial arts. It is not for the benefit of the American public, 
because everybody knows that the uncertainty about the collec- 
tion of that rebate has prevented the manufacturer from extend- 
ing to his customers any advantage whatever by reason of this 
law. The law as it stands helps nobody, and the admission, can- 
didly and fairly made yorterday by my colleague [Mr. RUSSELL of 
Connecticut], that it ought to be repealed ought to be very influ- 
ential in the settlemeꝑt of this dispute. e 

Therefore we say, appealing for the vindication of our judg- 
ment to the common opinion of all political parties, of of 
both Administrations, appealing to the judgment of the Ways and 
Means Committee in every Housesince the Forty-ninth Congress, 
that this section 61 ought to be repealed without delay. But my 
friend from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] comes forward and says to 
us, if this is repealed— 

Dare the gentlemen from the grain- States go back to their constit- 
uents and tell them that the only tariff 1 tion that they have succeeded 
in ing was to put the highest tax in all the world u the farmer's grain 
= 3 narrow the market which the Wilson bill by accident 


I will say to my friend from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] that the 
repeal of this section has no connection whatever with the tariff 
question. The tariff question is not involved here. The only 
question is a plain business proposition, as to whether a section of 
the law of 1894 which we have a prospect of repealing, a section 
which, by the admission of my friend from Connecticut, is crude, 
impracticable, and ought to be repealed -—— 

ME N I do not wish to be put in that position, Idid not 
sa; ` 

. DOLLIVER. L referred to my colleague on the Ways and 
Means Committee [Mr. RUSSELL of Soe The question 
is whether we ought to be put in the position of leaving that sec- 
tion on the statute book when, by the admission of my colleague 


[Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut], it is crude, impracticable, and 
ought to be ed. 
But he says before we repeal it we ought to pass some more 
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suitable measure relative to the matter in order to do justice to 
legitimate manufacturing interests, I admit fully the force of 
his contention, and if we were not entirely at the mercy of an 
opposition Senate and a hostile Executive I would cheerfully fol- 
low my friend in his efforts to promote the prosperity of the great 
industrial interests for which he = 

But I undertake tosay—and I address myself to Republicans on 
this floor—that no man of us who really weighs the political situ- 
ation in which we are placed ought to stand in this House and 
lecture the Ways and Means Committee, or the Republican ma- 
jority, for not having tried to move on party lines against the 
inert Populistic mass called the Senate, and the inert Democratic 
mass called the President. [Applause and laughter.] It takes at 
least three branches of Government in this country to put any 
kind of a political measure through; and at present the Senate 
and the President are against this House. I will not rail at the 
Senate. If it had not m for the fact that it uires three 
branches of legislation to do business in the United States, the 
R of free trade, which my friend from Connecticut [Mr. 

ILL] laments, would have come to fruition in this country 
twenty years before it did. For all these years the Senate alone 
stood between the people and the impending threat, and forfour of 
those years, from 1885 to 1889, the Senate alone steadied the business 
of the American -people in the midst of free-trade proclamations 
from the White House and free-trade majorities on this floor. 

I belong to an old-fashioned school of theology which believes 
that Providence, in all these years, was holding the Democratic 

in check, and used Brother Wilson, somewhat diluted and 
modified by Brother GORMAN, for the 3 of setting up in the 
United States au object lesson in practical economies that should 
bring the American people, as the old preachers used to say, to a 
realizing sense of their lost condition. [Laughter.] Notice, for 
example, how long the object lesson was put off and postponed. 
If it had come before the waste and extravagance of the period of 
the civil war had been repaired, before a disordered currency had 
been restored, before a promise to pay that still occupies a promi- 
nent position on the face of every paper dollar of the United States 
had been kept, a thousand explanations would have befogged the 
inquiring citizen, and nobody would have known either the mean- 
me fa? the purpose of the visitation. 
it had come before we had had a reasonably long experience 
with the protective tariff, 5 upon the basis of a sound 
currency, the educational effect of it would have been limited, 
because we should not have been in a position to appreciate the 
blessings we had cast away. As it was, Providence gave us ten 
years of protection, from 1880 to 1890, aonb of comparative 
lenty, years of industrial growth, years of good markets for the 
armer, years of good customers for the factory, years in which 
American manhood was lifted up into the largest and most ho 
ful outlook since the primeval benediction, ‘‘ In the sweat of thy 
face shalt thou eat bread.” 

And yet the clamor still continued in this country. Walking 
delegates were going in carriages from factory to factory and from 
farmhouse to farmhouse, preaching the gospel of discontent, and 
from their easy chairs here in this Capitol, with the studied reit- 
eration of the patent-medicine advertisement, to which so many of 
our colleagues have lent the light of their countenance [laughter] $ 
Democratic statesmen were telling the American people that their 
case was hopeless and that all that would save them would be the 
immediate application of the favorite Democratic prescription. 

In my own State, for example, a land whose chief industries de- 
pend entirely on the farm, a land which I have sometimes thought 
merits the tribute that Homer paid to Argos when he called it the 
breast of Greece, because it furnished food for the whole nation, 
we had, by an accident that sometimes happens even in well-regu- 

ted communities, a Democratic governor, Horace Boies. 

All his lifetime, even down to old age, he had been a Republican, 
looking through the dust and cobwebs of acountry law office fora 
pace on the ticket, until patience finally was regarded by him no 

onger as a real virtue, and so he joined himself to that portion of 
the population which believed that the corkscrew is the most 
essential device in the mechanism of civilization; and as an anti- 
prohibition Republican he was selected to lead the Democratic 
party to victory. [Laughter.] And he led it to victory; a vic- 
tory cheap and nasty”; exactly the kind of victory that is not 
be Bat tter than defeat. 
diy had he got seated in his office before his horizon began 
to widen. He saw at once that while a local dispute about the 
legal status of the town pump was a large enough question to get 
in on, it was hardly great enough to feed the aspiration of animmor- 
tal soul [laughter]; so he enlarged his horizon, or at least shifted 
it, and at the first opportunity carried his laurels to the city of 
New York, and laid them down at the annual dinner of the Tariff 
Reform League. He gotfrom one J. R. Sovereign (a gentleman 
now grown obsolete as the head of a labor organization on whose 
assessments he manages to live in a style becoming the leisure 
he has always enjoyed), certain alleged statistics of the condition 
of industry in the State of Iowa. 


He went to the banquet with the material ts of our t 
State done up in a rag and sat down between Grover Cleve- 
land and Mr. Carlisle and put the rag bag under his chair. Mr. 
Cleveland, then a private citizen, was the first speaker; Mr. Car- 
lisle, then the junior Senator from the State of Kentucky, fol- 
lowed, both of them sticking close to the text of tariff reform. To 
the mind of both of these great men the le and their welfare 
were se ted exactly as to the Jews old Canaan stood, while 
Jordan rolled between [laughter], and with them Governor Boies 
agreed. Nota word was said about the money question and not 
a word about silver. When he rose to speak he reached under his 
chair and took out of his rag bag—then and ever since the faithful 
traveling companion of his politics—and I will read the conclu- 
sion of what he said: 

Thave spoken of the condition of cultural industries 
I 55 called attention to aoe 3 that for TONA eee industries have boen 

oe instead o a 

Netzen that there i no State in this Union where the great staples of agricul 


tare—the productions that supply the necessary food of man an: 
be more cheaply produced. 


He declared that the tariff had ruined agriculture, and ended 
by warning his hearers— 
to prepare for a storm the consequence of which in both a political and 
economic sense no Man can measure. 

I have read his words, not for the purpose of entering into an 
argument as to the truth of them, but solely for the purpose of 
showing how graciously Providence, knowing that the people of 
America were about to throw away the protective tariff, p 
to give them one up to date, with all the modern prosperity-pro- 
ducing improvements. In mse to that purpose,I think, the 
Fifty-first Congress cametogether. Itwasa ublican Congress 
through and through. In the chair sat THOMAS B. REED, great in 
council, splendid in courage, magnificent in action. [Applause.] 
At the head of the table yonder, in Ways and Means, sat William 
McKinley, of Ohio [applause] , the colored map of whose political 
victories, made out, I believe, by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR], would seem to indicate that he has carried nearly 
everything on thiscontinent except the Gulf of California and the 
Great Lakes. [Laughter.] Around him sat the strong men of 
his party—Bayne of Pennsylvania, now gone out of the noise of 
time; McKenna of California, now a circuit judge of the United 
States; Lafollette of Wisconsin, young and eloquent champion of 
our cause; GEAR of Iowa and BURROWS of Michi n, fruitful in 
industry and knowledge, translated now. both of them, to that 
elysium of our politics where the wicked cease from troubling and 
the oe are at rest [great laughter and applause]; PAYNE of 
New York and Governor DINGLEY of Maine, still splendid leaders 
among us—men whose comprehensive of greataffairs has won 
for them a place among the notable political figures of our time. 
[Applause] From that committee, not as the product of one man’s 
wisdom, but of the wisdom of-all, came the tariff law of 1890. 

It passed this House without a dissenting vote. It went to the 
Senate and was there shaped under the hands of experienced 
statesmanship. It took on provisions for reciprocity with the 
commercial world, fresh from the genius of James G. Blaine. 
[Applause.] It went to the conference committee, was carefully 
considered, and came back to receive every Republican vote in 
the House and in the Senate; and afterwards the President of the 
United States, with a pen that has become an heirloom in the 
household of our faith, added to it the commanding signature of 
Benjamin Harrison. [Applause.] It was a co us thing to 
do, to pass a law touching every man’s business and go to the peo- 
ple in a general election within a month. The Republican par 
was brave enough to do it. But that little month was long enoug 
to call forth all the tegions of calumny and false pretense. Eve 
line of the bill was belied, every sentence of it was distorted, an 
in the tumult created by the panic-stricken importers, jobbers, 
and bargain-counters of the country, the splendid political phalanx 
that stood by the side of REED in his quorum insurrection of 1890 
ns hter], and that voted to a man with McKinley on the motion 

or the previous question on the conference Tepora melted away 
into private life, and saw their places taken by the most grotesque 
assortment of political freaks that ever contributed to the gayety 
of nations. [Great laughter and applause. ] 

Even McKinley himself, who gave his name to the bill, had the 
experience of being burnt in e gy at Sheffield'onfhe same day 
that the Democracy defeated him for Congress in Ohio. [Laugh- 
ter and ce age But the puree of Providence was not to be 
turned aside. Hardly had the tumult of politics quieted before 
business resumed its normal condition. ices, instead of going 
up, went down, or at least were equalized; men, instead of losin, 
employment, were happy in new industrial opportunities, an 
American business in every department of it responded to condi- 
tions the most satisfactory that ever existed in the whole history 
of the Republic if notin the record of the human race. The object 
lesson of prosperity was complete. It was papano enough eyen 
to create a proper impression on the mind of our friend Governor 
Boies, whom we left a short time ago in New York sitting between 
Mr. Cleveland and Mr, Carlisle; for he delivered a message to the 


, 
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legislature of Iowa, January 13, 1892, beginning with words which 


I wish to read here for the purpose. of preserving them in the 
political records of the day. Ke said: 


A provision in the constitution of our State directs that the governor shall 
convey to the general assembly information concerning the condition of the 
State and recommend such legislation as he deems expedient. In discharg- 
ing this duty it is my pleasant privilege to say that at no time in the history 
of Iowa have her people been blessed with more general prosperity than 
they now enjoy. Every form of industry, ig Aare of business, has felt 
the influences of conditions so favorable to us. ith increased prices for the 
products of our farms has come a substantial advance in the value of agri- 
cultural lands in our State. A marked impetus has been given to the up- 
building of cities and towns. An era of prosperity has come to our manu- 
facturing and miningindustries. Our lines of railway have felt the influence 
of better prices for the great staples we are able to send abroad, and wher- 
ever we turn in every branch of industry, trade, or profession in which our 
people are en are to be seen unmistakable evidences of the general 
prosperity with which our people are blessed. 

Mr, McMILLIN (during the reading of the foregoing extract). 
Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit me to interrupt him 
for a moment, I have been informed by the Chair that the arrange- 
ment has been made to give the gentleman from Iowa the time, 
which I hardly think is fair when itis to be exhausted not in a 
discussion of the measure before the committee, but in a political 
discussion altogether foreign to the measure and which is not to 
be answered on this side. I want simply to enter my protest, and 
I think the gentleman’s sense of fairness will lead him to see the 
justice of it. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, I will say to my friend from 
Tennessee that I recognize the propriety of his suggestion, and 
that I intend to occupy only a few minutes more. 

Think of it! Less than two years—hardly more than one year; 
yet it was long enough to turn the rags of our misery into the 
royal purple of prosperity! Now, it would almost seem that the 
dramatic unity of the narrative would require that I should tell 

ou that Governor Boies, his backslidings having been healed, 
been trying to get the people of our State and of the country 

back over the main traveled road to the industrial conditions 
which prevailed in 1892. I regret that I am compelled to state 
that the governor's point of view has again widened, or at least 
shifted, and that he is now engaged in trying, with more or less 
local success, to induce the poopie to change the treatment and 
wind up our worldly affairs by the unlimited coinage of silver 
dollars out of material now worth 51 cents, in order that our peo- 
ple may use such of these coins as they can get hold of in going 
through the motions of paying their debts. [Laughter.] Iregret 
to have to say this, and I haye pa this message forward only to 
show how easily a good political leader is able to forget the blun- 
der of 1892 in his new-born interest in the crime of 1873. 

Now, a word more. I do not suppose that we can put through 
this Congress any tariff legislation. It is reasonably certain, how- 
ever, that we can put through this Congress the legislation which 
this bill proposes. And I do not think that we should hesitate to 
do our part. I do not believe that we, as Republicans, since the 
opportunity has come to correct this evil of the law of 1894, ought 
to shrink from the duty and responsibility of saving the Treasur, 
of the United from the accumulation of claims under a law whic 
I have already suggested benefits no manufacturing industry in 
its present shape and is of no possible benefit to the consuming 
millions of the United States. Appian]. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I suggest now that the gentlemen 
on the other side proceed with their thirty-five minutes. We have 
fifteen minutes remaining, the whole of which, if possible, I shall 
yield to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIvER] having presented to this committee a 
very picturesque political kaleidoscope, including the political 
migrations of Governor Boies, I hope now that the committee 
may be favored with a return to the discussion of the subject- 
matter in hand. [Applause.] 
oe. 78215 ten minutes to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 

Ox]. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. Chairman, during the speech just concluded 
I came to an understanding of why it was that the gentleman who 
has this bill in charge was so anxious to close this debate at 2 
o'clock, instead of allowing the extended time that was desired. 
The reason is perfectly apparent—that they have got through dis- 
cussing this measure which is before the House, and on which 
this House will soon be called upon to vote, and have gone to talk- 
ing general politics, especially Western politics, and that in the 
State of Iowa. 

Now, I think that such a political harangue as that will be a 
very poor answer when the question is asked by the various indus- 
tries affected and to be affected, ‘‘ Why was the repeal of section 
61 necessary?” Some better reason than anything offered by the 
gentleman from Iowa will be required. Now, I do not propose to 
take up the time of this committee at any length, for two reasons, 
In the first place, the arguments upon this side of the case were 
very admirably and very ably stated yesterday by the gentle- 


man from Connecticut [Mr. RUSSELL];- In the second place, we 
have got to a point in the session where time is of some conse- 
quence, But, notwithstanding all that, and notwithstanding the 
speech of the gentleman from Iowa, I Would be willing to enter 
now upon a general revision of very many provisions of the Wil- 
son bill, conscious that if any practical result were attained there 
is no work that we could perform that would be of such benefit 
to the people, and none which isso universally and so earnestl 
demanded. It might not be an entirely useless task, even though. 
such a bill could not pass the Senate or receive the approval of 
the President. We should, Mr. Chairman, have a Republican 
bill, drawn and completed on Republican principles, ready to be 
offered when the extra session of the Fifty-fifth Congress comes 
in, in March, 1897, without compelling the people to wait till the 
coming fall for such prore tobe had. [Applause.] We have 
very little to do, in the discharge of our duty, with the Senate; 
and we have very little to do with Grover Cleveland. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to any partial or piecemeal 
change in the present law. I am opposed to the repeal or substan- 
tial change of any of its apoian. peo amane without changing 
other important: provisions, especially those which relate to the 
very enactments sought to be changed. I sayit is not right or 
just to repeal this section and give no consideration whatever to 
the other provisions of our tariff and revenue laws which depend 
upon it and are connected with it. The rates of duty upon many 
articles of manufacture, it is to be presumed, were considered in 
relation to this tax upon alcohol. - If that is not so, then it is fair 
to presume that when the tax on alcohol was fixed its effect upon 
these articles was considered. We at one sweep undertake to re- 
peal this single section, caring nothing and considering nothing as 
to what or whomitaffectsin this country. Now, we have done very 
little for the manufacturers of this country. We have done noth- 
ing for its indusiries. Let us be very careful that we do not, in 
addition to that failure, strike a blow and do an injury to already 
existing industries. 

Mr. Chairman, is this an important provision of the present 
tariff law—the internal-reyenue portion of it? It is said in the 
report of this committee that the estimate made of the alcohol 
likely to be claimed under the act is 10,000,000 gallons per an- 
num—a total for the fiscal years 1895 and 1896 of 20,000,000 gal- 
lons—making a tax of about $10,000,000 per annum. Is it not, 
then, an important provision that proposes to place now upon the 
industries of this country—burdened, struggling, trodden down 
to the ground—an additional burden of $10,000,000 a year? 

Is it not of some consequence that we render them to that 
amount just so much less able to compete with the manufacture 
of articles in which alcohol enters that come into this country 
from abroad? 

But it is an important provision, Mr. Chairman, in other re- 
spects, in that it is a practical declaration of a Republican doc- 
trine that we shall reduce our revenue taxation as fast as possible 
and look for our revenue to the duties laid on imported articles. 

We have now got this general provision incorporated into the 
law. Isay to you if it is taken out no man can tell when, if ever, 
it will get back. We have gotit. If there are faults under it, let 
us provide for them; let us amend the act; but let us retain the 
principle, and not lose what we have already gained. 


What are the reasons offered for the repeal of the provision? 
If you will read the whole report of the Committee on Ways and 


Means through, you will find that fonr reasons are assigned. In 
the first place, that no rules can beframed under it; in the second 
place, it is not the consumer that gets the benefit; third, that we 
need the revenues, and fourth, because of the wood-alcohol trust. 
The second and third arguments are all contained in the first one, 
and there is no reason, when you analyze the report, why this 
should be done except that the regulations can not be framed un- 
der it, and second, that it should not be repealed because it would 
be in contravention of the wood-alcohol interest. Analyze it, and 
you will find that it all comes down to these two provisions. 

Now, in regard to the inability to frame regulations, let us con- 
sider thatforamoment. Under the section I submit to the House, 
and to the able gentlemen upon the Ways and Means Committee. 
as well as to the distinguished lawyers in this committee, that 
this section is drawn strongly in favor of the Government; that 
if you had the general doctrine which is therein embodied and 
incorporated in the internal-revenue laws you could not draw a 
section more in the interest of the Government and against the 
manufacturer who has to receive the article. You provide, for 
instance, in the first place, that he shall pay the tax before receiv- 
ing the commodity. The money gets into the hands of the finan- 
cial officers of the United States. It is to be gotten out by the 
manufacturer from the possession of the Government. How is 
he to do it? He can only get it under the language of the sec- 
tion, by ‘‘satisfying” somebody. No method of roof is pre- 
scribed, no kind of evidence is laid down by which he is to do it; 
but he can only receive the money back by satisfying - 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Bowler. ner 

Mr. KNOX. No; the Supreme Court satisfied Bowler. is 


5744 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 26, 


unfortunately apparently a Bowler” 

ernment from paying its justdues. T 
But I say you 

have this general provision, why is it that regulations can not be 


framed to carry those provisions ont? [Applause. ] 
275 the hammer fell, ] 
. RUSSELL of Connecticut. I now yield ten minutes to the 


e to prevent the Gov- 
t seems to be what it is. 
ve got to satisfy somebody. Now, when you 


gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. TABEREI 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. PARKER. I thank the Chairman, I thank the gentleman 
from Connecticut, who has been only able, however, to give ten 
minutes to the Representative of the second manufacturing dis- 
trict of the United States in defense of its industries. 

I have nothing, Mr. Chairman, but respect for the gentlemen 
who urge the ee of this bill, but if I judge by the last speech 
for it, I would say, with all due deference, that they do not under- 
stand it. I want to give you some facts in connection with the 
matter. It is a protective measure that is proposed to be repealed— 

rotective both to agriculture and manufactures. I do not be- 

ieve if the members of this House understood that fact that 
either Democrats or Republicans would try to bring further 
trouble upon these industries. 

Commercial alcohol costs 23 cents a gallon. It was news to me, 
and I think it is news to you, to learn that fact. The tax on al- 
cohol of $1.10 a proof gallon, the pure article being 88 cent 
above proof, amounts to $2.06 a gallon, and the commercial article 
is sold, therefore, for about $2.30 a gallon. Men can, and often do, 
pay that price for a beyerage,and my friend from Massachusetts 
would say that they ought. There are somewhere between one 
and two hundred drinks in a gallon, but men can not afford to 
use alcohol in the arts at any such price as that, and no nation in 
the world requires it. We used to have a burning fluid made of 
alcohol and benzine. We have it no longer, because we could not 
afford to use alcohol in that way. We used to have alcohol var- 
nishes; now more seldom. We can use alcohol in the arts to an 
extent that is absolutely unknown until you have had occasion to 
investigate. It is destroyed in the manufacture of chloroform, 
which changes its character. It is destroyed in making photo- 
graphic materials. It is used as a vehicle in varnish. It is used 
in a shellac composition to put into hats and then allowed to 
evaporate and get away. It is used in medicines as a mere sol- 
vent. I do not mean in alcoholic preparations, such as so-called 
bitters, but in medicinal preparations, whether in making such 
drugs as quinine or morphine, or in making corrosive sublimate. 
It is used in making a like compound of mercury, for the mann- 
facture of percussion caps. It is used in making tinctures, ex- 
tracts of fruits, and extract of flavors. 

The expression ‘‘medicinal and other like preparations” means 

Te tions of medicine and preparations of that sort, not alco- 
Bolle preparations under that guise, and any Secretarx of the 
Treasury who can discriminate between silver ore and lead ore 
can discriminate between the preparations mentioned in that sec- 
tion and frauds upon the Treasury in the way of alcoholic prepa- 
rations. It would be used in hundreds of other ways. It would 
be used in many times the present quantity. It would give a 
market for grain. The enforcement of this section would give a 
chance to manufactures and agriculture and employment to our 
people. But the Secretary of the Treasury has said he will not 
enforce it. He has said he will not prescribe regulations, and a 
Republican House is asked to support him in opposing the manu- 
facturers of this country. What is more, under the present law 
that same alcohol is free for export and is exported in bond. 
Think what that means, gentlemen, That very alcohol at 23 cents 
a gallon was sent to Canada. There they made the explosive 

wder for percussion caps. They got the benefit of the manu- 

ure and sent it back, on a small duty, tous. That very alco- 

hol can be sent to England or Germany to make medicines there 
to send back to us. j 

Now as to a matter of history. Somebody has said that this 
provision was accidental. It was not. A constituent of mine 
who pays $48,000 a year in the way of tax on alcohol used in mak- 
ing sulphuric ether knows of that fact. The tariff of 1894 raised 
the internal revenue on commercial alcohol from $1.70 a gallon to 
$2.06, an increase of 86 cents. They protested. They said they 
could not continue their manufacture under those circumstances, 
much more when duties were reduced, and when the duty on hats 
went down from 100 per cent to 35 per cent, when the duties on 
sulphuric ether, their product, likewise went down, and every- 
thing was lowered, they said they could not use alcohol or con- 

| tinue their manufacture, and then they were told by this bill: 
„Make no objection. This bill is only against alcohol that is to 
be drunk, not against alcohol to be used in the arts.” They have 
relied upon this law. They have made contracts based upon it. 

They have not received the rebate, but they have agreed with all 
their customers to give them the rebate when received. They 
have made their sales upon that basis, and you are asked to destroy 
those industries. They could make many other things, notably 
chloroform. with cheap alcohol. 


Now, is there any difficulty, when 500 barrels of alcohol per 
year go to their factory with the stamps on the barrels, and they 
produce those stamps, as required by this law, to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, is there any chance for fraud? How? They can only 
use the alcohol in manufacture. They can not sell it. All the 
laws of the State and of the United States prevent such sale, 
They receive the barrels full, they send them kempty. They 
return the stamps, which show what they have used in their 
trade; and whether it be in factories of varnish, medicines, or per- 
cussion caps, or whatever it may be, any honest manufacturer can 
do the same thing, under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall prescribe, and there will not be a looting of the 
eee ys as has been stated here, but simply a return of the tax 
which they themselves pay, a return made because it is for the 
ia of American industries that they should have this protec- 

on. 

Protection may be by duty; it may be by bounty; it may be by 
exemption. Here it is by exemption. It is none the less protec- 
tion; and as a representative of the 3 principle, with all 
my reverence for the leaders who framed the tariff bill of 1890, 
who are its 8 when it comes to the principles of protection, 
I must stand here in this House on facts which I believe they do 
not thoroughly realize and understand, to appeal to this House, 
sy aaa and Democratic, to all who believe in American agri- 
culture, American manufacture, and American trade, binding the 
people together from one end of this country to the other, and to 
ask them, as they love their country, as they are trusted by their 
constituents, not to vote for this repeal. [Applause.] 

Here the hammer fell.] 
r. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I yield five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Cotson}. 

Mr. COLSON. Mr. Chairman, in the five minutes which have 
been yielded to me by the gentleman from Connecticut, to whom 
I return thanks for the kindness, I can not go into detail, but I 
can and do enter my protest against the re of section 61 of the 
Wilson bill, which provides for free alcohol in the arts and in any 
medicinal compound. 

Some members of the committee from which this bill was re- 
ported have complained at the criticism which has been made by 
many members of the House of the action of the committee in 
reporting measures here, but I think the criticism of which they 
complain is just and proper, for the measures which are referred 
to that committee are measures of most general interest to the 
people of this country and in which every member upon this floor 
has an intense interest. I submit that the Republican members 
of the Committee on Ways and Means have not done what they 
should have done in regard to these great public measures, in that 
they have failed to submit them to a caucus of the Republican 
members of this House. 

They have no right to e the Republicans of this House to 
come up and support any bill which they may seek to report here 
regardless of its merits, that measure not having been submitted 
to a caucus of the Republicans of this House. I say they have 
no right to complain at any criticism that may be made on their 
action. That action should be discussed freely and fully here 
when they have not submitted any measure to a Republican cau- 
cus. I Would like, Mr. Chairman, for the Committee on Ways 
and Means to explain why it is that other matters of equal impor- 
tance have not been considered by that committee and bills re- 
ported in to them. The Wilson bill, passed in 1894, thor- 
oughly eliminated from our tariff system the reciprocity feature. 
and certainly that is of more importance than the matter embraced 
in this bill now before the committee for consideration. By the 
repeal of the reciprocity clause of the McKinley law we have lost 
millions of dollars of foreign trade. The flour-mill men in Ken- 
tucky and other States, who- had not before the passage of the 
McKinley law been able to sella barrel of flourin Cuba, under 
the gat | tins relations established with Spain, under section 3 of 
that bill, were afforded a market in Cuba for millions of dollars 
worth of flour, which market was taken from them as soon as the 
McKinley law was repealed. Why have not the Waysand Means 
Committee reported a bill here 8 5 Oh, they 
say, we can not secure the assage of such a bill—that the Senate 
will not pass it, and the President would veto it. Isay to you 
that this House has not the right to anticipate the action of the 
Senate of the United States; it has not the right to anticipate the 
action of the President of the United States. We should act; we 
should do our duty; weshould, in my judgment, have laid before 
the Senate a general tariff measure with reciprocity a prominent 
feature, and put the responsibility upon that body if it failed to 
passit. [Applause.] And if the Senate passed it, let the respon- 
sibility for its failure to become a law rest upon the Chief Execu- 
tive of the United States. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. I yield five minutes tothe gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT]. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I thought I was to have ten 
minutes. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for five min- 


utes. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, itis very singu- 
lar that with an able and disti ished Committee on Ways and 
Means, we find that the great measure now under consideration, 
which affects the North, the East, and the Middle States, and the 
great manufacturing interests of those States, has been abandoned 
to the custody and control of the gentleman from Kentucky. It 
is hardly necessary for me to call attention to the names of the 
distinguished gentlemen upon that committee. I repeat that it 
is very remarkable that we find that no one of those distinguished 
gentlemen rises in advocacy of this bill; for the only prominent 
member of that committee who has ventured to address this Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the distinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
DOLLIVER], has given us aspeech—what on? On the triumphs of 
his party; on the alleged virtues of a protective policy, without 
uttering one word in favor of the measure now under considera- 
tion. 

Let me, before passing on to consider the merits of this bill, 
call the attention of the committee to the fact that only a few 
days ago we had a bill passed hurriedly through this House, under 
the guidance of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Evans], a 
bill in the interest of the distillers of Kentucky and of the whisky 
trust; a bill which will do incalculable damage to the city of New 
York, which I have the honortorepresent in part. I am told that 
it will deprive the Federal Government in licenses of three-quar- 
ters of a million dollars; and for what purpose—to give the distil- 
lers of Kentucky an opportunity to bottle their liquor and sell it 
—— own added benefit and advantage, and not through the 

ealers. 

Mr. STEELE. And to ae Canada of that trade? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. That was the measure passed 
last week, and now we have another measure proposed in favor 
of the distilling interests and the whisky trust. 

The only objection which I understand the committee made to 
the existi Rage! is that it is impracticable to execute. Can it be 

‘ible, . Chairman, that we, the Congress of the United 
tates, confess our incapacity to frame adequate laws? Can it be 
possible that the Secretary of the Treas or the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue finds it beyond his brain power to frame 

ations adequate to control this matter? 

et me call your attention to the fact that section 61 of the 
Wilson tariff bill of 1894 is very broad. It leaves this whole mat- 
ter to the Secretary of the Treasury. He has absolute power in 
his discretion to frame proper reg ions, Then the collector of 
internal revenue in each district must be satisfied about the manu- 
facture. So that it is first only necessary that the Secretary of 
the Treasury should frame the proper regulations, however strin- 
gent they may be, and it is all within his discretion. Then itis 
incumbent be the manufacturer to satisfy the collector of inter- 
nal revenue that he has complied with the law, and when he has 
executed it he is entitled to a rebate. This repeal will work a 
great deal of harm to the manufacturing interests of New York; 
to the great drug trade; to those who are engaged in the manu- 
facture of perfumes, varnishes, and paints, and in many other in- 


dustries. 

If you look back to the Forty-seventh Congress you will find 
that in 1882 it was stated in a Republican House, when Chester 
A. Arthur was President of the United States, that every member 
of the Committee on Ways and Means was in favor of free alcohol 
for use in the arts and sciences. 

Now, let me say one word, which I think should be controlling 
in this matter. The bill now under consideration provides for 
what? For simple repeal, without any saving clause. Let me 
call your attention to language of the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Give me one minute more. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. KEM. I object, if this is by unanimous consent. 

The C It is not by unanimous consent, the Chair 
will say to the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. I yield two minutes more to 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, unless the gentleman from Con- 
necticut has some more time, I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut has the 
time and yields two minutes to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Isimply desired to ask, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I have the greatest regard for 
my friend from Iowa, and shall be glad to talk with him after I 
get through with my two minutes. [Laughter.] 

I desire to call the attention of the committee to the point that 
we can not in common honesty repeal this section 61 without a 
saving clause. Look at what the Supreme Court decided yester- 
day in the sugar-bounty cases. In that decision they use the words 
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“right and justice,” honor,“ and moral claim.“ I use the same 


words to you to- day, and I call upon you in the name of common 
honesty not to repeal this section 61 without some saving clause 
N for the repayment of the rebates to manufacturers. 

hose manufacturers ha ve filed their claims can not be barred 
out by the failure of the Secretary of the Treasury to make proper 
regulations. If he is chargeable with nonfeasance in having failed 
to prepare proper regulations, the manufacturers can not be de- 
bar from the prosecution of their claims for the rebates to 
which they are entitled under the act of 1894. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I believe I am entitled to control 
the remainder of the time, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut - 
RUSSELL] has one minute remaining, and the gentleman from 
KEO ee Evans] has the other eleven minutes. 

Mr. E S. When the gentleman from Connecticut gets 
through we will use our remaining eleven minutes the 


gentleman chooses to yield us that one minute. 


Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. I will reserve it. 

Mr. EVANS. No; we want you to use it now, unless you will 
yield it to ns. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. I yield it to the gentleman. 

Mr. EVANS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN}. The remainder of 
the time will be occupied the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY]. 

Mr. McMILLIN, Mr. Chairman, upon a purely business prop- 
osition so vastly important as this, I can not but regret that the 
time which was given for the presentation of the affirmative of 
the pending measure should have been wasted, as a portion of it 
Was, in a discussion which, if no friend of mine were involved in 
it, [should have to call a harangue. 

What is the proposition here? It is to repeal section 61 of the 
tariff act passed two years ago. It has been held by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury that this section is wholly impossible of en- 
forcement, by reason of its vagueness and uncertainty. It is held 
by the Ways and Means Committee of this House, it was held by 
the Ways and Means Committee of the last House, that the Sec- 
potay contention in that regard was correct, and that it was 
wholly impossible for any Secretary of the 3 under any 
regulation, to enforce what was supposed to be the law. Before 
going further, I want to disabuse the mind of my good friend from 
New York [Mr. BARTLETT] of the idea that this is some legisla- 
tion in favor of the distillers and of the whisky trusts. Nothing 
could be further from the truth, though I know the gentleman 
believes what he says or he would not say it. My friend in front 
of me [Mr. HILL] also took the same position. Now, does not the 
gentleman know that free alcohol in the arts would increase the 
amount of spirits used in the arts and would thereby increase the 
popune of distillin gand of sale by the trust? the whisky 

istillers and the whisky trusts are interested on either side of 


this question, they are interested in having free alcohol. 
Mr. TARILE of New York.. Will the gentleman yield for 
a question 


. MCMILLIN. Ican not. I am generally quite liberal in 
that respect, but my time is so limited that I can not yield on this 
occasion. Now, Mr. Chairman, what are the facts? Already 
there are heaped up before the Court of Claims millions of dollars 
of claims arising out of this vague, uncertain, indefinite provision 
of the tariff act. It is estimated that $10,000,000 a year in claims 
will be brought in in the future, and that ten millions a year for 
the last two years will be presented as soon as there is an intima~ 
tion that the court will hold that the claimants are entitled to free 
alcohol in the arts. I want to cite here the evidence of men who 
ying aca ed this question. 1 

is no new proposition. It has suggested to ev 
Ways and Means Committe ever since I have been a resis SEER 
that committee, and it has been my fortune to be a member of it for 
twelve years past. There has never been asingle Ways and Means 
Committee, either Republican or Democratic, in that time that 
thought it was possible to give free alcohol in the arts and still 
have an honest and thorough enforcement of the internal-revenue 
law. So thinks the present committee. So thought the last com- 
mnittee,-which framed the Wilson bill. So thought the McKinl 
committee, which framed the bill that has been lauded so muc 
by my friend from Iowa. So thought the Mills committee, which 
framed the Mills bill. I need not go further back. There has 
never been a suggestion either by the majority or the minority ` 
that it would be proper for the Government to give free alcohol 
in the arts and thus give opportunity for possible frauds that 
would result in pulling down revenue derived from that great 
source of revenue to our Government. And the Finance Commit- 
tee of the Senate took the same ground in the last Congress. The 
* that it is proposed to repeal was the work of Mr. Hoar 
ne. 
It is the proposition of one man. It is crude, uncertain, and 
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indefinite. If you give free alcohol in the arts—if you give free 
alcohol in every drug store in the United States—if at every cor- 
ner where a drug store may be erected you may have a free barrel 
and free spigot and free spile and free bung, who can tell what 
-will become of the hundred and odd millions of revenue without 
which this Government is unable to proceed at the present day? 
[A 1 

{ere the hammer fell. 

r. EVANS. I yield the balance of the time to the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, in the few minutes remaining 
Ican only state three facts. The first is that the bill now pending 
before the committee is not a tariff bill. It does not touch the 

uestion of duties upon imports or relate to that subject in any 
direct or even indirect manner whatever. It is simply an internal- 
revenue bill. And we have passed through this session of Congress 
already three internal-revenue bills, modifying the internal-reve- 
nue provisions in the act of 1894, and no one has suggested until 
this bill came up that we were changing the tariff of 1894. 

Mr. PARKER. May I ask the gentleman whether it is not 

Mr. DINGLEY. I can not in my limited time yield for any 
interruption. 

This qonan is purely a business question—nothing more, 
nothing less. It has no connection with party politics. The ques- 
tion is amoy what a business man should do in the circumstances 
in which the Government finds itself to-day. In the closing ses- 
sion of the last Congress the then House of Representatives, every 
Republican member concurring, passed precisely this bill which 
we have before us to-day, all agreeing that in the interest of the 
Government, in the interest of good administration, this provision 
in the internal-revenue sections of the law of 1894 on this subject 
should be Tepalo 

Thirdly, I have to say that this situation arises from a peculiar 
condition of circumstances. When the bill of 1894 was under con- 
sideration in the Senate, after all the tariff provisions had been 
concluded and that body was considering the internal-revenue 
provisions, this provision was offered with the distinct understand- 
ing in the Senate that it was to go to the committee of conference, 
and that if they thought on examination that any provision should 
be framed to give in certain cases exemption from the internal tax 
on alcohol, without opening the door to frands on the revenue, it 
should be done. Not a single vote would have been given for that 
provision in the Senate if it had been supposed that that precise 
provision was to be the law, and nothing more. It is utterly im- 

racticable; and that is the agreement not merely of the present 
8 of Internal Revenue; not merely of the present Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, but in 1890, when we framed that act we 
submitted substantially the same proposition, with other proposi- 
tions, to the then Republican Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
and to the then Secretary of the Treasury, and theyagreed that the 

rovisions were utterly impracticable and that the duty on alco- 
fol could not be remitted under such a law with safety to the 
Treasury of the Government. 

We had this question before us when we framed the tariff act 
of 1890, notwithstanding the declaration of the platform of 1888; 
and after considering it for weeks we decided, in view of the wide 
extent of this country and the peculiar circumstances in which 
we are placed. that we could not then frame a measure making 
alcohol free of tax in all the various arts and manufactures and 
in medicine without effectually depriving the Government of es- 
sential revenue. 

My own belief—certainly my ho is that when we can spare 
the revenue and when we come to framea new tariff act that will 

ive the country sufficient revenue we can provide within certain 
fimits for free alcohol in many manufactures. But that is a ques- 
tion which requires further investigation. This country is so 
wide in its territory, there are so many difficulties in the adminis- 
tration of such an act, that Republican and Democratic Admin- 
istrations alike have agreed that it would be exceedingly difficult 
to frame provisions on this subject that will adequately protect 
the revenue; and all agree that the present provision is absolutely 
unworkable unless we propose to practically deprive ourselves of 
revenue, 

What is the effect of this provision as we have it now? If we 
do nothing, if we allow this provision to run along for a year, 
it is the opinion of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue that at 
least $10,000,000 of claims will be piled up during that time which 
the Republican Administration next year will be called upon to 
pay in case the courts sustain the contention of the claimants. 
And I ask 5 on this side Whether they are prepared to 
pile up such claims against the Administration which we know 
will come in on the 4th of March next. 

Let us, then, at once repeal the unworkable free-alcohol provision 
of the act of 1894, Let us then turn over this subject toa careful 
committee of inquiry. Let them consider what can be done with- 
out depriving the Government of revenue, and let them report at 
the next session. And then when we come to frame a new 


bill, when we undertake the task of providing sufficient Federal 
revenue, let us take up this question and consider to what extent 
and under what re tions and restrictions we can safely grant 
this exemption to certain industries of this country. But if we 
propose to open the door in the manner provided in the existing 
provision of law, certainly the Treasury must suffer; and no one 
among the great mass of the people can possibly be benefited, 
because no manufacturer, no person using alcohol under the ex- 
isting law will reduce his price on the goods manufactured be- 
cause of the fact that the rebate of the tax is so uncertain. It 
would not be good business for him to doso. Yet these claims 
are already piled up and are piling up every day; and if these gen- 
tlemen recoyer in the Court of Claims, then the Treasury of the 
United States will suffer in the future. 

My own personal judgment, as the friend of free alcohol so far 
as it can be had without trenching upon the revenue, is that we 
should repeal the existing provision and adopt the amendment for 
an inquiry, thus closing the door which has been opened into the 
Treasury; and then, when we frame a tariff bill, let us cover the 
whole ground and provide sufficient revenue; and as to this par- 
ticular matter, let us within certain limits do efficiently what the 
existing law in an unguarded and insufficient manner has at- 
tempted to do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for general debate under the 
Sates has expired, and the Clerk will report the bill for amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 61 of an act entitled “An act to reduce taxa- 


tion, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other r which 
e a law August 25, 1894, be and the same is hereby, repealed. 


Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I have been instructed by the 
Committee on Ways and Means, which committee was most anx- 
ious to do what has seemed to be the best and most proper thing 
in the premises, to offer an additional amendment to those already 
suggested by the committee, and pursuant to that authority I offer 
the additional section which was printed in the RECORD of yes- 
terday, and of which I gave notice during the time I occupied the 
floor in the discussion of this bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That a joint select committee is hereby authorized, to consist of 
three Senators, to be appoints] by the presiding officer of the Senate, and 
three members of the House of Representatives, to be appointed by the 
Speaker of the House, which select committee shall consider all questions 
relating to the use of alcohol in the manufactures and arts, free of tax, and 
toreport their conclusions to Congress on the first Monday in December, 1896. 

Said joint select committee is authorized to sit by subcommittee or other- 
wise during the recess or session of Congress at such times and places as they 
deem advisable; to summon witnesses, administer oaths, print testimony or 
other information, and to employ such stenographic, clerical, and other as- 
sistance as may be necessary, one- of the expense to be paid from the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate and one-half from the contingent fund of the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. EVANS. I believe that no member of this House who lis- 
tened with attention to the very clear, very pertinent, and per- 
fectly correct exposition of this bill from the gentleman from 
Maine . DINGLEY] will for one moment doubt the propriety of 
tpo action of the Committee on Ways and Means with respect to 
their recommendation that section 61 should be now repealed. 

But in order that those friendly to the uss of free alcohol in the 
manufactures and in the arts may have an opportunity, deliber- 
ately and carefully, to investigate the question further, the Com- 
mittes on Ways and Means has directed me to recommend to the 
House for its action the second section, which has just been read, 
in order that the whole guenan may be carefully investigated 
by a committee of both Houses, having full power in the prem- 
ises and having the best opportunities to get at the merits of the 
case. 

Mr. QUIGG. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. EVANS. Certainly. 

Mr. QUIGG. Why will not the committee consent to have this 
amendment passed as a substitute for the bill, and then wait for 
the repeal of section 61 until the commission has made its report? 

Mr. EVANS. Because of the arguments and statements of fact 
introduced before the committee and here before the House, dem- 
onstrating that section 61 is operating to the injury of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States at a rate of not less than $1,000,000 
amonth. That is the reason that there ought to be an instan- 
taneous repeal. That is the reason there is a demand for the im- 
mediate repeal of the section; to stop the spigot, as I characterized 
it yesterday, and then through the select joint committee to inves- 
tigate and see if some wise provision, some well-guarded measure, 
some proper legislation upon the subject, could not be evolved 
from its labors. 

Mr. MOODY. If the gentleman will permit me to suggest, if 
that is the reason why he would not accept the suggestion of the 
gentleman from New York, would he not accept this: That in- 
stead of repealing the law at this time its effects be suspended 
until, say, the Ist of April, 1897; and the appointment of the com- 
mission in the meantime having been made, they can make their 
report after their investigation, so that the friends of free alcohol 
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by this arrangement would see that they still have something to 
hold onto, and not give up everything. j 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, what I have said upon this sub- 
ject, and what has been said generally by others on the floor of 
the House, regarding the demerits of and the objections which are 
raised to section 61, that it is utterly impracticable, that it is un- 
workable and inapt as a legislative provision, demonstrates the 
unwisdom of suspending such a provision of statutory law, in- 
stead of repealing it outright. It onght to be repealed, not sus- 
pended; and then asuitable provision, if necessary, can be enacted 
after the report of the joint select committee of the two Houses 
has been received. . 

Mr. QUIGG. Does not the gentleman from Kentucky think 
that it is worth while to get a unanimous Republican party on 
this subject? 

Mr. EVANS. Ido not think there is any politics in the aoe: 
tion. I do not think the effort to inject politics into it has n 
fair, either to the Ways and Means Committee or to the Repub- 
lican party, for I say it is not a doctrine of the Republican party 
that you should subject the Treasury of the United States to ex- 
penditures by way of bounties at the rate of $1,000,000 a month 
without conferring some compensating benefit upon the public 
which alone would excuse it in any case. 

Mr. QUIGG. If the gentleman will permit me, there are some 
fifty or sixty Republicans here, however, on the floor who differ 
with him on that point, and think thisis apolitical question. They 
differ with the gentlemen constituting the Committee on Ways 
and Means in thatrespect. Why not, then, have some considera- 
tion for their feelings in the matter? j 

Now, if the gentleman from Kentucky will accept the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts simply to suspend the 
law temporarily, it will save the money to which the gentleman 
from Kentucky refers. 

Mr. EVANS. That is a fanciful idea, wholly impracticable, and 
unworthy of a legislative body N 

Mr. MOODY. But it will save the money which you say is 
being wasted. 

Mr. EVANS. We ought to repeal the law when we find it pro- 
ducing such disastrous results. ; 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in justice to myself, in a matter that is 
somewhat personal to myseif, I ask time to make a few remarks. 

The CH MAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. EVANS. I ought to be permitted to take up as much time 
as was occupied in questions, for reasons personal to myself. 

The C RMAN. The gentleman can only proceed by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. KEM. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. BARRETT] rise? 

Mr. BARRETT. I rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The'Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER] to oppose the amendment. 

Mr. SKINNER. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment, and I 
rise to know when it will be the proper time to offer it? 

The CHAIRMAN. After the discussion on the pending amend- 
ment is exhausted and the amendment has been disposed of. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I move to strike out the last 
word. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman isrecognized without that— 
recognized in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. WAL of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I yield to no 
man in the House or in the country in my admiration for the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means [Mr. DINGLEY] 
in his good judgment and his usefulness in this House on all ques- 
tions of legislation; but I think he and the Committee of Ways and 
Means have made a most serious mistake in presenting this bill to 
the House. In the first place it and the reasoning in their report 
is a clear justification of the Democratic Administration in re- 
fusing to obey the mandate of the Congress of the United States 
enacted into law and approved by the President of the United 
States. [Applause.] The Democratic Administration have re- 
fused to obey the law, and this bill is a justification of the Admin- 
istration for sodoing. They have refused to obey the law, it seems 
to me, for no reason in the world other than because of the defi- 
cient reyenue, which they have themselves produced in the tariff 
bill which they enacted, 

Furthermore, I am amazed beyond measure that a Republican 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means should justify 
every argument against a protective tariff by saying that the 
consumers can not get the advantage of the rebate of taxes in the 
following words: 


Section 61 would immensely benefit a few manufacturers and wholesale 
dealers in certain lines by returning to them, long after the product was 
marketed and sold, a sum equal to the taxes on the alcohol used, but that 
the groat consuming public would not, —.— in a single instance, owing 
to the exceptional nature of the case, have a Per price made to them. 


It appears to be a justification of the whole Democratic position, 
which we shall hear through the next Congress in every Demo- 
cratic speech. 

Let me say, Mr. Chairman, that it will be found impossible for 
Congress to pass any law for the use of free alcohol in the arts 
and manufactures that can by any possibility be as effective as 
the provision of the law which they seek to repeal. The provision 
of law which they seek to repeal puts it in the power of the ablest 
man that can be found in this country, with as many experts as 
he chooses to employ, to frame a law to-day, and amend the law 
to-morrow, and amend the law the next day and every day, and 
change the law until he finds it fits the circumstances, and this is 
a oer to the whole Congress of the United States. 

submit that the chairman of the committee, the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], gave his whole case away when he 
said that they would make an effort in the next Congress to frame 
a law allowing free alcohol, as in the present law. I do not believe 
that it has come to this, that the vernments of England, of 
France, of Germany can frame laws which are effective in those 
countries and that we can not frame a similar law which shall be 
as safe and effective in this country. And I want again to call the 
attention of this House to the fact that by no possibility can we 
frame a law that will not need amendment. By no possibility can 
we frame a law that will be as effective as to commit the whole 
lawmaking power (which is done under this section now sought 
to be repealed) to the Administration, that can amend the law 
every day andevery hour, at any point where it is found ineffective, 
Therefore, I say that if this House votes to repeal this law it is 
3 itself and condemning the whole doctrine of protection 
as well as limiting the lawmaking power toa singlo act, when 
under the words to berepealed it may be continuous through years, 
until it is as perfect as expert ingenuity can make it. 

ere the hammer fell. 

r. HILL. I desire to offer an amendment at the proper time, 
of which amendment I have given notice. 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment to the amendment, or an 
amendment to the bill? 

Mr. HILL. An amendment to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment to the amendment is in 
order now. 

Mr. SKINNER. I offer an amendment. 

Mr. HILL. The amendment which I wish to offer is to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and substitute another provision 
in the place of the present bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not an amendment tothe amendment. 

Mr. HILL. When that is in order, I wish to be recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Skinner] for an amendment to the 
amendment, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. SKINNER. Yes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding: 

That all brandies, high: and low wines, alcohol, and distilled spirits of all 

des, distilled entirely from fruit, shall hereafter be, and the same are 


ereby, exempted from the operation of the revenue laws of the United 
States, and the same is permitted free of tax or Federal supervision." 


Mr. DINGLEY. A point of order against that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. e Chair thinks that amendment is not 
germane to the amendment. It may be germane to the bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. SKINNER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Als TONAT Can I offer my amendment as an amendment 
e bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. After the present amendment is disposed 
of, then it will be proper to offer that, but not as an amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word of the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, for the 
purpose of answering one suggestion that has been made during 
this debate. The gentleman from Massachusetts a few moments 
ago, and others who have preceded him, spoke of the possibility 
of our administering this law so as to prevent frauds upon the 
Government. One of the means heretofore suggested, and even 
relied upon by those who favor free alcohol, was methylation. I 
was e chairman of the subcommittee on internal revenue 
of the Committee on Ways and Means which framed the Mills 
bill, and had occasion to make a very thorough investigation of 
this subject. A very fine chemist was employed by the Treasury 
Department, and he methylated spirits, ordinary whisky an 
table spirits. He 5 to me he had put about enough poison 
into one bottle of it to killa dozen men. He demethylated it, took 
the poison out, and left the whisky entirely harmless. That 

rocess was done over and over. Now, what method is pursued 
in France, England, and other countries in demethylating I do 
not know, but demethylation has thus far proved ineffectual by 
reason of this, 


Mr. MORSE. That is right. It kills 60,000 a year. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. It is not the methylated that kills. That is 
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some that has never been methylated, my friend. I yield to the 
sw r information of my friend from Massachusetts on that 
subject. It is one that I do not know anything about. 

Mr. Chairman, the effect of the law as it now stands is this: 
Those gentlemen who suppose that the consumer is going to be 
benefited, and who vote against this bill on the idea that they 
are benefiting the consumer, are very much deluded. We had a 

‘number of manufacturers before the Ways and Means Committee, 
and they were asked the question whether they had fixed the price 
of their goods in the open market after they were manufactured 
with a view to the reduced price of the alcohol that was used in 
them, or whether they had gone in the oj market and sold them 
as if manufactured from taxed alcohol. A very large majority 
stated very candidly, much to their credit, that they had been sell- 
ing on the basis they would have sold on with taxed alcohol. So 
that if you go on from year to year and enable the manufacturer 
to get his product free of tax, you at the same time give uncer- 
tainty still longer to other people to which the product is sold in 
open market at the same rate it would bear if a tax were imposed 
on it instead of free alcohol. 

Thus much on those two points. Now one word as to how this 
became law. The House of Representatives refused to adopt it. 
The majority of the Finance Committee of the Senate refused to 
adopt it. The Republican minority of the Finance Committee of 
the Senate cena to father it; but in that period of difficulty and 
uncertainty of passing the Wilson bill through the Senate it was 
offered by an individual member on his own responsibility, and 
was permitted to go into the bill under the same idea that many 
other things did, that they could be epg: off in conference. 
Now, if I may speak of past history, and I think I may without 
violating proprieties, there was not a single member of the com- 
mittee of conference, either of Senate or House, who did not favor 
stripping the bill of this, and so far as I know the minority favored 
it as Prefi as the majority of this House. If the conference report 
could have been adopted, that inevitably and certainly would have 
been stricken out of the bill. It was not in the bill with the con- 
sent of that Senate or that Houseor that Congress, and it will not 
Þe itted to remain in with the consent of this Congress. 

. QUIGG. Mr. Chairman, let us understand exactly what 

this situation is. The existing law imposes a tax on spirits. A 
provision of law says that if a man can show that he is using 
those spirits in arts or manufactures he can get back the money 
that he has paid into the Treasury. The Committee on Ways 
and Means proposes that that provision of law, permitting this 
rebate, shall be repealed; and then, in order to show that maybe 
they do not mean to prevent the use of free alcohol in the manu- 
pt oath or the arts, they sug; the 3 of a commission 
to inquire into the subject. Now, if they are sincere in the provi- 
sion they make, if they would like to see an effective law on this 
subject, a law permitting free alcohol to be used in the arts and 
manufactures, and if moy want a united party here in this House 
on that question, all in the world they have to do is to accept the 

Pay gine of the gentleman from Massachusetts, which is a per- 

fectly reasonable one, a perfectly easy one, and that is that this 
law, instead of being absolutely repealed, be simply suspended 
pending the report of this commission. 

I want the attention, if I may have it, of the 3 from 
Kentucky and of the chairman of the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee. Those gentlemen say that the suggestion of a suspension of 
the law pending the report of this proposed committee is a fan- 
tastic proposition. Why any more fantastic than the repeal of 
the law? It simply sets a date at which the repeal of the law 
shall cease to be Operative. That is the only effect of the suspen- 
sion. Now, if the gentleman will not accept the proposition of 
the gentleman from husetts, does it not show conclusively 
to every Representative on the floor of this House that the com- 
mittee does not mean free alcohol in the arts and manufactures, 
and that somehow or other it does mean to facilitate the opera- 
tions of the whisky trust? Ido not suppose that any gentleman 
has that deliberate intention, but 

Mr. EVANS. Will you state how it facilitates the operations 
of the whisky trust? 7 

Mr. QUIGG. I would if I had time. 

Mr. EVANS. Take time and do it. 

Mr. QUIGG. I would like to. What it does is to make alcohol 
so expensive that it can not be bought practically for use in the 
arts and manufactures. Now, the committee can accept the 
amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts if they will. 
It is a perfectly reasonable one. Only private opinion can stand 
in the yaz of their accepting it. 

Mr. S . The Attorney-General and the Secretary of the 

have both decided t this law is not in effect and is 
not o tive; the gentleman from New York wants us to declare 
that it is operative and to suspend it. In other words, he wants 
us tol claims which the Treasury Department rejects. 

Mr. GG. Not at all. That 3 8 a 3 2 = 
Treasury Department can dispose of. is a question for the 

courts to dispose of, and they will do it. 


Mr. STEELE. But you have claimed that the Secretary's deci- 
sion is final. 


Mr. QUIGG. Ihave claimed nothing respecting the Secretary’s 

decision. 
Mr. STEELE. Well, the tleman from Connecticut 
HILL] 5 ay shy ee 
x GG. What I do say is that you can 
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as à sop. 

Mr. STEELE. It is no sop. : 

Mr. QUIGG. Well, if you intend anything by it, you can just 
as well suspend the law in the meantime. You can suspend it as 
well as you can repeal it; and I appeal to the members of this 
House to vote for that proposition. 

Mr. KNOX. I do not wish to tire the committee, but I wish 
to add a few words to what I said before applicable to my amend- 
ment. The whole case for the repeal of the law has rested upon 
the proposition that it is impossible to frame regulations under 
this provision of law which shall permit the use of free alcohol in 
the arts and manufactures and at the same time secure the proper 
collection of the tax levied by the internal-reyenue law. Now I 
say amendment of the committee in itself directly contra- 
dicts that proposition and says, in effect, that it is possible for the 
co; ttee who are to sit in the recess, and who are to have power 
to send for persons and papers, to frame rules and regulations 
which will adequately proes the revenue and at the same time 
give us free alcohol in the arts and in manufactures. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. The committee's proposition 
gives away their whole case. 

Mr. KNOX. It gives away their whole case. Upon another 
ground also I appeal to this House. Have you more confidence, 
gentlemen, in a committee of 6 to be appointed by the Speaker of 
the House and the President of the Senate than you haye in the 
17 men who constitute the Committee on Ways and Means of this 
House? If these abuses have been going on and it is possible, as 
the Committee on Ways and Means now say, to frame regulations 
to preyent them, why have not they devoted their time during 
this session to the framing of such tions? 

Mr. STEELE. They have tried to do so. 

Mr, KNOX. Put them in here, then, and let us see them. We 
have not heard of them before. The proposition here has been 
that it is impossible to frame such regulations. 

Mr. QUIGG. And yet they propose the appointment of a com- 
mittee to frame such regulations! 

Mr. DALZELL. The proposition is that it is impossible to 
frame regulations under this law. - 

Mr. KNOX. I agree fully to the gentleman’s proposition, but I 
submit now that you can frame nothing that will be more general 
or stronger in favor of the Government than this. The Ways 
and Means Committee have had plenty of time. They have not 
been overburdened in framing legislation during this session. 

Mr. DALZELL. I will say to the gentleman that the Ways 
and Means Committee has met nearly every day in the week from 
the inning of this session. 

Mr. OX. Verywell. Isubmit thatthere was time to frame 
regulations for this purpose,and for my part I have more confi- 
dence in the distingui gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL}, in the distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. DING- 
LEY], and in the other members of the Committee on Ways and 
Means than I have in any committee of six that can be appointed 
by the Speaker of the House and the President of the Senate. Isay 
let this law stand until the next session. Let the Ways and Means 
Committee, in the meantime, be thinking over the rules and reg- 
ulations that they can prescribe, and let us have the benefit of their 
reflection and judgment at the next session of Con They 
owe us that duty; they owe it to the House. Free alcohol in the 
arts is a Republican principle, a Republican doctrine. We have 
it now. And what I beg is that it shall not be thrown out because 
gentlemen say that regulations can not be framed, while at the 
same time they ask the House to appoint a committee to frame 


. This measure has been suggested to the com- 
mittee in the interest of the manufacturers and is presented at 
their request. 

Mr. OX. We refuse it. It means nothing. It is simply a 


ar STEELE, 
Mr. S The manufacturers request it nobody else. 
Mr. KNOX. What manufacturers request it? No manufac- 
turer that I know an wg Pekin has requested it. 
a rt Sic Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut who have re- 
nes 1t. 
4 The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 


chusetts [Mr. eee expired. 
Mr. S ER. . Chairman, this discussion illustrates, I 


may say exemplifies, in parables et Sig ect with truth how 


inconsistent, how unjust, inequitable, and un-American is the 
entire internal-revenue system; a system which the late Senator 
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Vance (who, I will add by ar o nthesis, was the greatest 
man ever furnished by North olina to public life) was accus- 
tomed to designate as infernal and those engaged in its execution 
as red-legged grasshoppers, a name which will follow them so 
tong as the name and memory of Vance is revered and honored 
in the good old North State. 5 

The amendment which I introduced, and which was ruled as 
not germane, reads as follows: 

Amend by adding: 

“That all brandies, low and nigh wines, and spirits of all grades and kinds, 
distilled patron oom fruit, shall hereafter be, and the same are hereby, ex- 
empted from the 3 of the internal-revenue laws of the United 
States, and the same is hereby permitted without Federal tax or supervision.” 

Every principle consistent with natural and individual liberty 
demands the abolition of the entire revenue system, with its 
espionage, its inquisitions, its detectives, and its (red 
5 nosing and spying around the homes of the honest 
grain and fruit growers of the country. Every principle consist- 
ent with the American doctrine of protection would exempt the 
orchards and the vineyards of the country from this tax and 
thereby stimulate fruit growing and the vineyard industry of 
the country and give individual liberty to the small fruit growers 
of the country to do as they desire with their grapes, their 
apples, their peaches—to sell them in bulk or to distill them into 
wine or brandy, as they ought to have the right to do, and as 
they did have the right to do in good old antebellum days. 

. Chairman, the House can hardly conceive with what joy 
and satisfaction the small farmers of the country would receive 
this simple. message of relief, that in the next fruit season, if 
Providence should bless them with a reasonable harvest, they 
might have the privilege of converting their surplus fruit into 
brandy for their own family use or sale, withont tax and without 
Federal espionage and surveillance. It is simply tyranny on the 

art of the Government to exact this tax and surveillance, and to 

orce the fruit grower to see his fruit rot and waste, because he 
can not comply with the harsh and tyrannical revenue laws of the 
country. Mr. Chairman, it does seem that the growers of fruit in 
this liberty-loving country should be permitted to make useful in 
every form the harvest with which Providence shall bless them, 
and to restrain them is abridging their natural rights and ancient 
privileges. 
If this hand of oppression was raised you would see every 
farmer in the country increase his vineyard and orchard, and in this 
way the country would prosper in the sense of being the better 
e and happier in the sense of enjoying their natural 
rights unrestrained by the Federal Government. . Chairman, 
to the abstract question of the use of free alcohol in the arts and 
manufactures there would be no division of sentiment. Thetrouble 
arises in the practical execution of the law, that is to permit the 
same without subjecting the internal system to fraud. 

The same objection is raised to free fruit alcohol that is, if fruit 
were permi to be distilled free that it would open the door to 
adulteration and fraud. 

This inability of the Secretary of the Treasury to provide a 
system for these exemptions to the revenue laws is moonshine, and 
in the interest of Kentucky moonshine at that. It reminds me 
of the puerile argument of the Secretary of the Treasury against 
free coinage at 16 to 1—that the mints are not sufficient, when every 
child knows the Government can easily build more mints; and 
likewise I am convinced that the Secr of the Treasury could 
provide a plan to protect the Government if he was interested and 
maig to do so. 

Itillustrates, however, that the entire internal-revenue system is 
radically wrong in principle. It can only be justified by the 
expediency of raising revenue, and on this line permit me to sug- 
gest to the House it is a failure—both in the net revenue raised 
and in its demoralizing methods. We commence at the wrong 
end. The person to bear the tax is the consumer—as a beverage. 
We ought to have the free manufacture of alcohol of all es 
andallkinds. Then you would have free alcohol for the arts and 
manufactures, and free fruit brandy without embarrassment, and 
without fraud or temptation to fraud. 

Let the Government levy its tax, raise its revenue from the per- 
sonal consumer of all grades of alcohol, and not restrain manufac- 
turers with Federal tax or interference. This can be done in either 
of two ways: by leaving to the States to collect through their own 
machinery such taxes, or by federalizing the South Carolina plan 
in a practical manner. This is such a control of the sale for bev- 
erage as will tend to decrease the evils of the whisky traffic and 
afford sufficient revenue to meet the deficiency in the Treasury, 
and with a smaller and less objectionable Federal army than is 
employed in the internal-reyenue system, which is now primarily 
in the interest of the Kentucky whisky trust, and secondarily for 
revenue, and to the distaste and condemnation of all people who 
are familiar with its methods, plans, and results. 

Mr. Chairman, give the country free manufacture of alcohol 
of all kinds and es, then you will have restored to the people 


their natural rights, todo with their own as they please. Then, in 
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the interest of revenue, yea, in the interest of humanity, assume 
the control of the sale. In this manner you can double therevenne , 

i from this source and at the same time ameliorate the 
conditions of consumers and protect the homes of theland against | 
an abuse of its use. 

The evil of the traffic is seen, felt, and heard from as 0 e 
over the counter into the human system, destroying alike the 
manhood, the happiness, and prosperity of the people. At this 
point, where it becomes the fruitful source of pauperization, crime, 
insanity, disease, and death, is where the Government should le 
and collect its revenues, both in the interest of an 8 
revenue and the good morals, health, and happiness of the 
human mame 

My 2 y in this matter is with the fruit and grain grower; 
these are the ones whose conditions I would ameliorate, and these 
are the industries that I would encourage and stimulate, alike with 
all industries of our country, so as to bring equal prosperity and 
the exercise of equal rights. 

I want to restore to the plain people their natural right to con- 
vert that product which they produce by their honest toil, under 
the favor of heaven, as they may please, into meal or hominy, 
wine, whisky, or brandy, without interference, surveillance, or 
tax from the Federal Government. If the public revenues require 
the tax, let it be applied in the control of the sale for a beverage, 

Here the hammer fell. 
inal ARHAN: . Debate on the pending amendment is ex- 


Mr. PAYNE. I move to strike out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN, The entire debate on the pending amend- 
ments is exhausted. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move to strike out the last three words. Let 
us have debate on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is ex- 
hausted; and there are paning two formal amendments which 
must be disposed of. there be no objection, the informal 
amendments of the gentleman from Tennessee and the gentleman 
from Massachusetts will be considered as withdrawn. The 
Chair hears no objection. The question is now on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Evans]. 

Mr. EVANS. There are three amendments proposed by the 
Committee on Ways and Means. The first is to change the date 
ascribed to the Wilson bill from the 25th to the 28th of August. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 5, strike out 25th” and insert “28th.” 

The CHAIRMAN. On that amendment the Chair will recog- 
nize the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE]. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Committee 
on Ways and Means of the Fifty-first Congress I entered upon the 
deliberation, in the formation of the bill reported and passed in 
that Congress, with a firm conviction that we ought to have free 
alcohol for use in manufactures and the artsin this country. I 
was as firmly convinced of that then as my friend from Connecti- 
cut is to-day; and on an examination of the subject I was as 
firmly convinced that it was a very easy thing to formulate just 
as he seems to think to-day it is a very easy thing to do. We 
examined the matter before the Committee on Ways and Means 
for a number of weeks and were unable absolutely to hit on any 
plan by which we could accomplish the result, as we thought, 
practically and without danger of serious frauds on the revenues 
of the Government: 

Ihave given agreat deal of thought and consideration to the 
subject since that time. When the Wilson bill was formulated 
in 1894 the matter was considered and this clause went in on the 
suggestion of a Senator from Massachusetts who, in reply to 
queries, said that he did not think the clause he offered was prac- 
tical or that it could be enforced, but he offered it in order that 
the subject might go into conference, and see whether the con- 
ferees could not get something out of it. And it was put on in 
the Senate on that suggestion in the hope that something might 

w out of the conference and some practical suggestion made 

y the conferees on the of the two Houses to carry it into 

effect. But we all know how the Senate amendments were agreed 

to here in the House without any consideration whatever, because 
the conference failed. 

Now, that section is an utterly impracticable measure. It can 
not be enforced. Of all the laws that have been drawn or pro- 
posed on the subject of free alcohol, none are so well calculated 
to defeat the very object it claims to have in view as this section 
61, and there is no provision of law so difficult of enforcement. 
It is in fact utterly incapable of enforcement as it stands, and 
hence there has grown up throughout the country a demand for 
the repeal of this section 61 of the law of 1894. 

I have seen no suggestion yet where there was safety for the 
revenues of the Government, save in the single proposition that 
every factory using alcohol for the g of manufacture 
should become a bonded warehouse wi the restrictions and 
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all the re tions and all the expenses that attend every distillery 
or bonded warehouse in the United States. The cost of such 
a system would be enormous—a million or more of dollars annu- 
ally, and the Ways and Means Committee did not think that they 
ought to try to saddle this cost on the Government of the United 
States or upon the manufacturers who use alcohol and charge 
them with the expense unless it is the last resort in legislation 
upon the subject, because if we charge it on the factories it 
necessarily drives out the small men from the business. They 
can not come in and manufacture at the enormous expense that 
would attend the bonded manufacturer or the distiller under the 
law. It would involve an entire suspension of the smaller estab- 
lishments. They might better pay the tax on the alcohol, which 
would drive them out of business. 

For my own part, I hope that some way may yet be devised to 
meet the difficulties that exist, because such laws have been in 
force in England, in France, in the Netherlands, andin other coun- 
tries with dense populations for some time. In countries where 
hundreds of their citizens surround the various factories and watch 
them, it isso easy, under such circumstances, to watch and detect 
fraud if any is committed. But we could not get along here in 
that manner. We can not even get along in the distilling of 
whisky, with all the care that is taken, without tfraud in the 
moonshining districts, away from population. e have not yet 
devised a plan that enables us to collect all the revenue on dis- 
tilled whisky for that very reason. : 

I hope, therefore, that some provision will be made with refer- 
ence to this very question that will be more satisfactory in the 
future. I want to see every legitimate manufacturer who uses 
altohol permitted to getit free from all taxation. In saying that, 
however, I desire to say also that I have no sympathy with those 
people who peddle medicinal compounds and manufactured medi- 
cines throughout the country, because I believe as a rule that 95 
per cent of them are used strictly for beverages by the people of 
the United States, as whisky is handed over the bar in a glass in 

the various saloons in our great cities. And I want to see, as long 
as we have the internal-revenue system in force, all of these stuffs 
that are used as beverages compelled to pay this tax. But I shall 
welcome an 8 plan that will enable the manufacturer, 
using alcohol in his manyfacturin 8 to get it free of cost 
as far as taxation is concerned, and 1 hope such a plan can be de- 
vised, or scheme formulated, to protect the revenues, while at the 
same time it allows alcohol free in the manufactures and arts. 
|g the hammer fell. } 
. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, it strikes me that this is one of 
the fragments of the Wilson bill broughtinto this Congress for re- 
ee lad to know that we have at last started along on 
that line—a Tine bearing in the right direction. I regret, how- 
ever, that we can not bring in the entire bill and repeal it all at 
one fell swoop. 

Now, I want to say to my distinguished friends who belong to 
one of the great political parties who are advocating the free and 
unlimited coinage of silver that they are going to the Chicago 
convention, many of them, to nominate a candidate for the Presi- 
dency who shall be pledged to the free and unlimited 5 9 ie of 
silver. [Applause.] But, Mr. Chairman, these gentlemen of the 
Democratic party, who maintain for a moment that they can, in 
that convention, nominate such a man, are reckoning without their 
host. x 

When you meet in Chicago you will find that the Paul of free 
silver may plant and the Apollos of bimetgllism may water, but 
the gold-standard god of Democracy alone can give the increase, 
and that of Democracy to-day is Grover Cleveland, now Pres- 
ident of the United States. You will find that your convention 
will be controlled and absolutely dominated by the Clevelands, 
the Harritys, the Gormans, the Carlisles, and the Whitneys of the 
country, and you free-silver men who represent the ginseng and 
hoop-pole districts of the 3 when you go to Chicago as del- 
egates, will belong to the great family known as the family of 
Not-in-it. 

Go back into the history of Democracy since the war, and you 
will see that every man you have nominated has been an Eastern 
man- every one from the State of New York; and in 1896 you 
will not make a new precedent. 

In 1864 you nominated McClellan from New York, and he went 
down in defeat, In 1868 you nominated Seymour, and he went 
down in defeat; and Grant, the American patriot, statesman, and 
greatest soldier the modern world has known, was triumphantly 
elected to the Presidency. [Applause.] In 1872 no Democrat in 
your party was found worthy of a nomination, and knowing that 
defeat hopelessly confronted the 5 vou took up that 
grand old apostle of 1 Horace Greeley, and in his old 
age you immolated and murdered him on the altar of a decaying 
and defunct Democracy. In 1876 you made Tilden of New York 

our nominee and he went down in defeat by the overwhelming, 
ly cast, and honestly counted vote of the country. [Derisive 
lnaghter on the Democratic side.] 


In 1880 you took up the superb Hancock, also of New York 
and he went down in defeat; and the immortal Garfield was elected 
to the Presidency. Im 1884 you took up Cleveland, another New 
York candidate, and he was elected by the vote of New York, 
which more recent developments show to have been fraudulent. 
In 1888 you again nominated Cleveland,and he went down in 
defeat; and the great Indianian, Benjamin Harrison, took hold of 
the helm of the ship of state and guided her in safe channels for 
four years, and gave the people an Administration which courted 
aod received the respect and admiration of every loyal American 
citizen. 

In 1892 the Democracy seen nominated Cleveland and he was 
declared elected, and in July, 1896, when the contending hosts of 
Democracy meet in national convention in Chicago, amidst strife 
and turmoil, you will find that Eastern Democrats will again 
control the convention and your candidate will be chosen from a 
State lying east of the Alleghanies, and he will bea single gold 
standard man, leaving the Western free-silver Democracy foun- 
dering in a fathomless sea without compassorrudder. [Applause 
on the ublican aae 

Here the hammer fell.] 
2 LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

I was very much impressed yesterday by a su; tion made b 
the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL], that t some 3 
ating process had been adopted in England by which the Goy- 
ernment could give free alcohol. The question was asked then 
why we should not, instead of repealing this act, pass an amend- 
ment that would enable this country to do the same thing. Now, 
I want light upon that question, and I want my friend from New 
York [Mr. Payne], if he can, to give the House the information 
why it is not possible for us to adopt the same methods that have 
been adopted in England, and which we are assured have been 
succe: there? I yield to the gentleman from New York to 
answer, and let it be taken out of my time. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iunderstand that the process of methylation con- 
sists of mingling about 10 per cent of wood alcohol with 90 per 
cent of grain alcohol, which renders the mixture poisonous, and 
of course while itis in that form it can not be used as a beverage. 
It would be deadly. That is the method whichis used in England. 
But it is found that it is the easiest thing in the world to separate 
the wood alcohol from the grain alcohol. The specific gravity is 
not the same, even at normal temperature, and by slightly raising 
the temperature, not high enough for the purpose of distillation, 
the wood alcohol can be separated from the grain alcohol. 

Mr. LACEY. How do they get over that difficulty in England? 

Mr. PAYNE. They are living so compactly 8 there 
are so many noses to smell the operation, all over the Kingdom, 
that it would be discovered. Because of the sparsely settled char- 
acter of many parts of this country we have a great deal more 
danger of avoidance of the internal-revenue laws by illicit dis- 
tillers. It is a notorious matter that all over the country there 
are many illicit stills which are almost impossible of detection, 
and that we can not regulate the collection of this revenue upon 
the products of distilleries without the strictest surveillance on 
the part of the Government, necessitating a large number of offi- 
cers and a large expense. We should have to guard in the same 
way to protect against the frands upon the revenue by the de- 
methylating of methylated alcohol. 

Mr. LACEY. Is the methylating of alcohol the only method 
used in England to protect the Government? 

Mr. PAYNE. I think that is the only method, so far as I am 
informed, which is used in England. They have some strict rules 
and regulations, but that is the only method of rendering the 
alcohol unfit for use as a beverage. 

i N LACEY. I believe there are only five distilleries in Eng- 
and? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know. The number is small. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Ishould like to ask the gentle- 
man from New York whether he knows if there has ever been 
any successful demethylation of methylated spirits in what may 
be called commercial quantities? It has been done chemically at 
the Treasury Department, but is it not a fact that in England it 
is found impracticable and too expensive to demethylate the 


methylated spirits which are used in manufactures? 
Mr. PAYNE. My information is that it can be done at a very 
slight ex 


use. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. My information is just the 
contrary. 

Mr. 1 That is Why we want this commission. 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope the gentleman's view of the case may 

rove to be correct. If we appoint this commission, they may 
investigate that subject, and if his information proves to be cor- 
rect I shall be with him. 

Taere the hammer fell. ] 

.EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I should not have further troubled 

the committee had it not been that some expressions fell from the 
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lips of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] yesterday and 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] which insinuat- 
ingly connected me and Kentucky and my labors in this behalf 
with the so-called whisky trust or with some whisky ring. That 
was alike unkind and unjust, not otherwise to characterize it. 
Furthermore, I will yenture to say that neither gentleman knows 
what the whisky trust is. 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman pardon me? Does the gentle- 
man from Kentucky say I made that statement yesterday? 

Mr. EVANS. Itis in your speech, I think. 

Mr. HILL. All of my remarks are printed in the RECORD, and 
the gentleman is entirely mistaken in stating that I made such a 


remark. 

Mr. EVANS. I may have confounded it with the remark of 
some one else. I have referred to it, however, without any feeling 
with respect to either gentleman. 

Mr. Chairman, this question was as new to me as to any mem- 
ber of this body until it fell to my laborious duty as chairman of 
the subcommittee on internal revenue of the Ways and Means 
Committee to investigate the subject as a part of my work as such 
chairman. I never heard of free alcohol in the arts under section 
61, so far as I know, until the bill, not a Kentucky bill, but a bill 
introduced by the ee from Pennsylvania Mr. CHARLES W. 
STONE], came to the subcommittee for investigation. Now, I as- 
sert that the whisky trust of all the manufacturers of distilled 
spirits is the one which is particularly interested in the continu- 
ance of section 61. The whisky trust, it may 3 gentle- 
men to know, makes no whisky, but manufactures alcohol alone, 
and gentlemen ought to understand that the whisky trust is the 
American Spirits Manufacturing Company, a corporation which 
has distilleries in several parts of the country, mostly in Illinois, 
but none in Kentucky so far as I know. Let me say, by the way 
of relief to the inflamed gentlemen, that the Kentucky distillers, 
so far as I know, have not the slightest interest in this PB hemes 
any more than any other citizen has in stopping a 1 in the 


easury. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the gentleman allow me 
a question? 

r. EVANS. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I understand the gentleman to 
say that so far as he knew the distillers of the country had no 
interest in this matter? 

Mr. EVANS. I say the distillers of Kentucky. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Oh! 

Mr. EVANS. So far as I know they have not. Iam not here 
to speak for the distillers of Kentucky, and I do not know whether 
they have or not, but in what I have done with reference to this 
bill I am only discharging the duties devolved on me by reason 
of committee assignment and not otherwise, and I know of no dis- 
tillers being specially interested in this bill except the manufac- 
turers of alcohol, and their influence is in opposition to this bill. 
The maker of whisky has nothing to do with the matter. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Let me ask the gentleman one 
question. 

Mr. EVANS. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Has the gentleman forgotten 
that in the hearings before his subcommittee it was testified by 
the distillers that every distiller in this country was interested in 
this legislation? 

Mr. EVANS. One Pennsylvania distiller, from Pittsburg, did so, 
volunteering a few words; and he was the 875 one, and whether 
he spoke as one having full knowledge or not I know not. 

Mr. COLSON. Did he bring any Monongahela rye with him? 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, I only rose for the p of 
making this brief personal statement, and to move that debate on 
the bill and all amendments in the committee be closed at 3 o’clock. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Irise to a parliamentary in- 


uiry. 
5 The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I have sent up an amendment 
which is to be offered after the committee amendments. Does the 
motion of the gentleman from Kentucky affect debate on my 
amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will affect debate upon amendments. It 
will not affect the offering of amendments. The question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. QUIGG. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIR The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. QUIGG. Will the adoption of this motion prevent the 
introduction of other amendments? 

The CHAIRMAN, It willnot prevent the introduction of other 
r. MOODY, Anoth liam ad 

9 p other parliamentary inquiry. Will the adop- 
tion of this motion shut out debate onany amendment which may 
hereafter be offered? 

The CHAIRMAN. It would. 

Mr. EVANS. But amendments can be offered. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to say to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] was as- 
sured that there would be an opportunity given him to offer an 
amendment and to make a few statements respecting the same; 
and in view of that fact, I ask the gentleman from Kentucky to 
make his motion to limit all debate on the section and pen 
amendments to 3 o'clock. That will give a vote on the pending 
amendments, and we can then take up other amendments. 

Mr. EVANS. I accept that modification. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman, will the adoption of the vote 
preclude the offering of amendments to the bill or a motion to 
report the bill to the House with the recommendation that the 
enacting clause be stricken out? 

The MAN. It would not. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. Evans, and it 
was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on adoption of the commit- 
tee amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “twenty-fifth,” in line 5, and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “twenty-eighth.” 

The amendment was d to. 

The CHAIRMAN. e question is on the adoption of the 
amendment to the title of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I rise to call the attention of 
the Chair to the fact that an amendment to the title of the bill 
oe not be submitted until the body of the bill has been per- 

ected. 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment can not be agreed to, as in 
the House, but the Chair assumes that a recommendation of the 
amendment can be made by the committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amendment 
of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Szc. 2. That a joint select committee is hereby anthorized, to consist of 
three Senators, to be appointed by the Presiding Officer of the Senate, and 
three members of the 3 —.— of Representatives, to be a by the 
Speaker of the House, which select committee s consider all questions re- 
lating to the use of alcohol in the manufactures and arts, free of tax, and to 
zopari their conclusions to Congress on the first Monday in December, 1896. 

d joint select committee is authorized to sit 7 subcommittee or other- 
wise during the recess or session of Congress at such times and places as they 
deem advisable; to summon witnesses, administer oaths, print testimony or 
other information, and to employ such sten phic, clerical, and other as- 
sistance as may be necessary, one-half of the expense to be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate and one-half from the contingent fund of the 
House of Representatives. 

The question being taken, the Chairman declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

A division being called for, the committee divided, and there 
were—ayes 112, noes 9. 

So the amendment was adopted. : 
Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by inserting in 
line 3, after the word “that,” the words the effect and operation 
of”; and in line 7 by pote out the word ‘ repealed” and in- 
serting suspended until July 1, 1897”; so that if the amend- 

ments be adopted the bill will read: 

That the effect and operation of section 61 of an act entitled “An act to re- 
duce taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- 
poses.“ which became a law August 28, 1894, be, and the same is hereby, 
suspended until July 1, 1897. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not strange, after the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee have deliberated throughout all this session, and, having 
found one single section in the Wilson-Gorman bill which con- 
forms to Republican doctrine, have brought in here a measure for 
the purpose of repealing that section, that there should be some 
difference of opinion upon the Republican side of the House. The 
committee, fearing that that pill, not my coated, can not go 
throngh this Committee of the Whole and the House of Repre- 
sentatives, have now offered an amendment which has just been 
adopted—I will not call ita bunco amendment, but the effect of 
it is that. It has the effect of deluding the House with false hopes. 
It provides that a commission shall report upon this subject on 
the 1st day of December, 1896. 

In what condition will the House find itself at that time? AN 
reference to free alcohol will have been stricken out of the statute 
book, There will be a Democratic Senate and a Democratic Pres- 
ident, and it will be utterly impossible to enact any measure which 
will lessen the receipts from internal revenue and give the oppor- 
tunity to seek receipts at the custom-house, Therefore, if this re- 
pealis now made by the House, no measure such as the appointment 
of a commission will accomplish anything during the remaining 
session of this Congress. Further than that, the result depends 


greatly upon the men who may be appointed upon the commission, 
f a majority of them believe, as the gentleman from Tennessee 
pe MCMILLIN] believes, that revenue ought to be raised by in- 

taxation and not at the custom-house, they will not be able 
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to find any method of regulation which will J geno for free alco- 


hol any more than the present Secretary of Treasury has been 
able to find such a method of regulation. 

If, on the other hand, they consist of friends of free alcohol 
they may bring in some measure. It depends somewhat, though, 
on what kind of friends they are. The distinguished gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] has declared that he is a friend of free 
alcohol. I wish he had devoted his great talents and learning to 
the discovery of a propa system of tions to give effect 
to the provision for free alcohol instead of bringing in this bill to 

the law. Free alcohol might well say to the distinguished 
gentleman from Maine who calls himself its friend, “It was all 
very well to dissemble your love, but why did you kick me down- 
stairs.” [Laughter.] For that is precisely what is done by the 
passage of this bill. Now, the amendment which I offer pro- 
to a the operation of the law until the 1st of July, 

897, until the commission that is to be appointed can reasonably 
consider the subject and make its report to this House. When 
that report is made at the next session of this Congress, we may 
find that we can get cooperation from the President and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury if they think they can exchange a bad law 
for the good law which wil be suggested by that commission; 
but if they find that, in accordance with Democratic principles, 
the whole theory of free alcohol is wiped from the statute book, 
we can get no such cooperation and we shall be powerless. As 
was pointed out by the gentleman from New ak if all that is 
aimed at is the elimination of the vicious element contained in 
the law, if the principle of free alcohol in the arts is not aimed at, 
then the House will adopt the amendment which is now before it. 
It is an amendment hastily drawn. I should have preferred to 
have had the same object brought about by a more carefully 
framed measure, but if the words in my amendment do not ac- 
complish the 1 words can be found that will accomplish it. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I think it can be truthfully 
said that at least every member of the Republican end of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means is in favor of free alcohol under some 
well-regulated and practicable law. But, not to use any more 
emphatic terms, it seems to me that the remarks made by numer- 
ous gentlemen on the floor with respect to the conduct of the Ways 
and Means Committee have been exceedingly unfair. That com- 
mittee gave to this subject, as it gave to every subject that has 
been brought before it at this session, the most earnest and serious 
consideration. The result of that consideration was the conclu- 
sion that the law on the statute book now in question was futile 
to bring about the object that was intended by its framers, The 
Committee on Ways and Means did not rely Papy upon the tes- 
timony presented before them, but they considered the opinion of 
the last Republican Commissioner of Internal Revenue, the opin- 
ion of the present Commissioner of Internal Revenue, the opinion 
of the last Republican Secretary of the Treasury, and the opinion 
of the ent Secretary of the Treasury. And gentlemen who are 
fair will recognize at once that there is no argument in the asser- 
tion that this is declared an impracticable provision by a Demo- 

cratic Administration merely 5 it does not wish to carry 
out the law. The opinions of the Secretary of the Treasury and 
of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue as to matters fallin 
within their respective spheres are entitled to consideration; an: 
that consideration they have had. 

Coming into this House with the opinion that this att ought 
to be repealed, the Committee on Ways and Means made a con- 
cession to the opponents of the measure. It is embodied in this 
second section. And now 8 get up on the floor and in 
such as that used by the gentleman from Massachusetts 

. Moopy] who has just sat down accuse us of submitting to 
House a “ bunco” measure. 

Mr. MOODY. Oh, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman under- 
stood me as reflecting upon the motives of the committee, I beg 
to disclaim any such suggestion. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is just exactly what the gentleman said. 

Mr. MOODY. Then I did not mean it. I withdraw it. I in- 
tended no such suggestion. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, I think the gentleman does himself 
credit in withdrawing it. 

Mr. MOODY. I should regret exceedingly to be so understood. 

Mr. DALZELL. Now, the question before the House is not 
whether or not we shall have free alcohol. The question before 
the House is whether the law on the statute book gives us free 
alcohol, whether it accomplishes the purpose for which it was 
intended. If it does not accomplish the purpose for which it was 
intended, then it ought to be stricken from the statute book, un- 
Tess it accomplishes some other good purpose. Now, what good 
purpose does it accomplish, or rather what evil purpose does it 
accomplish? It does not give to the manufacturer free alcohol. 
It does not give to the consumer free alcohol. What does it do? 
It piles up day by day, month after month, so long as it remains 
upon the statute book, claims upon the Government of the United 
States, claims that the next Republican Administration (for we 


all believe, even our friends on the other side, that it will be a 
Republican Administration)—to the extent of millions of dollars 
that the Republican Administration will be called upon to pay. 
Gentlemen must bear in mind that bya decision of the Supreme 
Court as long ago as 6 eee ee will remember the 
case of Fletcher vs. Beck—all these claims stand upon a basis that 
is impossible to be affected by legislation, And it matters not 
what this House may do, whether it repeal this law or not, those 
claims will exist as claims against the Government until they 
shall have been finally passed upon by the proper tribunal. If by 
the common-law principle that were not so, I call the attention of 
the committee to chapter 2 of the Revised Statutes, section 13: 
The re of any statute shall not have the effect to re 0 
any 8 orfelture, or liability i ‘ander — 55 sinnte, unless the 


ty, fi meu 
act shall so expressly provide, and such statute shall as 


still remaining in force for the 1 r ac 
prosecution for the enforcement oF such penalty, fo: r 25 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Does that provision apply in 
any other cases of repeal than made by the Revised Statutes? 

Mr. DALZELL. I think it does. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I think it does not. 

Mr. DALZELL. But whether it does or not, let it be conceded 
that it does not 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania 3 5 DALZELL] has expired. 

Mr. EVANS. I move that debate on this bill and all amend- 
ments be now closed. I believe the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. Horine not wish to occupy any further time. 

Mr. HILL. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, I do. 

Mr. EVANS. I understood the gentleman otherwise. 

55 HILL. I said that I wanted to offer an amendment and 

ain it. 
r. PARKER. I desire also to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
apta! withdraw his motion? 

Mr. EVANS. Iwill move that debate be closed in five minutes, 
so that the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] may have an 
opportunity to offer his amendment and explain it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I have sent to the desk an 
amendment which I propose to offer, 1 a saving clause 
drawn in accordance with the views of the distinguished. gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DALZELL. I trust the gentleman will not do that. There 
is no use of our legislating as to whether those claims are good or 
bad. Let the courts pass on them when they come up. 

Mr. EVANS. I modify my motion and move that debate on 
the bill and all amendments be closed in ten minutes from this 


time. 

Mr. PARKER. If this motion be adopted, shall I be permitted 
to offer an amendment? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Amendments will be in order. 

The CHAIRMAN, This motion will not prevent the offering 
of amendments. 

The motion of Mr. Evans was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, it was my intention, and I gave 
notice to that effect on yesterday, that at the close of the general 
debate, or when the opportunity offered, I would present the com- 
mittee amendment as a substitute for the whole proposition re- 
ported from the Committee on Ways and Means, My purpose 
was this: The moment this law is repealed the manufacturers in 
my district at least, and I presume the other manufacturers 
throughout the coun generally, believe that instantly the 
price of the only substitute for grain alcohol entering into the 
arts and manufactures will be largely advanced and that they 
will be placed at the mercy of a trust which controls the output 
in this country of the product. They believe that honestly, and I 
believe that they are right, from the very fact that the price of 
alcohol has been practically, during the last two and ahalf years. 
controlled by the Congress of the United States as the result o. 
its legislation, and for that reason I was opposed and am now to 
the re of that provision of the law. 

I believe the same result may be practically gained, and perhaps 
with better results to the United States, if the proposition of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] were adopted and 
put in force, and I give notice now that I shall not offer the sub- 
stitute I had intended to offer, and which I have suggested, but 
will yote for the amendment of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts. Lask the members of this House to at least give the pro- 
tection of a possible future competition, if they will not grant the 
protection of present competition, tothe manufacturers who are 
compelled, if they are to continue business, to use wood alcohol 
at any price ranging from 90 cents to $2.30 a gallon, the price of 
grain alcohol with the tax paid, and it seems to me that if the 
country is not to suffer, as I believe it will not suffer by the adop- 
tion of the amendment of the gentleman from husetts and 
a suspension for a short time of the present law, that the manu- 
facturing industries are at least entitled to that protection, 
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I had another reason for 1 g this matter. It seems to me 
to be utterly impossible as the Government is now constituted, 
and itis liable to be so constituted for the next two years, to enact 
into law the regulations the commission would formulate. That 
has been y touched upon, and I simply ask at this time that 
the amendment of the gentleman from usetts may be 
passed, so that the ible future competition may prevent the 
advance of this product among our manufacturers who are com- 
pelled to use it in large quantities, for if they are forced to pay 
this high price for it it is a very serious drawback to this business. 

1 hope, therefore, that the amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts will be adopted. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Moopy, 
the committee divided, and there were—ayes 51, noes 88, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer a further amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the last word, “repealed.” 

Insert in lieu thereof, “amended by ad thereto the following words: 
“t And the Secretary of the Treasury may re not to exceed 10 per cent of 
such rebate to form a fund for the payment of the expenses of such regula- 
tions and of such rs as may be needful thereunder, which i rs 
the said Secretary is hereby authorized to employ from time to time. 

Mr. PARKER. I desire simply to state the effect of the amend- 
ment in a single word. 


Mr. EVANS. I believe the debate has been closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are five minutes yet of the time, and 
the Chair will recognize the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. PARKER. shall not want but a very few moments. I 


do not propose to occupy five minutes, 

The proposition is now that the section shall be repealed. I say 
no. The Secretary of the Treasury says it can not be enforced 
as it is now, because he has no money to employ inspectors in the 
various factories and manufacturing establishments throughout 
the country. I say do not repeal the section, but amend it Br 
allowing the Secre of the ury to retain 10 per cent of 
of the rebates collec to form a fund out of which he may 
employ inspectors and see that the law is enforced, as it was his 
duty all of the time to do. 

I therefore say try that suggestion. Give him the means to try 
it. He says he lacks the money to carry the section into effect. 
Now, this proposes to give it to him. 

In the case of my constituents they pay $48,000 a year. Ten per 
cent of that, or $4,800, would pay for the inspection, I think, and 
see that they do not defraud the Government. That is all, 

I ask a vote on the amendment. 

The question being taken, the committee divided; and there 
were—ayes 39, noes 80. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EVANS. I move that the committee rise and report the 
1 back to the House with the recommendation that as amended 

t do pass. 

Mr. SKINNER. Mr. Chairman, the time in which to offer 
amendments has not prye 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. SKINNER. I rise for the purpose of asking for the read- 
ing of the amendment which was ruled not germane to the origi- 

amendment. 

Mr. EVANS. The time for amendment has expired. 

The CHAIRMAN, The amendment has not been offered as an 
amendment to the bill. 

Mr. SKINNER. I now offer it. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman that 
the time within which debate was allowed has expired, and the 
gentleman from Kentucky . EVANS] has moved that the com- 
mittee rise and report the bill favorably to the House. 

Mr. BARRETT. I move to amend by recommending that the 
enacting clause be stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BARRETT] that the committee 
recommend the striking out of the enacting clause. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BARRETT) there were—ayes 54, noes 92. 

Accordingly, the motion was lost. 

The motion of Mr. Evans was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 3282) to 
repeal section 61 of an act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue 
for the Government, and for other purposes, which e a law 
August 25, 1894, and had directed him to report the same to the 
House with amendments, and with the recommendation that as 
amended the bill do pass. 

Mr. EVANS. I move the previous question on the bill and 
amendments to the passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 
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Mr. BARRETT, Mr. 
The SPEAKER. For what pee does the gentleman rise? 


Mr. BARRETT. Irose in my p desiring to make a motion 
which is in order, and which I now desire to submit. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state his proposition. 

Mr. BARRETT. It is a motion to recommit with instructions. 

The SPEAKER. That will be in order after the engrossment 
and third ing is ordered. 

Mr. BARRE I understand that motion is in order pending 
the previous question on the p of the bill. The gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Evans] expressly moved the previous ques- 
tion up to and including the ge of the bill. 

The SPEAKER, That is the proposition which he made. 

Mr. BARRETT. And pending that motion I rose to offer a 
motion to recommit, which I think is in order. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. PRU- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the President 
had apport and signed bills of the following titles: 

On May 25, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 4179) to amend section 3719 of the Revised Stat- 
utes relative to guarantees on proposals for naval supplies; 

An act (H. R. 4324) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
deliver one condemned cannon to the city of Elmwood, Peoria 
County, Ill., and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 270) changing the time of holding terms of the 
circuit and district courts of the United States in the northern 
district of California; 

An act (H. R. 5217) making one year’s residence in a Territory 
a prerequisite to obtaining a divorce there; 

An act (H. R. 5379) akin g it unlawful to shoot at or into any 
railway locomotive or car, or at any person thereon, or to throw 
any rock or other missile at or into any locomotive or car in the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 4255) to provide for settlement of titles and dis- 
position of public lands in the Arredondo grant, in Columbia 
County, Fla.; and 

An act (H. R. 8260) to authorize the establishment of a life-say- 
sy repr at Port Huron, on the coast of Lake Huron, Michi, 

OTR. — The following bills were presented to the President May 
18, 1896, and not having been returned by him to the House of 
Congress in which they originated within the ten days prescribed 
by the Constitution, have become laws without his approval: 

An act (H. R.3606) granting a pension to French W Thornhill; 


and 
An act (H. R. 1020) granting an increase of pension to Gilman 
Willi 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill 
(H. R.8293) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requ i 

The message also announced that the Senate had di eed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
2928) to extend the routes of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company and of the Belt Railway Company of the District 
of Columbia, and for other p asked a conference with the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. MCMILLAN, Mr. Harris, and Mr. PROCTOR as 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
reports of the committees of conference on the di ing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to bills of the following titles: - 

A bill (S. 710) granting a pension to Ada J. Schwatka, widow 
of the late Lieut. Frederick Schwatka; and 

_ A bill (S. 804) granting a pension to Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe. 

The m also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1) 
to amend the laws of the District of Columbia as to marri 
women, to make parents the natural guardians of their minor 
children, and for other purposes. 

ALCOHOL IN THE ARTS. 

The SPEAKER. If the Chair is not mistaken, the motion of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BARRETT] is in order 
after the bill has been ordered to be engrossed. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, if the Chair will allow me, the 
rule says: 

It (the motion to recommit) shall be in order d 
sf the previous question shall have been JAA pa ont aS 8 * 

The SPEAKER. That is, pending the motion on the 
That refers to a separate proposition where the previous question 
is moved on the „asit may be. The Chair su that 
the practical principle involved is this: After the ous has 
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3 to amendment of the bill, and the bill has reached its 
al position, ready to be naroa or ordered to be engrossed, 


then, if the House is dissati with it, it may move to commit, 
or recommit, as the phraseology ordinarily is. That is to enable 
the House to correct its action in case the bill when finished is not 
satisfactory. 

Mr.BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I understand that it is the inten- 
tion of the Chair to allow me at some time to offer this motion, but 
I wish to submit this proposition: We will suppose for a moment 
that I wish to recommit this bill, being a friend of the bill. I 
understand the rule provides that that shall be allowable. We 
will suppose that the present position of the Chair is correct, and 
then wè will suppose that the House, on the question of oie 
the bill to be engrossed, should vote in the negative. That woul 
shut out my motion to recommit, which this rule intends shall 
have precedence over any final action of the House, whether on 
the motion to engross or on the motion to the final passage. I 
submit that the reading of this rule is perfectly clear, that it has 
reference to the time pending the motion for the previous ques- 
tion as well as pename the motion on the of the bill after 
the previous question has been ordered. I think the illustration 
that I have offered covers the point, because it shows how it is 
possible, under the suggestion made by the Chair, for this House, 
without having an opportunity to vote on the motion to recommit, 
to kill this bill, when it is intended by this rule and the practice 
of the House that pending the final disposition of the bill it shall 
be in order to move its recommittal. 

Further, the motion to refer (which is analogous to committal 
or recommittal) is, by the rule of the House, made to take preced- 
ence of the motion to amend. In fact, it is the general parlia- 
mentary rule that practically all subsidiary motions rank ahead of 
that to amend. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Massachusetts will for 
a moment consider the general course of business, the Chair thinks 
he will see reason to change his opinion. Until the previous ques- 
tion is ordered, a motion to recommit is in order, and when the 
previous question is ordered, it is because the House orders a 
vote to be taken. 

The House would not be likely to order a vote to be taken and 
still reserve or leave the right to commit until some further action 
had taken place. That further action is to vote on the amend- 
ments and to engrossment. After that the rules provide that the 
House, if dissatisfied with the action thus taken, may recommit 
the bill. First, there is an opportunity of committal prior to the 
motion for the previous question. If the previous question is 
ordered, it is ordered on the main question and the amendments. 

Mr. BARRETT. The Chair has misunderstood my contention. 
My contention was that while the motion for the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill was pending I rose in my place and 
asked to be recognized to make a motion to recommit. 

“The SPEAKER. Precisely. But this is a motion for the pre- 
vious question on the engrossment of the bill, on the amend- 
ments, and on the passage, not what was referred to in what the 
gentleman has quoted, namely, a motion for the previous question 
on the passage of the bill. Pending that, a proposition can be 
made such as the gentleman speaks of, 

Mr. BARRETT. Then I understand, Mr. Speaker, that the 
Chair holds that no motion has been made for the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that the motion has been 
made for the passage of the bill, but it is a motion for the pre- 
vious question on a series of motions such as the rules authorize. 

Mr. BARRETT. And the Chair holds that a motion to recom- 
ni is not in order until the question comes on the passage of the 

ill? 

The SPEAKER. The motion is in order, but the vote is taken 
on it after the bill is en $ 

Mr. BARRETT. Then I desire to ~~ notice that at the proper 
time I shall moye to recommit the bill. 

The SPEAKER. When presented it will be pending, 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, pending the disposition of this 
bill, I would like to call up the general deficiency bill, and move 
that the House disagree to the Senate amendments and ask a 
conference. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. HOPKINS. One word with my colleague. There are two 
or three amendments offered by the Senate on which I would like 
to ask an expression of the House. Would the gentleman be 
willing to let a vote be taken on those amendments before the con- 
ferees are appointed or after they are appointed? 

Mr. CANNON. If it is a matter of real difference. 

Mr. BENNETT. Is this a report of a committee of conference? 

The SPEAKER. It is not a report of a committee of conference. 

Mr. BENNETT. Then it is not privileged. 


Mr. CANNON. I suppose it is not privileged. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I do not propose it, unless it is agreeable to 
my colleague. 

Mr. CANNON. It is not at this time. Ithinkitcan be reached 
better further along. I want the bill to get into conference, and 
I ask to make the motion. I think it will take but a few minutes 
to dispose of it. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the motion can be 
entertained. 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. aa 

Mr. CANNON. e gentleman from Nebraska is now stopping 
the steamboat. 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments reported by the Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill as amended, 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. COLSON. The yeas and nays! 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand that a gentleman 
demanded the yeas and nays? 

Mr. BARRETT. A call was made for the yeas and nays by a 
gentleman in the rear of the House. 

2 SON. I do not wish the yeas and nays on the engross- 
ment and third ee: 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

me. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the passage. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means with instructions te report to this 
House on or before January 1, 1897, such amendments to the pres- 
ent law as will provide for the enforcement of the present laws 
eons to the use of alcohol in the manufactures and arts free 
of tax. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion to 
recommit with instructions. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BARRETT. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 129. 

11 BARRETT. I ask for the yeas and nays. [Cries of Oh, 
no Ww 

The 8 Was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Twenty-seven gentlemen have risen in sup- 
port of the demand—not a sufficient number; and the yeas and 
nays are refused. E The noes have it, and the motion 
t gape is disagreed to. The question is now on the passage 
of the bill. ; 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PITNEY. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 166, nays 69, not 
voting 120; as follows: * 


YEAS—166, 

Abbott, Cooke, III. Henderson, McLaurin, 
Aldrich, Ala, Cooper, Fla. Hendrick, cMillin, 
Alen, Miss. Cooper, Tex. Henry, In McRae, 
Allen, Utah er, e Mercer, 
Anderson, mp, Hilborn, Miles, 
Andrews, Culberson, Hop Milnes, 
Arnold, R. I. Curtis. Iowa Howard, Minor, Wis. 
Avery, Curtis, Hubbard, Mond 
Babcock, Dalzell. Huff, Money, 
Baker, Kans. Danford, Huling, Neill, 
Baker, Mg. Daniels, unter, Odell, 
Bankhead, De Armond, Jenkins, Otey, 
Barham, Denny, Johnson, N. Dak. Otjen 
Bartlett, Ga. De Witt, em, Overstreet, 
Beach, Dingley, Kendall, Owens, 
Belknap, Doolittle, Kerr, Payne, 
Bell, Colo. Dovener. Kirkpatrick, Pendleton, 

ll, Tex. Eddy, Kleberg, Phillips, 
Berry, Elliott, S. ©. Kyle, Prince, 
Blue, llis, Lacey, Ri m. 
Broderick. Erdman, Latimer, Sauerhering, 
Buck, Evans, Layton, Sayers, 
Burrell, Faris, Leighty, Scran 
Burton, Mo. Gamble, Leonard, Settle, 
Burton, Ohio Gibson, Lewis, Shafroth, 

on, Grow, Linton, Shuford, 

Catchings, Hadley, Little, Smith, 
Clardy, Hagan Lockhart, Smith, Mich 
Clarke, Ala. Hainer, Nebr. 
Clark, Iowa Halte Mahon, Spalding, 
Clark, Mo. Hardy, McCall, Tenn. Span 4 
Cockrell, Harmer, cClure, Stahle, 
Connolly, Harrison, McCulloch, Si 
Cook, Wis. Hart, cDearmon, Steele, 
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Stewart. Wis. Tate, Turner, Ga. Wilson, Ohio 
Stokes, Tawney, Turner, Va. Wilson, S. C. 
Stone, C. W. Tayler, Van Ho Wood, 
Strait, erry, Walker, Va. Woodard, 
Strode, Nebr. ‘Thomas, Wi m. Woodman, 
Strong, Tracewell, Watson, Ohio Yoakum. 
Strowd, N.O. Treloar, Williams, 
Talbert, Tucker, Wilson, Idaho 
NAYS—69. 
Adams, Fitzgerald, Lester, Shannon, 
Apsley. Fowler, Linney, Sherman, 
Atwood, Gardner, Loudenslager, Simpkins, 
Baker, N. H. Gillett, Mass. Low, Southard, 
Barrett, raff. Marsh. Stewart, N. J. 
Bartholdt Griff McCall, Mass, Sulloway, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Grout, McClellan Sulzer, 
nett, ar McCormick, Towne, 
Bishop, Henry, Conn. Moody, Underwood, 
Brewster, ill N way, Updegraft, 
Brown. Hooker, Parker, Van Voorhis, 
Calderhead, Howe, Pe Walker, Mass. 
bb, Howell, Pitney, Walsh, 
Colso: Hulick, oole, Wilson, N. Y. 
Cumm nee Hurley, Powers, Wright. 
Curtis, N. Y. Jo n, 2 
Fairchild, Joy, ve. 
Fenton, X. Russell. Conn. 
NOT VOTING—12. 
Acheso: Draper, Livingston, Ray, 
Aitken, Elett, Va. Lorimer, Reeves, 
Aldrich, ML er, Loud, 5 
Arnold. Pa. Fletcher, Maddox, Ro 3 
Bailey, Foote, Maguire, Robinson, 
Barney, Foss, Mahany, usk, 
Bi Gillet, N. Y. McCleary, Minn. Russell, Ga. 
Black, Ga. Good A cCreary, Ky. Shaw, 
Black, N. Y. Griswold, McEwan, Skinner, 
Bouteille, Grosvenor, McLachlan, Snover, ` 
Bowers, Hali, Meiklejohn, Southwick, 
Bromwell, Hanly, Meredith, Sparkman, 
Brosius, Harris, Meyer, Sperry, 
Brumm, Hatch, Miller, Kans. Stephenson, 
Bull, Heatwole, Miller, W. Va. Stone, W. A 
Chickering, Heiner, Pa. Milliken. Swanson, 
ding, Hemenway, Miner, N. Y. Taft, 
Coffin, Hepburn, Morse, Thorp, 
oe Hits Mozie} ler." 
Sorliss, ozley, er, 
Co Hull, Murphy, Watsworth, 
Cowen, Hutcheson, Newlan anger, 
Cox, Hyde, Noonan, Warner, 
Crisp. Johnson, Ind. Ogden, Watson, Ind. 
Crowley, Jones, Patterson, Wellington, 
Dayton, Kiefer, Perkins, Wheeler, 
Dinsmore, Kulp, Pickler, White, 
Dockery, Lawson, Price, Wilber, 
Dolliver, Lefever, Pugh, Wil 
Downing, Leisenring, Raney, Woomer. 
So the bill was 3 : : 
Mr. HATCH. r. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my vote, as I 


am paired with the gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. MCCLEARY. 
If he were 8 I would vote yea“ and he would vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired on this question with 
the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. McCrEary. Were he present, 
he would vote “yea” and I would vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. HEM- 
ENWAY, is detained from the House by sickness, and I ask that he 
be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. FISCHER. Mr. Speaker, I voted, but having ascertained 
that I am paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. 
GRISWOLD, I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. 
SPERRY, has been called home on account of sickness. If present, 
he would vote “nay.” 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. MEYER. 

For this day: 

Mr. Hirt with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

Mr. Hicks with Mr. PATTERSON. - 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. JONES. — 

Mr. PICKLER with Mr. DOWNING. 

Mr. Harca with Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. 

Mr. TRACEY with Mr. BAILEY. 

On this question: 

Mr. Morse with Mr. McCreary of Kentucky. 

Mr. KIEFER with Mr. Harris. 

Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. Loup. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move to take from the Speaker's 
table the general deficiency bill, and to nonconcur in the amend- 
ments of the Senate and ask for a conference. 

Mr. MAHON, I desire to move to concur in some of the amend- 
ments, 


Mr. CANNON. I would not do that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order, 
There is so much confusion that we can not hear what is going on. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois. [Mr. Cannon] 
moves that the bill be taken from the table, and that the House 
nonconcur in the Senate amendments and ask for a conference. 

. MAHON. I move, Mr. Speaker, that the House concur in 
the amendment on page 85 of the bill, known as section 4, a new 
section. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I again appeal to the gentleman, 
and state that there are over one hundred pages of Senate amend- 
ments. The gentleman need have no fear that the amendment 
he refers to will be settled in a conference report (so far as the 
conferees can settle it) until matters of disagreement shall have 
been reported back to the House. By that time the bill will be 
penea and the amendments numbered. When the report comes 

k with the bill printed and the amendments numbered, the 
whole matter can be taken up and discussed intelligently, and 
that method will certainly facilitate the business of the House. 

Mr. MAHON. This is a Senate amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that. 

Mr. MAHON. Suppose the Senate conferees should to 
recede from that amendment, then it would never come back to 
the House. 

Mr. CANNON. But you could vote down the conference re- 
port. Besides, the gentleman and I are both familiar enough with 
the Senate to know that it never recedes on an amendment—at 
least never on the first conference. 

Mr. MAHON. Some things are very uncertain around this ter- 
ritory. [Laughter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that these amendments should receive consideration in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. Unless gentlemen will rg to give us a sep- 
arate vote on the amendment which provides for claims under 
the Bowman Act, I must insist upon the point. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The point of order comes too late. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. o. I insist, Mr. Speaker, that I have 
2 trying to hear what gentlemen were saying and could not 

ear 


The SPEAKER. The Chair put the proposition to the House. 
ae RICHARDSON. There has been no matter submitted to 
the Honse. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair submitted it to the House. 

Pak RICHARDSON. There has been no vote submitted to the 
ouse. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON 
proposed that the House should nonconcur in the amendments o 
tno Senate and agree to a conference. The Chair certainly put 
that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Chair is correct in his statement of 
the question, but there has been no matter submitted to the House, 
The SPEAKER. And there has been debate since that time. 

fr. RICHARDSON. Purely on the question of order. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I understood the motion to be to 
take the bill from the table, which motion has not been adopted. 
Until that has been adopted and the matter is before the House, 
the gentleman from Tennessee has the right to raise any relevant 


point of order, 
;: Mr. CANNON. Anew parliamentarian has arrived! [Laugh- 
er. 

tr. BARRETT. Well, Mr. Speaker, I suppose I have the same 
rights on this floor as even a gentleman who been here as long 
as the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest to my friend from Tennessee that 
debate has been going on. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There has been no debate on the motion, 
I raised the question at once and asked for order. 

Mr. WAS GTON. There has been no debate in any sense 
of the word. 

Mr. CANNON. The motion was stated by the Chair, and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAHON], in pursuance of his 
right, moved that the House concur in a certain numbered amend- 
ment, 

The SPEAKER. That is the fact. 

Mr. BARRETT. I raise the question whether the motion to 
concur or nonconcur is in order, at any rate until after the motion 
to take from the table has been passed upon. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is. 

ar 3 I believe an agreement can be very readily 
reached. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves to non- 
concur in the amendments—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, that can only be done by 
unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. And the gentleman from Pennsylvania x 


pone td moves to concur in a specified amendment, which is hi 
rig. 
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Mr. MAHON. 
and oe eS of my motion. 

Mr. CANNON, What is the amendment? Let it be read. 

Mr. MAHON. It might take two or three hours to read it. I 


can 88 it. 
Mr. CANNON. I will again ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


I should like to say a few words in explanation 


vania whether he proposes to insist on his motion at this time? 

Mr. MAHON. I do propose to insist for this reason: This is a 
Senate amendment, in which a great many members of this House 
are interested. If in conference the House conferees succeed in 

tting the Senate conferees to recede from the amendment of the 
Samed we shall never see it again in this House. We have now 
= opportunity to vote on a question that interests a great many 
of us. 

Mr. CANNON. The amendment to which the gentleman’s 
motion refers is the one covering claims under the Bowman Act? 

Mr. MAHON, French spoliation claims and claims under the 
Bowman Act. 

Mr. CANNON. Including claims in which the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] is interested? 

Mr. RIC DSON. Iam in perfect accord with the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania on this question. The amendment is 
embraced in section 4 of the bill as amended. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Pennsylvania desires his 
motion to cover both classes of claims—the French spoliation 
claims and the claims under the Bowman Act. 

Mr. MAHON. Les, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Now I will ask for a vote on nonconcurring in 
the other amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on nonconcurring in the other 
amendments, 

The question being taken, the amendments were nonconcurred 


On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a word. This 
bill, with the amendments of the Senate, has not been printed 
either on the Senate side, 3 the copy which I hold in my hand, 
orinthe House. If itis satisfactory to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, I will ask that the amendments be numbered and printed, 
and ae this matter go over until to-morrow after the reading of 
the Journal. 


will 1 to that. i 

Mr. ON. Iwill agree, Mr. Speaker, that this question be 
taken up after the reading of the Journal. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


ELECTION CO?}A°EST—ALDRICH VS, UNDERWOOD. 


Mr. DANIELS. On behalf of the Committee on Elections No. 1, 
I desire to tole pi a report on the contested-election case of 
Aldrich vs. Underwood, from the Ninth Congressional district of 
Alabama. This report is concurred in by four members of the 
committee. I ask leave that the minority of the committee have 
leave to file their views by Friday next, as we desire to bring the 
case before the House on Monday next, immediately after the read- 
ing of the Journal. 

e report of the committee was ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York ee. DAn- 
8 asks consent that the minority of the committee have leave 
to file their views by Friday next. Is there objection? 

Mr. KEM objected. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. KEM]. 

Mr. D S. 1 move, then, that the House consent to that 

i ition of the matter. 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the House allow the minority of the committee until Friday next 
to file their views. As many as are in favor of that motion—— 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Before the motion is put, I desire 
to be heard a moment. This has been a very jong case, and there 
is a very long report. I represent the minority of the committee, 
My colleague, the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DINSMORE], is 
sick, I will ask that, in the event we can not finish the minority 
report by Friday, we be allowed a reasonable time after Friday. 

Mr. DANIELS. You will be ready, no doubt, 5 Saturday. 
We desire to bring the case before the House on Monday next, 
after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I do not consent to that, though, 
asa matter of course, the gentleman has a right to call up the 
case if he wishes. 

The question being put on the motion of Mr. DANIELS, it was 

to. 


ELECTION CONTEST—JOHNSTON VS. STOKES, 


Mr. JENKINS. I call up the contested-election case of John- 
ston vs. Stokes, from the Carolina, 


venth district of South 


ask that the Clerk read the resolutions presented by the majority 
of the Committee on Elections No. 3. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
tho Fifty fourth Congress thom the Sevents, Congressional distri 
i ngress m 0 
iate gf Bonk e eee e 
* . am 
Fifty-fourth Congress from the Seventh Congressional anot of South Gee. 
olina, and is entitled to a seat therein. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say first that the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET] will have charge of 
the other side of this case, and that at this time it is impossible to 
limit the debate, but both sides promise that no unnecessary time 
will be consumed in presenting the case to the House. 

There are several important questions involved in this contro- 
versy. One of them is as to the power of this House to declare 
the election law of a State unconstitutional when the right of a 
member to a seat would be thereby affected. Another is as to 
what effect should be given to an election held under an uncon- 
stitutional registration law of a State. Still another is as to what 
rule should be adopted with reference to counting the votes of 
the electors when lawfully tendered and unlawfully refused by 
the election officers when sufficient in numbertochange the result 
in the following cases: First, when it is shown for whom the 
elector offered to vote; second, when it is not shown for whom 
the elector offered to vote if permitted by the election officers to 
cast his vote, and still further as tothe competency of the evidence 
sufficient to warrant the counting of the vote. 

I address myself particularly to the case of Johnston against 
Stokes, and generally to the cases of Moorman against Latimer, 
Wilson against McLaurin, and Murray against Elliott, all four 
cases arising in the State of South Carolina. At the threshold of 
three of the cases named the committee was met with the propo- 
sition that the entire registration law of South Carolina and the 
election laws of that State under which all of these cases arose 
are unconstitutional, and an election held under the same a mere 
nullity; and the further claim is made that on that fact alone the 
contestants in these cases urging the unconstitutionality of the 
law are entitled to their seats. e question is one of very great 
importance, and has been very carefully considered by the Commit- 
tee on Elections No. 3, and on the report of that committee two 
of the cases have been decided by this House in favor of the sit- 
ting members. I have some views on the subject, for which Iam 
alone responsible, and will endeayor very briefly to disclose them, 
And I might say at the outset that I am a Federalist and an ardent 
ublican, and have never done anything and will never attempt 
to do anything that will pronta the interest of any other polit- 
A aE than the Republican party. 

ithout being partisan or narrow, I do not hesitate to say that 
the future of this great Republic and the success and ity of 
the 1 2 upon the elevation and eee in power 
of the Republican party. Democracy is alone valuable as a small 
minority; but in disposing of the election cases, and particularly 
the grave constitutional question involved, I do not purpose being 
influenced in the slightest d from im ially discharging my 
full duty as a mem of this House, and I am satisfied such has 
been the intention of the committee, and I believe that is the senti- 
ment of this House. No matter what has been done in the past, 
it is high time that election cases be di of according to law 
and the evidence. Partisanship ought no longer to exercise an 
infiuence or have any control in determining this question. 4 
right to a seat should be judicially disposed of and no longer be 


tative in 


determined by bias. The disposition of some of the cases 
di of by former Congresses is a disgrace to the ublic. 
o matter how obnoxious it may be to us, we should see to it 


that the will of the people as declared at the ballot box is carried 
out. That will include condemnation of fraud and intimidation. 
Every effort ought to be made to have free and fair elections. It 
is the very substructure of Government. Murder, robbery, and 
horse stealing should have a secondary consideration compared 
with the great questions involved in a free, fair election and an 
absolutely honest Hunt. Any attempt at dishonesty in elections 
should not only be frowned upon and condemned, but those re- 
sponsible for it should be punished to the full extent of the law, 
ostracised, and absolutely disqualified from ever participating in 
elections or holding any office of profit or trust, So important 
has the question become that it is one of the highest dugies of 
citizenship to demand that nothing shall be more sacred than the 
right of the citizen to yote and have his vote counted. 

Ali dangers of a man losing his vote by reason of technicalities 
should be removed. Fair and just registration and election laws 
should not only be favored, but fairly and honestly enforced, and 
this political right should be so prominently advanced that it will 
be highly prized by every American citizen. It will have a tend- 
ency to and improve the quality of citizenship. It should 
be so regulated and enforced as to encourage education, for there 
is danger in allowing the ignorant to vote, and this fact induced 


I | me at this session of Congress to introduce a resolution providing 
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for an amendment to the Constitution of the United States, pro- 
viding an educational qualification as a condition precedent to the 
exercise of the elective franchise, In a great government of the 
people it is worse than a farce to allow men to vote and partici- 
pate in government who can not read or write and have to have 
their ots marked for them. 

It is prolific of fraud, and has been not only a perplexing but 
disturbing question in these cases. Ignorance is to be deprecated 
and feared in all things, but particularly so in exercising the right 
to vote in a popular government like ours. Notwithstanding the 
many contests to be determined by this House at this session of 
Congress, there has not been the least expression of unfairness or 
any attempt upon the part of the great majority here to allow 
politics to control their action; but it seems to be the determina- 
tion on the part of every Republican to be absolutely fair and to 
allow the will of the people to prevail, which is very commenda- 
ble. With these few preliminary remarks, I will invite attention 
to the constitutional question involved: 

THE TEST. 

All regulations of the elective franchise must be reasonable, uniform, and 
impartial. They must not have for their directly or indirectly, to 
deny or abridge the constitutional right of citizens to vote or unnecessarily 
to impede its exercise, lf they do, they must be declared void.—Cooley 
Constitutional Limitations, page 758. 

Certainly no one can question this authority, This very broad, 
fair, safe, and reasonable statement of the law is sustained by an 
unbroken current of authority. The many courts stating the 
doctrine are of the highest character, their logic and reasoning 
unanswerable, and ought to meet the approval of every fair-minded 
voter in the land, and the very safety of our institutions calls for 
its enforcement according to its letter and spirit. As already said, 
there were four cases pending before Committee on Elections 
No. 3 from the State of South Carolina. The contestants were not 
uniform in regard to the high constitutional question involved, 
while the contestees were unanimously in favor of the validity of 
thelaw. In Moorman against Latimer, Wilson against McLaurin, 
and Johnston against Stokes the contestants insisted that the 
registration and election laws of South Carolina are in violation 
of the constitution of the State of South Carolina and the Consti- 
tution of the United States; and if I understand them correctly, 
from that fact alone they were entitled to their seats, while in 
Murray against Elliott the contestant makes no point as to the 
constitutional question; but the committee are unanimously of 
the opinion that the constitutional question must be disposed of 
alike in all of the four cases the same as though the contestants 
were all agreed upon this question, and that it can not be ignored 
in the one case because not raised, or decided differently in that 
case because the contestant did not present it, when all four cases 
were argued before judgment was reached in either one of them, 
and therefore ought to be ruled alike on this point. 

Each case being alike affected, I will first consider the constitu- 
tion and laws of South Carolina in order to determine whether or 
not the registration and election laws of that State are in violation 
of the constitution of that State. It is as follows: 


ART. I. SEC. 31. All elections shall be free and open, and every inhabitant 
of this Commonwealth possessing the qualifications provided for in this con- 
en shall have equal right to elect officers and be elected to fill public 


after reside in this State one year, and in the 
vote sixty days next preceding any 
officers that are now or hereafter may be elected by the people, and upon all 
questions submitted to the electors at any election: Provided, That no per- 


son shall be allowed to vote or hold office who is now or hereafter may be 
nalified therefor by the Constitution of the United States until such dis- 
United States: Provided 


ifications shall be removed by the Congress of the 
Farther. That no person while kept jn any almshouse or 11 or of unsound 
ig or contined in any publie p shall be allowed to yote or hold pub- 


office. 

Ahr. 8, Suc. 3. It shall be the duty of the eral assembly to provide, from 
time to time, for the registration of all electors. 

It will be observed that by section 3, article 8, ess power 
was conferred upon the general assembly ‘‘to provide from time 
to time for the registration of all electors,” so no question can 
arise as to the power of the general assembly to pass a law requir- 
ing the registration of all electors. The general assembly did 
pass a law requiring as a condition precedent to voting that all 

rsons otherwise qualified to vote be registered in conformity to 

w, and obtain a certificate to that effect evidencing registration, 
and produce it at the polls before being allowed to vote, and the 
contention is, by those who raised the question, that this law is 
in conflict with the constitution of South Carolina. Original 
8 for the registration of voters in that State will be 

ound in the “ act approved February 9, 1882,“ 17 Statutes at Large, 
page 1110, and these provisions are incorporated in General 
tatutes 1882, beginning with section 89 and ending with section 
106. These provisions were subsequently amended and incorpo- 
rated in the Revised Statutes of 1893 as sections 131-156, both in- 


clusive, but as instructed on the arguments, we are governed by 


the law of 1882, the amendments. referred to and the codification 
of the law not changing Ley see of 1882 or affecting any present 


case from South Carolina. 
tration law are as follows: 


CHAPTER VIII (SECTIONS 131 TO 158, INCLUSIVE) OF THE ELECTION LAW OF 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Sxc. 131 (89). Every male citizen of the United States of the spanta years 
and upwards, not laboring under the disabilities named in the 2 
without distinction of race, color, or former condition, who shall ha 
a resident of the State for one year, and in the county in which he offers to 
vote for sixty wae next preceding any general election, shall be entitled to 
vote: Provided, at no person while sexs in any almshouse or asylum, or 
of ni paste ype or con wet 7 any pub — prison, or who osr have been 
conyic of treason, murder, burglary, larceny, perjury, forgery, or any 
other infamous crime, or dueling, shall he allowed to vote. = 

Sud. 152 (90). All electors of the State shall be registered; and no person 
shall be allowed to vote at any election hereafter to be held unless he shall 
have been heretofore registered in conformity with the requirements of 
Chapter VII of the General Statutes of 1882, and acts amendatory thereof, 


provisions of the regis- 


official acts 5 
from the date of his appoint: 


eto time, as ma: 


5 5 * means 
See. 134. The rnor is anthorized to appoint a depu in 
case of the inability 2 2 nted, shall 


of the supervisor to act, who, when so a 

have all the powers and be charged with the duties of the supervisor, and 

shall receive $5 per diem when actually employed. 
he governor sball also appoint two assistant e of registral 

who shall serve without compensation, and sball sit with the supervisor oi 

registration in the determination of all cases of contested registration in 

which the su; shall refuse to register the applicant; the three super- 

visors shall sit for as many Cago paname on the second Tuesday in July, 

as may be necessary to hear and determine all such contested cases. 

Seo. 135 (92). The secretary of state shall cause to be prepared a sufficient 
number of registration books and blanks, so that there s be two of said 
books for each precinct in each county, which books shall be ruled in col- 
umus, with proper headings, so as to indicate the name, age, occupation, and 
place of residence of each elector, with a separate column to the right side 
of the for such entries as may be necessary. And the secretary is 
autho: and required to provide additional registration books to supply 
the place of such as have become defaced and injured Be Ose at the el 
heretofore had, and he shall furnish the same upon a’ tion of any T- 

r certifying to the necessity thereof. And in such case the supe! 
so procuring such additional registration books shall copy from the original 
book the names and record thereof into the new book, and when the same 
shall be so copied it shall be the duty of the county auditor and clerk of the 
court of common pleas of the county, together with the supervisor, carefully 
to com the names and record in the new book with those in the book so 
UEN ort defaced, and if the same is found correct to certify to its correct- 
ness; and such new book shall not be used at any election unless so certified. 

Sec. 195 (93). For the purpose of registration, each township, as now laid 
outand defined, and in those counties where there are no such townships, the 

arish, as formerly known and defined, is declared a registration precinct, 
fh the city of Columbia each ward Re a meri precinct; and in the city of 
Charleston the registration precinct be the same as the voting 
mg Se in the several wards of said city, as designated defined 

section 

Sec. 137 (94). After every general election the registration books shall be 
opened for registration of such persons as shall thereafter become entitled 
to register on the first Monday in each month until the Ist day of July pre- 
ceding a 3 election, when the same shall be closed until such general 
have taken place. 

registration on Sunday was good.” (State vs. Schneirle, 5 


pter. 
of all licants f gistration by prose, hee e 
app ‘or re summa: requiring oath, e 

= th, if he deem proper, subject to revision by the e su- 
If in all cases where he has refused to ister an appli- 
From their decision any ee who is rejected shall have the right 

y court: Provided, He give notice in wri 
to the supervisor of his application for such review nad the grounds th 
within five days from the date of his rejection, and commence 
ings within ten days from the service of said 
Sud. 140 (96). Any person coming of age 

elector may appear before the 
med as aforesaid, and 


proceed- 
notice. à 
and otherwise qualified as an 


dence; and if the supervisor find him qualified, he shall enter his name m 
the stration book of the precinctin which he es. Such person 
have right of appeal, as provided in the last section, if the supervisor 
shall no qualified. 
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before the said general election, and shall a; before the supervisor of 
registration and take oath thereto, the supervisor, if he shall find him qual- 
ified, shall enter his name upon the registration book as aforesaid. 

See. 142 (98). Each elector registered as aforesaid shall thereupon be 
furnished by the supervisor with a certificate, which shall contain a state- 
ment of his age, occupation, and place of residence, as entered in the said 
registration book, and which certificate shall be signed by the said super 

r; and no person shall be allowed to vote at any other precinct than the 
one for which he is registered, nor unless he uces and exhibits to the 
managers of election such certificate: Provided, In case there shall be no 
election precinct within any township or paren the supervisor shall e 
nate in the certificate at which of the neighboring precincts the elector sha 
vote; and in case there be more than one precinct in any township or ih, 
the supervisor shall likewise designate in the certificate at which of the said 

recincts ne elector shall vote. e certificate of registration shall be of the 
owing form: 

Registration certificate No. —. 

„ County, ——township, or parish, election precinct —. 

“The bearer, is a qualified voter in the above precinct, and 
resides at „in township or parish, and is — years of age, 
and entitled to vote at said precinct. 

Registered on the — day of —, A. D.18—. 7 


A rE ITE 
“ Supervisor of Registration.“ 

Sxc. 143. Wherever a new polling precinct is established by law, it shall be 
the duty of the supervisor to transfer from the books of registration the 
names of such qualified voters registered at other 3 as should, under 
this section, register and vote at the new precincts so established, and who 
may request such transfer, and to make such changes as may be necessary in 
the certificates of registration issued tosuch voters, whoshall thereafter vote 
only at the precincts to which they have been thus transferred. 

SO. 144. When one polling pto has been chan; toanother in any town- 
ship, or where the name of the polling place has been changed since the last 

neral election, the registration of voters for the former pong place shall 
Es valid and effectual for the new polling place or precinct; and where one 
or more additional polling places or precincts have been established in the 
same township, or where a new precinct has been established in a township 
which formerly had none, it shall be the duty of the 8 to change 
the certificates of registration of voters entitled by proximity of residence 
to vote at such new precinct, requiring in every case a surrender and can- 
cellation of the former certificate and such evidence as he may deem proper 
as to the right of the elector to such change. . 

Sec. 145. Any registered elector who may reside nearer a polling lace in 
a precinct or lownship than the precinct or township in which he 
tered, and who desires to vote at such nearer polling place, shall, upon the 
surrender of his certificate of registration to the supervisor on or before the 
first Monday of July preceding the next paea election, be entitled to a new 
certificate permitting him to vote at such nearer polling place; the old eertifi- 
cate to be destroyed by the supervisor and such changes made panin in the 
registration books as will conform to the general provisions of this chapter. 
The supervisor of registration may require of the applicant for such change 
an affidavit or such other evidence as he may deem necessary to a determi- 
nation of the residence of the applicant. 

SEC. 146 (100). In case of the removal of an elector from one residence to 
another in the same precinct, he shall notify the supervisor and surrender to 
him his certificate of registration, and the supervisor shall enter the fact upon 
the registration book and give such elector a new certificate in accordance 
with such change of residence. 

BEC. 147 (101). In case of the removal of an elector from one precinct toan- 
other in the same county, such elector shall notify the supervisor and sur- 
render his certificate of registration to the said supervisor, who shall enter 
the fact upon the proper registration book, and shall five such elector anew 
certificate for the precinct into which he has removed. 

Seo. 148 (102). In case of the removal of an elector from one county to un- 
other, he shall — —( bmg supervisor of the county wherein he is registered 
and shall surrender his certificate of registration; and the said supervisor 

thereupon enter the fact of such removal upon the tration book as 
aforesaid, and shall give such elector a certificate of transfer to the county 
to which such elector has removed, upon the presentation of which the supor: 
visor for such county shall cause such elector to be registered in the precinct 
of such county to which he shall have removed, and shall furnish such 
elector with a certificate, as hereinbefore provided. 

S. 149 (103). No elector removing from one residence, precinct, panan 
ward, or county to another shall be allowed to register or vote without a 
transfer of registration as above 8 

Sud. 150 (99). Every elector shall have the right toa renewal of his cer- 
tificate without fee or charge, when the same becomes defaced by time or 
accident, upon his surrendering such certificate so defaced to the supervisor 
of registration. In case of the loss of any certificate, the elector losing the 
same shall be entitled to a renewal thereof by the supervisor, upon applica- 
tion and proof of such loss, in the folowing manner, to wit: He shall, at least 
thirty days before the next general election, make application under oath, 
setting forth the fact öf such loss, and the circumstances attending it, as near 
as may be, and stating that he has not sold, bartered, or parted with the 
same for any niary, valuable, or other consideration, and has not will- 
fully destroyed the same: which application the supervisor shall examine 
and consider, uiring other evidence under oath if in his judgment neces- 

to a determination as to the loss thereof; and, upon such examination 
and consideration, if the supervisor shall be satisfied that the certificate has 
been actually lost, he shall issue to the 8 a renewal thereof, marking 
or stamping the same “renewal.” The decision of the supervisor shall be 
subject to revision by the assistant supervisors, together with the super- 
visor to whom the a 8 is made, in all cases in which he has refused 
to renew the said corti cate. From the decision of the supervisor and assist- 
ant supervisors any applicant who has been refused a renewal of his certifi- 
cate ‘shall baye the richt of a review thereof by the circnit court of the 
county in which he was stered: Provided, He give notice thereof to the 
supervisor to whom he e application for such renewal within five days 
of the refusal thereof by the supervisor and assistant supervisors, and com- 
mence proceedings within ten days from the giving of said notice. 

SEc. fi (104). The supervisor of registration 5 precedin 
each election, revise the ation of electors, and mark off the names o; 
such electors as have died, and such as haye removed from one residence. 
precinct, parish, ward, or county to another without notifying him and 
obtaining a certilicate of transfer as hereinbefore provided. . 

BEC. 138 The clerks of the courts of general sessions and common pleas in 
the several counties of the State shall, on or before the 15th day of ober, 
A. D. 189, and biennially thereafter on or before the same day, make out 
and report to the supervisors of registration for their respective counties a 
complete list of all male persons conyicted ganny the two preceding years, 
I 5 the Ist day of October aforesaid, of the following offenses, to wit: 

er, 


such report must be a the certificate of the clerk, under the 


burg „larceny, perjury, or any other infamous crime, or dueling; 
ccom] by 


n — office, that the report is correct as appears from the records of 
office, 

Any clerk of the court who shall fail or 8 to comply with the yi- 
sions of this section shall forfeit and pay to the county in which he holds his 
office the sum of $50 for each and every failure so to 2 ord 

Sexo, 153. Every trial justice in the State shall, on or before the 15th day of 
October, A. D. 1502, and biennially thereafter on or before the same day, make 
ont, under his hand and seal, and submit to the supervisor of registration for 
the county in which he holds his office, a certified list of all male persons con- 
victed of petit larceny before him, or any of his predecessors whose trial 
docket is in his possession, during the two preceding years, or the period 
following his next preceding report. Any trial justice going out of office 
shall furnish such list immediately upon his retirement and up to that time, 
and any trial justice hereafter 3 shall furnish such list from the 
time of his entry upon the duties of his office. 

Any trial justice who shall fail or neglect to furnish such reports as herein 
required shall forfeit and pay to the county in which he holds his office the 
sum of $10 for each and every such failure to report. 

Seo. 154. The reports provided for in the two preceding sections shall be re- 
ceived by the supervisor as prima facie proofs of the facts stated therein, and 
he shall immediately erase the names of all such persons from the registra- 
tion books in his county, and they shall not be allowed thereafter to register 
or vote in any elections in this State: Provided, That if any such person whose 
name is so furnished shall present to such supervisor, within sixty days after 
the next following election, a pardon from the governor, or. within such time, 
prove to the satisfaction of such supervisor that he was not convicted of the 
crime or misdemeanor stated in such certificate, his name shall be restored 
to the list of registered voters as completely and effectually as if the same 
had not been stricken therefrom. 

Sec. 155 (105). At each and every election the supervisor of ay aay a 
shall farnish the managers of election with one of the registration for 
each precinct, for the care and custody of which the managers receiving the 
same shall be responsible and which they shall return to the supervisor of 
registration within three days after the close of election, and no elector shall 
be allowed to vote whose name is not registered as provided in this chapter. 

Sec. 156. The supervisor of registration is authorized and ted to ex- 
Soy be the registration of such electors as may apply to him for that pur- 
pose from other precincts to the precincts now established by law whenever 
it shall appear to him that the elector so applying resides within a reason- 
able distance of the same, 


Summarizing it, it provides that all electors of the State must 
be registered, and no n shall vote unless heretofore registered 
or 8 as herein required. A supervisor of registration 
shall 9 for each county, empowered to supervise regis- 
tration of electors, keep a record, and hold his office at the county 
seat. There shall also be appointed two assistant supervisors of 
registration to sit with the supervisor in the determination of all 
cases of contested registration or in which the supervisor shall 
refuse registration, and this board is authorized to sit for as many 
days, beginning on the second Tuesday in July, as may be neces- 
sary to hear and determine such contested cases. After every gen- 
eral election the books shall be opened for registration of such 

rsons as shall thereafter become entitled to register on the first 
R in each month until the Ist day of July preceding a gen- 
eral election, when the books shall be closed until the general elec- 
tion shall be held. The supervisor shall determine as to the legal 
qualifications of all applicants, and if an applicant is rejected he 
can appeal from the action of the supervisor and his assistants to 
the circuit court. Any person not of age when the registration 
books are opened but becoming of age before election may appear 
Lotti the supervisor and have his name entered on the books at 
any time. 

When a voter is allowed to register he obtains a certificate, 
which must be produced when offering to vote, but if he moves 
his residence in the same precinct or moves into another precinct 
he must havea transfer of his certificate, and if he loses his certifi- 
cate he must obtain another. The statute also authorizes the 
supervisor before election to revise the list, marking off the names 
of those who have died or removed, those convicted of murder, 
burglary, larceny, perjury, or any other infamous crime, or duel- 
ing, and petit larceny, without notice to the elector, and if 
stricken off unlawfully the elector must prove to the satisfaction 
of the supervisor that he was not convicted of the crime of which 
he is charged or that he has a pardon from the governor. So with 
the constitution and statutes of South Carolina before us we will 
proceed to determine by the authority cited whether or not the 
regulations provided as a condition precedent to the exercises of 
the elective franchise in South Carolina are reasonable, uniform, 
and impartial, and whether the same have for their purpose di- 
rectly or indirectly to deny or abridge the constitutional rights of 
citizens of South Carolina to vote, or unnecessarily impede their 
exercise of the right to the elective franchise to such an extent as 
to affect the rights of the contestants to their respective seats. 

After giving the subject much thought, and fully appreciating 
the responsibilities surroundig such an important step, and consid- 
ering carefully the claims of the contestants that they are denied 
yaluablerights; considering also the situation of affairs in that State 
ever since the late civil war, sympathizing greatly with the success 
of Republican aspirants, keeping in view the rights of the States 
and the plain duty of the Federal Government, without the least in- 
tention or desire to impair the one or shirk the other, I am willing 
to goon record as saying that both branches of Congress have the 
power to inquire into the constitutionality of the law of the State 
whenever the same affects the right of a person to a seat in Con- 
gress, and should exercise that power in all proper cases, for by 
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the Constitution of the United States all questions affecting the 
elections, returns, and qualifications of its own members are re- 
ferred to and must be determined by each House. 

Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications 
of its own members. Article I, section 5. 

I regret the almost entire absence of authority on so important 
a point, but this will be a good opportunity to create authority, and 
I would call attention to the case of Miller against Elliot, Fifty- 
first Congress, first session, H. R. Report 2502, part 2, where 
these same laws were involved and considered in Committee on 
Elections, the same contestee as in one of these cases, and I quote 
from the majority report, page 6— 

That these 838 of the registration statutes are unconstitutional and 
yoid can not be seriously questioned. 

The honorable and distinguished gentleman from Georgia, Mr. 
Crisp, was a member of the committee and signed the minority 
report, and that report impliedly sustains the conclusion arrived at 
by the majority of the committee as to the power of Congress in this 
regard, as will be shown by examining it. The contestant in that 
case was insisting that the law under which the election was held 
was unconstitutional. The majority report sustained the conten- 
tion of the contestant, The able gentlemen composing the minor- 
ity, always ready to defend the rights of the State, and jealous of 
the power of the National Government, did not in the minority 
report controvert the position of the majority or in any manner 
deny the power of the House in this regard, but contented them- 
selves in their answer to the majority by offering three reasons 
why the law was constitutional. 

irst. That contestant had not in his notice of contest stated 
that he relied upon the unconstitutionality of the law as one of 
the grounds of contest, thereby defending the constitutionality of 
the law, and not denying the power of Congress, conceding the 
ower of Congress to pass upon the constitutionality of the law, 
y insisting upon the presence of the question in the notice of 
contest. 11 they were prepared to any the power of Congress in 
this regard they would not have defended the constitutionality of 
the law, but would have in place thereof denied the power of Con- 
gress to pass upon the question. 

Their second answer was, That there was no proof that the law 
was acted upon in the strict interpretation put upon it“; and 

Third. That the minority of the committee could not have 
been serious in reporting that the law was unconstitutional,” to 
say the least of it, a very serious way of answering a great consti- 
tutional question involving to so great an extent the rights, priv- 
ileges, and liberties of American citizenship. The majority report 
was adopted without argument and without division. 

Among all of the able Democratic members of the Fifty-first 
Congress there was not one of them willing to put himself on rec- 
ord as denying the power of Congress to inquire into the constitu- 
tionality of the laws of the State affecting the right of the claimant 
to a seat in the Congress. By their silence we have a right to 
argue that the Democratic party is committed to the doctrine that 
this power does exist in Congress. Having arrived at the con- 
clusion that Congress has the power to inquire into the constitu- 
tionality of these statutes, the next question is as to their constitu- 
tionality. Thecontestants favoring the unconstitutionality of the 
registration laws call attention to two cases which they insist 
clearly establish the unconstitutionality of these laws and as fully 
sustaining them in their positions,and contend that these cases 
ought to have great weight in determining the question because 
the same are the opinions of two great jurists, both familiar with 
the laws of South Carolina and the manner of enforcement and 
effect of the same, and for the further reason that both cases were 
direct actions brought to test the constitutionality of the laws in 

nestion. 

7 One is Mills against Green, circuit court of the United States 
for the district of South Carolina, reported May 8, 1895, 67 Fed- 
eral Reporter, page 818, by Nathan Goff, circuit judge. The 
other is Butler vs. Ellerbee et al., supreme court of South Caro- 
lina, July 6, 1895, 22 Southeastern Reporter, page 425, opinion by 
Melver, chief justice. The case in the United States court was 
brought on the equity side of the court, to prevent the defendant 
Green individually andas supervisor of registration of Richland 
County, S. C., from delivering the books of registration to the 
managers of election in the different precincts in that county, on 
the ground that the law was unconstitutional under which he 
was 1 A vigora defense was interposed, and an earnest 
effort made to uphold the constitutionality of the law. Judge 
Goff sustained the bill, granted the prayer for relief, and in an 
elaborate opinion pointed out the many defects in the law, and 
held the entire registration act invalid. 

The case went to the United States circuit court of appeals and 
was reversed for want of equity, so the constitutional question 


involved was not discussed in the appellate court, the position 
being taken that the elector had mistaken his remedy in proceed- 
ing on the equity side of the court. The case brought in the 
supreme court of South Carolina was to restrain the defendants, 


as fiscal officers, from paying the expenses incurred under the 
registration laws on the alleged ground that the same were un- 
constitutional. The two associate justices held that the court 
was not one of original jurisdiction for the determination of 
cases like this and dismissed the bill, but the chief justice deliv- 


ered a dissenting opinion, not only sustaining the origina juris- 


diction of the court, thereby conceding the power of the court 
to determine the whole question, but held that the law was un- 
constitutional. Both of the opinions of these learned jurists are 
lengthy and discuss every eit me in the respective cases, leav- 
ing nothing of the law. Chief Justice Mciver is a Democrat, an 
able jurist, and evidently an upright man, familiar with the laws 
of the State and manner and object of enforcement of the same, 
and thoroughly qualified to speak of it. His opinion ought to 
carry t weight, and can not be said to be in any sense parti- 
san. th of these able jurists agree that the law in question 
falls under the condemnation of the test formulated by Judge 
Cooley, and the particular points made by these eminent jurists, 
briefly stated, are as follows: 


BY JUDGE GOFF. 


First. Requiring any certificate. 

Second. Closing of the registration books on the ist day of July 
preceding a general election when held in November following. 

Third. That an elector qualified and entitled to register in May 
and June, 1882, and failing to register by reason of inadvertence, 
sickness, absence, or other cause when the books were open for 
that year, has been disqualified as a voter ever since July 1, 1882, 
because the only ones going on the books sincé that time being 
those coming of age since July 1, 1882. 

Chief Justice McIver in his opinion nowhere refers to the opinion 
of Judge Goff, but tany sustains Judge Goff in conclusions 2 and 
8, as I have condensed and numbered them; and while holding 
that to require a voter to obtain a certificate is not unconstitu- 
tional, yet to compel an elector to get a new certificate in case of 
loss or transfer, or in case of a removal from one place to another 
in the same precinct or from one precinct to another, as a prere- 
quisite to voting after registration and once haying obtained a 
certificate, is well calculated to impede and obstruct the exercise 
of the right of suffrage; and from the language implied by the 
learned jurist we infer that on this point he regards the law uncon- 
stitutional. 

We now have the opinion of two competent to judge, after care- 
ful consideration of the question, that the registration law of South 
Carolina is unconstitutional. Certainly no one in South Carolina 
will question the opinion of Chief Justice McIver, his ability, his 
integrity, or the fact that he is a Democrat and has always beena 
Democrat. I differ from both opinions in their reasoning, and in- 
asmuch as no injustice be done these learned gentlemen, I submit 
the opinions of both: 


8 of Judge Goff in the case of Mills vs. Green, in the circuit court of 
the United States for the district of South Carolina, decided May 8, 1895, 
and reported in full in 67 Fed. Rep., 818, and in the News and Gourion 
Charleston, S. C., May 9, 1893. 
JUDGE GOFF’S REGISTRATION DECISION. 


In the circuit court of the United States for the district of South Carolina— 
Lawrence P, Mills vs. W. Briggs Green—In equity. 


On the 20th day of April last, on consideration of the billin this cause, I 
passed an order that the defendant, W. Briggs Green, individually and as 
supervisor of registration for Richland County, in the State of South Caro- 
lina, be enjoined and restrained until the further order of this court from 
the commission of the acts complained of in complainant's bill, and I directed 
that said defendant show cause before me, if any he could, at Columbia, B. C., 
on Thursday, May 2, instant, why such order should not be continued, or 
some order of like 8 and effect be then granted, enjoining and re- 
straining him, both individually and us such supervisor of registration, from 
the commission of said acts until the final hearing and determination of this 


cause. 

The plaintiff, a citizen of the State of South Carolina and of the United 
States, brings this suit inst W. Briggs Green, a citizen of said State and 
of the United States. The plaintiff exhibits his bill in his own behalf and 
for all others, citizens of the county of Richland, in the State of South Caro- 
lina, circumstanced like him, who are too numerous to be named and made 
parties hereto. It is set forth in the bill that the plaintiff was 26 years of 
age on the4th day of February, 1895; that he is arosidentof Ward 4, precinct 
of Columbia, in said county and State; that he is a male citizen of the United 
States; that he has resided in the State of South Carolina for more than one 
year preceding the last general election in that State, and in the county of 
Richland for more than sixty days prior to said election; that he is an elector 
of the State of South Carolina, possessing all the qualifications of an elector 
of the most numerous branch of the State legislature, and is subject to 
none of the disqualifications set forth in the constitution of that State, and 
that he is under the Constitution and laws of the United States duly quali- 
pee 85 oye at all Federal and State elections held in said ward, county, 
an ate. : 

It is set forth in the bill that section 90 of the general statutes of South 
Carolina, 1882, provides as follows: All electors of the State shall be regis- 
tered as hereinafter provided, and no person shall be allowed to vote at any 
election hereafter to be held unless registered as hereinafter required; 
by section 4 of said statute it is Upton When the said r tration (in 
certain books to be provided for and made in the manner provided for in sec- 
tion 93) shall have been completed, the books shall be closed and not opened 
tor registration, except for the 1 and as hereinafter mentioned, until 
after the next general election for State officers. After the said next general 
election the books shall be opened for registration of such persons as shall 
thereafter become entitled to register on the first Monday in each month to 
and until the first Monday in July, inclusive, prece: the following general 
election, upon which last-named day the same shall be closed and not reopened 


for registration until after the said general that thereafter the | standing. The mandate of the nation's Constitution is addressed to all the 
fg ate Oa OBAI ee ee F the days | officers of the United as well as to all the officersof all the States. The 
above mentioned the Ist day of C judges of the Federal, as well as of the State courts, must it, for it de- 
the same shall be closed as aforesaid un said eral election shall have 


range 

that the courts. of the United States can not open their doors to the citizens 
of the United States who allege that they are by the unconstitutional laws 
of a State deprived of their privileges or immunities as citizens of the United 
States and denied the equal protection of the laws within the jurisdiction of 
such State. I am not aware any court of the United States has ever so 
held. I trust I will never be advised of such a decision, and Lam sure, asI_ 
now oe 55 law and my duty, that I will not so rule, not establish such a 

recedent. 88 
$ The case of In re Ayres (123 U. S., 443), relied on by defendant's counsel, does 
not — 76 ju nt sustain the position taken by them. In that case the 
i on of the circuit court was denied not because the officers of the 

tate were sued, but because the court found that the act of the legislature 
complained of did not violate any contract, and because the bill did not 


regist 

voter shall present the same at the polls to the managers of the election, and 
that no ons shall be allowed to vote at any election to be held in said State 
unless his certificate of tration is exhibited when he offers to vote, and 
that it is required by said law that in case a voter shall remove from one 
county to another in said State, or from one precinct to another in the same 
county, or from one residence to another in the same precinct, that he shall 
obtain a transfer and a renewal certificate, and that should a voter lose his 
certificate he must obtain a renewal thereof upon furnishing evidence satis- 
factory to the registrar of the connai wherein he resides, that his certificate 
has been mislaid or lost, and that the same has not been willfully or inten- 
tionally disposed of. The bill also siege that by the provisions and require- 
ments of said enactments, the voter failing for any reason to comply with 
any of the visions of the same, is denied the right of suffrage, both in 
Federal State elections. Complainant claims tthe provisions of the 
said enactments fixing the time for ene and the closing of the books 
for that purpose on fhe lst day of July preceding every election, and the 
man uirements and conditions set out in the various sections of said reg- 
istra’ — we: were intended, and that they in effect. do abridge, impede, and 
destroy the s of the citizens, both of the State and of the United States. 

It is also ave that on the 2ith day of December, 1894, an act was passed 
by the general assembly of South Carolina entitled“ An act to a tare for 


of members of the convention, their compensation, etc., and to provide for 
the 


that making a State eoa engt does not make the State a party, bo neni 
on 


party in interest. t case was a suit by Gray against Dasa the governor 
of the State of Texas, and Keuchler, commissioner of the 1 office of that 
State, and the injunction issued by the circuit court of the United States for 
the western district of Texas, restraining said officers from issuing and sign- 
ing certain land warrants, was sustained, as I have mentioned, by the Zu- 
preme Court of the United States, 

In the case of Pennoyer vs. . U. S., 1), in which the 
Supreme Court reviewed the cases bearing on the subject, Mr. Justice Lamar, 
speaking for the court, said: But the general doctrine of Osborne vs. The 

nk of the United States, that the circuit courts of the United States will 
restrain a State officer from executing an unconstitutional statute of the 
State, when to execnte it would violate rights and privileges of the complain- 
ant which had been guaranteed by the Constitution, and would work irre- 
parable damage and ury to him, has never been departed from. On the 
contrary, the principles of that case have been and enforced in a 
very large number of cases, notably in those we have referred to as belong- 
ing to the second class of cases above mentioned." In reference to the case 
just referred to, he used this language: The first class is where the suit is 
rought. t the officers of the State as representing the State’s action 
Against witch the MAEN a will s6 oper sions fo comupelit tompecifically pox 
w eju en 80 ate as to compe! ™ 
form its contract. (In re Ayers, 123 U. S., 443; Bice vs. Jumel, 107 U.S., 
711: Antoni ve. Greenhow, 107 U. S., 769; Cunningham vs. Macon and Bruns- 
wick Railroad, 109 U. S., 446; Hagood vs. Southern, 117 U. S., 53.) The other 
class is where a suit is brought against defendants who, claiming to act as 
officers of the State under the color of an unconstitutional statute, commit 
acts of wrong and injury to the rights and property of the plaintiff acquired 
under a contract with the State. Such suit, whether brought to recover 
8 ie sok? Aaya the hands of such defendants, Wee tuken by them 
in behalf of the State, or for compensation in or in a proper case 
where the remedy at law is inadequate for an injunction to provent such 
pt a re injury, or for a mandamus in alike case to enforce upon the 
defendant the pert 
within the meaning of the eleventh amendment, an action against the State. 
(Osborne vs. Bank of the United States, 0 Wheat., 738; Davis vs. Gray, 16 


the year 1882, or at any time su uent thereto, failed to register at such 
2 or who has . — B citizen of this State and who register as 


several boards of ma: rs for the chin Se in which plaintiff resides in said 

county, who hold the election of de 

certain — 65 writings purporting to be the registration books for use at 
vecin: 


after the general election in 1883, and during the ten days in March, 1895, pro- 
Ta the act of 1894, because ‘although pe 

ent efforts to become registered he found himself unable to comply with the 
unreasonable, unnecessary, and burdensome rules, regulati and restric- 
tions prescribed by said unconstitutional ration laws asc tions prece- 
dent f his rigħt to ter, and that he has never been allowed to vote at 
any Federal or State election of the State of South Carolina; that he is desir- 


writin: r to be books of registration now inthe hands of the 
Jolendant 2 — will not contain his name as a registered voter, for the 
reason before stated; that he and others like cirew: 5 with him will 


be manage: 

a Pi Weir names be found upon the books of 3 and they pro- 
duce the registration certificate mentioned; and that if the defendant be 

tted to continue the aforesaid illegal, partial, and void registration, 
and be allowed to turn over to the managers of such election for the coun 
of Richland the books of registration for said county, he, the plaintiff, wi 
be deprived of his right to vote at said election and grievous irre ble 
wrong wiil be done and damage him, which can only be prevented by the 
interposition of this court by way of restraining the defendant from the per- 


Liquidation vs. McComb, 92 U. S., 531; Poindexter vs. Greenhow, 1140. S., 270°) 
insists t his is included £ the 

visor of tration for Richland County he is not answerable to the juris- 
diction of this court. 

plained of in the bill are matters relating to the poli 

t 

hibited by the eleventh amendment to the Constitution of the United States; 
also that the bill presents no question arising under the Constitution or laws 
of the United States, and that this court has no jurisdiction of the case; that 
bill is multifarious and not roperly 


verified; he d 

t do abridge, impede, and destroy the suffrage of the citizens of the 
Sec and of a eee States, and te aie that they are reasonable and 
constitational, 


fifteenth amendments thereof. To the conside 
the constitutionality of the registration laws of the State of South Carolina, 
we now come. Complainant insists that the registration laws of South Caro- 
lina are in contravention of the provisions of the constitution of South Caro- 
ling, and that they also violate the Constitution of the United States, his 
rights as a citizen of the United States being so affected thereby as to entitle 
him to be heard in this court on the complaint we now consider. The consti- 
tution of South Carolina contains the following provisions: 

ART. L Seo. 31. “All elections shall be free and open, and every inhabitant 
of this Commonwealth the qualifications provided for in this con- 
sti tution shall have equal right to elect officers and be elected to fill public 


0 

ART. 8. SEC. 2. Every male citizen of the United States of the of 21 
years and upwards, not laboring under the disabilities named in this con- 
stitution, without distinction of race, color, or former condition, who shall 
be a resident of this State at the time of the adoption of this constitution, or 
who shall hereafter reside in this State one year and in the county in which 
he offers to vote sixty days next preceding any election, shall be entitled to 
vote for all officers that are now or he: r may be elected by the people, 
and upon all questions submitted to the electors at any election: Provided, 
That no shall be allowed to vote or hold office whois now or hereafter 
may ba EES therefor by the Constitution of the United States until 
8 3 cations shall be removed by the Congress of the United States: 
Provided further, That no person while tin any almshouse or lum, or 
of unsound „or confined in any public prison, shall be allowed to vote 


ce, 

ART. 8, Sec. 3. “It shall be the duty of the general assembly to vide, 
Linke to this, eee Aio 

ART. 8, SEC. 7. Every person entitled to vote at any election shall be 


to consider tely the many cases cited 5 counsel in argument 
bearing on bar on. After carefully examining thom all I conclude that 
it is the duty of the circitit court of the United States to restrain a State offi- 
cer from executing an unconstitutional statute of the State when the execu- 
tion of it by him would violate or abridge the rights, pri „and immuni- 
ties of the complainant that are granted — the Constitution of the United 
So far as this question is concerned, it is immaterial if the officer so 

15 r Se re the By pone of state, 3 - 
troller-gene e treasurer, the at ey-general, or governor. edo 
not have in this coun: nay olaaa of peuple. State or national officials or pri- 
vate citizens, who are above the law and who are not compelled to res; it. 
The of the United States is the supreme law of the — 
thing in the constitution or laws of any of the States to the contrary notwith- 
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eligible to any office which now is, or hereafter shall be, elective by pe pce 
in the county where he shall have resided sixty days previous to such elec- 
tion, except as otherwise provided in this constitution or the Constitution and 
laws of the United States.” 

ART. 8, SEO. 8. The general assembly shall never pass any law that will 
deprive any of the citizens of this State of the DEDI of suffrage, except for 
treason, murder, robbery, or dueling, whereof the person shall have been 
duly tried and convicted.” 

Section 2, Article I, of the Constitution of the United States is as follows: 
“The House of Representatives shall be composed of members chosen every 
second year by the ple of the several States, and the electors in each State 
shall have the qualification requisite for electors of the most numerous 
branch of the State legislature.” 

Section 1, Article XIV (amendment), isin these words: All persons born or 
naturalized in the United States and subject to the jurisdiction thereof are 
citizens of the United States and of the State wherein they reside. No State 
shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges or immu- 
nities of the citizens of the United States; nor shall any State deprive any 
person of life, liberty, or property without due process of law, nor deny to 
an rson within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws.” 

Article XV of the amendments to the Constitution roads: 

SECTION 1. “ The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be 
denied or abridged by the United States or by any State on account of race, 
color, or previous condition of servitude. p 

“SEC. 2. The Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appro- 
priate legislation.” 

The Congress has given to the circuit courts of the United States jurisdic- 
tion of all suits to enforce the right of citizens of the United States to vote 
in the several States. 

We find now that a citizen of South Carolina is a citizen of the United 
States residing in that State. The 1 parnog and eee 
ing to him asa free citizen are his as a citizen of the United States, and do 
not depend upon his citizenship of that State. The plaintiff, Mills, a citizen 
of "African descent, is a citizen of the United States and of the State of South 
Carolina. 

By the fourteenth amendment he has been made a citizen of the United 
States, and by the fifteenth amendment he is a voter in the State in which 
he resides, Erevions to the adoption of these amendments the race to which 
he belongs had no rights that the white men of this country were bound to 
respect, and it was not ible for 1 belonging to it to be a citizen of 
the United States. In the Slaughter House Cases (10 Wall.,68) the Supreme 
Court of the United States, referring to the time immediately preceding and 
pacar ay cabo adoption of these amendments, said: 

“The institution of African slavery, as it existed in about half the States 
of the Union, and the contests pervading the public mind for many years 
between those who desired its curtailment and ultimate extinction and those 
who desired additional safeguards for its security and perpetuation cul- 
minated in the effort on the part of most of the States in which slavery 
existed to separate from the Federal Government and to resist its authority. 

“ This constituted the war of the rebellion, and whatever auxiliary causes 
may have contributed to bring about this war, undoubtedly the overshadow- 
ing and efficient cause was African sen 

“In that struggle, slavery, as a legalized social relation, perished. It per- 
ished as a necessity of the bitterness and force of the conflict. When the 
armies of freedom found themselves upon the soil of slavery they could do 
nothing less than free the poor victims whose enforced servitude was the 
foundation of the quarrel, and when hard pressed in the contest these men— 
for they proved themselyes men in that terrible crisis—offered their services 
and were aon at by thousands to aid in suppressing the unlawful rebellion. 
Slavery was at an end wherever the Federal Government succeeded in that 

urpose. The proclamation of President Lincoln expressed an accomplished 
fact as toa large portion of the insurrection: districts when he declared 
slavery abolished in them all. But, the war being over, those who had suc- 
ceeded in reestablishing the authority of the Federal Government were not 
content to pom this great act of emancipation to rest on the actual results 
of the contest or the proclamation of the Executive, both of which might 
have been questioned in after times, and they determined to 8 this main 
and most valuable result in the Constitution of the restored Union as one of 
its fundamental articles. Hence the thirteenth article of amendment to that 
instrument. Its two short sections seem hardly to admit of construction, so 

orous is their expression and so appropriate to the purpose we have 


indicated. 

1. Neither slavery nor involuntary servitude, except as a punishment 
for crime, whereof the party shall have been 5 convicted, shall exist 
within the United States or any place subject to their jurisdiction. 

115 2. Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate legis- 
on. 

“The process of restoring to their proper relation with the Federal Gov- 
ernment and with the other States those which had sided with the rebellion, 
undertaken under the proclamation of President Johnson in 1865, and before 
the assembling of Con develo, the fact that, notwithstanding the 
formal tion by those States of the abolition of aeaa A the condition 
of the slave race would, without further protection of the Federal Govern- 
ment, be almost as bad as it was before. mong the first acts of legislation 
adopted by several of the States in the legislative bodies which e ed to 
be in their normal relations with the Federal Government were laws which 
por sng upon the colored race onerous disabilities and burdens, and cur- 

ed their rights in the pursuit of life, 3 and papery to such an 
extent that their freedom was of little value, while they ost the pro- 
tection which they had received from their former owners from motives 
both of interest and humanity. > i 

They were in some States forbidden to appear in the towns in any other 
character than menial servants. They were required to reside on and culti- 
vate the soil, without the right to purchase or own it. They were excluded 
from many occupations of gain, and were not permitted to give testimony in 
the courts in any case wherea white man wasa — It was said that their 
lives were at the mercy of bad men, either because the laws for their protec- 
tion were insufficient or were not enforced. 

These circumstances, whatever of falsehood or misconception may have 
been mingled with their presentation, forced upon the statesmen who had 
N the Federal Government in safet 9 the crisis of the rebel - 

ion, and who supposed that by the thirteenth article of the amendment they 
had secured the result of their labors, the conviction that something more 
was necessary in the way of constitutional protection to the nnfontunate 
race who had suffered so much. They accordingly 8 Congress 
the pro tion for the fourteenth amendment, and they declined to treat as 
resto: to their full participation in the Government of the Union the States 
which had been in insurrection until they ratified that article by a formal 
vote of their legislative bodies.” 

Before we proceed to examine more critically the provisions of this 
poe agate (on which the plaintiffs in error FEN alg us complete and dis- 


© history of the recent amendments, as t history relates to the 

eneral pu: which pervades them all. A few years’ e: rience satisfied 

fhe though’ men who had been the authors of other two amendments 
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nies notwithstanding the restraints of those articles on the States and the 
ws 


passed under the additional powers granted to Congress, they were 
inadequate for the protection of tte. liberty, and of He erste without which 
freedom to the slaves was no boon. They were in all those states denied the 
right of suffrage. The laws were administered by the white man alone. 
was urged that a race of men distinctively marked as was the negro, living 
in the midst of another and dominant race, could never be fully secured in 
their person and their property without the right of ais 

Hence the fifteenth amendment, which declares that the right of a citi- 
zen of the United States to vote shall not be denied or abrid yany State 
on account of race, color, or previous condition of servitude.” The n 
having by the fourteenth amendment been declared to be a citizen of the 
Uni States, is thus made a voter in every State of the Union. 

We repeat, then, in the light of this recapitulation of events, almost too 
recent to be called history, but which are familiar to us all, and on the most 
casual examination of the langu of these amendments, no one can fail to 
be impressed with the one perv: ing pupon found in them all, lying atthe 
foundation of each, and without which none of them would have been even 
pti aig Br We mean the freedom of the slave race, the security and firm 
establishment of that freedom, and the protection of the newly made free- 
man and citizen from the oppressions of those who had formerly exercised 
unlimited dominion over him. It is true that only the fifteenth amendment 
in terms mentions 3 by speaking of his color and his slavery. But 
it is just as true that of the other articles was ee Ae the griev- 


tection. 


erly and necessarily fall within the ae of these articles, that protec- 
tion will apply, though the party in 


essary to look to the pu 
hich 


the courts, the Executive Departments, and in the aoe ournals, It 
had been said by eminent judges that no man wasa citizen of the United 
States except as he was a citizen of one of the States composing the Union. 
Those, therefore, who been born and resided always in the District of 
Columbia or in the Territories, though within the United States, were not 
citizens. Whether this proposition was sound or not had never been judi- 
cially decided. But it had n held by this court, in the celebrated 
Scott case (19 How., reall 2 a few years before the outbreak of the civil 
war, that a man of African descent, whether a slave or not, was not and 
could not be a citizen of a State or of the United States. This decision, while 
it met the condemnation of some of the ablest statesmen and constitutional 
lawyers of the country, had never been overruled; and if it was to be ac- 
cepted as a constitutional limitation of the right of citizenshi , then all the 
negro race who had recently been e freemen were still not only not 
citizens, but were incapable of becoming so by anything short of an amend- 
ment to the Constitution. 

To remove this difficulty primarily and to establish a clear and compre- 
hensive definition of citizenship which would declare what should constitute 
citizenship of the United States and also citizenship of a State the first clause 
of the first section was framed: 

“All persons born or naturalized in the United States and subject to the 
3 are citizens of the United States and of the State wherein 

ey reside. 

e first observation we have to make on this clause is that it puts at rest 
both the questions which we stated to have been the subject of differences of 
opinion. It declares that persons may be citizens of the United States with- 
out to their citizenship of a particular State, and it overturns the Dred 
Scott decision b ll persons born within the United States and sub- 
ject to its ju ction citizens of the United States. That its main 
was to establish the citizenship of the ne can t of no doubt. The 
phrase “subject to its jurisdiction" was intended to exclude from its ra- 
tion children of ministers, and citizens or subjects of foreign states 
born within the United States. 

While it is true that the Supreme Court has held that the fourteenth amend- 
ment did not add to the privileges and immunities of a citizen and that no 
new voters were necessarily made by it, it is Lome | true that it in effect 
held that it increased the number of citizens entitled to suffr: under the 
constitutions and laws of the States. It also held that in the light of the his- 
tory of the late amendments there was no difficulty in giving a popes mean- 
ing to their provisions, and that the existence of laws in those States where 
the emancipated negroes resided which y disc ted them 
as a class was the end to be remedied by them, and that them such laws 
are forbidden. It alsofully determined that a citizen of a State is now sim- 
ply a citizen of the United States residing in that State; that his rights as 
such are those that belong to him as a citizen of the United States, and that 
they are not dependent u his citizenship of any State, do not depend upon 
its ne dash aaa can not be destroyed by its power. As I understand the 
decision of the Supreme Court, they sustain the claim of this plaintiff 
that the courts of the United States are open for the relief of citizens of the 
United States whose privileges have been abridged by the State in which he 
resides. Certainly they should be, and I will surely so hold until advised 
that court that lam in error. From these same decisions I find that w 
the right of su: e is notan attribute of Federal citizenship, it 
surely is such an attribute as is exempt from tion in the exe: 
of that right on account of race and previous condition, and that while the 
right to vote in the States comes from the State, the right of exemption from 
the prohibited discrimination comes from the United States, 

e as a rule the rights of a citizen of a State are such as all citizens of 
the United States hrs, yet this plaintiff has also certain rights under the 
constitution of Sout: rolina virtue of the act of Coi of June 
1868, which was accepted and ac: upon by that State, in which it is pro 
that the constitution of said State shall never be so as to deprive 
any citizen or class of citizens of the United States of the right to vote in 
said State who are entitled to vote by the constitution of the same, recog- 
nized in said act, except asa punishment for crime. The constitution there 


p 
3 ee Ia one from which I have before quoted, the present organic law 
of tha’ . . p 0 
Are the registration laws of South Carolina constitutional? Do they 
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the rights 
law is no’ — se un- 
upheld 
the courts? 


te tiff of an 
of pets nited Sta 
00 

him the equal Deere ws arietis Se 
which does not protect but destroys his rights? it 
are not his liberty and his rty taken him? If it does prevent him 
from voting (it is shown that he is nay ag for delegates to the consti- 
tutional convention mentioned in the „Which ape so iana — organic 
law of the State as to affect his life, his property, his liberty, franchise, 
does it not do him a grievous wrong, and by what authority? As pertinent 
to this I quote the words of Mr. Justice Swayne in the Slaughterhouse Cases: 
“Life, liberty, and property are forbidden to be taken without due 3 
of law, and equa! protection of the laws is guaranteed to all. Life is the gift 
of God, and the right to preserve it is the most sacred of the rights of man. 
3 is freedom from all restraints, but such as are justly imposed by law. 
Beyond that line lies the domain of usurpation and t y. Property is 
everywhere that which has an exchangeable value, and the right of property 
includes the power to dispose of it according to the will of the owner. bor 
is property, and as such merits protection. ight to make it available is 
next in importance to the rights of life and liberty. It lies to al: extent at 
the foundation of most other forms of property, and of all solid individual 
and national property. Due process of law’ is the a tion of the law as 
it exists in the fair and regular course of ive procedure. The 

mal protection of the . upon a foo of legal equality and 
—.— tho same protection to all for the preservation of life, y, and prop- 
erty and the pursuit of preps segs nh (18 Wall, 127.) 

Itis not my intention at this time to state in detail the requirements and 

section of said on law, but sony thə result that I 

them all, aided as I have bee: 


Phair ballots. The, 

ballots. e 

place to another in the same 

new certificate is without reason and vexatious, while the mode prescribed 
for pouring a renewal thereof in case of lossis so cumbersome and 1 
1 t. 5 —. likely fulfills its object in deterring the 

maki e effo: 

The f tration of voters closes on the Ist day of July preceding a gen- 
eral election, which is held in November following. What possible reason is 
there for this unreasonable course? the four months preceding an 
election—the period voters generally devote to the examination of ns 
then to be determined and to the their names on the v 


uring 
during the period, 2 275 
tion — that the citizen who shall have been a resident of the State for one 
rand of the tes which he offers to vote for sixty days next preced- 
election shall be entitled to vote at such election, yet he is pro- 
He has completed his one year's 
because the books 
m the books, and 


on officers at the 


so doing. 
can not 
name is not u 


ment 


open 

and yet in the 

this cause is ly unde: That such 
reasonable but unconstitutional is shown b; 
Powell, 20 American La 

nomah County 

Williams, 5 Wis., 308; 

Pa., 109; Green vs. Shumway, 
People vs. Canaday, 73 N. C., 198 


requirements are not only un- 
the "follo: : Morris vs. 


Ohio, 638; 
rney-Gen- 


ation enactment of the State of South 
me to 


trage stupen: 
from crime. It is not necessary 

better. 
sections relating to 
render yalid the former 


e no vision for 
and theelection hen 


t 
places of his 
This affidavit must be 


to suffer by the stronger? How difficult for them to thus write out the books 
of their lives and have all the pages thereof attested by two witnesses ta- 
ble in the estimation of the registrar who is to judge them. In my 

the fact that there still remains several days -prior to the election g 
which the plaintiff 2 apply for does not, in the light of the 
allegations of the bill, the proofs tendered, and admissions mede prevent him 
from asking for nor the court from granting the relief prayed for. 

I was asked, in case any portion of the said istration laws should be 
found invalid, to eliminate the part so found and decree that the remain 
section should stand. Ihave not been able to make the separation, for I 
it all so interwoven as to render it impracticable, so far as results are con- 
cerned, and I can not winnow when there is no grain in behalf of those so 
treated. All interested in the welfare of their country and desirous of seeing 
its laws enforced should protest in order that public sentiment should no 
longer be dormant. but may by its activity rouse the community that has 
long suffered by such outrages to a realization of their cause, and to an appre- 
ciation of the beneficial results to be secured by the abolishment of the sys- 
tem that caused them. 

It we may judge of what the intention of the legislature was by the inevi- 
table result of its enactment, as we are assured we can (Soon Hing vs. Crow- 
ley, 113 U. S., 703; Minnesota vs. Barber, 136 U. S., 313), then the one object 
that controlled the minds of those who formulated the enactment I have been 
considering was how best to abridge and destroy the greatest number of votes 
of the citizens of African descent, while at same time interfering with as 
few as possible of the votes of the white race. The fact is that with a candor 
that was as frank as it was amazing this was Miata pifo 

t ot this case. It is evident that the effect of re 


ing to so h te as to apparentiy respect 
F death therights 
and immunities gu y them. 

Finding as I do that registration laws of South Carolina are unconsti- 
tutional, and that their enforcement will deprive the plaintiff, a citizen of 
the United States, of the rights of a citizen of the same, I conclude that this 
court has jurisdiction of this case, and that the same is not a proceedin 
against the State of South Carolina, prohibited by the eleventh amendmen 
to the Constitution of the United States. I find that the bill does present a 

mestion ng under the Constitution and lawsof the United States, and 
that the plaintiſf has not a plain and adequate remedy at law; that the bill is 
sufficiently verified and not multifarious. Under these circumstances it is 
the duty of the circuit court of the United States for the district of South 
pandins to entertsin thiscomplaint—an instance in which duty mingles with 
on. 7 

I have noticed during the progress of this case a disposition to . 8 this 
court as a foreign jurisdiction. much to my surprise and t. This is as 
much a court of the State of South Carolina as is the circuit or supreme court 
of that State. The State of South Carolina assisted in forming the Constitu- 
tion and making the laws by virtue of which this court was o: ized and 
now convenes. This court is and will be as careful and as jealous of the honor 
and the interests of that State as any of her citizens can be, and it hopes to 
merit their esteem by being worthy of it. A distinguished jurist of that State 
is my associate on the circuit and the Chief Justice of the United States is its 
— ding justice. Why such a court of the United States, convening in South 

Jaro administering the laws of the nation and of that State, should be 
as a foreign court is wonderful in the extreme and as strange as is 
the story relative to which it is about to enter its decree. 

I will an order, as prayed for by complainant, r: and enjoin- 
ing the defendant individually and as supervisor of registration the per- 
formance of any of the acts mentioned and complained of in the bill. 


NATHAN GOFF, 
United States Circuit Judge. 


regard 


MAy 8, 1895. 


[Opinion of McIver, C. J., of the supreme court of South Carolina, in the case 
of Matthew C. Butler vs, William H. Ellerbe and another, as fiscal officers 
of the State. 22 S. C. Rep., 425, 437. Rendered July 6, 1895. } 


Molver, C. J. (dissenting). This is an action. instituted in the original 

re pr soe of this court, for an injunction restraining the defendants, as 

1 officers of the State government, from applying the public funds in the 

State treasury to the payment of certain appropriations which, it is claimed, 

have been illegally made by the legislature. The particular gs a cee 
claimed to be ill FFV 

cember, 1893, for the pay of supervisors of registration, and for bond ge of 

commissioners, managers, and messengers of elections, for the year 

lst. November, 1893, and the prayer of the complaint is that the 

lerbe and his successors in office as comp’ r-general of the 

Carolina be 8 enjoined from drawing any warrant 

on State treasurer for the payment of any of the said Ce ar agen 
and that the said Bates, and his successors in office as treasurer of the 

an 


—.— me ch this alaha E T ts that the 
con 


Inasmuch as a copy of the complaint, or tion, as it is styl 
incorporated in the rt of this case, we do not deem it n to make 
here any more de or particular statement of the nature and scope of 
the action than has been — A ponora terms, abovp, except. to say that 
by ntiff as a citizen and sr yer of 
Edgefield. all the qualifications and 

ns and resident tax 


in the constitution and 
and condition as himself as to qualifi 


yers of said State in the like plight 
ons and cations, too numer- 
ous to be made ties to this action, and of other 
rs of said State 


should be 


tizens and resident tax- 
the same coustitutional 
ualifi 


The main object of the action, unquestionably, is 
ality of the tration laws of this 
discussion of this main question in the 
two preliminary objections presented 
these objections, as we understand it, is that such an action as this can not be 

a single taxpayer, either on his own behalf or on behalf of him- 

in similar : plight and condition, upon the Fane that no one 

wed to assail constitutionality of an act of the | ure 
has been injured either in his ts of per- 


ry first to 
attorney-general. The 


by 
ral 
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n of this action is to prevent the 
affect.“ Inasmuch as the o 8 3 


tion | abridge the elector's but merely 8 its exercise by 

of the public funds in the State hich | evidence of the right. The right can not b> but it may be regu- 
every taxpayer hasa direct interest, toan purpose, it would seem clear | lated. * * * A tion law, however, not be held valid which, 
that there is no foundation for the objection. under the color of ting the manner of voting, really subverts the 

But we do not deem it necessary to discuss the question, for we think it | right.” Without quot from or referring more 55 tho cases 
has been determined by express judication in his State in at least two | on the subject, we think the forego’ views will be found to supported 
cases, Mauldin vs. City Council, 33 S. C., 1. 11 S. E.,434; and McCullough vs. | by numerous other cases which we have examined, and to which we will 
Brown (S. C.), 190 S.E., 458, su by numerous authorities elsewhere. (1 | simply refer by their titles: Dells vs. Kennedy, 49 Wis., 560; 6 N. W., 246, 381; 

om. Eq. Jur., 277, section 260; Cooley, Taxation, 764; 2 Dill. Mun. Corp. Daggett vs. Hudson tonto Sui 3 N. E., 546; Brooks vs. 2 (Mich,), 43 
section ad cases cited in note; Crampton vs. Zabriski „101 U. S., at N ` Ci 8 W. 5 


x Patterson T 
‘pay i rpositi f urt of equity to prevent an ille- | Wis., 71; Edm vs. Banbury, 28 Iowa, 207; Perry vs. Whitaker, 71 N. 

)J ò ĩV | E yd ON T 

* i t the case o 0 vs. Brown, o! ese ciples we an e on o 

sua, has peen gv in so fas as it held 1 he (S. C. ), 20 heth f th sire : f thi tis 8 bat r vn 77 f the 
by th bsequent case of State vs. City Council o en (S. C.),20 | whether any of the provisions of that law are in conflict with any of the pro- 
fopa EI. vet that case does not affect the point for which the case of McCul- | visions of our 9 For this purpose we will first inquire what are 
lough vs. Brown is now cited, for that pane was in no way alluded to in the | the provisions of the constitution in reference to the right of su e. In 
Aiken case, and it is there wares that t eee ae McCullough ey Brown, rons ance 1, mor = me 3 re 8 ä 1 . — 
hi aie in so far as are antag- | and open, a 0 01 e > 
Snota OPi pe E AON Etr ea decide 0 (taies ours.) cations provided for in this constitution shall have an equal right to elect 

t limi: ection is that the n erein is estop from | officers an elected mblic office.” 
3 oro the 3 law by reason of the fact Section 33 of article 1 rovides as follows: “ The right of suffrage shall be 
that he has for many years been in the enjoyment of the emoluments and | protected by laws r g elections and prohibiting, under adequate pen- 
honors of an office to w a e men oue by p ree ra onae Rio eng 8 =e . 2 Aea power 3 bpp or improper proper Som 
isi regist . How can affec e of the | duct.” a e on 2. the q cations of electors are 

. institute 4 r the | declared, as follows: (1) He must be a male citizen who has attained the ‘4 
ublic funds arising from taxation, in which he as well as any other W Sa of 21 years. (2) He musthave resided one year in the State, and in the county 
sparen’, © aa Mitel tees tection ald caller tous pagination iar: | ses tut Ue POETAS CAINE RAT Or she Ganbilitien aston to tee oman 

t an on under the on law, | must no con u 
ni 8 In addition to the qualifications of a voter thus specifically declared it is ex- 
ation of any such question. The sole question here is whether the fiscal 22 3 that every person possessed of these qualifications “shall 
from entitled to voi reatter may 


of State rnment shall be restrained applying the public te for all officers that are now or he: be elected 
Panda to an ile parposs ; and that question turns entirely upon the result by the people, and upon all . submitted to the electors at any elec- 
of the inquiry whether on law, in pursuance of w. ch | tions.” But, in addition to insection § of the same article it is expressly 


registrati hich su 
is tened to be made, violates the constitution of the Stare. | declared that the general assembly “shall never any law that will de- 
ii t 5 course, it is null and void, and any # riation of the | prive any of the Stizens of this State of the right of suffrage, except for 
n.“ Person shall 


S ' * ee ees named in the section, ** whereof the 
$ d whatever for the esto and con 
N 9 And that the question | 8 is as follows: “It shall be the duty of the general assembly to provide 


n very frequent]; fore the courts of the sev: States, and it seems to The original orem for the tration of voters will be found in the 
— that. even in States whose constitutions are silent upon the subject, | act a ved of Fe , 1882 (17 Statutes at „page 1110), and these 
astatute uiring a registration of voters is not per se unconstitutional, as | pro’ ms are incorporated in General Statutes 1882, with section 
sucha statute is regarded as a mere regulation of the constitutional right to and ending with section 106; and such 8 amended, 
vote, and is 3 to furnish evidence of the fact that the voter is pos- are in in the Revised Statutes of 1893 as sections 131-156, both in- 

qu 


egisla- 
or to take away any of the qualifications prescribed by the constitution, | tion was that there should be but one general tration of voters, to wi 
— where its effect is b obatrash, subve: caren unnecessarily to impede, 3 for in 1882, and that when the stration books were clos 
the exercise of the t conferred by the constitution, it can not be sus- | for t year a person who was then a qualified voter, but who had failed 
tained, but must be held an unconstitutional invasion of the constitutional | from any cause, whether from sickness, a ce, or other cause, to register, 
ht of suffrage. was ever thereafter deprived of this right of suffrage, for there is no pro- 
ese Views are fully supported by the authorities elsewhere (for so far as | vision which such a person could afterwards be wed to register; and 
wears informed we have no case in State upon the subject), w „though | section of the Revised Statutes expressly declares that no 2 
not binding on us, are recommended to our 8 by the reasoning upon | be allowed to vote at any election hereafter to be held unless he shall have 
which they are founded, as well as by the hig character of the courts from | been heretofore red in conformity with the requirements of chapter 7 
which they come. (See Capen vs. Foster, 12 S rte datory thereof, or shall be 
elaborate notes in 23 Am. Dec., 632, nently referred to as the leading case | registered as herein required. 
upon the subject.) In Kinneen vs. Wells, 144 497: 11 N. yey ees ques- ow. on turning to the chapter of the General Statutes of 1882 and the acts 
ion was as to the constitutionality of the registration law of that State, con- | amendatory thereof, we find that, while 1 is made in section 94 of 
taining a provision 8 naturalized person to be 1 agaian as a | that chapter, corresponding with section 137 of the Revised Statutes, for open- 
voter within thirty daysafter his naturalization, and it was held that such pro- | ing the books of 
vision was unsonstiturional because it to add to the qualifications | the purpose of ring voters gen tion of such 
of a voter as fixed by the constitution the further qualification that such persons su Shaw thereafter become entitled ter“ (italics ours), there 
voter should be possessed of the qualifications named in the constitution for no provision for the registration oi p! gusl: 
a period of thirty days before he could be registered as a qualified voter. entitled to register. Hence it follows, necessarily, that one who had been a 
ti qualified voter and, as such, entitled to N before such general election 
unconstitutional because it was not impartial, inasmuch as it imposed a re- | could not then avail hi of the e offered by that section. The 
striction upon a certain class of voters—naturalized persons—not imposed | lan found in section 94 of the General Statutes of 1882 is stronger than 
upon any o class, on to say that even if the provision were general | that found in section 137 of the Revised Statutes from which we have quoted. 
in its character, app] E p alike to all classes of voters, it would still be uncon- | for in the General Statutes of 1882 the 33 is prohibitory and forbids 
stitutional, because it added to the qualifications of a voter as fixed in the ing the registration books except for the 8 of 8 of 
constitution the further requirement that he should be possesed of such qual- | such persons as shall become entitled to register after the next election; and 
ifications for a specified time before he offers himself for tion, | even as to this privileged class, their day of grgce expires on the Ist day of 
whereas every person who is of the necessary qualifi nsat the | July preceding a general election, some’ over four months before the 
time he offers lf for tration is entitled to be registered, without neral election, which is fixed by law for first Tuesday after the first 
any regard to the length of time he has been possessed of the necessary Gonday in November in ev: second year, reckoning from the year 1870. 
qualifications. (Const., article 2, section 3; v. Stat., section 162.) It is true also that 
In delivering the opinion of the court, Devens, J., uses this lan : “Itis | sections 96 and 97 of the General Statutes of 1882, as well as the co. d- 
not an unreasonable provision that all persons entitled as voters bereg- | ing sections of the Revised Statutes (140 and 141), do make special pro ns 
istered as such viously to de iting their ballots, and if the legislature 
deems that such an i nity not proceed concurrently with the actual | wise ed, but this provision is confined to that 
voting or election, and be condu in adeliberateand orderly manner, | therefore, not an impartial provision. 
it is not unreasonable that it should provide that such an inquiry should ter- It seems to us that this feature of the 9 law, to say nothing of 
ime sufficiently | other constitutional Lo ka ge renders it obnoxious to that provision of the 
KOPIIS proper preparations therefor." Again, after referring toCapen | constitution above quo which makes it the duty of Sha. pon 
vs. Foster, su asa leading case on the subject, he says: But, while it is | to provide from time to time for the registration of all electors. The lan- 
be thin the proper limits of legislative power to provide suitable | guage of that constitutional provision necessarily implies that its purpose 
regulations for exercising the right of suffrage in a — and orderly and | was to require the general assembly to provide every facility for the regis- 
convenient manner, the court, speaking throu ef Justice Shaw, was | tration of all electors, by providing for registration of all electors “from 
careful to add: Such a construction would afford no warrant for such an | time to time,” so that, as as practicable, no elector should be deprived of 
exercise of 3 power as, under the pretense and color of regulating, | his genes suffrage, and that this law, which provided for one 8 regis- 
should subvert or more than ten years ago, and afforded no other opportunity to any 
And again he meee “Every m of ration of voters contemplates | elector, except those of a certain class, to comply with its provisions, even 
on will be completed that the list of voters will be pre- though his failure to avail himself of the first and only 8 ever 
before voting actually commences. No system would be just that did | offered him to r resulted from sickness, absence, or other good cause, 
not extend the time of registration up toa time as near that of actually de- | must be as a violation both of the spirit and letter of the consti- 
positing the votes as would be consistent with the necessary 9 for | tution. 
conducting the election in an hae ag? manner, and with a reasona 3 Inas much as the right of suffrage is provided for and teed by the 


8 ge y 

man (Ky.),14 S. W.,688, the re tion law there considered provided for a | any law depri any citizen of the right of suffrage, except in ce 

registration of voters in the city of Owensboro, to be made on the first Mon- pre — Togs i e is 

day in July and the two succee days, at which those only could be ita doe gee to the exercise of this constitutional privilege that 

tered who would be entitled to vote at the August election 3 the voter should registered would be in violation of the constitution as 

provided that no vote shall be received at any election held wi a year | adding an additional uirement to those mentioned in the constitution for 

unless the voter's name is on the registry made in July. Held that the act | the exercise of this right. But, as we have seen, this is not the correct view 

Was not a reasonable regulation of the elective franchise, and wasvoid under | of a trati: d manner 

the constitution of 3 portus that every male citizen 21 years | in w! this constitutional right may be exercised. The constitution —— 

of age, who had resided in the State two years, and in the county, town, or poe that every citizen of certain ed qualifications 

city one year next Lesage the election be a voter. entitled to exercise the tof erip 1 ead t makes no provision as to 
In 7 fact shall be that th 


that case the court, 1 7 — a Te Saar : 
auniform and w, used this language: The true | possessed requived ualifications, therefore, noi proper 
the — — make puch reguistions eee 


reasona tion 
theory upon which those laws are based is that they must not impair or | necessary that 
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best for the purpose of determining the question of fact whether a person 


offering to vote is of the necessary constitutional qualifications; 
and this, in our 2 is the true office of a registration law. 
It is also nothing but 


reasonable and proper that such an non tor should 
terminate prior to thè election, as it might tly delay and possibly defeat 
the full exercise of the right of suffrage if it had to be conducted while the 
election was going on; and hence a Jaw which pons for closing the regis- 
tration books for such a length of time as would be reasonably necessary to 
enable the supervisor of registration to prepare and furnish the managers of 
elections at each 7 8 with acopy of the list of registered voters 
for such precinct would not probably be regarded as an unreasonable reg- 
ulation. If, however, the law provides for cang the registration books for 
such a length of time before the election as would be manifestly unreasona- 
ble and unnecessary for that rpa then such alaw could not be defended 
as a legitimate exercise of 9 At iye power; for, under color of re tion, 
it would have the effect of subverting and injuriously restraining the right 
of suffrage, and would in some cases 3 defeat such right. 

It seems to us that the law under consideration is open to this objection 
for it provides that the registration books shall be closed on the Ist day o 
July preceding every general election, which, as we have seen, is fixed for 
the first Tu y after the first Monday in November in every second year, 
reckoning from the year 1870, and shall not be reopened prior to such gen- 
eral election, except for the purpose of 3 mors coming of age and 

d of the other necessary qualifications to register. Surely a period 
of four months is wholly unreasonable and entirely unn for the clos- 
ing of the registration books previous to a general election, and the inevita- 
ble effect is to deprive a certain class of citizens of the right to vote at such 
election, to wit, those who, being otherwise qualified, complete their required 
term of residence either in the State or county within such period of four 


months. 

Take, for instance, the case of a person who, being possessed of other con- 
stitutional qualifications, only completes the required term of residence, either 
in the State or county, on the Ist day of October . preceding any 
general election. By this provision of the law he is deprived of his right of 
although it may be susceptible of proof to a demonstration that on 
the day of election he is, and for more than a month 1 has been, 

y possessed of all the qualifications of an elector as fixed of be e constitu- 
tion, simply because he had not performed an impossible act by registering 
rior to the preceding July, which, under the case supposed, it would have 
m impossible for him to have done, as he had not, prior to the preceding 
July, completed his uired term of residence. It is manifest that sucha 
law can not be defended as a reasonable and necessary regulation of the mode 
of exercising the elective franchise, and is in direct conflict with the constitu- 
tion; for, in the case supposed, which no doubt has site brie occurred, the 
constitution 1 the right to vote, but the registration law forbids 
the exercise of such right because the person in question had not shown, four 
revious to the election, what it was impossible for him then to have 
at he was then all the constitutional qualifications— 


We must say, however, that we are not prepared 
on account of that feature. Indeed, if proper construction of the ac 
that the exhibition of such certificate is conclusive of the voter's right to 
vote, we are inclined to think that such a feature is not . 
but preferable to a provision whereby the voter's right to vote is made to 
depend BS pce the fact that his name is found on the list of registered voters 
furnished the managers of election by the supervisor of istration; for in 
the former case the voter is made the cus of the evidence of his right 
to vote, whereas in the latter case his right is made to depend upon the act 
of another, and he may entirely lose his hey by the carelessness or incom- 
por of an official in making out the list, to say nothing of the danger of 

being deprived of his nps y the willful omission of his name from the 
fet by a corrupt 15 ý 1 upon a 5 8 Ta act 
necessary, as is sup y some—for which sw ion the ape 
of section 155 of the Revised Statutes affords some warrant—that to entitle 
one to vote he must not only exhibit his certificate to the managers of election, 
but his name must also appear u the list furnished the managers by the 
supervisors of registration, then it does seem that such double requirement is 
unnecessarily burdensome, well calculated to ee eg the exercise of the right 
of pis and sometimes entirely defeat such right, without any fault on the 
part of voter; for, 1 fe. he may have ca yp and promptly 
exhibited his certificate o 8 to the managers of election, he yet 
may lose his right to vote solely because his name does not a; r on the list 
furnished e supervisor, for the act makes no provision for the publica- 
tion of the list of registered voters prior to an election, whereby the voter 
can asce: whether his name appears on such list and, if it had been omit- 
ted cy ca carelessness or even oversight on isd on of the official charged 
with the duty of preparing such list, have it inserted. 

We do not deem it necessary to go into any detailed consideration of the 
various provisions of the act in bs ti to the substitution of anew certificate 
for one which has been lost or destroyed by no fault on the part of the voter, 
or of the provisions of the change of certificate where the holder changes his 
place of residence, even from one point to another in the same precinct, but 
must say that these provisions seem to be unnecessarily harsh and burden- 
some, and, whether so intended or not, are well calculated to impede and 
obstruct the exercise of the right of su: . 

There is one feature of this act which is not without significance. Sections 
151-154, Revised Statutes, expressly require that the supervisor of registra- 
tion “shall, immediatel preceding each election, revise the registration of 
electors and mark off the names of such electors as have died and such as 

. ward, or county to an- 


have removed from one residence precinct, 

other without notif. him and obtaining a certificate of transfer,” and the 
to make provision for obtaining the names of per- 
sons who, within the two preceding years, have been convicted of any offense 
ualif a person from voting, which names shall be erased 
on list; but there is a s absence of any like provision for re- 
the registration list “imm tely preceding each election” by adding 
thereto the names of qualified electors whose names, from any cause, may 
have been omitted from the list. The revision thus ak eh ger rovided for 
2 one-sided, and can not, therefore, be regarded as either reason- 

able or 
The features of our registration law which have thus been shown to be 
unconstitutional are so intimately connected with and so interwoven withits 
other provisions declared mal. If 


to condemn this act sey 
is 


that the whole act must be unconstitutio: 


those features which have been specially commented onare eliminated from 
the act, as they must be if in conflict with the constitution, then the effect 
would that we would have upon the statute book a law in a form which 
never received the sanction of the legislature, and this can not be. To use 
the language of the Michigan court in Attorney-General vs. City of Detroit 


(Mich.) (44 N. W., 388), we may say: This law being, in the Eoepents pointed 
K bel 


out, both unreasonable and in conflict with the constitution, and 
apparent that the legislature would not have enacted the other portions 

the act had it foreseen that the courts would declare these unconstitu- 
tional, the whole act must fall and be held unconstitutional and void.” We 
must therefore conclude that the registration law of this State is uncon- 
stitutional, null, and void, and hence any appropriation of the public moneys 
for the pay of the supervisors of registration for carrying out the provisions 
5 cored pied MONAL statute is without the warrant of law, and should 

orbidden. 


Mr. JENKINS. I agree with both of the learned judges that 
the law is unconstitutional, but disagree with both as to the rea- 
sons or pant upon which the law should be held unconstitu- 
tional. Ido not think that any lawyer, even in South Carolina, 
would have any t for the opinion of any gentleman who 
would say that the law in question is constitutional. For the 
purposes of the discussion I will very briefly refer to the consti- 
tution and point out the defect in the law as I understand it. 
Article 8, section 2, of the constitution of South Carolina provides: 


Every male citizen of the United States— 


With certain exceptions not necessary to be noticed— 


21 years or upward, resident of the State at the time of the adoption of 
the constitution, or who shall hereafter reside in the State one year and in 
the county where offering to vote sixty days preceding any election, shall be 
entitled to vote; in short, the only maligen een in general .— required by 
the constitution is that the man I be 21 years of a resident of the 
peas one year, and a resident of the county where offering to vote sixty 

It will not require any argument to prove that the lawful elect- 
ors of South Carolina are by the requirements of the statute de- 
prived of their constitutional rights, and that the statute does 
impair the rights of electors and imposes conditions and makes 
unreasonable and burdensome requirements not warranted by the 
Constitution; and I think the law is void for reasons following: 
First. As affecting electors moving into South Carolina from a 
sister State or from a foreign country, or from one county to an- 
other in the State; for by the terms of the constitution a person, 
otherwise qualified, removing into South Carolina from outside 
the State can vote if a resident of the State a year and of the 
reper where offering to vote sixty days prior to any general 
election. 

It will be observed by the terms of the statutes that the person 
seeking registration must be an elector when aig Se register. 
By the terms of the constitution an elector should permitted 
to register the day before the ponera election in order not to deny 
the elector the right to vote when moving into the State one year 
before or from one county to another ped aya before a general 
election, An elector who has lived all of ys in South Caro- 
lina is, if he moves from one county to another sixty-one days be- 
fore election, as much affected by the statute as one coming in 
from outside the State, for the constitution in imposing qualifica- 
tions for electors in this particular simply requires that he reside 
in the county where offering to vote sixty days prior to the next 
general election. 

Neither of the learned judges so often referred to speak of this 
feature of the law. In other words, if at any time after the 1st 
day of July before a general election and sixty days before the 
same A pees election an elector of South Carolina and who has 
lived all of his daysin the State moves from one county to another, 
he can not vote; for by the terms of the registry law he must be 
registered in the county where offering to vote, and his name 
must appear upon the registration books of his precinct on or be- 
fore the ist day of July, and the provisions of section 148 under 
the codification or 102 of the law of 1882 do not help out the voter 
removing from one county to another, and are really of no benefit; 
for the books were closed July 1 to every elector as far as rogii 
tration is concerned, excepting those coming of age after July 1 
or awarded a certificate on appeal, 

No doubt it was intended to protect the voter removing from 
one county to another in the State, but taking the statute as a 
whole, providing explicitly for the closing of the books on the 1st 
day of 5 uly, it certainly disfranchises this class of electors. The 
section quoted only applies to such removals por place more 
than sixty days prior to July 1, and affords no relief to the class 
who I insist are barroa by these statutes. The same difficulty is 
met with in case a citizen of Georgia should move into South Car- 
olina a year before a general election to be there held. By the 
constitution his year’s residence would make him a voter; but he 
can not vote, for he has not been ee He could not regis- 
ter, for he was not an elector on or before July 1, when the books 
were closed against him until after the election was held. 

Second. Because the electors are required to go to the county 
seat to register instead of poing permitted to register at Sie pre 
cinct where entitled to vote. by 


his ground was not mention 
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either of the same learned judges, but I think the objection is 

. It is an unreasonable requirement greatly abridging the 
constitutional right of the elector, imposing greatly upon his time 
and ability, an imposition not warranted by the constitution, and 
not a reasonable regulation of the elective franchise. 

Third. In case of change from one polling place to another in 
. the surrender and cancellation of the former certificate, 
and such evidence as the register may deem proper as to the right 
of the elector to such change. The constitution does not contem- 
plate that any such extensive power should be conferred upon the 
supervisor of registration. An American citizen ought to be per- 
mitted to change his place of residence at will without being com- 
pelled to disclose to the supervisor of registration his reasons for 
making the change when endeavoring to comply with the law to 
entitle him to vote. 

Fourth. In giving any power whatever to the supervisor of 
registration to mark off the name of any elector for any reason, 
and particularly because the law allows it to be done without 
notice to the elector, and in requiring the elector, if his name is 
n stricken off, to apply within sixty days after the next 
following election to prove to the satisfaction of the 8 
that his name should not be stricken from the book. e only 
disability named in the constitution of South Carolina is in case 
of persons kept in almshouses, asylums, or of unsound mind or 
confined in any public prison. All others are electors, yet the 
law permits the supervisor of registration to mark off the names 
of electors who have removed from one residence, precinct, parish, 
ward, or county to another, those convicted of murder, burglary, 
larceny, perjury, or any other infamous crime, or duelling or 

tit larceny. e constitution does not disqualify even a mur- 
Breer: As far as crime is concerned it is only those who are con- 
fined in a public prison who are disqualified by the constitution, 
but it will be observed in this particular that the registration 
statute im a great many disqualifications in addition to those 
contained in the constitution. 

Under the constitution any man convicted of crime is still an 
elector as soon as he gets out of the public prison, but under the 
statute a v 0 namper are disqualified. In order to vote an 
elector should not uired to prove a negative. The ridiculous- 
ness of itis seen in striking off the name of an elector reported 
dead, One person in the county can not keep track of every other 
inhabitant, but the register is informed that the man is dead; he 
strikes his name off the roll, when, as a matter of fact, he is not 
dead; but he has got to come up before the register and prove the 
fact that he is alive before he can vote. Every man entitled to 
register should be permitted to have his name remain on the reg- 
istration book without reference to any subsequent disqualifica- 
tion to vote. This view is not suggested by either of the learned 

judges, but as far as the point is concerned I consider the objec- 

m well taken, 

It will benoted that both of these same learned judges expressed 
the opinion that the law is unconstitutional for the reason that if 
an elector in 1882 duly qualified to register failed to register prior 
to July 1 preceding the next general election, to be held Novem- 
ber 7 of that year, he was not only prevented from voting at the 
general election held in November, 1882, but has ever since that 
time been prevented from registering, and consequently denied 


n ini inst the opi 
erha ought not to express my opinion as e opin- 
ions of these two excellant ee ut, however, i can not agree 


with them, and desire to express myself according to my own un- 
derstanding of the law. e particular statute in question pro- 
vides in brief that all electors of the State shall be registered, and 
no person shall be allowed to vote at any election hereafter to be 
held unless he shall have heretofore been registered in conformity 
with the requirements of chapter 7 of the General Statutes of 1882 
and acts amendatory thereof, or shall be registered as herein re- 
uired, and after every general election the registration books 
ll be opened for registration of such persons as shall thereafter 
become entitled to register on the first Monday of each month 
until the Ist day of July p ing the general election, when the 
cee shall be closed until such general election shall take 
place. 

A pre election having taken place in South Carolina in 1882, 
the electors had until the 1st day of July to register. We were 
not informed when the law of 1882 took effect, but presumably 
on or about the Ist day of May, as both judges speak of the months 
of May and June in which the electors had to register, so that the 
books would be opened on the first Monday of May end the first 
Monday of June, and remain open, if necessary, to hear applica- 
tions for registration until the 1st day of July. Those then not 
registering, if otherwise qualified, would certainly be permitted 
to thereafter register within the letter of the statute. Certainly 
it could not be presumed that the legislature intended the con- 
struction claimed by the learned judges; that is, Isa man who was 
qualified to register in May or June, 1882, but did not, forever dis- 


1 In this particular the law should be liberally construed 
or the benefit of an elector in the light of the constitution, so as 
not to deprive a voter of his political rights fully and clearly ex- 
pressed in the letter of the statute. - 

Both of the judges condemn this feature of the law as they con- 
strue it in strong terms. One of them remarks “that it was a 
stupendous outrage, and that while the statement is correct, it 
seems incredible,” and evidence has been offered to prove that the 
construction placed upon the law in this particular by the two 
learned judges is the construction placed upon the law by some 
of the registration officers of South Carolina. I can not 
that the construction is correct, and am loath to believe that the 
3 of a State would ever intend such a step, and I 
am satisfied that if so intended the general assembly did not accom- 

lish their intention. When the law provided that the registra- 

ion books should be opened for registration after every general 
election for such persons as shall thereafter become entitled to 
register, it must have meant to apply it to every person who was 
a lawful elector at the time the books opened, including those en- 
titled to register in May and June, 1882. If not, what was the 
language used for?—if entitled to, but not registered in May or 
June, 1882, he would thereafter become entitled to register. 

The law must mean something, and, if not construed as I under- 
stand it, would be absolutely useless, for according to the conten- 
tion of the learned judges only those coming of age after 1882 and 
those moving into the State would be entitled to register; but 
there is an express provision of law for the registration of those 
9 coming of age, and if the general assembly had in- 
tended this provision of the law for the benefit only of those mov- 
ing into a State after the Ist day of July, 1882, they would have 
said so in plainer and more unmistakable terms. Under the law 
once registered, always registered, unless stricken off, and as soon 
as the books were opened after a general election every pen not 
registered and otherwise qualified for registry could register, 
However this may be, and however much we may differ as to the 
reason and the extent that the law should be considered unconsti- 
tutional, it will make no difference; and while I desire to express 
myself in favor of the unconstitutionality of the law, I do not 
want to adopt the entire reasoning of the two learned judges, but 
express my individual views of the question. 

nceding that there is ground for a difference as to the reason 
and extent, fair-minded people, qualified to speak on the subject, 
must admit that not only is the law unconstitutional, but that in 
proper cases Congress should so regard it and so act as to remedy 
any wrong. In my view of the South Carolina cases before the 
House it will make no difference whether the law is unconstitu- 
tional or not, but as the question has been raised, and is so very 
important, it must be disposed of as justice requires, and it ought 
to be done so fairly and understandingly. The mere fact that the 
law of a State is unconstitutional would not, in my judgment, be a 
foundation for Congressional action or intervention, and ought 
not to make any difference if an election is held under it unless 
a sufficient number be deprived of their rights by the law to affect 
the result. An unconstitutional law is the same as no law, but 
may be a barrier until removed in proper proceedings brought by 
an interested party whose rights are affected, but no one can 
complain of it unless deprived of some rights by reason of it. 

Sapper the entire registration law of a State to be unconstitu- 
tional; in an election held under it for members of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress, no one is deprived of his rights. What action could Con- 
oe take in regard to it? None whatever, in my judgment. 

mcede that contests are inaugurated in every district on the 
single ification of the unconstitutionality of the law under 
which the election was held. Could the contestants be awarded 
their seats? Icontend not; neither could Congress deprive the 
contestees of their seats and declare the State unrepresented. The 
case would be entirely different, in my judgment, if the uncon- 
stitutional law was so worded as to deprive one party or the other 
of a sufficient number of votes to overcome the vote of the sittin 
member, and if those disfranchised voters came to Congress wi 
a statement of facts showing that they were electors entitled by the 
constitution of their State to vote, had applied for registration but 
were denied it, had offered to vote but were refused on the ground 
that they were not registered, and that if they had been permitted 
to vote would have voted for the contestant, Congress would not 
be doing its duty if it did not count the vote of the disfranchised 
electors and seat the contestant. 

Certainly before a man can be heard to declare a law unconsti- 
tutional or have it set aside for his benefit he must show that the 
law or manner of its enforcement impairs his constitutional 
rights or that he has endeavored to enforce his rights under the 
law and been denied his constitutional ry 5 As applied to this 
case an elector can not remain inactive and absolutely refrain from 
attempting to register, or if denied registration refrain from vot- 
ing, and then come to Congress and the House in a contest to 
count his vote. I do not mean to be understood as claiming that 
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if the registration law be unconstitutional the elector must first 
attempt to register, because he might be permitted to register 
under an unconstitutional law, and if he could register under an 
unconstitutional law he has not been denied any of his rights. 
But where it is well known, as claimed in these South Carolina 
cases, that it would be useless for him to attempt registration, he 
certainly ought to go as far as he can be permitted to go in offer- 
ing his vote, and then if denied the right to vote Congress should 
certainly count it upon competent evidence that he is a voter. 

I can not think that when it is well known that the registration 
law is unconstitutional; that electors can refrain from exercising 
their rights, and then come here and ask Congress to do for them 
what they have not attempted to do for themselves, because it 
can not be known whether the same men would have voted if 
permitted to or how they would have voted. Toattempt anything 
of the sort would be Prager ig gst ely i iable in the 
end to do more harm than good, and it would be far safer to re- 
pe a voter to take the initiative and go as far as the officers of 

tion would allow him before complaining to Co of the 
denial of his rights. It would simply be a case of ano wrong. 
Two wrongs can not make a right. Congress would be as much 
in error as the election officers of the State. Co) is as much 
bound to observe the law as any other tribunal. ey must sup- 
p: the mopona that every elector should be itted to vote 
he wanted to and have his vote counted, and not disfranchise 
electors unless entirely justified in so doing. 

The power of Con in this regard is very great, and should 
be fairly and honestly exercised in a judicial manner, and not as 
politicians would farm out appointments. I trust the time has 
come when the will so act as to command the respect of 
all fair-minded people in the disposition of election cases, giving 
all interested es to understand that it will always exercise its 
full constitutional powers in assisting to carry out the declared 
will of the people as expressed at the ballot box; that while it will 
not encourage unlawful or unreasonable contests, it will discour- 
age every disobedience of the law, frauds, and intimidations. It 
is to be regretted that contests for seats in a legislative body have 
to be determined by the house where the membership is sought, 
and a tribunal should be erected in every State to dispose of all 
election contests, and when the National Government is inter- 
ested some suitable m or persons should join the State tri- 
bunal in disposing of Federal cases. 

The committee have endeavored to be governed in each case 
by the law and the particular facts involved in each case, and 
speaking for m I sincerely regret the condition of things ex- 
isting in South Carolina as shown by the record, and earnestly 
hope for the education of the people and a closer conformity to 
the law as poe the only solution of this very threatening 

uestion. I have been with reference to the constitu- 

onal questions alone, not considering or including fraud or in- 
timidation, which, to my mind, present an entirely different ques- 
tion, and to aid me in determining the facts in each particular 
‘case I have not felt bound by the technical rules of evidence estab- 
lished for the trial of cases in courts of justice, but believeif there 
is a way of finding out how an elector voted that that vote should 
be counted just as the elector intended. Substantial justice re- 
that broad, equitable, uniform rules be laid down for the 

mination of election cases. 

Another very important question arises in the case of Johnston 

Stokes by reason of what might properly be called the 
state of the pleadings. The notice of contest contains fourteen 
A Sepang and the contestee in his answer endeavors to raise 

nestion of the insufficiency of the specifications, and in the 
opening part of his answer, referring to the insufficiency of the 
specifications, alleges: 


ANSWER TO NOTICE OF CONTEST. 


ORANGEBURG, S. C., January 1%, 1895. 
Mr. THOMAS B. JOHNSTON. 
Sır: The undersigned, contestee, protests that the notice served on him by 
yon Set you propos to contest right to sit asa member of the Fifty- 
hO the Seyenth district of South Carolina is merely a 
tion that frauds were committed in said district at said 


vague and indefinite, and do not, as by the law they should, specify : 
the grounds upon which the contestant relies in the contest, so that this 
pride eh may be informed and know definitely what it is to which heis re- 
to make answer and against what it is he is to defend; and as to such 
ective and insufficient paragraphs and allegations the contestee is not 
bound by the law to make answer, and will move the House, as soon as a reso- 
lution to that effect can be to dismiss said notice, or such paragraphs 
or counts thereof as may be adju to be insufficient. 

Second. And without waiving any objection to the ity and insuffi- 
ee ˙ T ae ee 5 
or such paragraphs as ma judged and cieni 

contestee says that tions of the first paragraph of said notice 


isan ely ap nA NOA: MEME nage sy mg egg 
y the grounds upon w. in con 
8. U. S., section 105.) 
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There is no question but that if the law cited is to be fairly con- 
strued, every specification excepting the fourth is entirely in- 
sufficient. Not one of them would be sufficient as a pleadin 
under any code or at common law. Not one specifies the pace, 
with particularity. We will take the tenth and twelfth as a fair 
illustration of all except the fourth: 

Tenth. That at the precinct of Beach Hill, in Colleton County, 
trict 9 — — of election — ince the nthe 20 
or more legal voters who desired to vote for me, all as the reason there- 
for that their certificates of E apa were for Ridgeville precinct; that 
the Beach Hill precinct and said Ridgeville — — are one and the 
same, the change name only, Ridgeville being now in Beach Hill 
[ee eg ne Beach Hill formerly was in Ridgeville precinct, the metes and 
nd: . 
Twelfth. t at the precinct of Sumter, in Sumter County, in said dis- 
managers gistered 


y ting from the bearing my name for member 
hich had been legally cast. and substituting and counting bal. 

ber b; — E nevoie 

managers, you were accred- 

ith 233 votes, and I was accredited with 65 votes, when 


a correct return and Management would have sho 
you recetved 45 votes and I eecslved — isi * 


A contestant has no right to assume fraud, make a general 
charge, and trust to the future to find evidence to support it. 
Such general specifications imply that they are not based upon 
creditable evidence; merely speculation general enough to it 
evidence if a sufficient number of parties can be found to testify 
in su of the general wording of the specification without 
know of the truth. The namesof the should be given, 
and if any reliance is to be placed upon specification 12, the num- 
ber allowed to vote not being registe: and the names of the 
friends and 8 of the contestant, with the number of vo 
that were fraudulently abstracted from the ballot box bearing 
the name of the contestant, should be given. In short, the lan- 
is altogether too general to AOW OE ARDOR and itis a 
Fraud upon a contestee to uphold such g averments; for it 
deprives him of every opportunity to furnish evidence to defend 


The fourth ification charges that each and every member 
of the board of commissioners were Democrats. That one might 
be sufficient. The fluctuating decisions upon this important ques- 
tion in many cases open the door to fraud, and it is time that the 
practice was settled, so that when a notice of contest is served the 
contestee will know just exactly what he has got to answer and 
what proof is required. In some cases the House has gone so far 
as to hold that evidence can be received when there is no specifi- 
cation. Such practice is altogether too loose. The question has 
often been raised, and as it is meritorious it should be not only 
carefully but rightly considered. 

In the case of Joseph Varnum, in the Fourth „the 
House, after full discussion, resolved that the allegation 5 votes 
were received and certified by the presiding officers which were 
given ay ee by the law not qualified to vote at said meeting 
is not s iently certain, and that the names of the persons ob- 
jected to for want of sufficient qualifications ought to be set forth 
prior to the taking of the testimony. 

But in order to do the contestant no injustice, the case has been 
examined as though the specifications were sufficient, and we will 
proceed to examine the vote as returned. 


Report of the secretary of state to the general assembly of South Carolina— 
Election returns. 


SEVENTH CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT. 


STATE or SOUTH CAROLIN. 
Office Secretary of State. 
We, the State board of canvassers, do hereby certify that the foregoing is 
a correct statement, based upon the statements made by the county boards 
Vassers 


d on 

rreg bakó topai thi is to be considered as filed as a part of the tes- 
3 page co as asa 

timony in the contested ection case of Johnston vs. Stokes, Fifty-fourth 

eee 


1896. 


This gives the contestee a plurality of 4,702. The contestant 
claims the vote of the district, as it should have been received and 
counted, is as follows: 


Stokes | Stokes | 
County. returned. deducted. Sd. Jerted. cosy ot 
1,3% 


turn 


Johnston's returned vote = ee ewe sen nene eo eee ee aeaa 3, 
Johnston's rejected vote 
Johnston's to be added vote z > 
Johnston's not counted vote 


Stokes’s returned VOB- -rogers cewaweewcesccnncscescnrecsevcsensencs 7,381 
Stokes deducted vote oo. oon oo eee „!LG 368 


n 4.143 
The contestant claims that there should be deducted 368 votes 

from the yote of the contestee and that 8,046 should be added to 
the vote of contestant, which, if correct, would change the result, 
giving the contestant a plurality of 4,143. The claim is itself 
astounding on account of the large number of votes involved and 
the character of the evidence and arguments of contestant in su 
port of his claim. This increased vote of the contestant is made 
up of three items or classes of votes—votes rejected, 6,572; to be 

ed vote, 932; not counted vote, 542. If the rejected vote of 
6,572 be counted, contestant will be entitled to his seat. If the 
vote rejected be not counted and the other two classes of votes of 
1,474 be counted, it will not change the result; so the case turns 
apon the rejected vote. As this vote is so large and the questions 
identified with it so important, it demands careful consideration. 
The facts relied upon by contestant for counting the increased 
vote present legal questions not free from embarrassment. I will 
first address myself to what the contestant is pleased to call the 
rejected vote: N 

irst. Can lawful votes tendered, but not received, be made 
available ee either party? : 

Second. If the number be sufficient to change the result, shall 
the same be counted according to the intention of the voter and 
the contestant seated, or shall the seat be declared vacant and the 
‘rejected votes not counted? 

hird. In either case what shall be competent evidence that the 
vote of a qualified elector has been lawfully tendered and unlaw- 
fully rejected? 

Fourth. Shall any different rule be adopted in a case like this at 
bar where thousands of votes are involved and in a case where 
only four or five or less votes be involved? 

While principles of law ought to be just, equitable, and uniform, 
and ought not to become of more importance in one case than an- 
other, it presents at least a delicate question when arising between 
a State and the Federal Government. In 13 Alabama, 805; 34 Cal., 
273; 19 How. Pr., 245; 13 B. Munroe, Ky., 515, and Biddle and 
Richard vs. Wing, first session Nineteenth Congress, it was held 
that rejected votes can not be made available for either party. 
Elementary rules of evidence should be followed as far as possible, 
and when cases arise that necessitate the making of new rules the 
rule should be broadly and equitably formulated so as to be fol- 
lowed in all cases applicable, just guides in all parallel cases not 
to be departed from as soon as there is a change in the political 
complexion of the House, but acceptable to all honest people inside 
or outside of Congress. 

Notwithstanding the respectability of the cases supporting the 
doctrine that rejected votes can not be made available for either 
party, I think ita safer and better rule to hold that when prop- 
erly proved they ought to be made available for the party that 
the voter intended them for. It is said in some of the cases cited 
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the unlawful action of the election officers, who were guilty of no 
fraud, but really intended well, but did not happen to consider the 
lawrightly. If thereis to beno election, he might not be a candi- 
date again, and thereby would be defrauded of his rights, and it 
would be opening the door for fraudulent acts, because in all cases 
where the election was close election officers might by impro 
construction of the law exclude a good many voters—sufficient to 
change the result. In short, many excellent reasons can be given 
in favor of counting the votes, and to my mind no good reason can 
be given against counting the votes. 

The argument thatis made in some of the cases that the voting 
must all be done onelection day hasno force. The putting of the 
ballot in the box on election day is the best evidence of the inten- 
tions of the voter, and the rejected vote loses none of its strength 
when properly offered by a qualified elector from the mere fact 
that itis rejected and not counted until some su uent time. 
It is what took place on election day that determines the right, 
not what may happen afterwards. If a qualified elector makes 
every effort required upon his part to vote and his vote is improp- 
erly rejected, it ought to be as effective as though it actually went 
into the box, If we determine to count the vote, it becomes nec- 
essary in this case to find what proof will be required to permit a 
vote to be counted, and Ithink it must appear by competent testi- 
mony— 

First. When no particular reason is given for rejection, but 
rejected generally for no reason, that the rejected voter was a 
male citizen of the United States of the age of 21 years and 
io Sate a resident of the State one year, and the county where 

ering to vote sixty days preceding the election. 

Second. That he presented his ballot and offered to vote or 
excuses the presentation and offer by showing that he belonged 
to a class of excluded voters who went to the polls for the pur- 
pose of voting and would have voted if permitted to. 

Third. That the vote was rejected on his offering it or on ac- 
count of the ruling made as to the class he belonged to, 

Fourth. For whom he would have voted. 

It might be sufficient when a voter is rejected for a icular 
reason to negative the objection, and the other ifications 
might be assumed in his favor, It seems hard to apply the same 
rule in a case where the election has been fair and only one or 
more votes have been unlawfully rejected by the officers under 
the mistaken idea that they were doing their duty and in a case 
like this, where over 8,000 votes have been rejected, and things 
transpiring apparently with the approval of a large element of 
the people and practically of all of the officers of the State from 
the lowest to the highest that ought to bring the blush of shame 
to the face of every honest man, and to make us seriously doubt 
the perpetuity of popular government, when it seems to be con- 
ceded that the law under which the election was held was so 
framed as to deny the right of suff to a very large number of 
a certain class of voters, and each officer of the law charged with 
the execution of the same seemed intent on enforcing it so as to 
absolutely exclude those the law was aimed at. 

It seemed almost like a denial of justice to require the evidence 
of the rejected voter himself, or, what might answer as well, the 
evidence of a person who stood close enough to the ballot box to 
hear all that was said, and could testify that he saw A tender his 
vote and heard him say that he wanted to vote for the contestant 
and that his vote was refused because he was not registered; an 
it should appear by the testimony of A, or some one else knowing 
thefacts, that the rejected voter was a qualified elector of the pre- 
cinct where offering to vote. 

Hard cases make a shipwreck of principles, and while the power 
of the House is very great, and while I think we ought not to be 
controlled by technical rules of evidence, I believe it very safe to 
be governed in these cases by common-law rules of evidence, and 
do not think we ought to formulate a rule for the government of 
any particular case; but think that every case can well afford to 
be proven by well-established rules of evidence that have come 
down to us Seach the many years of our jurisprudence, and 
that the case should be ruled without reference to the numbers of 
the rejected vote. Without reference to the exceptions which 
haye no application to this case the rule is elementary—that hear- 
say evidence is not admissible to prove any fact, and particularly 
is hearsay evidence inadmissible when the fact material to be 
e ae be established by witnesses who speak from their own 

ow. e. 

The contestant seeks to prove the rejected vote through what 
they call lists and list keepers, and in order that no injustice may 
be done and the question fairly presented I will give a sample of 
what is offered as evidence and take the very strongest for the 
contestant as selected by him in his reply brief. After a careful 
examination of the whole case I can fin t very little difference 
in the testimony of the list keepers, and the form of the list is 
alike in all cases, the only difference in the lists being the differ- 
ence in the names and the number of signers. While there isa 
little variation in the testimony of the list keepers it is not 
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sufficient to be material, and what is herein selected is the strong- 
est that can be found in favor of the contestant. Here is the testi- 
mony of Mr. Ramsey, who was a witness for the contestant, and 
a copy of his list: 
W. W. Ramsey, Jr., being duly sworn, deposes as follows: 
re What is goue name; age, residence, and occupation? 
W. W. y, ir.; age, 35; residence, Stateburg precinct, Sumter 
OES ocet pation, farming. 
y ere were you on election day, the 6th of last November? 
. At the Federal poll, in Stateburg precinct. 
In whose interest were you there, if anyone's? 
I was there in the interest of Col. T. B. Johnston, the Republican nom- 
inee for Congress from the Seventh district. 
. If you did anything in his interest, state what it was. 
(Counsel for contestee objects to question as leading.) 
A. [kept a tally sheet or list of rejected voters. 
Q. Have you the list with you? so, produce it. 
. I have [witness produces a list]. 
2. How did you secure the names on this list? 
They were given to me by those whose votes were rejected. 
9 Was it ble for you while keeping the list to obtain a view of the 
ballot box, the poll list, the registration book, the managers, and the voting 


on? 
possible for me to obtain a view of the ballot box, registration 
book. but not of the poll list. 1 could see the managers and the voters as 
they deposited their ballots. j 
Q. Are the persons whose names you have on your list residents of State- 
burg 8 
A. ey are. 
7 8 — you know for whom they offered to vote? 
¢ unsel for contestee objects to aen) 
Par They offered to vote for Col. T. B. Johnston, the Republican nominee 
or Congress. 
. e look at the list and tell us how many names it contains? 
(Counsel for contestee objects to sn on the ground that the list itself 
is the best evidenee of what it con . 
A. One hundred and F cee names. 
. How ere Ae these did you write? 
On and eleven. 
0 ge gou see that day any ballots bearing the name of J. William Stokes 
e 


* for contestee objects to the witness answering as to whose name 
the ballots, if any were there, bore, as the ballots would themselves be the 
best evidence of the name or names thereon.) 

, A. I did, 
Q Where were 7 55 
. When the polls closed, in counting the ballots there were several tickets 
folded together. anagers threw away the excess in that lot, and Igot 
hold of one artan fe name of J. William Stokes. 


. Who distributed the Johnston tickets on that day? 
They were distributed by myself from the table at which I sat. 
Q Did you see anyone outside ibuting Stokes ballots? 
I do not recollect. 
Q. Were you in Sumter during last year prior to the election on registra- 
a or 
was. 


Q. Were you ever at the supervisor's office on those days? If so, state for 
what. 8 
A. yas there for the purpose, if I could, to assist some voters in being 
. What was your success? 
A failure. 


Why: 
a2: Couldn't get in the office because of the dense crowd which surrounded 

e door. 

Q. Is it, or not, a notorious fact that in Sumter County Republican voters 
pee ne to obtain an issuance or renewal of registration cer- 

ificates? 

(Counsel for contestee objects to question, for the witness’s information 
could ay have been obtained by hearsay and report, and therefore incom- 
peten 

A. It is a fi to my belief. 

Y nten 1 in keeping the list of rejected voters? 
John H. Doug: 
Cross-examined by Mr. REYNOLDS: 
. What time did you reach the polls that day? 
Rf my watch, twenty minutes past 6 o'clock a. m. 
Q 1 5 52585 have that paper that day? 


Paper referred to being the list.) 
A 1 
It was oer me by S. J. Bradley, precinct chairman for the Republican 
urg. 


A. Lean say that the greater portion of that number offered to vote. 
Q. Can you undertake to swear what number of that portion offered to 


vote? 
A. Ican not say precisely the number, but the greater portion did so offer 


A. Because of not having ration certificates, as to some of them; others 
had, but because of change of residence and of failure to obtain renewals. 
W. W. RAMSEY, Jr. 
3 5 and 1 a e being read to deponent, this 20th 
ruary, 1895, a edge: eld, S. ©. 
ar, Erot W. T. ANDREWS, Notary Public. 
I now give the testimony of Messrs. Waring and Johnson, who 
were witnesses for the contestant. 


JAS. W. WARING, sworn, says: 
State your name, your age, your occupation, and your residence. 
2 J. W. Waring; am 33 years Sa: am ö and I reside in Lexington 
County, in about I mile from the court-house 


Q. State where you were on the 6th day ‘of November last, the day of 


A. = ga ty ee . emer at the Federal box. 
Ou . re — es, 8 
& E 7a did an in the interest of Col. T. B. Johnston, the Repub- 


ott nomines for Congress for the Seventh Congressional district, state 
W. it Was. 

A. J kept a list of all the names of those who voted for Colonel Johnston; I 
also kept a list of those who presented themselves to vote for Colonel John- 
ston but did not have registration certificates. > 

(Mr. Efird objects to the first clause of the answer because it is hearsay.) 

g Have you that list with you? 

Gu. Bard, tor ce e followin i 

r. , for con , submits the following question, which is objected 
to by contestant: Do you say positively that it 3 — onl 8 ofan 
hour from the time you say you heard the conversation between Mr. Efird 
and Major Frye until Mr. Frye voted, or are you guessing at it? . 

Objection sustained, not being cross-examined upon any new matter 


brought out in reply.) 3 
an ING. 


U. S.] J. A. MULLER, Notary Public. 


A. W. JOHNSON, sworn, says: 


Q What is your ? 
Iam 35 years old. 
. What position do you hold politically in Lexington County? 
Iam county chairman of the Republican party. 
Q Where were you on the 6th day of November. 1894? 
Iwas here at Lexington Court-House, round about the polls. 
Q. Did you take any special interest in the election of T. 1.25 Johnston for a 
3 g the Fifty-fourth Congress? 


Q: What did you do toward that in way of s interest? 
. I appointed at this precinct here a clerk to take down the names of all 
those that they refused to let vote, or that did vote, that he could get the 
names of, and authorized the precinct chairmen at other precincts to do the 
same. 
Q. At the close of Sne pona in the eve 
managers of the Federal box, in behalf of Johnston, to allow you to be 
pon at the counting of the vote, in such position as you would be enabled 
see the count as they proceeded with the same? 
IA e sir; I asked them to let me come in and take down the vote of Mr. 
ohnston. 
Did the krant the uest asked? 

2 No, ith ey did nok 

9 In what bi ding was the election held? 

Q. W 5 bst tio 5 to keep the public fro vi 

. Was there any obstruction at the door ee c from the view 
of the count being made in such way that the ticket 5 —— read by the man- 
ager could not be seen by the spectator? 

A. The door was open, but there was a bar across the door that is used to 
hold the door shut when it is closed, and they were about midway the house, 
ang we 33 not see what bale i her oor 18 6th a 

. Was there anyone present inside of the exce e managers 
a ig 8 at the time bf the count? =~ 5 = 
. No, sir. 

9 When you made that request to be allowed to be present inside of the 

0 5 he polls, was there any parties present outside besides yourself? 


es, sir, 
How far, in the n of your own knowledge, does Mr. Daniel 
Pye live from eat 7 : 
. It is between 6 and 7 miles. 
2 Did you see Mr. Daniel ‘© here on that day? 
J Ey 
. You s ou ena res ea of James 
W. Waring for T. B. Johnston at the polls at Lexington; rat 3 vou to 
take Well th 1 . ything else at the electi: at 
. Well, sir, we no rs or all: else at the e 
had been authorized to do that. . alam 
Q. Wers you aware that all Federal laws relating to elections had been 
repea! 
. In 1890 I know that they had asked for managers at the Federal election, 
and they were refused. 
. In 1894 were they allowed? 


. No, sir. 
Q; Did you know that there was no Federal protection at the Federal boxes 


(Mr. Efird objects to ag as leading.) 
A. I knowed that the law had been repealed. 

. Was that your reason for having these various appointments made to 
look after the interest of Mr.Johnston at the various and get the names 
of those voters who were rejected? 

(Mr. Efird objects to question as leading.) 
A. I was instructed to do so by Mr. Johnston. 


Cross- examination: 


Q. Were you permitted to stand at the door and see the managers and clerk 
while they counted the votes? 

A. a 12 — on the ee Ai the bar. waving ak ant 

How far were you from the managers during the counting 

2 I guess it was ice 6 feet; it may have been a little more and may not 
have been quite so much; it was about halfway of the building. 

Q. Was there anything between the bar at the door and the managers to 
obstruct your view? 

A. No, sir; there was a table, but it did not obstruct. 


aa Ja make any request of the 


On this class of testimony we are asked to count the rejected 
votes, and the contestant supports the claim by a long legal argu- 
ment and the doctrine of res gestæ is invoked in order to make 
this evidence competent. It certainly violates the rules that the 
very best evidence that the case in itself is susceptible of must be 
offered. The very best evidence would be the rejected voter 
himself, or, as T have said, what I consider to be equally as good, 
the testimony of a person who was present and saw the vote 
offered and rejected, and who could testify that the rejected 
voter was qualified and that as a part of the offer to vote heard 
him state who he would vote for. Ican not think of any other 
way in which the matter can be proved The testimony in the 
record is certainly hearsay and the doctrine of res gest will 
not save it. It is certain to my mind that if there were not more 
than 2 votes involved no lawyer could contend for a moment 
that this kind of hearsay testimony would be admissible or that 
the doctrine of res gestz would help it out. Now, the question 
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is whether the fact that there is a large number of votes involved 


makes any difference. E 3 

In the testimony of Mr. Ramsay there is nothing to justify the 
claim that a single vote can be counted. It is wholly hearsay and 
insufficient. There is not a word in it to show that anyone was 
really a rejected voter. It falls far short of what is required to 
show that a vote was unlawfully rejected. 

The testimony of Mr. Waring is no better. It is true he says 
that 39 on the list offered to vote for Mr. Johnston. That is the 
merest conclusion. It is not such testimony as would justify any 
tribunal in holding that a lawful vote had been unlawfully 
rejected. > 

Johnson’s testimony does not add to that of Waring. The lists, 
of course, can not be considered as evidence. They are not mem- 
oranda. It would be extremely dangerous to hold that such loose 
general statements should be regarded as evidence of so material 
a point, and if we are going to take the position that a lawful vote 
unlawfully rejected shall be counted, we ought to require that it 
be proved by competent testimony in order to admit the vote. 

ot one of the men who signed the lists was sworn or was 
before the notary for examination, and not enough of them can 
be found to change the result who made a declaration sufficient 
to prove anying, even if the declaration could be considered as 
evidence. It was assumed that the Republicans were not to 
receive fair treatment and in many ways were to be defrauded 
of their votes, and these lists were kept in order to prove the 
Republican vote. If a contestant comes and asks for a seat in 
this House he must show, under the law by competent evidence, 
that his claim is good. The House can assume nothing. Two 
wrongs can not make a right. If the State officers have done 
wrong the injured party must prove it. The House must not do 
a wrong in order to rectify an assumed wrong committed by the 
State. 

I can not bring myself to think that the lists and declarations 
made by the i seco voters can be received as part of the res 
geste. Ihave m willing to concede for the purposes of this 
case that the declarations of the rejected voter made at the ballot 
box as a part of his offer to vote would be competent. What he 
said afterwards as explanatory of what he had tried to do at the 
box is not evidence. hat he failed to say at the boxas a part of 
his offer to show he was a qualified voter would still have to be 

roven. It was urgedin the argument, for the purpose of count- 
ing these rejected votes, that the declarations e by the rejected 
voter after he had concluded his efforts to vote, away from the 
ballot box, should be received as part of the res geste—a part of 
the thing itself. 

Assuming what the voter said at the box as a part of his offer 
to vote to be competent evidence, the moment the voter left the 
box he left the res geste, and what he said and did subsequently 
is most certainly hearsay. In fact, it is my opinion that as soon 
as the vote was rejected the res geste terminated, and every- 
thing thereafter would be but hearsay. It would be a dangerous 
exercise of power for this House to call such evidence for any 
8 It was also urged that to receive the lists and other 

eclarations as competent evidence would not be a substitution 

of evidence, but only a selection of weaker instead of stronger 

poon I will read from contestant’s brief the strongest point of 
argument in favor of the admission of the testimony: 

No doubt it is true,as a general proposition, that the rule which arema 
the prođuction of evidence in a court of justice is that the 1 1 offering it 
is required to luce the best evidence of which the case its nature is 
susceptible. You will observe that the nature of the case is to be considered. 
Here a class of men, „ were denied the right to vote, be- 
cause of the nature, as well as the tion, of the registration law of 
South Carolina. To haye examined each of these witnesses concerning each 
and all of the facts establishing his right to registration and to vote, disprov- 
ing the existence of the cons ti qualifications, as the contestee insists 
should have been done, and a oN the witnesses to the lengthy cross- 
examination which would have m given them `r contestee’s attorneys, 
would have prolonged the taking of evidence beyond the life of this House; 
and so it became incumbent upon the contestant to offer the best evidence 
of which the case in its nature was susceptible, and he did that by furnish- 


ing the written declarations of these men as to their qualifications, supple- 
mented by the testimony of men who knew them to the effect that they were 
entitled to the right of holt a In Foe, e of this general rule of evi- 
dence, above stated, Professor Greenleaf, in the first volume of his work on 
Evidence, fourteenth edition, section 82, says: 

“But where there is no substitution of evidence, but only a selection of 
weaker instead of stron: proofs, or an omission to supply all the proofs 
capable of being produced, the rule is not infringed.” 

e submit that the contestee's evidence was a selection of weaker instead 
of stronger 8 and for the very best of reasons, considering reasons from 
the standpoint of existing conditions and notof theory. Hon. John H. Osten- 
coe ar a the contestee's witnesses (Record, page 101) testifies on this 
point as follows: 

10 Q. way wee it found necessary to make lists of rejected voters, also of 
ose voting 

“A. Because of the repeal of the Federal election laws, which left the Repub- 
licans without any representation in the election booths, thus leaving the 
election absolutely in the hands of Democratic managers of election. At 
previous elections we had a safeguard in the person of a np aes g super- 
visor of election, who remained at the ballot box, kept the poll and viewed 
all ee and was enabled to detec: any unfairness or frauds by the 
managers of election. Hence the only guard or protection for us was to sore 
& list of those who said they had voted for Johnston and also those who sai 


they had offered to vote for Johnston and were rejected. This was we 


could do under the circumstances, the entire election machinery with all its 
8 5 the Republican candidate and in favor of the 

There is no evidence to the contrary in the record. In this connection we 
commend to counsel for the contestee this quotation from section 83, 1 Green- 
leaf on Evidence: 

All rules of evidence, however, are adopted for practical gurp in the 
administration of justice, and must be so applied as to promote the ends for 
which they were esigned.” 

The application of these rules so as to promote the ends of justice will nob 
reject the evidence which we are discussing. 

I must confess the argument failed to conyince me that the evi- 
dence is competent. It may be more laborious and expensive to 
take the testimony of so many men, but that will not justify the 
violation of the plainest and safest rules of evidence—rules adopted 
to promote justice and prevent injustice; rules that have the in- 
dorsement of ages, the b of all courts and text writers 
wherever jurisprudence is known. My own mind is clear on the 
subject; but if any lawyer has a doubt when the question is first 
sprung upon him he has only to read the able brief of the contest- 
ant to satisfy himself that the testimony is incompetent. 

The testimony of Mr. Ostendorf shows that the Republicans 
anticipated fraud, and substituted the keeping of the lists for an 
attempt to vote, and omitted to lay the foundation to 8 
expose the unfairness and frauds that were feared. And it 
upon this class of testimony that the House is asked to count 
votes enough to seat the contestant. As I have said, the case turns 
upon what the contestant calls the rejected vote; for if there is 
counted for the contestant what he calls to-be-added vote, 932 
not-counted vote, 542, it still leaves the contestee a plurality of 
3,228. While fraud is alleged in general terms, and an attempt 
made to prove it, and no doubt many things were done that can 
not be approved of, yet enough has not been proven to make any 
difference in the result. Contestant in his brief takes the same 
view of the evidence by saying: 

Owing tothe fact that the whole machinery of the election was in the 
hands of the 2 friends of contestee, it is impossible to present direct 
proof of actual fraud in the conduct of the election at the various precincts, 
except in a few instances, and that was in most 1 admission of the 
different managers on cross-examination when produ as witnesses in 
behalf of contestee. 

We are judging this case by the record, not by the cry of fraud 
that has come up from South Carolina for years and gone all over 
the land; and while no doubt, if what is told is true, there has 
been a deliberate attempt, according to the forms of law, to pre- 
vent the colored electors from voting, it is to be regretted, when 
so much has been said, that sufficient evidence has not been fur- 
nished to afford relief; but, measured by the cry of fraud in the 
case, it is not as bad as one would be led to believe. Here is a 
sample of the record, taken from the brief of the contestant: 


Mayesville inct.—In the town of Mayesville Republican voters were 
3 without cause and when they presented cert: ane scat 
vating mean. 


circumstances attending these rejections are 
We find that the managers, all Democrats, allowed 15 white voters, all non 
residents of Mayesville precinct, to vote ( 373, 374, 375), and even one 


manager voted without a certificate (page aan ana 
5 ve, we e testi- 


Begi at page 261 of the record, 
mony of 11 2 can voters who presented certificates, intended to vote for 


contestant, and were rejected by the managers. 

It will be seen by an examination of the statutes cited that 
electors had a right to vote outside of their precincts (sections 142, 
(98), 148, 145, and 156). It is true that all or most all of the elec- 
tion officers were Democrats, but that of itself does not c 
the result. Common fairness would have suggested that the Re- 
publicans be given one member of each There is another 
aspect of the case worth considering. For over twelve years the 
people of South Carolina have acquiesced in these registration and 
election laws, and all of this time no elector of that State has been 
interested enough to bring an action to enforce registration or 
the right to vote, and thereby test the validity of those laws and 
determine their rights as electors. 

Now one branch of Congress is invited to nullify these laws, 
It was said in the argument of these cases that it would not do 
any good to bring an action, as the State 1 absolutely 
under the control of the element unlawfully controlling the elec- 
tion machinery of that State. Chief Justice Melver was not, and 
I regret that some elector did not bring in the State court manda- 
mus to compel the registration of his name, or bring an action to 
test his right to vote, and after the courts had concluded their ac- 
tion we could better tell whether the judiciary of the State would 
properly discharge its duty. 

e judiciary is the bulwark of American liberty, and I place 
great reliance upon the courts, notwithstanding the judges are 
partisans. It will be a dark day for the Republic when the courts 
are under the control of men undermining the foundations of 
Government. It is to be regretted, however, that we do not have 
before us the opinion of the supreme court of South Carolina on 
these important questions. The manner of holding elections for 
Congressmen is within the power of State governments. While 
Congress has the power, it has never attempted to exercise it 
(section 4, Article I, Constitution United States), but has alwa; 
left the manner of electing Congressmen to the States, The 
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House can not interfere with the manner of holding elections in 
the States. The duty of the House is confined to determining 


whether the return has been impeached. 

If what has been asserted in this case is true and can be proven, 
notwithstanding the contestee is entitled to his seat by a vote of 
the House, still can inquire whether the State of South 
Carolina has a republican form of ernment. But the House 
alone can not make such i what has been alleged and 
stated by the contestant is true, it is to be regretted, in the interest 


of government, that it has not been proven. Freedom 
and purity of the ballot box must be upheld. No American citi- 
zen can afford to nphold fraud in elections, whether he be in the 


North orin the South. Matters are improving in the South. It 
has taken longer than it-ought to to bring about the present state 
of improvement, and we can not afford to have it stop here. I 
trust that the South will fairly and honestly work out the great 
problems that have introduced themselves as a result of the war 
and do its part toward national unity and prosperity, which will 
never come until Upan erican citizen enjoys unmolested his 
full political rights. e 

of the nation depend apon, a free ballot, a fair count, and absolute 
conf: to law. No one questions the loyal of the Sonth; 
but I want to say to our Southern friends that yielding to a lawful 
majority and obedience to the law will be 5 evidence of 
23 and fitness for American citizenship, will largely aid 

= to them desired prosperity. g use.] 
uring 


delivery of the f 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia, Wi the gentleman yield to me 
gt ig ee 


Mr. Mr BARTLETT of Georsti. Mr. Speaker, the tl fr 
gentleman from 

Wisconsin has certain matter in connection with this 
contest that I ask he ma suey ae arose to print without reading. 

Mr. KEM. I call for 

— Very well, 8 I will read the matter 
m 2 

Mr. LACEY. I understand from your report, if the 
will permit me, that Aus find there were ales somet. 
7,000 votes believed to Is that correct? 

ea: JENKINS. The 3 has certainly misapprehended 


over 


the report. 
„ What is the number you think were illegally 
ected? 
. JENKINS. If the gentleman will me, I will state 
tohim that I shall reserve time at the con ion of this debateto 


answer all questions of this character, and prefer not to be inter- 
rupted in the course of my argument to answer them just at this 


Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask, also, what proportion of the 
various election boards had representation other than Democratic 
tation on them? 

. JENKINS. That is a question to which I will also refer 
later on, The answer to the question would largely now antici- 
pate a views on the constitutional question w. I desire to 

before concludi 


os e 8 wish to state to the gen- 
tleman from that every question 


desires to have answered 
can be and will be fully an ö OLT wk 
before this debate is closed. 

I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Will Ss e vib 40 ann oem 
moment to submit a conference report? 

Mr. JENKINS. Before the motion is put I desire to reserve the 


balance of my time, 
The SPEAKER pro The time of the 


3 5 
Mr. JENKINS. I yield to the gentleman from New Jersey to 
submit a privileged report. 


ADA J. ScHWATRA. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk a con- 
ference on which I ask immediate action. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the House of Re tatives to the bill (S. 710) grant- 
ing a pension to Ada J. Schwatka, widow of the late Lieutenant Schwatka, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as weet 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House, and agree to the same with an amendment as Pie In lieu of the 
amount proposed to be inserted insert $20"; and the House agree to the 


(Mr. SHERMAN), 


H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
DAVID G. COLSON, 
on the part of the House. 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
GEO. L. SHOUP, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement submitted by the House managers was read, as 


The managers on the part of the House having had under consideration 


Senate bill 710. gran ion to Ada J. Sch 
Lient. Frederick granting a penake the followin; —— g ek See 
—— Senate passed the bill allowing $30 a mon 


. K of $2) Sie sancunt at T. 
3 refused to agree to the House amendment and asked for = con- 
The House insisted on its amendment and agreed to a conference. 
The conferees have agreed that in lieu of the amount pro; 
Senate, = and the amount proposed 
per month be allowed, and recommend 


by the 
end tho concurrence 3 ors 
H. C. LOUDENSLAGER, 
DAVID G. COLSO 
Managers on the part Nhe House, 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I ask the adoption of the report. 
The report was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 
Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, rted 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills a joint 
resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker sign 


safety of the individual and the success | same: 


A bill (H. R. 4598) granting a pension to Mary Cra 

A bill GH. 8905) 3395) granting a the pension of ete Batteri; 

ting a pension to 

A bill (H. the relief of Hannah Newell Barrett; 

A bill (H. R. . defining the standard, shape , and size for dry 
measures in use in the District of 8 and for other pur- 
poses; 

A bill (H. R. 4785) to incorporate the National University; 

A bill (H. R.2373) granting a pension to Elvin J. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 3033) to increase the pension of Elizabeth T. Beall, 
nite ow of Benjamin L. Beall, late colonel First United States 

V: > 

A bill (H. R. 4724) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary L. Ale- 

A bill (H. R. 6111) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Sar 

A bill (H. R. 3857) granting a pension to Thomas Been 

A bill (H. R.1109) granting a pension to Elizabeth Marshall; 

A bill (H. R. 5792) granting a pension to Mrs. Julia A. Jameson; 

A bill (H. R. 4283) granting a pension to Delia A. Marsh; 

A bill (H. R. 5999) to correct the military record of Elbridge 
McFadden; 

Kiernan: (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. H. J. 
ernan; 

A bil 1 (H. R.5711) granting a pension to Richard P. Pilkington; 

A bill (H. R. 248) empo and directing the Secretary of 
the ings, to seen 4 pieces of condemned cannon to the city of 


J an inaran Of gueialon 46 Mary E 


. H. R. 6134) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
eee Œ. R.6132) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
A bill (H.R. 5175) granting a pension to Nancy Gen 
A bill (E. R. 3007) granting an increase of pension 40 Michael 


S. Pettit 
A bi — 7334) granting an increase of pension to William 


T. A 
b . 2602) for the relief of Solomon Hyams; 
A pil (H. R. 3225 for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth M. Williams, 
of Monroe County, 
A bill e R. 8184) granting a pension to Jesse McMillan; 


3 en .4753) granting an increase of pension to Lambert 
e ord; 

A bill (H.R. 3 ion of Mrs. Annis H. 
5 William H. Enochs, from 820 to $50 per 
mon 


and 
A bill (S. 3011) for the relief of Nicolai Bros. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
= from the Speaker's table and referred by the Speaker as fol- 
OWS: 
The bill (S. 685) granting a pension to Mrs. Alice Martin—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
The bill (S. 2507) granting an increase of pension to John N. Cor- 
gan, of McPherson, Kans.—to the Committee on Pensions. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to present a conference report on the 
Indian appropriation bill. 
The conference report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the 1 votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the (EL R. 6249 enon a Cok 
and nt expenses of the Indian ful- 

. — 


ag for other pu: having met, ed full and 
torescmmand and doracomment to their respecti 


ive Houses 
8 numbered 66. 
Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its disagreement 
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to the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with 
amendments as follows: Add at the end of said amendment the following: 
That said commission is further hae go and directed to proceed at once 
to hear and determine the a: lication of l adkor suet who may apply to them 
ter such Boy ye tr a a oct a 
0 e: 


—— ane force and effect to the athe Arr yar and customs of each of said na- 
tions tribes: And the rolis of citizenship of the 
several tribes as now int ow — re hereby confirmed, and any person who 
shall claim to be entitled to be added said rolls as a citizen of either of 
said tribes and whose right thereto iy coe been denied or not acted upon, 
or any citizen who may within three ae from and after the passage of 
this act desire such citizenship, may 7 to the fo such citizenship, aiea iiag . — 
or committee desi; ee roe several tribes f — — 


court or committee 
the date thereof. 

“In the performance of — duties said commission shall have power and 
authority to administer oaths, to issue process for and compel the attend- 


„ßßß6GC TO ODA Sok paren and all depositions 
and affidavits and other evidence in any form p oe trins heretofore taken 


witnesses giving said y 
the limits of said Territory, and to use every f. 
within their de 
such citizenship, or to tect an 
Br them 


so prepared 
ered aed — true and correct rolls of entitled to the rights of citi- 
said several tribes: Provided ‘That if 5 phe 
Serre the decision of the uthorities or 
in jo er rien or he may appeal from such 5 the United 
however, That thi thin 


Ag ioc taken wi 
— 2 days, and the ju of the court shall be 


under Ey his act, ag said — be, on are here rolis of Lge yo 
said nations or 3 sub, however, to è determination of 
U; 224 States rein. 


provided 
s hereby required to file the lists of members as eer 
eth ar VIn e Commissioner of Indian remain there 


directed —.— mp a full report to Congress 
ount, and value of the ub, alg leased, and the 
whom and from said property bad 
make a full and detailed report as to 
the excessive holdings of members of = tribes and others. 

“It is hereby declared to be the duty of the United States to establisha 
ernment in Indian Territory w rectify 2 ranny ET 

discriminations now existing in said T. and pro- 

irae tn ant to ae ie and proper of = Aera r 


once in cash per capita, and he id of 
said Indians af the amount expended for education, shall be 
paid in cash r capita on the eet OEO ee PaT 
“Seneca ao ay: Secretary of the Interior be and he 
hereby is, aw irected to ascertain and a 
detailed statement o of all the nanan made and entered 9 — the eca 
iere: of Indians with all r corporations of all lands in the Alle- 
Indian rereh eng the Stato of New York, giving an itemized 
aar daara of each and e lease now in existence or force, with the date 


and terms of each lease and amount or amounts due on each lease.” 
Aud the Senate agree to the same, 
On ame: ts numbered 64, 69, and 70 the committee of conference has 
agree. 


GEO. C. PENDI, op N, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
R. F. PETTIGREW, 

H. M. TELLER, 


F. M. COCKRELL, | 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


STATEMENT TO ACCOMPANY CONFERENCE REPORT NO. 4 ON INDIAN APPRO- 
PRIATION BILL, 

The Senate recedes from its amendment numbered 66. 

Senate amendment 37 is agreed to with an amendment. As passed by the 
— it e. 3 tor the We of the Dawes Commission, 


Frau, Ser wlio iper sk T Per in * ae 
Commission authority to determine bs guat f citizenship, the 
question is voluntarily submitted toit. 15 — the the right of either perky | toappeal 
to the United States court; ae confirms the of citizenship as they exist 
to that extent only, and requires the A oe angi make a complete roll 
from the original roll and the additions within acti ths. It gives the Com- 
mission iy. Te aiso administer oaths, issue process, ete., in the execution of 

provides that the Commission ‘ascertain and make 
reference to leases in the Indian Ter- 


volves any appro- 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, this report is nota final 
and it does not dispose the two which are most 
mooted, to Tons the A kiraan of sectarian schools and the Old Set- 
tiers’ claims — qh uestions are still in conference. I move 
that this report be opted and that a further conference be 


The conference report was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, I move to further insist and agree toa 
further conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
yote was laid on the table. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the former conferees, 


VETO MESSAGE—BENJAMIN F. JONES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 


To the House of Representatives: 


I return herewith pont a House bill numbered 7161, entitled 
eee t of woo the beneficiary, late postmaster at 
ent ol 0 r a 
the pa 5 Ripe of the sum of 12727 n an compensation 

distribu he mails between 


It appears from the report of ittee 
— 8 5 1883, while Mr. Pape ed 
ure a cyclone TO; building in 
5 . e 
were k and un 
„ tm ils from W. timo it bocam 
n such mails from Wesson to an 
— weg eee eee s nse of $97. 
from the Postmaster-Gene ral discloses the fact that this claim was 
t in 1884 and was rejected on the hes 
‘ormed as alleged it was not authorized or 


In 1885 a suit was instituted against this postmaster and his 1 or a 
ending June 9 the 8 him on his official accounts for the quarter 
en une 30, 

1l be observed 15 this ome covered the period within which the 


judgment was recovered by the Government 
a bog the balance found due from him. 


quite plain that in fairness and justice no 


in favor of the claimant. 
rtment that even if 
ted should be with- 


“No money shall be 
arrears to the 


or his compensation who is 
accounted for and paid into the 
Treasury all sums for which he may be liable.” 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 26, 1896. 
Mr. SPENCER. I move that this message be printed, and that 
the bill and message be referred to the Committee on Claims, 
The motion was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. SPENCER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE OVER MISSOURI RIVER, ST. CHARLES, MO. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5675) au- 
thorizing the construction of a on and motor idge over the 
ies uri River at St. Charles, Mo., with Senate amendments 
thereto. 


The amendments of the Senate were read. 

Mr. TRELOAR. I move that the House concur in the Senate 
amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. TRELOAR, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


TITLE TO LANDS, HOMESTEAD ENTRIES, ETC. 


on SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 1436 
to goi uiet title to lands in persons who purchased the same in 
faith, without notice and for a valuable consideration, and to 
enable the Government to issue patents on such lands, and that 
commuéations of homestead entries shall take effect from date of 
settlement and not from date of entry, with Senate amendments, 
The Senate amendments were read. 
Mr. LACEY. I move to concur in the Senate amendments, 
The motion of Mr. LACEY was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD INDEMNITY LANDS, 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the conference 
report on the bill (H. R. 2221) for the relief of settlers on the 
Northern Pacific Railroad indemnity lands. 

The conference report was read. 

Bae Fatt i of the conference report see House proceedings of 
Ir 
Mr. LACEY. I move to agree to the conference report. My 
colleague upon pon the committee [Mr. MCRAE] has some “objection 
to it, and I should like to yield to him such time as he 
may need to present his objection. How much time will the gen- 
tleman require? 

Mr. Mc . I do not want very much time, but I want the 
mae to make a motion. 

LACEY. I will yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 


ae Me Saker, I stated 
stated the princi objection I 
Sen to this conference report when it was Ae e pa N esented 
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the House, ignores a requirement and regulation that I conceive 


to be important and essential in the homestead law. I do not be- 
lieve that such was intended by the gentlemen who have signed this 
report, and therefore I think the report should be rejected and the 
conference committee instructed to make the correction necessary 
to prevent the error. 

e act of October 1, 1890, which first sought to relieve these 
settlers, did not apply to any who had not filed upon or entered 
under the reemption or homestead law, and in addition to that 
it qa as a test of good faith not less than three months’ con- 
tinuous residence prior to final proof. The fact that the settlers 
have not complied with that act shows that they do not want the 
lands for homes, but to sell. This bill requires no residence what- 
ever for commutation. I doubt the wisdom of yielding that, but 
I will not press that point except to say that it has always been 

uired in such laws heretofore. 
will, however, pass that; for the principal objection I make is 
that it allows squatters on the public domain to count, for the 
urpose of commuting, the time they may have occupied the land 
fore they made entry. As long as no one applies to enter occu- 
pied land the Government will not di a squatter, but he 
gets no right to take under the homestead law by simply getting 
on the land. I will ask the Clerk to read what is required of a 
settler before he can enter under that law. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

To obtain a homestead the party should select and personally examine the 

land and be satisfied of its character and true description. 
He must file an application stating his name, residence, and t-office 
and describing the land he desires to enter, and make affidavit that 
he is not the proprietor of more than 160 acres of land in any State or Terri- 
tory; that he is a citizen of the United States, or that he has filed his declara- 
tion of intention to become such, and that he is the head of a family, or over 
21 years of age, as the case may be; that his application is hon and in 
faith made for the purpose of actual settlement and OOVER, and 
not for the benefit of any other person, persons, or get graeme and that he 
will faithfully and honestly endeavor to 8 with all the requirements of 
law as to settlement, residence, and cultivation necessary to acquire title to 
the land 1 for; that he is not acting as agent of any person, corpora- 
tion, or syndicate in such entry, nor in collusion with any person, 
corporation, or syndicate to give them the benefit of the land entered, or any 
thereof, or the timber thereon; that he does not apply to enter the same 
For the 5 of speculation, but in faith to cain a home for him- 
self, and that he has not directly or indirectly made, and will not make, any 
agreement or contract in any way or manner with ay, 1 or persons, 
corporation, or nonan whatsoever by which the e which he might 
e Government of nited States should inure in whole or 


©. 

oe liance by the with the foregoing requirements the receiver 

will issue receipt for the fee and that part of the commissions paid, a du- 

licate of which he will deliver to the party. The matter will then be en- 

Yored on the records of the district office and reported to the General Land 
ce, 

Mr. McRAE. Now, Mr. aker, a sworn application of this 
character must be made and the land office fees paid before any 
settler can make an entry under the homestead law. 

Mr. LACEY. May I ask my colleague a question? 

Mr. MCRAE. 8 

Mr. LACEY. If I understand your objection to this bill, it is 
that it allows these persons who took possession and who made no 
filing to have the benefit of the law? 

Mr. MCRAE. In the main, that is my objection. I'am told 
that so far as these settlers are concerned, it was only intended to 

ive this right to those who had made entries or filings, but the 
fin itself does not provide for that. It provides that those per- 
sons who for the od of six months settled upon, improved, and 
cultivated any of said lands with a view of entering.” Shall Con- 
gress grant people who go upon the public lands as squatters with 
a view of para the same right as those who have entered? If 
80, then there is no necessity for entry, and all that a man has to 
do is to occupy and cultivate public land. 

Shall we say that he must not pay the fees or give the land office 
notice that he intends to take it? If you are willing to say that 
because a settler has gone on the public land he hasa right to hold 
it indefinitely without entry at the land office, then what use have 
we for land offices? Will you make the settler the judge of his own 
8 and allow him to segregate the land he wants from 
the ar domain without any record of it? There is no part of 
the homestead law that does not serve a wise p ; and it re- 
quires every applicant to swear that he takes the land for actual 
settlement and cultivation and not for speculation; and the time 
he is required to reside upon it does not begin to run until the 
payment of the land office fees and the issue of the receiver's re- 
ceipt. This bill also reduces the period of commutation from four- 
teen to six months as to homesteads and revives the repealed pre- 
emption law, with a reduction to the same period in favor of set- 
tlers who had no legal status at the time these changes were made. 
No ia eg could under that law enter without at least one 
year’s residence on the land after filing, andifit was on unoffered 


land it required thirty months before he could get title. This bill, 
in short, gives these settlers who cultivated certain lands for six 
ape the right to make cash entry of any other public land at 

.25 per acre. 

Mr. Speaker, this error, I think, was committed by the com- 
mittee of conference in confusing preemption and homestead 
entries. Under the homestead law no entry can be made until 
the settler has made an affidavit and paid the fees. Under the 

reemption law the settler was required to make a settlement be- 

ore he could make his filing. If it was upon offered lands, then 
within thirty days after his settlement he was required to make his 
filing; and if upon unoffered lands, within three months from set- 
tlement. But the entry under the preemption law was not made 
until he made the final proof and payment. This could be done 
in the case of offered lands within twelve months from the settle- 
ment; but if unoffered land, then within thirty months. Under 
the homestead law the entry is made by the applicant declaring 
under oath that he wants a certain piece of land for a home, showing 
his qualifications for it and paying the commissions. The settle- 
ment and cultivation must in such cases follow the entry and at 
the end of five years be proven by at least two witnesses. In the 
case of preemption the settlement must precede the filing. In the 
case of homestead no payment, except fees, is required unless 
commuted. In preemption the full Government price and fees 
were required in all cases. One is a homestead entry, the other is 
a cash en It is perfectly clear to my mind that the person 
who drew this bill did not understand the proper distinction be- 
tween preemption entries and homestead entries, and in trying to 
combine the two in general language he made a blunder that may 
make serious trouble unless corrected. 

I have no di ition to antagonize this measure. In fact, I 
want ee peec in proper form, for the sake of my friend who in- 
trodu it. His constituents who have made entries or filin; 
are entitled to it, but I do not believe that this House ought 
commit itself to the dangerous principle of legalizing the right of 
squatters upon the public domain who have paid Kares feg assumed 
no obligation to settle, and who have complied with no part of the 
law and regulations. Iwill therefore ask the House to vote down 
this report and he the conference committee the instructions 


which I send to the desk to be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out the following lan in section 1: 


“Within the period aforesai 


lishing these facts before the register and receiver of the local land office, 
—— one and under such rules as the Secretary of tho Interior may pro: 
ited 


be, shall be allowed to enter under the homestead laws of the 
States a 


emnity land as 
the commuta- 
entries under 


this secti 
And insert the following: 


n, 
after having made filing or en of the same, and 
pate) to make final 
or thereon, may, within two years 
claims to 


the transfer is made. made 
under existing laws. The provisions of this act shall be carried into effect 
under such tary of 
the Interior. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, it can only delay the passage of 
this bill a very short time to reject this report and give these in- 
structions. In this way you will Pe everyone who has made 
a filing or entry and lived upon this land for the time required 
under the preemption or homestead law. 

Mr. LACEY. But would it not cut out those who have made 
no 2 or to whom filing was denied? 

Mr. McRAE. It ought to cut them out. The settler who did 
not enter under the homestead law and made no filing under the 
preemption law and paid nothing, lost nothing. If he applied 
and was denied, then he certainly could not complain that he was 
misled. If he did not make an entry under the homestead law, 
he has no legal status and ought not to be given this valuable 
right. If you adopt the principle of saying to every man who has 
squatted upon the public lands, We will give you the right to go 
upon any other piece of land and have counted in your favor there 
the time that you have occupied the public lands as a squatter,” 
you will find no end to the trouble and harassment to every land 
district in this country, andit will be the means of depriving many 
8 nich justify this bill is tha 

e only principle upon which you can jus is 
as the Government declared these lands open to settlement ond 
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itted homesteaders to make entries, it is the duty of the 
overnment to protect those settlers who complied with the re- 
quirements of the law. But as to the man who settled and culti- 
vated the land, but refused to comply with the law as fo entry 
and payment, there is no e See to give him a right equal in 
effect to land scrip which can ut upon any piece of land sub- 
ject to homestead which he may find, and by paying $1.25 an acre 
and proving that he had settled upon and cultivated another 
piece of ea for six months get title. The Government has not 
ee him and owes him nothing. The precedent is extremely 
dangerous, and I warn the House against it. 

Mr. LACEY. There is no scrip in this proposition. 

Mr. MCRAE. No; but it is about as dangerous as scrip. You 
reduce the period of commutation to six months and provide that 
every man who proves a residence for six months on any of these 
indemnity lands shall have the right to take any piece of public 
land in the United States which is subject to homestead. To illus- 
trate: If an entry in any one of the land districts of the United 
States is rejected for technical reasons, and the land is declared 
to be public, these preferred citizens can say, I will take this 
piece of land”; and all he has to do is to prove that he improved 
and cultivated for six months any land within the indemnity lim- 
its of the Northern Pacific grant, etc. It is the right to make a 
cash entry which is denied to other people. We have declared 
that public lands should be held in trust for actual settlers, 

I hope the report will be rejected and-the instructions I pro- 
pose adopted, andif that is done I am satisfied that the conference 
committee in less than thirty minutes can agree to a proper meas- 
ure for the benefit of these settlers. The gentleman from Minne- 
sota Ang Seiad wisely proposed. by his bill to give this right 
only to settlers who had made entries or filings, and never until 
t y has it been admitted that it was sought to give this privi- 
lege to anybody else. Some of the conferees who signed this re- 
port have stated that they did so believing that it was the final 
proof in homestead cases which was the entry, and that a home- 
stead entry was not made until the final proof was made. 

Mr. LACEY was recognized. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that there is no 

uorum, 

The SPEAKER. There is no quorum present. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 5 
o'clock and 22 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
5 were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol- 

ows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a list of 27 cases wherein the preliminary examination 
does not show that the claimants were loyal to the Government 
of the United States throughout the war—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copies of the decisions of the Comptroller of the Treasury and of 
the Auditor for the Post-Office De ent, as to the amount to 
be paid for the relief of George H. Lott—to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Forei 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8551) to establish railroad bridges across the Cumberland and 
Tennessee rivers, in Kentucky, reported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a es (No. 1998); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

e also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9072) to authorize the Butler and Pitts- 
burg Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the Alle- 
gheny River, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 

ya Se ly (No. 2005); which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 
Mr. PHILLIPS, from the Committee on Labor, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9188) authorizing the appoint- 
ment of a nonpartisan commission to collate information and to 
considerand recommend legislation to meet the problems presented 
by labor, agriculture, and capital, re the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1999); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. = 


Mr. SHAFROTH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2232), entitled “An 
act tovacate Sugar Loaf Reservoir site in Colorado and to restore 


the lands contained in the same to entry,” orted the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2003); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which were referred House bills Nos. 6118 and 8552, reported in 
lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 9209) granting a service pension to all 
honorably discharged officers and enlisted men of the war of the 
rebellion, accompanied by a report (No. 2004); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims: 
1 55 2900 i R. 3927) for the relief of James B. Russell. (Report 

0. à 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 4924) granting an increase of pension to George D, 
Cook, late of Company K, One hundred and tenth Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry. (Report No. 2001.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

A 1 5 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 9206) to establish a fish- 
hatching and fish-culture station in the State of Florida—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HOWARD (by request of James Seldon Cowdon, of 
Vienna, Fairfax County, Va.): A bill (H. R. 9207) to make the 
paper money of the United States receivable, not redeemable—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 9208) to re- 
store to the classified service persons employed in the Record and 
Pension Office of the War De ent prior to July 25, 1894—to 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil ce. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: A joint resolution (H. Res. 190) to facili- 
tate the reorganization of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company; 
to secure to actual settlers the right to purchase at a price not 
exceeding $2.50 per acre tho agricultural lands within fs grant, 
and to prohibit said company or any successor company from 
giving by consolidation, sale, or other corporate action control of 
its railroad to any corporation, oompany, persan, 1 association of 
persons owning, operating, or contro a el or competing 
railroad—to the Committee on the J udiciary. = = 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A joint 8 Res. 191) to author- 

— fisheries—to the Com- 


ize a scientific investigation of the fur 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. LOW: A resolution (House Res. No. 383) providing for 
the appointment of a committee of five members to investigate 
and report to the next session of all the material facts 
connected with the removal of chiefs of divisions, etc., since 
Maroh Pog n oa ieiet 3 12 por ena in the various 
offices under the sai ent, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. : 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: A resolution (House Res. No. 384) 
to pay Albert E. Werner $77.78 for services as messenger under 
the Doorkeeper of the House—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. SAYERS: A resolution (House Res. No. 386) providing 
for the printing of 1,000 copies of House bill No. 7977, known as 
the river and harbor bill—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. ATWOOD: A memorial relative to an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States enabling Congress to enact 
wo regulating the hours of labor—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. : 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A memorial relative toan amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States enabling Congress to enact 
=e regulating the hours of labor—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 
By Mr. SIMPKINS: A memorial relative to an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States enabling Congress to enact 
a regulating the hours of labor—to the Committee on the 
u 


ciary. 
By Mr. BARRETT: A memorial relative to an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States enabling Congress to enact 
Faliciagy regulating the hours of labor—to the Committee on the 

u A 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Mili Affairs 
was disc from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6055) for 
the relief of John A. Campbell; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. © 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were aga and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of land: A bill (H. R. 9210) to remove the 
charge of desertion from Patrick H. McCall, late an enlisted man 
in the United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 9211) to grant a pension to Mrs. 
Charles B. Gatewood, widow of Charles B. Gatewood, late first 
lieutenant, Sixth United States Cayalry—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 9212) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John R. Lumbert, of Preston, lowa—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mt. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 9213) to authorize the President 
to place William T. Godwin on the retired list with the rank of 
first lieutenant—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 9214) to correct the naval record of 
Thomas Marshall—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill — R. 9215) granting a pen- 
sion to Martha Jennie Freer to the Committee on Tuvaiid en- 


gions. 

By Mr. MCEWAN: A bill (H, R. 9216) to increase the pension 
of John Grimes—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 9217) granting a 

ion to John F. Adams—to the Committee on invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R. 9218) for the relief of 
Martha A., widow of Joseph Hollingshead, late of Company A, 
Fifteenth Regiment United States Infantry—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLURE: A bill (H. R. 9219) to remove the charge 
of desertion against George Webb—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9220) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of John T. Jones—to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9221) to remove the charge of desertion 
against John G. Frost—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill ve R. 9222) to remove the charge of desertion 
inst David Edwards—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 
y Mr. PEARSON; A bill (H. R. 9223) to correct the military 
record of Joseph J. Grasty—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following ere and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolution of the Commercial Exchange of 
Philadelphia, rotesting against the of House bill No. 8536 
and Senate bill No. 2987, to amend the interstate-commerce act— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of railroad commissioners, opposing the repeal of 
section 10 of the interstate- commerce law—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: Sundry petitions of citizens of the 
State of Texas, asking for favorable action on House bill No. 838, 
‘to reduce letter ge to 1 cent per half ounce, and House bill 
No. 4566, to amend the laws relating to second-class matter— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Resolutions of the executive board of the 
Knights of Labor, favoring the passage of the industrial commis- 
sion bill (H. R. 6119), to investigate the labor problem—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Petition of citizensof Bay View, Wash., 
protesting against the of House bill No. 4566, to amend the 

tal laws relating to. second-class matter—to the Committee on 
Bre Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of W. H. Dietz, of Kingston, Tenn., 
for a children’s day—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petitions of citizens of Lowell and Monon, 
Ind., asking for favorableaction on House bills Nos. 833 and 4566, 
to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of a convention of railroad commis- 
sioners of different States, May 20, 1896, protesting against a pro- 

amendment to section 10 of the interstate-commerce act 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: Petition of citizens of Knights- 
town, Ind., ing favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 
4566, amending the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post Bonde: 


By Mr. JOY: Papers to accompany House bill to correct the 


Rae sees Thomas Marshall—to the Committee on Naval 


airs. 

By Mr. KERR: Petition of George H. Ely and others, of Elyria, 

Ohio, favoring the passage of House bill No. 260, to increase the 

pay oË letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
ost-Roads, 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petitions of citizens of Taylors Falls, Cam- 
bridge, and St. Paul, Minn., asking for favorable action on House 
bills Nos. 838 and 4566, amending the postal laws—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: Petition of citizens of Wolcottville, Ind., for 
favorable action on Honse bills Nos. 888 and 4566, to amend the 
postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: Petition of Cushing Post, No. 44, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Ventura, Cal., favoring the passage of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MCRAE: Petition of J. E. Weir, T. S. Sandefer, and 
36 other citizens of Clark County, Ark., in favor of House bill No. 
6851, to aid Wilberforce University, located in Greene County, 
Ohio—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of citizens of Moline, III., in favor 
of House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, amending the postal laws—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STAHLE: Petitions of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 316, of 
McSherrystown, Pa., praying for Government ownership of tele- 
graph lines—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. STEELE: Petitions of citizensof Decatur, Dunkirk, and 
Geneva, Ind., for favorable action on House bills Nos. 888 and 
4566, proposing amendments to the postal laws—to the Committee 


on the P ce and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH (by request): Petition of ex-soldiers 
and sailors of the Union Army and Navy residing in Varysburg, 
N. Y., for the passage of a service-pension bill of at least $8 
month to every honorably discharged soldier, sailor, and marine 
who served ninety ee in the late war on the Union side—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: Petition of Knights of Labor Gen- 
eral Assembly, in favor of House bill No. 6119, for the appoint- 
ment of an impartial committee to investigate the labor problem 
and suggest a remedy—to the Committee on Labor. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, May 27, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Harris, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The signature of the Vice-President was announced to the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills, which had previously been signed by the 
Speaker of the House of resentatives: 

A bill (S. 3011) for the relief of Nicolai Bros.; 

1 9 5 (H. R. 138) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
p; 
A bill (H. R. 248) empowering and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to furnish four pieces of condemned cannon to the city 
of A Mich.; 
vie bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. H. J, 
ernan; 

A bill (H. R. 1109) granting a pension to Elizabeth Marshall; 

A bill (H. R. 2373) nting a pension to Elvin J, Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 2602) for the relief of Solomon Hyams; 

8 FA bill (H. R. 3007) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
. Pettit; 

A bill (H. R. 3033) to increase the pension of Elizabeth T. Beall, 

8e of Benjamin L. Beall, late colonel, First United States 
Vi ; 

A bill (H. R. 3229) for the relief of Hannah Newell Barrett; 

A bill (H. R. 3395) granting a pension to Carrie H. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 3857) granting a pension to Thomas Brewer; 

A bill (H. R. 4275) to increase the pension of Mrs. Annis H, 
raone widow of Gen. William H. Enochs, from $20 to $50 per 
month; x 

A bill (H. R. 4283) granting a pension to Delia A. Marsh; 

A bill (H. R. 4598) granting a pension to ped A 

A bill (H. R. 4724) to increase the pension of . Mary L. Ale- 


(H. R. 4753) granting an increase of pension to Lambert 


rd; 
A (H. R. 910 to incorporate the National University; 

A bill (H. R. 5175 ne a pension to Nancy 8 

A bill (H. R. 5225) for the relief of Mrs, Elizabeth M. Williams, 
of Monroe 5 enn.; 

A bill (H. R. 5711) granting a pension to Richard P. Pilkington 


- by the secretary of the Commonwealth to the p 
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A bill (H. R. 5792) granting a pension to Mrs. Julia A. Jameson; 
A bill (H. R. 5999) to correct the military record of Elbridge 
McFadden; 
A bill (H. R. 6111) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Sargent; 
1 (H. R. 6132) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Scott; 
AW R. 6134) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 


e um; 

A bill (H. R. 6293) to increase the pension of Peter Rafferty; 

A bill (H. R. 6833) defining the standard shape and size for dry 
measures in use in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 


poses; 155 

A bill (H. R. 7334) granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Applegate; and 
A bill (H. R. 8184) granting a pension to Jesse Me Millan. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PEFFER. Congress has several times recently shown a 
disposition to encourage inventions for the ose of aerial nay- 
igation. I have here a petition from James Seldon Cowdon, a res- 
ident of this city (a citizen of Virginia, I think), which is very 
brief, and I will read it, as I can perhaps get the sense of it to the 
Senate better by reading it than by stating it. 

To the Congress of the United States: 

Your undersigned petitioner would most respectfully apply to your honor- 
able body for such financial encouragement as you may m appropriate 
the devi ent of his plan of navigating the air upon the principle of “a 
live fish in the water rather than upon the principle of a live bird in the air.“ 

titioner would further state that he is mimeo Sge to per- 
fect his invention, but with, say, $15,000 and four months’ e, he can con- 
struct an air ship that will move gh the air at the will of the operator, 
and not otherwise, when finally perf = 

Your petitioner would still further ask this confidence and consideration 
at your hands in view of the fact that the Congress of the United States did 
appropriate the sum of $30,000 for the development of the Morse system of 
the etic telegraph. 

And he will ever pray. 

JAMES SELDON COWDON. 

Wasurtnoron, D. C., May 26, 1808. 


5 move that the petition be referred to the Committee on the 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Pittsburg, Pa., remonstrating against the adoption of certain 
amendments to the interstate-commerce law, as proposed by House 
bill No. 8536 and Senate bill No. 2967; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. LODGE presented resolutions adopted by the legislature of 
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts relative to an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States enabling Congress to enact 
laws regulating the hours of labor; which were referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor, and ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

[Commonwealth of Massachusetts. In the year 1896.) 
Resolutions relative to an amendment tothe Constitution of the United States 
enabling Congress to enact laws regulating the hours of labor. 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the general court of Massachusetts it is 
Ser arnt eee etal 
— paa labor in the several Rtates according to some uniform systems and 
the Senators and Representatives of this Commonwealth in Congress are 
hereby requested to take such action as may be necessary in order to bring 
the question of so amending the Constitution before Congress. 

Resolved, That properly attested copies of these ner cr hos be rong go 
branches of Congr and also to the Senators and —— Con- 
gress from this onwealth. 

In house of representatives, adopted May 5, 1896, 

In senate, adopted in concurrence May 13. 1800. 

A true copy. 

WM. M. OLIN, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of Boston Division, No. 122, 
Order of Railway Conductors, of Boston, Mass., praying for the 
enactment of a labor arbitration law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a memorial of the American Laryn- 
ee Association, remonstrating inst the of Senate 

ill No. 1552, for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in 
the District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(8.2118) to protect 2 forest reservations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

Mr. HALE. Is this in the regular order of morning business? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, It is not a part of the morning busi- 
ness, The Senator from Nebraska asks unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill. The Chair submits the re- 
quest of the Senator. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will state to the Senator from Maine that the 
bill is an im: nt one, and it met the full approval at the last 
Congress and at the present Congress of the Committee on Forest 
Reservations and the Protection of Game. Itisimportant to pass 
the bill. It will not lead to any discussion, I think. 

Mr. HALE. Is it a long bill? 
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4 C It comprises seven pages, the Chair 
Mr. HALE. It is very important to bring up the conference 
report on the naval 3 bill and get it out of the way. 
r. ALLEN. Very well; let the bill go over. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there are no further petitions and 
memoriatik the reportsof standing and select committees are next 
in order. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom the subject was referred, submitted a rt, accompanied 
by a bill (S. 3230) to provide for the reorganization of the consular 
and diplomatic service; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 692) for the relief of the legal ta- 
tives of James and William Crooks, of Canada, reported 14 wile 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3578) granting a pension to Elmira E. Dustin; and 

A bill (H. R. 1062) to grant a pension to Armstead M. Rawlings, 
of Arkansas, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3058) to 
increase the pay of letter carriers, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 2320) for the relief of Samuel Burrell, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3231) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
District of Columbia,” approved March 3, 1893; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 8232) to amend section 2502 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3233) for the relief of Henry 
A. F. Worth; which was read twice by its title,and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

JEROME KUNKEL, 


On motion of Mr. BAKER, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs be discharged from the 
further consideration of the papers pertaining to the bill (8.254) for the re- 
lief of Jerome Kunkel, and that they be sent to the Committee on Military 
Affairs of the of Representatives. 


WILLIAM B. MATCHETT. | 

Mr. DAVIS. I move to reconsider the vote by which the sub- 
ject of the petition and papers in the claim of William B. 

ane against the Government of Venezuela was indefinitely 
postpone > 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr, DAVIS, it was 

Ordered, . 
CVVT 

INVESTIGATION BY COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the expense incurred by the subcommittee of the Commit- 
tee Naval Affairs in visiting Bethlehem, Pa., in pursuance of the duty 
imposed on said committee by resolutions of the Senate dated, respectively. 
December 31, 1805, and February 13, 189, be paid from the contingent fund 


of the Senate. 
DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 
Mr. BURROWS. Will the Senator from Maine yield to me 
for a moment? 
22 ͥ Tñ: 
or any other se, use ve ec to yield to 
the Benatar . — Nebraska. . T 
Mr. BURROWS. Iwill state to the Senator from Maine that 
it is the case of a House bill passed by the Senate with sundry 
amendments. I entered a motion some time ago to reconsider 
the action of the Senate in passing the bill with a view to secur- 
ing a disagreement to the amendments. It will take but a mo- 
ment 1 of it. 
ue . It is in the nature of morning business, and I will 
yie 
Mr. BURROWS. It is a privileged motion, I understand, 
Mr. HALE. I yield for that purpose to the Senator from Michi- 


gan. 

Mr. BURROWS. The House passed the bill (H. R. 6256) au- 
8 directing the Secretary of the ‘piss ths furnish to 
George F. Fuller Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Manis- 
tique, Mich., a condemned cannon. The Senate passed the bill 
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with sundry amendments, adding a donation of condemned can- 
non at other points. I have conferred with the various Senators 
who pro the amendments, and they have kindly consented 
that the bill may be reconsidered and the amendments di 

to, and that then the bill shall pass without amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Michigan, to reconsider the votes by which the bill 
was ordered to a third reading and 3 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. BURROWS. I now ask that the vote by which the amend- 
ments were concurred in be reconsidered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the vote will be 
reconsidered. The question is on concurring in the amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were nonconcurred in. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the title will be 
disagreed to. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate Elise to the report of 
the committee of conference on the naval appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the report wiil be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7542 1 B Hur ria- 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal 1 ending June 30, „and for 
other having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 23,30, and 55. 

That the House recede from its d ment to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1,3,4,5,6,7,8,9, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29,31, 
50, and 54, and agree to the same. 3 

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment the following: And the Secretary of the Navy shall detail a clerk of 


class 1 to perform clerical services in the Navy Department necessary to 
carry on the work incident to this appropriation”; and the Senate agree to 
same 


Amendment numbered 18: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the comma (,) after the word “ labora- 
tory,” in line 3, page 22 of the bill, and restore the matter stricken out by said 
Senate amendment; and the Senate agree to the same. x $ 

‘Amendment numbered 22: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 22, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out. in lines 4 and 5 of said amendment, the 
words made for the same,” and insert in lieu thereof the word completed; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 24: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered and agree to the same with 
amendments as follows: Strike out the words rted by said amendment 
and insert in lieu thereof the following.“ at $2,500 each; one of English studies, 
history, and law (after A service), $2,500"; and strike out, in lines 
4 page 36 of the bill, the words at $2,500 each "’; and the Senate agree 

the same. . 

On amendments numbered 2, 32,33, 34, 35, 36, 37,38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 

48, 49, 51, 52, and 53 the committee of conference 5 


n unable to agree. 
NE HALE, 
M. S. goar 
AB: RMAN 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


i INSON. 

S J. CUMMINGS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. HALE. Iask that the report be concurred in. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. E. I move that the Senate further insist on itsamend- 
ments still in disagreement and ask for a further conference on 
the arn es votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. QUAY. Unless the Senator from Maine objects, I should 
be glad to have another vote of the Senate on the question of the 
battle ships in the way of instruction to the new committee of 
conference. 

Mr. HALE. I have been in conference with some of the Sena- 
tors who are very earnest on that point, and it was suggested 
that it would be better, as there has been but one conference, to 
submit the matter to another conference and see if it can not be 
adjusted there. ‘ 

Mr. QUAY. Very well, I give way to the wishes of the chair- 
man of the Senate conferees. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Maine. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees at the further conference on the part of the 
Senate; and Mr. HALE, Mr. Quay, and Mr. GORMAN were ap- 


pointed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. I do not think it will be necessary 
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to have a session exceeding thirty minutes, but it is very impor- 
tant, in my opinion, that we should have such a session. 

_ The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After 5 minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. 2221) for the relief of settlers on the 
Northern Pacific Railroad indemnity lands. 

The message also announced that the House had to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 6249) making appropriations for current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling Vinge stipulations 
with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, 
and for other purposes, further insisted upon its disagreement to 
the amendments of the Senate numbered 64, 69, and 70, agrees to 
the further conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. SHERMAN, 
Mr. Curtis of Kansas, and Mr. PENDLETON managers at the con- 
ference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution requesting the President to return to the 
House the bill (H. R. 5781) to regulate the practice of medicine 
and surgery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish 
persons violating the provisions thereof in the District of Colum- 
bia; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution authorizing the enrolling clerk of the House in 
enrolling H. R. 6248, making appropriations for the legislative 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1897, and for other 8 to insert in 
section 24, after the words “ ninety-six,” the owing, “ except 
as in said sections otherwise specially provided“; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PRACTICE OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY. 


Mr. SHERMAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I appeal to the Senator from Ohio to yield 
to me that I may ask consideration for a concurrent resolution 
which has just come from the House of Representatives, to correct 
an enrolled bill. It is important that it should be attended to at 
once. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The concurrent resolution relates to the 
medical and surgical bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair 5 8 before the Senate a 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives, which 
will be read. 2 

The Secretary read the concurrent resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
President be requested to return to the House of Representatives House bill 
5731, to regulate the practice of medicine and surgery, to license physicians 
and surgeons, and to pu persons violating the provisions thereof in the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The resolution is simply to secure the re- 
turn of a bill in order to correct an unfortunate error which was 
made by the enrolling clerk of the House of Representatives, and 


it is important that the resolution should pass. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
resolution. 


The resolution was concurred in. 
DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 


Mr. BAKER. The Senator from Ohio yields to me for a mo- 
ment that I may ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
House bill No. 2777, relating to the donation of condemned cannon 
and cannon balls, I hope it may now be considered. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 2777) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Navy to donate condemned cannon 
and condemned cannon balls to certain posts of the Grand Army 
of the Republic. It proposes to donate one condemned cannon 
and condemned cannon balls for four pyramids to Shaw Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, at Leavenworth, Kans., and also 
one condemned cannon and condemned cannon balls for four 

yramids to McLouth Post, No. 279, Grand Army of the Repub- 
fz at McLouth, Kans., for soldiers’ monuments. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REGULATIONS CONCERNING FILLED CHEESE. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of what is known as the filled-cheese bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 


1896. 
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the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8008) de- 


fining cheese, and imposing a tax upon and re; ting the manu- 
facture, sale, importation, and exportation of filled cheese. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state the status of the 


bill. The ye and nays have been ordered upon the amendment 
submitted AM the Senator from Idaho [Mr. DuBois]. The Secre- 
will the roll. 
he Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and Mr. ALLEN re- 
sponded to his name. 

Mr. QUAY. I desire to have the amendment stated before the 
vote is taken. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania asks 
that the amendment be stated. Without objection, the amend- 
ment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add as a new section the 
following: 

In order to raise revenue to meet the various expenses of the Government 
the sum of 75 cents shall be levied and collected, under such regulations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, on every barrel of lager beer, 
ale,and porter manufactured in the United States in addition to the tax now 
imposed thereon. 

The Secretary resumed the calling of the roll. 

Mr. CLARK pen his name was called). I wish to announce 
that for the day I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana eal 
BLANCHARD], this pair having been transferred to me by the 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD], 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from oes 2 5 POETON]: Not knowing how 
he would vote if present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MCMIL (when his name was called). I announce my 
pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Ihave a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], but 
I have transferred that pair for the day to the Senator from Wy- 
EE CLARK], and vote “nay.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). Ihave a general pair 
with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], which 
I transfer to the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IRBY], 
and vote“ 2 7 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON], 
which I transfer to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones], and 
vote yea.” 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to state that my colleague 1 85 THURS- 
ron Bon detained from the Senate on account of sickness in his 

amily. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BACON. Onthis question I am paired with the junior Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island . WETMORE], and therefore withhold 


my vote. 

Nur. GALLINGER. I desire to announce the fact that the junior 
Senator from Vermont 9, PROCTOR] is paired with the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. CALL]. I make the announcement for the day. 

Mr. MART: I have a general pair with the junior Senator 
from Montana [Mr. MANTLE]. Being assured that he would vote 
9 ya ” W I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

f: IEL. Iinquire if the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
SQUIRE] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington has 
not voted, the Chair is advised. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam paired with the Senator from Washington, 
and in his absence I withhold my vote. If he were present, I should 


m- 


vote yea.“ 
The result was announced —yeas 27, nays 34; as follows: 

YEAS—27. 
All Lindsay, h, 
Bate.” Chilton, Martin, Stewart, 
3 bois, x Teller, 

rown, rge, organ, man, 

Butler, Gray, Peffer, est, 
Caffery, Pettigrew, Walthall. 
Cannon, Jones, Ark. Pugh, 

NAYS—34. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Nelson. Shou 
Allison, 5 Palmer, Smith: 
Baker, Hawley, ASCO, Turpie, 
Burrows, Perkins, Vilas, 
Chandler, $ Platt, Warren, 
Cockrell, McBride, ritchard, White, 
—— Mitchell, Oreg. guy Wilson. 

> well, 
Faulkner, 0} Sherman, 
NOT VOTING—2, 

Bacon, Daniel, Hale, Murphy, 
Blackburn, ins, Hoar, Proctor, 
Blanchard, Irby, Squire, 
855 , ee eee 
Cameron, Gordon, Me Wetmo; 
Clark, Gorman, Mantle, * 


So the amendment was rejected. 


XXVIII—362 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I voted for the amendment, but un- 
der no circumstances could I vote for the bill even if the amend- 


ment had carried. I have not the-slightest doubt but that if I 
should vote for the bill in any shape I would, with my conyictions 
upon the subject, violate the Constitution which I have sworn to 
support. I do not understand that I can shield myself for a viola- 
tion of that instrument by assuming, or even knowing, that the 
Supreme Court of the United States would declare the 8 
act constitutional upon the ground that every member of Congress 
es ages to have the proper motive and supports a measure in 
order to attain proper and constitutional ends. 

We know that if in Soson tho oleomargarine law the motives 
which actuated members of Congress in Fig poe it had been 
placed upon its face the enactment would have been declared 
unconstitutional. The coordinate branch of the Government, 
the judiciary, is bound to assume that Congressmen do not vio- 
late the Constitution, and that when they impose taxes it is done 
under the general taxing power which is given to Congress and 
not to use that taxing power for unconstitutional purposes or for 
purposes not contemplated in granting that power to the legisla- 
tive department. Tariff laws are enacted in which many of the 
items are placed there not to raise money to support the Govern- 
ment, but in order to protect certain class interests, and to give an 
advantage by governmental partnership to the producers of cer- 
tain in the United States, that advantage being to the detri- 
ment always of the large body of the people who are consumers, 
If any tariff act contained upon its face the declaration that 
“ these taxes are imposed in order to give protection, simple and 
pure, to American manufacturers,” I believe the Supreme Court 
of the United States, no matter how constituted ee would 
declare it to be unconstitutional. But those laws are enacted 
and sent to the Supreme Court without any declaration upon 
their face in regard to the object, and the Supreme Court says, as 
it has done repeatedly: 

It is our duty to assume and to presume that the Congress of the United 
States has enacted this law within its constitutional discretion, and for pur- 
poses which are indicated alone upon the face of the law. 

Mr. President, the pending bill is not to raise revenue. This is 
so plain that it is 1 iteration to make the state- 
ment. The Ways and Means Committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives in their report declared that its object is not to ruise 
revenue. They have said in so many words that they have no 
idea of raising revenue, and that this is not the primary object 
of the enactment, but it is to bring this product within the police 
powers of Congress. The disti ished Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN], who reported the bill as the organ of the Committee 
on Finance, declared that the object of the enactment is not to 
raise revenue, but to exercise the police power upon a fraudulent 
compound which he claims is deleterious to the health and com- 
fort of the people of this country. The Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. NELSON] yesterday declared that raising revenue is the 
smallest portion of this legislation, but that it is proposed to be 
done in order to take hold of this product and bring it within the 
police powers of Congress. 

We can notescape our responsibility by saying that the Supreme 
Court will pass upon the law. When the law is presented to the 
Supreme Court they see in it a measure to raise revenue to su 
port the Government. Does that absolve any member of this y 
who votes for the bill from accounting to his conscience and judg- 
ment as to why he votes for it and whether he acts within the 
constitutional discretion and jurisdiction of Congress? 

Mr. President, the enactment of the proposed law is outrageous 
under the circumstances, because it takes away from the people 
affected by it the only redress they can have against an unconsti- 
tutional act, and that is an appeal to the Supreme Court and to 
the Chief Executive. The proposed law is a greater fraud than 
any compound which can be manufactured in any locality in this 
country. It is a pretense of exercising the taxing power, when, in 
fact, it is an exercise of police power which never has been given 
to Congress by the Constitution. Con can have no police 
power in regard to an article made in a State, sold in a State, and 
never to go out of a State, unless the exercise of that power be in 
aid of a power clearly given by the Constitution to Congress. 

I grant that Congress has the right to use the taxing power as 
an auxiliary to a power vested by the Constitution in Co: 

If Congress sees proper to use the maring pero as an auxiliary to 
the interstate-commerce power conferred by the Constitution upon 
Congress, it can do so. Congress sees proper to use the taxin 
power as an auxiliary to its absolute control over the currency o 
the country, it has a ee to do it, as was decided in 8 Wallace in 
the case of Veazie Ban against Fenno. But whenever the Con- 
stitution fails to give jurisdiction to Congress over a subject-mat- 
ter, it has no right to use the taxing power in order tu create a 
power which was not originally vested in it. 

The Supreme Court of the United States by this sort of fraudu- 
lent 33 is kept from giving redress to citizens of the 
United States who are injured by it. The Chief Executive is 
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ask the Secretary 


The Secretary read as follows: 

It has been urged as an objection to this measure that, while purporting to 
F is to destroy, by the use of the 
taxing power, one industry of our for the pro and benefit of 


wt entitled to indulge in such a suspicion as a basis of official action in this 
case, and if entirely satisfied that the consequences indicated would ensue, I 
should doubtless feel constrained to interpose Executive dissent. 

But I do not feel called u to interpret the motives of Congress other- 
» gag by the apparent character of the bill which has been presented 

Mr. VEST. The Chief Executive, when the oleomargarine bill 
‘was presented to him, declared that if he had been satisfied that 
it was an exercise of the taxing power of in order to dis- 
criminate against one food product in be of another, or if it 
was a di exercise of the police power that had not been 
given to Congress, he would have vetoed the bill. But the bill 
was sent to him, as it would go to the Supreme Court, ostensibly 
a naked exercise of the taxing power; and the Chief Executive, 
like the Supreme Court, says he is bound to assume that members 
of Congress have observed their oaths to support the Constitution, 
and are simply actuated by a desire to raise revenue to carry on 
the Government. 4 

Any Senator who knows that he votes for the bill not to raise 
revenue, but in order to bring this food product under the inspec- 
tion laws of the United States, unless he can find in the Constitu- 
tion the grant of some other power to which the —_ Erover is 
necessary as an auxiliary, violates his oath to sup Consti- 
tution. Unless he can find that originally the Constitution has 
given to Congress a power which requires the taxing power in 
order to carry it out, he can not shield his conscience or his judg- 
ment behind the fact that the Supreme Court of the United States 
may afterwards declare the law to be constitutional. It is his 
primary duty to observe his obligations and not to vote for a meas- 
ure that goes outside of the legislative discretion of this body. I 
ask attention to what was decided even by so strong a Federalist 
and Republican as Mr. Justice Miller in 112 United States Reports, 
and I will ask the Secretary to read a small portion of the decision 
which I have marked. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the name of the case? 

Mr. VEST. The Head Tax Cases. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

rta- 


engaged in the transpo) 

tion of and who make profit out of it, for the temporary 
care of the passengers whom they rein is us and for the protection of 
1 and the end to 
not void, because 


extended sense than used in the Constitution, it 
is called a tax. In the case of Veazie Bank vs. Fenno, 8 Wall, 533, 549, the 


which was an cire 

agoe hob arie pian because it was a means ly ađopted by Con- 

gress to the currency which it had crea‘ namely, the legal-tender 

notes banks. 

hich would invalidate an ordinary tax, pure an 
vs. Keokuk, 

of Keokuk having 


a wharf owned b; 
e of the vi 


tax within 
was reaffirmed in the -case of Packet Company vs. St. 
Louis, 100 U. S., 


help gpm fretting ge in the exercise of its power to regulate im- 
migration, and in the very act of that power, it was competent for 
Congress to impose this contribution on the shipowner engaged in that bus- 


Mr. VEST. The last sentence read by the Secre shows the 
und upon which the Supreme Court decided that head-tax 
evy was within the power of Congress; that it was auxiliary to 
the power of Congress to control and regulate 1 which 
is a species of commerce with foreign nations. Mr. Justice Miller, 
strong Federalist that he was, never would have decided that, 
without being an auxiliary power, the tax was constitutional. It 
was simply to assist and make perfect the exercise of a power 
ted by the Constitution to Congress that caused him to declare 
fhe head tax to be within the jurisdiction of Congress; and in an 
unbroken series of decisions, which any Senator who is in 
in the question may examine, the Supreme Court has drawn the 
line distinctly and emphatically between the power of the Con- 
gress of the United States and of the States in regard to all police 
matters. Some of the decisions are the eae Cases, in 7 
Howard, 590; Henderson vs. The Mayor of New air 92 U. 8., 
259; The Commissioner of Immigration vs, N German 


Lloyd, 92 U. S.; The People vs. The Compagnie Générale Trans- 


Atlantigue, 107 U.S.; Chy Li vs. Freeman, 92 U. S., 275; Brim- 
mer vs. an, 138 U. S., 78; * 20 vs. Wright, 142 U. S., 62; 
and Crutcher vs. Kentucky, 141 U. S., 46. 

Mr. GRAY. May I interrupt the Senator from Missouri for a 
moment? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. It is not to ask a question, but to emphasize what 
the Senator has just said in regard to the head-tax cases. That 
was an assertion of power by Congress to deal with immigration 
from foreign countries into this country. It could have no rela- 
tion to ad onhar subject-matter than foreign commerce in pas- 
sengers. e court decided that the passenger traffic was a portion 
of the foreign commerce of the country. ey had to decide that 
first before they could assent to the jurisdiction which Congress 
claimed, and it being a part of the foreign commerce of the coun- 
try, there was no suggestion even that it touched in the slightest 
degree any transaction entirely within a State or affected or im- 
— 5 in any fashion whatever upon the police power of any 

tate in the Union, especially of the State where the landing was 
made. So there was a case plainly, palpably within the jurisdic- 
tion of Congress under the grant of the commerce clause of the 
Constitution, and it was in reference to that transaction that 
Congress was exerci its power. A 

Mr. MILLS. That the exercise of the taxing power was an 
appropriate exercise of the power to regulate commerce. 

r. GRAY. We were taxing foreign-commerce transactions. 

Mr. VEST. I challenge any advocate of the bill to find a single 
decision by the Supreme Court of the United States which says 
that the taxing power can be used in regard to a function which 
is not given directly or by implication to carry out an expressly 
granted power in Constitution. In other words, I challenge 
any advocate of the bill to show where the Supreme Court has 
ever said that Congress could use the taxing power in order to 
bring a 5 ao under the police power of Congress. 

Mr. GRAY. And to create a jurisdiction. 

Mr. VEST. And to create a jurisdiction which the Constitu- 
tion had never given to Congress. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. T. Certainly. 

Mr. CAFFERY. If the trade in filled cheese is a matter of in- 
terstate commerce, can not the Congress of the United States pass 
such inspection laws and provide such funds to carry into execu- 
tion those inspection laws as it may deem necessary? 

Mr. VEST. Unquestionably. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Then I would ask the Senator, if the bill were 
so amended as to make the provisions of it applicable only to filled 
cheese exported from the State or Territory where made, whether 
then his constitutional objection would be obviated? 

Mr. VEST. Entirely; and I have an amendment prepared 
which T propose to make. I will not use the word “make,” but 
I will ask the Senate, every individual member of it, to place him- 
self upon record as to the very proposition indicated by the Sena- 
tor from Lonisiana. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Then I will ask the Senator a further ques- 
tion, if he will pardon me. In a vote 1 Mer by a Senator who has 
any constitutional objections to the bill as it appears upon its face, 
being a police regulation, would a vote given primarily with a 
view of obtaining revenue and not with a view of policing filled 
cheese be in accord with his constitutional conscience? 

Mr. VEST. If any Senator says that the bill is for the purpose 
of raising revenue and not to bring this food product under a 
police jurisdiction of Congress, then of course he can justify him- 
self from that standpoint. But how is it possible for him to do 
that when the framers and makers and advocates of the proposed 
law say they do not want revenue, but they want to prevent the 
sale and use of a fraudulent deleterious compound? How is it 
possible that any Senator can come to the conclusion that this 
isa revenue measure when the committees which report it, the 
Senators and Representatives who advocate it, all deny that it is 
intended to raise one dollar of revenue? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I should like to make a state- 
ment which I believe is true historically. There never was a tar- 
iff bill eee since the Government of the United States was 
founded where, in addition to raising revenue, it was not alleged 
and the statute was not so framed as to promote some ee 
interest. Jefferson and Madison and every one of the old Dem- 
ocratic Presidents advocated that in framing a tax law due regard 
must be had to promoting the manufacturing and other interests 
of the United States. That was the established doctrine. 


Now, I say here that this is not the main ? of the bill, 
I might say, probably, it is to prevent a fraud. But it imposes a 
tax, which we have a right to impose. The President of the 


United States, in a single remark that was read this morning, said 
that if the object is attained he will not veto a bill merely because 
some other motive or some motive that he did not approve might 
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actuate the making of the law. That is the same case now. This 
bill, if enacted into a law, will yield, as near as I can gather from 
the reports that I have read, probably half a million dollars of 
revenue. It was supposed the oleomargarine law would yield 
$1,000,000, and it has yielded $3,000,000. 

Mr. GRAY. <A million and a half. 

Mr, SHERMAN, Two anda half million or three million dol- 


lars. 

Mr. VEST. A million and three-quarters is the highest revenue 
that was ever raised from it. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think I could take issue on that point, but 
I do not want to debate the matter. 

Mr. VEST, One million and three-quarters is the report of the 
Department. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In every tariff law the question of benefits 
to the people in some other way than the mere fact of taxation 
Das ANATS been urged by every party that has ever governed in 

country. 

Mr. VESE. A tariff law is supported upon two grounds: First, 
that it is a regulation of foreign commerce, which is clearly with- 
in the exclusive jurisdiction of Congress; second, that it is the 
exercise of the taxing power to raise revenue to support the 
Government, A tariff enactment can be supported upon either 
of these clauses of the Constitution; but if a tariff law should be 
enacted which said the express of this act is to protect 
American manufactures, the Supreme Court of the United States, 
in my judgment, no matter how constituted, would declare it to 
be unconstitutional. It is true that the advocates of tariff laws 
say the indirect and necessary effect of the imposition of the tax 
is to protect, but that is not the primary object of the law. 

Is that this case? Here the primary object is to bring this food 
product under the police tion of Congress, and not to raise 
revenue. The evidence before the House committee shows thatif 
this tax should stand as the bill came to us from the House it would 
not raise one dollar; that it would be absolutely prchibitory. 

Mr. President, if I believed about the Constitution as the Re- 
publican party and the Senator from Ohio, I would have no trouble 
in voting for this bill or any other measure. If I believed in the 
teachings of Mr. Hamilton, that under the general-welfare clause 
of the Constitution Congress can do anything, and that this 
clause overrides the special grants of power which are made in 

that instrument, I would have no difficulty in voting for any pro- 
posed legislation, because whenever Congress 3 it expedient 
and necessary for the general welfare 10 could pass any law 
within their discretion, and they would have full jurisdiction under 
that construction of the Constitution to do so. But how any 
Democrat who professes to believe in the teachings of Jefferson, 
the great opponent of Hamilton, who left Washington’s Cabinet 
because he refused to accede to the proposition contained in Ham- 
ilton’s report upon manufactures, who handed his portfolio to 
Washington because he said he would not remain in the Cabinet 
when the Secretary of the Treasury had announced a doctrine 
that made this a Government of unlimited Congressional power— 
how any Democrat professing to believe in Jefferson's teachings 
can vote for the pending bill is beyond my comprehension. 

The bill is not a revenue measure. Like the oleomargarine law, 
it is intended to discriminate against a food product. Here is a 
mass of testimony coming from the cheese manufacturers of the 
United States in which every one of them declares, ‘‘ We want this 
commerce s ed; we want this manufacture stopped, because 
it interferes with our business.” They are not politicians. They 
are men engaged in making money exclusively; and they come 
and, without reference to the Constitution, declare, We want this 
law because it puts money into our pockets and prevents compe- 
tition.” I know the oleomargarine law brings a revenue of a 
million and three-quarters of dollars. But that was not the inten- 
tion of the men who framed it. The argument that was made 
when the a law was before us was that it was in- 
tended to prevent the sale of a deleterious compound to the peo- 
ple of this country. z 

Mr. HARRIS. The oleomargarine law was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture inst a motion to refer it to the Commit- 
tee on Finance because it was not a reyenue measure, 

Mr. VEST. Of course, it was sent to the Committee on Agri 
cultureand Forestry because it was not a revenue measure. 

Mr. MILLS. It was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
in the other House. 

Mr. VEST. In the House it came from the Committee on Agri- 
culture. I have here the testimony of my distinguished former 
colleague and fellow-citizen, Col. William H. Hatch, who was the 
author of the 5 law, and who is now president of the 
Dairy Association of the United States, and who appeared before 
the Ways and Means Committee and made an argument in behalf 
of this filled-cheese bill. in which he says it is a deleterious com- 
pound. He appeals to Congress to stop its sale altogether in this 

capital. He tells Congressmen: *“ You are putting into your 


stomachs down in these restaurants filled cheese and oleomarga- 
rine without knowing it; and the poor innocent creatures must 
be protected or else dyspepsia will come upon the National Legis- 
lative Assembly.” 

Now, Mr. President, if this is a deleterious compound, what 
must be thought of the legislator who deliberatel i 


away 

the health ahd comfort of the le of the United States in order 
to secure a paltry tax for the Treasury?) What must be thought 
of the man who will vote for a law that he knows is pro 
and licensing a manufacture injurious to the health of the people 
of the United States and destructive of their lives? 

I ask the Secretary to read what Colonel Hatch says, in order 
that there may be no mistake and that I may not do him injustice, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Mr. Crisp. Is there anything deleterious to health in this filled cheese? 

Mr. Haron, Iam very glad, Mr. Speaker—I have been so in the habit of 
addressing you that way, the chairman will pardon me for addressing you 
so, but I say the gentleman from Georgia 

The CHAIRMAN. It is a natural mistake, and I make it myself very often. 

Mr. Haron. I will say for myself I have not a doubt on earth. I have 
studied this question for twenty-five years, more or less, but in the last twelve 
years it has m my duty to study it, and [ have hearda t deal from 
physicians, chemists, and experts, and that it is deleterious to health I have 
not a doubt in the world. A great many claim that oleomargarine, or filled 
cheese, has nothing in it deleterious to health, but I base my answer to that 
question a je this one single point. Ihave stated repeatedly since I first 
studied question that tho admixture of skimmed milk yo 5 
that was dele- 


and when eS gles that oil out and it goes into this uct w 
„itis subject to putrefaction, aan ape y 


h 

hat cheese thoroughly cooked 
garine used in the frying pan is 
deleterious to health, but used as butter there is not one man out of ten thou- 
sand who hasa good stomach who can stand it three times a day right along, 
and the growing impression is among chemists and the best physi in the 
United States and in the world that a large class of especially stom- 
ach troubles, are due to these compounds that are used as butter and cheese. 

Now, we will file with you, Mr. Chairman, before this investigation closes, 
a statement delivered at this convention 5 Henry, * Wisconsin, 
to show that the export of cheese from the United States has been d aie 
in propaan to the increase in the manufacture of this filled cheese, um 


Scotland, and Wales, our brands of Ohio, New York, Wisconsin, Michigan, 
and Illinois cheese have been so destroyed by this that has 

out until our trade in it has been almost destroyed. Now, the bills w 

are before you need no argument to sustain them as far as their constitution- 
ality is concerned, and what their beneficent eee e wur be if enacted 
pes law, mee ey are both founded and follow closely the lines of the 
oleoma: % ug 

Mr. TAWNEY. That act has been held constitutional by the Supreme Court 
JVC ty uit lie oria tall 5 Sta A i 

r. TOH, Repea ys 0 n the tes Where it has 
been tested it has been upheld and sustained. By the last opinion by the 
Rarion, and it is a tribute vo that act witch every mentter ct Cosmos 

arian, ani isa W. ev member 
who voted for it and every farmer in the United Gtaten 

Mr. TAWNEY. Can Si give me the title of that case? 

Mr. Hewes. It is Plumley vs. The Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Have 50 ft & memorandum of the volume? 

Mr. Hewes. I think it is 156 United States. 

Mr. H Aron, I want to say this much for the operation of that act. Istated 
on the floor of the House during its consideration and before it passed that in 
my f Ft i the W ge os of that law would have the most beneficial effect 
int that it would not only compel the sale of it where the law was enforced 
under its own name and upon its own merits, but it would do more toprotect 
the consumers of oleomargarine throughout the U: tates it would 
ie At the tine bbb 

at oleomar; e n ere were almost 
numberlessmanufacturers of 5 — hout th 
States. In fact, wherever there was a dead. animal 
ee there = as pment yl 3 5 eee there are — 
existence, as reported, on manufacturers’ licenses of oleomargarine ani 
8 in the United States a — 0 
e CHAIRMAN. How does the quan compare now what it was then? 

Mr. Hatcu. The quantity has 8 increased. The output gradually 
increased. Of course we knew nothing about what was manufactured be- 
fore 1886, but within the last three or four years the product has been increas- 
ing, and it fell intothe hands of a few large and reputable manufacturers, 
who have ros ge strictly with the law; and not one single manufactory, 
as I understand, has yet been punished for violation of law, and I do not 
know of any wholesale dealer who has. Am I correct in that? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2o0'clock having arrived, 


the Chair 5 8 before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
will be read by title. 


The Secretary. A bill (S. 1341) to prohibit. the further issu- 
ance of interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
proceed for a few minutes with the cheese bill, Ido not think 
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there will be any further debate on the bill. Unless Senators ex- 
poe a desire to debate it further I hope it will be proceeded with 
‘or a little while. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. MILLS and Mr. GRAY. What is the request? 

Mr.SHERMAN. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 

with the consideration of the cheese bill for ten or fifteen 

minutes. I hope Senators will see their way clear to the adoption 
of this course. 

Mr. MILLS. We can not hear the Senator on this side. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object to the request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I give notice, then, that as soon as the pend- 
ing order of business is over I shall try to call up the cheese bill 


Mr. MORGAN. I submit an amendment to the cheese bill, 
which I ask may be read, printed, and lie over. 
The amendment was read, and ordered to lie on the table and to 
sbe printed, as follows: 


Amend the bill by adding the following as an additional section: 

“Sec. 20. That a of 1 cent per pound be levied, assessed, and collected 
on cheese made in the United States for sale, or that is sold inthe markets 
by mer Cenar. and said tax shall be in addition to the tax on filled cheese im- 
posed by this act, and the Secretary of the Treasury shall establish suitable 
2 a 1 the collection of the said tax, in accordance with the provi- 

ms oi * 


Mr. STEWART. I give notice of an amendment which I in- 
tend to p to what is called the filled-cheese bill. I propose 
to add to the bill the following: 


That on and after the Ist day of August, 1896, there shall be levied. col- 
lected, and paid 10 cents a pound upon all wools imported into the United 
States from any foreign country. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon su uently said: I desire to give 
notice that when what is called the filled-cheese bill again comes 
up I shall offer as an amendment what I send tothe desk. I ask 
that the proposed amendment be printed in the RECORD and also 
printed in regular form as an amendment. I will state in this 
connection that the amendment I offer is the tariff bill which was 

by the House of Representatives at the present session, 
without any change whatever. y A 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWELL in the chair). The 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon will be printed 
in the RECORD and also printed as a document, in the absence of 
Sy s 4 i 88 

e amendment is to add to the bill the following as additional 
sections: 

Src. —. That from and after the passage of this act, and until August 1, 
1898, there shall be levied, collected, and paid on all imported wools of classes 
land 2. as defined in the act hereinafter cited, approved October 1, 1890, and 
subject to all the conditions and limitations thereof, and on all hair of the 
camel, goat, alpaca, and other like animals, except as hereinafter provided, 
and on all noils, shoddy, garnetted waste, top waste, slubbing waste, roving 
waste, ring waste, yarn waste, and all other wastes com wholly or in 
part of wool, and on woolen rags, mungo, and flocks, a duty equivalent to 60 
per cent of the duty imposed on each of such articles by an act entitled “An 
act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other pur- 

“ approved October 1, 1890, and subject to all the conditions and limita- 
Bone of said act; and on all wools and R camel's hair of class 3, as de- 
fined in said act approved October 1, 1890, and subject to all the conditions 
and limitations thereof, there shall be levied, collected, and paid the several 
duties vided by such act approved October 1, 1890. And h 279 of 
Schedule K, and also paragraph 686 in the free list of an act enti ed “An act 
to reduce taxation, to provide reyenue for the Government, and for other 
8 Adprin became a law August 27, 1894, are hereby suspended until 

SEC. That from and after the passage of this act, and until Avgust 1, 1898, 
there shall be levied, collected, and paid on all imported articles made in 
whole or in part of wool, worsted, or other materials described in section lof 
this act, — 1 5 as hereinafter provided, 60 per cent of the specific pound or 
square-yard duty imposed on each of such articles by an act entitled “An act 
to reduce the revenue and duties on imports, and for other pur 

” approved October 1, 1890, and subject to all the conditions and limita- 
Fons thereof, in addition to the ad valorem duty now imposed on each of such 
articles by an act entitled An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for 
the Government, and for other which became a law August 27, 


1894; and on carpets, druggets, mats, rugs, screens, covers, 
bedsides, art squares, and other portions of carpets or carpeting, made 
in whole or in part o ard duty imposed on each of 


wool, the — 1 square- 
such articles by said act approved October 1, 1 and subject to all the con- 
ditions and tations thereof, in addition to the ad valorem duty imposed 
on such articles by said act which became a law Au 27, 
Sec. —. That from and after the passage of this act, and until August 1 
1898, there shall be levied, collected, and paid on all imported lumber an 


other articles d ted in parsgrs hs 674 to inclusive, of an act entitled 
“An act to reduce tion, to provide revenue for the Government, and for 
other purposes,” which became a law August 27, 1894, a duty equivalent to 60 


per cent of the duty imposed on each of such articles by an act entitled “An 
act to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on im: and for other pur- 
ae approved October 1, 1890, and subject to all the conditions and ta- 
ions of said last-named act; but pulp wood shall be as round unmanu- 
factured timber, exempt from duty: Provided, That in case any foreign 
country shall rs Pin an export duty upon pine, spruce, elm, or other logs, 
or upon stave bolts, shingle wood, pulp wood, or heading blocks exported to 
the United States from such country, then the duty upon the lumber and 
other articles mentioned in said paragraphs 674 to inclusive, when im- 
8 9 country, shall be the same as fixed by the law in force prior 
r . . 

Src.—. That from and after the passage of this act, and until A 1, 1898, 
there shall be le collected, and paid on all the imported men- 
tioned in Schedules A, B, C, D, F, G, H, I, J, L, M, and N of an act entitled 


this section shall not in any case increase 
posed thereon by the said 
the same as was im- 


the rate of duty on an 
act of October 1, 1890, 
posed by said act: And provide 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate a con- 
current resolution from the House of Representatives in relation 
to the enrollment of, the legislative, etc., N bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFI laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; 
which was read: 

Resolved by the Hi Re tatives (the i 
enrolling 2 of the. Hatin enraltiog H. . t. on Ack wee g appro- 
priations for o legislativa executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the ear end June 1897, and for other purposes, be, 
and he hereby is, authorized toinsert in section 24, after the 
words “ ninet ix, the following: except as in said sections otherwise 
specially provided.” 

Mr. CULLOM. Iask that the resolution be concurred in. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is that an omission in the enrollment of the 
bill in the House of Representatives? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, sir; it isa mistake by which the wrong 
date is inserted in one section of the bill. N 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on concurring 
in the resolution. 

The resolution was concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 3282) to repeal section 61 of an act to reduce taxation, 
to provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes, 
which became a law August 28, 1894; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 


REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1341) to pomi the further issuance, of 
interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I fully agree with the 
Senator from Ohio . SHERMAN] and the Senator from New 
York [Mr. HILL] that this is a most important bill. No two lines 
of type ever transferred to any proposition that means so 
much as this plain, simple declaration. It puts a very sharp edge 
upon a great question that had become exceedingly dull. It is 
the diamond point in the end of the drill. It defines and accentu- 
ates an issue that may be settled at the coming November elec- 
tion, or it may not be, but which must be settled before financial 
and commercial peace can come to the institutions and people of 
this country. 

Let us see what it says, and then let us say what it means: 


That the issuance of interest-bearing bonds of the United States for any 
ee ey whatever without further authority of Congress is hereby pro- 


That the 


Here is a straightforward proclamation against one-man power 
and in favor of mount legislative authority. If it goes down 
and the principle it avows is overthrown, then the Empire is es- 
tablish If it is sustained, there is yet hope for the Republic. 
The temporary embarrassment of a government, as our Govern- 
ment is temporarily embarrassed in consequence of the un-Amer- 
ican tariff and an unfortunate Treasury policy, the fruit of a 
vicious financial system, is of small consideration when compared 
with the permanent evil that would result from a solemn declara- 
tion by this or any other Congress in favor of the supremacy of 
executive over legislative power. If in the past the lawmaking 
branch of the Government has made the mistake of yielding any 
of its functions to the man in the White House, it is not too late 
to correct the error. It is a question so full of seriousness as to 
completely overshadow the aims and purposes of political parties. 
It is greater than the gathering of political conventions or the 
interests of party candidates, because it affects the welfare of the 
whole people. 

It is to this controversy what the Missouri compromise was to the 
great question of slavery. When Mr. Lincoln said, in 1858, that 
this country could not remain permanently half slave and half 
free, he summed up in a few words a situation concerning which 
there was far less light and less general knowledge among the 
common people than there is upon the financial question of to- 
day. The great American commoner knew that slavery was in- 
herently wrong, just as millions of people at this time know 
that bond contracts and bond issues, with peace prevailing every- 
where, are inherently wrong. His remedy primarily was to sim- 
ply check the spread of slavery. He did not at any time during 
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his great debate with Mr. Douglas go to the extent of advising 
the total abolition of slavery. 

The purpose of this bill suggests the thought that must have 
been in Mr. Lincoln’s mind when he opposed the extension of 
slavery to Kansas and Nebraska. It proposes a check, but nota 
total prohibition of bond issues. The power to provide revenue 
and the control of our monetary affairs would continue to reside 
in the Congress. We can not succeed nor hope to succeed in doing 
justice to all classes of our people if we leave the endless chain” 
5 of the Treasury Department in the hands of a single 
individual, to be automatically and autocratically manipulated 
and put into motion at his own sweet will. Far better that Con- 
gress should remain permanently in session and take the respon- 


sibility.. 

No 1 some Senators Will ask how the danger may be averted 
and the remedy applied. The answer to that, I think, will be 
found in a suggestion made in this Chamber within a week. 

The Senator from Ohio, in a burst of peronm the other day, 
proposed a duty upon certain articles of importin order to raise 
necessary revenue and avoid future Treasury deficits. I believe a 
majority in both branches of Congress ae eee in sucha 

roposition. The question need not be di at length. An 
8 reckoning Will tell us What amount of duty should be 
laced upon tea and coffee and how much of a tax upon beer to 
ing sufficient money to the Treasury to carry on the Govern- 
— 32 A duty upon tea and coffee has never been considered 
good Republican party policy, but the Senator from Ohio said he 
was aay to recommend it, and did recommend it, under the 
resent emergency. I am willing to follow the distinguished 
publican leader in support of such a policy in behalf of present 
necessities, and I have no doubt others on this side of the ber 
will do likewise. 

I believe it was on Friday last that the Senator from Mississippi 

. GEORGE] in words and tones which indicated his deep anx- 
iety in behalf of some kind of relief declared that he was ready to 
vote for a moderate duty upon raw wool. The party to which 
that distinguished Senator belongs has heretofore been intensely 
hostile to this kind of tariff duties. Thus we see party isms dis- 
appearing under the shadow of a situation which arouses the con- 
sciences and stirs the patriotic impulses of all fair-minded men. 

Bond issues afford but temporary relief, while they breed dis- 
trust in the minds of honest business men and bring unrest to the 
breasts of a nap Ea ple. They invite new raids upon the 
redemption fund, cause the withdrawal of capital from the chan- 
nels of legitimate trade, and place the stamp of respectability upon 
gambling. They destroy confidence in every avenue of trade and 
aggravate a situation and intensify a condition that has been 
brought upon an unfortunate people through unwise legislation. 
The time to enact some measure of relief and stop lunging the 
country further and further into debt is now. No individual 
debtor can long maintain his credit by borrowing. No Govern- 
ment can doit. The end of credit must come sooner or later. I 
believe it is near at hand with us. Our debt already exceeds the 
assessed value of all kinds of property in this country. What 
ma be the ultimate result of our present policy of running into 

ebt 

I suggest to the Senator from Ohio and to the Committee on 
Finance that we take the emergency tariff bill from the Calendar 
substitute therefor a bill carrying a duty upon tea and coffee and 
an additional tax upon beer, and return the measure to the House. 
The emergency tariff bill can not become a law. This has been 
demonstrated re srg ties ae this chamber, and if it should pass 
no one believes that the President would sign it. A measure such 
as I have just suggested, following the lead of the Senator from 
Ohio, must surely meet with Executive approval, and if it did not, 
I believe there is enough patriotism and enough nonpartisan 
sta ip in Congress to put it upon the statute books, the 
veto to the contrary notwithstanding. If we fail to do this 
another bond issue will follow within a month after the adjourn- 
ment of Congress, and possibly another before the next session 
begins. In this event the country will believe that this Congress 
is open to the suspicion of being in! e with the bond syndicate. 

e should cease this skirmishing for Looe advantage, put an 
assessment upon the consumers of a few articles of everyday use, 
though not of everyday necessity, suspend forever the power of 
the Executive to further pile up the burden of debt, and then go 
home to a grateful constituency. ; 

Mr. GALLINGER obtained the floor. 

Gos Sage . Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield 
me 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 


I „ he does not propose to occupy much time. Am I 
correc 
Mr. ALLEN. I will take just a moment. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrowsin the chair), The 
Senator from Nebraska will proceed. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I desire to 282 the attention 
of the Senate but a moment. During the discussion of this meas- 
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ure last week the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] read 
a circular letter, issued by the American Bankers’ Association, 
dated March 23, 1896. That letter was regarded by him and is 
regarded by others, I think, as of very great importance; but in 
view of the fact that the honorable Senator from Delaware ij 
Gray] and one or two other Senators seemed to think that there 
was nothing re See unusual in the letter, I think it is perfectly 
proper for me at this time to make known the fact that atleast one 
of the great labor organizations of the United States has thought 
it of sufficient importance to issue an official order to their mem- 
bership, calling attention tothe conspiracy of these bankers. I 


send to the desk and ask to have read a circular issued a few days 
ago by the 215 7 of Labor. 

Tea PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


OFFICE OF GENERAL ASSEMBLY, 
ORDER OF KNIGHTS OF LABOR, 
Washington, D. C., May 23, 1896. 
To the Order of the Knights of Labor, greeting: 

In the United States Senate, on Friday, May Fag beat was ex by Sen- 
ator BUTLER of North Carolina one of the most rous and far-reaching 
conspiracies ever concocted against the welfare of this Republic. 

The following official circular, issued and Simed by the executive council, 
3 and secretary of the American Bankers’ Association, on March 

896, and now for the first time exposed to the public. contains in its first 
parsetepi an unexpected warning tothe people of the United Statesof what 
in store for them unless something can be done to checkmate this plot of the 
Bankers’ Association. It is the low growl of the tiger in his Wall street lair. 


Read it and be warned 
THE AMERICAN BANKERS’ ASSOCIATION, 
WALL STREET AND 90-94 BROADWAY, 
New York, March 23, 1896. 
ent, Eugene H. Pullen, vice-president National Bank of the ub- 
lic, New York; first vice-president, Robert J. Lo , Lowr 

Com y, Atlanta, Ga.; rman executive council, Joseph 8. Hendrix, 

Droe 477 va Lay Hey 3 5 ee William 1 2 

ce- ent Chase National Bank, New York; secretary, James ranch, 

2 Wall street, New York.] : i 
To the Bankers of the United States: 

At a meeting of the executive council of the American Bankers’ Asso- 
ciation, held in this city on March 11, 1896, the following declaration was made 
by unanimous vote: 

THE EXISTING STANDARD OF VALUE. 
“The executive council of the American Bankers’ Association declare un- 


‘| equivocally in favor of the maintenance of the existing gold standard of 


value, and recommend to all bankers and to the customers of all banks the 
poy py pete ge gre myo pe ere poo 
ega e po) conventions e great es who w. 
ROSIE a in favor of the maintenance of the existing gold standard of 
value.” 

Your influence is earnestly requested to are oe effect to this action. 
5 EUGENE H. PULLEN, President. 
JAMES R. BRANCH, Secretary. 
JOSEPH ©. HENDRIX, 

Chairman Executive Council. 


y 
maoy all knew of its existence, but for two months they have preserved the 
mos 
desk in the Senate and had 
kops silence regardin 5 
e peor le can not 2 delay action with safety. 

The ers’ Association ha their call for recruits to help enslave 
the 25 le of this country to the money lenders of Europe and Anora 
The Knights of Labor pro: to meet the issue squarely, and we hereby 
appeal to the farmers, laboring men, and legitimate business men of the 

nited States to unite with us and use their combined influence as citi- 
zens” to rescue the United States from the clutches of the gold-money shy- 
locks whose “existing gold standard” (existing since 1893) has brought, 
that brief time, more of misery, hunger, and ruin to the people of this coun- 
ay 5 1. all m wars and ences we have suffered since the foundation 
of the Republic. 

To meet the 8 bankers we must haye an 1 le. It de- 
volves upon the Knights of Labor to take the lead in this great work. They 
must see to it that the entire country is aroused to the danger of the hour, 
and the importance of immediate action. Call red-letter meetings of your 
assemblies at once, and prepare to organize the Je of your locality into 
the Knights of Labor. here there are no aseeinbline in existence, any citi- 
zen who is not a banker can join with us in this contest against the gold 
power by means of our individual membership card. We can initiate one 
parson at a time until ten or more persons are admitted, when a charter will 

issued, and commission as organizers granted. The initiation fee for the 
first card for individual members will be 50 cents, and 25 cents for each re- 
newal gan „this amount to be sent direct to the general secretary-treas- 
urer. Under the system of organization of the Knights of Labor and the 
methods adopted, we can erecta solid wall of resistance st the encroach- 
ments which the confederated banks are making on pop rights. 

Give immediate attention td every member of Congress and every delegate 
to the national convention of either party. Notify them that ad Bec pe 
agree people must stand for the ple or be branded as a of 
the banks. By your immediate and earnest action you will show your full 
appreciation of the friends of the ere in the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives and their great leaders, Senators TELLER, VEST, ALLEN, and 
cnan wao are standing firmly against the onslaughts of the gold-standard 
elemen: 

Let us hear from you at once as to the condition of affairs in your locality, 
and what action has been taken by the bankers toward bribing or coe 
the public men in your vicinity to submit to the dictation of the gold-stan 
influence. If we can secure evidence sufficiently strong them, we 


furnish you with information how to proceed against auy bank which 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


above. In the mean- 
‘or further infor- 


time ble. F. 
of Labor, 43 Bstreet NW., 


a infamous conspiracy ou! 

organize; organize people as rapidly as 

ation address Genoral Secretary of the Knights of 
Fraternally, 


Eart ALLEN. Mr. President, there has been furnished me also 
what purports to be a very complete statement of our bonded in- 
deb ess, and, in fact, what purports to be a transcript of the 
books of the Government, containing the account of our bonded 
indebtedness. I do not know . — it is correct or not. I have 
assurances, however, that it is. Anyway, it is of sufficient im- 
portance, in my judgment, that it should be read, and I ask leave 
to make it a of my remarks. 
Mr. G. GER. Will the Senator be willing to have it 
printed in the raped without being read? 
Mr. ALLEN. Seige let it be inserted without 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWELL in the ae 
will be so ordered, in the absence of objection. 
The statement referred to is as follows: 
United States bonds, 
Total amount of United States bonds issued and bearing in- 
terest May 22, 1896 


Bonds at 2 cent annum, date of maturity opti moma 
Bonds at 4 por — — ($590, 034,000), date of matu 


read. 
It 


cent per annum, date of maturity 1904 
ae at nt — — oe annum AA date of maturity 


(When due, rate, and on what amounts.) 
2 — 8 at 2 per cent per annum, on $25,564,500 for 
Da , at 4 per cent per annum, on $559,634,000 for 11 


Die eee r abi pat sat yar . on $9,712,000 for 1 
year to 1897. 


Du semiannually, at 6 per cent per annum, on $14,004,500 for 
8 years to 1899 


due 
Princi 
due 
and interest one 
principal and interest 28.7 


interest bie in gold) due on all United States Gov- 
penn p AE etn pipe as above set forth for one year is. 


2888825 


8 RB SSSS ES |R 


alg 
EE 
gE 


During this Administration there has been added to the bonded de 
the nation— 
Bonds at 4 cent 
Bonds at 5 per cont per annum.. 
Interest on 4per cent bonds to maturity 
Interest on 5 per cent bonds to maturit oecen nenene ronne 


Tol 486,770,991. 90 


85 


—— — — emeena . — 815, 
5 100, 000, 000. 00 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

Mr. ELKINS. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire to allow 
3 the attention of the Senate for a few moments. 

isted to follow the Seaton from West Virginia. bra ete 

permi ollow nator irginia, I very 
yield to him for a short time. z 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I want to confine myself partic- 
ularly to the question of giving the wer to the President to sell 
bonds. Ihave citered a Sabet Ento or the bill under discussion. 
The bill before the Senate reads as follows: 


That the issuance of interest-bearing bonds of the United States for any 
pose whatever without. further authority of Congress * hereby prohinite. 


It is im 
eee 


enue to pa 
happen for a number of reasons, Business mig be ' This may 
there may be long-continued panics 8 woul el garai a rev- 
enue law from yielding the revenue which had been estimated or 
contemplated. Then, again, it might be impossible to getaquorum 
of both Houses of Congress. There might be a state of civil or 
foreign war in the United States, where more than one-half of 
the members of the House of Representatives or one-half 
of the members of the Senate join eas 3 of man This 
is an emergency, a contingency, which wecan not provide against. 
What, then, would become of the Government if we had to rely 
upon Congress to provide revenue to meet the demands t 
the Government? I know such con are not probable, 
but they are barely possible. Must the Government in such a case 
come to a dead neg and 21 bankruptcy? 

Mr. Senator a question? 


Mr. BUTLER. Do it understand the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia to take the position that the President now has the power, 
and, if he has not, that he should have the power, to raise reve- 
nue re ess of Congress? 

Mr. S. Not at all. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the Senator to say that a particu- 
lar revenue law might not raise enough revenne to meet the ex- 
pee of the Government, and therefore that the President should 

ve the power to issue bonds at his discretion. 

Mr. EL S. I did. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then how will this authority which the Sena- 
tor SN that the President has to issue bonds help him to raise 
revenu 

Mr. ELKINS. In reply I will state, Mr. President, that in case 
there is not sufficient revenue provided for under any revenue law 
then the Executive should haye power to sell low interest-bearing 
short-term bonds in order to protect the integrity of the Treasury 
and maintain the public credit. 

Mr. BUTLER. You claim that the President has that power? 

Mr. ELKINS. I claim he has the power to sell bonds now, 

Mr. BUTLER. To raise revenuer 

Mr. ELKINS. After money is in the Treasury nobody can sort 
it out and tell what dollar comes from the revenues or from the 
sale of bonds. sass age in the Treasury, no matter from what 
source, the the right to use it to pay the obligations 
NEAT for ie ak PARI SCAPI Ue TADS DEFINE Gok TARATI 

ury for the years paying out 
the sale of bonds to meet current obligations. 

Mr. BUTLER. How can that be done under the Constitution, 
when it even denies to the Senate the power to raise revenue and 
vests it in the legislative branch of the Government called the 
House of Representatives? Is it proposed to take that from the 
House of Representatives and give it to the President, and do you 
mona such a ition? Is that your position? 

Mr. ELKINS. No, sir; that is not my = not at all. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, does the Senator think that this present 
Democratic President is more patriotic than Congress, and that 
this one man can be trusted to meet emergencies and protect the 
honor and integrity as well as the property and life of the nation 
better than Congress? 

Mr. ELKINS. No, I do not. 

Ar. BUTLER. If you do, you had better nominate Cleveland 
for your Republican candidate for President. 

ELKINS. As Republicans we think we have a better man, 
whom we will nominate and elect. 

Mr. BUTLER. Do you intend to have your man pursue that 
policy, as far as your opinion goes, if he should be elected? 

Mr. ELKINS. 51 would have him in the interest of the Govern- 
ment sell bonds when it happens that there is no money in the 
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Raisers Be maintain the public credit and pay the current ex- 
penses of the Government and prevent it from coming to a stand- 


Mr. BUTLER. You want him to have that authority irrespec- 
tive of the wishes of Congress or the will of the people? 

Mr. ELKINS. I want him to have that power explicitly, defi- 
nitely, and clearly, of course with the consent of Congress. He 
could not have it without its consent. I would prefer, of course, 
always if it could be done, that Congress have the sole power to 
gell bonds as it has to borrow money. But if itshould happen for 
any reason that Congress should, for want of power to ee or 
because it can not get a quorum, fail to provide revenue cient 
to meet the needs of the Government, then I favor the President 
having the power to sell bonds of the Government, preferably low 
interest 55 short term bonds. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is that the policy of the Republican ? 

Mr. ELKINS. That is my judgment, my individ opinion. 

Mr. BUTLER. And that is the policy you will try to have the 


Republican party establish? 
Mr. ELKINS... If the Senator will listen to me, I will endeavor 


to make m ition clear to him. 

Mr. BU R. You intend to suppos aman for President, and 
your party will snp rt him, who will take that position. 

Mr. EL S. ope he will. I do not know what he will do. 


Mr. BUTLER. That is one of the very best reasons why the 
country should never elect him. 

Mr. S. Ithink I can fully answer the Senator before I 
get through, and to do so I shall not detain the Senate long. 

Ihave instanced cases, which might happen, where the Congress 
of the United States could not be in session, at least where it might 
so happen that half the Senators might be prisoners of war in a 
civil or foreign war, and if you take from the President—— 

Mr. BU That is a very remote contingency, but if the 
Senator wants to deal in such vague suppositions, let us suppose 
the President himself should happen to be taken prisoner of war. 

Mr. ELKINS. Then, we would have a Vice-President, and we 
have the members of the Cabinet to succeed to the great office. 
We have provided for such an emergency. 


y: 
Mr. B . You think that is probable enough to have this 
Congress turn over its most important legislative power and 
function to the President? 


Mr. ELKINS. Not at all. I do not want this Government to 
be put in a worse position than an individual, but I do want the 
Government to have the same rights and the same privileges that 
an individual, firm, or corporation has. Why deny to the Gov- 
ernment the right to borrow money under all possible conditions? 
If I can find an indorser and make a note table tomy banker 
I can borrow money, and perhaps save m; from ei 
Why not give the Government the same power? I can not thi 
it wise to pass this bill. It prohibits the President from selling 
bonds for any purpose whatever. The position which I assume 
from a business standpoint is entirely unanswerable, The Sena- 
tor from North Carolina can not answer it. 

8 another case. Suppose that there should occur in one 
or the other of the Congress of the United States a dead- 
lock, such as we have now in the Senate. We can not now pass a 
bill without the consent of the three parties in the Senate, the 
Senator’s party being oneof them. If this deadlock should be pro- 
longed two or three years, and there should be no money in the 
Treasury, how are we to carry on the Government? As I said to 
the Senator, I favor the power being given the President explicitly, 
definitely, and clearly to sell bonds of the Government, under 
roper conditions and restrictions, to tide over any emergency. 
fas not care what that emergency may be; I do not care if it is to 
maintain the public credit or pay current expenses. I confess I 
would like that power to be given to the President in case there 
should be a failure of revenue. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator from West Virginia prefer 
to borrow money and pile up debt to meet the expenses of the 
Government? If we can not meet expenses now, when will we 
ever be able to pay our debts? 

Mr. ELKINS. I prefer to have the Government economically 
administered. I do not want to increase the public debt if it can 
be avoided. The Republican party for thirty years has constantly 
reduced the public debt. It has never increased the interest-bear- 
ing debt and, if it can haveits way, never will. The strange prac- 
tice or doctrine of increasing the interest- ing public debt of 
the country came in vogue when the Democratic and Populist 
parties took full possession of the Government inall of its depart- 


ments. 

Mr. President, I do not look upon this bill asinvolving the ques- 
tion of the admi tion of the Government, whether econom- 
ically and wisely or extravagantly. I look upon just what the 
bill means and what it says, that the President of the United 
States shall not have power to sell bonds except with the consent 
of Congress. Primarily I say that is correct and that is good 
doctrine, but I want to bring the attention of the Senate from a 


business standpoint to a condition of affairs which might occur 
in this Government when it would be wise and in the interest of 
the Government and the people that the President should have 


the power to raise eae aed sale of bonds, if Congress did not 
provide it, to carry on Government and pay its current ex- 
penses or any other obligations. This is a fair sant ane and it 
seems to me any business man will agree to it. Every business 
man, firm, corporation, or individualin the United States has that 
power, and certain Senators would take it from the Government 
under certain conditions. ` 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator from West Virginia mean 
that he thinks the American people should ever be taxed without 
the consent of their representatives in Congress? 

Mr. ELKINS. Surely not; no, never, I will answer the Sena- 
tor. So far as this talk about the President is concerned, I will 
say that I am not here to attack this or any Administration or to 
raise any partisan question. The President of the United States 
is a part, a coordinate branch, of this Government. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is he a part of the legislative branch? 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes; he is in a certain sense. Laws can not be 
made without his approval. He is equal to two-thirds of both 
Houses together under certain conditions. 

Mr. BUTLER. Unfortunately. 

Mr. ELKINS. If Co and the people can not and will not 
trust the Executive of this Government, then the Government 
will soon come to an end. No matter if we had a Populist as 
President to-morrow, and no matter if we had unlimited paper 
money, or silver money, or gold money, I would favor the pro 
sition that the President should have power to sell bonds under 

roper restrictions. This bill does not raise the question as to the 
Fin of money for which the President may sell bonds, It does 
not raise any of these issues about money or the currency. I want 
to place this question above ip. I want to so provide in 
the laws of the land that this Government can not stop, can not 
be starved to death, no matter what emergency may occur or 
what crisis may come, and no matter what kind of money may be 
current, 

But, Mr. President, it is possible, as I have said, that a reve- 
nue law may fail to produce sufficient revenue, and Congressmay 
not be able to get together. What are we to do under those cir- 
cumstances? e very case that is now before the Senate ma 
occur in a more intense form, where we may have a deadlock sa 
can not pass any revenue bill at all. The Government is going 
into debt every day, and every business man in the country knows 
it. We are to inaugurate a ident on the 4th of March next. 
He may be a Populist, a ublican, or a Democrat, but no mat- 
ter to what party he may be , he will be our President—he will 
be the President of the United States—and during the first ninety 
days of his Administration he will have to bonds to raise 
money. We do not want, nor is it expedient, that we should take 
the power from him to sell bonds. On the contrary, under proper 
restrictions and conditions, the President, no matter to what part; 
he may 3 have clear and explicit 3 
bonds. Are Populists here on the floor ready to y the 
President this authority? Are the silver men ready to do it? Are 
the Democrats ready to tie the hands of the Executive and to pass 
a bill that the Government shall come to a dead standstill and 
repudiate its obligations? That is the question I ask the Senator 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will answer that question gladly. For the 
relief of the Senator from West Virginia, I want to say that on the 
4th day of next March, when wei te a People’s yee Presi- 
dent of the United 3 then, instead of continuing 
to borrow money, we shall have the mints thrown open to the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver, we shall then stop the drain of 
goa from the Treasury, and we will stop the bondholders from 

emanding gold on Government obligations, and if they do demand 
gold we will not borrow it to get it for them, but we will pay them, 
according to the letter and spirit of the contract, in coin of the 
same standard value as that which existed when the law of 1870 
was We will pay them in the money that their contracts 
call for; we will exercise the option of paying in silver or gold. 
When we do this there will be no more raids upon our Treasury, 
and no more bond issues, That President will send a message to 
Congress asking this body to repeal the resumption act, so that 
succeeding Presidents (if, unfortunately for the country, they 
should happen to be Republicans or Democrats) can not abuse the 
law of 1875 to issue more bonds. That President would stop the 
policy of contraction; would urge Congress to to increase the cir- 
cul medium as fast as population and business increase. 
He would advise the abolishment of national banks, and have all 
pony issued direct by the Government, and many other good 


ngs. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from North Carolina tell 
me the name of the President? Let me get the name, and I will 


not go any further. hter. 
Mr. ELKINS. anag ield further, 
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Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator want me to turn myself into 


a nominating convention? I will tell him the name of the next 
President of the United States on the 22d of July next. I will 
send him the news from St. Louis by telegraph. 

Mr. ELKINS. We have heard something about the tailors of 
Tooley street getting together and 5 the world. I do not 
think the next President is going to be a Populist. 

But listen to what the Senator says. He says, ‘‘ We, the Popu- 
lists, are going to repeal the resumption act, we are 3 
starve the Government, and do divers and sundry things”; but 
how are you going to do all these things if you happen to have a 
Republican Senate here, and if you pappen to have a Republican 
House of Representatives? You will have to get the consent of 
Congress to do any or all of these things. 

Mr. BUTLER. The People’s Party will attend to that. 

Mr. ELKINS. We shall not have the People’s Party in a ma- 
jority in the Senate or in the other House, if you will allow me 

differ with you, nor will you have the President. 

Mr. BUTLER. We shall see. 

Mr. ELKINS. I want to ask the Senator and all who are like 
disposed as he is, how they propose, in case we should have a Pop- 
ulist President, to carry on the Government without selling bonds? 
I mean in case your party should elect a President, how are you 
going to pay the expenses? It is im ible. The next President 
will inherit a bankrupt Treasury; this is inevitable. And to make 
matters worse, you propose to refuse him the authority to sell 
bonds even for the purpose of paying jur debts. This will neyer 
do. The proposition is bad—bold, bald repudiation. 

Mr. BUTLER. We shall try to live within our income. 

Mr. ELKINS. You can not live within your income under the 
appropriations already made; you have not the money; and the 
next President of the United States will have to borrow money, no 
matter who he is. Why not look at the case as it is, right in the 
face, and say you are willing to stand before the world as repu- 
diating just obligations and as a bankrupt, without any wish or 
desire to pay your debts? 

We are the richest nation in the world unquestionably, and we 
are adding to our national wealth at the rate of $15,000,000 every 
twenty-four hours. But that does not count in the eyes of the 
world when we get into the unfortunate conditionave are now in, 
where our Treasury is without sufficient means to pay current 

Europe interprets it that we are wage 3g and Europe 
reine to loan us money. There is no Populist State in the Union 
but wants to borrow money. There is not one of them but wants 
more railroads, more mines opened, more development. We are 
a borrowing nation. We are as yet in our infancy; and the Pop- 
ulists and those they represent go to New York and go to Europe 
with their hands wide open asking to borrow money, and yet they 
make it impossible to borrow it by the adoption of such measures 
as this. 

Such bills as the one under consideration destroy confidence; 
they unsettle business. This Government has been for 
years and six months dragging on the rocks, on the verge of bank- 
ruptcy, and nearly the whole country has been in the same condi- 
tion so far as business is concerned. The people can scarcely 
make ends meet. I do not object to the discussion of the silver 

uestion, nor the gold question, nor the currency question. I 
think all these things do good in their way and are a benefit to 
the country; but I think, as a business man, that it is time Con- 

should call a halt and give the country some repose. I mean, 
stop useless agitation. First one thing happens and then another 
to disturb and unsettle confidence in the money centers of the 
world, The last one is that the President of the United States 
shall be stripped of the power to sell bonds for any purpose what- 
eve 


r. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to ask the Senator what has become of 
the large supply of confidence which was to be brought to the 
country b e great Republican proposition to repeal the pur- 
chasing clause of the Sherman law? If I remember aright, the 
leader of that party then said on this floor that we should have 
prosperity and confidence within ten days from the time of the 
repeal of that law. > 

Mr. ELKINS. Iwill answer the Senator. 

Mr. DANIEL, What has become of that prosperity and confi- 
dence? 

Mr. ELKINS. I was not one who shared in that prophecy. The 
Sherman Act and all of the agitation for its repeal originated 
largely with Mr. Clevelandand his party as the best means to draw 
attention from the fright that fell upon the people and the country 
after they realized that they had elected a free-trade President on 
a free-trade platform and the threatened panic that followed. All 
the trouble, r Fe and anxiety that followed Mr. Cleyeland’s elec- 
tion was set down not to the fact that he had been elected on a free- 
trade platform, but to the Sherman Act. The Sherman Act had 


little to do with bringing on the panic that followed Mr. Cleve- 
land’s inauguration. The panic and distress that came upon the 
country were due mainly to the fact that the people began to 
realize that business would be prostrated; that labor would be 
without ap oyman by mills and factories closing down. 
Mr.DANIEL. If theSenator will allow me a moment further— 
I do not want to interrupt him—bnut, if he will remember, the 
8 to repeal the Sherman law was eee the Senator 


m Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] himself, and was repeated in this body 
in Feb „1893. 
Mr. EL S. That is true. 


Mr. DANIEL, The Democrats were then deluded into adopt- 
ing a Republican proposition, and I am afraid the Senator, with 
his persuasive voice, might do it again,and that is the reason I 
call attention to it. 

Mr. ELKINS. I thank the Senator. 

We all know, Mr. President, the proposition to repeal the Sher- 
man Act was brought forward by Democrats, fostered by Demo- 
crats, and I admit helped by some Republicans. The Democratic 
party had, in my judgment, its purpose and plan in view when 
that proposition was brought forward, but I want to say that 
almost all the promises made to the 3 follow the repeal of 
the Sherman Act have failed; and why? ey have failed because 
under the Wilson-Gorman law and under its o tion the busi- 
ness of the country has been depressed and confidence destroyed. 
We have not had enough revenue to carry on the Government. 
I did not believe, as a great many of my fellow-Republicans be- 
lieved at the time, that the Sherman Act was the cause of all the 
evils and all the financial ills which then rested upon the country. 
They were due largely to threatened free-trade legislation which 
followed after the inauguration of Mr. Cleveland the second time, 

As I said before, without any partisan feeling whatever, looking 
at this as a plain business proposition, I want the Government, 
under all conditions and circumstances, and our President, who- 
ever he may be, to have the power during every moment of this 
Government’s existence to borrow money by se bonds when- 
ever for any reason it occurs that there is no money in the Treas- 
ury. Why deny that power to the Government? I know the Con- 
stitution sa; mgress shall have power to borrow money, but 
this does not prevent Congress . on the Presi- 
dent to sell a 8 per cent five-year bond to realize money to pay the 
debts of the Government when for any reason the money in the 

is exhausted. This is a wholesome power to prevent 
national dishonor and national bankruptcy, and this is the power 
for which I contend. 

= PERKINS. Will the Senator from West Virginia allow 
me 

Mr. ELKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the Senator will on me for interrupt- 
ing him, I should like to ask him a question. He is a lawyer and 
a distinguished statesman, as well as a business man, and he states 
this as a business proposition, and therefore, as a business man, I 
desire to ask him if he is a member of any corporation—railroad 
banking, manufacturing, or other—which delegates the power of 
that 1 to its president and Soro ANY to borrow money? 
He will be obliged to answer, I am sure, in the 8 because 
the directors meet, and by proper resolutions authorize the loan 
to be made or the bonds to be issued. It is ible that under 
the law the board of directors may not have the power to borrow 
this money. What do they then do? They call a meeting of the 
stockholders of the company and they, by resolutions, authorize 
the board of directors to perform such and such an act. We are 
simply the trustees of the people; we are elected here to represent 
them for a p ; and I believe the people are too loyal not to 
support this Government. But pardon me for lengthening out 
the question to such an extent. 

Mr. ELKINS. This is the same proposition in another form. 
Because the Senator from California is a business man, I wish to 
answer his question from a business standpoint. Take the case 
of a corporation, where the trustees or directors, if you please, 
have the power to borrow money. Suppose that for any reason 
the directors do not have a meeting for a year or two years, and the 
president would have to carry on the business of the corporation 
without them. Does the Senator from California mean to say 
here and now that he would take the power from the president to 
borrow money to save the corporation from bankruptcy and ruin 
when the directors did not meet? That is the proposition. What 
will become of his corporation? Suppose they owed $100,000, and 
suppose they had a good note and could get it discounted, should 
the power be taken from the president to get the note discounted? 

Mr. PERKINS. The corporation would go into the hands of a 
receiver. That is just what I am contending for. 

Mr. ELKINS. Ido not want this Government to go into the 
hands of a receiver. This is what I want to prevent. I do not 


want any corporation with which I am connected to go into the 
hands of a receiver, especially because the directors will not author- 
ize the president to get the notes of the corporation discounted, 
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nor does the Senator from California want his corporation to go 
into the hands of a receiver. 

Mr. PERKINS. No; I agree with my friend the Senator from 
West Virginia, and that is the reason why we want to obtain the 
powo from the people to issue bonds, and not permit the presi- 

ent or secretary to issue them without the authority of the cor- 
poration or the people. 

Mr. ELKINS. In the event that Congress fails to pass a reve- 
nue bill, and there is no money in the 8 what do Senators 
who favor this bill propose? I Want to ask if they propose that 
the Government shall star ve and diego out of existence simply 
because Con will not trust the President to sell a few bonds 
to pay just debts and meet a crisis or emergency. 

here are more ways to destroy this Government than by war. 
Congress can destroy its credit, and then the Government. 

a io not know what is the reason of the apparent antagonism 
to the President. The President is a part of the Government. 
He is entitled to the respect, the suppurt, the loyalty, and the 
confidence particularly of the Congress of the Uni States and 
of the people. When you embarrass the President in the matter 
of preserving the integrity of the Treasury, maintaining the pub- 
lic credit, and paying just obligations, you embarrass the Gov- 
ernment. When you embarrass the Government you embarrass 
the people, because the Government is but the instrumentality of 
the people to perform their will. I wish to have located some- 
where in the Government the power to sell bonds to pay the current 
expenses when Congress for any reason fails to provide sufficient 
revenue, 

Senators talk as if this were a new proposition. England, gov- 
erned by wise, able, and far-seeing statesmen, meets this question 
broadly. Whenever there is a shortage in the revenue for any 
reason, the Government has the power to sell exchequer notes at 
low rates of interest, running five years. Just the other day, 
although England is in a prosperous condition, she sold £5,000,000 
of those exchequer notes to provide needed revenue. You can 
not find a government which not that power, and 3 can not 
run a government long without it. When you get three parties 
in the Senate and have a deadlock and take from the President 
the power to sell bonds, yoy will bring the Government to a stand- 
still. I do not know whether or not that is in the mind of the 
Senator from North Carolina and those who favor the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from West Virginia permit 


me? 

Mr. ELKINS. Do vou want to stop the Government? What 
have you inst the President? 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from West Virginia allow 
me to ask him to explain a little provision in the Constitution? 

Mr. ELKINS. I will come to that later. 

5 STEWART. I should like to have an explanation from the 
nator, 

Mr. ELKINS. I have heard that provision of the Constitution 
and have already referred to it. 

Mr. STEWART. Willthe Senator— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. ELKINS. I wish the Senator from Nevada would excuse 
me. Iam taking the time of the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GaALLINGER]. He wanted me to finish my remarks, so as to 

roceed with his speech. I promised him not to speak longer than 
teen minutes. 

Mr. STEWART. There is a little provision to borrow money 

Mr. ELKINS. I know what that is, and the Senator does too. 

I trust Ihave made myself plain. I have not meant to appeal 
to party feeling in anything I have said. If the Populists come 
into power and we have the Senate Chamber full of greenbacks, 
and there is no prospect of getting gold, I say give the President 
power to sell bonds even for greenbacks, if necessary to on 
the Government. I would give itto him cheerfully and willingly, 
just as I would to a Republican President to sell bonds for gold. 

hy not treat the Government as well as you would an individual? 
I have power to sell my note for money so long as I have credit. 
That is one of the powers I possess under the law of the land. 
Why not give the Government the same power under all condi- 


tions? 
This bill does not raise the question of the coinage of silver, It 
simply takes power from the ident which, under certain con- 


ditions, he should have in the interest of the Government and the 
people. Every government in the world has the power. Iam 
opposed to the bill. It is mischievous, because even now, while 
the deadlock continues in the Senate, every proposition to raise 
That has oc- 


revenue is voted down by one side or the other. 
We 


curred within the last three months and the last three days. 


fe on making appropriations and make no provision for revenue. 
he President of the United States is sworn to uphold the Con- 
stitution. He is expected, in the discharge of his duty, to carry 
on the Government, and any President would be considered recre- 


ant if he did not do all in his power to protect the credit of the 
Government. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from West Virginia pardon 
me fora moment? The Populist Senators stand here ready—and 
they have so stood every day this session—to give six votes to help 
pass any measure in the interest of the welfare of the American 


people. You propose a reyenue measure which is highly pro- 
tective, to give special benefits to a few people, and we sa’ is you 
that if you will couple with it a measure to increase the ability of 
the people to pay taxes and to add to their general prosperity, to 
give relief to the South and West, we will join hands with you and 
pass the measure. But we will never agree to pile taxes upon the 
people for the special benefit of a favored few while the t 
masses of the wealth producers of this nation have no relief but 
have additional burdens en upon their shoulders. 

If that is ae policy, then 1505 are responsible for nothing be- 
ing done. You are the few who stand by the protected interests 
and refuse to do anything to relieve the Treasury or to give relief 
and prosperity to the le. If you will just turn your back for 
one moment upon the idol of protective interests and take a pros 
patriotic view and propose some measure that will be fair an 
equitable to the American people, you will get six votes from the 
Koope eae to help you to pass it. 

. EL S. Every time we approach the proposition to raise 
has its own particular notions as to how it 
at is what I am arguing—that you can not 
pass a revenue bill even now. The Republican party pro a 
measure which on principle has had the sanction of the Govern- 
ment, in one way or another, for HUY bee yes, since its foun- 
dation. It is at once opposed and ed protecting a favored 
few. Itis called legislation in the interest of individuals, and so 
itis. Each party can find some objection. That is just what I 
am complaining about. Icredit the Senator from North Carolina 
and his party with sincerity; I credit the Democratic party with 
sincerity; I credit the Republican 176 with sincerity. But these 
rties can not agree on a revenue bill. 
Mr. BUTLER. Iam willing to compromise—— 


money each 
should be done. 


Mr. ELKINS. The Senator must excuse me. I have been in- 
terrupted too much already. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Vir- 
ginia declines to yield. 


Mr. ELKINS. What I complain of is that we can not 55 pee 
Suppose the Senate fails to A5 for two or three years and no 
revenue is provided? Is the Government to stop, languish, and 
die? That is the question. I do not want to bring party polities 
into this question. Ido not want to make a financial speech. I 
simply desire to have the power lodged in the President, under 
certain conditions and restrictions, to be able to sell bonds to 
maintain the credit of the Government. I am greatly obliged to 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] for his cour- 
tesy in allowing me to speak and take so much of his time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. President 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from New 1 par- 
don me for one moment? There is an old document here, more 
than a hundred years old, which appears to have been overlooked 
in this discussion. It may have some influence, and I call atten- 
tion to it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator simply wants to read from it 
and not to make a speech? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will allow the Senator to read it. 

Mr. STEWART. Section 1 of Article I of the Constitution 
reads as follows: 

All le; tive powers herein nted shall be vested in a Congress of the 
United States, which shall consist of a Senate and House of Representatives. 

Section 8 of the same article reads as follows: 
oxcince, to pay the debts tod provide for the common defense ax 
welfare of the United States; but all duties, imposts, and excises shall 
form throughout the United States. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. What is the title of the document 
the Senator reads from? 

Mr. STEWART. It was formerly known as the Constitution 
of the United States. [Laughter.] But it appears to have been 
abrogated, and inasmuch as it is seriously contended that the 
power to borrow money is lodged in the President and ought of 
right to remain there, I think it well to callattention to the instru- 
ment. It may have something to do with the question. 

Mr. PLA Will the Senator from Nevada allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. How does Congress borrow money? 5 

ne STEWART. It can pass a law authorizing the borrowing 
of money. 

Mr. PLATT. That is what we have done, and that is what the 
Senator wants to have repealed. 


d 
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Mr. STEWART. We have not passed any law authorizing the 
borrowing of gold. There is no such law on the statute books. 
It is a bold usurpation, and the Senator from Connecticut knows 
it well. The borrowing of gold for the benefit of the gold gam- 
blers ae authority of law has brought dire distress upon this 
country. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, on the 15th day of the 
present month I introduced in the Senate a resolution as follows: 

That widespread business dep o; rapid increase of 
debt E that the 25 — 7. — N 
nue, and that a revision of the law is imperatively demanded in the interests 
of the people of the United States. 

It was my purpose to make this resolution a text for some re- 
marks on the question of the tariff, but as a subject is now before 
the Senate upon which I can properly speak, I propose to avail 
an 5 of the opportunity at this time. 

. President, there is, as I believe, one way, and one wayonly, 
to secure a return of prosperity to the people of this country, and 
that is by the repeal of the existing tariff law and the enactment 
of a law that will compel the manufacturers and im rs of 
foreign to liberally contribute toward the support of our Gov- 
ernment, which will be in the interests of all classes of the Ameri- 
can people. Believing this, I propose to F thha little time in 
discussing the tariff question, holding, as I do, that when a proper 
revenue bill is passed the necessity for the sale of interest-bearing 
bonds will no longer exist. 

Mr. Presiđent, two years ago, in tho month of May, 1894, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 4864) to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for 
the Government, and for other purposes; which bill, as finally 
enacted, is now the law of the land. In opposing that measure 
I then felt it my đuty to lay before the Senate an accurate his- 
torical analysis of American tariff legislation from the day the 
Pilgrims placed their feet on Plymouth Rock down to that time 
in order that the people of the country might be acquainted 

with the great fact that im; ial history teaches that protective 
tariffs have always brought prosperity to the people of the United 
States, while low tariffs have invariably ess, - 
trated industries, and brought suffering and want to the — 
masses of our people. I endeavored to show that the history o 
our country for more than a hundred years had established a prin- 
ciple that had proved to be as invariable as the law of gravitation 
and asinexorable. That principle is that whenever free trade, or 
a tariff for revenue or ed, or there has been a threat 
of either, with a probability that that threat would be executed, 
we have had widespread business depression, lack of confidence, 
lack of credit, stoppage of business, lack of employment, bank- 
ruptcy, disorder, and ruin, with all their attendant evil conse- 
quences. This rule is not a matter of Kare nor of argument, 
but of stern, im „and 5 history. 

Having com istorical analysis of tariff ation in 

. this country, I availed myself of the kind indulgence of the Senate 
to conclude with two contrasting pictures, the first depicting the 
ity that would immediately follow the assurance that pro- 
otter was to be the established ag — the nation, the second 
a suggestion of the distress and ruin that would inevitably come 
m the country should the measure then pending be aes 8 5 1 
ale ventured the prophecy that if the Wilson-Gorman bill should 
be enacted into law the American le would rise in their might, 
irrespective of former political affiliations, and elect a Congress 
that would reenact laws that would restore to our statute books 
the kind of legislation that throughout our entire history had 
brought employment, prosperity, and happiness to all classes of 
our citizens, 

Mr. President, the Democratic majority gave no heed to the 
historical record, nor to the signs of distress everywhere apparent 
in consequence of the universal doubt and uncertainty that fol- 
lowed close upon the defeat at the polls in November, 1892, of the 

that had established and maintained protection for more 
thirty years. They had even then seen the literal fulfillment 
of the notable prophecy of Mr. Blaine, made in these words: 


The business men of the country, fi the destruction of the 8 
of protection, will decline to e ein ess; ently mills will shut 
down, and the workingmen be thrown out of pak pmo The people 
will then see, as they have never seen before, that they can not be rous 
and have work w. the principle is threatened. In the midst of their suf- 

they will learn that the only way they can be prosperous and happy 
is to en for the party that has built 5 the industries by which they have 
will then 


ry is shut down there is no demand for the only thing which 
to sell, and that is their labor. 

But neither the history of the past nor the fulfillment of Mr. 
Blaine’s prediction had the slightest influence upon the leaders 
who controlled the legislation of that session. They were as blind 
to the real meaning of what was going on in the country as was 


President Cleveland when, in August, 1893, he wrote: 
With plenteous with abundant of remunerati 
and manufacture, with unusual in to safe investment, 


uction 
with sat- 
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to business 


fear have sprung up on e 3 and 


very side. 
Numerous moneyed institutions have suspended because abundant asse 
were not imm: ly available to meet the of frightened de is 


ors. S corporations and individ: are content to keepin 

the money they are usually anxious to | and those in legitimate 
business are surprised to find that securities they offer 8 
heretofore sa „are no longer 


Values su — to fixed are f: 5 octural, and 1 
failure have: volved every branch of business, goon 26 ees 

Those leaders knew that the great Southern wing of the Demo- 
cratic had determined to establish the doctrine of free trade 
in this land and that they would be assisted by their Northern 
allies, as Mr. Blaine had foreseen they would be. The e of 
the Wilson-Gorman bill was therefore a foregone conclusion. It 
was not all that the Democratic House of Representatives had 
intended it should be, for it was materially amended in the Senate, 
which led President Cleveland to say in his letter to Mr. CATCH- 
INGS—in which he gave his reasons for allowing the bill to become 
a law without his signature—that there were Senators WhO 

Had stolen and worn 
ot Rope the livery of Democratic tariff reform in the service 

And therefore, said he— 


Trusts and combinations—the communism of pelf—whose machinations have 
8 from reaching the success we deserved, should not be forgotten 

But although the President refused to sign the bill because it 
was too protective, and refused to accept its results as the close of 
the war for tariff reform, in that same letter to Mr. CATCHINGS he 
said of it: 

And yet, notwithstanding all its vicissitudes and all the bad treatment it 
received at the hands of pretended friends, it presents a vast improvement to 
existing conditions. It will certainly lighten many tariff ens that now 
rest heavily upon the pooni 7 is not only a barrier the return of 
mad protection, but it avantage ground from which must be waged 
—— aggressive operations against protected monopoly and governmental 

Mr. President, with the indulgence of the Senate, I propose to 
show what vast improvement to then existing conditions” has 
been made since the ident permitted this bill to become a law; 
what_tariff burdens have been lightened that, he claimed, then 
rested heavily upon the people; what a ‘‘barrier against the 
return of 8 protection ” it has proved to be, and whata splendid 


vantage ground” it has furnished to free-trade Democracy from 
which to 


further ive operations against protected 
monopoly an eee e favoritism.“ R 


EFFECTS UPON AGRICULTURE. 


Now, Mr. President, agriculture has been fittingly termed “the 
mother of all industries.” Because of it the civilized world lives, 
and moves, and hasits being.” In no some of the “ vast im- 
provements” that President Cleveland said would follow the oper- 
ations of the present tariff law let us begin with a, Peta 
census of 1890 gave the number of farms in the United States as 
4,564,641, comprising a total acreage of 623,218,619, of which 357,- 
616,755 were improved and 42.6 per cent unimproved. The av, 
size of these farms was 137 acres. The total area in farms of the 5 
great States of Illinois, Ohio, New York, Pennsylvania, and Iowa 
was 124,668,158 acres; the total value of the land, buildings, and 
fences was 85,057,557, 875, and their average value acre was 
$40.57. These 5 States contain about 20 per cent of all the farms of 
the country. The farmers of these, as of their sister States, have 
acquired some new ideas as to what the President considers “a 
vast improvement,” but they call it by another name. For in- 
stance, they do not think has been any improvement in 
sheep husbandry; but they have known ever since they read the 
President’s third annual message of December 6, 1883, that he 
had no accurate knowledge on that subject. Then he said: 


th 
ro on they bear to our population is considered; 
— in the 


They forgave that ignorance at the time. They have had good 
reason since then to regret that they were so merciful. Here are 
some of the reasons for their sorrow: I will give in parallel col- 
umns the free-wool value on the farm in June, 1894, and the lowest 
value of the same kind of wool on the farm prior to March 4, 1893, 
when a Democratic President and a Democratic Congress as- 
sumed control of the Administration of the coun and imme- 
diately announced that wool must be placed on the free list. The 
farmers of this country do not consider a falling off from 25} 
cents to 10 cents a pound, or from 11 cents to 2} cents, an improve- 
ment. Certainly the old tariff on wool was anything but illu- 
sory.” The farmers know that protection did protect wool. The 
following table shows that there is nothing ‘‘illusory” in their 
belief on that point. It shows that American wool, under ten 
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harvest that should have been reaped by our own. The following 
figures, 2 from his returns, tell their own story. There is 
nothing ‘‘illusory” about this table: 


WHERE THE WOOL CAME FROM. 


years of protection, averaged 9} cents per pound higher than wool 
of the same kind and quality in the free-trade markets of the 
world, and that after wool was put on the free list American wool 
was 5} cents per pound lower similar wool in the markets of 
the world: 

Acom of the course of the American and London wool markets during 
tho years from 1885 to 1594, showing that domestic wool under ten years of 
protection averaged 9} cents per poor higher than foreign of the same kind 
and quality, and under free trade was 5} cents per pound lower. 


124 

048 

. 770 

Other European countries — — 20, 279, 259 

South America — N, 164, 467 

British North America. 2 7, 306, 571 

9 23, 711, 806 
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hed. 


Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. whom were those importations made? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I presume largely by the manufacturers 
of the country. 

Mr. GRAY. To be worked up into fabrics in this country? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Unquestionably so, sooner or later. 

Mr. GRAY. And employ American labor to do it? 

Mr. GALLINGER. . President—— 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. With pleasure. 

Mr. MORRILL, I understand that at the qaa time there 
are something like between two and three hundred million pounds 
of wool unsold in this country. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is unquestionably an enormous 
amount of wool in the warehouses of this country and no call for 
it at the evens time. 

Mr. MORRILL. And the statement of the manufacturers is 
that 64 Ag cent — 5 5 of the manufactories are now employed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. A little later in this discussion en- 
deavor to show to the Senator from Delaware that under the oper- 
ation of the free-wool doctrine of the Democratic party American 
woolen mills are largely idle at the present time, and that in such 
as are not idle the hands employed aggregate but a small portion 
of those a age under the policy of the Republican party. 

Mr. President, the wool that was portan into this countryin 

ows: 


There is no industry more sensitive to the effect of favorable or 
unfavorable tariff legislation than sheep husbandry, as is illus- 
trated by the history of four succeeding periods. The first was 
under the tariff law of 1867, when the duties upon imported wool 
were about 12} cents a pound, which rates furnished adequate 
3 During the last four years of that period, from 1880 

1884, the flocks increased 25 per cent. 

The second period began when the tariff law of 1883 went into 
operation, which decreased the wool duties from 12} to 10 cents 
a pound. A blunder in the wording of that law removed 
the compensatory duties from manufactures of wool. Cloth 
made of Australian combed wool was admitted, under the com- 
mercial name of worsteds, at lower duties than were imposed 
upon all other cloths. The result was that American manufac- 
turers were crippled, and while there was a nominal duty of 10 
cents i upon wool, American woolen mills were so in- 
jured importation of so-called worsteds as to injure the 
market for wool, and the 10 cents per pound nominal duty on 
wool failed to prevent a decrease in the flocks. Scoured wools, 
under the name of waste, were also then admitted at only the duty 
of unwashed. An attempt was also made, aided by the Adminis- 
tration then in power, to remove wool duties. Under these com- 
bined disco ents the flocks decreased 18 per cent in four 

ears, and the destruction of sheep was only arrested by the elec- 
on in = of a President and Congress favorable to protection 
upon woo! 

The third period showed an increase in the flocks from General 
Harrison's election in 1888 until President Cleveland was inaug- 
urated in 1893. The prospect of increased protection to wool, wi 
suitable compensatory duties upon man of wool, which 

embodied in Schedule K of the law of 1890 (the 


1894 and 1895 cost comparatively as fol 
THE MONEY THAT IT COST US. 


i 
A 
5 


were 
McKinley law), gave a new stimulus to sheep industry, and dur- | United Kingdom. . . .. . . ..... 5, ra $7, ores 
ing this period the flocks increased 13 per cent. Germany a=.. 70, 582 05, 484 
ə fourth division covers the free-wool period of the existing | Other Europe... 1, 443, 532 1, 861,213 
tariff law. The policy of this Administration toward wool, an- 9 . 1 . ae 
nounced by President Cleveland in his inaugural e, Was China S 1,342; 985 1. 80 HS 
enacted into law in the Wilson-Gorman tariff passed in 1 The | Other Asia and Oceanica__ 1, 682, 682 2, 783, 576 
Other coun’ 529, 002 2,261,070 


certainty of the removal of wool duties and the actual accomplish- 
ment of that fact was discounted in the low free-trade price of 
wool, and the flocks have continued to be slaughtered in countless 
numbers until the number of sheep estimated on hand January 1, 
1896, shows a decrease of 19 per cent since 1893. There were no 
more sheep in the United States on Jan 1, 1896, than there 
were in 1880. Commenting on the effect of the wool schedules of 
the McKinley tariff on sheep husbandry, the American Economist, 
that earnest, ably conducted, and most reliable advocate of pro- 
tection, to which I am indebted for most of the foregoing state- 
ments, recently said: 

‘The rate of increase of American wool under protection was greater than 
in any other nation of the world. 

During the last twelve years of the tariff law of 1587, A the year 
1884, one year after that law had been repealed, but before the effect of the 
re was visible, the wool clip of the United States doubled. The clip of 

was 170,000,000 pounds, which had increased to 340,000,000 pounds in 1884— 


In other words, the American people in 1894 paid for im 
wool $13,262,512, while in 1895, under free wool, they paid $33,- 
616,159. And yet it was contended by the Democratic party that 
free wool would stimulate sheep 1 this country. 

Here are some additional statistics that show that there was an 
increase of wool imports in 1895 of 115,341,405 pounds over the 
average importations of tho angers as years, and that this 
cost us in an increase of $16,818,883 over the average of any 
one of the four protection years: 


eountry named in this com son where sheep have to be fed crops durin; 
1 0 decreased 1 8 


hs, the wool cli: 

while in the United Sta * the same years, the wool clip increased 
100 perce’: although our winters are much more severe than those of Great 
Bri The difference clearly illustrates the effect of protection and free 
trade upon the sheep and wool industry in the North Temperate Zone. 

The Chief of the Bureau of Statistics has furnished some valu- 
able information as to the imports of wool into the United States, 
and it shows the countries whose farmers are gathering the golden 


That the protective tariff on wool was not “illusory” is evident 
from the following facts. The total number of sheep in the several 
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sections of the Union and their value in the years 1892 and 1896 
are given in the following table: 


Average Total value. 
1892. | 1806. 1892. 
Senet -38 (2.18 | $8,043,035 
Ree 3.89 | 2.34 | Io, 726, 950 
2.07 | 1.45 | 17,548, 081 
2.99 | 1.98 | 43,635, 724 
. — 2.47 | 1.65 | 18,491, 047 
3 2.87 | 1.52 21,776,453 


88,209, 483 | 2.58 | 1.70 | 116,121,290 


Evidently the “illusory ” feature came in when the farmers of 
this country voted for a change that caused a decrease of 6,638,882 
in their flocks, a loss of 88 cents per head in the average value of 
the sheep that remained, and a total loss in the value of their 
flocks of $51,012,615. This is one of the “vast improvements” 
that the Wilson-Gorman tariff bill is responsible for. 

Depreciation in farm values and in live stock values are briefly 
summarized in the following tables. These show how absurd the 
claim was that “vast improvements” would result from the 
Democratic tariff: 

Depreciation in farm values. 


Total values. 
1891. 1895. 
400 . 264 8833. 439, 228 $567, 509, 106 
8 500 | 513,472,711 | 277,988. 998 
-548 4 + 25, 542, 000 11, 964, 826 
315 199 232, 312, 267 163, 655, 068 
-086 6076 297,377, 014 259, 164, 640 
8.39 . BS 411,110,000 893, 185, 615 
. 673 - 266 83, 475, 000 78, 984, 901 
AT 0 52, 258, 256 26, 486, 705 
54 857 40, 500, 000 29, 312, 413 
534 .4² 6, 948, 000 6, 936, 325 
- 084 -072 | +40,000,000 35, 574, 000 
bee 2,530, 434, 476 1, 810, 712, 597 
* Cincinnati Price Current. + Clapp's. 
Depreciation in live-stock values. 
Value per head. Total values. 
Jan. 1,1892. | Jan.1,1896. 
22 ˙ od 8 et $1.70 | $116,121, 270 „167, 735 
4.35 241,081,415 36,529, 745 
22.55 351, 378, 132 363,955, 745 
15. 86 570, 749, 155 508, 958, 416 
33.07 | 1,007,598, 636 500, 140, 186 
TTT 45. 20 147, 882, 070 108, 204, 457 


2, 434, 755, 678 | 1, 677, 926, 284 


These tables show the alarming fact that the— 


Annual loss on crops in four years has been 
Annual loss on live stock in four years has been 


Being a total annual loss to farmers 


Mr. PEFFER. For what length of time? 

Mr. GALLINGER. There has been an annual loss for each of 
the last four years on live stock and farm values of $1,485,551,773. 

Now, Mr. President, if the farmers of the country continue to 
lose money at the rate of nearly one and a half billion dollars a 
year, how long will they remain solvent and independent? This 
startling exhibit of the losses in the value of live stock on our 
farms is an illustration of the “vast improvement” that was 
promised by President Cleveland. Live stock that was worth 
nearly $2,500,000,000 on January 1, 1892, in the good times of 
McKinley protection, was worth $756,829,394 less money to the 
farmers exactly four years later, and after three years’ experience 
with a Democratic Administration. Can we wonder that farmers 
in eyery section of the country, while studying the low value of 
their live stock, should determine to restore the policy of protec- 
tion and prosperity by voting for Republican candidates for Con- 
gress and for the Republican candidate for the office of President? 

A MATTER OF HISTORY. 

Before leaving the field of agriculture it is interesting to note 
the fact that in the earlier days of the Republic there were Demo- 
cratic statesmen who thought that the interests of American agri- 


culture would be advanced by increasing the duties on articles of 
foreign growth or manufacture to a protective point. The annals 
of the Eighteenth Con , first session, bear record that when 
the debate on the tariff bill was pending the House Committee on 
Agriculture, pursuant to instructions, investigated this na 


and through its chairman, Mr. Van laer, of New York 


handed in a short report, which contained the following salient 
points: 

1. Whatever increases the consumption of its products, whether home or 

necessarily advances the interests of agriculture. 
2. He who cultivates the soil looks to a market for his surplus produc’ 
the home market being at all times preferred to the foreign when the rew: 
is equal, the home market being less precarious, more permanent and cer- 
tain, and beyond the reach of foreign N 

8. It favored an increase of duties on many foreign articles to promote agri- 
cultural pr rity. Manufacturers would open up a new market and a new 
demand 2 be created for domestic raw material. 

4. If the manufactured articles then consumed by our people could all be 
made at home from the raw material furnished by ourselves, the value of 
our lands would be increased and agricultural fits augmented. 

5. The extension of domestic manufactures, depending on the production 
of such raw materials as can be found in this country, must increase the de- 
mand for those materials and of course secure a new and ready market. 

6. As to the articles of foreign growth to which an increase of duty should 
apply in order to promote the prosperity of conr serena tars, the duty should 
embrace every “raw material" found or p: with ease, cheapness, and 
in abundance in the United States. 

7. An increase of duty would not decrease the sale of our surplus products 
abroad, because those nations purchase from motives of self-interest or neces- 
sity and not from favor. 

8. As to the amount of duty which should be imposed, it should be sufficient 
tosecure the exclusive and constant demand for our raw material, competent 
to build up and oe agi those manufacturing establishments at present in the 
country, and which, with a reasonable encouragement, will present a con- 
stant demand for those raw materials. 


James Buchanan, of carer Heese then amember of the House, 
favored this feature of the bill, and said: 

It I understand the principle of this bill, it is that a moderate additional 
protection shall be afforded to those manufactures the raw material of which 
either is or end be made abundant in this country. When this raw material 


isa product of agriculture it hasa to our favor, because by 
that means the cy pte interest will be promoted.—Annals Congress, 18th, 


volume 2, page 1 
It will be seen that in those old Democratic days protec- 
i vocated; and the wisdom of the 


tion on raw mate was 
Democratic Congressmen of that era is in striking contrast with 
the folly or prejudices of those who passed the existing tariff law. 


MANUFACTURERS AND EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. President, when mills and factories are running to their full 
capacity and finding a ready market for all that they can produce, 
there is a demand and steady employment for labor, from the low- 
est to the highest grades, at good woe and every line of business 
in the entire country is benefited. ere is a home market for the 
products of field, garden, and orchard, for the wares of the mer- 
chant, and for all the necessaries and the luxuries of life. The fish- 
ermen along our coasts and on the Great Lakes are rewarded for 
their toil, as are also the farmers and market gardeners, and all 
who provide sustenance for manor beast. The statistics of the 
growth of manufacturing in this country from 1860, which was 
the last of fourteen years of free trade, to 1894, when the Demo- 
cratic party gave protection what was intended to be its death- 
blow, present a remarkable array of figures, and inasmuch as men 
who are employed at good wages consume much more than when 
they are idle or working for small pay the figures are of interest 
to farmers as well as others. 

In 1860 there were 1,312,000 wage earners employed in our diversi- 
fied manufacturing industries. In 1870 the number had increased 
to 2,054,000, a gain of 74,000 a year. In 1880 they numbered 
2,740,000, an increase of 59,000 a year. In 1890 there were 4,712,000 
employees, an increase of 196,000 a year, and in 1892 there were over 
5,300,000 hands at work, a further increase of more than 300,000 a 
year under protection. In 1860 these workers received $380,000,000 
in wages, or $289 per hand. In 1890 the pay roll amounted to 
$2,282,000,000, equal to $485 for every man, woman, and child so 
employed. In 1890 the wage earners of the country, under pro- 
tection, had $196 per capita more money to spend than in 1860 
under free trade. purug tat time, aided by and as the legiti- 
mate and almost invariable result of protection, labor s ily 
gained on capital in the division of the earnings. In 1860 labor 
received $44.50 and in 1890 $54.50 ont of each hundred dollars’ worth 
of net products, while capital had $55.50 in 1860 and $45.50 in 1890. 
Labor advanced from $289 to $485, or 70 per cent, while capital 
went from $361 to $408, an advance of only 40 percent. This shows 
a difference in favor of labor of 30 7 cent. In 1860, under the 
free-trade policy, $785 of capital and $790 worth of raw material 
gave amploymant to one hand who produced $1,438 in finished 
goods. The valueof products over cost of material was $650. Of 
this sum labor received $289, or about 44} per cent, while capital 
had $360, or about 55} per cent, for expenses and profits. In 1890, 
under the protective policy, it required $1,385 of capital and $1,095 
in raw material for each hand employed. The finished product 
amounted to $1,988, or $893 above cost of material. Of this 
amount labor received $485, or about 54} per cent, while capital 


. 


1896. 
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had $408, or about Ss per cent, reversing in the interest of labor 
the division of net ucts. While the capital required to keep 
one hand employed had to be increased 76 per cent from 1860 un- 
der a free-trade policy to 1890 under protection, and the needed 
raw material was over one-third greater, the product of labor was 
only increased 38 per cent. The increase in earnings over the cost 
of material was $243 per hand. Of thisincrease labor received in 
enhanced wages $196 while capital only received $47 as its share 
of this gain. 
THE TRIUMPH OF PROTECTION. 

To understand the significance of these figures we must remem- 
ber that from 1861 to 1865 the country was engaged in waging the 
greatest civil war of history; that it was a period of terrible waste 
and destruction, and that when it ended one extensive area of our 
country was ruined and its labor 5 8 5 7 ory igen destroyed. 
It lacked both money and credit, and had, besides its lands, only 
the brave hearts and the strong hands of its men on which to 
depend for its rehabilitation. Then, too, many of the great indus- 
tries that had grown up in the North and West to supply the 
Army and Navy with war supplies of every kind had to be con- 
verted to other uses, while at the same time there were restored 
to civil life and to the ranks of industry many hundred thousand 
men who had followed the flag. The nation was staggering under 
the burden of an immense debt and a depreciated currency. It 


had also to deal with the vast question of reconstruction, and to 


bring about harmony and brotherly love between the people of 
the South and those of the loyal States. It 1 that 
enabled the country to overcome all these difficulties, to restore 
the credit of the Government, to meet current e and 
forward great national improvements, to pension the woun 
and the bereaved, to dion, Soe vast amount of paper currency to 
a Par with gold, to reduce by large annual payments the national 
debt and the heavy interest c it carried, and to do all this 
with so little friction and with such steadily increasing prosperity 
that all civilized nations, who had watched with wonder the sub- 
lime struggle, were still more amazed at the splendid statesman- 
an that carried the country through its myriad perplexities and 
made it stronger in all that constitutes national power and national 
U 


rosperity. 
The years 1892 and 1893 saw the culmination of this grand 
period of national progres. Then influences that had been long 
and insidiously at work to cause a reaction finally succeeded, and 
in the election of 1892 administrative and legislative control was 
wrested from the party that for more than thirty years had carried 
F ach passin aa oe mes 
n more and more with eac ng day how y 
they boty deceived, and what a fearful blunder they were led to 
commi 

If it be true—and all our experience proves that it is—that na- 
tional prosperity stimulates industry and creates a demand for 
labor that must increase the wages of workingmen, it is equally 
true that cheaper imported competitive commodities must destroy 
national prosperity, and the demand for labor must decrease in 
proporaon to the importation, because all competitive importa- 

on supplants home production, thereby reducing the rate of 
wages. It has been well said that— 

It does not lie within the brain of mortal man to frame any law that can 
determine for the whole people a fixed rate of wages without destroying 
personal liberty. The pr rity of every nation is measured by the pros- 

of the masses, which ta determined by the rate of wages they receive. 
om, personal liberty, and national prosperity can not continue when 
the wage earner is poor and dependent. 

But before 550 passage of the . bill, during all ~~ 
thirty years of prosperous progress, each wage earner in the 
long run secured his fair remuneration for his services and had 
been as independent and free and as self-respecting as any other 
citizen, 

LABOR STRIKES. 

A recent report of the United States Commissioner of Labor on 
labor strikes and lockouts during the period from 1881 to June 
80, 1894, gives some statistics that throw a strong side light on 


this subject. Summarizing briefly the result of the years 1891 
to 1894, we have the following results: . 
Number of | Empl 
strikes. | made idle. 
1891-92, 24 months 505, 735 
1893-94, 18 months 747, 980 


1891-92, 24 months 
1893-94, 18 months 


$8, 739, 722 


$25, 574, 336 
i 7,116, 


88, 176,519 


Loss to employers. 


Strikes. Lockouts. | Total. 


1891-92—24 montkhks 
1893-94— 


$11, 522, 979 $2, 311, 968 $13, 634, 947 
AB mon 18, 963, 504, 265 


361 1, 630, 904 20, 


During the years 1891 and 1892 the country was under an Admin- 
istration favorable to protection. 

During the later period, to June 30, 1894, we were afflicted with 
a free-trade Administration for sixteen months, and the cer- 
tainty of it during theother two months. : 

During the free-trade year and a half there were 242,245 more 
employees made idle by strikes than in the two full years of pro- 

tion. 

During the free-trade year and a half the loss of wages to 
employees was $15,979,093 more than in the two full years of 
protection. 

During the free-trade year and a half the loss to employers 
of labor was $6,959,318 more than in the two full years of protec- 


tion. Bringing the facts down to an average monthly basis, 
we have the following: 

Monthly averages. 

Protection, 
1891-92. 

Employees made idle 21, 
Wage loss of employees $1,221,419 516, 286 
Loss to employerss . $569, 123 1, 144, 126 


During the present free-trade Administration there were 20,482 
more employees idle every month, through strikes or lockouts, 
than during the protection period. The loss of wages to employees 
was $1,294,867 a month more under Mr. Cleveland’s régime, and 
the loss to employers was $575,003 a month more, Both employers 
and mopoa have common ground and good reason to oppose 
anythin t will ever help to restore to power an Administration 
favorable to free trade. 


THE BALANCE OF TRADE, 


The Democratic argument in favor of free trade has been con- 
densed into two phrases: First, If we do not buy, we can not 
sell;” second, Give our manufacturers free raw materials, and 
we can command the world’s markets.” The statistics of the 
United States Treasury fully refute these specious arguments. 
The statement of our exports and imports for 1895 may be thus 
summarized: 


Twelve months ended 
December 31— 


1894. 1895. 
2e —U— —ʃ—]—2— a ea aaa 312. 116 „775.849 
pe Bets Qe ee eee 898. 312, 941 801. 628, 688 


—— —— encsenen-- 


In 1894, with four months of the free-trade tariff bill, we still 
had a balance of trade in our favor amounting to 58130, 999, 175. 


But with a full year of the perfidy-and-dishonor“ tariff law the 
Whole of this favorable e balance was wiped out with the 
exception of a paltry $6,000,000. Note that our exports were prac- 
tically the same in each year, but the wiping out was done by an 
increase of $125,000,000 in our imports for 1895. The following 
are the official free trade and prorcuon records of imports an 
exports for the periods specified: 


Protection and free-trade imports. 


Value for year ended— 
From—, June 30, 1894 | December 31, 
(last McKin- 1895 (first 
ley year). 
Eu 
Nort 962, 
South America 100, 148, 107 
— — 66, 186, 397 
r 21, 457, 823 
BI T POUE cab Unaeak icuetastonans one h aes 479, 
All other countries „ 


f... ĩͤ . e er eft 654, 994, 022 
Free-trade increase in imports--............---.- 5 
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Thus we had as a result of one year of a free-trade tariff an 
increase in imports of $146,663,863 and a decrease in exports of 
eh Sag nhl being a total loss in one year of 8213, 946,965. 

e free- 


trade orators must find better AR capes than the two 


I have quoted if they wish to convince peor. e that they are right. 
Facts are against them. But the United States Treasury has an 
abundance of telling statistics that show how unreasonable and 
fallacious are these arguments. From the following table it will 
be seen that during the four years 1890-1893 England bought a 
little over two and one-half times as much from us as she sold to 
us, and for 1892, a year in which the McKinley bill was fully 
operative, she ha over twice as much as she sold us. An 
inspection of the table also proves that in general the less we have 
bought of England the more she has bought of us. From 1893 to 
1895 the excess of exports was $65,000,000 less than from 1890 to 
1892, proving clearly that under a policy pts: of free trade the 
Britisher sells us more and buys less from us. In 1895 the excess 
of exports was nearly $100,000,000 below the excess in 1894. So 
much for tariff reform. 


Table showing (in millions of dollars) exports to the United Kingdom, imports 
From the United Kingdom, and the excess of exports over imports Yor the 


years 1888 to 1895, inclusive. 


a 
q 
B. 
2 


Kingdom. 


18388888 
SS 88888 


28888833 
S888 885 


One more quotation from the Treasury records before I pass to 
other subjects. 

The following is the summary of Europe’s tariff account with 
the United States for the year ended December 31, 1895: 


Value for year ended— 


$700, 870, 822 503. 402 
295, 077, 865 81.514.054 


405, 70, 957 202, 989, 488 


FREE RAW MATERIAL. 


Mr. President, no one feature of this free-trade tariff subject is 


more interesting or instructive than the gratification that the 
Wilson-Gorman measure has afforded to our British cousins. The 
passage of that act was a godsend to all the textile mills of York- 
shire, to the cutlers, the potters, and various other British manu- 
facturers who haye been drawing more gold from us of late than 
they have handled before in many years. At the annual meetin 
last February of the A. S. Henry Company, Limited, of Bradford, 
one of the largest of the Anglo-American shipping houses of that 
city, Sir Henry Mitchell, chairman of that company, said: 

‘When the shareholders assembled twelve months ago it was at the close of 
avery trying and very difficult year, and the directors had to put before 
them business results which were considerably less than the average for a 
number of years past, and even less than in any P fi) since the company was 
formed. He was very feo to meet the shareholders with a very much more 

report and very much better results. [Hear! Hear!] As o 
the balance sheet, the net divisible profits were about £46, 
more than they were last year, and nearly than the highest 

amount Tealized 


£20,000 more 
since the company was formed. He hoped that the results 


would be considered satisfactory. Then, speaking of the eral 
of trade, he said those shareholders who were at the last annual meeting would 


It will be observed that the first year of our Democratic tariff 
with free wool enabled a British woolen manufacturing concern 
to record profits of “the highest amount realized since the com- 
pany was formed.” It also began the second year of our free- 
trade experiment with orders on hand that amounted to nearly 
$5,000,000. No wonder the British stockholders greeted these 
remarks of Sir Henry with ‘‘applause” as they compared the 
annual reports of 1894 and 1895, a digest of which is given in the 
following parallels: 

A. & S. Henry Company, Limited, Bradford. 


295,708 

7 per cent 
£100, 000 
£16,708 


Although only a 7 per cent dividend was paid, yet the chairman 
explained that the company had really earned 12 per cent, but 
that this was one of the yem when it was prudent to add a lar 

sum to the reserve fund. Possibly he was anticipating Repu 

lican success in this country next November. This is not a manu- 
facturing, but a mercantile company, that handles the various 
goods of that district, and does an enormous trade with the dry 
goods merchants of the United States. But others, equally capable 
of talking business, have testified to how British manufacturers 
bere pro ted by American folly. At the thirty-fifth annual meet- 
ing of the Chamber of Commerce of the United Kingdom, held 
March 12 to 14, inclusive, Sir Albert K. Rollit, its president, said: 
the adverse influence of the 


ve increased the quantity from eleven to eighteen mi 8 du 
1895 as against the corresponding period of 1) and to have e this year's 
shipments exceed those of two years aso in bo Sg oe and value. Simi- 
larly there have been larger linen shipments to the States for both the last 
month and the two months of the present year, while in woolens the advance 
in values has been three times and in worsteds four times more than in 1494, 
re r cent. So, too, the same beneficial infi has 
made itself felt in great increases during both th 
both quantity and values of our co! 
and iron and steel 

ware 
raw wool. 

Let me make a quotation to show how all Yorkshire has felt the 
reviving influence of that tariff measure, which has nearly para- 
lyzed the woolen industry of the United States, but has revived 
and made prosperous scores of mills in Bradford and the great 
manufacturing district of which it is the center. A recent issue 
of the New York Tribune contained a long letter from its vi 
careful and critically observant London correspondent, in whic 
the great revival of business in the Bradford district is described 
at length. In part the correspondent says: 

After a long series of lean years the Bradford district has been blessed 


with a fat one, 
This correspondent goes on to say: 
The American tariff was changed in 1890, and the Bradford trade with the 
United States in men's coatings, which had amounted to $6,500,000 in 1889, 
to $2,800,000 in 1891, and ‘after a tem revival during the next 
two years fi to 000 in 1894. In manner the exports o! 
which averaged $5,000,000 in 1 sank to the low level of $2,200,000 
The old and the new industries suffe: m t 


n 
McKinley tariff, which large! 


ings. It was a period of profound gloom for the entire district. The reac- 


tion came when the duties on goods American market were reduced 


about one-half in thi 
lustrous fabri: 


or 


radford trade pu A 
coatings to the United States rose from $1,275,626 for the year ended 
ber 30, 1804, to $5,575,062 in 1895 at a nding date. This i 
nearly 600 per cent reveals the full effect of the Wilson tariff during the first 
year when it was in operation. The opo of stuff goods during the same 
period ran up from $2,200,000 to $8,375,000. It was virtually quadrupled, but a 
portion of t increase in the export of bugas fabrics may f: ac- 
counted for by the change of fashion. On the basisof the consular statistics 
for the year ended December 30, 1895, the results of the repeal of the Mc 
Kinley tariff may be enlar, 5 The export of worsted coatings 
to the United States was ree gr that of stuff goods, $9,748,527. The entire 
— trade with the United States during 1895 ran up from $8,215,234 to 


745,098. 
Business improved with every portion of the world, but the largest gain 
was in the trade with the United States; and this was main] ane to the re- 
duction of duties on woolen and worsted goods. The point w. Iam now 
g to emphasize— 
Continues this correspondent— 
is the fact that whatever may have been the effect of the new wool schedule 


u competing American manufacturers, or the price of wool, or the cost 
ot clothing, the reduction of duties has powerfully promoted the fortunes of 
the Bradford district. This has a year of unexampled prosperity. In 


worsted trade alone 130,000 tives are emp in the West Riding 
of Yorkshire, and they have uninterrupted work on full time. During 
the busiest portion of the last year there was a scarcity of lavor, and nun- 
Geode fF sous: wunien: who War pose tito GOMAS AEVO returned 
mills. Every worsted and woolen mill in West Yorkshire has 
on fulltime. Some of the old properties which had been 
many years started up again under the impetus of the revival of 
pein’ | lustrous fabrics. The entire with Leeds 


and 

——— 5 S 

ve large! creased, as is proved 
pow merchants 


Another exultant English correspondent exclaims: 

U arif Bradford exported worsteds worth 000. 

tothe United 18 3 Aeon tariff last Bradford 8 

$8,975,000 of worsteds to the United States. Bradford has $6,175,000 in pocket 

at she would not have had if Professor Wilson were not a statesman. 

— er for Bradford! Hurrah for Professor Wilson! And damn the United 
* 

Now, what has happened in those British mills because of free 
wool and the reduced duties on woolens and worsteds under the 
Wilson-Gorman tariff has been exactly reversed in those indus- 
tries in this country by the operation of the same law. The most 
accurate information this is to be found in the annual 
reports of the Massachusetts u of labor. As the old Bay 
State does at least a fourth of the woolen manufacturing of the 
country, the statistics compiled there for the past five years proba- 
bly furnish the best obtainable information of the condition of 
that industry in this country. The latest compilation covers a 

iod of five years, from 1890 to 1894, inclusive. It gives the fol- 
80 statistics: 


This exhibit represents a substantial growth of the woolen man- 
ufacturing industry from 1890 to 1892, the value of the product 
made increasing by $4,500,000 in 138 establishments within the two 


hing re 


It naturally follows that more employment was given to labor 
in the woolen mills of Massachusetts in 1892 than in either of the 


Here again, not only was the aggregate total the largest in 1892, 
but the average earnings of each man were greatest in that year. 


A circulation of $1,400,000 more earnings in 1892 than in 


1890 must have meant greater gener: rity in the manufac- 
turing centers of Massachusetts, and the falling off of money cir- 
culation by nearly 82, 200, 000 in 1894 must have had a dampening 
effect on business prosperity. An increase in the average yearly 
earnings of $20 per employee, followed by a decrease of $45 a 

ear, represents a very startling condition in the value of labor. 

aking the reports for the five we are enabled to make 
another interesting comparison of the value of the goods made in 
101 different woolen establishments for each year from 1890 to 
1894, showing the increase or decrease in the value and per cent 
as compared with the previous year. These facts are here given. 


It will thus be seen that in these 101 establishments the increase 


in the output was $2,791,935 in 1891, a gain of 10.20 per cent over 
1890. In 1892 the increase was $865,119, or 2.87 per cent. 
This improvement did not last, for in 1893 there was a decrease 
of almost $5,000,000, or 16.02 per cent, and again in 1894 a still 
further decrease of $5,160,417, or 19.80 per cent, in the output of 
the woolen mills. The condition of the woolen industry of Massa- 
chusetts is probably as oon if not better than of the remaining 
mills of the country. Evidently the same law that carried peace, 
3 and prosperity to the woolen manufacturers of Great 
itain has the same business on this side of the oc e an 
in Hew Hasiliive the woolen iad st 
n New Ham woolen industry is ¥ery seriously crip- 
pled. In Cheshire County there are eight woolen mills, employ- 
ing in good times about 1,200 operatives. Recently the Keene 
Sentinel made careful inquiry of the managers of these mills, three 
of whom are Republicans and three Democrats, and note the re- 
sult. The Sentinel of April 18, 1896, says editorially, under the 
caption of Silent Looms”: 
No important business has been so disastrously affected by the Wilson- 
Gorman tariff law as the manufacture of woolens. All over the country the 


——- seems to be the 55555 with lish 5 
an oe ees Claes ie Salle whole or in „or, if the mills 
keep up their production, the profits are miserably small. Our milisin Chesh- 


ire County have suffered the rest. Mill owners have lost npe] 

laborers have lost work, and store! have lost trade. Hinsdale an 
Ashuelot have been struck the hardest blow. They were lively places a year 
their cipal industrial establishments are closed and the towns 
— — the two villages feels the hard 

a aro curses the Wilson law. 

The loss in labor and wages owing to the depression in the woolen business 
is 1 fali of 1 the woolen mills 


ee en eee 

5 a i = 
ve been gures are compiled from 

and are most of them found in the 

tailed statements given below. 


Following is a comparison by mills of hands employed and aggregate 
monthly wages paid betas the passage of the Wilson Ja 


w and now: 


ees — 1,800 
Cheshire Mila. 6,000 | 6,000 
Fe rae EE OE K „ Ey Ys aata 
Gilsum Woolen Co. 1,300 
Calin. —— 1,000 

S ——T—T—T—T—T—T—— 11, 900 


The proprietor of another large woolen mill in New Hampshire 
wrote me a few days ago: Our business has been, and is now, as 


poor as poor can be.” 

What a commentary that is upon the Democratic contention 
that free wool and low tariff are of advantage to the manufac- 
turer and the laborer. Free wool has almost entirely destroyed 
the woolen industry of this country, and has thrown out of em- 
ployment thousands upon thousands of honest and intelligent 
5 workingmen for the benefit of foreign mills and for- 
e abor. 

ntly the New York Press made some inquiries among New 
England woolen mills, with the idea of showing their condition 
ia compared with a year ago. Returns from 32 mills were 
receiv 


the following is the result: : 


EEEE 
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Beyond a doubt these woolen mills have shut down or reduced their force 
with much execration of free traders. None of the 5 have shut 
down. Agnes Hecke busy making the best possible product they can that will 
compete with the looms in the British ragshops. Free trade in raw wool is 
el American woolen mills, while it promotes the industry of the Euro- 
pean ragpicker and of the Britlsh shoddy shops. 

And what is true of the woolen industry of the country is rela- 
tively true of almost every other industry. On every hand com- 

laints are heard, and the army of the unemployed is bitter in its 
unciation of so-called tariff reform. All kinds of business is 
suffering. A few weeks ago I received a letter from the senior 
member of a business firm in New Ham e which has been 
engaged in manufacturing since 1818. He is a quiet, conservative 
man, but he writes as follows: 

I assure you the business situation is serious with all of us, and unless the 
Congress wakes up to the real situation there will certainly be some dem- 
onstration similar to the one at Chicago. I think I understand the position 


but their 
er to keep doing something until the tide turns, if it 
ever does, and if they can hold out. 

That gentleman was 8 a plea for the passage of the so- 
called Dingley bill, which had passed the House of Representa- 
tives, and the consideration of which was voted against by every 
Democratic Senator. 

A SUMMARY OF THE SITUATION. 


Mr. President, manufacturing is fearfully depressed, workmen 
are either out of employment or working for reduced wages, one- 
half the railroad mileage of the United States is in the hands of 
receivers, and the Government is borrowing money to pay its cur- 
rentexpenses. Inthisconnection a comparison between the work- 
ings of the first nineteen months of the McKinley and the Wilson- 
Gorman law will be instructive. During the first nineteen months 
of the McKinley law the se of the Government exceeded the 
expenditures $24,988,221, while during the first nineteen months 
of the Wilson-Gorman law the expenditures exceeded the receipts 
$76,257,515. 

It is estimated that when the heavy payments of June, July, 
and August come along they will bring the total deficiency up to 
nearly or quite a round $100,000,000 by the end of the second year 
of the new law’s work. There have been but three months in the 
nineteen in which the law has been in operation in which it did 
not create a deficiency, and the prospect is not cheering for any- 
thing better. It seems impossible for the new law to reach more 
than about $26,000,000 or $27,000,000 in its monthly receipts, thus 
making the deficiency from $3,000,000 to $6,000,000 a month onan 
average, running up some months to $9,000,000 or $10,000,000. 

The public debt was reduced as follows during the four yearsof 
the Administration of President Harrison: 


865, 493, 170 


Now note the effect of the Democratic triumph of 1892. Since 
then the public debt has steadily increased, the increase for 1893, 
1894, and 1895 being as follows: 


Total reduction for the four years 


12 %%⁵ͤ%ꝙ y :: 87, 770 
11. ̃ ͤ ͤͤvw VVV 50, 004, 790 
Tht Seca TEES SSP ea 8 81, 160, 170 

Being a total increase of_.........--..-------- 181, 172, 730 


for the years 1893, 1894, and 1895, and the debt continues to pile 
up every month of the pegoen: year. 

Interest-bearing bonds have been sold by the present Adminis- 
tration to the enormous amount of $262,000,000, which when paid, 
with interest added, will aggregate about $500,000,000, every dol- 
lar of which the taxpayers of the country will have to sacrifice 
on the altar of that miserable Democratic heresy called tariff 
reform.” 

The following is an accurate statement of the Treasury account 
on May 1, 1896: 

Cash in Treasury March 1. 18086 
Cash added by sale of bonds, premium added 


History has simply repeated itself. The result of the present 
low tariff is precisely the same as this country has experienced 
from every other similar law that has been passed since the Gov- 
ernment was organized. Under it, while our own mills are half 
idle and our own laborers working on part time with decreased 
pay, our British rivals are waxing fat over profits lugged away 


May 27, 
from this market. It isa curious condition of things, and interest- 
1 Sol as a study of the possibilities of human folly. We pass a 
tariff act to prostrate our manufacturing industries. We adopt 
a British system to ruin our farming industries. Then we borrow 
money with which to pay our running expenses, and finally we 
try to keep gold in the Peasy by making agreements to pay out 
more than we take in. 

The sid a party loudly proclaimed what the result would 
be if the McKinley law was repealed and a tariff-for-revenue law 
substituted. Before that folly was consummated the two eminent 
Republican statesmen who are to-day more prominently before 
the American ee than any others sounded a note of alarm 
which ought to have been heeded by the American Congress, Let 
me quote their utterances: 

Major McKinley, of Ohio, the great apostle of protection, de- 
clared as follows: 


A revenue tariff encourages no home enterprise; it supplies employment 
to no American workingman; it takes employment from pisale tn the 
encou: ment of foreign importations it diminishes the demand for Ameri- 
can products. It isan enemy to the American shop and the American work- 
ingman, to Americar prosperity and American industrial independence. It 
embraces not a single element of patriotism. It has no nati spirit or in- 
stinct. To suppl e needs of the Treasury is its chief and exclusive con- 
cern; it has no other. It is a sure precursor to national poverty, national 
bankruptcy, and individual distress. It is the forerunner of hard times. It 
is without a single worthy triumph. The years in which it has been tried in 
the United States excite neither our — 1 nor pride. It has furnished no 


inspirin: in our history. I 
gathered Bonded indebtedness, and universal want among the people. 


Mr. President, in the light of events those words sound like 
prophecy, and I commend them to the careful attention of the 
American people. And the great Speaker of the National House 
of Representatives, Mr. REED, in talking to the Democratic ma- 
jority in the Fifty-third Congress used this instructive language: 


I confess to you that this question of we is to me the vital question. To 
insure our wth in civilization and wealth we must not only have wages 
as high as they are now but constantly and steadily increasing. [Loud 


applause on the Republican side.] No — lause for this sentiment, I notice, 
on the Democratic side. This desire of Ə for constantly increasing wages 
does not have its origin in love for the individual, but in love for the whole 
nation in that enlightened selfishness which recognizes the great truth that 
your fate and mine, Mr. § er, and the fate of your descendants and mine 
are so Bige osy upin the fate of all others that whatever contributes to their 
progress gives to usall a nobler future and a higher hope. 

Those two utterances embody the very essence of the tariff ques- 
tion, and with them this discussion may well be closed. 

Mr. President, what I said in this Chamber two years ago has 
been literally verified, and it will be emphasized in the elections 
to be held this year, The le have decreed the overthrow of 
the Democratic party and the election of a Republican President. 
The blight of tariff reform will in due time pass away, and it will 
be demonstrated that only through a return to genuine American 
protection can prosparity be renewed and the country be enabled 
to enter upon another period of commercial and industrial suc- 
cess. That change is inevitable, and when it comes the gloom 
and distress of the present will be exchan, for the joy and the 

ladness that the music of the loom and the spindle brings to the 

eart of the American toiler, Then American capital and Ameri- 
can labor will produce most of what we consume, and a home 
market will be ready for the products of the farm. Then the 
deficit in our revenues will give way to a surplus, and Ameri- 
can homes will be cheered and comforted, because American skill 
and American genius will be employed at remunerative wages. 
Speed the day when the doctrines and disasters of free trade will 
give way to the grand ublican doctrine of protection to Ameri- 
can capital, American labor, and American agriculture. 

Mr. DANIEL and Mr. PETTIGREW addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLERinthe chair). The 
Senator from are 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to have the conference report on 
the Indian Spo riation bill laid before the Senate. 

The PRES GOFFICER. The Chair will recognize the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota for that purpose. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The conference report has been printed. 

Mr. DANIEL. Ihad wished to submit some remarks this eyen- 
ing, if the Senate will indulge me. I hope the Senator will not inter- 


rupt me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota desire to 4 with the conference report? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think it is important that we should do 


so. I understand that there will be discussion in regard to it, and 


660 | it ought to be disposed of, as the conferees have not reached a full 


agreement. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Is this a request for unanimous consent to 
proceed to the consideration of the report or is it a motion to take 
it up? The report was made yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that it 
is in order to call up the report at any time without a motion. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I do hot so understand the rule, sir. It is in 
order to present a conference report, but I think it has to be taken 


1896. 


up by a vote of the Senate. There is no doubt about that, I pre- 
sume, under the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
will state the situation of the report. 

Mr, PETTIGREW. I made the report yesterday,and stated 
that I desired to have it printed for the purpose of calling it up 
to-day. I think the Recorp will so show. 

Mr. WALTHALL. It has to be taken up on motion. 

1 PETTIGREW. Till listen to the ruling of the Chair on 
‘that point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the impression of the Chair 
that under those circumstances the report is a privileged question 
and can be called up at any time; that the report does not lose its 
privilege by having been printed. 

Mr. ALTHALL. I ask the Chair to have the rule read. 

Mr. PASCO. Rule XXVII covers the point. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Let Rule XXVII be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Rule XVII will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows:. 

RULE XXVII. 
REPORTS OF CONFERENCE COMMITTEES, 

The presentation of reports of committees of conference shall always be 
in order, except when the Journal is being read or a question of order ora 
motion to adjourn is pending, or while the Senate is dividing; and when 
received, the question of ing to the consideration of the report, if 
raised, shall be immediately put, and. shall be determined without debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair continues under the 
impression that having the report printed does not make it lose 
its precedence. Of course the question of consideration can be 
raised. 

Mr. PASCO. That is raised. 

Mr. WALTHALL. That is the question I have raised. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair will then submit the 
question to the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator in charge of the conference 
report will permit it to go over until to-morrow, in view of the 
fact that the Senator from Virginia desires to address the Senate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Very well. I will allow it to go over, but 
I shall call it up the first thing after the routine business to-morrow 
morning. I give that notice. 

Mr. WALTHALL. There is no unanimous consent given that 
the report shall be taken up at that time. I wish that understood. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I suppose it will be taken up under the 


Tule. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Yes; taken up by a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that it is 
in order for the Senator from Mississippi to object to the consid- 
eration of the report when itis called up. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia will proceed. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the distinguished and able Sena- 
tor from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay] yesterday addressed the Senate 
in an elaborate speech upon the pending question. In that speech 
he reproached Congress, including many if not a majority of his 
own colleagues, upon the ground that they had not responded to 
the Presidential demand upon Congress to provide measures that 
would restore confidence and bring relief to the country. He said: 

The President has repeatedly recommended such Congressional action as 
would restore confidence and avert possible disaster, but nothing in that line 
has been done. 

Those remarks, sir, were made in connection with his animad- 
versions to the depleted condition of the Treasury, and I beg leave, 
before passing beyond them, to point out the fact that though far 
from recommending to Congress any measure which would refur- 
nish the Treasury with supplies, the President has himself in his 
message scouted the idea of an insufficient revenue, and has em- 

hatically advised the country that the issues of bonds which 
have been made during this Administration were not based upon 
any such view of the subject. 


THE PRESIDENT HAS ASKED FOR NOTHING BUT GOLD BONDS. 


In his message addressed to this Congress at its convening last 
December he said: 

At no time when bonds have been issued has there been any consideration 
of the question of paying the expenses of Government with their proceeds. 
There was no necessity to consider that question. At the time of each bond 
issue we had a safe surplus in the Treasury for ordi rations, exclu- 
sive of the gold in our reserve. In February, 18%, when the first issue of 
bonds was made, such surplus amounted to over $18,000,000; in November, 
when the second issue was made, it amounted to more than $42,000,000, and in 
February, 18%, when bonds for the third time were issued, such surplus 
amounted to more than $100,000,000. It now amounts to 888.072, 420.30. 

With this statement of facts from the President of the United 
States I take it, sir, that the Senator from Kentucky, with his 
reproach to Congress for not providing revenue, can not be sus- 
tained by those who are most familiar with the subject and who 
have official custody of our Governmental affairs, 

Mr. President, it is very obvious that the President has called 
upon Congress to do but one thing, and that is to authorize him 
to issue gold bonds. It can not be that the country has suffered 
from Congress refusing to the President such authority. He has 
experienced no diffic 


ty in getting all the money he asked for, 
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and in having much more than he asked for offered to the Treas- 
ury under his interpretation of present laws which are provided. 
Therefore, to charge upon Congress that any condition with which 
we have to deal is attributable to its action, and to attempt to re- 
lieve the Administration under this condition of affairs from any 
share therein, is obviously incorrect, and I have only to avouch its 
own record and its claim to demonstrate it. 


THE RAINBOW PICTURES OF THE SENATOR FROM KENTUCKY. 


Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky proceeded to painta 
rainbow picture of the condition of the country. Instead of being 
in trouble, according to the logic of his view, the country was never 
so rich, so prosperous, or so pleasantly situated. As to the farmers, 
he said they are getting more for the proceeds of their crops than 
they ever did before in the history of agriculture. A farmer who 
has 50 cents in his pocket can buy more Barlow knives, more pen- 
knives, more inkstands, and more paper than he ever could in the 
history of this country, and the Senator from Kentucky can not, 
therefore, understand why the farmers are not happy. His view 
of that subject puts me in mind of the claim of the clown in the 
circus, who declared before an admiring audience that he could 
jump so high that he could not put a half dollar between him 
and the moon. How is that?“ asked one of the surprised audi- 
tors. He answered, ‘‘It did not make any difference how high I 
jumped; I did not have the half dollar to put there.” 


THE DEARTH OF MONEY. 


This question is presented to the American people very much in 
that aspect. There is lack of money in this country to sustain 
the values of all of its manufactured articles and its agricultural 
produce. It does not go tothe core of the matter, it does not sug- 
gest relief, to say that the laborer can get more bread for his dollar 
than ever before, or that the farmer can buy more knives with his 
dollar than ever before. It is aquestion of getting the dollar and 
of making the dollar so dear to the laborer, to the manufacturer, 
and to the agriculturist that all of their efforts to get dollars are 
circumvented by the margin of profit from one year to another 
fading away and leaving them depleted, with their industries pros- 
trate. 


THE VAST DEPRECIATION OF VALUES. 


I hold in my hand a careful compilation of the statistics of this 
country, taken from the American, of 1 of April 4 of 
this year. I beg leave to insert it as a part of my remarks. It 


says: 
[From the American, of Philadelphia, of April 4, 1896.] 
THE WAGE EARNER NOT BENEFITED BY FALLING PRICES. 


In 1872 the e of our cereal crops, corn, wheat, oats, barley, rye,and 
buckwheat, was 63.280.197 ecres, and the farm value of our cereal crops $874,- 
594.459, the average value of the gog 4 acre being $12.81. In 1895 the 
acreage of our cereal crops was 149,955,163 acres, the farm value $1,017,316; 
and the average value of the yield per acre $5.78, the value to our farmers oi 
every acre of cereals in 1895 paing $6.03 less than in 1872. If the 
money yield per acre had been as t in 1895 as in 1872, if the farmers had 
been as fully recompensed in 1895 for their labor expended in raising cereals 
as they were in 1872, they would have received 8500.000000 more for their 
cereal crops in 1895 than they did. 

In 1871-72 the yield of cotton in the United States was 1,384,084,494 pounds 
and the farm value 1 This, however, was a short erop: In 1872-73 
the yield was 1,833,188,931 pounds and the value $301,087,500. For the year 
ending June 30, 1895, the yield was 5,036,964.409 pounds and the farm value 
$252,426,000. For the year before, an average year, the yield was 3,769,881,478 
pounds and the farm value $23,857,000. The cotton crop of 1894-05 was nearly 
three times as large and the cotton crop of 1893-94 more than twice as large 
as the cotton crop of 1872-78, yet the money value was less. The cotton acre- 

e for 1894-95 was more than twice the acr for 1872-78, but the value of 
the crop was $40,000,000 less. Making all due allowance for the effect on the 
price of cotton of the extraordinary crop of 1894-95, the largest on record, 
and taking the 1893-94 crop as a basis for comparison, we are forced to the 
conclusion that the loss of income to our cotton planters caused by the fall 
in the pries of cotton, and directly due to the competition with the cotton of 
silver-using countries engende by the fallin the gold price of silver, has 
not been less than 8350, 000, 00% annually for the two yearsending June 30 last. 

As shown in another column, the number of horses in the United States 
January. 1896, was 64 per cent ter than on January 1, 1873; of mules, 74 

7 cent greater; of milch cows, 53 per cent greater; of oxen and other cattl 

per cent greater; of sheep, 16 per cent ter; and of swine, 31 per cen 

8 yet the total value of farm was 3 per cent less on January 1, 

896, than January 1, 1873. As we have shown elsewhere, if the value of farm 
animals per head was as e January 1,1896, as it was January I. 1873, the 
value of farm animals to-day would be between $2,600,000,000 and $2,700,000,000 
instead of $1,600,000,000, and assuming the value of farm animals is realized by 
those raising live stock once in four — this represents a loss to the farm- 
ers on account of the fall in live stock as compared: to prices in 1872 of not less 
than $250,000,000 for the one year 1895. 

Thus we have seen that because of the fall in prices sines 1872 3 due 
to the demonetization of silver, the farm value of cereals was $900,000,000 less 
for 1895 than it would have been, the value of the cotton crop to the planter 
1 less, and the loss to those raising live stock not less than 850.000 

, or a sum of 81,500,000, 000 on agricultural fae cee . three- 
fourths of the total value of farm products. other words, if the agricul- 
tural c had received proportionately the same reward for their labor 
expended in raising cereals, cotton, and live stock in 1895 as they did in 
the value of their products would have been about $3,150,000,000 instead 
81.650.000, 000. 

THE LOSSES OF AGRICULTURE. 


From this carefully compiled statistical statement, which shows 
that the value of agricultural products of the United States, meas- 
ured in 3 81,500, 000, 000 less in 1895 than it was in 1872 
it is evident that something has gone wrong in our affairs, for ib 
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would take more than all our currency to recoup the loss of that 


single year. The intrinsic qualities of corn, oats, wheat, rye, buck- 
wheat, cotton, and farm animals have not changed. The intrinsic 
qualities of gold and silver are also the same. And that monetary 
value does not vest solely on intrinsic quay is a Ayora con- 
clusion, else why is it not the same in the same quantity of such 
articles to-day, yesterday, and forever? 5 

That the “new factor” of depressed prices pointed out by Sir 
W. Houldsworth, a delegate of t Britain to the Brussels Inter- 
national Monetary Conference of 1892, is getting in its work, that 
the “accursed sinking of prices” pointed out by Prof. E. Benja- 
min Andrews, an eminent American, who was one of our repre- 
sentatives to that conference, is pulling down and paralyzing our 
farming industries and all others dependent upon it—including 
factories, banks, and railroads—all this is now a painful and pal- 
pablé realization. 

£ INCREASE OF DEBTS AND DISLOCATION OF MONEY. 

I attribute this changed condition chiefly, as do so many of the 
ablest minds in the world—which are far more competent than 
mine to judge—to the immense increase of public and private 
debts waa to the dislocation of our bimetallic base of credit; and 
I propose once more to tax the patience of the Senate. But I say 
this much now for introduction, for it is my desire to develop my 
views on our situation in a systematic way, and to take my own 
time to state them as I approach the question of fallen and falling 
prices. 

NO RELIEF TO BE HOPED FOR FROM THE REPUBLICAN PARTY. 

Whatever else we may 7 about the condition of affairs, 
there is nothing to be hoped for from the Republican party in the 
way of any relief for the people. It may yet prove a blessing in 
disguise that they carried the country at the last election, for the 
haye already had time to advertise their impotency to accomplis 
anything and their indisposition to endeavor to do anything that 
would bring relief to this situation. 

Wherever we look in the direction of Government to-day there 
is deficiency, insufficiency, and makeshift. Deficiency of rev- 
enue, deficiency of gold, as we are told, deficiency of bonds, insuf- 
ficiency of taxation, makeshift proposals for more bonds, more 
taxation, and more contraction of the currency are the only legis- 
lative No financial system exists save a rickety, spas- 
modic, w 5 stem with the fate mark of its 
own death upon its forehea o system is proposed save one 
that does not deserve the name; none is prop either by the 
Administration or the legislative party in power unless we may 
call that a system which deliberately roots up ent tears down 
what we have without the substitution of any g and without 
the suggestion of anything but petty palliatives for mortal wounds. 

ORGANIZERS OF EMERGENCIES. 
As organizers of emergencies the gold monometallists are com- 
lete successes. They have been in emergencies ever since they 
leaped into the saddle. 

Successive emergencies follow each other like successive shocks 
of anearthquake. Emergencies aresandwiched between glowing 
prophecies of prosperity, which are made before every new issue 
of bonds and collapse as soon as they aretaken. Every dose of med- 
icine administered to the patient is followed by momentary calm, 
and then a enauro kaatoi whe spars Our new Republican doctors 
came post haste, with flourish of trumpet and profusion of prom- 
ise. e were told by them that the old doctors of Democracy 
were quacks, and that they, the new ones, knew their business. 
The country held its breath in December last as they wrote out 
their prescription. Alas, it was only Sangrado again with basin 
and lancet, for here are the 5 for an expectant people: 
More bonds, more taxes. To rectify the morals of the peoplea 
prohibitory tax is 1 to be imposed upon filled cheese. 

The barber's pole is the only sign of relief, the razor the only 
remedy for depression. i 

THE REPUBLICAN ICONOCLASTS. 

What, indeed, could we have expected other than this from the 
Republican party? Ithas been the t iconoclast of our mone- 
tary systems and institutions, and it was an evil day for the 
Democratic party as well as for the country when an Adminis- 
tration put in power by those who had o Republican finance 
for a quarter of a century joined hands with the Republicans to 
resist reform and construct new plans of rnin. At enormous cost 
to the taxpayers it provided the national banks, which, however 
objectionable, were admirable in the solvency secured to their 
currency. But when increasing ulation and expanding ter- 
ritory and expanding business n expanding accommodations 
the Republican party shriveled up the banks by excessive ne 
ments of the bonded debt and provided no substitute for their 
Tithe Reeganhonn f also thi back legal-tend 

publican party gave us e green - er 
fiat paper money, which was a stroke of genius in its way, albeit 
as many believe in violation of the time-honored principles of the 
Constitution. But A ar P E RSET PEASE TEE EE 


withal to pay the prodigious volume of debts and taxes it with- 
drew and contracted the greenback notes, shriveled up the prices 
of produce, land, and labor, more than doubling the debts BA bur- 
dens of the people, and made the bankrupt courts the most active 
industries of the country. In this career of ruin its course was ar- 
rested in time to preserve three hundred and forty-six million of 
the greenback notes, which, by statute enactment and by Supreme 
Court decision, were legal and tenderable dollars. ile pretend- 
ing that these paper dollars were in all respects dollars, the Repub- 
lican party loudly clamored against its own work, declared that 
it had done an unconstitutional thing, proclaimed in the presence 
of its own fiat money that no such thing as fiat money could 
exist, and made boast of superior virtue in ridiculing its own 
progeny. 

At unprecedented usury the Republican y created a national 
debt payable in dollars. I make no complaint against that debt; 
the war necessitated it. Considering it to have been legal and hon- 
est and that it would be dishonorable to repudiate a dime of it, it 
has nevertheless been dealt with Ba Republican party after the 
most approved methods of Shylock. It considered the term dol- 
lars” to mean ‘‘ coined dollars,” although the Supreme Court had 
said that it meant either coin or paper dollars, and then, in order 
to make coined dollars dearer and the burden of debt greater, the 
Republican party stopped coining the standard silver dollars and 
evolved a gold reserve, providing gold only for the redemption of 
outstanding obligations. Meantime the Republican party had 
created a trade dollar composed of silver, with 420 grains of weight, 
whereas the standard dollar has only 412}. This would not circu- 
late because it was not legal tender; it was less valuable than the 
standard dollar, though the latter had less silver in it. It lay 
stagnant upon the market and would not circulate; but as soon 
as it haa pean bongas up by a few bankers and tors it was 
paid off at par, although it contained no promise to pay anything. 

Finally, in 1890, the Republicans passed the Sherman Act, a 
veritable Pandora's box of evils; and in 1893 it led off in the move- 
ment to repeal it, without the estion of a substitute. We 
can hope for nothing in the way of relief from a party which has 
such a history and from a party which has gone to the foot of the 
class in its first attempts at legislation. 

NO RELIEF TO BE EXPECTED FROM REPUBLICAN IMITATORS. 

Nor can we hope for any relief from those Democrats who, after 
a ang the Republican party for twenty-five years, passed like 
“ships that pass in the night” into imitation of Republican poli- 
cies and now prescribe as a test of true Democracy the question, 
Will you join with us in aping and carrying out the policies 
which your whole history has opposed and denounced?” 

It was an evil day for Democracy and an evil day for the coun- 
try when the gold fledglings of Democracy combined with the 
Republicans and copied their example. 

Alas for the hour, when to Evelyn’s bower 
of the manor with false vows came. 

Our currency is to-day in the most distressing and confused 
state that it hasever been. The struggling energies of the people 
are more impeded in every avenue of trade and industry than 
they have ever been. The magnates of wealth are growing richer 
faster than they have ever grown before and are more potential 
than ever before. Poverty is a heavier load upon those who bear 
it than it has ever been before. Congress is paralyzed; the Presi- 
dential candidates are mute of suggestion as to any remedy that 
will alleviate the miseries or cheer the hopes of the people. The 
great protectionist of Ohio wraps himself up in the same old 

latitudes. Both political yena stand confronting a Presi- 

ential election, impotent of legislation and impotent of sugges- 
tion, and the Republican party, having just assumed the reins of 
legislation, has gone into bankruptcy with a precipitate rush that 
would be ludicrous if it were not appalling. As those who are in 
authority can not manage the business of the American people, 
they have shown a restless propensity to take hold of the business 
of other nations. Hawaii, Armenia, Cuba, and Venezuela have 
become the intimate and dazzling themes of American discourse, 
and American statesmanship interests itself in affairs in inverse 
proportion to our proximity from them and our relation to them. 

WHAT DO WE PROPOSE? 

If we were asked now, What do yon propose? we would say 
return to the principles of the Democratic platform of 1892 upon 
which Grover Cleveland was nominated and elected President. 
That platform declared for two things: 


We hold to the use of both re and silver as the standard money of the 
country, and to the coinage o Doth poia and silver without discriminating 
against either metal or chárge for tage. 


The second point in the platform to which I wish to call atten- 
tion is as follows: 
We recommend that the prohibitory 10 per cent tax on State bank issues 
be repealed. 
I have heretofore shown, Mr. President, and, indeed, it was con- 
latform meant the free coinage of 
not follow that the people would 


ceded at the time, that the 
both gold and silver. Butit 
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be content with that piatform now. A note may be very good in 
its inception, but if it once has the mark of protest it, its 
negotiability is lost, and this protested paper will be no longer ac- 
cepted according to its face. The people will call now for plain 
and explicit language, and they will also demand that whoever 
receive their votes for President shall be committed to the plat- 
form, that he will pay res: to the voice of their representatives. 
and will not impede their deliberate judgment by the powers of 
government and by veto messages. 
FOR SOUND MONEY. 

I am in favor of sound money, the soundest that the world has 
ever known. It should consist primarily of gold and silver, the 
money of civilization from remote ages, the money of America 
from its earliest period, the money of our Federal Constitution, 
the money of Democratic faith throughout the career of that great 

rty, the money upon which rests a vast superstructure of pub- 
c and private debt, and the money under which we prospered 
as no nation has ever prospered in history. This gold and silver 
should be “standard money,” as demanded by the national Demo- 
cratic platform of 1892, and should, in its language, be coined 
“without discrimination against either metal or charge for mint- 
age.” This hard, solid, sound, shining, constitutional, historic, 
Democratic money should be supplemented by paper money or 
eurrency redeemable in coin, Theunits of the whole mass should 
be maintained at par by having given to each of them parity of 
legal-tender function, and be as nearly as the artof man can make 
them of equal value. Being myself as much for sound money as 
any man in the land, I deny the right of a few people to arrogate 
to themselves the sole title of sqgand-money men, and to designate 
those who do not agree in their 555 British notions as 
“unsound.” In appropriating to their exclusive use such phrases 
they are merely attempting to fill vacuous minds with vague and 
ambiguous words. 

Why change the old Democratic shibboleth of hard money“ 
for the new and specious and plausible title of sound money? 
Under analysis they evidently mean that they will give much 
sound to the ear and little money to the purses of their deluded 
followers, who, if they permit themselves to be enticed by acatch 
phrase, will only show that they are grown-up children, pleased 
with a rattle and tickled with a.straw.” 

LAND AND LABOR. 

The land and its products.are the material sources of all wealth. 
Labor is the means by which they are utilized. A financial policy 
which continuously diminishes the market values of land and its 
products and increases the value of money must necessarily make 
the rich richer and the poor poorer. Such a policy must decrease 
the compensation of labor just as it diminishesits fruits. Itmust 
add to the burdens of all debtors and all yers,as debts and 
taxes are fixed charges, and thus the masses are compelled to dis- 
charge continuously increasing burdens with continuously decreas- 
ing resources. They must therefore have losses left wherewithal 
to employ labor and support their families, and, in short, they are 
all on the road to ruin. 

OUR 80-CALLED SOUND-MONEY MEN ARE FOR CONTRACTION. 

The so-called, self-styled, sonnd-money men have been quite 
verbose in telling us what they are against, but very reticent and 
slow to reveal as to what they arefor. In point of fact they are 
not only agan? the free coinage of silver, but are for retiring 
the three hundred and forty-six millions of greenbacks and the 
one hundred and thirty-six millions of coin certificates issued 
under the Sherman Act of 1890, all of which is legal-tender money. 
Asarule they also Ae the continuation of the 10 yer cent 
destroying tax on State banks. Many believe that they will 
soon declare against our existing volume of silver money and 
attempt to reduce it to a mere token money, to be made legal 
tender only in small sums. 

SPECIFIO DECLARATIONS OF DEMOCRATIC DOCTRINES. 

I will be specific in stating not only what I am against, but 
what I am for. Iam against gold monometailism, as Democracy 
has always been, and regard it as Mr. Carlisle did when he 
was a Representative of the le, “as great a curse as war, 
pestilence, or famine”—a. proposition which since then he has 
well-nigh demonstrated. I am against withdrawing the five hum- 
dred millions of 1 and Sherman legal-tender notes, 
because that would involve a contraction of about one-third of 
all American money, to reducing the prices of land and commo- 
dities and wages at least 30 per cent more than they are now, 
would increase the burdens of debt and taxation, and would 
ultimately produce a panic, involving land owners, laborers, 

nts, manufacturers, and oe in widespread 
ruin. I am against the increase of the public debt by borrowing 
gold to discharge greenbacks and Treasury notes which are pay- 


able in silver as well as gold. 

No government can have any higher ideal before its mind than 
the conception of what an honest, just, and intelligent citizen 
would do. There is not an honest, just, and intelligent citizen in 
the United States to-day who owes silver or gold and who would 


tolerate for one moment the demand of his creditor that he might 

designate the coin which he should exercise the privilege to oa 
lam against attempting to build up again the national 

by 8 a public debt in order to accommodate them. In 

short, I am against the contraction of the currency of the people 

in any way, shape, or form. 

I am for: 

1. The free coinage of gold as it now exists. 

2. I am for the free coinage of standard silver dollars just the 
same as gre have issued from our mint from 1792 to 1895, and such 
as were y coined from 1792 to 1873. 

8. Iam for retaining in circulation all existing greenback legal- 
tender paper money of the United States. 

4. Lam for repealing the Federal tax of 10 per cent on State 
banks—a war measure—a measure against which Democracy with 
one voice proclaimed, a measure which destroys and dries up the 
local energies of the people and pene to destroy self-help, the 
great help of all self-respecting and self-achieving nations. 

In short, I am for a liberal supply of money to meet the wants 
C me most energetic, progressive, and inventive people that ever 

ve 
IN FAVOR OF INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENT; 

FOR IT. 

Mr. President, I am also in favor of an international agreement 
between the great nations of the earth regulating the power of 
exchange between their gold and silver coins and providing for 
the free coinage of both metals; but I am not in favor of waiti 
to put out the conflagration of ruin in my own country unti 

ueen Victoria sends usa British hose company to help to do it. 

en ee declare the benefit of an international agreement 
they owledge how great an advantage it would be to the 
world to get silver money restored. But with what face can we 
insist that other nations whose interest is against it shall lead in 
the matter when the great supply-producing nation of the world 
which has more to gain by it than any other, sits supinely and 
proclaims and advertises its 8 to a waiting world 

The leading nation of the world, the greatest Republic that ever 
existed in the world, could not place itself in a more subservient 
attitude than by waiting hatin hand at European courts to get 
permission to establish a financial system to suit itself. In vain 
was the sword of independence drawn in 1776 if we have not 
acquired the purse of independence in 1896. 

e first charter issued to American colonists from Great Brit- 
ain—the charter of King James—to the Virginia settlers author- 
ized them to establish a mint and coin their own money. As 
early as 1645 the little Virginia colony made the Spanish dollar 
its standard of value, and for this great nation, nowin the ascend- 
ency .of its power, to turn its face to the Old World and fling up 
its hands and say, ‘‘ You have closed our mints and we can not 
open them any more until you give us the ‘open sesame,’” is a 
35 to mankind of weakness and inanity that is abso- 

utely appalling. And yet, Mr. President, these older nations in 
their commercial and in their industrial interests are feeling the 
necessity of therestoration of bimetallism, and they would quickly 
restore it if it were not for the domination of the old classes of 
plutocracy who are still in power. 
On March 17 of the present year, just some two months ago, 
the following resolution was carried through the House of Com- 
mons of Great Britain with cheers: 

Resolved, That this House is of opinion that the instability of the relative 
value of gold and silver since the action of the Latin Union in 1873 has ved 
injurious to the best interests of this country, and urges upon the vern- 
ment the advisability of doing all in their power to secure international 
agreement stable monetary par of exchange between gold and silver. 

There are gentlemen of the school of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. LIxpSa V] who reproached us yesterday that we had 
done nothing. We have done all that we could. We passed a 
free-coinage bill through the Senate. We passed a seigniorage 
bill, which was vetoed. We elected delegates to an international 
conference. Now, in turn, when he and his school of thinkers 
and actors, say they are in favor of international agreement, I 
ask what have you done in order to bring it about or to accept 
the invitation of those who are calling to you? 

WE ARE ABLE TO ACT FOR OURSELVES. 


Mr. President, we are the wealthiest nation, as the Senator 
himself said yesterday, that ever existed on the face of the earth, 
and the strongest, too—for wealth, while already corroding us, 
has not as yet sapped the vitality and manliness of ourpeople. It 
is stated by the ablest statists of Europe that there is nothing in 
human history to compta in this respect to the United States 
at the present time. hile a great and devastating war raged 
upon our soil for four years, the working power of erica has 
increased threefold since 1860, when we stood upon its eve. We 
have as much energy as Great Britain, Germany, and France 
collectively. 

Why shall we stand back and acknowledge their precedence in 
the on of the universe and say, hat in hand, After you, 


BUT OPPOSED TO WAITING 
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Ninety per cent of our population can read and write. And that 
is one reason, Mr. President, why the numbers are daily increas- 
ing who are for the restoration of our constitutional seins | We 

ri 


spend three times as much annually for schools as Great Britain 
and more than double as much as Great Britain, France, Ger- 
many, Austria, and Italy. 

And yet, Mr. President, this enlightened nation, with its torches 
of enlightenment burning on every side, and with great tracts of 
country rising up almost solidly to restore their constitutional 
money, can find no greater support from the minds of se who 
differ from them, like the Senator from Kentucky, than a sneer 
of the lip and to be told that they are all crazy and should be in 
lunatic asylums. 

Our annual accumulation of wealth is doubly what it is in 
Great Britain per capita. In area we are as large as Europe, and 
exclusive of as great as that of Great Britain and Ireland, 
Switzerland, Sweden, Denmark, Holland, Belgium, France, 
Spain, . 0 Greece, 8 and European Turkey, Palestine, 
Japan, and China proper. e are more independent of all other 
nations of the earth than any other people that ever existed, being 
able to produce more within ourselves than any other nation. 
Our 45 great Commonwealths form a world within themselves, 
and the American Congress, as their delegated representative 
body could, with a single vote, put the world at America’s feet, and 
assert a commercial supremacy that would endure for ages, by 
boldly refusing to accept European dictation, and enacting by 
law an independent financial system of its own. 

EUROP2Z'S PRIMARY INTERESTS AND OURS ARE DIFFERENT. 

But we are told to wait and waitfor an international agreement. 
Why, sir, we have been waiting for it for a quarter of a century. 
We are told that America could not act independently, and that 
we must postpone the restoration of silver until the others lead. 
Ireply (1) that it is senseless to make a proposition for the man- 
agement of our domestic concerns which must be unconditionally 
dependent for its sanction on the action of any others whatsoever. 
I reply (2) that 2 has several primary interests just as 
she haa in the days of James Monroe, and that they are against 
international agreement, which pertains peculiarly to it and its 
institutions and its conditions. I reply (3) that Great Brit- 
ain, Germany, Holland, and other nations are creditor nations 
and have a direct interest to oppose the liberalizing of the money 
systems of the world and the cheapening of what they derive 
from bond clipping. To make our nation dependent upon other 
nations would be as foolish as for an army to submit its plans to 
the dictation of a hostile general. (4) The prevailing systems 
of government in Europe are also different from ours. Great 
Britain with her Queen of Great Britain and Ireland and Em- 
press of India, Germany with her imperial war Emperor, Russia 
with her Czar, Austria with her Emperor, and Italy with her 
King—all these nations are monarchies; their legislation is for the 
benefit of oligarchies and classes, and was pretended and claimed to 
be of divine right; the people do not exist for them in the sense 
that the American people exist for themselves; standing armies 
stand around the throne ready to suppress popular ebullition or 

pular advancement; the divine right of kings permits some 

iberties to flow down to the masses from the imperial reservoir 
in the crown, but the people are not sovereign, as they are here. 

Mr. President, America can rescue herself from this difficulty 
the very moment she makes up her mind that it shall be done. 
The enunciation of her decree will make the world bow to her 
power and to the sovereignty of her will. 

When the warning finger of this 1 nation was uplifted and 
Great Britain was told that she should not rob Venezuela after the 
manner that she is now bee in Egypt and South Africa, 
the money changers trembled lest there might be war and coupon 
clipping be transiently suspended. There was no danger of war; 
for Great Britain is gathering more wealth from the United States 
than she can gather from the gold mines of South Africa or from 
the alluvial lands in the Valley of the Nile. 

If she had dared to dictate to her colonies in the manner that 
she has dictated to us, they would have arisen in rebellion without 
waiting for a stamp act or an embargo against the port of Boston. 
If we choose to submit to the grinding policy of gold, let us do so; 
but, in the name of sense, in the name of justice, in the name of 
the pride and honor of our country, let us not submit on the lame 
and pusillanimous ground that we are not able to act for ourselves 
without consent by international agreement of the Old World’s 
kings. If the textof monometallism—that we can not act for our- 
selyes—be true, then let me say: 

We have thews and sinews like our ancestors, 
But wo! the while, our fathers’ hearts are dead. 
FORKS OF THE ROAD—SILVER e AND DEBT THE ALTERNA- 


Mr. President, I have thus reviewed the present situation and 
stated my own position. It is conceded on all hands to be deplora- 
ble, and all parties and all persons denounce it and cry out against 
it, and say, We must change it! We must change it!“ But 
how? There are two general schemes of alteration, Mr. Presi- 


dent. The first is to restore bimetallism as it existed before 1873; 
the second is to move on the policy of contraction. Let every- 
body understand that we are at the forksof the road, and whether 
we move in one direction or another we move down a long lane. 
— contraction policy, which presents one alternative, means 


To pay off in gold and retire the greenbacks, amount- 
ing 

To pay off in gold and retire the Sherman certificates 
of 1890, amounting to FF 

To Day off in gold and retire the silver certificates is- 
su maser the Bland-Allison Act of 1878, amount- 
r e ce 


825,770,800 


Or more than one-half of all our currency. In order to effect 
this result we would have to issue over eight hundred millions of 
gold bonds. 

Mr. President, I can appreciate the anxiety of the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay] to have Congress allow the issue of an 
gold bonds, for if ever that were done to the extent of even a 3 
sum it would be a declaration that Congress had put itself and 
the country deliberately upon the gold standard, and the rest 
would follow. We must turn that vast sum into a public interest- 
bearing burden this vast sum of money that is now serving us as 
currency. Such a contraction of the currency and such a stu- 
pendous debt are ig hg to contemplate. But these are the 
two plans before us. e must take one or the other. We must 
build up and restore or we must pull down and destroy. Let not 
the people deceive themselyes and imagine a vain thing, and let 
us not be parties to their deception. 

OUR CURRENCIES. 

We have now, Mr. President, nine different kinds of currency. 
Here is a statement of it from the Treasury, and here is a state- 
ment of the credit currency, showing how much of it is payable 
in gold, in silver, and in coin: 

Statement showing the amounts of gold and silver coi i 
States mote, and nation Bac —— in r — . 


Amount in Amount in 


General 
stock coined | In Treas- | circulation | circulation 
ury. March 1, March 1, 
or issued. 1896, 1805. 
Gold coin. . $586, 168,106 8140, 874,515 | $445, 1 | $488,568, 100 
Standard silver dollars 424, 789, 629 | 369,273, 55, 15 941 54, 649, 360 
Subsidiary silver 78, 504,547 | 14, 820, 486 63, 744, 061 60, 940, 597 
Gold certificates ....... 44, 384, 489 651,4 43, 733,019 51, 507, 769 
Silver certifloates 877,504 | 11,831, 545, 825, 816, 415 
Treasury notes, act of 
July 14,1890...-.......] 136,719,280 | 30,644,730 | 106,074,550] 114,249,700 
United States notes. 846,681,016 | 106,222,443 | 240,458,573 | 201, 988, 258 
Currency certificates, 
act of June 8, 1872. . 070, 000 245, 000 . 825, 000 38, 925, 000 
National-bank notes. 217,181,917 | 8,630,588 208, 551, 379 199, 889, 358 
TOGA rra a 683, 194, 431 | 1,528, 742,057 | 1, 574, 584, 557 


Thus it will be seen that we have— 

1. Gold coin, $586,168,106, which is limited legal tender for all 
debts and taxes, which is freely coined at the mint into $20, $10, $5, 
and $2.50 pieces, which is, under certain conditions, exchangeable 
for gold certificates. It will be observed that no gold dollar pieces 
are minted, 

2. The 424,780,629 standard silver dollars are legal tender for 
= Auns and all debts except when otherwise stipulated in the con- 

act. 

8. The silver certificates issued under the Bland-Allison Act of 
Febru 28, 1878, and the act of August 4, 1886, represent silver 
dollars deposited in the Treasury to meet them, and are in denom- 
inations of $1, $2, $5, $10, $20, $50, $100, $500, and $1,000. These sil- 
ver certificates are receivable for customs taxes and all public 


ues. 

4, The gold certificates are issued to represent gold coin in the 
Treasury. 

5. The United States notes, or greenbacks, first issued under the 
act of February 25, 1862, are legal tender for all debts and taxes 
under the law of their issue. 

6. The Treasury notes of 1890, or the Sherman notes, as they are 
sometimes called, are issued under the act of July 14, 1890, for the 

urchase of silver bullion at the rate of 4,500,000 ounces per month. 

hey are legal tender in payment of all debts, public and private, 
except where otherwise expressly stated in the contract, and are 
receivable for all customs taxes and all public dues, and may be 
counted as part of the national-bank reserve. They are payable 
in coin, and it is provided in the act of their issue that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall, under such regulations as he may pre- 


scribe, redeem such notes, in gold or silver coin at his discretion, 
it being the established policy of the United States to maintain 
the two metals on a par with each other on the present legal ratio 
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or such other ratio as may be provided by law; and also provided 
that he shall each month coin 2,000,000 ounces of the silver bullion 
urchased under the operations of this act into standard silver dol- 
ae until the ist day of July, 1891, and after that time he shall 
coin of the silver bullion purchased under this act as much as 
necessary to provide for the redemption of the Treasury notes 
herein provided for, and any gain or seigniorage arising from such 
coinage shall be accounted for and paid into the Treasury. 

7. Subsidiary silver. $78,564,547, are the 50-cent, 25-cent, and 10- 
cent pieces, issued under the acts of 1853 and 1879. They are only 
nine-tenths fine, as compared to our standard silver dollars, and 
they are legal tender in sums not exceeding $10, and are redeem- 
able in lawful money at the Treasury or subtreasury in sums of 
$20 or any multiples thereof. 

8. The currency certificates are issued under the act of June 8, 
1872. They are not issued in denominations of less than $5,000, 
and are payable on demand in greenback notes, and are used by 
Pona for the sake of convenience, and are notin general circu- 

tion. 

9. The national-bank notes are secured by United States bonds, 
and may be equal in amount to 90 per cent of the current market 
value of the bonds not exceeding par. They are not legal tender, 
but are receivable for public dues, except duties on imports. 

It will be observed that no redemption is provided for the 
standard silver dollars and that the greenbacks or Sherman notes 
are payable in coin, silver certificates payable only in silver dol- 
lars, and that the gold certificates constitute our only currency 
which is payable at the Treasury Departmentin gold. This forty- 
four million of gold certificates are not a source of any embarrass- 
ment to the Treasury, as there is a gold dollar representing them 
all in the Treasury to pay them. The silver certificates are no 
source of embarrassment to the Treasury because there is a sil- 
ver dollar to represent every dollar of them. 

WHY IS THE TREASURY EMBARRASSED? 

The $346,681,016 of greenbacks and the $136,719,280 of Sherman 
notes make a total of $483,400,296, and are payable in coin. The 
greenbacks were issued at a time when there was free coinage of 
silver. The Sherman notes were issued at a time when we were 
making standard silver money at the rate of about five millions 
per month; and to pay either kind of these notes in coin it is 
oy n to have silver money in the Treasury where- 
withal to do it. The act for the resumption of spanie payment 
was passed on the 14th of January, 1875. It was provided therein 
that on and after the Ist day of January, 1879, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall redeem in coin the United States legal-tender 
notes then outstanding, on their presentation for redemption at 


the office of the assistant treasurer of the United States in the. 


city of New York, in sums of not less than $50. And to enable 
the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare and provide for the re- 
demption in this act authorized and required, he is authorized to 
use any surplus reyenue from time to time in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, and to issue, sell, and dispose of at not 
less than any coin, either of the description of bonds of the 
United States in the act of Congress, approved July 14, 1870, 
entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt, 
with like qualities, privileges, and exemptions to the extent neces- 
sary to carry this act into effect, and to use the proceeds thereof 
for the purpose aforesaid.” 
WE RESUMED SPECIE PAYMENT NOT GOLD PAYMENT BY LAW. 

Before the day of 5 84 05 resumption came, and while the re- 
sumption act was inchoate, on the 28th day of February, 1878, 

_ there was the Bland-Allison Act, as it is commonly called, 
entitled “An act to authorize the coinage of the standard. silver 
dollar and to restore its legal-tender character.” It is provided 
therein that the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and di- 
rected to purchase from time to time silver bullion at the market 
price thereof, not less than $2,000,000 worth month nor more 
than $4,000,000 worth per month, and cause the same to be coined 
monthly, as fast as so purchased, into such dollars. 

The whole tenor of this series of acts; the expression of coin in 
the greenback law; the expression of coin in the act 5 for 
the 8 of specie payments; the provision for the utter- 
ance of at least two million standard silver dollars per month, 
and the authority to the Secretary of the Treasury to use any sur- 
plus revenue for the purpose of redeeming legal-tender notes— 
mind you, Mr. President, not gold but any surplus revenue of 
any kind—all show that Congress had not the slightest notion or 
conception of gold resumption, but only of specie resumption, and 
no gold bonds were authorized, but only coin bonds. 


THE PRESIDENT SHOWS WE HEATH AD eee OBLIGATIONS BUT GOLD CER- 

The President, in his message to Congress last December, shows 
that he evidently and clearly understood the law, for he urged 
Congress to authorize gold bonds, claiming that they would be a 
great saving to the Government, as they could be sold at a higher 
price; and a member of his Cabinet now contends in a public let- 


ter that had they been gold bonds the Government would have 
been saved $16,000,000. 
The President had just as much authority to issue gold bonds 


as he had to issue any kind of bonds when there was 
the Treasury as part of the surplus reyenue wherewithal to pay 
outstanding coin obligations. d as he knows and declares b 
his messages that there is no law for the issue of gold bonds, so it 
should be equally plain to him that there is no law for providing 
gold to pay bonds as long as there is coin in the Treasury. 

7 MALADMINISTRATION OF THE TREASURY. 

The embarrassment of the Government arises from the 3 
and obdurate assumptions of successive Administrations, whic 
have made an artif cial endless chain by which the 
may be raided for gold at the option of any creditor. If all the 
creditors of the Government, its salaried officers, its employees, 
its claimants, and its contractors were to act like its bondhold- 
ers and money holders, and demand gold, and were the Treasury 
to manifest the same weakness toward them in recognizing their 
claims that it does toward bondholders, the Government might 
be overwhelmed at any day by gold demands, when in point of 
fact it had an abundance of surplus revenue and silver coin 
wherewithal to meet justly all its obligations. Let the people 
understand, then, that the apparent trouble in the Treasury is 
an artificial one, invented by the Treasury itself. If we are a 
“ foolish purveyor” of gold for European monarchs, if we have 
filled the strong boxes of every autocrat who is hoarding gold as 
a war fund, it is simply because the Treasury has voluntarily per- 
sisted in doing so when it could have stopped it in a moment. It 
is a folly that the Secretary could have stopped at any moment by 
the scratch of his pen; it is a folly that is persisted in because 
Congress sits helpless and allows it to continue; it is a folly be- 
cause with all the strong talk we have here we have also weak- 
ness of will and weakness of action and supplianceof disposition, 

THE WAR ON RROPERTY AND VESTED RIGHTS. 

Mr. President, Iam by nature, by experience, and education a 
conservative. Iam for property and vested rights. I believe in 
the virtues ota penple who are characterized by moderation. Iam 
panni radicalism that would pull down and destroy; and the 
p for every conservative who would maintain the institutions 
of America and preserve the property of its people is in the ranks 
of the true bimetallists. The rights which attach to life, liberty, 
and property are those upon which all social order must rest. 
To protect them, government was founded, and that government 
is freest in which they are best protected and the most amply and 
securely enjoyed. Life and liberty can not be safely secured or 
freely enjoyed unless property is og saree 

s; Yaa take my life when you do take the means whereby I live” 
is a plain proposition. That every man’s house is his castle is an 
axiom of our free race, and it has always been ready to draw the 
sword and meet tyranny at the threshold. There are various 
methods of warring upon pro The robber band may go 
with a high hand and expel the tenant, but time has long since 
passed when this could be done in any land where the English- 
speiking race is in power. It was a splendid illustration of the 
genius of the Germanic race, from which we are in part descended, 
when there was a peasant in Berlin who had a little cottage that 
the king wished Lid! porden in order to make a of his park, 
The peasant refu the royal request, and declined all the gold 
that was offered him, and, when he was threatened, he sat securely 
at his door, and said: There are laws, Your Majesty, in Berlis.“ 

CONTRACTION OF THE CURRENCY MEANS CONFISCATION. 

It is by the subtle agencies of taxation and currency that the 
modern wars against property are conducted, and the contraction 
of the currency is the most subtle and certain method of confis- 
cating property that the wit of man has ever yet invented. To 
contract the currency of a country is to reduce the value of pro 
erty, to increase the burden of debt and taxation, to destroy confi- 
dence. Confidence,“ “Confidence,” say the soothsayers of mono- 
metallism; but there is no confidence. How can confidence exist 
when there is a condition of organized depreciation of all property 
upon which confidence rests? The policy of contraction is to 
check enterprise; it is to stagnate circulation; it is to paralyze 
trade and manufactures and agriculture; it is to reduce wages; it 
is to organize failure, bankruptcy, and ruin; and at the end of the 
process it is inevitable that the rich shall be richer, the poor 
poorer, and society at the mercy of its money kings. 

HOW CONTRACTION OF THE CURRENCY WORKS. 

This consequence of the contraction of the currency results from 
economic laws which are as fixed and certain in their operation as 
the precession of the equinoxes or the law of gravitation. The 
whole value of the 3 of a country is measured by the whole 
sum of the currency which may be used in its purchase and ex- 
change, and the particles of property bear the same ratio to the par- 
ticles of the currency which express their price or valuation as the 
mass of property bears to the whole mass of currency. It results 
from this principle that as the mass of currency is diminished in 


ver coinin 
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amount the mass of property diminishes proportionately in value 
as expressed in money. It follows that a very small diminution 
of the yolume of the currency produces a very large diminution 
in the monetary value of property. Thus, if we were to destroy 
all money, it is evident that we would destroy the monetary value 
of all property, for there would be no money into which any part 
of it might be converted and exchanged, No price could be fixed, 
because no ait could be paid. So, if we were to destroy half of 
the money, half of the monetary value of the pro would be 
destroyed likewise, as the demand for the money would remain as 
t, with only half of the supply to meet it. So, if we were to 
troy 10 per cent of the money, 10 cent of the monetary 
value of property would pass away with it. Now, the value of 
all the property of the country is many times greater than the 
ager te value of all its money, and the reduction of property 
ue in money is just so many times ter than the amount of 
the reduction of the money in which the assessment or valuation 

is made. 
HOW CONTRACTION OF CURRENCY INCREASES THE BURDEN OF DEBT AND 

TAXATION, 

With diminishing currency and diminishing values of property, 
it is quite evident that the burden of debt and taxation is in- 
creased. The debt remains a fixed There is a less supply 
of money from which the fund must be derived to pay it; there is 
a less aggregate value of property from which the fixed debt must 
be liqui . Thecreditor’s demand draws with the same power, 
and, indeed, with increasing power, since interest accumulates 
day by day, while the supply of funds on which the demand is 
made diminishes, and the egy 81 of property from which the 
funds must be extracted also diminishes. Hence, a larger pro- 

ion of the debtor's end Scr vay now be taken to pay the 
bt. Just so with taxation. blic expenses, such as fixed sal- 
aries, contracts to supply armies and build navies, to conduct 
schools, and construct roads and make other improvements, and 
interest on public obligations, all these items in the continuous 
budgets remain at a stationary figure, and the funds to meet them 
must be derived from declining values of land, of personalty, and 
of business. The assessments made for taxation before the con- 
traction of the currency took place remain, while the subjects of 
taxation are shrinking in value. The taxpayer must now pay a 
sum which no longer represents the value on which it was based. 
The burden is in the power to bear it is lessened. As soon 
as the reassessment comes the diminished value of property is 
such that taxes must be increased in order to discharge the fixed 
obligations. 
HOW CONTRACTION OF THE CURRENCY IMPAIRS CREDIT. 

Credit must necessarily be impaired under these circumstances. 
We may say of it, as has been said of interest, that interest follows 
the debt as the shadow the substance, and credit follows property 
and ability to accomplish as the shadow the substance. He who 
has trusted another to pay money must place reliance upon the 
other's property to make good his realization. That reliance is 
simply the creditor's faith that the means will be forthcoming to 
meet the outstanding obligation. This faith must weaken as the 
creditor sees the property declining in value. The trust and the 
security for its performance are parted, The creditor makes 
haste to collect lest he lose. Other creditors in similar cases do 
likewise. Debtors with depreciating properties are pressed, their 
holdings are thrown upon the market, and the weakened condi- 
tiens are stimulated and precipitated by the steps taken to fore- 
stall and prevent loss. 

HOW CONTRACTION OF THE CURRENCY STAGNATES TT. 


With a weakened credit all enterprise must feel the checkrein 
of hesitation, doubt, and distrust. e circulating medium now 
secretes and hoards and hides itself in banks and safes and stock- 

He who has money fears either to loan it upon or invest it 
in property which is declining in value. Self-interest stays his 
hand, and he refuses to buy, for he says to himself: “To-morrow 
I can buy cheaper.” Banks of undoubted solvency find funds 
accumulating in their vaults and staying there, because money is 
constantly increasing in purchasing power, just in proportion as 

perty is losing in selling power. The unjust steward who 
sa is talent in a napkin becomes the only prudent financier, 
for if he loans or buys he may lose, while in the napkin the talent 
is growing daily in its power to command whatever property the 
owner desires. Seeing money heaped up in banks, the super- 
ficial observer cries out: Money is plentiful; see how much of it 
is piled up here!” He forgets t it is stagnated, piled up, and 
heaped together for the very reason that there is no temptation to 
invest it or circulate it in loans upon declining values; he for- 
gets that if there were more of it values would rise and not de- 
cline, and it would then pour out in volume, tempted to turn 
itself into pro in order to get the benefit of rising prices; 
ling the 
medium,” implies it 
ting from the owner 


he forgets that if there was more of it it would be f 
mission which its very name, circula 
was destined to perform. It would be 


to the farmer and the landowner, and from them to the laborer 
and to the merchant, from them to the manufacturer, from the 
manufacturer to the lamberman, the miner, the quarryman, the 
mechanic, and from them again and again to all the sons of toil 
in office and countingroom, and field and workshop, round and 
round, in the healthy activities of all the children of men. 


HOW CONTRACTION OF THE CURRENCY INJURES THE MERCHANT. 


The falling prices that follow every contraction and stagnation 
of the currency cramp and paralyze commerce, manufacture, and 
agriculture. The merchant buys or rents a storehouse, hires a 
coterie of clerks and helpers, buys a stock of goods for cash, or 
more generally on credit, advertises it for sale, Sends out his com- 
mercial travelers, and isready for business. Then comes contrac- 
tion of the currency. His taxes remain at a fixed figure, the 
charges for rent, for gas, and for water remain at a fixed figure, 
So his advertising expenses, his laborers and the wages he pays; 
so his outstanding notes and e rete but the goods fall in 
value. Every merchant's fall in price also. ere is a let- 
down in the very base of his operations. Profits vanish; all hope 
of them vanish. To get out even is now his forlorn hope. An- 


other merchant sells his out at auction at sacrificial prices. 
The bank or the wholesale dealer who has trusted him for 
the Lon bape of all notes given. The merchant's must 
upon the falling market. Buckle and tongue will not meet. T 
merchant fails. 


HOW CONTRACTION INJURES THE MANUFACTURER, 


The manufacturer depends upon the merchant. What use to 
make goods if a merchant can not buy at a profit to the maker? 
What use for the merchant to buy if he can not sell at a profit to 

i The contagion of the paralysis passes from the mer- 
chant to the manufacturer. He reduces wages; he cuts close and 
pays lesser prices for his raw material. But as the contraction 
of the currency continues prices of all products go lower and 
lower; the prices paid for this year will leave no margin of profit 
for the next year. The manufacturer Eee desperate; his factory 
closes; his machinery rusts; his plant ys; enterprise fails. 

HOW CONTRACTION INJURES THE WAGE BARNER. 


Meanwhile wages decline. The demand for labor decreases as 
enterprise decreases, and wages decrease as demand for labor 
decreases. The laborers can not be paid at the old rates when 
property declines; idle laborers can get no work, or must take 
any job they can at any price that will hold soul and body to- 
gether. The mechanic’s wife stares starvation in the face; his 
children can not keep up decent ane in the public schools, 
or find work for their fingers. ere are strikes and lockouts; 
then come the tramp of soldiery and — steel. The capi- 
talist, if he is oblivious of this, sits back in his easy chair and 
says: We musthave a big ring eg a strong Government”; the 
days of Jeffersonian Democracy have gone by, and Macaulay’s let- 
ter to Randall was a true foreshadowing of our future; the old 
idea that a President should never fill the chair but twice belongs 
to a time of inexperience and adolescence. Suicides increase, 
burglaries increase, failures increase. Money now buys more than 
it ever would before; the usurer thrives; the demagogue stands 
out before the poor man, and with subtle flattery for his vanity 
tells him that he wants the poor man to have as good a dollar as 
the rich man, and the best money in the world. The poor man 
meantime, who has few dollars of any kind and little or no work 
of any kind, looks up with a dubious scowl upon his face and 
marvels much at this expression of disinterested benevolence. 
But money is getting dearer and dearer; it buys more and more; 
and the self-complacent capitalist, who is getting richer and richer 
on other men’s ruin, declares that times are pr rous, and that 
the discontent is all due to the agitation of the silver question! 


HOW CONTRACTION PRODUCES WANT OF CONFIDENCE, 


Want of confidence is now loudly proclaimed to be the cause of 
the disturbances by the superficial observers who witness the 
anorama before them, and who can see plainly that want of con- 
dence is an attendant circumstance. ey have mistaken an 
effect for a cause. Restore confidence” is at once the panacea pre- 
seri as a sure cure for the evil. The unthinking and thecrafty 
are alike fond of this vague phrase for it conceals the lack of ideas 
of the one class, and the subtle d of the other class. Want of 
confidence has existed with all the monetary panics that ever 
visited the earth. ‘‘To restore confidence” has been the desire of 
every person who ever prescribed for the infirmities of society. 
But want of confidence is always an effect before it becomes a 
cause; and the want of confidence that comes after every contrac- 
tion of the currency is always the effect of the declining values 
produced by that contraction, and it can never be cured while the 
cause is operative. To restore confidence without removing the 
cause is impossible; and he who clamors for confidence while 
contraction is undermining the property on which it is based 
might as well cry out against buildings falling down when the 
foundations are crumbling beneath them. 
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HOW CONTRACTION RUINS THE FARMER. 

What has become of the farmer in this process of stagnation 
and contraction? He is at the bottom of the list. He comes last. 
He does more for the Government and receives less from the Gov- 
ernment than any other portion of its constituents. Feeding the 
world, he is driven by the world to the point of starvation. It is 
he who furnishes the bounteous crops, but not he who enjoys the 
benefit thereof. In 1872 his land produced $12 worth per acre— 
now but half thatsum. Thisis largely the fruit of contraction. 
He works as hard as those who work hardest to get their daily 
bread; but he is not classed among the laboring men and wage 
earners who share the benefits of the Ree policies of taxa- 
tion. He must be a business man of knowledge, alertness, and 
application of method and sagacity; but he is not classed as a 
business man by the dealers of the exchange. The Republican 
party uroused the indignation of the people in 1890, when it sum- 
moned the manufacturers to Washington and allowed them to fix 
the taxes that the masses had to pay, and from which they derived 
the benefit. And now our monometic leaders go to New York 
and call upon the money-changers to arrange the money system 
without even mentioning the farmer as one who may be properly 
consulted. Buttheland andits products are the material resources 
of all wealth. They have ever ,and they musteverbe. And 
to-day, with the manipulators of their products and the manipu- 
lators of the exchanges arranging schedules of taxation and estab- 
lishing money systems for themselves, those who produce the basis 
of all their wealth are mere political castaways in the councils of 
5 who govern them. 

r. President, at this stage I wilkyield at the suggestion of the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
BUTLER] if he will allow the pending bill to be laid aside tempo- 
rarily to take up a House bill which will lead to no discussion? 

Mr. BUTLER. Before that, Mr. President, I wish to ask unani- 
mous consent that an hour shall be fixed when the vote shall be 
taken on the pending bill, and I su t, if it meets the approval 
of the Senate, that the final vote taken upon the bill and all 
amendments of which notice has been given to-morrow evening 
at 5 o'clock. 

Mr. HILL. Let me ask the Senator a question. Does the Sena- 
tor know how 2 Senators desire to speak upon this subject? 

Mr. BUTLER. know how many have given notice to the 
Chair of their intention to speak. 

Mr. HILL. How many are those? 

Mr. BUTLER. I think there are four on the list. 

Mr. HILL. There may be others who desire to speak. 

Mr. BUTLER. I would ask the Chair how many have given 
notice of their intention to k? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Three Senators have given no- 
tice of their intention to speak on the pending bill. 

Mr. HILL. There are likely to be others. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, in order that everybody may have time, 
I will change the request, and ask that the final vote on this bill 
be taken at 5 o'clock on Friday evening. That will give one more 


day. 

Ar. CHANDLER. I would not object to fixing the time of vot- 
ing on this bill at the close of the recess of Congress, say, on the 
first Monday of December next. Congress will then be in session; 
and I am anxious that the act which the Senator proposes to repeal 
should remain on the statute books during the summer. So I ob- 
ject to any other time than the first Monday in December next. 

will agree cheerfully, Mr. President, to that time. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to inquire of the Senator from New 
Hampshire if he is perfectly certain that the next bond issue can 
be negotiated before that time, so that his friends will all be safe 
from the o tion of this bill? 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not think the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire is serious in his suggestion, and therefore I make one more 
offer. I do not desire to cut off discussion, but certainly, unless 
there is a desire to kill the bill by talking it to death, nobody can 
object to the porem which I now make. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will allow me to say—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Let me get through with this statement. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will allow me to remark—— 

Mr. BUTLER. No; I do not yield. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Go ahead, then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina declines to yield. 

Mr. BUTLER. The request I now make is that the Senate 
shall agree to take a final vote upon this bill and all amendments 
thereto next Monday evening at 5 o'clock. That is one week 
from the time we first asked for a unanimous-consent agreement 
that a vote should be taken. That certainly gives plenty of time. 

Mr. PLATT. The experience of the Senate has Been such that 
I shall object to any agreement fixing a time for a final vote upon 
any bill unless it be understood that all parliamentary motions 
in reference to the bill are in order at the time agreed upon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is all right. 


Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. President—— 

Mr. BUTLER (at 5 o’clock and 32 minutes p. m.). 
the floor, I believe. I move that at 6 o'clock the Senate take a 
recess until to-morrow morning at 11 o’clock and 55 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from North Carolina. 


I still hold 


Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. HILL. With the consent of the Senator 

Mr. STEWART. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. TELLER. It is too late. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldri Chilton. ee Sewell, 

Allen, Cockrell, Mitchell, Oreg. Shoup, 

All Cullom, Morgan, uire, 

Bacon, Dubois, Nelson, Stewart, 

= aie Ee 
TTY, allinger, offer. 

Brown, Gear, Per — 

e eee 
utler. arren. 

Hale, Proctor, 
Carter, Pugh, 
Chandler, Hawley, Roach, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-fivə Senators have an- 

swered to their names. A quorum is present. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 710) granting a pann to Ada J. Schwatka, widow 
of the late Lieut. Frederick watka; 

A bill (S. 1659) to amend the laws of the District of Columbia 
as to married women, to make pern the natural guardians of 
their minor children, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 2221) for the relief of settlers on the Northern Pacific 
Railroad indemnity lands; 

A bill (S. 2499) to amend an act entitled An act to incorpora 
the 5 and Great Falls Electric Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 1436) relating to commutations of homestead en- 
tries, and to confirm such entries when commutation proofs were 
received by local land officers prematurely; 

sa bill (H. R. 1784) to increase the pension of Ann Catherine 


A bill (H. R. 5675) authorizing the construction of a wagon and 
motor bridge over the Missouri River at St. Charles, Mo.; and 

A bill (H. R. 6248) making appropriations for the legislativ 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes. 

ALCOHOL IN THE ARTS. 

The bill (H. R.3282) to repeal section 61 of an act to reduce 

taxation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other 
Soe ier which became a law August 28, 1894, was read twice 
y its title. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This bill has the unanimous e of the 
Finance Committee of the Senate, and in its present form I think it 
is satisfactory to everybody in the Senate. It will lead to no dis- 
cussion, 

Mr. STEWART. Iobjecttothe present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is my motion pending? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWELL in the chair). The 
motion of the Senator from North Carolina is pending. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Do I understand the Senator from Nevada to 
object to the bill if it will not lead to any discussion? I do not 
ask to displace the unfinished business. 

Mr. STEWART. The motion for a recess is pending. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam willing that a vote shall be taken upon 
that motion. 

Mr. STEWART. I want the motion for a recess agreed to first. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. STEWART. We do not know about the other matter. 

PROPOSED RECESS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. HILL. What is the distinct motion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That the Senate take a recess 
from 6 o’clock this evening until 11.55 o’clock to-morrow morning. 

Mr. HILL. On that question I desire tosaya word. Amotion 
that at a certain hour we take a recess is debatable. 

I simply desire to say that I can not let the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina go unchallenged. Scarcely had the bill 
been moved when the Senator from North Carolina began to make 
the statement that the bill was to be o by dilatory tactics. 
I have already explained the reasons why, on the evening when it 
was proposed to take up the bill, 1 op its consideration at 
that time. I shall not renew that portion of the discussion. 


the next day, without any dilatory tactics of any sort, a yote was 
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permitted to be taken and was taken to proceed with the bill. It 
was carried. I immediately proceeded to discuss the bill. Igave 
way to interruptions, and the interruptions from the friends of 
the bill took nearly half my time. I freely allowed several Sena- 
tors to make speeches in favor of the bill during my time. That 
was followed by a speech in favor of the bill, and the next day 
was Saturday last. Friday evening a is paige was made that 
we should take a vote on Monday at 5 o’clock, to which I did not 
object, but an objection came from one of the friends of the bill. 
The bill went over to Saturday. On Saturday the distinguished 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] took the whole afternoon in 
favor of the bill, and not an opponent of the bill had an opportu- 
nity to say a word. 
en this week came on. We have had tariff s hes, and 
properly so, because the tariff is mixed up with this question, 
e haye listened for the last two hours to a very eloquent and 
able speech in favor of the bill, or ratherin favor of free silver, by 
the distinguished Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], to whom 
we are all delighted to listen. Three or four Senators have given 
notice that they desire to speak on the bill. I do not know how 
long they are going tos . They have just as much right to 
take an afternoon as had the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 
They have just as much right to speak one, two, or three hours. 

To-morrow there will come in a very important conference re- 
port. How long willit take? Who knows? No onecan tell. It 
is a privileged question. It is to be discussed. My attention has 
been called to a conference report which is going to lead to exten- 
sive debate. Now, toaskat sucha time, when three or four Sena- 
tors (some of whom are for the bill and some Sonon it) have 
given notice that they desire to speak, to fix in advance an hour 
when the final vote shall be taken can not be done. 

Mr. STEWART. Irise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada will 
state his pan of order. 

Mr. STEWART. Itis that debate is not in order pending a 
motion to take a recess. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is obliged 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to speak to the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is obliged to hold that 
the point of order is well taken. The Chair decides that the mo- 
tion is not debatable. 

Mr. HILL. A motion to take a recess at a time in advance is 
debatable, with all due respect to the Chair. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to call attention to the point made 
by the Senator from New York, that while a motion to take a re- 
cess to a certain hour or day is not debatable, a motion that a 
recess shall be taken at a certain hour in the future would seem 
to be debatable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is advised that the 
rules were changed at a late date in relation torecess. The rules 
provide that— 

Motions relating to adjournment, to take a recess, to proceed to the con- 
yo a of executive business, to lay on the table, shall be decided without 

“ Motions relating to adjournment, to take a recess.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. The only point, if the Cèùair please, is that 
this is a motion to take a recess at some time inthe future. While 
the rule is to be construed strictly, possibly to exclude debate, a 
motion that at some time in the future a recess shall be taken to 
some other time must be debatable. 

Mr. NELSON. I move thatthe Senate adjourn. That motion 
is in order. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 45 minutes 

. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, May 28, 
896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate May 19, 1896. 
COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 
Dominic I. Murphy, of Philadelphia, Pa., to be Commissioner 
of Pensions. 5 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 27, 1896. 
FIRST DEPUTY COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 
Napoleon J. T. Dana, of Portsmouth, N. H., to be First Deputy 
Commissioner of Pensions. 
SECRETARY OF LEGATION. 

William Franklin Sands, of the District of Columbia, to be sec- 
ond secretary of the legation of the United Statesat Tokyo, Japan. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. Samuel C. Lemly, of the United States Navy. a citizen 
= = State of North Carolina, to be Judge-Advocate-General of 

e Navy. 

P. 3 Albert B. Willits, to be a chief engineer in the 


avy. 
Asst. Engineer William W. Bush, to be a passed assistant engi- 
neer. 


Surg. William G. Farwell, to be a medical inspector. 

P. A. Surg. James D. Gatewood, to be a surgeon. 

Surg. John C. Wise, to be a medical inspector. 

P. A. Surg. Oliver Diehl, to be a surgeon. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 

William M. Wheeler, a citizen of New York, and Robert 8. 

Blakeman, a citizen of Connecticut, to be assistant surgeons. 
POSTMASTERS, 

Bernard Monnich, to be Se peat at Hooper, in the county of 
Dodge and State of Nebraska. SE * 

W. S. Cornutt, to be postmaster at Culbertson, in the county of 
Hitchcock and State of Nebraska. 

Adrian P. Jordan. to be | apple toa ed at Leesburg, in the county 
of Lake and State of Florida. 

John C. Neltnor, to be postmaster at West Chicago, in the county 
of Dupage and State of Illinois. 

Mary A. Herrington, to be postmaster at Geneva, in the county 
of Kane and State of Illinois. 

Edward H. Chase, to be -ustmaster at Dexter, in the county of 
Penobscot and State of Maine. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, May 27, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 


The Journal of the rocsedinga of yesterday was read. 
ied SPEAKER. ithout objection the Journal will be ap- 
proved. 


Mr. KEM. I object to the approval of the Journal, and raise 
the point of no quorum. 

TheSPEA The question is on the approval of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker decided that the motion 
had been adopted. 

Mr. KEM. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Kem] 
makes the objection that there is no quorum present. [After 
counting the House.] A quorum being present, the point is over- 
ruled, and the Journal is approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.6248) making 
1 for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and 
for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
7664) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other 

urposes, and had still further insisted upon its amendments num- 

red 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 12. 13, 15, 16, 17, 22, 23, 24, 25, 28. 32, 61, 91, 
92, 93, 94, 96, 97, 109, 111, 112, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129. 140, 
141, 146, 147, 161, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
asked a further conference with the House on the disagreeing 
yotes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. ALLISON, 
Mr. HALE, and Mr. GORMAN as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 6256) e Sa and 55 the Secretary of 
the Navy to furnish to George F. Fuller Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Manistique, Mich., a condemned cannon; and 

X bill (H. R. 2777) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate condemned cannon and condemned cannon 
balls to certain posts of the Grand Army of the Republic. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
7542) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, and had further 
insisted upon its amendments numbered 2, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 
39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 51, 52, and 53, disagreed to 
by the House of Representatives, had asked a further conference 
with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. HALE, Mr. Quay, and Mr. GORMAN as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed with- 


out amendment the following resolution: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring). That the 
President be requested to return to the House of Representatives the bill 
(H. R. 5731) to regulate the practice of medicine and surgery, to license phy- 
sicians and surgeons, and to p jareot 
in the District of Columbia. 


persons violating the provisions th 
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RETURN OF BILL FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, the following resolution was 
read, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to return to the House of Rep- 
resentatives the bill (H. R. 5781) entitled “An act to regulate the practice of 
surgery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to persons violating 
the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia. 


On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


ENROLLMENT OF LEGISLATIVE BILL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following concurrent 
resolution, submitted by Mr. DocKERY: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States (the Senate 
concurring), That the enrolling clerk of the House, in enrolling the bill (H. R. 
6248) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 

mses of the Government of the United States for the fiscal year endin 

une 30, 1897, and for other purposes, be, and hereby is, authorized and di- 
rected to insert in section 24, after the words “ninet Six, in said bill, the 


following: except as in said sections otherwise s Uy provided.” 
Mr. DOCKERY. I move the adoption of the resolution. 
The resolution was eed to. 
On motion of Mr. CKERY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a 


rivile report. $ 
r The SPEAKER, There is a privileged report partine, sub- 
mitted last evening by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY]. 

Mr. COLSON. Mr. S er, before that is taken ap I ask unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2568) 
authorizing the construction of a road from the Mill Springs Na- 
tional Cemetery, in Pulaski County, Ky., to the town of Somerset, 
in said county. : 

The SPEAKER. .The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill indicated. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. KRM]. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD INDEMNITY LANDS, 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call up the privileged 
report which was under consideration when the House adjourned 
last evening. 

I will be glad to have the attention of my colleague on the com- 
mittee [Mr. MCRAE], the gentleman from Arkansas, who on last 
evening objected to the conference report. I think the gentleman 
has hardly made use of his usual care and accuracy in examining 

ints of law in connection with these land matters as applicable 
especially to the pending bill. His argument was based on two 
errors of law. 

In the first place, the original act of 1864 making the land grant 
to the Northern Pacific road gave rights to actual settlers both 
for preemption and for homestead purposes, and the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office held that that land was under a differ- 
ent rule from the public lands located outside of that grant, so far 
as homesteads were concerned. But in 1880 an act was passed 

lacing the rights of homestead settlers generally on the same 


‘ooting as those enjoyed by reemptors, and I the attention 
of ‘the House to section 3 of the act of March 14, 1880, which pro- 
vides: 


That any settlers who have settled or shall hereafter settle on any of the 
Vioution of ciatming she tania under ALONSA AWA shall be AIARRA 
the same time to file his homestead application and protect his right of entry 
in the United States Land Office that is now allowed to settlers under the 

reemption laws to put their claims on record; and his rights shall relate 
755 oe date of settlement the same as if he settled under the preemp- 

My colleague has evidently overlooked this statute, and the Sen- 
ate bill was drawn for the purpose of giving to the settlers who 
had taken possession before filing the same rightaccorded to them 
under this act of 1880. 

Mr. McRAE. The gentleman from Iowa is wrong in his con- 
pea rhc of the act of 1880 and in his attempt to apply it to these 
settlers. 

The . should tell us, while on that point, what time was 
allowed under the preemption law for filing or entering 

Mr. LACEY. Three months. 

Feo McRAE. Thirty days in one class and three months in the 
other. 

Mr. LACEY (continuing). Three months; and, in addition, let 
me say to my colleague that it has been held by the Department 
that the three months simply gives an exclusive right for that 
period, and if for these three months the party still remains in 
possession and no filing has been made adverse his rights still 
remain. In short, his rights are good as inst everybody in 
the world except somebody who files after the three months and 
before the settler has made his filing. So that this billin the Sen- 


ate was drawn to cover that class of cases. And that was one of 
the difficulties about the act of 1890 which was passed to relieve 


these settlers. It did not take care of this particular class of set- 
tlers. The Senate bill has this feature better than the House bill 
in that repect, and the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TOWNE] 
was entirely satisfied to accept this modification as prepared by 
the committee of conference, and which is taken in at least 
from the Senate bill. Without that a number of these people 
would be cut out. This bill will grant relief to about 189 or 190 
families who have not taken the benefits of the act of 1890. 

Mr. Speaker, I think the bill as presented by the conference re- 
port protects the rights of all these settlers. It does not give 
rights to squatters, as my colleague on the committee [Mr. Mc- 
RAE] seems to think; for the bill in express terms says that to ac- 
quire rights under it a person must have settled with a view to 
taking under the homestead law. Squatters do not do that. So 
that the only persons covered by the provision to which the gen- 
tleman objects are persons who in good faith have entered upon 
the public lands within this particular territory adjacent to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad line with the purpose of taking under 
the homestead law, and who by a change of the ruling in the In- 
ee were subsequently prevented from completing 

eir 8 

Mr. TOWNE. And they must make that showing. 

Mr. LACEY. And they must make that showing before they 
get the benefit of this act. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on agreeing to the 
conference report. 

Mr. McR I should like to say a word or two in reply to the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. LACEY. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. McRAE. Only about three minutes. 

Mr. LACEY. I withhold for the present the call for the pre- 
vious question and yield three minutes to the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] 
is recognized for three minutes. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I am surprised that the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. LACEY], the chairman of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, should undertake to make this House believe that this 
bill was framed and presented for the purpose of securing the 
rights which were reserved to settlers by the act making the grant 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad. The rights of all settlers on 
lands withdrawn for railroad purposes were protected, but even 
they were required to file proper notice within reasonable time. 

y. sir, the very bill under consideration provides for relief 

to those po, their heirs, or legal P prcao who, be- 
tween the dates of the 15th of August, A. D. 1887, and January 1, 
1889, settled upon” land within the second indemnity belt of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad grant. It has no relation to the grant 
of 1864, nor to the settlers who soe hays been on lands prior to 
that act; and I hope the House will not be misled by any state- 
ment of that kind. 
There is no pretense on the part of the friends of this bill that 
it would aid any settler who entered or made settlement prior to 
the Northern Pacific grant. By its very terms it is limited to set- 
tlements made between August 15, 1887, and January 1, 1889, upon 
33 which has been since determined not to be subject to home- 
ste: 

The act of May 14, 1880, does not apply to settlements upon 
lands not subject to homestead entry. e point I insist upon is 
that this bill makes it possible to benefit those who never made 
filing or entry at all, and that we should not give such a prefer- 
ence over other citizens who want land. 

Why are we told that these rights relate back to 1864, and also 
that the bill as now framed does not benefit squatters, when the 
mover of the bill has only asked relief for those who had ‘‘made 
filing or entry of the same” between said dates? I have said from 
the start, in committee and here, that every man who was induced 
to make a filing by any erroneous Department ruling should have 
his rights fully protected and his time and improvements allowed. 
Iam informed that the object of the conference bill was to pro- 
tect those who had made filing or entry, but had been denied the 
right to make final proof; and there was no pretense until yester- 
day that a settler who had never made a filing or entry was to be 
given the benefit of the bill. It was expressly so limited in the 
bill introduced by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TOWNE], 
but we are now told that we should broaden it so as to reach those 
who did nothing except to go upon the land. I tell you, gentle- 
men, if you pass this bill you will find punasia upon public 
lands all over the country knocking at your doors and demanding 
that you give them the same utes grenti by this bill. Why 
should not settlers who have occupied public lands as squatters 
for years and been ‘‘entered out” have just as much right as 
these settlers who have done nothing except to come to Congress 
and demand the right to purchase other land at $1.25 an acre—a 
right denied to other American citizens? Squatters in other parts 
of the country ought to have the same a as these people, and 
it vil Ye hard for you to refuse them when you have made this 
preceden . 

Limit the benefits of this bill, as I propose and as the gentleman 
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from Minnesota p in the „to those who have 


made filings or entry, and you do no great injustice; but if you 


pass the bill in its present form you establish a precedent that 
‘will open the door to every man who has lived on public lands for 
similar relief. You do injustice to the rights of the thousands of 
homeless people of this country who desire to enter public lands 
for the purpose of building homes upon them. It is ‘admitted that 
the settlers in question decline to take the benefits of the act of 
October 1, 1890, becanse it required a residence of three months. 
8 epg aaa ae that ieee do ig nean to 
take the lands for homes, but for the purposẹ of selling them—for 
8 This bill removes all 2 — as to time when 
entries can be made, and allows legal representatives—a 
thing unheard of in the homestead law—to make the entries. 
the hammer fell. ] 


. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, the men who took ion of 
these lands for the purpose of entering them under the homestead 
law did so m the invitation of the Government; they did so 


upon the ruling of the Interior Department which held the lands 
subject to homestead entry. They did all that the law required, 
andalthough it turned out afterwards that the land was not re 
to homestead entry, yet as they had occupied it and had complied 
with the law in respects, this bill proposes to A — them on 
other lands simply upon the same footing which they occupied 
upon the lands in question. I nowcall for the previous question. 

The question being taken on ordering the — question, 
there were on a division (called for by Mr. McRar)—ayes 79, 


noes 23. 

Mr. MCRAE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and ss gan not ordered; there being—ayes 21, noes 
128 (less than one- voting in the affirmative). 

So the previous question was ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the report of the committee was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
enrollin ee of the —— in enrolling R. 6248, making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal T en June 30, 1897, and for other oepama be, and he hereby 
is, autho: and directed to insert in section 2h, the words“ ninety- 
six,” the following, “exceptas in said sections otherwise specially provided.” 

PATENTS TO UNION PACIFIC LANDS, 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, lask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of Senate concurrent resolution No. 38. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the resolu- 
tion. 
Mr, KEM. Is that by unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the resolu- 
tion, and then the Chair will put the question to the House. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Concurrent resolution. 
of Representatives onor ng, , That the 
tary of the Interior be Phe to rescind his orders to the Commis- 


sioner of the Ge 
ilroad Com 


Utah, and ten 

the Union Pacific Railwa: apse og without delay to all lands described in 
the several lists now on file in the United States Land Omis upon which title 
is due to the Union Pacific Railway Company, in order to complete, through 
the Union Pacific Railway Company, and sufficient title to the purchas- 
ers and present owners of lands: Provided, That no patents shall be 
issued for any lands which have not been sold by said company prior to the 
passage of this resolution, 


With the following amendment, recommended by the Commit- 
tee on Publie Lands: 

Strike out all after the greg a Begs and insert the foll $ 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, authorized and 


directed to resume work upon and to tents tothe Union Pacific Rail- 
way Company without delay pa ali lands which haye been sold by said com- 


y to bona fide p rs: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall 
Te conserved as waiving any right that the United States may have to declare 
a forfeiture as to the lands which have not been so sold by said company.” 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution. 
KEM. If call for the ar order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. KEM] 


25 MON DELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
vilege. 
Pr The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, my question of privi- 
Tege is that my constituents are entitled to know, and the coun- 
try is entitled to know, why, at this time, it is impossible to = 
vide relief for something like 25,000 people living along the line 
of the Union Pacific Railway whose is jeop: by 


property 
reason of the fact that they have not a perfect title to their lands. 


Mr. KEM. I raise the point, Mr. Speaker, that that is not a 
question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. e Chair thinks it is not a question of per- 
sonal ane 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I hold that it isa question of 
personal privilege that my constituents and the constituents of 
the gentleman from the Sixth district of Nebraska, in which there 
are over 900, 000 acres of land, owned by farmers who are threat- 
ened with financial ruin—if this resolution to afford them relief 
does not pass, then these 5,000 people interested in it should know 


who is msible. If this resolution does not pass 
Mr. KEM. I call the gentleman to order. 
09 SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming must be in 
order. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1436) relating to commutations of homestead en- 
tries, and to confirm such entries when commutation proofs were 
received by local officers prematurely; 

3 R. 1734) to increase the pension of Ann Catherine 


A bill (H. R. 5675) authorizing the construction of a wagon 
and motor bridge over the Missouri River at St. Charles, Mo.; 

A bill (S. 1659) to amend the laws of the District of Columbia 
as to married women, to make ts the natural guardians of 
their minor children, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 710) granting a pension to Ada J. Schwatka, widow 
of the late Lieut. Frederick Schwatka; 

A bill (S. 2221) for the relief of settlers on the Northern Pacific 

i indemnity lands; 

A bill (S. 2499) to amend an act entitled “An act to incorporate 

e Washington and Great Falls Electric Railway Company ; and 

A bill (H. R. 6248) making appropriations for the legislative 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


A EON Bate Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference 
5 5 CANNON. Ishall have to raise the question of considera- 


tion on that report. 

Mr. PO „It will not take more than a minute. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to di of the deficiency bill. 

Mr. POWERS. It will not a minute. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will present the conference report. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I hope the gentleman from Vermont will 
withdraw the report. The deficiency bill ought to be gotten into 
conference. 

Mr. POWERS. I withdraw it. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KEM. I desire to be informed by the Chair if remarks 
made by gentlemen upon the floor ont of order are entitled to go 
into the Recorp when objection is made. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that the RECORD is not made up yet, and the gentleman is not 
charged with any duty in connection with it until to-morrow 
mornin; £ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is obliged to say that the question 
of what goes into the RECORD is somewhat of a disputed point. 
Whatever is presented as a question of privilege and as a part of 
the procentus o: the House onght to go into the RECORD, but 
what is said r the question has been ruled upon by the Chair 
the Chair thinks ought not to go into the RECORD. 

Mr. KEM. Then I ask that that part be stricken out. 


Mr. CANNON. Oh, what difference does it make. The news- 
rs have got it if it is of enough importance. [Laughter.] 
e SPE . The Chair will endeavor to do his duty in 
that regard. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the motion that 
the Honse disagree to amendment numbered 233 on the general 
deficiency bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. S er, with the permission of the gentle- 
man from Illinois, I will state that that single amendment covers 
75 pages of printed matter. The bill as amended by the Senate 
has been printed, and gentlemen can send for that bill and know 
exactly what is under consideration. I make this statement in 
order to save the necessity of reading the amendment, which 
covers 75 pages of printed matter. 


Mr. C. ON. The gentleman’s motion will cover this amend- 


ment 233. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I would like very much to 
hear what these gentlemen are arne 

The SP. The House will be in order. The gentleman 
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from Tennessee makes the point that he can not hear what is be- 
ing said. 
. CANNON. I can say to the House, if they will send and 
get the House print of the deficiency bill covering the Senate 
amendments that came here yesterday, and which they can get at 
the document room, they will find that amendment No. 233 of the 
Senate commences on page 139 of the bill, and that it includes all 
that follows, to the end of the bill, on page 214, covering, in round 
numbers, 700 items in one amendment. 

Mr. MAHON. Do you know the exact amount? 

Mr. CANNON. I have the amount here. The deficiency bill 


as it passed the House covered $4,793,590.45. Gentlemen rec- 
ollect that early in the session we passed an urgent deficiency bill 
that covered, in round numbers, $6,000,000. t and this bill as 


it passed the House would make about $11,000,000. The Senate 
has added to this bill $6,266,000, an extraordinary addition; and 
when I state that, substantially, the general deficiency bill as it 
d the House cared for the public service under the rules of 
House I am strictly within the limit of correct statement. 
This bill makes sppropristons to rapply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and prior years. 

Mr. DIN GLEX. If the gentleman will pardon me, do I under- 
stand that the Senate has sent in one amendment seventy-five 
pages of claims to the House? 

r. CANNON, Precisely. 

A MEMBER. Seventy-eight pages. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Seventy-eight pages of claims in one omnibus 

ovision, and this House, without any investigation, to 

mediately are a proposition of that kind? 

Mr. CANNON. Covering over seven hundred items. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman will allow me, it not only con- 
tains the French spoliation claims and the Bowman Act war 
claims, but it also contains the claims of Charles P. Chouteau, 
amounting to over $174,000, and other claims amounting to 
$11.000, that have nothing to do with these other classes of claims. 

Mr. DINGLEY. All in one omnibus amendment? 

Mr. HOPKINS. One moment. As I understand about that 
Chouteau claim, the Committee on War Claims of this Congress 
have rejected that claim. 

Mr. SAYERS. I am glad to hear it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iwill ask the gentleman if these claims have 
not been adjudicated in the Court of Claims? When statements 
are made here that these claims have not been investigated it is 
not a correct statement, for they have been investigated in the 
court. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me, and I may be 
permitted to have quiet and proceed in my own time, I think I 
can cover the statement. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. 

. Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, this is the most extraordinary 
set of amendments ever proposed by the Senate of the United 
States in twenty years, during my service in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to the general deficiency or any other appropriation 
bill. Now, that we may see just a minute wherein it is extraor- 
dinary, I ask the attention of the House. Gentlemen understand 
that it is necessary for the House and the Senate to make rules, 
to create committees, and make provision for doing public legis- 
lation, and to make provision touching legislation covering the 
claims of the private citizen. For that reason the House is divided 
into fifty-odd committees, and the jurisdiction of each committee 
is fixed by the rules of the House. You have the Committee on 
Appropriations. You jealously by the rules hmit the jurisdiction 
oft that committee to recommending provisions that will on 
the Government from year to year in pursuance of existing law. 
That is as far as we can go. It is as far as we should go on general 
appropriation bills. 

r. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Is it not entirely within the 
3 of the Committee on Appropriations in the deficiency 

ill to make an appropriation to pay claims found due against the 
United States? 

Mr. CANNON. It has been held universally that we can not. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Did you not put them in this 
Sil Seem A bill? 

. CANNON. Not at all. 
or BAKER of New Hampshire. I can show them to you by 

e dozen. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman has been long enough in his 
service in Congress to know that touching these extraordinary 
amendments he and I, knowing what the rules are and the dis- 
tinction between audited claims under the rules and those not 
andited, we can not deceive each other, and I know I do not and 
he ought not to mislead the House. 


Mr. BAKER of New 8 There are thousands of dol- 
lars of appropriation in this bill for the payment of simple find - 
ings of the Departments, while every one of these claims to which 
the gentleman objects are findings of the Court of Claims. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, Mr. Speaker, it is a sorry case indeed 
which requires the eminent gentleman from New Hampshire to 
come and seek to muddy the water in favor of these claims be- 
fore I can even get a chance to state the proposition. I have not 
stated it, but if gentlemen will give me their attention I will 
state the jurisdiction of the Committee on Appropriations, and 
how that jurisdiction has been exercised, and just what it is that 
the Senate of the United States seek to have us do in one of these 
amendments that = send over here in these closing Tya of the 
session. If you will look at Rule XI, you will find that all claims 
under the Bowman Actandall claims under the French spoliation 
act are to be referred to the Committee on War Claims or the 
Committee on Claims, and these matters that are placed in this 
genera sppropriasion bill by Senate amendment were referred in 

ouse and Senate to the proper claims committees. Much has 
been said about the Appropriations Committee usurping the juris- 
diction of other committees. I call the House to bear me witness 
that we have tried zealously to conform to the rules, and when 
general appropriation bills are sought to be made the vehicles to 
carry through, out of order, the business of other committees, it 
is not a safe or wise procedure, and I stand to protest against it. 
Let me call attention for a minute to the rule which governs the 
jurisdiction of the House Appropriations Committee: 

Noa in an neral 
be in order as reser eae noth Aaka for ae rash, ee 
authorized by law or changing existing law. 

More; let me read the next clause, that you may see how sweep- 
ingly the House has provided for this class of amendments: 

No bill for the nt or adjudication of any private claim 
Government shall referred, except Bae est sa consent, to an 
than the following named committees: Pensiv: Invalid Pensions, 
War Claims, Private Land Claims, and the on Accounts, 

Now, this deficiency bill, strictly within the rules of the House, 
was by the House. But,“ says the gentleman from New 
8 it covers claims that have been audited by the Treas- 
ury Department.“ Yes; but the statute of the United States 
makes the proper officers of the Treasury Department a court 
to,do what? To pass on legal claims against this Government 
arising under appropriation or positive provision of law, where 
the money has not bi appropriated; and these audited claims 
that come here from time to time, certified by the Department 
under the law, are the judgments of that court, and haye always 
been referred under the rules to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and have always been appropriated for just as we appro- 
por for the payment of judgments of the United States courts. 

ut it may be asked wherein do the Senate rules differ from the 
rules of the House in this respect? Not at all. They have sub- 
stantially the same rules there that we have. Yet that coordi- 
nate branch of Congress have made this and other amendments 
to the general deficiency bill and sent them with their compli- 
ments tous. It is not for me to criticise the coordinate branch. 
I belong to this branch of the Congress, and my duties lead me to 
insist upon legislation and appropriation, safe legislation and ap- 

ropriation, under the rules and usages of the House, and if we 

ave to resist the encroachments of another body out of order 

let us perform our function. It is not the first time the House of 

Representatives has had to take care of itself and the other de- 
ents of the Government. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what does this amendment consist of? It 
consists of these 700 items, part of them called the French spoli- 
ation claims. Iam not going to discuss their legality or equity. 
It may be that they ought to be paid. It may be that a Member 
of them ought to be paid and another portion ought not to be paid. 
It may be that the claimant, or the descendants of the claimant, 
ought to be paid, and that the insurance company which took the 
risk and got the premium and met with the loss ought not to be 
paid, It may be thatthe assignee in W it who, three gen- 
erations ago, acquired some of these claims for a song ought not 
tobe paid. I do not know. I am not going to discuss that now. 
But all these questions are involved in appropriations for the pay- 
ment of French spoliation claims,and the bare statement of the 
proposition shows the wisdom of the rule of the House that ap- 
propriations upon general appropriation bills shall be in pursu- 
ance of existing law. “But, ee somebody,“ has not the Court 
of Claims passed upon them?” Let us see. I hold in my hand 


the 
other 


volume 23 of the acts of 1885, when there was legislation touch- 
ing the French spoliation claims. It referred them to the Court 
of Claims 


For what purpose? 

And they [the court] shail decide m the of such claims accord- 
ing to the eae of law. municipal end 5 and the treaties of the 
United States ee to the same, and shall report all such conclusions of 
fact and law as 

or. 


Report to whom? To Congress. What else? 


their judgment may affect the liability of the United States 
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Such finding and report of the court shall be taken to be merely advisory as 


to the law and facts found, and shall not conclude either the claimant or Con- 
gress; and all claims not finally presented within two years shall be barred. 

Now listen: 

And nothing in this act shall be construed as committing the United States 
to the payment of any such claims. 

Congress by law made the Court of Claims like unto a com- 
mittee to examine these claims and report back its findings; but 
the reservation is expressly made that nothing in the proceeding 
shall commit the United States to the payment of the claims. It 
is merely advisory. That is the condition of these claims covered 
by this one amendment, embracing something like 100 pages. 
And yet are we to understand that in these the last days of this 
session these claims are to be taken by a Cœsarian operation from 
the committee of the 1 from Pennsylvania and from the 
Claims Committee of the Senate, and when the child is taken 
forcibly from its legitimate mother, legitimate under law and rule, 
it is to be placed here as an illegitimate child on a general appro- 

riation bill, designed legitimately to carry on the service of the 
vernment for this fiscal year? 

Mr. ADAMS, Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CANNON. inly. 

Mr. ADAMS. Has not Congress acknowledged the legitimacy of 
this child“ by appropriating money in 1890 to pay all the claims 
that had then been reported to Congress by the Court of Claims? 

Mr. CANNON. t does that prove? 

Mr. ADAMS. That these are legitimate claims; and even as- 
suming the gentleman’s position that the Court of Claims in this 
matter acts the part of a committee, Congress has acknowledged 
the legitimacy of these claims by paying a part of them. 

Mr. CANN ON. Tam not of the merits of these claims. 
Some of these claims are e payable to the descendants of the 
men who are supposed to have been originally entitled; others are 

yable to the collateral representatives; others to assignees in 
e others to insurance companies that reaped their 
profit in the war premiums, and claim to be subrogated to the 
rights of the on claimants. 

. GROS OR. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Does not the gentleman think that if Con- 
— goes on refusing to pay the debts of the country all those 

bts will after a while be due to ‘‘ heirs” and ‘collateral repre- 
sentatives ”? ue hter.] 

Mr.CANNON. The gentleman makes that inquiry; let me an- 
swer him. If the Court of Claims or any other court is to be 
invested with jurisdiction to render judgment, let us invest it with 
that jurisdiction, and then appropriate to meet the judgments. 
But because Congress fails to so invest it with jurisdiction, and 
honorable gentlemen like my friend from Ohio, when he asks a 
question of that kind in apology—if it is to be followed to its legiti- 
mate conclusion—for this class of legislation coming as an amend- 
ment ona ipa appropriation bill, he does not, in my judgment, 
perform duty as a conservative legislator as well as he does 
almost invariably at other times. 

But that is not all. There is a lot of claims here under the 
Bowman Act amounting in round numbers to half a million dol- 
lars. This amendment covers altogether claims amounting to 
about $2,000,000 or a little less in round numbers. Now, what is 
the Bowman Act? It was enacted in 1883. Let us see what juris- 
diction it confers: 2 

That whenever a claim or matter is pending before aiy committee of the 
Senate or House of Representatives, or before either House of Congress, 
which involves the investigation and determination of facts, the committee 
or House— 

Mark you! Either 
may cause the same, with the vouchers, 

g thereto, to the Court of Claims of the U 


re be proceeded in under such rules as the 
court may adopt. When the facts shall haye been found the court shall not 


pers, proofs, and documents Bi 


Gentlemen talk about these being “judgments” of the Court 
of Claims. The Court is prohibited from rendering judgment in 
these cases. Upon the request of a committee or of the House or 
of a Department the Court es the investigation and returns 
answer as to its finding of facts, for the consideration of the De- 
partment or of Congress. i 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do I understand the gentleman from Illinois 
to say that claims of this character are carried in the Senate 


amendment? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. The Senate amendment includes 
claims under the Bowman Act, claims arising in the Indian sery- 
ice, war claims, and claims touching the construction of ships or 
gunboats during the war—a generation ago. In fact, I may sa 
in passing, that these claims come substantially within the fol- 
lowing description: As early as 1864 legal claimants had a status 
afforded them by the Fo of July claims act, including these 
claims. And that tribunal investigated and passed upon claims 
to the amount of six millions and a half of dollars, which have 


been reported by the Committee on Claims year by year and ap- 
propriated for. Then, under the Southern Claims Commission 
act, claims to the amount of nearly $5,000,000 were investigated 
and paid. Nearly all the claims embraced in the present amend- 
ment have had their day in court and been rejected. But they 
come, and they can come. Like hope, they “spring eternal.” 
Under the Bowman Act these claims are referred for a finding of 
fact to the Court of Claims. The Court of Claims finds the facts 
and reports them back for our consideration. 

Mr. CKERY. Have Bey been considered? 

Mr. CANNON. Have they been considered on the report of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, claim by claim? No. 

Mr. GIBSON. Every one of these claims has been reported by 
the War Claims Committee. Every one of them has been inves- 
tigated and recommended for payment. 

. CANNON. Every one of these claims, the gentleman says, 
has been reported by the War Claims Committee. Let that com- 
mittee perform its functions just as it did in respect to the $12,- 
000,000 that was appropriated for similar claims under the Fourth 
of July act and the act creating the Southern Claims Commission, 
Mr. QUIGG. Does the action of the Court of Claims in report- 

its finding of facts establish legally a debt? 

Mr, QUIGG. Tt auaply brings the 6 Congress 
8 i simply bri e case to Con ? 
Mr. 8 ON. Precisely. 

Mr. DOCKERY. For consideration. 

Mr. CANNON. For consideration only, The act of Congress 
expressly provided in the one case that it should not commit Con- 
gress to the payment of the French spoliation claims; and in the 
other that the reports shall be merely advisory; that they should 


report their fin ne. In other words, that the Court of Claims 

should not enter judgment, but leave the whole matter open, upon 

ck 20 52 submitted by them, for the consideration of Congress. 
ow, 


have been able to paco this matter before the House so 
that tħey can understand it, let me take another forward. 

Mr. OX. Let me ask the gentleman from ois whether 
there are not precedents for putting appropriationson the general 
appropriation bills simply on the findings of the Court of Claims? 

. CANNO I do not recollect any except in the Fiftieth 
Co ; in which, my recollection is, by order of the House in 
the t instance, before the Committee on Appropriations was 
apes, the French spoliation people got their work in, by a res- 
olution which amounted to a rule, directing the Appropriations 
Committee afterwards—after it was appointed—to report to the 
House an item covering these claims. And I am informed, as 
my recollection is refreshed, that notwithstanding that order, the 
House Committee on Appropriations should report on a general 
appropriation bill these claims, afterwards, when considered in the 
ouse, they were ruled out by a majority of the House and did. not 
go upon the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is correct. 

Mr. CANNON. The objection was sustained on a yea-and-nay 
vote in the House. 

In the Fifty-first Congress—and I want to be exactly fair— 
the Senate of the United States, inst its own rules, put the 
French spoliation claims on the deficiency bill in the closing hours 
of the session; and I recollect when that deficiency bill came over 
here, after midnight, with a House that was completely tired out, 
and with barely a quorum in attendance (having to wake mem- 
bers as they reclined on the lounges around the and in the 
committee rooms), the matter was considered, and the House 

eed with the Senate under those circumstances. And, if I rec- 
ollect aright, the last night of the last day between 2 and 3 o'clock 
in the morning, this proceeding took place. 

Now, Mr. Speaker,a wordinconclusion. Gentlemen were pres- 
ent in the House on yesterday when this bill came over from the 
Senate. It had not then been printed. These 700 items, aggre- 

ating in round numbers some È 000.000, were placed on the bill. 

happen to be chairman of the Committee on appropriations. I 
am chairman of the subcommittee that prepared this deficiency 
bill; and I never had read one item of these 700, aggregating 
$2,000,000, and my eyes met them for the first time this morning 
when I sent after this bill, in which I discovered these amend- 
ments. Not only the war claims, not only the French spoliation 
claims, but the Indian claims, the damages to shipmasters, as is 
alleged—claims originating over a generation ago, barred by the 
statutes, turned down in the courts—I find them like birds of evil 
omen, some of them, trooping together to fasten on this general 
deficiency bill that must pass or the Government stop. 

Mr. CKERY. Does the gentleman mean to say that these 
claims are all grouped in one amendment of the Senate? 

Mr. CANNON. Ido. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. All in one. y 

Mr. DOCKERY. In other words, that they are all pooled? 


Mr. NORTHWAY. Yes. 
Mr. CANNON. Precisely so. They are all grouped together in 


the one amendment, covering some hundred pages of the bill, 700 
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different items, running along item after item, from $150,000 down, 
and aggregating about 88,000, 000. : 

Now, can anybody claim that the Committee on Appropriations 
can, in these the closing hours of this session, turn itself into a 
claims committee, and even read a sentence touching the merits of 
each one of these various claims? It can not be done. 

“Ah! But,“ says somebody.“ they may claim that these represent 
a judgment of the court and the adjudication of a claim.“ I deny 
it. The courtnever was given jurisdiction to render a judgment. 
That court was merely made a commission, or a committee if 

ou please, to investigate and report its findings to the House of 
resentatives, and itis of no higher weight or sanctity than 
the reports of any other committee of the House. Each one of 
these cases, if it has merit, must stand upon its own merit. I 
think I am safe in guessing that a dozen volumes, of 500 pages 
each, closely printed, would not understandingly and conclusively 
discuss these 700 claims, s 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. Can you give some suggestion as to the ground 
on which * that we ought to pay the insurance compa- 
nies in these French spoliation claims? there any reasonable 
suggestion as to the validity of their claims? 

. CANNON. Well, the gentleman understands the doctrine 
of subrogation. The insurance company took a risk on a vessel a 
hundred years ago, at a very high premium; the vessel was cap- 
tured, the insurance company makes a loss; but in footing up 
their whole business they make a great profit. Now, the in- 
surance company pays in part or altogether, as the case may be. 
This proposition would subrogate the insurance company to the 
rights of the man who lost the vessel. So you may take the case 
where an assignee in bankruptcy sells a man out, and the claim 
goes for a bagatelle, a cent on the dollar. It is insisted that they 
should be paid in full. It may be that they ought tobe. I am 
not discussing the merits of these claims. Isay that the Private 
Calendars of the House and Senate have been stripped, against 
the rules of both bodies, and literally written upon this bill in the 
closing hours of the session. 

Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman will allow me to interrupt, 
there are no insurance cases in this French spoliation list. 

Mr. CANNON. Can the gentleman speak from his own knowl- 


e? 
8 GROUT. Well, from what I believe to be reliable infor- 
mation, there is no insurance company provided for in this list of 
French spoliation claims. 

Mr. CANNON, I heard that in the Fifty- first Congress; and 
yet the insurance companies abounded all 3 that . 
tion, and that is just what I complain of. y colleagne from 
Vermont [Mr. Grout] is an able and well-equipped legislator, 
vigilant in the performance of his public duties. He and I serve 
upon the same committee. He rises in his place and says that 
he is credibly informed that there are no insurance claims in these 
700 items. I reply that I am credibly informed that there are in- 
surance claims in there. Now, the e statement of the propo- 
sition, when two as smart men as my colleague and I disagree 
upon our information, ought to be sufficient to show the incon- 
sistency of this method of legislation. [Laughter.] Is the whole 
House, that has not been charged with the preparation of this bill, 
to open its mouth like a chicken and gulp it down, whatever it 
oy a ee ee 

ve 2 e gentleman is now g of insurance 
claims. When I interrupted the gentleman he was ing 
about insurance companies. I do not say that there may not be 
in this list of French spoliation claims some cases of individual 
underwriters. 

Mr. LACEY. Look at page 146 and page 148. 

Mr. GROUT. Ido not say that may not be so. I say there is 
not the case of any insurance company in this list of claims. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ifthe gentleman from Vermont will al- 
low me to call attention to the matter referred to by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Lacey]——_ 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Vermont has not taken 
the floor. I will yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROS- 
VENOR] ina minute. I want to say that I have not yet read these 
100 pages. My colleague on the committee [Mr. NortHway] 
calls my attention to the fact that one paragraph of these 100 
pages prohibits the payment of these appropriations to insurance 
companies. I have not carefully read the items had no time to 
read—but was informed, and am still informed, that, as the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire [Mr. Grout] has admitted, there are 
claims in favor of individuals which are substantially and equi- 
tably insurance qlaims—claims owned by others than the original 
losers or their heirs—included in the Dill. 

Mr. QUIGG. Does the gentleman mean that if we 
items we shall be paying a lot of speculators instead 
Seay sufferers? 

. CANNON. Iam so informed, 


y these 
heirs of 


Mr. MAHON. That is not in the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman says it is not in the bill. Let 
anyone rise in his place in this House who has read this amend- 
ment, which the gentleman moves that the House concur in, since 
it was Were this morning. 

Mr. MAHON. Every item in that amendment is an hofiest 
debt, no difference to whom it belongs. 

Mr. CANNON. Has the gentleman read it? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. This morning? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. From beginning to end? 

Mr. MAHON. I have looked over it. 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave found one who says he has read it. Let 
No. 2 stand up. 

Mr. ADAMS. Why should we read all the items? It is noth- 
75 pas a list of claims which have been passed upon by the Court 
of Claims. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not intend to stand up to be shot at 
by a gentleman so utterly furious as the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr.CANNON. I beg the gentleman’spardon. The gentleman 
knows I had no intention to treat him with rudeness. It had 
passed from my mind that he desired to be recognized. I will 
now yield to him for a question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wanted to call the gentleman’s attention 
to this fact: It was stated by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Lacey] that on page 148 he had found the name of an insurance 
Company. I simply want to say that the Real Estate Insurance 
and Company of Philadelphia, which was formed probabl 
seventy-five years after the French spoliation claims were ahr f 
is the administrator, under the law of Pennsylvania, of an estate. 
I think that law under which that company can be the adminis- 
trator isa bad one. We have the same lawin Ohio. That com- 
pany, under that statute, is the administrator of one James Camp- 

ll, deceased, and as the administrator of James Campbell that 
company is prosecuting this claim, but not as an insurance com- 
pany, because there was no such thing. This company was notin 
existence when these claims were incurred. 

Mr. ADAMS. It is not a fire-insurance company. These wild 
statements will all be answered in time. 

Mr. CANN ON. Is the gentleman from Ohio through with his 

uestion? 
= Mr. LOUDENSLAGER (to Mr.GrosvEnor). I should like to 
ask the gentleman from Ohio if the James Campbell mentioned 
on page 148 is the same gentleman who is mentioned on- 149 
in connection with the 1 Estate Title Insurance and t 
Company of Philadelphia, administrator? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In onecaseit is the Real Estate Insurance 
and Trust Company of Philadelphia, administrator of James 
Campbell, deceased, and in the other case it is the administrator 
de bonis non. They appear to be two different claims. I want 
to say that I made an investigation, that I might satisfy myself 
that there was no insurance-company claim allowed in this bill, 
and then, when the gentleman from Iowa pointed this out, i 
thought it was fair to make an explanation. 

Mr.QUIGG. But the gentleman from New Jersey claims that 
this party had two administrators. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. One is the administrator and the other is 
the 5 de bonis non. There is nothing incompatible 
in tha 
Mr. CANNON. Has the gentleman from Ohio concluded his 
question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, for the present; and I hope the gen- 
tleman will stay on the earth on this question, so that we may have 
chance to ask him other questions. 

Mr. CANNON. I will stay on the earth; let no man get in the 
an on this proposition. If you turn to page 214 you will find 


The ment to the assigns in each ingat original 
8 as found by the Court of Clan een 

That, I su , would include all classes of claims. 

Mr. SA I Want to call the gentleman’s attention to the 
claim found on page 212. That item is for $174,000 or more, 
That is an independent claim. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Has the gentleman any information respecting 
that claim? Ifso, I would be glad if he would inform the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not know anying about it, and I do not 
know that anybody else knows anything about it. I know that 
it is for $174,000, and I know it had its origin, as it appears, in 
1864. Thatisall. Does anybody know anything about it? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman 


ow me a question? 
Mr. CANNON. Yes 


Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to know of the gentleman, because 
it seems important to have some committee action, whether these 
700 claims incorporated in one amendment were ever considered 
by the Senate Committee on Appropriations? 
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Mr. CANNON. I understand not. 


Mr. DOCKERY. 
Senate? 

Mr. CANNON. That is the way I read the RECORD. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Without the action of the Committee on 
Appro riations of the Senate. 1 

r. RICHARDSON. Still, did not the Senate put it upon the 
bill on the report of the Committee on Claims, the report being 
made by Mr. Burrows of Michigan? 

Mr. CANNON. I understand the fact to be that these claims 
were put on intheSenate. Theclaims were not reported, and can 
not be, to the Committee on Appropriations under the rulesof the 
Sena 


te. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman, I know, wants to be en- 
tirely fair. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If he will recur to the RECORD. a minute 
he will find that Senator Burrows of Michigan stated in the open 
Senate that he reported these claims from the Committee on 
Claims, and reported them favorably. I am referring to the war 

claims. Now. will the allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Has Mr. Burrows rted 700 claims? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. He stated that he reported 348 of them. 

Mr. CANNON, Let me answer the gentleman and say,so far 
as I know, Mr. Burrows has not information touching these 700 


Then this amendment was pnt on in the open 


items, and I respectfully, for he is an eminent man and 
statesman; they have not been argued in the Senate or House, 
and this House has no knowl touching their merits. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
allow me a moment? 

Mr. CANNON. In a minute. Let me state one thing further. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope the gentleman will allow me to 
recur to his statement. 

Mr. CANNON. In a minute. There are a lot of things float- 
ing around loose to convince our minds. I hold in my handa 
letter to Mr. Henry, a Representative from Indiana. He brought 
it over to me a minute ago, and said that I was at liberty to use 
it. I did not intend to do so, and I will not now read the man's 
name, because I do not care to do such a thing unless some gen- 
tleman should demand it. 

DEAR MR. Hexny— 

Mr. Henry, I believe, says he does not know this gentleman— 

Dran Mn. Huxnx;: Senate amendment to general deficiency bill to pay 
Court of Claims findings is O. K. 

ereon were tried while I was one of the Attorney-General's 

The eee = An, and by putting same on 
the deficiency bill now it can be — to them, and properly so. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. What of it? 

Mr. CANNON. Any action of the committee about that? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The man says he has helped 
ba they cases and knows they are O. K. 

. CANNON. Does my friend know who the man is? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I donot care who heis. He 
is giving a statement of fact. 

ae SANS ON. Does the gentleman want the man’s name made 

ic 
Ms: BAKER of New Hampshire. I do not care. 

Mr. CANNON. Was the gentleman concerned in the trial of 
these cases? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Myself? No, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. How do you know they are correct? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Because I have studied them. 

Mr. CANNON. Studied all of these 700 items? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I know that the Court of 
Claims is accustomed to being right, and I am willing to bear my 
testimony to that effect at all times. 

Mr. CANNON. The Court of Claims under the law had no 

wer to render judgment in these cases,and has not done so. 

ow, I have said enough about this matter. 
a Mr: GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman permit another ques- 
on 

Mr. CANNON. With pleasure. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I thought the gentleman was going to 
yield to me. 

Mr. CANNON. Ina minute. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In reply to the question of the gentleman 
from Illinois whether we know these claims to be correct, I want 
to quote an authority to show that they are correct, 

. CANNON. Very well. 

Mr. GROSVENOR (reading)— 

Now, one word— 

That is pretty familiar lang 

Now, one word in respect to the French spoliation claims— 

Mr, CANNON. These claims? 

Mr. GROSVENOK. The same class of claims; French spolia- 
tion claims. 


Mr. CANNON. These identical claims? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The same class. « 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman now is about to misrepresent 
somebody, I do not know whom. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR (reading) — 

In a previous Congress I voted for these claims. After some careful exami- 
nation on my part and listening to the arguments with regard to them, I 
came to the conclusion that at least a certain amount of them were just and 
should be paid. 

Mr. CANNON. Whatclaims does that refer to? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. French iation claims, 

Mr. CANNON. I have suspicion that I know, perhaps, whose 
language the gentleman is ing. Were notthose claims under 
the Bowman Act? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This extract begins, Now, one word in 
respect to the French spoliation claims.” The authority whom I 
am quoting is one JOSEPH G. CANNON, an honored Representa- 
tive from the State of Illinois. {Laughter. 

Mr. CANNON. My recollection is that those were some claims 
under the Bowman Act. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; they were French spoliation claims. 
Boosien l- 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. Were they the claims that are in 
this amendment—these particularclaims? Ifthegentleman quotes 
me correctly, I said there that I had investigated the particular 
claims there referred to and that I believed some of them were 
just and cuii to be paid. I have no occasion to modify that 
language. Isuppose that some of these claims are just, but which 
one of the 700 is just I do not know and I do not believe any mem- 
ber of this House knows. I believe that God Almighty alone 


knows now. hter. ] 

Mr. WAL of Massachusetts.. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman how many members of this House know of their own 
knowledge, derived from personal investigation, that one bill in 
ten or one item in one hundred that is here is correct? 
oe have to take somebody’s word, and to assume that he is 

Mr. CANNON. Les; and therefore we organize the House, cre- 
ate committees, form rules, and adopt methods of procedure for the 
transaction of the public business, so that when a matter comes 
here the House may know that the committee that reports it has 
investigated it and is responsible for it. All those safeguards are 
given; they are all absent here. No committee of this House 
vouches for these claims. By force they are put upon a bill that 
I happen to have charge of, wrongfully, by a Senate amendment, 
and I know nothing of them and can know nothing of them. 
Therefore I am against this method of legislation. They have 
brought the Bowman Act claims and the Indian claims and the 
French liation claims and put them on here, not upon their 
separate individual merits—oh, no; but out of order, in one amend- 
ment, 700 items, $2,000,000 in amount. They have married these 
claims one to another. If there is to be issue of that marriage, I 
want to make prophecy to the gentlemen of this House that it will 
be deformed, it will be corrupting in its action, and it will plague 
its ancestors. — — ughter. 

Mr. MERCER. It is polygamy, is it not? [Laughter.] 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I want to ask the gentleman from Illi- 
nois a question. What is there inst the claims presented on 
page 190, beginning with ‘‘ Maryland,” on the nineteenth line, 

own to line 13, on page 194? 

Mr. CANNON. God knows. I never saw them until this 
morning. Ihave not yet seen them. I have had no opportunity 
to see them. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Is it not true that every one of those 
claims has been before the Court of Claims and has been favor- 
ably reported to a committee of this House? And is it not further 
true that that report was referred to the Committee on Claims 
and that every one of those claims has been favorably reported to 
the House by that committee? 

Mr. CANNON. It may be true; but even if that be true there 
is no judgment. It was a mere finding by the Court of Claims. 
The court had no authority to do more than merely to make a 
finding and report it to Congress for its consideration, and the 
fact that the report was referred to the Court of Claims shows 
the jurisdiction. It is the effort to take these separate claims, 
against the rule, against sound practice, and to put them whole- 
sale upon a bill where they do not belong, and which must pass, 
that I object to. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I just want to add this: So far as these 
claims are concerned they come, every one of them, from the 
State of Maryland, every one of them from the district that I rep- 
resent. The greater part of them I know something about 
sonally. The greater part of them are due to men, or to their 
estates, for goods and pro; taken in war time. They have 
been proven again and again. ey have gone before the Court of 


Claims; they have gone before the committee of this House; 
they have been favorably reported; and I say that it is within the 
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jurisdiction of this House to pay these people the honest debt 
which the Government owes them. 3 

Mr. CANNON. Well, that is a pretty long question, but I like 
to yan to my friend when Ican. He says he thi these claims 
under the Bowman Act are just, 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Ido. 

Mr. CANNON. Has my friend examined the other claims in 
this amendment? 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Some of them I have, and some I have 
not—— 

Mr. CANNON. Hold on a moment; I want to get at the fact. 
Has my friend examined into the matter of the Chouteau claim 
for $174,000? 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Ihave not. I have taken it just as the 
8 took the other day the twelve-thousand-five-hundred- 

ollar claim. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, “the twelve-thousand-five-hundred-dollar 
claim!” I assented to that appropriation by Senate amendment 
at the close of a conference after midnight and after the Senate 
had receded on two or three million dollars; and when that item 
was submitted here in a conference report the House believed it 
unwise and rejected the report. Let the House follow suit in this 


case. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. But did not the We know, or 
ought he not to have known, that this expenditure of $12,500 was 
not a just or correct one? 

Mr. CANNON. In my judgment—— 

Mr. WELLINGTON. And yet the gentleman objects this 
morning to the 3 of claims 

Mr. CANNON. I do not yield. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Claims that are correct and 
have been year after year reported to the House. 

Mr. CANNON. I claim the floor. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I say that the Government owes these 
just debts, and ought to pay them to these people. 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Speaker,I desire to be protected in my 


rights. 3 
Mr. WELLINGTON. I want my constituents to be protected 
in their rights. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland is out of order. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. S er, it always affords me pleasure—— 

The SPEAKER. The House will come to order, an tlemen 
will take their seats. [After a pause.) The time of the gentle- 
man from Illinois has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. Lask for a minute more. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I move that the gentleman—— 

Mr. CANNON. Oh. I want but a mnao hee fe part of the 
time that I yielded to the gentleman from Marylan 
Mr. SA Mr. Speaker, asa member of the committee I 
shall be entitled, I presume, to an hour; and I yield to the gentle- 
man as much time as he may desire out of a hour. 

Mr. CANNON, I want only a minute. I have already said 
what I desire to say about the merits of this question. I yielded 
to the gentleman from Maryland, for whom I have respect, that 
he might ask a question. the colloquy back and forth he 
thought proper—I suppose in the fancied hope that he would 
strengthen this amendment—to refer to an irrelevant matter—an 
item which was carried in the conference report on the sundry 
civil bill; and he taunted me with the fact that that report was 
turned down.” The House did not assent to that Senate amend- 
ment on the merits. Iwas not sorry then that it was turned 
down; Iam not sorry now. When you settle bills carrying thirty 
or forty million dollars, there must be something of compromise 
and something of yielding back and forth. But it seemed to me 
that the gentleman, in his zeal to try to strengthen these claims, 
not upon their merits, did not do himself the credit that he ordi- 
narily does in his direct way when he turned off and lugged in 
something that had nothing whatever to do with the provisions 
before the House, 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I should like to say just one word in 
reply to the tleman from Illinois, if he will permit me. 

0 ON. In one moment I shall be through. Is the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] in his seat? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam here. 

Mr. CANNON, I find that the gay which the gentleman 
from Ohio read from a debate in the Fifty-first Congress and 
credited to me was not my language. I find that it was the lan- 
guage of Mr. Peters of Kansas, to whom I had yielded. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at all; I did not make any mistake. 

Mr. CANNON, Very well; it may be the gentleman is correct; 
Iwill examinefurther. Butif the language which the gentleman 
read was mine, it was precisely like that of the gentleman from 
Kansas, Mr. Peters. I uit my friend, of course, of any inten- 
tion of 5 me. The book is here, and we will both ex- 
amine i 


just, and 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well. The book was sent to me 


with a note calling my attention to the remarks of the gentleman, 
and I read what was marked. 

Mr. CANNON. But what the gentleman read was the language 
of Mr. Peters. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We will see about that. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman from Illinois be kind 
enough to state the 


of the Recorp that he read from? 
Mr. CANNON. 


3807. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, What eet 

Mr. CANNON. It was in 1891—the Fifty-first Congress 

Mr. MAHON obtained the floor. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ifthe Chair will allow me a moment, this 
book was sent to me with a note calling my attention to a marked 
paragraph. Looking at the heading, I saw that it ap ed to be 
a part oF the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON]; and with that understanding I read a sentence or two. I 
find now it is the 1 of another member, who had inter- 


rupted the gentleman from Illinois. 
ea . It was not the language of the gentleman from 
IIlinois 


Mr. GROSVENOR. It was not. I Was misled in the hurry. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, if the gentleman from Dlinois will 
yield to me—he promised to do so—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ma- 
HON] has been recognized. 

Mr. RICHAR N. Then I will ask the floor later. I want to 
call the attention of the gentleman from Illinois to what I under- 
stood him to say and what the Recorp shows him to have said in 
the Fiftieth Con 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, it makes no difference what I said in the 
Fiftieth Con What is it decent and to do now? 

Mr. RIC DSON. Yon said then t these claims were 


decent and r” and ought to be paid. 
The SP The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ma- 
HON] has been i 


Mr. MAHON. Mr. r, I advocate the amendment of the 
Senate to this bill not because I have any personal interest in it, 
or because the great State that I in part represent has much in the 
bill. There are but two war claims under the provisions of the 
Bowman Act in the amendment in which that State is interested; 
two cases—small ones—one from Pittsburg, represented by my 
colleague [Mr. DaLzELL], and another from the county of A 
where the great battle of Gettysburg was fought. It is not, there- 
fore, the amount that the bill carries for my own State that in- 
duces me to support the amendment; but I support it for a reason 
which is aie y satisfactory to me, and I propose, in the time I 
shall occupy, to present to the House as a lawyer the cold, naked 
facts which tomy mind should recommend this amendment to the 
House for adoption. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] says this takes away 
the functions and the business of the Committee on Claims and of 
War Claims of the House of Represertatives. 

Ihave no complaint to make againnt the gentleman from Ili- 
nois or any other member of the House as to the method of legis- 
lation adopted by this body; We have regular calendars for the 
business of this House. am not attributing it to any one or 
any two men, but the House has absolutely, during this entire 
session, permitted legislation that was in gross and viola- 
tion of the rules of the House to be enacted on this fioor. The 
8 from Illinois says: Why not stand to the rules of the 

ouse?” That has been my contention in the past, and is my con- 
tention to-day. The Bowman Act has resulted in presenting to 
this House and placing upon the Calendar of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union a number of claims, ti- 
mate claims, against the Government of the United States. is 
Congress has been in session six long months and yet that Calen- 
dar has never been touched for one single moment. The Calen- 
dars of this House are veritable graveyards in which the bills of 
the great committees of the House are buried, and buried ont of 
sight 5 

ə gentleman speaks of the “ great committees of the House,” 
fifty-seven of them, ‘‘organized for the transaction of its busi- 
ness.” If I had the time I could show him and convince this 
House that there are about forty-two of these committees that are 
absolutely and utterly ignored. The gentlemen composing these 
committees have spent their time during this session at arduous 
and hard work on their committees; but all in vain, simply because 
they were not permitted to come before the House with the busi- 
ness they had matured. Now, if the War Claims Committee 
wants to put life into any legislation, wants to give birth to any 
legislation and write it on the statute books of the country, it 
can accomplish it in no other way than in the way the gentleman 
from Illinois indicates, and that is to apply the knife—a drastic 
5 put life into it by the Cesarean operation, as he 
Us 1 H 
Mr. Speaker, four times in past Congresses in recent years has 
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the Senate of the United States placed these amendments on the 
deficiency bills. Why is it not a pertinent and proper amendment? 
The reason the Senate pi them on—and they represent the people 
as we do—the reason the Senate put them on in four Congresses, 
and have included them in deficiency bills, is simply because that 
is the only way the people can get any consideration in this body. 
Take, for instance, the great Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds of this House. Thereare present to-day gentlemen who 
have served a long time in the House and are on that committee; 
and the sole work of that committee at this session was to report 
a resolution, and pass it through the House, appropriating the sum 
of $2,000 to fix up the kitchen in the House restaurant. [Laugh- 
ee So I might go through many of the great committees of 
the House and point to the fact that they have not passed a bill 
during this Congress. 

Now, this is a deficiency bill. If the Government of the United 
States owes these people, and the Secretary of the has 
no authority to pay them, we have aright to put the claims on 
the bill and appropriate the money for their payment. 

I will now make a brief statement as to the French liation 
claim. It is a long history. Perhaps members of the House are 
all familiar with it. Lou remember that when the colonies had 
declared war against Great Britain when they had declared for 
their independence—another nation across the sea came to the 
rescue of the colonists. In 1778 a treaty was entered into by 
which the Government of France bound herself to help the United 
States colonists to secure their independence. They performed 
their part of that contract to the letter. They sent their men and 
ships of war, and the dust of thousands of brave Frenchmen is in 
the soil of this country to-day in recognition of the fact that they 
did perform their part of the contract with this Government. But 
in 1790, or along there, the United States Government, in violation 
of that treaty, after they had secured their independence, went 
into another treaty, known as the Jay treaty, with Great Britain; 
and in that treaty the United States Government wantonly and 
knowingly refused to perform her part of the agreement with 
France, which was to protect her great West India possessions as 
well as to give her certain rights in the ports of this country. But 
in place of standing with France, as she agreed to do, she turned 
from France to Great Britain, and what was the result? 

While there was no direct declaration of war between the two 
countries, France began at once to prey upon the commerce of 
the United States. So up until about 1800 this business went on. 
The result of it was that some 700 vessels of the pioneer merchant- 
men of the United States were destroyed by the French. Then 
the treaty of 1800 was entered into. p to that time the French 
Government, in all her legislative bodies and by all her public 
utterances, ony acknowledged that she was indebted to the 

le of the United States who had had their vessels destroy: by 
er privateers. There is no question about that. And the Frenc 
Government was ready and willing to pay them; but at the same 
time they held the United States Government bound to pay dam- 
on account of the violation or nonperformance of the treaty 
of 1778. So,in recognition of this fact, about the year 1800 a com- 
mission sought to settle this difficulty between nce and the 
United States. How was it settled? It is a fact beyond all con- 
troversy that the claim of the French Government was much 
larger than the claims of the le of the United States—nearly 
two to one. France agreed that she would abandon her claim, 
and the United States Government was to take care of the losses 
to American merchantmen and relieve France from that respon- 


sibility. 
Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me? 
Mr. MAHON. Yes. 


Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman state to the House that it 
is a matter of official record that any such agreement as that was 
ever entered into between the two Governments? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; that wasthe discussion, or understanding, 
if you will read it. 

r. SAYERS. I do not refer to the discussion, but to the 
agreement. The gentleman stated that there was an agreement 
between the two Governments. 

Mr. MAHON. Does the gentleman from Texas deny that the 
2 Government so understood it, and relinquished her 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not know. 

Mr. MAHON. Well, I know. 

Mr. SAYERS. I know there was a certain class of claims paid 
for depredations by the French Government upon American com- 
merce. That class of claims related entirely to ships that were 
seized in the por ofFrance. Ifmyrecollection serves me rightly, 
the French Government was then sadly in need of provisions and 
supplies, and that character of claims was paid for by the French 
Government, but that as to the other character of claims, such as 
we have here now, and which relate to depredations upon the high 
seas, payment for those claims was refused. 
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Mr. MAHON. Well, to be short, the French Government, 
through her commissioners, demanded that the United States 
should pay her claim for violation of the treaty for the reason, as 
the gentleman knows, that France had not declared war against 
the United States and the United States had not decla war 
against France. If the gentleman will go back and read the 
speeches of Clay and Webster, and men of that kind, in the United 
States Senate from 1826, during the time they served in that body, 
he will find that those great statesmen recognized the responsi- 
bility of the United States. 

Mr. SAYERS. But the claims were not paid. 

Mr. MAHON. Now, Mr. Speaker, to put it in a nutshell, the 
United States Government took the claims of the people who 
owned these American vessels, and with those claims settled with 
the French Government, and were released from their obligations 
to the French Government, 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. When did the United States settle 
with the French Government for those claims? 

Mr. MAHON. In 1800. 

A MEMBER. When we bought Louisiana. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. With those claims? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; they took those very claims 
ot —_ of Nebr. Will the gentleman cite us to the 

y 

Mr. MAHON. The claims which were passed in the Fifty-first 
Congress, to the amount of $1,300,000, and these claims which are 
included in this amendment to-day, and with those claims of the 
United States they paid to the French Government the obli 
tions which the French Government would have insisted on 
ing paid by the Government of the United States; and if we had 
refused payment we should have been compelled to pay at the 
point of the bayonet and in the mouth of cannon. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. If the gentleman can cite us to 
any such treaty he is entitled to it by every possible right of dis- 
covery. It is his. 

Mr. MAHON. I am not talking about the treaty. Iam talk- 
ing about the agreement. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
made. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If the gentleman will send to the Court of 
Claims he will get a very long opinion, showing the whole his- 
tory of the thing, and showing how the Court of Claims uphold 
these claims. 

Mr. MAHON. Ihave it here, and if the gentleman takes the 
floor and denies the statement I made I shall be ready to knock 
the pins from under him. I say there was an agreement made. 

T. WALKER of Massachusetts. Made in some form. 

Mr. MAHON. It was repeatedly declared by Webster, by 
Chickering, and other great statesmen who in the past graced this 
Government with their great intellectual powers. Now, that is 
the way these claims originated. 

These yery claims were used by the Government of the United 
States. In other words, the United States Government having 
released the French Government, so that our ple could not 
make individual claims against the French doent the 
United States Government, by that agreement or understanding 
relinquishing all claims against the French Government, I repeat 
it, was using the claims of these people to pay its obligations to 
the French Government. Away back, from 1800 down to the 
present time, these a have ever since justly and properly in- 
sisted that the United States Government should pay them back 
what they had lost at the hands of this Government. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, in 1826 President Adams sent a osage to the Senate of 
the United States in which he set forth all the facts in relation to 
these claims, and if my friend from Nebraska [Mr. HAINER] will 
get that message and read it carefully he will find everything con- 
tained therein to show what transpired between the French 
Government and our Government. Prior to that time three ad- 
verse reports had been made against the payment of any of these 
claims; but after Mr. Adams, on May 20, 1826, placed the corre- 
spondence between the United States Government and France 
before the Senate in the message, from that time up to 1895 not 
a solitary adverse report has been made to the Senate or House of 
the United States against these claims. The Congress of the 
United States since 1826 have made 53 reports, both in the House 
and Senate, and every one of them empia the strongest terms 
the payment of these spoliation claims. e following favorable 
reports have been made: 

There is —— no subject submitted to since the organization 
of the Government under the Constitution, in 1798, which has been so full: 
and thoroughly investigated by committees of the two Houses as the presen 
Every essential fact having a 1 —.— on the question, and every considera- 
tion of the international law, combined with a full development of the pro- 
ceedings of both the French and American Governments in this regard, with 


an exposition of our diplomacy and numerous treaties, all, in the judgment 
of t committee, evincing conclusively the equity of these haye, 


There was no such agreement 


from time to time, been laid before Congress. 
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In the House of Representatives there have been presented no less than 
14 reports, as follows: 


No.] Session. Congress. By whom presented. Committee. 
1 | Second.| Seventn Mr. Giles Select. 
2 |....do...) Ninth Mr. Marion. x Do. 
8 | First ...| Seventeenth š r Foreign Affairs. 
4 |....do . Eighteenth .. Mr. Forsyth Do. 
5 |...-do-.. entieth .… Mr. Edward Do. 
6 Second 8 Do. 
7 |...-.do ...| Twenty-third Do. 
8 |....do...| Twenty-fifth. Do. 
9 First. Twenty-sixth - Do. 
10 | Second.| Twenty-seven Do. 
11 | Third . Do. 
12 First. Twenty-eighth ..| Mr. C. J. Ingersoll... Do. 
13 |....do...| Twenty-ninth....| Mr. Truman Smith.. F 
14 |....do...| Thirtieth. N Do. 


In the Senate the subject has undergone an investigation by the commit- 
tees thereof in a manner 15 elaborate, and reports have from time to 
time been submitted to this y, as follows: 


By whom presented. Committee. 


oes ty-third 
-| Twenty-seventh .| Mr. Choate 
T RS do . . Mr. Archer 


— 9 — 
Mr. Clayton 
Mr. Morehead 


report adverse to these 
since the President laid before the Sen- 
ate, by message of May 20, 1826, the correspondence between the United States 
and France relative to these claims. or to that disclosure verse 
reports were made, to wit, one in the Senate by Mr. Roberts, from the Com- 
mittee on Claims, in 1818, and two in the House of Representatives, from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs—the first by Mr. Russell in 1822, and the other 
by Mr. Forsyth in 1814—all of which were far from being positive in opposi- 
© 


m to their justice. 

The rs communicated by the President in his eree H of the 20th of 
May, 9 7 oured a flood of light on the subject; and since then every com- 
mittee ha the matter in charge been cons ed to come to the con- 
clusion that these are just and equitable. 

This committee can only account for the unexampled delay which (in face 
of expositions of great 8 by some of the most accomplished ju and 
statesmen that have occupied seatsin this Chamber) has occurred by the 
ae ate of the claims, and the draft which their allowance would 

e on the Treasury of the United States. It would be difficult to find any- 
where a more striking illustration of the truth of the axiom that delay is a 
denial of justice.—Senate Committee Report No. 44, first session Thirty-first 


Congress. 
Your committee add the following list of favorable reports made since 1850: 


It is a remarkable fact that there has not been a 


claims in either House of Con; 


No. 
Where | By whom re- 
No. reported. ai. Committee. Date. Report. Ee 
80 Mr. Tru. Smith. Select Feb. 5,1850| Favorable -| 101 
81 Buell 1 Af- June 11, 1850 N 64 
Airs. 

82 Mr. Tru. Smith. Select Jan. 24, 1851 10¹ 
83 Bradbury 8 64 
3¹ Hamlin b. 1 38 
35 Mr. Bayly -...... Jan. 4,1855 117 
38 a Mar. 3, 1857 865 
87 Mr. Crittenden. Feb. 4, 1858 45 
38 -| Mr. Clingman .. May 5,1858 552 
39 Nr. Royce. Mar. 20, 1860 259 
40 Nr. Crittenden | Select Junell, 1860 428 
41 M: Jan. 13,1862 114 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 |. 
48 


Now, I want to read just briefly, but I do not want to weary 
the House by reading. I find that Marshall, the great Chief 
Justice; Madison, Pickering, Clay, Clinton, Livingston, Everett, 
Webster, Cushing, Sumner, and many other asen ahed states- 
men known to American history favored and made speeches in 
the Senate of the United States in favor of these very claims and 
acknowledged their validity. If my friend from Ilinois [Mr. Can- 
NON] will to Senate Document 102 he will find the reasons 


XXVITI—364 


Mr. Webster assigned why these claims should be paid. It covers 
half a page, and it is too long for me to read. He puts it on the 
ound that these claims were just claims of the people of the 
nited States against the French Government, and absolutely 
without the consent of the claimants the United States used them 
in payment of what they owed the French Government. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Read what Mr. Webster said. 
Mr. MAHON. Gentlemen ask that I read to the House what 
Mr. Webster said. If the House will bear with me I will read it: 


t ze The as- 
e many others which I have not felt it to be my duty to take any 
‘alse and malicious. Ihave not the slightest 
these or any one of them. I have never been confe: 
with or retained by anyone, or Foon to as counsel for one of them in the 
course of my life. No member of th 
connection with these e 


Before the interference of our Government with these claims, they consti- 
tuted just demands be, N the Government of France. They were not vague 
expectations of possible future indemnity for injuries received, too uncertain 
to be regarded as valuable or to be esteemed property. They were just de- 
mands, and, as such, they were property. The courts of law took notice of 
them as proper They were capable ot being devised, of being distributed 
among heirs and next of kin, and of being t ‘erred and assigned, like other 
legal and just debts. A claim or demand for a ship unjustly seized 
fiscated is ou pide as clearly as the shipitself. It may not 
so certain, but it is as clear a right, and has been 
the ponie of law. 

“The 


and con- 
so valuable or 
ormly so regarded by 


French Gov- 


these claims for its own benefit with any more propriety than it could have 
applied the money to its own use if the nch Government had been read 
to make compensation in money for the property thus illegally seized 
confiscated; or how the Government could 3 to itself the just 
claims which the owners of these 615 vessels held the wrongdoers, 
without making compensation, any more than it could appropriate to itself, 
without making compensation, 615 ships which had not been seized. I do not 
mean to say that the rate of compensation should be the same in both cases; 
I do not mean to say that a claim for a ship is of as much value as a ship; but 
I mean to say that both the one and the otherare property, and that Govern- 
ment can not, with justice, deprive a man of either for its own benefit, with- 
out making a fair compensation. 

“It will be perceived at once, sir, that these claims do not rest on the nd 
of any neglect or omission, on the part of the Government of the United 
States, in demanding satisfactionfrom France. That is not the und, The 
Government of the United States, in that t, performed its full duty. 
It remonstrated against these illegal seizures; it in on redress; it sent 

expressly, among other duties, with 


two l missions to ce c 
the duty of demanding indemnity. But France had her subjects of complaint 
also against she p with 


e Government of the United State, which 

ogas earnestness and confidence, and which she would neither tpone nor 
relinquish, except on the condition that the United States would postpone or 
relinquish these claims. And, to meet this condition and to restore harmon 
between the two nations, the ‘United States did agree first to postpone res 
afterwards to relinquish these claims of its own citizens. In other wo 
the Government of the United States aes — off the claims of France 

itself by discharging claims of our own citizens against France.” 


As Webster puts it is the whole question in a nutshell. 

Ps HOP S. Will the gentleman state what he is reading 
om? 

Mr. MAHON. Senate Document 102. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Now, the gentleman has read the 
speech of Webster; will he now point out the section of the treaty 
under which the United States discharged these claims? 

Mr. MAHON. I refer the gentleman to history on this matter. 
I have not the time to cite it to him. He has an hour. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. The gentleman can not find it dur- 
ing the course of this debate. 

. MAHON. The gentleman can get Senate Document 102, 
and all the papers transmitted by President Adams, and you will 


get the whole history. 
Do you think that Mr. Web- 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 
ster did not tell the truth about it? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I am not speaking about the truth- 
fulness of the statement. I think the gentleman is mistaken in 
his conclusions. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. He has read from the speech 
of Daniel Webster. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I understand that, and I ask him 
to point out the section of the treaty. Š 

r. MAHON. Now, Mr. Speaker, it has been urged by some 
that these are stale claims. Old they are, but not stale. They are 
not unjust simply because the Government of the United States 
has refused to pay these claims that she ought to have paid long 
ago. Since 1800 these people have been thundering at the doors 
of the Departments of this Government and Congress for the pay- 
ment of their claims. Now, Mr. Speaker, up to 1885—— 

Mr. HOPKINS, Willthe gentleman allow me a question? I 
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out while he was reading the speech of Daniel Webster, 

who favored the a of these claims. Does the gentleman 

Ow na it was t his colleagues đid not vote with him to pay 
ms? 

Mr. MAHON. Because they were men who in private life 
would pay the last dollar of their debts, even to the selling of the 
shirts off their backs, but when it comes to the question of the 
United States, are willing to rob the private citizen. [Loud 


applause. 

Wr. HOPKIN S. Oh, no. Does not the gentleman know right 
there that it was disputed by leading Senators that these claims 
were just? 

Mr. MAHON. I do not care what er f e might think 
about it. These were just claims against the Government of the 
United States. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does he not know that those gentlemen con- 
sidered that it was just a speculation, and for that reason they 
were disallowed? ie 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Illinois will 
allow me—— 

The SPEAKER. -One moment. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has the floor. 

Mr. MAHON. Notwithstanding the fact that John Marshall, 
the great Chief Justice of the United States, approved these claims, 
notwithstanding the fact that some of the most brilliant jurists of 
roved them, notwithstan the fact that after 
another declared 


all this, up to 1885 Congress failed to 
ment of these claims. 

Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will yield 
to me for a moment, I will make a brief statement of historic 
facts for the information of the House, and especially in reply to 
the gentleman from Nebraska, who asked the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] awhile ago to point out a place in 
the treaty where these claims were involved. These ch 

iation claims arose, as gentlemen will remember, prior to 1800. 
rose out of the Na mic wars, the wars of ce under 
the mblic, the Directory, and in the Consulate. The Goy- 
ernment of the United States called on our merchants to send in 
statements of their losses. They did so, and a claim for them was 
presented by our Government to France. Our commissioners 
went over once on that errand, but the French Government 
would not receive them at all. They went a second time, and 
finally they were received, and what is called a convention was 
entered into. As soon as the convention met the representatives 
of the French Republic presented claims against the United States 
for a breach of the treaties of 1778. 

What were those treaties? One was the treaty of amity and 
which certain commercial privileges were to be 

ch, they agreeing to give us like privileges in 

ir ports; but the principal treaty under which the French 
claims were made was the treaty of alliance, so called, by which 
France agreed to come and help us in the war of the Revolution, 
as she did, and by which we agreed in return 8 
and defend the French possessions in America—the West India 
Islands. Now, remember this was in 1778, and when the wars of 
the French Republic arose, about 1793, Great Britain made for 
the West India Islands and France called on the United States 
Government to protect and defend them for her according to our 
promise in the treaty of 1778. Ihave the document here, but it 
would take an hour to read what Iam stating in substance, and 
therefore I er to make this brief statement. I say France 
called upon the United States to defend her possessions in Amer- 
ica. The United States never lifted a finger to doit. One of the 
French ministers to this country made a great fuss about it and 
was finally sent home, because he became somewhat uncivil in his 
complaints on account of the failure of our Government to carry 
out its treaty obligations. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Honest men are apt to be- 
come uncivil when injustice is done. 
ok GROUT. Les, and that is what ailed the French minister 

en. 

But to resume my statement. When our commissioners pre- 
sented the claims of our merchants for the destruction of our ves- 
sels and cargoes the French Government presented its claim for 
failure of our treaty obligations. In Article II of the treaty of 
1800 it was at last t the claims of the two Governments 
should be pos till a more convenient time, and Bonaparte, 
First Consul, in the name of the French people, consented on the 
31st day of July, 1801, “to accept, ratify, and confirm the above 
convention, with the addition im ing that the convention shall 
be in force for the space of eight and with the retrench- 


ment of the second article: Provided, That by this retrenchment 
the two States renounce the respective pretensions which are the 


object of the said article.” This is the vital point in the treaty 
relating to these claims, namely, that the two States renounce 
the sapere pretensions which are the object of said article.” 

The te ratified this proposition of Napoleon, and it became 
the treaty, and that is how these claims of our citizens were used 
by the Government in settlement of a claim by the French Goy- 
ernment of a claim against the United States, and the United 
States have not settled with the claimants; and this, briefly, is the 
ground on which these claims rest. These claims thus collected 
of France have never been paid to the claimants, though it is true 
that in 1819, when we bought Florida of Spain, we deducted 
85,000,000 from the purchase money for such of these claims as 
arose from condemnations in Spanish courts. But these in this 
bill are for vessels and condemned in French courts. 

Mr. HAINER of Ne Does not the gentleman know that 
that second article was not in the treaty at all as finally made and 


ratified? 

Mr. GROUT. That is right; the second article, which provided 
for an indefinite postponement of the matter, was rejected, and 
in the language of Napoleon, The two States renounced their re- 
spective pretensions which are the object of the said article.“ In 
other words, the United States gave up the claims of her mer- 
chants, and France gave up her claim against the United States 
for breach of the treaties of 1778. They quit even. No one well 
informed can for a moment claim but that the merchants’ claims 
were used to settle the claim of France against the United States 
for the broken treaties of 1778. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I can not yield further. There 
can not be any controversy that the United States open y and fla- 
grantly violated its treaty with France. I will give the gentleman 


from Nebraska my memoranda, by which he will be able to find 
the Louisiana treaty and the other documents bearing m this 
question. As I was saying when interrw er, the 


„Nr. S. 
contention about these claims went on = 1885—— 

Mr. KEM. Mr. § er, I suggest t there is no quorum 
present. We ought to have a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DINGLEY). 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] has the floor, 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. KEM. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER “hd tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania can not be taken from the floor by anything but a point of 
order directed against words uttered by him and a refusal of the 
House to allow him to proceed. 

Mr. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

C The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has the floor, and will proceed. 

Mr. MAHON. As I said before, the best jurists, the ablest 
statesmen of this country and of France, all or nearly all, were 
in full accord as to the justice of these claims; and in the House of 
Representatives it was openly declared that these claimants were 
entitled to compensation from our Government, but like all other 
claims of private citizens, these were deferred from day to da: 
and from year to year, and up to 1885 were still unadjudicated. 
In that year the justice of these claims was admitted by the Con- 

of the United States, and it referred the claimants to the 
Sourt of Claims, telling them to go there and establish their 
rights; in other words, to show that their fathers, or their grand- 
fathers, or somebody from whom they inherited, had lost a vessel 
or vessels by destruction at the hands of the French, and to show 
the value of the property. Congress, I say, under the act of 1885, 
sent these claimants to the Court of Claims and thereby put out 
of its own hands forever the right to investigate them. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the Court of Claims did investigate; and 
the Fiftieth Congress (if Iam not mistaken as to the date), recog- 
nizing the justice and righteousness of these claims, paid $1,300,- 
000 upon account of them. I say that if previously there had 
been any controversy as to the obligation of the Government to 
pay these claims—if prior to that time there had been 85 room 

or such a quibble as that with which the gentleman from IIlinois 
pr CANNON] has undertaken to puzzle this House—all such con- 
oversies and quibbles disappeared at that time when Congress, 


The gentleman 


by the payment of over a on dollars on account of these claims, 
recognized in a way that can not be escaped the legality and jus- 
tice of these claims. If Congress at that time paid $1,300,000 on 
account of these claims, upon what sevens can we refuse now to 
pay this amount of $1,027,000 upon c ims which have since been 
adjudicated by the Court of Claims? Mr. Speaker, that is all I 
have to say on the spoliation claims. 

Now I want to refer to the claims arising under the Bowman 
Act. Ido notknow whether the gentleman from Illinois has read 
the debate which took place when that act was passed; but I want 
to refer to that debate and the reasons that compelled—I say com- 

. pass the act. The committee rooms of the 

ouse and were crowded with claims running into the 
thousands and the millions. Congress could not in its business 


, through its committees, investigate theseclaims. Hence it 
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what was known as the Bowman Act, referring to the Court 
of Claims these various claims—for what purpose? For the purpose 
of ascertaining certain things. 

The first question to be considered by the court under that act 
was the question, Was the claimant loyal? That was a jurisdic- 
tional fact which the court must find. If found against the claim- 
ant, that was the end of the case. If the claimant was found to 
be a loyal man, the 5 Was, Did he furnish stores or sup- 
plies to the Army of the United States? And the next question 
Was, What were those stores and supplies worth at the time they 
were furnished? Those were the t things which Congress 
could not property investigate, and which it wanted the court to 
investigate. the case now presented, the court, after long and 
careful examination, has found that the claimant is loyal, that he 
furnished stores and supplies which were used by the y of the 
United States, and that those stores and supplies were worth a 
certain amount of money. This finding, I say, isconclusive upon 
Congress as to those three facts. The Supreme Court of the 
United States may render judgment for a million dollars i 
this Government in favor of you or myself; yet it can not be en- 
forced unless the Congress of the United States sees fit to appro- 
priate money to pay that judgment. The money or property of 
the United States can not be taken by attachment or execution. 
This Congress is the last resort. If there has been a judgment, 
whether a mere finding of fact or a final judgment, the parties 
must come here to get their money. ; 

Now, sir, in the mer Case, 93 United States, May, 1865, the 
Supreme Court of the United States was asked to review a finding 
of fact by the Court of Claims; and the Supreme Court held that 
„the Court of Claims has furnished the facts we are to consider; 
and we can not look beyond them. For the purposes of this case 
they import absolute verity.” The finding of the Court of Claims, 
according to this decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, is conclusive upon both parties. If a claimant demands 
$600,000 and the Court of Claims allows him but $50,000, that is 
conclusive upon him and upon the Government. 

What is the Government of the United States except the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial departments? I say that when the 
courts that have been created to ascertain the facts with regard 
to these claims have made their finding, it is binding upon the 
Congress of the United States; and we can do but two things: 
Either pay the amount found due or repudiate debts owing to 
private citizens of the United States. 

Now, must 3 go into the merits of these cases? I was 
asked by the gentleman from Illinois whether I had examined 
these claims. Sir, J got a copy of this amendment from the Jour- 
nal Clerk yesterday afternoon in less than three minutes after 
the committee had made their report to this House. I spent 
nearly all the hours of last night in examining the amendment, 
and i want to say that every claim therein contained coming 
under the Bowman Act was before the Committee on War Claims 
of this House, and no claim could be favorably reported by that 
committee that had not been examined by the Court of Claim 8. 
I wish to say that 3 claim in this amendment has been favor- 
ably reported by the War Claims Committee of this House, and the 
bills which they have reported are on the Calendar. If the busi- 
ness of this House were run in accordance with the rules the om- 
nibus bills providing for these claims would have been considered 
four months ago, because it is near the head of the Calendar of 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, a Calen- 
dar which the House has neglected, because it has squandered its 
time in consideration of cases brought up by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WILLIS. Have these bills been before the Court of Claims? 

Mr. MAHON. Every one of them. There is not a bill in the 
amendment—no spoliation claim and no claim under the Bow- 
man Act—that has not been carefully scrutinized by the Court of 


A MEMBER. You mean the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MAHON. No; I mean the Court of Claims. Weexcluded 
every claim that had not been thus examined. The spoliation 
claims in this bill, amounting to $1,027,314.09, have all been before 
the Court of Claims and found honestly and justly due. The 
claims under the Bowman Act, amounting to $587,956.75, have also 
been before the Court of Claims. 

The Chouteau claim, a claim for the construction of a gunboat, 
was also before the Court of Claims, and the court found that 
these parties were entitled to $174,445.75. It is true that the 
court, after finding these facts, held that it had no jurisdiction of 
the case; but nevertheless, in order to give the claimants a fair 
hearing, they reported it to Congress. If gentlemen will refer to 
the records of the court they will find that what I state is true. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman does not claim that the court 
had ay, jurisdiction to try that case judicially and render judg- 
ment 

Mr. MAHON. No; they simply found the facts. 

Mr. CANNON. And reported them back for the consideration 
of Congress? 


Mr. MAHON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. In other words, the Court of Claims under 
the law acted in the same capacity that a committee of Congress 
would act. 

Mr. MAHON. Yes, sir. I want to be honest in this matter. 
This claim, which received a long and tedious examination at the 
hands of the court, was confronted by the Attorney-General of 


the United States with the plea of want of jurisdiction. Still the 
court, after having taken all this testimony, and in view of the 
fact that the plaintiffs had been subjected to this long and ex- 
pore litigation, found as an absolute fact that the amount was 

ne these people, but stated that they would have to go to the 
Congress of the United States and present their bill for that 
sum—an indebtedness which did not arise under the Bowman Act. 

Mr. LEWIS. DoI understand the gentleman to say that the 
Supreme Court held, in the opinion to which he has referred, that 
the finding of facts by the Court of Claims, under the circum- 
stances ted, was conclusive and binding? 

Mr. ON. It found that the finding of the court was an 
absolute verity; and why? Because it was a competent court, 
created to do certain things, namely, to find the facts as to whether 
the claims were just and ought to be paid 

Mr. LEWIS. Did they not hold that 
Su e Court itself? 

. MAHON. The court held that it was binding on the Gov- 
ernment, because it bound the claimant, and therefore bound the 
Government. Now, this Government is composed of the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial branches. If it is binding upon one, 
itis binding upon all; and in all good conscience when your court 
so decides are 1 — not bound by it? Lou are not bound to pay; I 
admit that. You are not bound to pay, even if the court held 
that you owed the debt to these people; and the gentleman will 
not deny that they do owe the debt. The only thing, however, if 
you re to pay, is to absolutely repudiate your obligations to 
the honest creditor of the Government. That is the only course 
left open to pa Are you willing to assume that course? The 
plea that the ury is empty has been used against these unfor- 
tunate people in the years gone by to prevent payment. “Let us 
not pay them, because the Tre: is not able to pay them at 
this time,” has been the cry for all these years. 

But, Mr. Speaker, that plea has no force. Wecan remedy it 
very easily. We can make, for instance, our river and harbor 
bill $50,000,000 instead of seventy-four million. We can do with 
one war vessel less. I claim that you had better pay the honest 
debts of the Government than to make expenditures that are not 
absolutely necessary at the present time. Pay the honest debts 
and curtail the expenditures of the Government. wa I could, 
at this very session of Congress, if I had the power, take enough 
money, without hurting the public service, out of the general ap- 
propriation bills to pay every war claim and every spoliation 
claim and every Indian depredation claim in twenty-four hours, 
and adjourn Congress without making the appropriation bills 
larger by a single penny. ` ; 
es, we appropriated for war ships, and I voted for it. I voted 
for the river and harbor bill, too. Iam not excusing myself; I 
am not accusing any other man. Iam vitas to go to the peo- 
ple of this country—the great mass of the people—with the record 
that has been made in that t. Iam willing to make the 
Navy of the United States such as will command the t not 
only of the greatest government on this earth but of the combined 
forces of the world. This Government is great enough and 
rich enough to do that, so I do not excuse my vote on war ships 
or on the river and harbor bill. 

They talk or povery! Why, do you not know that this coun- 
try is richer ay than ever before in the history of the country? 

A MEMBER. And richer than any other country on earth. 

Mr. MAHON. Richer than any other country. We went into 
the war of 1860 and spent four years in a bloody contest, and the 
Government lost the business of the eleven Confederate States; we 
15 the expenses of the largest army of the world, and by so 

oing we accumulated an enormous war debt, and yet the busi- 
ness of this country went on, the prosperity of the country con- 
tinued; and from 1865 up to 1892 this Government paid two-thirds 
of that enormous debt, as well as meeting all of the current-ex- 
penses of the Government, and yet people talk of being poor. If 
the Treasury of the United States is in trouble to-day, it is not 
because the Government is not rich and mightyand powerful, but 
because of the blundering of statesmen of past Congresses and of the 
gentleman who sits at the other end of the Avenue. [Applause.] 

Now, gentlemen, you claim that we have reserved the right to 
review the findings of the court. If that be true, the passage of 
the Bowman Act was the sheerest nonsense. What possible ob- 
ject could you have in sending a claim to a court of this kind that 
would have no more power than one of the committees of the 
House? It is not worth the mse of keeping it up. Why were 
the courts established? Simply because it was absolutely impos- 
sible for Congress to go into the full investigation of these matters 


it was binding on the 
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as they ought to be investigated, and therefore you transferred 
that duty to a court. 

If the contention of the gentleman from Illinois is right, that 
the House should go into an investigation of all these claims, and 
he holds up as a bugaboo that there are 700 claims in this amend- 
ment of the Senate—yes, there are 700 claims; and it is a living, 
crying shame to-day that the Government of the United States 
has not paid them before. Each one has been adjudicated hon- 
oy Ae fairly; but if you are to examine them in detail, then 
abolish your court. If Congress is to deal with the subject solely 
and alone, let us get rid of the ense of maintaining the court. 
What possible value is it? And the time has come in the history 
of this Government when Congress should either pay the findings 
of the Court of Claims or abolish the court altogether, repeal the 
Bowman Act, and the Tucker Act, and the act sending the spolia- 
tion claims to that court for adjudication. : 

Why, Mr. Speaker, here are thousands of dollars in these claims 
that have been investigated. I know of many men in this country 
who believed that the law would be observed when the claims 
were investigated and adjudicated by this court. I know of one 
man with a claim of $1,100. Having faith in the Government 
and the representatives of the people, he spent $800, mortgaged 
his little home, in order to get a verdict from court, which found 
eleven hundred dollars in his favor, and he has been knocking at 
the doors of Congress for three or four years trying to get the little 
pittance due him. > 

Now, in his old age, 85 years, with the poorhouse staring him 
in the face, the Congress of the United States, in which he trusted, 
refuses to make the appropriation to pay his claim and keep him 
out of the almshouse. You serve on the War Claims Committee, 
and see the unfortunate men and women who are going down into 
the decline of life, with white hair upon their heads, appealing 
and knocking at the door of this committee for the just recogni- 
tion of their claims, and 1 tell you, if you were approached by 
these people who come to this Capitol endeavoring to get simply 
their just dues, it would touch you and cause you to vote for this 
bill. Now, the statement was made here, when we had a war 
claim up a few weeks ago, that there were $400,000,000 of war 
claims pending before the Court of Claims. That statement was 
made in a message by President Harrison, I believe. It was made 
under a misunderstanding of the facts. The Attorney-General 
of the United States at once proceeded to investigate and ascer- 
tain what the fact was. In his report of 1894 he says: 

Since my last report there has been completed a detailed examination of 
all the yay fav owen A under the Bowman Act, something over 7,000 in number, 
in order to D: from others those which are to be cl as war claims, 
defined as those n directly or indirectly out of the late war for the 

bellion.“ I am now able to report, as a result of such 
examination, that up to the present time 9,162 claims of this descrip- 
tion have been referred b Gon to the Court of Claims, the aggregate 
whereof is about $36,000,000. Of these, about 2,177 cases have been disposed of. 
aggregating on the face of the claims the sum of $16,184,000—the amount found 
due by the court thereon aggregating $2,344,000. 2 

There remain pending in the court 6,985 claims of this character, which ag- 
gregate upon their face aboyt $21,500,000. In addition to the foregoing, suits 
E onar okn DASA uptn ciaiure CLEDAT Giractiy or ATEOS 
prepare we pay the aggregate whereof, as stated by the peti- 
ing the total amount of war 


Mr. Speaker, that great bugaboo, that great bogie man, that has 
been running around through this House to frighten members, 
that statement about $400,000,000 of war claims under the Bow- 
man and Tucker and 4th of July acts, is cut down to $24,000,000. 

Mr. Speaker, how many of these claims will the Court of Claims 
allow? I want to say to this House that the pick and choice of 
all these claims have been panad upon long ago. After careful 
investigation, by the help of the ofñcers of the Court of Claims, I 
find that during the last thirty-two years, of all the claims pre- 
sented to the Court of Claims since the court had jurisdiction 
over them, only §¢ per cent were paid, and the balance rejected. 
I will tell you the reason why. It was because the claimants 
failed to prove their loyalty, which was a jurisdictional fact, and 
they were kicked out of court, and that was the end of it. Now, 
during the past thirty-two years, if only that small percentage 
has been paid, it is safe for this House to presume that there 
will not be over 5 per cent of the claims allowed which are still 

nding. 

P WILLIS. What amount is carried in these claims that 
have been placed upon the bill by the Senate? 

Mr. MAHON. About $1,800,000. Iwent to the trouble to ascer- 
tain all the claims that have been paid since 1865, and I ask the 
attention of the House to this matter, because this statement has 
been made to frighten ple,and perhaps persuade them not to 
vote for these bills. I have examined with great care and with 
the help of a gentleman who is an expert, and these figures which 
I now read are correct to a penny. Claims for quartermaster 


stores furnished the Army of the United States by loyal citizens 
residing in the loyal States to the amount of $6,010,425.43 have 
been approved by the Quartermaster-General and paid to citizens 
of the several States by Congress under the terms of the act of 
July 4, 1864, 

Claims for commissary supplies furnished the Army of the 
United States by loyal citizens residing in the loyal States to the 
amount of $429,552.87 have been approved by the Commissary- 
General and paid to citizens of the several States under the pro- 
visions of the act of July 4, 1864. 

_ Claims for the use and occupation of church and school build- 
ings by the Army during the late war to the number of 234 were 
filed in the office of the Quartermaster-General of the Army under 
the terms of the act of July 4, 1864. Ninety-seven of these, aggre- 
gating $102,270.29, have been paid or recommended for payment, 
in whole or in part, and 137 ee , aggregating $247,797.38, have 
been disallowed or not paid. ' 

Claims for stores and supplies furnished the Army and the 
Navy of the United States by loyal citizens residing in States 
declared in rebellion to the amount of $4,636,920.69 have been 
approved by the Southern Claims Commission and paid by Con- 
gress to citizens of the several States under the terms of the act 
approved March 3, 1871, and acts amendatory thereof. 

laims arising under the terms of the Bowman Act have been 
recommended for payment by the court, and Congress has paid to 
citizens of the several States $751,027.41. 

Congress has appropriated the following amounts to pay claims 
allowed under the provisions of the Bowman Act, to wit: i 
rr :?!D?! 

Fitticth Congres 57 Ht Sio ge 
Fifty-first Congres; -- 


Fifty-second Congress — 
ee e ice cane mndaaetaomedaueswocsencbue 


ee othe een E 751, 027.41 


Claims arising under the terms of the Tucker Act have been 
approved by the court and paid ay Congress tó the amount of 
$4.525. The total amount paid under these acts is $11,934,721.69. 

The total amount paid since the war closed under all acts for 
claims growing out of the war amounts to a little over $11,000,000, 
or less than you spend in one year on your rivers and harbors, 
less than you spend in building and equip ing two men of war. 

Mr. Speaker, these are the facts, and still these gentlemen will 
come in here and undertake to convince this Congress that these 
claims will swamp the Government of the United States if we 
open the door to pay these people what we owe them. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, L want to state, as I did before, that I 
have no personal interest in this business. I have endeavored all 
my life to pay every man whom I have owed, and I propose, as a 
member of this Congress, as long as I remain a member, to vote 
to pay every citizen of this country every dollar that I believe is 
honestly and justly due, and that has been found to be due by the 
courts created by this body, and I am willing to defer other appro- 
. until these unfortunate people are paid. I hope this 

ouse will adopt this amendment and pay these people. It is the 
only way that they can get before this body, as I said before, and 
in order that a vote can be had, the Senate put this amendment 
on this appropriation bill. A 

I want to say to gentlemen of this House who are interested in 
these people, who come from all your States, you will find them 
in every condition of life. If you vote against this amendment, 
do not come to this Congress afterwards and complain that the 
leaders of the House have not given you a fair opportunity, a fair 
hearing, and a fair chance to have a vote on this matter. No ob- 
struction is placed in your way. Here is à question that has been 
casting a shadow over Congress for years past. You are now con- 
fronting it face to face. It you want to pay your people the just 
debts that this Government owes to them,if you want to sustain 
the hands of this Government, and to do what is right between 
man and man and enforce justice and equity, vote for this amend- 
ment. It is the only chance you will have. If you depend upon 
the House to act on this matter, the House, under the rules, will 
not allow you to get it before the House. I am not as sensitive 
as some of my friends may be. As chairman of the Committee 
on War Claims I am perfectly willing to take this chance to have 
these claims passed. That committee wiil never get a bill passed 
through this House unless we do it as we are doing. If wedesire 
to do justice to these claimants, we can stand this $1.80) 909. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, if this thing goes on. this country will become 
the greatest robber on the face of the earth, taking the property of 
her own people and using it for her own purposes and then refusing 
payment. hat would you say of a neighbor who emptied your 
corncrib to feed his own stock and then refused to pay tor it? An 
honest man will pay his debts, even if it takes the cout off his 
back, and an honest government, through its representatives, will 
pay the people it owes, even if it hurts, and even if it has to bor- 
row money or issue bonds to pay them. [Loud applause. ] 
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Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas is 
recognized in his own right for an hour. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I will yield of 


my time ten minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICH- 
ARDSON], ten minutes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROS- 
VENOR], and five minutes to the gentleman from ois [Mr. 


Cannon]. The rest of the time I will use myself. 

Mr. CANNON. Before the gentleman begins, I hope to be 
able—and that is the reason I wanted five minutes, if the gentle- 
man has it to spare—at the end of the time the gentleman yields, 
to move the previous question and get a vote. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman’s time is yielded last. It is the 
understanding, then, that the other gentlemen shall speak first. 
If I can have order in the House I would be glad. : 

Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to occupy a very large portion of 
the time of the House, and will go directly to the proposition under 
consideration. It is strange, itis ing strange, that four classes 
of claims shall be grow together in one amendment. In the 
pending proposition we find these four classes, all different from 
one ren ig sandwiched together, and attached to the bill asa 
single item. Upon the authority of a distinguished Senator, one 
of long experience in the matter of appropriations, I assert that 
this is the time in the history of general deficiency bills that 
we have findings under the Bowman Act ‘pus upon that bill. 

Now, why is it, Mr. Speaker, that these different kinds of claims 
are grouped together in a ie amendment? If they are as meri- 
torious as they are said to be by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Manon] and by other members upon this floor, whence the 
necessity of betel eee them, aggregating more than $1,700,- 
000, in one proposition? It was because, Mr. Speaker, these claims 
could not stand upon their individual merit. Each must have 
support from the others in order to pass the House. 

‘or the information of members I will read them: 


French spoliation claims - $1,027, 314. 09 
Bowman Act war claims... 3 548, 922. 54 
Charles P. Chouteau claim se 174, 445. 75 
Claims of E. N. Fish and others 11, 214. 28 

1, 761, 896. 66 


I believe the last-mentioned claims have grown out of Indian 
transactions, and that the Chouteau claim is a relic of the late war, 
but not what is technically known as a war claim. 

ON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 


Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr.MAHON. The reason why they have been put as an amend- 
ment upon this deficiency bill was because during the past year 
it has been known that this House would not give them any con- 
sideration under the rules. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman assumes to speak as to the mo- 
tive of the Senate in consolidating these different classes of claims. 
Ican only look for its motives to the records of that body, and 
ee examination I find no expression that would justify the ex- 
planation of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. But why put all 
these claims into one amendment, so different from one another? 
It was for the p , Mr. Speaker, of getting the votes of the 
friends of each class in support of the other three classes, and in 
that way carry the measure through this House. What do we 
know about the claim of $174,445.75 due Charles P. Chouteau? 
Can any gentleman se this floor explain it? 

Mr. Mc LIN. Iknow this, that it has been rejected by sev- 
eral Congresses. 

Mr. SAYERS. About all we know of this claim is that it has 
been heretofore rejected; and so have the other claims been rejected 
by several Congresses. 

But I wish to reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Manon] in regard to the French spoliation claims. These claims 
have been argued again and again in this House. The first ac- 
quaintance I had with them was during the Fiftieth Congress 
when Mr. Burnes of Missouri had charge of the 8 bill, 
and during the Fifty-first Congress, when the gee be gen- 
. HENDERSON, was in charge. e have been 
told by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] that because 
of the fact that the Government of the United States yielded up 
the just demands of its citizens to the French Government, there- 
fore our Government becameliable for the payment of these claims, 
That was the ground, and the sole ground, on which the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] and the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. Grout] based their arguments for the payment of 
these claims. Let us turn to the proceedings of the Fiftieth Con- 
gress. Mr. McComas of Maryland, then an able Representative, 
and now a distinguished member of the judicial bench of this 
District, was urging the payment of these claims. When the 


tleman from Iowa, 
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3 was under discussion in the Fiftieth Congress, Mr. 
cComas said in reference to them: 

The question, in my opinion, is whether war existed between the years 
1794 ont 1801 between the United States and France. If there was war, 1 
think that is an end of these claims. 

The issue upon which the validity of these claims must rest was 
plain. Did war exist between France and the United States be- 
tween the years 1794 and 1801 was the question and the only ques- 
tion. Now, how are we to ascertain whether there was war or 
not one hundred years ago or thereabouts? To what better au- 
thority than to the official records of our 2 to the opin- 
ions of our Supreme Court can we appeal? I have before mea 
copy of a letter by the Attorney-General of the United States, dated 
August 21, 1798, in the very midst of the troubles of that time; 
written not fifty or a hundred years later, but at the very time, 
and addressed to the then Secretary of State. In thisletter, dated, 
as I have said, on the 2ist of August, 1798, he says: 

SIR: Having taken into consideration the acts of the French Republic rel- 
ative to the United States and the laws of Congress passed at the last session, 
itis my opinion that there exists not only an active maritime war between 
France and the United States, but a maritime war authorized by both na- 
tions. Consequently France is our enemy; and to aid, assist, and abet that 
nation in her maritime warfare will be treason in a citizen or any other per- 
son within the United States not commissioned under France; but ina French 
subject, commissioned by France, acting openly, according to his commission 
such assistance will be hostility. The former may be tried and punished 
according to our laws; the latter must be treated according to the laws of 
war. I have thought it my duty to make this communication in consequence 
of the information you received Rhode Island of the intentions of a 
Fren whose name I do not now call to mind, who is said to be some- 
where in country on the business of buyin ships and 6 
for the West Indies. He should be apprehended and tried as a traitor, unless 
he has a coi ion and acts acco: to it, in which case he should be 
treated as an enemy and confined as a p: er of war. 

I have the honor to be, etc., CHARLES LEE. 


To the SECRETARY OF STATE. 


Mr. Speaker, this letter furnishes the reason why France would 
not acknowledge the justice of these claims against that Govern- 
coger It was use, and only because, they originated in actual 
warfare. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman permit a 
question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Do pp of our standard his- 
torians give any account of such a war as that which the gentle- 
man is talking about? 

Mr. SAY. . Ah, Mr. Speaker, is not the official opinion of 
the Attorney-General of the United States, written at the very 
time when all these things were transpiring, history? Is it not 
better than ordinary history? The historian oftentimes writes 
bale and years after the events and occurrences which he narrates 

ave transpired, but here we find the Attorney-General of the 
United States, at the very time, in an official communication to 
the Secretary of State, declaring that war did exist between the 
two Governments. But is that all? If gentlemen will turn to the 
opinion of the Supreme Court—perhaps they will say that is not 
history—in the case of Bas vs. Tingy, delivered at the August 
term in 1800, they will find that court stating emphatically that 
we were then in acondition of war with Fran uring the very 
time stated in the communication of the Attorney-General to the 
Secretary of State, which I have already read. 

Mr. AMS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS. Had Congress declared war? 

Gann. SAYERS. There may be war without a declaration by 
mgress. 

Mr. ADAMS. Had Congress declared war? 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at all; but may there not be war without 


a declaration by Con ? 
ing in the treaty of 1800 showed a state of 


Mr. ADAMS. No 
war EAn the contrary, both nations denied it. 

Mr. SA . I take it the gentleman is a lawyer, is he 
not? 

Mr. ADAMS. Iam, sir; but I am sorry to say not a very good 


one, 

Mr. SAYERS. Will not the gentleman then abide the decision 
of the Supreme Court, the highest judicial tribunal of the land, 
upon the question whether there was then actual war or not? 

. AD. Let me answer the gentleman's question. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will hand the book to the gentleman and he 
can read it. 

Mr. ADAMS, I will answer the gentleman’s question. The 
decisions of the Supreme Court, so far as they relate to this coun- 
try, are of course paramount, but when you come to treaties 
between sovereign nations, the decisions of the Supreme Court 
are not binding upon questions of international law. Therefore, 
when two nations make a treaty 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman is wandering into a dissertation 


upon international jurisprudence, 


Ir. ADAMS, If the gentleman will permit me to answer his 
question—— 


> The SPEAKER = tempore. Does the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Savers] yield further. 
Mr. SA I decline to yield further. 


Mr. ADAMS. If the gentleman, after asking a question, will 
not permit me to answer, all right. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman must be contented with the 
time he has already had. 

Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman finds he is wrong, and backs out. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I venture the assertion that n> 
treaty stipulation can be shown by which the United States re- 
leased to France the claims of its citizens. But independently of 
any treaty stipulation between the two Governments as to the 
payment of these claims, the main proposition is—and it is a con- 

ing one—that the French Government was not responsible 
for the payment of these claims growing out of a state of war. 
If the proposition with reference to damages incurred and prop- 
erty destroyed in time of war be not admitted, then all the prop- 
erty destroyed in the South during the late war must be paid for. 
If the French Republic was onsible to the owners of these 
vessels for the destruction of their property while these hostilities 
existed, then the Government of the United States is ible 
to every Southern man that lost property at the hands of the 
Union soldiery during the late war. If one proposition be good, 
the other Hecessarily follows. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. If these claims were not valid 
against the French Government, why did the French Government 
pay valid claims for the relinquishment of these? 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not understand that the French Govern- 
ment did pay any valid claims in order that it might be released 
from the paymentof other claims. The French Government and 
the Government of the United States were in a state of war. 
There were misunderstandings on both sides. The Government 
of France was involved in war not only with England but with 
Europe, and was anxious to make peace. The Government of the 
United States, recognizing the fact that France had been our ally 
during the Revolution, when we were weak and in our infancy, 
ker abs desirous for peace; and in that way peace was brought 
about. 


Now, let me have the attention of my friend from Pennsylvania 
fora moment. I have in my hand a volume of the Supreme Court 
Reports, 4 Dallas. Here is what the court says in regard to the 
existence of war at that time: 


Now, if this be the true definition of war, let us see what was the situation 
of the United States in relation to France. 


Mr. ADAMS. Read the definition. 
Mr. SAYERS (reading)— 
all intercourse with 


raised an army, sto 
of war and commis- 


built and equipped 
dining the former and a the latter 
defend themselves against the armed ships of France, to a them on 

pr to pture armed ves- 
Here, then, let me ask, what were the techni- 
nd French armed vessel, 


orce; nor were the private e 
nal and authorized by the I 


Here, Mr. Speaker, we have the reason why these claims have 
not been paid. The Congress of the United States settled all the 
Revolutionary claims many years . The Congress of the 
United States assumed the payment of the debts of the different 
States. Congress met every year to legislate upon the affairs of 
the people, and yor while the participants in the Revolution were 
still aliye 7 5 i a Les = . vasa pont ma took 
prominen’ in that greai e were gas resenta- 
tivesin the Halls of Congress these claims were refused payment. 
These Senators and resentatives were entirely fi with 
all the facts involved. ey, it is to be presumed, were honest 
and patriotic. Why, Mr. Speaker, did they not provide for the 
liquidation of these claims? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 


question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is not Congress—and I speak now collect- 
8 of course are we not great men and wise men and patri- 

c men—— 

Mr. SAYERS. I will answer 5 by a question 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let me finish first, and then you can an- 
swer altogether—— 

Mr. SAYERS (continuing). I will most cheerfully admit the 
rey from Ohio to be a great, and a wise, and a good man. 

in is no use in consuming my time, therefore, in asking the 

question. 
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now collect- 
ively. If Congress be an tion of wise men and patriotic 
meN, why do we not pay the honest debts that the Government 


A s iscussing these particular claims, 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I refer to all honest claims. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ah! that is the trouble. When we begin the 
discussion of a particular class of claims, or one particular claim, 
gentlemen will introduce into the discussion the nonpayment of 
other claims not connected with the matter under consideration. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, to be rather late in the day for us 
to undertake to pay one million dollars and over of these claims— 
claims which our forefathers and their children refused to pay. 
We should not be considered dishonest because we refuse to pay 
them—claims that are more than a hundred years old, claims the 
payment of which have been refused 1 5 and again by Congress 
and once vetoed by a President of the United States and no effort 
made to pass the bill over his veto. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is in the power of the majority to do so. 
I would say, however, to our Republican friends that they should 
not be overhasty in this matter. The claims haye been discussed 
again and again and have been oftentimes rejected. Will the 
majority pay them now, presented as they are now presented, four 
different classes of claims grouped e ee in a single amend- 
ment, to be considered all together and as a single item? 

WY, sir, I heard a gentleman in the House say that if the 
French spoliation claims were separate and apart he would vote 
for them, but he would not vote for the other claims that are con- 
nected with them. I heard another gentleman, who is friendly to 
the Southern war claims, say that if he could get a direct vote 
upon them, separate and distinct from the others, he would not 
vote for the French spoliation claims. And yet, in order to get 
all of these claims through, in order to draw support from all sides, 
these four classes are combined together in a single amendment, 
and the friends of each class are as to support them all. The 
friends of the respective classes are uniting, and arm in arm 
they are marching to the to pay claims which some of 
them believe ought not to be paid, and which, if presented sepa- 
rately, would be rejected by this House with scarcely a discussion. 

The idea, Mr. Speaker, that the Government of the United 
States is an insurer of the property of its citizens in time of war 
is an absurdity. What were these people doing on the high seas 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I am referring to 


in armed ships? 

Mr. WAL of Massachusetts. What business had they on 
the high seas at any time? They ought to stay at home. 
[Lanughter. 

Mr. SA Possibly so, and I hope the gentleman will vote 
against the claims. 


Mr. MAHON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. SAX ERS. In a moment. 

These people were on the high seas with vessels laden with their 
own commodities, in order to run the blockade which England 
had thrown around the whole of Europe. They were trying to 
t their goods into the European markets and to sell them at the 
gh prices then prevailing. Their ships were armed with artil- 
lery, in case they met the French, and if yay Hone gone to be the 
stronger they fought and took possession of vessels. But 
when they lost their own ships they came to their own Govern- 
ment and presented claims for compensation for the losses which 
they thus sustained. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who wishes 
to ask a question. 

Mr. MAHON. Was war declared between the United States 
and France when these ships were taken and destroyed? 

Mr.SAYERS. It was not necessary that it should have been 
formally declared. The Supreme Court have decided thatit was 
not necessary for the existence of public warfare that war should 
have been actually declared. And if the gentleman, who is a law- 
yer, will turn to the opinion of the court in the case which I have 
just cited, he will find that I am sustained by high authority. 

Mr. MAHON. What was the case? 

Mr. SAYERS. The case of Bas against Tingy. 

Mr. MAHON. What date? 5 

«Mr. SAYERS. 1800, or about that time. 5 

Mr. MAHON. Have you read Chief Justice Marshall's opinion? 

Mr. SAYERS. This opinion was before he was a member of 
the 8 Court, I believe. 

Mr. ON. I only want the gentleman to state the fact 
that the judges have held that there was no such state of war 


* 
Mr. SAYERS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, they have held 
just the reverse. 

Mr. WELLINGTON, Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. WELLINGTON, T. would like to ask the gentleman why, 
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f the condition of war, as he contends, existed—why John Adams, 
ho was President from 1797 to 1801, says something like this: 
To explain all the mysteries of that period never was and never will be in 
y 8 It would 8 volumes to give a simple history of it. + 
y sole object was to rye the pen and neutrality of the country, and 

that, I thank God, I obtained at the loss of my power and fame on both 


Mr. SAYERS. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I understand , 

Mr. WELLINGTON. That is what the President of the United 
States contended and claimed at that time. 

Mr. SAYERS. But we have the letter of the Attorney-General 
of the United States in 1798, and the opinion of the Supreme 
Court in 1800 : 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Thomas Jefferson in 1801 used this 
language: 

While we devoutly return thanks * * * we are bound with peculiar 
gratitude tobe thankful to Him that our peace his been preserved through 
so perilous a season. : 

The President of the United States ought to have known some- 
thing about the condition of the country, ought he not? 

Mr. SAYERS. I willsay to my friend that in what was said by 
the President of the United States view was had to the course which 
he took in order to prevent a formal declaration of war upon the 
part of the Government of the United States against France; and 
the gentleman will not, I apprehend, find in any of the writings, 
either of Jefferson or of A: „any assertion that a state of war 
was not then existing. The character of war to which these gen- 
tlemen referred was an authorized war under an act of Congress, 
followed by direct and open hostilities. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Will the gentleman permit another in- 
terruption? 

Mr. SAYERS, Certainly, and I will endeavor to answer the 
gentleman. 7 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Would it be possible, if there were war 
of any kind existing between France and America, that when 
Washington died in 1799 the French people throughout the whole 
land would have put up crape and expressed their condolence 
with this nation? 

Mr. SAYERS. I should think so. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. It is scarcely supposable that a nation 
at war with another would do that. 

Mr. SAYERS. I can see very well why they should. The 
French le were living under a 1 and the United 
States was a republic. The people of France knew that they 
had the sympathy of the people of the United States in their 
effort to reform their Government and to establish a republic. 
Republicansin those days sympathized with each other, wherever 
they lived. 

A MEMBER. And they do now. 

Mr. QUIGG. Wil the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. QUIGG. Is there any adjudication on the part of Con- 
gress or on the part of the Supreme Court or on the part of any 
other authority that we actually owe this money? 

Mr. SAYERS. None that I know of. 

Mr. QUIGG. Has there ever been? 

Mr. SAYERS. None that I can now recall. 

Mr. DOVENER. I will show you one. 

Mr. SAYERS. I hardly think so. 

Mr. DOVENER. Iwill show you such a declaration of the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 

. MAHON. I know you want to be correct. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. If there has been any such adjudi- 
cation, I am not advised of it. I speak subject to correction. 

Mr. MAHON. You have just stated that these American mer- 
chantmen had no business to run the blockade. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is what my friend from Massachusetts 
(Mr. WALER cs «ewig 

Mr. MAHON, ow, I want to read 

Mr. SAYERS, Oh, do not do that now. You had an hour. 

Mr. MAHON. I want to correct you. Iquote from Wharton's 
International Law the eae letter, written by Thomas Jef- 
ferson to the merchants of the United States: 

I have it in charge from the President toassure the merchants of the United 
States concerned in foreign commerce or navigation that due attention will 
be paid to any injuries they may suffer on the high seas or in foreign coun- 

contrary to the Jaw of nations or to existing treaties, and that on the 
forwarding hither of well-authenticated evidence of the same proper pro- 
ceedings be adopted for their relief. 

Mr. SAYERS. I object to any further interruption. 

Fh SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman declines to yield 
er. 

Mr. MAHON. If you object to a letter from Thomas Jefferson, 


Why, then, you can go ahead. 
Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman should regard a decision of the 
Paes Court. 
. MAHON. Iam talking about Thomas Jefferson, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas de- 


sires to reserve twenty-five minutes. He has now only twenty- 


five minutes remaining. 
Mr. SAYERS. That being the case, Mr. $; er, I yield to the 
gentleman from Tennessee . RICHARDSON]. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. ould the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, 
„ prefer to proceed now? If so, I will allow him to 
0 80. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will say that the gen- 
tleman from Texas twenty-five minutes remaining, and he has 
yielded ten minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICH- 
ARDSON]. 

Mr. OSVENOR. It is very kind in the gentleman, but. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from Ohio asked me for time, 
and I yield to him. 3 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman, 
It was very generous in him to yield the time. I want, if I can, 
to get about ten minutes more time, in my own right or otherwise. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. RICHARDSON] is recognized. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, under what principle is the 
time limited? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas y 
SAYERS], a member of the conference committee, took the fioor 
in his own right, and that, of course, gave him an hour. He has 
used all but twenty-five minutes, and he yields ten minutes of his 
remaining time to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then I will wait and try to get more than 
ten minutes. 

Mr.SAYERS. Iwonld give the gentleman more time if I had it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand. I will wait until the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee has concluded. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOBR] will not take his time now I should like ten minutes more 
coupled with my time, to make it about twenty minutes. 

. CANNON. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Twenty minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. I will ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man’s time may be extended ten minutes more, in addition to the 
ten minutes yielded by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then the gentleman from Tennessee can 
proceed and use his ten minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is yielded only 
ten minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. When I asked for time to speak upon this 
amendment I h I would have more than ten minutes. 

ie GROS OR. Will the Chair recognize me in my own 
right? 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will simply say that 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] had the floor and had 
twenty-five minutes remaining, and indicated an intention to 
yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARD- 
son], ten minutes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 5 
and five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois. That wo 
make his twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON, I want to say to the gentleman from Ohio 
that I hope to have a vote not far from 4 o'clock upon this bill. 
There is another conference report, on the sundry civil bill, that I 
want to dispose of yet to-night; there is an election case pending; 
and if the gentleman desires twenty minutes I will ask unanimous 
consent now. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You will not get that. 

Mr. CANNON. If the Chair will recognize me in the time 
offered to me by the gentleman from Texas, I will ask for time for 
the gentleman. 

Mr. MAHON, I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well; the arrangement is all made. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for order. When I 
asked for time I hoped I would have more than ten minutes in 
which to discuss this measure. In ten minutes it is impossible to 
do so. I wanted, if I had time, to recur to the two main proposi- 
tions—the war claims and the spoliation claims—and to have en- 
deavored, if I had the time, to reply to the argument of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois and that of the gentleman from Texas, in 
opposing the pending amendment. I will not have time to do so 
to my own satisfaction. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to say first, in reply to the gentleman from 
Illinois, who opposes the French spoliation claims, that it occurs 
to me that the objection does not come with good grace from him. 
I ee to interrupt the gentleman when he was on the floor 
a while ago to call his attention to the fact thatin a previous Con- 
gress the gentleman himself had favored an appropriation for the 
payment of French spoliation claims. I could not get the atten- 
tion of the gentleman then, and I only want now to recur to it 
briefly. He will find in the Fiftieth Congress, the second session, 
on page 2706 of the RECORD, the following. Mr. Sayers, of Texas, 
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had yielded to Mr. Cannon five minutes, Mr. Cannon, among 
other things, said: 

The bone of contention is this item of one and a half millions of dollars, 
known as the spoliation claims, 5 old. 

I want to be entirely frank and say there are two sides to this question. In 
former years, when most of us were boys, these claims met, after full discus- 
sion an e in the House and Senate, with Executive veto. A year or 
two ago we did refer these ninety-year-old claims to the Court of Claims, not 
to render judgment, but to pe ta and report to the House. As one mem- 
ber of this House I have read with great care the decision of that court. I 
believe from the best lights I can get the Government of the United States 

generations after these are due and payable ought to pay them. 
Applause. x 
ow, that is what the gentleman then said. As a matter stand- 
ing alone, I do not favor payment of the spoliation claims, but 
there is no other ta get our little pittance of war claims. 
Mr, CANNON, ill the gentleman just yield to me one min- 


ute? 

Mr. ICRA ES The gentleman has time after I get 

Mr CANNON. I will yield him one minute of the time 

ielded to me 5 the gentleman from Texas. I want to say that 

have no recollection of the debate. Further, you may find the 
language may be modified by all that I said. I want to say, fur- 
ther, that I have made no attack upon the legality of the nch 
spoliation claims; but I make the attack that it is not parliamen- 
tary, it is not sound policy, it is not parliamentarily decent to put 
these claims upon a 3 appropriation bill, some of which 
claims may be right, the most of which I believe to be wrong. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yielded to the gen- 
tleman that he might make his explanation. I want to say that 
was not all that he said. He went on to say that it was then 
within fourteen hours of the adjournment of Congress, but that we 
ought to vote to pay these claims. We are not within fourteen 
hours of adjournment. He can have ample time to examine all 
the claims in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman say that I voted to pay 
them or voted e paying them? 

Mr. RICHAR N. Lou said they ought to be paid. There 
was no yea-and-nay vote, and there was no other chance of pay- 
ing them but on the appropriation bill, and they were so paid, as 
I understand it. 

Mr. CANNON. My recollection is that there never was a time 
when I advocated the payment or voted to put wholesale claims 
upon an appropriation bill. 

Mr. RI DSON. In view of the circumstances, it is im- 
possible to procure the consideration of these claims in any other 
way, and the mtleman knows it. How much time have the 
leaders of the House given to the Committee on Claims or to the 
Committee on War Claims of the Fifty-fourth Contone to con- 
sider such measures as are involved in the Senate amendment? An 
hour and a half, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAHON 
says. Now, when are you going to consider them? If you wis 
todo justice to these claims there is no sre the way of pro- 
tracting this session a week or ten days and allow the gentleman 
and his committee to investigate them fully. 

Mr. Speaker, they are brought here in a regular way, the only 
way they can be brought here. My friend from Texas says these 
claims are all grow together, and therefore they ought not to 
be considered. They were not grou together. They were con- 
sidered separately in the Senate. h one of these four proposi- 
tions to which my friend refers had separate consideration in the 
Senate. First, the French liation claims were offered as an 
amendment. Then an amendment to that amendment was offered, 
and that amendment to the amendment was agreed to. That was 
a separate vote. Then the Chouteau claim, as it is called, was 
offered as an amendment to the amendment and agreed to, and so 
with the other amendment, all being agreed to in order. They 
were all separately considered. Anyone who will examine for a 
moment can see that these four amendments were each considered 
separately and passed se tely, and became one Senate amend- 
ment. Therefore there is Roning in the point of the gentleman 
from Illinois or the gentleman from Texas. Each one of these 
four separate claims had separate consideration by the Senate. 
They each had separate consideration by the Court of Claims, or- 

for the express purpose of relieving this House and the 
other branch of Congress from the investigation of the details 
necessarily incident to the claims. 

Why was jurisdiction given the Court of Claims to try these 
cases under the Bowman Act? I have the act before me. Its 
title is, “An act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and 
the Executive Departments in the investigation of claims and de- 
mands against the Government.” The whole object in referring 
these claims under the Bowman Act to the Court of Claims was 
to relieve age ped of the labor of investigating the details of 
these cases. Yet we are told, after that court, organized for the 


popo; has made the investigation, that we must have time to 
vestigate them ourselves. 


only an honest investigation is 


wanted, we haye ample time to investigate them, now that th 

are before this able Committee on Appropriations. We can sit 
here a few days and allow the committee to complete the investi- 
gation, if they desire to enter upon it. But, Mr. Speaker, I say 
that the Court of Claims having found the facts in each one of 
these cases, it seems to me that we ought to a their findings 
as final and conclusive and take action 5 If we had a 
month or three months or years for the investigation, we would 
noe undertake to go into the records in these cases as that court 

oes. 

How is that tribunal to proceed in these cases? Take the cases 
referred under the Bowman Act. They are referred to the court, 
which in its make-up is not partial to that class of claims, which 
are mainly war claims arising in the South. That is a Repub- 
lican court, Five members com it, each of them a Repub- 
lican, and all from Northern States. Therefore I feel justified in 
saying that the members of that court are not partial to this class 
of war claims, and yet they have found every fact that Congress 
required them to investigate in favor of each one of these 384 war 
claims, saying that they are just and proper and ought to be paid. 
Gentlemen say we have not time to investigate them, but I repeat 
that if we had a year or five yeurs there is not a member who 
would go through the records with such detail and thoroughness 
as this court does. 

When I interrupted the gentleman from Illinois awhile ago I 
made the statement that an able Senator who formerly occupied 
a seat on this floor, and with whom many of us served here for 
years, had reported these claims in the Senate from the Commit- 


tee on Claims of that body. I want to read what he said in the 
Senate when these Bowman Act claims were presented asa separate 
amendment. After the French spoliation amendment had been 


adopted, this amendment was offered covering these war claims, 
and the Senator ï refer to, Mr. Burrows of Michigan, in answer 
to a question, said—1 will quote his words: 

I will say, in response to the 1 y which has been made, that the amo’ 
carried fen this amendment is Pr td 3 = si 

Mr. HARRIS. Can the Senator answer the question asked by the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] as to the number of claims? I could not; I haye 
not the number in mind, 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes: the number of claims carried in the amendment is 325. 
I became conversant with this matter because it was referred to me as a sub- 
pene and I have examined it with a great deal of care and made the 
repo! case. 


That is, Senator Burrows said that he, as a subcommittee of 
the Senate Committee on Claims, had investigated this matter; 
had gone over the findings of the Court of Claims covering the 
325 claims em in the war claimsamendment to this bill; had 
examined them with t care, and had recommended that they 
be paid. The committee adopted his report and made the same 
recommendation to the Senate, and they were put upon this bill 
as an amendment. There was nothing unfair or unusual about it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


ired. 
Ar. RICHARDSON. I wish I had more time. 
Mr. GROSVENOR rose. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio is rec- 


(ar Ss for ten minutes, yielded by the gentleman from Texas 
r 


. SAYERS]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. S er, I desire to devote twenty 
minutes to the discussion on matter—ten minutes yielded by 
the genenan from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] and ten minutes yielded 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

I think if Congress on this occasion shall refuse to pay these 
claims, and particularly the so-called French spoliation claims 
they will never be paid. From time to time Congress has passed 
the French ee claims. It is said that ‘oa Rect passed in 
one or both Houses of Congress fifty-two times. the brief time 
which I intend to devote to these I can reply to only one or two 
of the arguments which have been made here. The gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] has repeated the oft-told tale that there 
is a doubt whether there was not a war existing between France 
and the United States at the time of the accruing of these claims 
for the destruction of the commerce of the merchant marine of 
New England. 

Now, in the first place, it is too late to put forward that argu- 
ment. The question has been settled by the action of Congress 
over and over again. It was settled especially by the Fifty-first 
Congress, which paid a million and a half dollars of these claims, 
in face of the identical argument made by the gentleman from 
Texas to-day. I would like to ask some student of American his- 
tory when that war began. We live in an age of civil-service re- 
form now, and all our public servants are bound to know some- 
thing about the history of the United States. When was that 
war? How did it begin? Who commanded the French troops? 
Whocommanded the American troops? What battle was fought? 
What ship fired a ? What was the name of some officer who 
participated in that war? The Supreme Court of the United 
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States in a case which has been cited used an unfortunate ex- 
pression, which was mere obiter dictum, and from that time to this 
everybody who wanted to be on the side of the repudiation of 
these claims has been turning over that utterance of the court in 
his mouth as a sweet morsel. This war,if it happened at all, was 
in the year 1799. George Washington was alive for eleven and one- 
half months of that year. George Washington did not know that 
that war had any existence. [Laughter.] He never found it out. 
Living down here in quiet retirement on the banks of the Potomac, 
5 never learned that his country was at war with its former 
ally. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, if the gentle- 
man will permit an interruption, I wish to say that while I am in 
favor of these claims, and while I do not pretend to be a student 
of history, I have always understood that that war was known as 
the quasi war with France. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The“ quasi war”! 
of the judges of the supreme court of Ohio told me once that when- 
ever a lawyer wanted to bring a party into court, a corporation, 
and did not know exactly what its name was or where it was 
located, or how to describe it, he always spoke of it as “a quasi 
corporation.” [Laughter.] I hold in my hand the Memoirs of 
Napoleon Bonaparte, dictated by himself after 1799, in the seclusion 
of the island on which he died. On page 116 he says this in regard 
to the death of Washington. It will be remembered that that 
death took place on the 15th day of December, 1799, while, accord- 
ing to the gentleman from Texas, war was raging between the 
Republic of the United States and France. 

The death of Washington, which happened on the ‘th day of December, 
1799, gave the First Consul an opportunity of making known his sentiments 
toward the United Statesof America. He put on mourning for that great 
citizen and directed all his army to wear it likewise by the following order 
of the date of the 9th of February, 

It took a good while to get the news over there in those days. 
The order is as follows: 


W isdead! That great man tye nigh. pr tyranny, and estab- 
lished the liberty of his country. His memory always ba AOSE to the 
French le, as well as to all men in both hemispheres, and 8 
to Frenc] soldiers, who, like him and the soldiers of America, fight for equal- 
ity and liberty.” 

The First 


msul further ordered that for ten days all colors and stand- 
ards of the Republic should be hung with black crape. 

Hung with black crape for a distinguished citizen of a nation 
that was at war with France, says the gentleman from Texas! 

But that there may be no misunderstanding about the matter, 
I hold in my hand a copy of a letter written by Washington less 
than a year before his death, in which he uses this language: 

The inclination of France to be bagel, Pater with the United States is 
so strong that it must be our own ment and disinclination to 
peace if matters with that country are not accommodated upon terms hon- 
orable and advantageous to this. 

Washington died on the 14th of December, 1799. By order of the First Consul 
crape was 3 in honor of his memory from all the standards and flags 
of ce. apoleon spoke in most glowing terms of him. A funeral oration 
in his honor was pronounced by M. de Fontrews in the Hotel des Invalides 

So the theory that there was war is an absurd one. We are to 
suppose that there was a war that nobody ever heard of—troops 
commanded by nobody—muster rolls never filed in the Depart- 
ment at Washington—a myth—a Flying Dutchman of the imag- 
ination! 

Now, let us see the basis upon which these claims arose origi- 
nally. Let me see whether I can condense it into about a minute 
and a half or two minutes. - 

When the treaty between the United States and France, which 
was ratified by the United States on the 18th of February, 1801, 
was in process of construction, each nation presen great 
claims—volumes of claims—against the other. It is unimportant 
what the French claims against us were. They were for viola- 
tions of treaties, breaches of concessions, and other international 
complaints, alleged by France against the United States. The 
United States joged. these identical spoliation claims against 
France and demanded payment. An article was put into the 
treaty providing that after the treaty both nations should hold in 
reserye their respective claims. In the second article of the treaty 
this language was used: S 


And with 838 to the indemnities mutually due or claimed, the parties 
shall ese matters by ulterior negotiations at a suitable time; and 
until they have agreed on these points the said treaties and conventions 
shall have no effect, and the relations between the two nations shall be reg- 
ulated in the manner following. 

That left to the future the settlement of both classes of these 
claims. But when the time came to settle finally that treaty by 
an agreement between the two nations that article was stricken 
out. With reference to that occurrence Napoleon says: 

The suppression of this article at once 5 an end to the privileges which 
France had by the treaty of 1778, and annulled the just claims 
which America ee have made for injuries done in time of peace. This 
was exactly what the First Consul had pr: to himself in fixing these two 
points as equiponderating each other. thout this it would have been im- 
possible tates, and to banish from 


to satisfy the merchants of the United S 


Well, Mr. Speaker, one 


The First Consul's ratification of 
this treaty was dated Jul d declared that it was to be clearly un- 
d iene that the suppression of article 2 annulled all claims for indemnity, 
e 

That is the lan e of Bonaparte, dictated to his scrivener dur- 
ing the last years of his life. 

So a complete bar was created by this stipulation against the 
prosecution by merchants of the United States of any claims in 
any court anywhere for damages or losses arising out of those 
hostilities, and in return for that the United States obtained a 
complete acquittance of all the claims that France held against 
us; and from that day to this, Mr. Speaker, those claims have 
been as solemnly due from the Tr of the United States as 
though tey were the note of hand or the bond of the Govern- 
ment. And I would as soon, Mr. S er—and I make no aspersion 
upon anybody else, either a member of this body or elsewhere— 
but I would as soon vote not to pay a bond of the Government 
when itis due as to vote, in the time of a possibility to do so, against 
the payment of what I regard to be these just and honest 5 — 
against the Government. 

I have no time to go further into the question of the French 
spoliation claims. I will now devote a few moments of the remain- 
ing time to the Bowman Act and the claims sent to the court un- 
der that act; and if my distinguished friend from Illinois will, in 
his own time, answer one or two propositions I want to put to 
him, he will disabuse my mind of some serious and unpleasant 
considerations in the matter. 

In the first place, I hold in my hand, and will incorporate at this 

int, the law under which the 8 claims —going back to them 

‘or a moment—are audited, if yon may call it auditing, in the 
Court of Claims. It is in the following words: 


CHAPTER 25. 


An act to provide for the ascertainment of claims of American citizens for 
spoliations committed by the French prior to the 3lst day of July, 1801. 


(January 20, 1885. 23 Stat., 283.) 
1. Claims for indemnity on France | 5. Documents and FB dew parca from 


their memory the losses they had suffered. 
at y 1B, 1801, an 


for illegal captures, etc., Gurt to abroad to be ob 

July 31, 1801, referred to Court of | 6. Court to rt to Congress an- 

Claims. Certain classes not in- nually. s not presented 

cluded. — within two years to be barred. 
2. Court may make rules. United States not committed to 
3. Validity of claims to be determined. payment 


Proceedings and evidence. 
4. Attorney-General to appear and 
resist claims. 


CLAIMS FOR INDEMNITY ON FRANCE FOR ILLEGAL CAPTURES, ETC., PRIOR 
TO JULY 31, 181, REFERRED TO THE COURT. 


tives, as had valid claims to indemnity upon the F 

ra out of ill captures, detentions, rom A 
on 

the blic concluded on the 30th day of Sep- 

r othe Sel day of 
uly follo , may apply by ion e 0 0 

years from the passage o! thishact, as hereinafter provided. 2 


CERTAIN EXCEPTIONS. 


Provided, That the provisions of this act shall not extend to such claimsas 
were embraced in the convention between the United States and the French 
Republic concluded on the 30th day of April, 1803. 

or to such claims growing out of the acts of France as were allowed and 
oa in whole or in part, under the os of the treaty between the 

nited States and Spain concluded on 22d day of February, 1819. 

Nor to such claims as were allowed, in whole or in part, under the provi- 
sions of the treaty between the United States and France concluded on the 
4th day of July, 1831. 

COURT MAY MAKE RULES. 


SEC. 2. That the court is hereby authorized to make all needful rules and 
tions, not contravening the laws of the land or the provisions of this 
act, for executing the provisions hereof. (See rules 105, 100 
VALIDITY OF CLAIMS TO BE DETERMINED. ; 
SEC. 3. That the court shall examine and determine the validity and 
together with thelr DETON onnerehig: nate it ty AADA the Gees cf Oe 
er present owne: an e date 
assignment, with the consideration paid therefor” i 
PROCEEDINGS AND EVIDENCE. 


Provided, That in the course of their proceedings they shall receive all 
suitable testimony on oath or affirmation, and all other p 


r eviden 
historic and documentary, concerning the same; and they shall decide u spe 
the validity of said claims according to the rules of law, municipal and inter- 


national, and the treaties of the United States applicable to the same, and 
shall report all such conclusions of fact and law as in their judgment may 
affect the liability of the United States therefor. 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL TO APPEAR AND RESIST CLAIMS. 


SEOC. 4. That the court shall cause notice of all petitions presented under 
this act to be served on the Attorney-General of the United States, who shall 
be authorized, by himself or his assistant, to examine witnesses, to cause tes- 
timony to be taken, to have access to all testimony taken under this act, and 
to be heard by the court. He shall resist all claims presented under this act 
by all proper legal defenses. 

DOCUMENTS AND EVIDENCE FROM ABROAD TO BE OBTAINED, USED, ETO. 


Sec. 5. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of State to procure, as 
soon as possible after the passage of this act, through the American minister 
at Paris or otherwise, all such evidence and documents relating to the claims 
above mentioned as can be obi ed from abroad; which, together with the 
like evidence and documents on file in the Department of State, or which 
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be filed in th Sr agg may be used before the court by the claim- 
— intorested the or by the United States, 8 shall not be 
osed 


removed from the files of the co 

And after the h are cl the record of the proceedings of the court 
and hee Fea ts produced before them shall be deposited in the Depart- 
men tate. 


COURT TO REPORT TO CONGRESS ANNUALLY. 


SEO, 6. That on the first Monday of December in each year the court shall 
report to for final action, the facts found by it, and its conclusions 
in all cases which it has disposed of and not previously reported. 

Such finding and report of the court shall taken to be merely advisory 
oe law and facts found, and shall not conclude either the tor 


CLAIMS NOT PRESENTED IN TWO YEARS BARRED. 

And all claims not finally presented to said court within the period of two 
years limited by this act s be forever 

UNITED STATES NOT COMMITTED TO PAYMENT. 

And nothing in this act shall be construed ascommitting the United States 
to the payment of any such claims. 

January 20, 1885. 

My argument, it will be seen, therefore, applies now both to 
the Bowman Act and to these French spoliation claims. We 
have provided this tribunal; we have enacted the law for their 
consideration, and what further can we do about them? The 
claims have come here from that court, acting under the juris- 
diction which we conferred upon it. They have followed our 
direction in the consideration of the claims, and have exhausted 
all their resources of examination. A great many of the claims 
were rejected; many of them were cut down, but ultimately the 
forum which we have chosen made 5 under that law, and 
these claimants have no power to go er. 

How, then, will the gentleman from Illinois examine these 
claims? Can the committees of this Congress do it? Certainly 
not. The committees of Co have remitted the jurisdiction 
of the examination of the claims to the Court of Claims, and this 
court has made its investigation and findings, and have sent the 
report to us clothed with the ultimate and judgment of the 
court. 

The gentleman from Illinois asked someone this morning, dur- 
ing this discussion, if he would undertake to say that the findings 
of the court were a judgment, Certainly not a judgment in the 
sense that an execution can be issued underit. But let us see 
what the Supreme Court say in reference to the matter—as to the 
finality of the two great facts in the Bowman cases and the single 
fact in the other. 

In the case of Carver vs. The United States (111 United States 
Reports, page 609) the court says: 

We have no doubt that Congress, in cases under the Bowman Act, intended 
to establish the same practice of making the findings of facts by the Court of 
Claims conclusive upon both parties. 

And yet, says the gentleman from Illinois, we must investigate; 
we must look further into them; we must consider them after a 
conclusive finding has been made by the court of our own choos- 
ing; after a decision has been rendered in a forum prescribed by 
ourselves. The gentleman says he wants us to go and examine 
the identical question which was submitted to the court, and whose 
decision the Supreme Court say was intended to be conclusive on 
both parties. 

But let me finish the citation: 


to be tried only by a judicial tribunal, and o 
assistance and relief contemplated by the act. 

Mr. CANNON. From what is the gentleman reading? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I read from the case of Carver vs. The 
United States, 111 United States Reports. 

Mr. CANNON. When decided? 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Well, judging by the number of the report, 
I would say quite recently. : 

Mr. C ON. Does the gentleman refer to the sugar-bounty 

7 


cases? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No; this is the Carver case. This is under 
the Bowman Act, for the citation says: 

We haye no doubt that Congress, in cases under the Bowman Act, intended 
to establish, etc. 2 

And after five years the Court of Claims has been operating on 
these claims under our direction, and in other cases which I will 
cite, limited by the terms of that law, and we turn around now 
and say we are not satisfied with the finding of the facts, that we 
want more facts, and we will make a further investigation. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have but to say, in conclusion, with refer- 
ence to some of the claims in the amendment, that if I were called 
upon I should certainly point out one or two claims that, as an 
original proposition, I would not be willing to support; and if an 
opportunity shall come later on I will point them out. But the 
0 under the Bowman Act are legitimate claims against this 
Government; just as legitimate as the bonds of the United States. 
We have put these people off time and again. After fighting the 
war claims for ten years, when they came only as a report from a 
committee or were offered under unanimous consent, I have stood 
them off because I wanted them to come in some form that was 


authentic and after due investigation. Now they are here. We 
have battled against and defeated private-bill day all of this ses- 
sion. Now they come here in a form that, in my judgment, is a 
legitimate demand upon the Leese | of the United States, and 
I for one shall vote to pay both classes of these claims. [Applause.] 

Mr. MAHON. I yield ten minutes to my colleague [Mr. 


Mr. AMS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in my representative capacity, 
first because the people in my district have been waiting for man 
years to receive justice at the hands of the Congress of the Uni 

tates, but more as a citizen of Pennsylvania who desires to see re- 
moved a blot upon the escutcheon of our fair country, and I believe 
thatthe time has now arrived so to do, or, as the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] has said, this will remain an ineffaceable 
stain on the jurisprudence of our country and upon Congressional 
action. These claims are founded in justice. They have knocked 
at the doors of Congress for years, but owing to the congested state 
of the business of this body they were referred to a court which 
was authorized to look into them and to report, as the act read, 
‘from year to year” the findings. That court has from time to 
time reported either for or against these claims. 

Mr. Speaker, the strength of our Republic is the law, and when 
you break down the faith of the people in the law, either as ap- 
plied to Congress or as adjudicated in the courts of our country, 
you do, in my judgment, a dangerous thing. This representative 
assemblage of tha peal referred these claims to the courts of the 
United States. e sent them there in good faith, and the suit- 
ors, under our instructions, went there in equal good faith. They 
came back here seeking payment after making large expenditures 
in the employment of counsel, gathering the witnesses, and look- 
ing up the proofs. Our own Government assisted them by send- 
ing commissioners abroad to furnish all the obtainable evidence 
in the way of documents necessary to substantiate these claims. 
The claims were reported back to this House, and by the act of 
1890 Congress acknowledged the findings of that court in judg- 
ments against the United States and appropriated one million 
and a quarter of dollars to pay these claims. It is too late now 
to question either the jurisdiction of this court or the act of Con- 


gress. 

Do you wish the people of the country to believe that you will 
pay one set of these claims and that you will not pay another? 

this Republican Congress of the United States, which will be 
held responsible by the people, going to say to the people that we 
show preferences as to suitors whose claims are founded in equal 
force and upon substantial equality under the law? 

More than that, there is a stronger side to this question. When 

in the treaty of 1819, we purchased Florida from the Kingdom of 
Spain, we reserved $5,000,000 out of that — money to cover 
French spoliation claims for vessels which had been condemned 
in Spanish ports. That was a trust fund held by the Govern- 
ment of the United States for the benefit of these claims. It lies 
in the Treasury to this day, and with the exception of a million 
and a quarter of dollars appropriated in the Fifty-first Congress 
to pay a portion of these claims already adjudicated it stands 
there to-day as atrust fund for the settlement of these claims; 
and I appeal to this ey en now to appropriate the amount of 
money necessary to pay these claims sent over by the Senate after 
careful investigation. 

Our country has always settled liation claims collected on 
behalf of its citizens. Under the Napoleonic wars we filed our 
claims, and in the treaty of 1831 we got our dam and paid 
them over to the sopia; So one year later we held The Two Sic- 
ilies responsible for depredations on our commerce. We took the 
money, and, like an honest Government, we paid it over to the 
people who had been These claims stand alone here in’ 
the history of our country. Yet we refuse to pay this money that 
we have obtained for damages from a foreign country over to the 
people who were damaged. 

And who are the people who are claiming this money? The 
are the descendants or heirs at law of people who, when the hig 
seas could not be 3 by our Government, tock all the dan- 
ger to establish the commerce of the then young Republic, and 
carried the flag of the new Republic into every port. For the dam- 
age which they suffered in that heroic endeavor they have never 
been compensated since. These are just and equitable claims, 
The money should be in the Treasury of the United States, and I 
say here now, as to the cry of poverty. that poo up whenever any 
legitimate appropriation is Sy ere, if you have no money 
in the Treasury of the United States to pay these claims, then s 
the salaries of the judges, stop the pay of the clerks, for it is ri- 
diculous to support courts of justice and then not liquidate the 
solemn 1 of those courts. 

Mr. URN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
ve been wait- 


_ Mr. ADAMS. Ihave only five minutes, and I 
ne an day. 

e chairman of the Committee on Appropriations in his re- 
marks said that these claims had received no consideration, 


1896. 


Why, gentlemen, they have been considered in the Senate, have 
received the indorsement of the committees of that body; they 
have been debated; they have been carefully considered there. 
The French liation claims have been considered by our own 
committee. ‘That committee has not been able to get matter 
before the House, but the claims have been dered and re- 
ported upon, and the statement that they have received no con- 
sideration is not an accurate statement. So with the Bowman 
claims; they have been considered by the Committee on War 
Claims; they have been reported upon, not only in this Congress, 
but for half a dozen Congresses They have the 
House at one time or another. There has probably been no !egis- 
lation before the Con, of the United States that has received 
so many reports and been considered so carefully by the different 
sessions of the respective Congresses. 
How any man can rise in his place and say that this amendment 
is tacked improperly upon an appropriation bill is past my com- 
rehension. The facts I state here are correct. Other statements 
aye been challenged on this floor. The gentleman from Nebraska 
55 HAINER] defied us over and over again to produce the sec- 
ion of the treaty of 1800 whereon these claims were founded 
by the convention between the two countries, and it was not 
until we poked the treaty under his nose that he admitted the 
a There have been other statements made upon this floor in 
t way. 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Iwish to say to the gentleman that 
he has not stated the facts correctly. 


Mr. ADAMS. Ihavestated the facts correctly. The gentleman 


defied me personally to produce the treaty. 
Mr. ER of Nebraska. And you have not done it yet. 
Mr. ADAMS. I have; and if the tleman has not been long 


enough in this country to understand the English language, I refer 
him to the French translation, on the other page. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. You may be polite, but you are cer- 
tainly not informed. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iam informed and polite. I welcome foreigners 
to our country; but when I rise upon the floor of this House to 
advocate the payment of claims, the justice of which has been 
established, for services upon which the commerce of this country 
has been built up, it comes, I say, with bad taste from the gentle- 


man to oppose 

Mr. HALNER of Nebraska. If you will just allow me a min- 
ute 

Mr. ADAMS. These other claims have had consideration. 
Now, it follows that they will have to be acted upon by Congress. 
I appeal for justice to our people who have presented these claims, 
who have followed your advice and sent them to the Court of 
Claims that you d ted. That court has now reported and 
adjudicated them, and now we ask that you shall keep good faith 
with the people of our country asa legislative body. You first 
pointed out way in which they might establish their claims, 
and now refuse the payment. The law is the strength of the Re- 
public, and if you do not enforce the law and keep confidence 
with the le, God help the Republic! JA gouges 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


r. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, what time have I? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, in that five minutes—— 

Mr. LEWIS. I only want to say 

Mr. CANNON, At the end of five minutes I want to ask for a 
vote. 

Mr. LEWIS. Ihave no objection to that; I only ask about ten 
minutes. My constituents are very much interested in this mat- 


ter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ili- 
nois yield? 

Mr. CANNON. I have only five minutes. 

oat LEWIS. Ten minutes is all I ask; and I ask it in my own 
right? 


ə SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois has | De 


the floor. 

Mr. LEWIS. Ihave not had a minute of the time of the House 
this whole session. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois has 
the floor. The Chair will state that no time has been fixed for 
closing the debate. If the House shall order the previous question 
debate will be closed. The gentleman from Illinois has the 

‘oor. 
Mr. LEWIS. I insist on my constitutional rights as a represent- 


ative of 3 
The SP pro tempore. But the gentleman from IIlinois 
has the floor. 
Mr. CANNON. I will ask the Chair if I will have time for de- 
bate after 5 question is ordered? 
1 =~ SP pro tempore. Not after the previous question 
ordered. 
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Mr. CANNON. That was my understanding. And now, Mr. 
Speaker, when this is dis of there is yet a conference report 
upon the sundry civil bill that I want disposed of, if I can, and 
send it to conference. 

One word in conclusion: 


Such findings or re of the court shall be taken to be merely advisory 
as to the law and facts found, and shall not conclude either the clai tor 
Congress. 


That is the law as to every claim in these 100 pages of claims 
that haye been wrongfully and against all rule and all precedent 
placed upon this bill by the Senate. Gentlemen can concur with 
the Senate if they choose, but I say this to those who are interested 
in appropriations for public improvements in their various sections 
of this country: From the standpoint of patriotism you deny 
yourselves authorizations and appropriations, and yet now, out of 
order, without investigation, you are asked to place yourselves 
$2,000,000 further away from those just appropriations by paying 
these claims, many of which, in my judgment, are stale, and no 
one of which any man here can rise and sayis right. The question 
is, will you doit? Will you set this precedent? Will you break 
down your general appropriation bills? Will you countenance 
this coming together and by this log-rolling scheme putting these 
claims on a general appropriation bill, claims as to which I believe 
the gentleman from Ohio knows that a portion of them are dead 
Wrong, and which are made up, at least in one case, by an allow- 
ance for interest and profits? Gentlemen, I ask you to turn down 
this method of legislation and keep clear of the scandal that I say, 
measuring my words, will, in my judgment, follew the action 
which you are asked to take. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous 
question. Be aay 

Mr. LE . Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks for the 
previous question. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. LEWIS. I desire to be heard before the question is sub- 
mitted on ordering the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair regrets to state that it can not rec- 
ognize the gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr. LE . That is always the case. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. LEWIS. moye to reconsider the vote by which the pre- 
vious res was ordered, 

Mr. SAYERS. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

The motion of Mr. SAYERS was to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on concurring with the Sen- 
ate amendments. : 

_Mr. SAYERS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 110, nays 97, 
not voting 148; as follows: 


YEAS—I10. 
Acheson, Elett, Va. Johnson, Cal. Poole, 
Adams, Elliott, S. C. Kendall, Ri 
Ande: Ellis, Kerr, Robinson, Pa. 
Arnold, R.I. Knox, Russell, Conn. 
Atwood Fitz d, Kyle, Scranton, 
Baker, N.H. Fowler, i 8 
Bar Gardner, Simpkins, 
Sete tee | See 
e et x 
Brown, Grosvenor, Little. Stante 
Buck, Grow, Stokes, 
Burton, Mo. Halterman, Long, Stone, C. W. 
Catchings, Harmer, Loudenslager, Strode, Nebr. 
rdy, Harris, Mahany, WAY, 
Clark, Iowa Hart: Mahon, Tawney, 
bb, Heiner, Pa. McCall, Mass. Underwood, 
Colson, Hendrick, McCormi an Horn, 
Cooper, Fla. Henry, Conn. McCulloch, Van Voorhis, 
Cooper, Tex. on, Walker, Mass. 
Cooper, Wis. Hicks, Meredith, Walker, Va. 
Crowther, May, alsh, 
Cummin; owe, y, ashington, 
Curtis, Iowa Howell, eil, Wellington, 
Curtis, N. Y uff, Newlands, i 
nny, Hulick, ell, Wilson, N. Y, 
De Witt, Huling, Otey, ood. 
Doolittle, Hurley, Otjen, 
Dovener, Hyde, Phillips, 
NAYS—97. 
Aldrich, Ala. Cooke, III. Harrison, Tay; 
Andre Danfo: Har Leighty, 
head, Daniels, Hate ` Linney, 
h Dayton, Henry, Ind. Loud, 
Bell, Golo Dingley, Hepburn, Maguire, 
Bell, Tex. Doe: x Z Marsh, 
op, Dolliver, Howard, McCall, Tenn. 
Blue, Erdman, Hubbard. McCleary, Minn. 
Burrell, Faris, Jol D McClure, 
Burton, Ohio Fenton, Jones, McLaurin, 
Calderhead, Gamb Joy, McRae, 
Cannon, Graff, Kem, Milnes, 
Clark, Mo Griffin, Kiefer, Minor, Wis. 
8 s Hadiey, — hae — 
mnoliy, + berg, ole, * 
Wi — Nebr. Lacey. Murphy. 
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Northway, Sayers, Strait, Updegraff, 
Parker, Suaf ro Strong, 8 
Payne, Shuford, Strowd, N.C. Wilson, Idaho 
So Sulzer, Wilson, Ohio 
Pitney, Southard, Talbert, W: S. O, 
ince, Spalding, Tate, Y 
uigg, Stallings, Terry, 
ey, Steele, Thomas, 
. Stewart, Wis. Turner, Ga. 
NOT VOTING—148. 
Ab Leisenring, Russell, Ga. 
Aitken, Crowley, Linton, Sauerhering, 
Al III. mp, Li i Settle, 
‘Allen, Miss. Culberson, Lorimer, Shaw, 
Allen, Utah Curtis, Kans. Low 5 
‘Apsley, 11, Maddox, Smith, I 
Arnold, Pa. De Armond, McClellan, th, Mich. 
Avery, Dinsmore, McCreary, Ky. Snover, 
Ba 4 Downing, McEwan, Southwick, 
Baker, Kans. Eady,” M ; Seer 
r, 3 Perry. 
Baker, Md. vars, Meiklejohn, Stephe: 
Barney, Fairchild, ercer, Stewart, N. J. 
Barrett, Fletcher, Meyer, Stone, W. 
Bartlett. N. Y. Foote, Miles, Swanson, 
Foss, Miller, Kans, Taft, 
Benneth, Gillet, N. Y. Miller, W. Va. Tayler, 
Berry, Goodw, en. orp, 
— 4 — 0 Griswold, Miner, N. Y. Towne, 
Black, Ga. Grout, Morse, Tracewell, 
Black, N. Y. Hall, Moses, v. 
Boutelle, Hanly, N Treloar, 
Bowers, Hardy, Ogden, Tucker, 
Brewster, Heatwole, Overstreet, Turner, Va. 
Broderick, Hemenway, Owens, Tre, 
Bromwell, Henderson, Patterson, adsworth, 
Brosius, Hitt, Pendleton, anger, 
Hooker, Perkins, Watson, Ind. 
Bu kins, Pickler, Watson, Ohio 
Chicke: x Hull, Powers, Wheeler, 
Clarke, Hunter, Price, White, 
Codding, Hutcheson, Pugh, Wilber, 
Coffin, 8 ta pak iw Williams, 
Corliss, ohnson, urn, oodard, 
8³ es 3 La. . 
wen. Wson. Royse, oomer, 
s Lefever, Rusk, Wright. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. DALZELL with Mr. CRISP. 

Mr. HUNTER with Mr. McCreary of Kentucky. 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. MEYER. 

Mr. BOUTELLE with Mr. MCMILLIN. 

Mr. JonxsoN of Indiana with Mr. Cox. 

Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania with Mr. LIVINGSTON, 

Mr. PICKLER with Mr. MILES. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

Mr. LEFEVER with Mr. TYLER. 

Mr. Coruiss with Mr. MOSES. 

Mr. SNOVER with Mr. Mappox. 

Mr. Bowers with Mr. MINER of New York. 

Mr. HULL with Mr. OGDEN. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE with Mr. BLACK of Georgia. 

Mr. Corrry with Mr. Lawson, 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. DINSMORE. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 

Mr. Kup with Mr. WHEELER. 

Mr. BRoMWELL with Mr. DOWNING. 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. HUTCHESON. 

Mr. Royse with Mr. TURNER of Virginia (except on Tucker- 
Yost election case). 

For this day: 

Mr. Towne with Mr. SHAW. 

Mr. TRACEY with Mr. BAILEY. 

Mr. BRODERICK with Mr. Surg of Illinois. 

Mr. Jenkins with Mr. OVERSTREET. 

Mr. BAKER of Maryland with Mr. ALLEN of Utah. 

Mr. Tarr with Mr. TAYLER. 

Mr. MERCER with Mr. ABBOTT. 

Mr. Morse with Mr. HENDERSON. 

Mr. Curtis of Kansas with Mr. PENDLETON. 

Mr. BULL with Mr. OWENS. 

Mr. Brum with Mr. Price. 

Mr. Woomer with Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. 

Mr. CoppinG with Mr. CROWLEY. 

Mr. Hitt with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. 

Mr. HeMENWAY with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 

Mr. TRELOAR with Mr. CULBERSON. 

Mr. LEISENRING with Mr. Swanson. 

Mr. Smir of Michigan with Mr. DE ARMOND. 

On this question: 

Mr. CowEN with Mr. Crump. 

Mr. BincHam with Mr. HALL. 

Mr. Grout with Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD with Mr. TRACEWELL. 

Mr. Evans with Mr. HOPKINS. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. WOODARD. 


Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. McCLELLAN. 

Mr. ATWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that my col- 
league, Mr. BARRETT, if he were present, would vote “aye.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I was paired with the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, Mr. BINGHAM, but I have transferred the 
pair to my colleague, Mr. HALL, and have voted. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 111 and the 
nays are 97; and accordingly the House concurs in the Senate 
amendments. Fognano 

Mr. MAHON. . Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the House has concurred in the Senate amendments and 
to lay that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the latter motion will 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska . KEM]. 

Mr. C ON. withdraw the motion to reconsider, Mr. 
Spine SPEAKER Th tl from P 1 

e 8 e gentleman m Pennsylvania x 
Manon] made the motion to reconsider. ras 

Mr. CANNON. I think the gentleman from Pennsylvania had 
better withdraw it. 

Mr. MAHON. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not sure whether the Senate asked a con- 
ference on this bill or not. I believe my motion covered a request 
for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate did not ask a conference. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I move that the House request a confer- 
ence with the Senate on the remaining disagreements on this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CANNON. I rise to present a privileged report, which I 
send to the desk. p 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the 
certain amendments of the Senate to the 


June 30, 1897, and for other 8 met, after full and free confer- 
ornare to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 20, 26, 34, 36, 40, 41, 
45, 46, 47, 49, 50, 51, 52, 58, 60, 75, 80, 81, 85, 86, 104, 107, 118, 120, 121, 130, 148, 149, 
152, 153, 154, 158, 159, 184, 185, 186, 188, and 189. 

That isagreement to the amendments of the 


1 
1,5, 21, 27, 29, 30, 31, 35, 42, 43, 48, 53, 54, 55, 56, he 66,67,68, 
69, 70,71, 72, 13, 74, 77, 18, 79, ' 87, 88, 89, 90, 95, 99, 100, 101, 102, 105, 106, 108, 170, 113, 
114, 115, 116; 117,119, 131; 132, 136, 137, 138, 142, 143, 144, 150, 155, 156, 157, 162, 183, 169, 176, 
179, 180, 181, and 182; and to the same. 
Amendment numbe 33: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 


insert the following: 
“Fire Island light vessel, New York: For constructing, nipping, and 
team th steam 


outfitting, complete for service, a first-class 8 light vesse. 
fog signal, ; and the total cost of said steam light vessel, with a steam 
fog signal, 158 85 a contract which is hereby authorized therefor, shall not 
excee „000.“ 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 


insert the Aat. F 

“San Francisco Harbor light vessel: For constructing, equipping, and out- 
fitting, complete for service, a first-class steam light vessel with steam fog sig- 
nal, 10.000; and the total cost of said steam light vessel, with a steam fog 
apar ae} a contract which is hereby authorized therefor, shall not ex- 


And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 88, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: 

Tender for the Second light-house district: For constructing, equipping, 
and outfitting Page Sw for service a new steam tender for buoy supply, 
and inspection in the Second light-house district, Massachusetts, $37.300; and 
the total cost of said steam tender, under a contract which is hereby author- 
ized therefor, shall not exceed $75,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and e to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inser by said amendment 
insert the Lad tiny : 

“Tender for the Seventh and Eighth light-house districts: For construct- 
ing, equipping, and outfitting complete for service a new steam tender for 
buoyage, supply, and inspection in the Seventh and Eighth light-house dis- 
tricts, $37,500; and the total cost of said steam tender, under a contract which 
is hereby authorized therefor, shall not exceed $75,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 44: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert: For constructing two revenue steamers of the first-class, under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, for service on the Great Lakes, 
$200,000; and the total cost of said reyenue steamers, under a contract which 
is hereby authorized therefor, shall not exceed $200,000 each“; and the Sen- 


d agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: On 27 of the bill, in line 3, strike out the follow- 
ing: “for extra engraving an te to th: 


endment numbered 62: That the 


1896. 
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the amendment of the Senate numbered 62, and 


to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pr rt $67,000 "*; and the 
Senate to the same. 


Amendment numbered 76: That the House recede lar its 7 Ainge eae righ 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 76, and the same with an 
eee nee ore In lieu of the sum proposed rt “ $110,000"; and the 
Sena’ e same. 

Amendment numbered 84: That the House recone fromits 5 to 


the amendment of the Senate numbered $t, and agree to the same with an 
5 as 3 In lieu of the sum proposed insert ° $151,000"; ; and the 
ee e sam 
Amendment eee 98: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 98, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the followin: g: 

“That the city of Bismarck, in the State of North Dakota, by and aed 
its regular city council, shall have authority to use, upon lease from the Go 
ernment by the Secretary of 8 Interior, Auley e an island in the Mis. 
souri 1 3 near said city of Bismarck, for a public k: Provided, That 
1 herein contained shall be construed to authorize the fellixg of tim- 
ber on said island for sale or consumption, 1 Be shall any timber be cut save 
sy the he aoa? coma of improving or beautifying the grounds.” 

ma 


to the game. 

33 pita, Dod 108: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 103, and ‘atin the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum rt “ $15,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 133: 133: That the House recede from its disagreemen 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 133, and nde the same with 
an amendment as follows: — lieu of the sum pro insert $40,000"; and 


the Senate agree tathe sam: 

Amendment „ BE That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 134, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro * $40,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 135: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 135, and agree to the same with 
an amendment 15 edhe m lieu of the sum pro insert $40,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the 

Amendment sumbered 10 139: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 139, and agree to the same with 
an eS as follows: Add at the end of said amendment the follow- 
ing: 4 full of any authorization or appropriation under 

d 71 8 „; and the Senate to the same. 
Amendment numbered 145: ouse recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 145, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the nie ety de 8 
i ge Guilford battle grounds: Toenable the Guilford Battle 
repair the unds and public buildings of said com- 
1 51 $1,000; said . to be disbursed on the order 
said company, an d the United States shall be at no 


of the president å 
the future for repairs or other expenses relating to said 


further expense in 
battle anA 


the 

Amendment numbered 160: That the House a from its 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 160, to the same with 
an amendment as follows: == —.— of the sum 5 „. 470,478.75; 
and the Senate agree to the 

Amendments numbered 151 4 and 165: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 164 and 165, and agree 
to the same with an 5 as follows: Strike out all of che — 
pangrap ph constituting lines 22 to 25, inclusive, on page 93 of the bill, and lines 

inclusive, on page 94 ot the bill, and insert in lieu thereof the follo 

“For BD pane of salaries, fees, and expenses of United States 3 

and th he Unite $1,000,000, to include . for services rendered in 
ted States or 5 

And the te agree to the 

3 numbered 166. 167 and 168: That the House recede from its 
a ent to the amendments of the Senate numbered 166, 167, and 1 
andagree to the same with an amendment as follows; 288 out the amend 
FCC , on page 94 of the bill, and insert in 

eu thereof the followin, 


ent 


“For ies of Uni States district . and e of United 
States district attorneys and their regular assistan ” 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 170: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 170, and to the same with 
an amendment as ewe a lieu of the sum proj * $85,000"; and 


the Senate agree to th 


Amendment Wumbered 17 Ti: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 171, and a the same with 
an amendment as ie ap Sg lieu of the sum proposed rt “ $220,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the 

Amendment — — 1225 That the House recede from its disagreemen 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 172, and Bee same with 
an amendment as solos: 3 9 lieu of the sum = $225,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the 

Amendment numbered 17 173: That the House recede from its disagreement 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 173, and fy and agree to. the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed $533,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 174: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 174, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as soo. In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $1,066,000"; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 175: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 175, and to the same with 
an amendmentas follows: In lieu of the sum proposed ** $460,000 ; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 177: That the Bona recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 177, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 


insert the following: And such payments shall be allowed the marshal in 
„„ of his accounts with the United States”; ; and the Senate agree 
e same. 


Amendment numbered 178: That the House 8 from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 178, an to 2450. same Beker 
an amendment = 5 ie lieu of the sum 3 
the Senate agree to the 

Amendment 5 187: That the House recede from its PENT. 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 187, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: : Provided, That hereafter the re of the Geological 


Survey in relation to the using of streams and to the methods of utilizing 


the water resources may rinted in octavo form, not to exceed 100 

in length and 5,000 copies Zin A las wed 1,000 Se ape of which shall be for the of- 
ficial use of ped so ical Sartor; — K 8 Shall be delivered to the Sen- 
ate, and 2.500 be delivered e House of Representatives for 
distri isibation so cat the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 191: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 191, and L agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In line 3 of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert, after the mora com any, the following: To reimburse said com- 
par for e d paid in connection with the Government 

milding and e hibit; and tus! Senate agree to th 

The committee of conference have been unable to agree on the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 2, 3, 4, 6, 7,8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 16, 17, 22, 23, 24, 25, 28, 

61, peg Sp 92, 93, 94, 96, 97, 109, 111, 112, 122, 123, 124, 125, 120, 127, 128, 129, 140, 


, 141,146, 147, 
J. G. CANNON, 
E. J. HAIN. 


JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


N, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


8 CANNON (when the reading of the conference report had 
begun). I ask that the reading of the conference report be dis- 
with, and that simply the statement of the House conferees 


read, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks to 
with the reading of the 5 report. Is there beetle 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

SM hoe by SPEAKER, The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Kem] 

objec 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report. 

The following statement of the House conferees was also read: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree- 
votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 7664) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the year submit the following written statement in ex- 
planation of the accompanying conference report, namely: 
The conference report as submitted differs from the conference re 
submitted on the 22d instant in respect to the 27500, 22 amendments 
On amendment numbered 115: Eas ar ped oct as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for the arsenal at Columbia, Te: 
On amendment numbered 120: Strikes out the n of $1,500 pro- 
posed by the Senate for a children’s Playground in 1 9 
On amendments numbered 138, 139, 142, and 143: Appropriates river and 
barber works under contract as follows: 
ropgsed by the WW instead of $480,000, as 


AE Mobile, A 1 Sie 160,000, as as proposed by the Senate, with the provision that 
said sum shall — ca or appropriation under the joint 
resolution TAT March 8. 1808: 
At Point Judith. — 5 Sa as proposed by the Senate, instead of $240,000, 
e House; an 


ks Bom Sot Gate $225,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $159,000, 


5 by the House. 

n amendment numbered 144: A iad riates $2,058, as proposed by the Sen- 

ste dor parta and use of land included in the military cemetery at Key 
On amendment numbered 145: App: $1,000 for repans to the Guil- 

ford battle grounds, with a provision t ry 2 Pulte States shall be at no 

Lh eye 8 in the future for repairs or other expenses relating to said 


archase from Gen. James D. 
ons.“ 

The peat get committee have been unable to agree on the 5 
amendments, namely: 

On amendments deen 8, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 16, 17, and 22, relating to 
public buildi as follows: 

Boise City. SSS TRA SAE EPS. es Tact E 


5 tat 1. increasin; 25 7 e 
ing $5.00: s Wyo., in . 000 1 7550 = 25 and appropriat- 


Rortress Bonzo Va., for ffice building, $15. 
Helena, Mont., in P eee from $150,000 to $0000 (00, and appropriating 


: m $1,200,000 to $1,316,000; 
Toran 1 5 appropriating 000; 
Sioux Falls, 8. Dak., appropriating $20 for wae ani | lavatory; 


Martinsburg, W. Va., — 100, 00 00 $5,500 tox approaches 
Hens; Nebr. „appropria instead of $70,000, A proposed by the 
St. Paul, a ropria’ $: instead of th House; 
Savannah Ga. te — ig 2 Iont 00,000, 3 z i 


3 Lake 8 tak 3 $75,000 for site and commencement of 


New York Ci roars paama x riating $60,000 for alterati 
On 3 numbe Sd 4 B. ane the 25 Stree ne 


reducing the appropriations pro- 
sed by the House for ees ain . Marine H — 2 
On amendments numbered 28 and 22, ap riating $30,000 for hts 
8 Bay, Ohio, and $15,000 for 2 ant h house 8 island, inthe 3 
On amendment numbered 61, a riatin, — 000 for an additional flre- 
proof building for the use of the 12 . 
On amendments numbered 91, 92, and 93, veining bo the lighting of the Capi- 
3 capita a 94, ting $55,000 fi tilation of the 
n amen nt num ropria ven 
po E E E ͤ A OA EA A 
amendment num e ion for surve; 
resurveys of public lands from $250,000 to Ss 400,000. 855 12 
On amendment numbered 97, relating to 5 reclamation of arid lands. 
On amendment numbered 109, a: ; Ck ta riating $35,000 to enable the Govern- 
= to take part in . a nal Exposition at Argh nagec poles. 
amendments numbere: an ting pers 
and archives of the Revolution. £ ? SPA 
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On amendments numbered 122, 123,124,125, 126, 127, 128, and 129, relating to 
the price to be paid for and electric 3 in the public grounds. 
os tracings num 140 and 141, ting to the improvement of the 
lumbia River. 
On amendments numbered 146 and 147, rela‘ to the su and medical 
treatment of destitute patients and to the Pro ceand eld hospitals. 
On amendment numbered 161, rela‘ to the dis tof appropria- 
tions for the National Home for Disa Volunteer Soldiers. 
The Senate, by its amendments, added tothe bill $6,577,257.10. Of this sum, 
t and the action of the 3 


E. J. H 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the conference report as just read 
be adopted. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. CANNON. Inow move that the House further insist on 
its disagreement to the amendments still open, and agree to the 
further conference asked by the Senate. 

Mr. TERRY rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY]? 

Mr. TERRY. I desire to make a motion that the House concur 
in Senate amendment numbered 9. 

Mr. CANNON. I suppose that motion would be in order. 

Mr. TERRY. That is the amendment relating to the court- 
house and post-office building at Little Rock, Ark. 

Mr.C ON. Does the gentleman desire to discuss the matter? 

Mr. TERRY. “Yes, sir; I should like to say a few words. 

Mr. CANNON. Will five minutes suffice? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to know whether there 
are ay other of these amendments on which a separate vote is 
asked. 

Mr. LESTER. I desire to move concurrence in amendment 
numbered 16. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I wish to move that the House recede from 
its disagreement to amendment numbered 22, and concur in that 
amendment, 

Mr. DAYTON. L ask a separate vote upon amendment num- 
bered 12, on which I desire to move concurrence. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. And I ask a separate vote on amend- 
ment numbered 3. 

Mr. CANNON. I now move that upon the remaining amend- 
ments the House further insist on its reement. 

The SPEAKER. That motion covers all the remaining amend- 
ments, except those numbered, respectively, 8, 9, 12, 16, and 22. 

The motion was bn to. ` 

The SPEAKER. e first question now is upon amendment 
numbered 3. 

Mr. BLUE. What is that? 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

For public building at Camden, N. J.: For construction of building, $25,000; 
and the limit of cost of said building is increased $125,000. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to say only a word touching this mat- 
ter. It may be a very desirable t to extend the limit with 
reference to the age building at Camden, N. J., $125,000; but 
after the action that the House took touching these public-build- 
ing items the other day, when this subject was fully discussed, I 

2 8 say that I should like to have this question disposed 
of by the House one way or the other. If the House wants tocon- 
cur, well and good; butif it desires to insist on nonconcurrence I 
hope the Senate in the next conference will recede. 

Mr. BLUE. Did we not voteto nonconcur inthis amendment? 

Mr. CANNON. We did. 

Mr. BLUE. Why, then, is it brought back now and made an 
exception? 

Mr.CANNON. It is a matter of difference between the House 
and the Senate. We report that difference; and it is in order for 
gentlemen to move to concur. We have taken a vote now on all 
the amendments except five, upon which gentlemen have asked 
separate votes, as they desire to move concurrence. This is one of 


em. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. If the House concurs in this amend- 
ment of the Senate, let me ask the gentleman if it is not, in his 
2 a plain discrimination against public buildings in the 

‘ar Western cities? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I think the House understands about 
that. Gentlemen understand how many public buildings have 
been passed at this session for those far Western places. f 

But one thing certain, we are not going to get public buildings 
authorized this session; and we are not going to get them because 
the Senate does not take a hundred public buildings and put them 
in one amendment and distribute them throughout the whole 
5 then attach the amendment to a general approprid- 
tion bi [Laughter.] If the Senate did that, I am the 


House would concur. But they have not, and therefore we are 
not going to get public buildings, and it is not for me to say 
whether the House wants to make an exception in any particular 
case or not. I answer the gentleman's question in that way. 

I am well acquainted with the honorable gentleman who repre- 
sents that district in New Jersey; Ilike him. Iam well acquainted 
with the Senator who represents that State, and I like him, 
[Laughter.] Iunderstand that Camden is a lar 7 85 a growing 
city that needs this public building, and ni it badly. Now 
the matter is with the House. If you see proper, under all the 
circumstances, to adopt the amendment, I have nothing more to 
say. Iam here merely, for the time being, as the servant of the 
House on this conference; and it is for the House to determine 
what it will do. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. You have not yet answered my ques- 
tion, with all deference, as to whether or not the adoption of this 
amendment would not be a plain and a palpable discrimination 
against the capitals of the Western States which have no public 


buildings at all. 
Mr. CANNON. Well, Camden in that event would have the 
the others would not have the limit broken; 


limit broken, and 
that is all. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. They would be left entirely out. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho. Then there is less merit in these 
otners, or more merit in Camden than in them? 

Mr. C NON. I do not say that. There is merit in many 
other places. But itis im ible to do much, if anything, in that 
line at this session. That is plain. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, it is not a question of liking or dis- 
liking, as presented in this amendment, and I do not think it a 
good reason that Camden should be made an exception because it 

a very lovable Representative on this floor. There are very 
many cities, in the Western country especially—and I am more 
familiar with them than the East—that are equally deserving. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. On the same ground, U 

Mr. BLUE. On the same ground, the gentleman from Ohio 
suggests, and I accept the amendment. But they are also more 
deserving, or equally deserving, at least, on other grounds. 

The gentleman from Idaho has made a very pertinent sugges- 


tion, and addressed an inquiry to the gentleman from Illinois, 
which, I regret to say. my good friend from Illinois, the chairman 
of 5 85 committee, did not answer with his usual promptness and 


candor. ; 
Mr. CANNON. Well, I aimed to be candid. I said the situa- 
tion is this, and explained it. Ihad no intention, certainly, of cov- 


ering up opning: 

Mr. BLUE. Certainly not. I did not mean to intimate that 
my friend had done so, or to criticise him, especially in such a 
matter as this. But possibly, under the impulse of the moment, 
whether hypnotized or not the lovable characteristics of the 
member from New Jersey, I fear the gentleman who represents 
the committee is a little too much disposed to be lenient in this 
particular case. 

It seems to me that we ought to see, as a matter of common jus- 
tice to all, that exceptions are not made in to these public 
bax in which all parts of the country are equally interested. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. LOUDENSLAGER]. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, in regard to the neces- 
sity for a public building at Camden, N. J., I desire to say simply 
and briefly, in reply to the remarks of the gentleman from Kansas 
PE BLUE], that that necessity does not rest on the likes or dis- 

es of a member who represents New Jersey on this floor, but 
rests solely upon the merits of the case itself. 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds in the previ- 
ous , after having had the matter under consideration 
and after a full investigation, decided that a publie building for 
Camden was necessary, and that it was for the best interests of 
the Federal Government and the officials located there. 

As I said to the House on a previous occasion when this matter 
was pending, and the gentleman from Kansas, if present, will re- 
member the fact, before a title to the site was obtained by the 
Government officials, so much delay had been occasioned that the 
amount of money necessary for the construction of the buildings 
proper, so as to be sufficiently commodious to accommodate the 
pete business there, was not contained in the vi bgt era 

e amount xi fit paw was insufficient, and the Secretary 
of the Treasury, under the advice of the Supervising Architect of 
the Treasury, refused to contract for the building for the amount 
of funds at his di l 

Since that time the city has almost doubled itself in popula- 
tion. The receipts of the 1 at that place have more 
than doubled almost treb The ffice receipts when this 
building was authorized amounted to about $23,000. They now 
amount to $68,000 per annum, and there is located there an inter- 
nal-revenue collector and a collector of the port. 

The site of this building, already obtained by the Government, 


1896. 
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in the center of that important , has been boarded up and is 
now boarded up in some places, while a-part of the inclosure has 
been torn down in others and in some places entirely torn down. 
One of the buildings that were on the site has remained there 
ever since. It has partially destroyed. The shutters have 
been torn off, the window lights are out, the doors are open, and 
the building is a constant nuisance, right in the center of that 
city of 70,000 population. It seems to me that when a matter 
of such importance, of such merit, is presented to the House, it 
ought not to be decided upon a question of likes or dislikes, but 
it ought to be decided upon the merits of the case. That city of 
70,000 population ought to have a public building. The Federal 
Government, for the purpose of conducting its Federal business, 
requires it, and I hope that the members of this House will give 
this measure fair, just, and honest consideration. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I should like about three minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to my friend such time as he desires. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Iam very glad the gentleman from New 
Jersey has made the ch he has, use it is exactly applicable 
to the city of Akron, in my district, a city of some 40,000 or 50,000 
inhabitants, where a public building was authorized some years 
ago, and after purchasing the ground there was not money enough 
left so that the Department was authorized to enter into any con- 
tract. We need a larger Lege? and must have one. 

Mr. LUDEN SLAGER. Will the gentleman yield for an inter- 
ruption 

. NORTHWAY. Yes. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. If you will present that matter in 
the House I shall guay vote for your bill. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Yes, but here is the difficulty: When I go 
to the proper committee to inquire about it they turn me down, 
as they have turned down all others, and I find no fault, because 
they have treated me as they have treated others; but if this 
House should authorize a public building for the city of Camden, 
N. J., which is not yet commenced, I should like to know why 
they should not authorize it for the city of Akron, in my district. 
If ra vote for one, why should I not vote for the other? you vote 
for one, why should you not vote for the other? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Iwill. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. No exception should be made in favor of 
Camden. There are a good many other cities that desire the same 
thing. The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds have 
declined to listen or to consider the other cases at all, and why 
should we make an exception of this? I submit that it would not 
be fair to the other sections of the country. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I do not desire to make an exception. 
I shall gladly vote for the public building in the city which the 

tleman refers to whenever the opportunity is presented. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But there are fifty other similar cases here. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say 1 friend that there is no amend- 
ment concerning Akron in this bill. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. No; because they would not put it on, as 
the Senate did in favor of Camden, N. J. In the House the same 


Committee on Appro riations turned down both projects. 
Mr. HOPKINS. not Ohio represented in the Senate? 
[Langhter. 


Mr. HENRY of Indiana. I should like a little time. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. It seems to me the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. NortHway] has correctly stated this matter, and that 
the gentleman from Ilinois only emphasizes it. If we make two 
or three exceptions, as will be the case if we vote in favor of these 
amendments ee which separate votes have been requested, then 
all the rest of the country will suffer. We are willing to suffer if 
we can all suffer alike, but we are not willing to suffer when some 
one else does not suffer. When an amendment is put upon this 
bill in the Senate, and it comes over here without any report from 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of this House, 
it has no sanction whatever so far as this House is concerned, and 
it has never received any consideration here. I am not enn So 

estion the truthfulness of the statements of the gentleman, but 

is question has never received any consideration at the hands 
of this House. Now, would it be proper to make it an exception 
and leave all of these other cases out? Should all of these other 
cities be left out which have no public buildings and which are 
in great need of them? Should my State and other States suffer, 
while an exception is made in this case? Mr. Speaker, there is 
but one proper course in this matter. Let us follow the right rule 
of legislation, and let us not concur in these amendments of the 
Senate. but let us stand by the action of the House and of the 
committees of this House and vote in favor of nonconcurring in 
each of these Senate amendments. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
liim a question? 

Mr. Y of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. You are willing to vote for all meri- 
torious and just bills, are you not? 


Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Iam when they come in the proper 
way; but I am not willing to vote for a bill because it is merito- 
rious when it comes here in an exceptional way, because that is 
against the interest of all other similar bills which can not be 
reached in the same vee 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I do not think this is against the in- 


terest of the others. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana.. It certainly is, because you can not 
reach all these other bills in the same way. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Woe have never had any chance to 
consider any of these bills in the House. 

Mr. Y of Indiana. We have had no chance to consider 
this bill, nor has it received any consideration in this House. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I would say to the gentleman that I 
am credibly informed that the matter has received consideration 
in the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. I am a member of that committee, 
and I am credibly informed that the bill has not received consid- 
eration at the hands of the committee. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. It has been considered by the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Ithas not received consideration that 
amounts to final consideration. 

— — 8 0 It has not received such consideration as to be 
reported. 

r. HENRY of Indiana. No consideration amounts to any- 
thing except it be a final consideration. It has been talked about, 
if that is consideration; but it has received no action at the hands 
of that committee of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on concurring in the amend- 
ment of the Senate. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 35, noes 61. 

So the House refused to concur in the Senate amendment. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report amendment numbered 9, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For court-house and post-office at Little Rock, Ark.: For additional amount 
to poantu an addition to the United States court-house and post-office and 
circult an 


udge's chamber and the offices of the marshal clerk of the 
district courts, and for an elevator, $43,000. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield six minutes to the gentleman from 
Arkansas. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. S this is not a new project at all. It 
has received consideration. The ing this adopted 
a proponon to improve this building. It is urgently demanded; 
and the question now is simply as to whether this House will vote 
the amount of money recommended by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury in his sent to the § er at the present session. I 
hold the report in my hand in which is shown the great necessity 
for this work. So the point can not be made that it has not been 
considered and been determined upon. That has already been 
done. To show the imperative need for this work I will again 
call the attention of this House to a letter from the Federal judge, 
because it relates especially to the United States court building: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, EIGHTH CIRCUIT, 
Little Rock, March 28, 1892. 
MYD SIR: Iba 
eee copy of your bill relating to the United 
I have said and written so much about this building in the past that I have 
grown weary of the subject. My letters are on file in Washin; 
against reel tegen foundations of the under the limitations and re- 
strictions of act the first appropriatiun. 
I said then, and time has verified the correctness of my judgment, that the 
building which it was proposed to erect would be found totally inadequate to 


accommodate the pu officers and business pesos to be provided for 
within its walls, I knew this was so so far as it ted to the United States 
I pleaded for two court rooms, or a judge's chambers enough for a 
‘chambers court room, but all in vain. There is but one court room, and the 
y large enough to contain my a table, and 


judge's chambers is barel, 
o or three i 

The result is that when there are two judges here and it is desirable to 
hold two courts at the same time, as it uently is, we are unable to do so 
except when the county court-house is not in use and is loaned to us, or we 
can get in the State house. 

The want of another court room is a source of expense to the Government 
and of delay and costs to parties and witnesses. 

The circuit court of appeals ought to hold its winter sessions at this place, 
and doubtless would do so if we had a court room, but under existing condi- 
 T know noting alver the wants of isoler d ts. Lonly know 

now no abou e wan e r departments. I only 
. accommodati 


that the prese uilding does not furnish adequate tions for the 
United States courts. 
Yours, truly, HENRY C. CALDWELL, 
Circuit Judge. 


Hon. W. L. TERRY, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 

Now, gentlemen, here you have a proposttion, the policy of which 
and the necessity for which has already been determined upon by 
Congress. It is a matter of such urgent necessity that a i 
recommendation has been sent in to the Speaker of this House, 
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asking that this appropriation should be made. The estimate is 
here and this proposition stands upon different ground to any that 
has been presented. Now, I appeal to the House that, in a spirit 
of justice and with a sense of fair play, it will concur in this 
amendment. Although the building in which I am interested 


may be beaten, I shall not stand here to aid in the dog-in-the- 
manger policy that some have advocated upon this floor, and sa; 
that no man shall have a public building use I got none. 
will vote for a public building where it is shown to be so urgently 
needed, or in a special case like this. I ask the House, in that 
spirit of fairness which I hope will control the vote upon this mat- 
ter, toallow us the Roos privilege of nanag a United States court- 
house adequate to the public business, and not to put this great 
Government in the humiliating position of 12 to depend upon 
the courtesy of a county in order to have a building in which to 
hold its court. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no quorum, 

The SPEAKER. e Chair overrules it, 

Mr. CANNON. Lask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to concur in 
the Senate amendment. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TERRY. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 41, noes 72. 

Mr. TERRY. I ask for tellers. 

The question was taken on ordering tellers. 

The SPEAKER. Twenty-eight gentlemen haye arisen—not a 
sufficient number, and tellers are refused. On this question the 
ayes are 41, the noes 72 

Mr. KEM. Now I make the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point is raised too late, 
tellers having been demanded and refused. The noes have it, 
and the amendment of the Senate is nonconcurred in. 

Mr. CANNON. Lask for a vote on the text. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

For court-house and post-office at Martinsburg, W. Va.: For completion oi 
approaches, $5,000, 

Mr. CANNON. I vield to the gentleman from West Virginia. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I think the members of this House 
upon calm consideration of the circumstances at Martinsburg will 
certainly make an exception. [Laughter.] It does not appear to 
me possible that members of this House, knowing the situation 
and condition of things, will say that this case is similar to the 
other cases in regard to public buildings. Surely it has not come 
to pass that this great Government of ours will haggle over the 
matter of clearing away the rubbish around one of its public build- 
ings so as to afford to those who have business to transact in the 
court-house at Martinsburg some other means of approach to that 
building than a pine plank. I do not believe it is possible that we 
are going to take such a position as that when the small sum of 
$5,000 is all that is necessary to get rid of the rubbish and put in 
order the approaches to the building, the structure itself being 
completed and occupied, e: y when the present condition of 
the approaches to that building is in violation of the municipal 
regulation which requires the Government as well as other owners 
of property to put down sidewalks. I trust that members will 
not go to the extent of voting against this item simply because 
they say they can not have their own appropriation or bills passed. 

Mr. CANNON. Just a word, Mr. Speaker. The facts about 
the public building at Martinsburg are these: For two or three 
years past that building has been completed and occupied by the 
Government for both court and post-office purposes. There is no 
money to the credit of that building. The approaches from the 
street to a public building can not be constructed from the gen- 
eral 3 for repairs, 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. This building has sidewalks around 
it. has it not? : 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that there are temporary side- 
walks there. It is for the House to say what they will do with this 
amendment. I only want gentlemen to understand that this is 
not for any addition to the building—that this is a completed and 
occupied building. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana, If I understood the statement of the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton] correctly, this ap- 
propriation is asked for to build sidewalks around the property 
of the Government. Am I correct? 

Mr. DAYTON. It is for the approaches to the building. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Is it for the sidewalks or for work 
on the grounds belonging to the building? 

Mr. DAYTON. It is for the approaches and for the removal of 
the rubbish that is on the ground. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Then it is not for the purpose of 
building sidewalks? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes, sir; sidewalks and approaches to the 
building. The building itself has been comple 


Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Then, Mr. Speaker, the objection to 
this is twofold. For fifteen years Congress has not made any 
allowance for streets and sidewalks around public buildings. 

Mr. CANNON. As I understand it, the Government ka al- 
ways taken care of the property on which it puts its buildings 
out to the property line of the street, making sidewalks and ap- 
proaches, but for many years past the Government has not been 
paying for the macadamizing of the streets. 

r. HENRY of Indiana. So far as walks upon the property it- 
self is concerned, I think the gentleman from Ilinois is correct; 
but the regular sidewalk is a part of the street, and the rule has 
been as I have stated it so far as my examination has gone. Ican 
say very positively, so far as Indianapolis, the capital of my State, 
is concerned, that there are now pending in this House before 
various committees claims to the amount of twenty-five or thirty 
thousand dollars for improvements of sidewalks and streets made 
under laws similar to that spoken of by the gentleman from West 
Mi ay oko the property owners to pay for them. 

. C ON. The gentleman is correct about the streets; 
but our public buildings, so far as I know, stand back from the 
property line. So far as I have knowledge or belief, the Govern- 
ment . the approaches upon its own property 
and the sidew. around its buildings and out to the property 
line, or to the street. 


Mr. HENRY of Indiana. In answer to that su ion I would 
say that if there is acity in the United States that the ordinary 
sidewalks which accompany our streets situated upon the 2 
erty of the United States and not upon the street, I do not know 


of it. In the cases that I speak of the sidewalks along the Gov- 
ernment Property are wit the line of the jl the same 
as they are along private property, and, as I understood the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia, these sidewalks about the building 
in question are a part of the street, so that property owners are 
required by the local regulations or by the law of West Virginia 
to construct them. 

Now, certainly the local authorities there would have no right 
to order the Government to make sidewalks upon its own prop- 
erty, so that can not be the ground upon which this appropriation 
is asked. The local authorities would, of course, have no jurisdic- 
tion whatever over that question. Therefore there must be side- 
walks that are parts of the l parts of the street, the same 
as the roadway itself. Now, the rule, as I understand it, has been 
for at least fifteen years past that no eer paul has given an appro- 
pranon for the construction of such sidewalks around a public 

uilding, unless it may have been put through by such an item 
as this. hat I mean is that no fair, straight-out, honest appro- 
priation has been made for the building of a sidewalk along Gov- 
ernment property, The statement is sometimes made here that 
cities are glad to have public buildings, and that, therefore, they 
ought to improve the roadways and the sidewalks. Now, I do 
not believe in that doctrine, but I say it is wrong to single out an 
exceptional case, put it on this bill by a Senate amendment, and 
seek to get it through in that way. 

Mr. CANNON. After all, the question is not what the gentle- 
man from West Virginia or I may say touching this matter. The 
item speaks for itsel 

For court-house and post-office at Martinsburg, W. Va.— 


Now comes the operative language— 
For completion of approaches, $5,000. 


Mr. DAYTON. That is all of it. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. If the gentleman from West Virginia 
says it does not include streets or sidewalks—— 

r. CANNON. If the intention were to include streets or side- 
walks the money would not be available under the language I 
have just read. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. I will say that I have no informa- 
tion on this subject except the statement of the gentleman from 
West Virginia the other day, and have based my objection on 
his statement. 

Mr. DOVENER. Mr. Speaker, I inspected these grounds yes- 
terday. When the building was compera the ground was cov- 
ered with stone and was not graded. The object, as I understand, 
of this appropriation is to clear and improve a walk of probably 
40 or 50 feet from the building to the street. The sidewalk in 
front of the grounds—only about 8 feet wide and 100 feet long— 
is entirely outside of the matter spoken of in this appropriation. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Willit take $5,000 to grade the lot 
and — the necessary improvement which the gentleman 
speaks of? 

Mr. DOVENER. I suppose it would, on account of the size of 
the lot. A portion of it is not even graded; there are deep places 
which have to be filled up. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion that the House 
recede from its disagreement to Senate amendment numbered 12 
and concur in the same. 

Mr I again make the point that no quorum is present. 
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The SPEAKER (after counting the House). One hundred and 
forty-two members are present; not a quorum. 

Mr. CANNON. It is now nearly half past 5 o'clock, and I 
move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 25 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. BURTON of Missouri, from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred House 
bills Nos. 2278, 8457, and 4975, reported in lieu thereof a bill 
(H. R. 9226) to change the time and places for the district and 
circuit courts of the northern district of Texas, accompanied by 
a report (No. 2007); which said bill and report were referred to 
the 8 of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 


H. Palmer. 


ting an increase of pen- 

o. 2033.) 
granting an increase of pen- 
(Report No. 2034.) 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill 55 2529) entitled An act for the relief of Sarah E. 
Cotton.“ (Report No. 2011.) 

The bill (S. 2763) entitled An act granting a pension to Silas 
B. . No. 2012.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: The bill (S. 2645) entitled “An act granting a pension 
to Jane H. Vandever.” (Report No. 2013.) 

Also, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill (H. R. 5544) 
granting a pension to John Heniff. (Report No. 2030.) 

By Mr. KPATRICK, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 


sions: 

The bill (S. 152) entitled “An act granting a pension to Abel S. 
Chase.” (Report No. 2014.) 

The bill (S. 3004) entitled An act granting a pension to Jacob 
Saladin.” (Report No. 2015.) 

The me . 2535) entitled ‘‘Anactgranting a pension to Elender 
Herring, of Elsmore, Kans.” (Report No. 2016.) 

The bill (S. 890) entitled An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John N. Landon.” (Report No. 2017.) 

The bill (S. 1809) entitled “An act granting a pension to Joshua 
Parker.” (Report No. 2018.) 

By Mr. , from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (S. 1694) entitled “An act to increase the pension of Maj. Gen. 
Julius H. Stahel.” (Report No. 2019.) 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 759) entitled “An act granting a pension to Carrie A. 
Sax oe (Report No. 2020.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (S. 856) entitled “An act nting an increase of pen- 
sion to Philip T. Greely.” (Report No. 2021.) 

The bill (S. 2312) entitled An act granting a pension to Wil- 
liam T. Hill.” (Report No. 2022.) 

The bill Seba entitled “An act granting a pension to W. L. 
Faxon.” ( ort No. 2023.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (S. 2729) entitled “An act granting a pension to Emma 
Weir Casey.” (Report No. 2024.) 

The bill (S. 139) entitled “An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Caroline B. Bradford.” (Report No. 2025.) 

The bill (S. 2983) entitled An act granting a pension to Ida 
Emmott, dependent and invalid daughter of the late Thomas 
Emmott.” (Report No. 2026.) 

The bill (S. 2828) entitled “An act ang an increase of pen- 
sion to Samuel E. Liscom.” (Report No. 2029.) 

The bill (S. 2220) entitled An act to increase the pension of 
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Ellen C. Abbott, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Joseph C. Abbott.” 
(Report No. 2035.) 
By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 


The bill (S. 122) entitled An act granting an increase of pension 
to Jerusha Sturgis, widow of Brig. Gen. Samuel D. Sturgis.“ 


(Report No. 2027.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
oo following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. STRAIT (by request): A bill (H. R. 9224) to create a 
national money system by which the Government will receive and 
not pay interest; increase the volume of legal-tender money on a 
real-estate and gold and silver basis; secure all the national reve- 
nues without bonds, tariffs, or income taxes; obtain all the gold 
and silver that may be required by the Government without other 
cost than that of their coinage, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 9225) empowering and directing 
the Secre of War to furnish 2 pieces of condemned cannon 
to the Grand Army of the Republic Post of St. Johns, Mich.—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

By Mr. HOWARD {by request): A bill (H. R. ei bed provide 
for the assembling of Con on the 4th day of March instead of 
the first Monday of December—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 9228) to provide for the publi- 
cation of a periodical which shall be known as the ‘‘ Congressional 
Closure”—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HARRISON: A joint resolution (H. Res, 192) relative 
to the expenditure of the appropriation heretofore made to the 
Choctawhatchee River in 8 the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A resolution (House Res. No. 389) 
providing that the clerk of the Committee on Pensions be con- 
tinued on the roll during the recess of the present Congress—to 
the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A resolution (House Res. No. 390) au- 
thorizing the Postmaster of the House of Representatives to em- 
ploy four additional annual messengers—to the Committee on 
Accounts. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A memorial of the general court of Massa- - 
chusetts, relative to an amendment to the Constitution enabling 
Congress to enact laws regulating the hours of labor—to the Com- 
mittee on the J iets 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A memorial of the gen- 
eral court of Massachusetts, relative to an amendment to the 
Constitution enabling Congress to enact laws regulating the hours 
of labor—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, paraw bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H. R. 9229) to increase the pension 
of George E. Tibbetts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COCKRELL (by request): A bill (H. R. 9230) for the 
relief of the estate of Virginia Rosson, deceased, late of Dickens 
County, Tex.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 9231) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Col. Benjamin h, of Muscatine, Iowa— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 9232) granting a pension to Abigail 
E. Bogart, of Norwalk, Conn.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ; 

By Pe HULING: A bill (H. R. 9233) granting a pension to 
Andrew C. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLURE; A bill (H. R. 9234) for the relief of Elijah 
Rowe—to the Committee on Mi 8 Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9235) for the relief of Theophilus H. Stees— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9236) granting a pension to James W. Miller— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9237) for the relief of Edgar G. Abbott—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R.9238) for the relief of the 
estate of Catherine Crittenden, deceased, late of Culpeper County, 
Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 9239) granting a pension to 
Sarah A. Grennell, stepmother of Frank W. Grennell, late of 
Company G, Fourteenth Vermont Volunteers—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9240) to — 
sion Louisa Donath, 3 daughter of John G. Denn, as 
rate of $12 per month—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. the following 5 and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolution of the Commercial Exchange of 
Phi fadelphia, rotesting against the passage of House bill No. 8536 
and Senate bill No. 2967, to amend the interstate-commerce act 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of railroad commissioners, opposing the repeal of 
section 10 of the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BARRETT: Petition of Division No. 122, Order of Rail- 
way Conductors, of Boston, Mass., in favor of House bill No. 6119, 
for the appointment of an impartial committee to investigate the 
labor problem and suggest remedy—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Petitions of citizens of Plainfield 
and Winneconne, Wis., praying for favorable action on bill to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter and bill to 
reduce letter postage to 1 cent per half ounce—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HITT: Paper to accompany House bill granting a pen- 
sion to Abigail E. Bogart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: Petition of A. E. Redstone, 
secretary State Settlers’ League of California, in behalf of settlers, 
miners, and stock raisers of California, favoring the passage of 
Senate bill No. 2118—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petitions of citizens of Spencer and Co- 
lumbus, Ind., favoring the passage of House bills Nos. 888 and 
4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of P Ivania: Paper to accompany House 
bill to pension Louisa Donath, dependent daughter of John G. 
8 at the rate of $12 per month to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. ROYSE: Petitions of citizens of Warsaw, New Carlisle, 

rt, and South Bend, Ind., for favorable action on House 
bills Nos. 838 and 4566, amending the postal laws—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: Petition of citizens of North Vernon, 
Ind., for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to 
amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, May 28, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
5 when, on motion of Mr. LODGE, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
ACCIDENTS TO NAVAL VESSELS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of April 17, 1896, a list of accidents furnished by the 
Bureaus of Construction and Repairand Steam Engineering, show- 
ing the principal accidents that have occurred to nava. vessels 
within the period mentioned, the causes thereof, and the damages 
resulting therefrom; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 
TENNESSEE CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Dusotrs, Mr. GIBSON, 
Mr. ALLEN, Mr. Brown, and Mr. Bark, under the resolution of 
May 12, 1896, as the committee to attend the celebration of the 
one hundredth anniv of the admission of the State of Ten- 
nessee into the Federal Union, to be held at the city of Nashville, 
Tenn., on the 1st day of June next. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 6789) for the relief of John N. Quacken- 
bush, late a commander in the United States Navy. 

Mr. HALE. I call for the re order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The regular order is demanded. 
Petitions and memorials are in order. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of James F. Dodge and 
116 other citizens of Detroit, Mich., who earn their living in Can- 
ada, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called McCall 
immigration bill, on the ground that it may necessitate their re- 
moval to Canada; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Minne- 
— Minn., praying for the Government ownership and control 

the telegraph lines: which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the common council of St. Paul, 

Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation extending aid for 


a governmental exhibit at tle transmississippi and international 
exhibition to be held at Omaha, Nebr., in 1898; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CANNON presented a petition of the legislature of the 
State of Utah, praying that an appropriation be made for the 
support of the Shebit Indians; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

House joint memorial. 
To the Congress of the United States; 

Your memorialists, the governor and legislature of the State of Utah, 
respectfully ask your favorable action in the matter herein set ont. In 
Washington County, this State, are a few families of Indians, known as the 
Shebits. Some years ago, through the action of your honorable body and 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, a small appropriation was secured for 
these Indians and disbursed, under the direction of Hon. A. W. Ivins, of 
Washington County, in providing farms, houses, mules, wagons, and other 
utensils for general farming. The Indians at once settled down and went to 
work and have been 3 steadily ever since, their progress being most 

ratifying, and there having been something of an increase of their numbers, 

ut through constant use and the lapse of time some of the mules are dead. 
the implements are in many cases down or altogether worn out, and 
further assistance is needed. 

The testimony of those who have had opportunity to observe is that the 
money spent on these Indians was well spent, and they are progressing 
ng condition as rapidly as possible. 


toward civilization and a self-su 
Your memorialists, in view of the premises, would therefore ask a further 


appropriation of $10,000, to be app! as needed for the relief of these Indians, 
under the direction of some reputable citizen of Washington County, and, 
hoping your immediate and favorable action thereon. we will ever pray. 
GEORGE M. CANNON, 
President 5 the Senate, 
PRESLEY DENNY, 
Speaker of the House. 


HEBER M. WELLS, 


Governor of Utah, 
STATE or UTAN, Department of State, ss: 

I, James T. Hammond, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do hereby 
certify that the foregoing is a full. true, and correct y of honse joint mo- 
morial No. 3, approved April 3, 1894, as appears on file in my office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my band and affixed the great 
seal of the State of Utah this 2ist day of May, A. D. 1896. 

J. T. HAMMOND. 
Secretary of State, 

Mr. WHITE. I present a memorial, forwarded to me by tele- 
graph, of the Chamber of Commerce of Los Angeles, Cal., remon- 
strating against the passage of House bill No. 8536 and Senate 
bill No. 2967, proposing to amend section 10 of the interstate-com- 
merce law. I move that the memorial be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. Š 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BRICE presented a memorial of the Medical Society of 
Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill 
No. 1552, for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the 
District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Encampment No. 124, Union 
Veteran Legion, of Erie County, Ohio, praying for the enactment 
of a service-pension law: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of the Ohio State Grange, of sundry 
citizens of Ohio, and of the Ohio Cheese Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called 
filled-cheese bill; which were ordered to lie on the table, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3188) to ratify an agreement with 
the Indians of the Shoshone or Wind River Reservation, Wyo., 
and making an appropriation to the same into effect, estab- 
lishing the Wyoming Hot Springs rvation, and making an 
appropriation for the survey thereof, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3167) to grant to the Hudson Reservoir and Canal Com- 
pany of Arizona the right of way through the Gila River Indian 

servation, reported it with an amendment. 7 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6259) to expedite the delivery 
of imported parcels and kages not exceeding $500 in value, to 
report it with an amendment in the nature of a substitute. I 
give notice that I shall ask the Senate at an early day to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2874) to provide for the construction of 
a graveled road from the termination of the graveled road and 
bridge on the north side of Cache River, in Pulaski County, II., 
to the national mili cemetery near Mound City, in Pulaski 
County, III., and for other purposes, submitted an adverse report 
See, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitelv. 

Mr. BACON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1968) for the relief of the Mobile Marine 
Dock Company, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 


Approved April 3, 180 
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Mr. BRICE, from the Committee on Pensfons, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 979) granting a pension to Frances E. Helf- 
oe reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2358) for the relief of Arminda White, widow of Israel 
8 reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1178) conveying to Rafael Seguro, 
of Iberia Parish, La., the right, title, and interest of the United 
States in and to certain lands in said parish of Iberia, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


INVESTIGATION BY COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. CHANDLER, reported it 
without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the expense incurred by the subcommittee of the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs in visiting Bethlehem, Pa., in pursuance of the duty 
imposed on said committee by resolutions of the Senate respectively. 
7 — 18%, and February 13, 1894, be paid from the contingent fund 


EMPLOYEES OF GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 


Mr. PRITCHARD. Iam directed by the Committee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment, who were authorized by the resolution 
of March 23, 1896, to investigate and report upon the administra- 
tion of the civil-service law in the Government Printing Office, 

etc., to submit a report thereon. I ask that the report be printed 
in the RECORD. > TAEA 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

The report is as follows: 

The Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, having had under con- 
sideration the following resolution, which was adopted by Senate on the 
28d day of March, 1808: 

“ Resolved, That the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment be, and 
is 1 empowered to fully investigate and report upon the administra- 

tion of the civil-service law in the Government Printing Office as affect 
the separation from service of the 35 ex-employees referred to in the print 
Se the Senate under e resolution of January 


report as follows: Your committee have examined all the es who de- 
sired to be heard in the matter, and herewith attach a copy of the statement 
of each individual who appeared before the committee. There were only 
two questions arising before the committee for consideration, to wit: 

When did the order of the President placing the Government Printing 
Office under the civil service go into effect? 

Second. Were the parties enr ed on the temporary roll at the time of 
3 ion of the order enti to be classified and placed on the list of 

es 


t 
cur committee deem it unnecessary to state any conclusion in regard to 
the questions suggested, and therefore submit to Senate the statement 
of the witnesses, without tion. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3234) donating condemned 
cannon and cannon balls to the Ohio Soldiers and Sailors’ Home, 
Erie County, Ohio; which was read twice by its title. and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. KYLE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3235) to regulate 
labor and business on Sunday in the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 3236) to remove the charge 
of desertion from Patrick H. McCall, late an enlisted man in the 
United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3237) granting a pension 
to Annie Fowler; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 3238) to amend the mili 
record of Silas Graham; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with 2 accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Mili- 

airs. 

. HALE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 153) authorizing 
the compilation of the United States customs laws and regula- 
tions thereon, the decisionsin relation thereto of the Federal courts, 
the Treasury Department, the United States general appraisers, 
and the opinions of the Attorneys-General; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

IMPORTATIONS BY EXPRESS COMPANIES. 


Mr. GIBSON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 6259) to expedite the delivery of imported 
parcels and packages not exceeding $500 in value, imported by 
express companies, or other duly in inland carriers; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

REGULATIONS CONCERNING ADULTERATED BEER, 

Mr. CARTER submitted an amendment intended to be 

by him to the bill (H. R. 8008) defining cheese, and also imposing 


a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and 
exportation of filled cheese; which was ordered to be printed. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, it was 

Ordered, That the adverse rt in the case of William B. Matchett be 
withdrawn from the files of the Senate under the rules of the Senate. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. PASCO, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Fernando I. Moreno be taken from the filesin 
the Secretary’s office and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire to call up the conference report 
on the Indian appropriation biil. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I object to the consideration of that report 
at this time. It will lead to quite a protracted debate. 3 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I poppa if the question of consideration 
a raised it will be submitted to a vote of the Senate, and that I 

esire, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Dakota 
move to ree to the consideration of the report? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes; I move that the report be taken up. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from South Dakota, that the Senate proceed to the con- 
5 of the conference report on the Indian appropriation 

The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 24, noes 
not counted. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. L ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is the use? The ‘ ayes” have it. 

_Mr. PETTIGREW. There was no quorum voting on the divi- 
sion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call roll. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HaxsproucH]. He has not 
voted, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 


Mr. TILLMAN 8 his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON]. Otherwise should 
vote “nay.” 


The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CARTER. I desire to announce a pair between the junior 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Geson] and my colleague [Mr. 
MANTLE]. I make the announcement for the day. 

Mr. DUBOIS, I inquire if the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
SITH] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam paired with that Senator, but will transfer 
— pair to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Joxks] and vote. I 
vote yea.“ 

The result was announced —yeas 41, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—41. 
Aldrich, Dubois, Mills, Sew. 
Allison, Elkins, Mitchell, Oreg. . 
Berry. Gallinger, organ, Shoup, 
Burrows, Morrill, Teller, 
Butler, Hawley, Nelson, Turpie, 
Cannon, Perkins, Ves 
zarter, Jones, Ark. Pettigrew, Warren, 
eani age. Piatt, Wilson. 
Coe MeEride, Proctor, 
Qullom. NMI Lunch 
Davis, tin, osch, 

NAYS—13. 

Geo Mitchell, W. 
om rgo, itchell, Wis. White. 
Chandler, Kyle. Walths 
` Kyle, Wal 
NOT VOTING—3. 
Alen, Daniel, Irby, 
Biackbarn, Be 4 Ta 8 8 
e, say, 
Blanchard, Gear, a: fle, hk 
ce, Gibson, Murphy, * 
Caffery, Gordon, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Cameron, . as Toar 
Clark, Hoar, Smith, 
So the motion was agreed to. 


ALCOHOL IN THE ARTS. 
The bill . (H. R. 3282) to repeal section 61 of an act to reduce 
taxation, to Att onde iad nd Sot the Government, and for other 
urposes, w. ea law t 28,1894, was referred to 
Committee on Finance. ra 
ate nae it I believe the conference report has been taken 
up 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is before the Senate. 
Mr. HARRIS. So soon as the conference report is disposed of 
T shall ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to allow me to 
report tke bill that has just been referred to the Finance Commit- 
tee. That committee, cl, eae ana the reference, considered 
the measure this morning. Ishall report the bill back as soon as 
the pending matter is disposed of, it I can get the floor, and will 
ask the Senate to allow me to make a statement of about two min- 
utes and a half, when I shall appeal to the Senate for unanimous 
consent to consider the bill this morning. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of 1 by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a concurrent resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to lend 
to the mayors of the cities of East St. Louis, Ill., St. Louis, Mo., 
and vicinity, a sufficient number of tents to temporarily shelter 
such citizens as may have lost their homes by the tornado of yes- 
terday, and to render such other relief in the premises as he may 
deem necessary; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 


SUFFERERS BY TORNADO IN ILLINOIS AND MISSOURI. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
concurrent resolution just received from the House of Representa- 
tives. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (he Senate concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized to lend to the mayors of 
the cities of East St. Louis, III., St. Louis. Mo., and vicinity, under such reg- 
ulations and restrictions as he may deem proper, a sufficient number of tents 
to temporarily shelter such citizens of said cities as may have lost their 
homes by the tornado of yesterday, and to render such other relief in the 
premises as he may deem necessary, 

Mr. PALMER. The Senate is fully advised of the terrible ca- 
lamity which has befallen St. Louis, and more particularly East 
St. Louis, III. I ask for the immediate consideration of the res- 
olution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the concurrent resolution? 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
concurrent resolution. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, of course it would be a very ungra- 
cious and ungrateful proceeding, perhaps, upon my part to offer 
any opposition to the resolution. Yet I am compelled to say that 
I 40 not think there is any necessity for its sage. Recent ad- 
vices, telegrams received within the last half hour, show that the 
accounts of this great disaster, which is a great one, have been 
terribly exaggerated, as is always the case in the first hours of a 
calami 


ity. 

1 ser to say for the city of St. Louis and the State of Missouri, 
without boasting, that that city and that State can take care of 
their people under these or any other circumstances, Ihave myself 
received no information that tents are needed. No harm can be 
done by passing the résolution, but I wish to express my dissent 
from the custom which has obtained in all instances of States 
and communities which are entirely capable of meeting any exi- 
gency themselves rushing impulsively to the seat of the Govern- 
ment of the United States at all times and asking assistance. I 
myself do not like that practice. But, of course, if the Senators 
from Illinois, speaking for their constituents, want to have the 
resolution passed, I shall make no objection to it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to suggest whether the resolution ought 
not to be made a joint resolution instead of a concurrent one. I 
hardly think it safe to pass it as a concurrent resolution, as it is 
evidently in conflict with existing law. Ishall interpose no ob- 
jection, but I am in full sympathy with the views expressed by 
the Senator. k 

Mr. PALMER, I did not quite understand the suggestion of 
the Senator from Tennessee. : 

Mr. HARRIS. My suggestion is that the resolution should be 
made a joint resolution instead of a concurrent one, inasmuch as 
it changes existing law; and I will say to the Senator, the House 
having passed the resolution, that if such an amendment should 
be made I do not think it will involve a delay of two hours, be- 
cause I think the House, which passed the resolution, would con- 
cur in such an amendment at once. i 

Mr. PALMER. I am impressed with the suggestion of the 
Senator from Tennessee, and I will move the amendment accord- 
ing to his suggestion. I move that the resolution be made a joint 
resolution. A 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolution 
will be amended by inserting the resolving clause of a joint reso- 
lution instead of a concurrent resolution. The joint resolution 
will be considered as haying been twice read, and is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply desire to say that this is a House reso- 
lution, and while I agree with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest] that there is probably no occasion for its passage, because 
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Iam very much gratified to learn that the loss of life and prop- 

erty there is not so great as wag reported by the papers this morn- 

ing, and that our respective St&tes will be able to take care of all 

the interests of our people on both sides of the river, yet as the 

one has passed it I suggest it might be well for us to agree 
it. 

I desire to state further that I am very much worried over the 
reports which come from the Illinois side of the river. The last 
report which was shown me a moment ago stated that the loss of 
life was much greater on the east side of the river than on the 
Missouri side. But on whichever side the greatest suffering has 
occurred, I have no doubt the officials of the States will take care 
of the people. I hope the joint resolution will be passed, inasmuch 
as it comes from the other body. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time, 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: “A joint resolution author- 
izing the Secretary of War to lend to the mayors of the cities of 
150 St. Louis, III., and St. Louis, Mo., and vicinity, a number of 

nts, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report of the committee of con- 
ference will be read. 
The Secretary read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the gry hy votes of the two Houses 
on certain amendments of the Senate to 

riations for current and contin: 

ultillin W J e Wit! year 
ending June and for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference have to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 66. 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendmentof the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: Add at the end of said amendment the following: 

“That said Commissi direc 


ted to proceed at 
once to hear and determine the application of all 8 who may apply to 
them for 3 in any of said nations, and after such hearing the shall 
determine the right of such a 


e licant to be so admitted and enrolled: Pro- 
vided, however, That such application shall be made to such Commissioners 
within three monthsafter 3 of this act. The said Commission shall 
decide all such applications hin ninety days after the same shall be made. 
That in deter g all such gL emg said Commission shall respect all 
laws of the several nations or ee nos inconsistent with the laws of the 
United States, and all treaties with either of said nations or tribes, and shall 
give due force and effect to the rolls, usages, and customs of each of said na- 
tions or tribes: And provided further, That the rolls of citizenship of the sey- 
eral tribes as now existing are hereby confirmed, and any person who shall 
claim to be entitled to be added to said rolls asa citizen of either of said tribes 
and whose right thereto has either been denied or not acted upon, or any 
citizen who rd three months from and after the of this act 
desire such ci ge may sponto the legally constitu’ court or com- 
mittee designated seve bes for such citizenship, and such court 
or committee shall determine such application within thirty days from the 


date thereof. 
In the performance of such duties said Commission shall have power and 
authority to administer oaths, to issue process for and compel the attend- 


ance of witnesses, and to send for persons and papers and all depositions and 
affidavits and other evidence in any form whatsoever heretofore taken 
where the witnesses giving said testimony are dead or now residing beyond 
the limits of said Territory, and to use every fair and reasonable means 
within their reach for the purpose of determining the rights of persons 
claiming such citzenship, or to N any of said nations from fraud or 
wrong, and the rolls so prepared by them shall be hereafter held and consid- 
ered to be the true and correct rolls of persons entitled to the rights of citizen- 
ship in said several tribes: G t if the tribe or any person bo 
agerioved with the decision of the tribal authorities or the Commission pro- 
vided for in this act, it or he may appeal from such decision to the United 
States district court: Provided, however, That the a shall be taken 
within sixty an ig ne the judgment of the court shall 

“That the said Commission, after the canon of six months, shall cause 
a complete roll of citizenship of each of said nations to be made up from their 
and add thereto the names of citizens whose right may 
under this act, and said rolls shall be, and are hereby, made rolls of citizen- 
ship of said nations or tribes, subject, however, to the determination of the 
United States cou: as provided herein. 

»The Commission is hereby required to file the lists of members as they 
finally approve them with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, to remain 
there for use as the final judgment of the duly constituted authorities. And 
said Commission shall make a roll of freedmen entitled to citizenship in 
said tribes, and shall include their names in the lists of members to be filed 
with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. And said Commission is furthe 
authorized and directed to make a full ort to Congress of leases, tri 
and individual, with the area, amount, and value of the property leased and 
the amount received therefor, and by whom and from whom said property. 
is leased, and is further directed to make a full and detailed report as to the 
excessive holdi of members of said tribes and others, 

It is hereby declared to be the duty of the United States to establish a 
government in the Indian Territory which will rectify the many inequalities 
and discriminations now existing in said 8 and afford needful pro- 
tection to the lives an pronorty: of all citizens and residents thereof. 

“Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians: That all the interest due the Sisseton 
and Wahpeton Indians on March 3, 1896, is hereby appropriated to be paid at 
once in cash per capita; and hereafter all interest on the permanent fund of 
said Indians, after deducting the amount expended for education, shall be 
paid in cash per capita on the Ist day of November of each 


ear. 
“Seneca Nation of Indians: That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby is, authorized and directed to ascertain and report to Congress a de- 


tailed statement of all the leases made and entered into by the Seneca Nation 
of Indians, with all persons or corporations, of all lands in the Allegany In- 
dian Reservation in the State of New York, giving an itemized statement of 


1896. 
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each and every lease now in existence or force, with the date and terms of 
each lease, and amount or amounts due on each lease.“ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

On amendments numbered 64, 69, and 70 the committee of conference has 


been unable to agree. 
R. F. PETTIGREW, 
H. M. TELLER. 


F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


RTIS, 
GEO. G. PENDLETON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of the 
Senator in charge of the bill and who submitted this conference 
report, before the report is accepted, to what seems to be the main 
feature, or the only feature of the report, aside from further dis- 
agreements: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 

Add at the end of said amendment the following— 

Which is a complete and carefully drawn and extended provi- 
sion of new law as it has just been read from the desk. The basis 
of thatamendment I find in the bill is amendment 37, which is re- 
ferred to, and which reads as follows: 

For salaries and expenses of the Commissioners appointed under acts of 
Congress approved March 3. 1893, and March 2, 1895, t 17050 with the 
Five Civilized Tribes in the Indian Territory, the sum of $40,000, to be im- 
mediately available; and said Commission is directed to continue the exercise 
of the authority already conferred upon them by law and endeavor to ac- 
complish the objects heretofore prescribed to them and report from time to 
time to Congress. 

That, Mr. President, is a clear, plain provision recognizing ex- 
isting law, in no degree departing from it, ing an appropria- 
tion to carry it out, and directing the Commission so to carry out the 
provisions of existing law. Ido not see that any point of order 
can be made upon that amendment or could have been made at 
the time it passed the Senate. It is such a provision as is proper 
appropriation bills, and is the provision that went to the con- 

‘erence, 

I find, further, as to the great body of the new law proposed and 
reported here from the conference—which was never considered 
by the Senate and was never adopted in either House, but which 
is absolutely new—I find, on looking at the debates which arose 
in the course of the progress of the bill, that nearly identically the 
same proposition which the conferees have now reported was, upon 
April 23 Tak: submitted as an amendment, discussed for days and 
days, and at last ruled out of order by the Presiding Officer, 
thereby taking it from the consideration of the Senate; thereby, 
under the rules, declaring that it was not a proper subject for con- 
sideration in 8 ja on an „ bill. The ruling of 
the Chair is found on page 4312 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
during the session of April 23. 

I rose, Mr. President, for the of asking the Senator in 
charge of the bill, a member of the Committee on Appropriations, 
a member of large ig oie in this and the other body, what 
warrant of authority the committee of conference had to enlarge 
the simple amendment that is found in the bill which I have read, 
to ingraft upon it provisions of law that had been before the Sen- 
ate and rejected under its rules, and also, as I am informed, as to 
the latter part of the amendment, to ingraft provisions which had 
never in any form been before the Senate. 

I ask this question with some considerable earnestness, because 
it has been my fortune toserve upon the Committee on Appropria- 
tions ever since I have been a member of this body. there is 
one thing that ought to be observed with most sacred obligation 
it is the limitation of committees of conference to subjects-matter 
that have been before one body or theother. The lineis asclearly 
drawn as the walk between the two Houses in this Capitol. The 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses is the fundamental proposi- 
tion upon which conferences are ordered. Without such disa- 

eeing votes no conferences would be ordered or needed; and the 
ae under which committees of conference must always come 
is that limited domain. It is the . that are in con- 
troversy between the Houses. It is subjects- matter that one House 
insists upon and the other House disagrees to, and one or the other 
on a compromise definable within the limits of the subject disa- 
greed upon is all that conferences can ever report. 

I know it is not only a tradition, but it is the experience and the 
history of the Committee on Appropriations on the part of the 
Senate, to insist rigidly uponthisrule. Mr. President, if this rule 
is departed from, if conferees can put new matter into their report 
and introduce it in this body with the privileges that conference 
reports have of being always in order and that they can be made 
at any time, there is no authority, there is no committee, there is 
no portion of the Senate that has such power to abuse its privilege 
as conference committees have. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Maine whether I un- 
derstood him to say that the provision ss wade by the conference 
committee was substantially the same as the amendment proposed 
in the Senate to the bill when it was before the Senate and ruled 
out of order by the Chair? 


Mr. HALE. The two provisions are long. I have read them 
both, but have not had time to compare them. I do not say that 
they are the same, but I understand that they involve 

Mr. TELLER. They are not the same. 

Mr. HALE. No; I do not suppose they are. 

Mr. TELLER. They are quite different. 

Mr. HALE. I understand they involve the same subjects- 
matter; that other things have been added to them, and that the 
subject-matter which was ruled out on a point of order is again 
introduced in the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. President, I do not know the merits of this controversy. I 
was not here when it was debated. When the Senator submitted 
the report and it was printed in the RECORD and I examined the 
RECORD and saw this long amendment which had been reported 
from the committee of conference, without consultation with any 
Senator I went tothe RECORD, hunted up the original amendment, 
and hunted up the debates, because it occurred to me at once that 
there must be some reason why so great a body of law had been 
reported here, if the committee had not exceeded its authority. 

r. President, the Committee on Appropriations ought to be 
very sensitive about these matters. There is no committee that 
is so trusted by the Senate as the Committee on Appropriations. 
It submits its final reports, in many cases, during the last week of 
the session, when there is no opportunity for critical examina- 
tion. It submits its amendments agreed to, disagreed to, and 
amended, generally by numbers, and nothing more than the num- 
bers and amendments are read. Senators know the Committee 
on Appropriations realize that there is no opportunity for full 
examination and investigation. The highest duty that is imposed 
upon the members of the Committee on Appropriations in confer- 
ence on appropriation bills is to hew to the line of the rule and 
rigidly refuse to putin any new propositions, no matter how benef- 
icent they are,no matter how desirable they are, no matter if 
they be consented to by every member of the Senate. The initia- 
tive point of the wisest legislation is never with a committee of 
conference, and it never ought to be there. 

lt is, therefore, as a member of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions that, having the gravest doubt about this matter, I have called 
the attention of the Senator in charge of the bill—if it can be 
fully explained, that it comes within the rule and is not new mat- 
ter. As I said, I know nothing of the merits of the controversy, 
but Iam interested that the committee should not in any way 
exceed its sets 

Mr. HILL, Will the Senator from Maine please explain, if he 
is familiar with the report, what was the amendment numbered 
37, to which the new matter is now proposed to be added? 

Mr. HALE. I have read it once. I will read it again for the 
Senator. 

Mr. HILL. Iwas not in at the time. 

Mr. HALE. It is very simple. 

For salaries and expenses of the Commissioners appointed under acts of 
Congress approved March 3, 1893— 

Which I have here— 
and March 2, 1895— 

Which is only a continuation of the appropriation and provid- 
ing for two additional Commissioners— 
to negotiate with the Five Civiliz 
of $10,000, to be r F 

That is simply an appropriation for the salary under those acts. 

And said Commission is directed to continue the exercise of the authority 
already conferred upon them by law and endeavor to accomplish the objects 
heretofore prescribed to them and report from time to time to ongress, 

_As I said while the Senator was not in his seat, that is a very 
simple provision. It is giving money to carry out the existing 
law, and in a monitory way, and no further, suggesting to the 
Commissioners that they proceed to carry out io lew hat has 
been reported by the conference committee, as I have said, as pro- 
visions embodying a wide scope of legislation, and I am informed 
a portion of it was ruled out in the Senate, and that another por- 
tion was not considered either by the Senate or the House. I 
want the Senator in charge of the bill to explain why it is that 
this fog nee has been made. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire to make a point of 
order as to whether a conference report containing substantiall: 
a provision that was ruled out as not being in order when the bi 
was before the Senate is now in order as a part of the conference 
report. I desire to make that point of order, and tostate to the 
Senate the reasons why I believe it to be good. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to call the Senator's attention to 
the fact that in making the point of order heis assuming that this 

rovision has been ruled out by the Senate. That is incorrect. 

tis an entirely different proposition. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is a much stronger provision. It con- 


tains additional provisions which would haye made it much more 
amenable to the point of order if this had been the amendment 
that was ruled out of order instead of the one that was ruled out. 
Now, I desire to state the reasons why I think this amendment 
is not in order. A conference report of this kind ought to be out 


5830 


of order under the rules of the Senate, whether it is or is not, 
because if a long and important amendment making alterations 
in existing law can be deliberately ruled out upon a point of order, 
and then can be inserted almost bodily in a conference rt, it 
will be necessary for the Senate to be constantly wa’ the 
reports of conference committees. 

. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to present a lia- 
mentary inquiry to the Chair, and that is whether a point of order 
can be made to a conference report? My understanding is that a 
conference re has to be accepted or rejected as a whole, and 
that points of order can not be entertained in connection with 


Wir, CHANDLER, 

Ir. C LER. That is the very point I am arguing, if the 
Senator from Arkansas will allow me to proceed, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is hearing the discussion 
on that point. The Chair has not ruled upon it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The very point Iam ing is whether a 
conference report, the vote upon which must i either yea 
or nay, so that one vote disposes of it, can, according to the rules 
of the Senate as they ought to be construed, contain a long provi- 
sion of law that was once deliberately ruled out by the Presiding 
Officer and his ruling acquiesced in by the Senate. 

Mr. President, that is the point of order, and it seems to me that 
the Chair, and if not the Chair, then the Senate, ought to decide 
that it is not in order for a conference committee to do what this 
conference committee has done, 

The amendment as it was p in the Senate on the 23d day 
of April provided $40,000 for the salaries of the members of the 
Dawes Commission, directed the Commission to proceed to make 
rolls of citizenship of the Five Civilized Tribes, and to make allot- 
ments of land to those whom they might find to be citizens. All 
the provisions in reference to the duties of the Commission were 
attached to the amendment appropriating $40,000 for continuing 
the Commission and paying their salaries, and the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] has stated the result. After a long debate the 
Vice-President decided that the amendment was out of order, par- 
ticularly specifying the powers of a court that were given to the 
Commission. e whole amendment went out, not only the pro- 
vision for the salaries to the ission, but also the legislation 
changi 5 and providing for a census of the tribes and 
the allotment of land. k 

Before the bill was disposed of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
VILas] moved an amendment contained 4316 of the 


on 
RECORD, which was a mere appropriation of $40,000 for continu- 


ing in existence the Commission and g them to go on and 
negotiate with the Indian tribes in accordance with the provisions 
of existing law. 

That provision, which was adopted (it was the first part of the 
amendment that had been ruled out of order), did not change ex- 
isting law in any manner. It simply provided for the salaries of 
the Commissioners and for continuing them in the work which the 
previous law authorized. All the rest of the amendment was 
ruled out of order. Noappeal was taken; nocriticism was made. 
The Senate acquiesced in the ruling, and, as ex gratia, subse- 
quently consented to the amendment of the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin simply continuing the Commission with its existing powers, 
and the Senate one and all understood that so far as this bill was 
concerned that was an end of the question of dealing with the 
Civilized Tribes by an amendment upon an‘appropriation bill. 
What do we behold? We behold the conference committee do- 

ing substantially the very thing which had been held to be out of 

order—doing substantially what the Senate unanimously acqui- 
esced in as being something which could not be done upon the 
ropriation bill, and we have the long provision that the Chair 
wil see by glancing at the amendment. The amendment is as 
long as the other. It is on the same subject-matter. It provides 
ually with the other amendment for a census of these Indian 
tribes. But I admit that it has been carefully and cunningly 
framed to avoid, if possible, any point of order in the Senate, so 
that, if possible, it may receive the approbation of the Senate, 
which had once been refused it. 8 

If it can be done in this form upon a conference report, it can 
be done in precisely the form in which the Senate rejected it. I 
maintain that proposition with confidence. If it can be done 
with the amendment as it now stands, the conference committee 

ight have put the very rejected amendment itself upon the bill. 
ag 8 HALE. Let me ask the Senator from New pshire a 
question. Suppose it is not the identical amendment which was 
ruled out in the Senate. Is it any the less a body of absolutely 
new legislation that the conference committee had no business to 
deal with, whether or not it is the same amendment that was 
ruled out? Is it not new matter? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Beyond all question. > 

Mr. HALE. And upon which there was no disagreement be- 
tween the Houses? ; i 

Mr.CHANDLER. Nonewhatever. Thesubject-matter which 
was ruled upon by the Chair has never been a paneer e 
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the two Houses, because it never so passed one House that it could 
be disagreed to by the other. 

There is the broad question whether the Senate wishes to ap- 
mere of this attempt to legislate pon a conference report, even 

it is in order to do so. There is the narrower question which I 
am arguing, whether itis in order to submit to the Senate and 
comapel t the Senate to vote upon a conference report which con- 
tains a provision of this kind. 

Not 3 we have the whole subject of dealing with the Five 
Civilized Tribes about which the Senate did nothing, about which 
the House did nothing- disposed of by an amendment to a con- 
ference report, but we have two other extraordinary provisions, to 
which the Senator from Maine has also alluded. There is the 
following clause on the second page of the report: 

Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians: That all the interest due the Sisseton and 
Wahpeton Indians on March 3, 1896, is hereby appropriated to oo pai at once 
in cash per capita; and hereafter all interest on the permanent fund of said 
Indians, after ded the amount expended for be in 
cash per capita on the Ist day of November of each year. 

I do not know how much money that clause appropriates from 
the Treasury of the United States, but I do know that that clause 
was not in the House bill; it was not a Senate amendment; and 
the conference committee have undertaken to usurp to themselves 
the sole function of legislation by inserting this provision which 
never was heard of in House, which never was heard of in the 
Senate, until the conference report was presented. 

Another thing, Mr. President. Curiously enough, there is a pro- 
vision about the Seneca Nation of Indians: 


Seneca Nation of Indians: That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereby is, OEA an dinacted 46 encortain A rt to pre 


of each and every lease now in existence or 
each lease, and amount or amounts due on each lease. 

That is an entirely new provision. It does not appropriate any 
money. It is legislation pure and simple. Whether it is impor- 
tant legislation or whether it is unimportant legislation, it has no 
place whatever upon a conference report when the subject-matter 
never was mentioned in the original bill, and never was proposed 
to the Senate or discussed by the Senate or voted on by the Senate. 

This is the most extraordinary parliamentary proceeding I have 
ever witnessed during my nine years’ service in Congress. Itisa 
more extraordinary proposition than I have ever observed or heard 
of solong as I haveo ved legislative proceedings anywhere. It 
is a new departure by the conference committee, made I know not 
on what conception of their powers and duties, but it is a pro- 
ceeding which, if it is in order to present it to the Senate and it 
can not be ruled out of order and the Senate has no way of dis- 
posing of it except to vote it down, is going absolutely to revolu- 
tionize the methods of doing business in this body. 

The Committee on Appropriations of the Senate has enough to 
earry. It has had difficulty enongh hitherto in dealing with the 
subjects-matter that were committed to the committee. It has 
had difficulty enough in the selection of its conference committees 
which have at the last hours of the session been in the habit of 
dealing with the various appropriation bills. It has had difficulty 
enough, while the Committee on Appropriations, so far as I know 
and have observed, have at all times hitherto conformed to the 
fundamental rule of the Senate in connection with conference 
committees, without undertaking to constitute themselves legis- 
lators for the Senate, to bring in new legislation in the closing 
hours of an expiring session of Con, If the power to do this 
thing exists with conference committees, if the intent to do it is 
not now met promptly and vigorously, I say the whole character 
of legislation will be changed, and instead of proceeding in a safe, 
prudent, and orderly way we shall have adopted methods of leg- 
islation which will cpen the Treasury to all manner of rai 
upon it through concealed paragraphs in conference reports, and 
the public welfare will be immensely damaged by the new prac- 
tice. 

My point is that the rules of this body protect the Senate against 
the necessity of having to vote upon this rejected proposition; 
that it is legislation of an extensive character, no part of which 
was in the original bill; that in particular there are two clauses 
which never were heard of or suggested in either the House or 
the Senate in connection with the bill until they are presented by 
the conference report, and that therefore the conference report 
ought to be ruled out of order. The committee of conference 
ought to be called upon to take up the matter again and to pro- 
ceed to do the duty committed to them by the Senate, and to do 
5 more than the duty which was committed to them by the 

nate. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Mr. President, it has not been disputed 
and it can not be disputed that the amendment to ftem 37 as re- 
p by the conference committee proposes original legislation. 

t does not in any wise arise out of the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses. I submit, therefore, that it is entirely without the 
proper sphere of a conference committee's duty. 
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When the Indian appropriation bill came from the other House 
there was no provision in it for the Dawes Commission. There 
‘was no mention of the Dawes Commission, That Commission was 
not referred to directly or incidentally in the bill as it came to us 
from the House. When the bill reached the Senate an amend- 
ment was proposed here appropriating $40.000 for the Dawes Com- 
mission, prescribing duties for the Commission which did not be- 
long to it under the law that provided for its organization. That 
amendment led to protracted debate, in which some eight or nine 
Senators participated, and it extended through the whole of two 
days. The Senate decided that that amendment could not be en- 
grafted upon an appropriation bill without an open violation of a 
standing rule of the body. It must not be forgotten that the 
Dawes Commission appeared for the first time in the proposed 
amendment in the Senate, no provision of any kind or character 
having been made, and no reference having been made to it in the 
bill as it came to us from the other House. 

The Senate, as I have said, after full debate decided that no such 
provision could be ingrafted upon the Indian appropriation bill 
without a direct breach of one of its own standing rules, After 
that decision was reached the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] 
offered an amendment appropriating $40,000 for the Dawes Com- 
mission, and directing the Commission to proceed with the nego- 
tiations for which it was organized and the only purpose for which 
it was organized. To that amendment no objection was raised, 
although the ap es pogo for the Dawes Commission had gone 
out on a point of order along with the balance of the amendment. 
But when that harmless provision was proposed no objection was 
interposed to it. 

After that was done, what does the conference committee do? 
The conference committee proposes to invest the Commission not 
only with duties which did not belong to it before, but to invest 
it with power and authority which were itively, after lon 
debate, denied to the Commission by the action of the Senate, and, 
what is more, which had never been asked for by the House. 
Therefore there were no Ta votes between the two Houses, 
and there could not be. The provision originated here. It was 
not asked for by the House. It was defeated here upon the 
ground that we would violate one of our standing rules unless it 
was ruled out. 

Mr. President, the proposed legislation, originating with the 
committee, is wholly gratuitous. It is directly in conflict with 
the action of the Senate, and is not responsive to anything that 
has been proposed on the part of the House. For one I desire to 
protest against such unauthorized and most questionable exten- 
Sion of their own powers by this committee of conference or by 
any other committee of conference. 

That is not all. It is said that the amendment is not identical 
with the amendment which went out on a point of order in the 
Senate. It is not identical, but it is exactly the same character of 
legislation. It is genera] legislation upon an appropriation bill, 
and upon exactly the same subject, with many of the same pro- 
visions in it contained in the amendment which the Senate de- 
cided should not go upon the appropriation bill and could not go 
upon it without an open violation of a standing rule of the Senate. 

I call attention to one other matter. The committee, not content 
with originating its legislation and building it upon the amend- 
ment providing an appropriation of $40,000 for the Dawes Com- 
mission, go further and say: 

It is gif declared to be the duty of the United States to establish a gov- 
ernment in the Indian Territory which will rectify the many in ities and 


discriminations now existing in said Territory and afford needful protection 
to the lives and property of all citizens and residents thereof. 


The honorable committee proposes a poscy; it proposes to put 
into the form of law its idea of the duty of the United States 
upon a most complicated and difficult problem. With as much 
right and as much pretense of authority it might just as well have 
declared what the policy of the United States should be upon the 
financial question. With the same propriety it might have de- 
clared what the policy of the United States should be with refer- 
ence to the Cuban question, or with reference to the tariff, or any 
other subject not connected with the matter with which they 
were dealing. 

Whatever may be said about the changes which have been made 
in the proposition submitted by the committee as compared with 
what is known as the Platt amendment, which the Senate re- 
jected, this I suppose the conference committee will concede and 
admit, that it has no right in this form to lay down a line of duty 
for the Government upon a question which has vexed the greatest 
statesmen of our day for years—the Indian problem. The Senate 
amendment provided that the Dawes Commission should go on 
under the law under which it was organized. The committee says 
that the policy of this Government with reference to the Indians 
shall be so and so; as foreign, as I said before, to its duty and proper 
function as if it had declared what the policy of the Government 
should be upon any question before the American people, 

` EA to ask the Senator from Mississippi whether 


. 


there is any doubt that the authority with which the Dawes Com- 
mission is invested by the amendment is entirely distinct from its 
present authority by law, and an enlargement of its scope of duty 
and of action, and entirely beyond what was contemplated in the 
original law? 

Mr. WALTHALL. Every word contained in the long amend- 


ment in relation to the Dawes Commission is new; every word in 
it is an addition to the duty devolved upon it under the law b 
which it was.organized and referred to in the amendment which 
the Senator from Wisconsin offered. 

Mr. HALE. Iso understand. 

Mr. VILAS. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to 
add one other statement? It is not only that, but it is in the most 
flagrant violation of existing treaties with the Five Civilized 
Tribes, upon which ground it was opposed in the Senate dorne 
that long discussion. when the bill was before the Senate, of whi 
the Senator from Mississippi has spoken. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Wisconsin be 
good enough to explain where and how it is in direct violation of 
the treaties? That is a pretty broad statement. 

Mr. VILAS. That can be done before the debate is ended, if 
sap Fagg hE 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I think the Senator will have some 
difficulty in doing it. 

Mr. WALT L. The question was up before, and no matter 
who was right about it the Senate determined that it was one of 
those questions which could not be disposed of in an amendment 
to an appropriation bill. 

But that is not all of this most remarkable report. After declar- 
ing what the policy of the United States is upon the Indian ques- 
tion, they go on and dispose of some Indian interests with which 
the Dawes Commission have never had any connection whatever, 
direct or indirect. As I said, the Dawes Commission dealt with 
the Five Civilized Tribes and no other Indians. This report says: 

Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians: That all the interest due the Sissetonand 
Wahpeton Indians on March 3, 18%, is hereby appropriated, to be id at 
once in cash per capita; and hereafter all interest on the permanent of 
said Indians, after deducting the amount expended for education, shall be 
paid in cash per capita on the ist day of November of each year. 

Having relation to a tribe of Indians that the Dawes Commis- 
sion have no connection with; that the Dawes Commission was 
not instructed to negotiatewith. But that is not all. The report 
says further: 

Seneca Nation of Indians: That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby is, authorized and directed to ascertain and report to Congress a de- 
tailed statement of all the leases made and entered into by the Seneca Nation 
of Indians, with all persons or corporations, of all lands in the Allegany In- 
dian Reservation in the State of New York, giving an itemized statement of 


each and every lease now in existence or force, with the date and terms 
each lease, and amount or amounts due on each lease. ` 


Now, Mr. President, I ask the Senator in charge of this confer- 
ence report if either the Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians or the 
Seneca Nation of Indians cut any figure in any way in the matter 
which this conference committee had to deal with? As I said 
before, the Dawes Commission had no connection with them, and 
no duty was imposed upon that Commission with reference to 
those Indians. Their duties were limited to negotiations with 
the Five Civilized Tribes, and this conference committee, after 
conferring upon the Dawes Commission new powers which did 
not belong to it, most of which the Senate had refused to give to 
it, and after proposing legislation indicating what the duty and 
policy of the Government should be in reference to the Indians, 
travels outside and deals with two tribes of Indians that the 
Dawes Commission had no connection with. 

Mr. President, it will not be denied, I take it, that this is entirely 
original legislation, and that it is not responsive to anything pro- 
posed by the House of Representatives and rejected by the Senate, 
and that it does not arise either directly or indirectly out of any 

i ing votes between the two Houses. 

I think, Mr. President, that this kind of legislation is reprehen- 
sible in the last So 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the point of order raised by the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] can not be well 
taken. I understand the proper way to deal with the subject, if 
the report is not agreeable to the Senate, is to reject the report, 
and that is the only way it can be disposed of. If the Senate is 
not satisfied with the enlargement of the Senate amendment, 
which was disagreed to by the other House and which put the 

rovision in conference and gave to the conference committee 
Jurisdiction, the Senate can so declare by voting it down or de- 
clining to accept the report, and that is the ony way it can be 
done. That is the proper way to deal with it, and that is the way 
„ good deal of ind a deal of 

ere has na eal of indignation and a 
loosestatement made about ee vanes: The 8 from 
New Hampshire declares that nothing of the kind has ever oc- 
curred in the extended public service that he has had here. Why, 


Mr. President, in the twenty years I have been familiar with this 
body there has not been an appropriation bill passed which did 
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not contain more or less of this “reprehensible legislation“ of 
which the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] speaks; and 
the objection nowis not that it is reprehensible. That is not what 
disturbs the Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator from 
Mississippi, but it is that they are opposed to this kind of legisla- 
roa bk ed it is in an appropriation bill or whether it is in any 
other bill. 

oe Sy WALTHALL. The Senator has no right to say that as 

me. 

Be pry LLER. If the Senator says it is not true, of course I 
retract it. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The Senator has no right to say that. I 
discussed the proposition when it was here before distinctly on 
the point of order and declined to take any position on it except 
in reference to the point of order. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam mistaken, the Senator can correct me. 
I understand the Senator considers that he is acting under instruc- 
tions of his legislature on this subject. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I do not think the Senator should say that. 

Mr. TELLER. The legislature of Mississippi has taken action 
on the subject as to what should be the action of this Government 
with reference to these Indians. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Mr. President, I think it is due to myself 
and to the Senator that he allow me to make a statement. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Iam under no instructions from anybody. 
My attention, as I said when the question was up before, was 
directed to this subject by reason of a memorial from the legisla- 
ture of Mississippi. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what I understood. 

Mr. WALTHALL. That induced me to look into the subject; 
and I said then, and say now, that the legislation is not proper 
upon an appropriation bill. That is the extent to which I have 
gone on the subject. 

Mr. TELLER. It may be true that it is not proper on an a 
propran bill, and yet some of the most beneficial and valuable 

e: tion on the statute books we have got on appropriation 


Mr. HALE. But not originated in conference committees. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; originated in conference committees, 

cra ALE, I will venture to say that the Senator is mistaken 
as t. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not going into details. I make the state- 
ment, and Senators who have been here a long time will bear me 
out in it, that we frequently change measures in conference and 
that we make material changes. 

Mr. HALE. And introduce new matter? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, new matter. 

Mr. HALE. That has not been done so far as I have been con- 
cerned as a member of the body and as a member of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. If it has been done, it has always been 
done sub silentio, no attention being called to it; and that is the 
reason whenever a subject does come up that the committee ought 
to take notice of the violation of the rule and see that it does not 
occur again. I can not say that in years past something of this 
kind may not have been done and no attention called to it, where 
a matter has been passed without objection; but never have I 
known in any conference I have been where absolutely new mat- 
ter was projected and initiated by the conference, and I think the 
chairman of the committee will bear me out in that statement. 

Mr, ALLISON. I never knew but once to my knowledge of 
new matter being placed on any appropriation bill by a conference 
committee, and then it passed without the Senate knowing it. 

Mr. HALE. It was found out afterwards. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was discovered afterwards; and I want to 
say for myself, as the matter is up, because I do not want the Sen- 
ator from Colorado to rest in the belief that conference commit- 
tees have ever put new matter in a conference report, that Inever 
have done it since I have been on the Appropriations Committee 
for twenty-three years but once. 

Mr. TELLER. I will not take back that statement, but to that 
extent I will admit—— 

Mr. ALLISON.. I want the Senator from Colorado to give any 
instance, except the one to which I have referred, in twenty-three 
years in whtoh that has been done on a conference report. 

Mr. VEST. It was done in 1883 on the tariff bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is not an appropriation bill. Iam speak- 
ing of . bills. 

. T. Oh! 

Mr. TELLER. But it is a conference report, all the same. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, it is. 

Mr. TELLER. And it is just as objectionable on one confer- 
ence report as on another. Iam ing generally of conference 


rts. 
Nr. ALLISON. I can have no controversy about this matter. 
I venture the statement that there never has been, except in one 


instance, any new matter inserted on an appropriation bill, es- 
ialiy nothing containing legislation, which this amendment, 
if Iam not mistaken, certainly does contain. 
_ Ido not wish at this stage to engage in this debate, but when 
it is said that itis acommon thing on appropriation bills. or other 
bills, to inject new matter in the conference, I wish to say that I 
think it never has been done except when explained to the Sen- 
ate, and unanimous consent asked, which probably may have been 
done in some instances. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not intend to go into a general discussion 
of this question. 

Mr. ALLISON. I want to say 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say a word, if the Senator will give 
me a chance. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well, I will give the Senator a chance. 

Mr. TELLER. When I get through, the Senator can be heard. 
l want to say that conference committees within my experience 
have changed the phraseology of bills repeatedly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. TELLER. And haag the interpretation, changed the 
meaning, and have done that from time to time. Sometimes I 
think the chan have gone to such an extent as to be objection- 
able, because they perhaps went beyond what would be germane 
and proper, where the objection could be made that it was legisla- 
tion. I do not claim because that has been done that it follows 
that it is correct; but I want to say that the question should be 
here now, not whether this isa customary thing, but whether this 
is proper legislation which ought to be put on any bill. It may be 
objectionable to say that you shall not legislate in an appropriation 
bill; and yet the most important legislation of this session is in an 
appropriation bill which has now become a law, or, so far as we 
are concerned at least, I believe it has been to. We have 
thereby torn up a system which has existed in this country for one 
hundred years, and we have done that on an appropriation bill; 
and we defend ourselves in that because we said it was an impor- 
tant question, that it was a very important thing to be done now, 
and that it could not be done otherwise because of certain objec- 
tions which would be made to a general bill. We have changed 
the whole system of marshals, of district attorneys, and of com- 
missioners. 

Mr. HALE. That was not initiated in conference. 

Mr. TELLER. That was not initiated in conference, but one 
of the objections now is that this is on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. HALE. So far as I am concerned I did not raise that point. 
My point was that it was an alarming instance of initiating new 
legislation, which the Senator does not deny,in conference com- 
mittee not behind the general subject of legislating on appropria- 
tion bills, That is not the grievance. The grievance is the other 


thing. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam cag Be that; but both seem to be griey- 
ances to Senators, and if the Senator from Maine has not made 
that a grievance some other Senator has. 

The trouble here now is, I think I may say, that if this had been 
legislation which was agreeable to certain Senators there would 
have been no objection made. This legislation, which I admit 
ought not to pass here in any shape without a full and free dis- 
cussion, is very much controverted. There probably never has 
been in the history of this Senate and the House of Representa- 
tives such an active lobby against this class of legislation as there 
is here to-day. There never has been since I have been in public 
life an evil of such magnitude which ought to be taken hold of, 
and as to which, if there is any justification at any time for a vio- 
lation of the Senatorial rule, it ought to be excused in this case by 
those at least who are familiar with the necessities of legislation 
and the deplorable condition which nearly half a million of Amer- 
ican citizens are in to-day for want of some such legislation. 

1 am not going to contend that this is in order, and if the Senate 
thinks it is not in order and that there is not a necessity for this 
legislation which would justify the Senate in departing from its 
customary rule, the way to meet it is to vote down this report, 
Then the committee will know what they have to do. 

We attempted in the early days of the session—but that is some 
time since—to put upon this bill a provision which the Chair held 
to be out of order. e Senate did not vote on it as I understand, 
but it was declared to be out of order under the rule. This is a 
very different propanoa, however, from the one which was de- 
clared to be out of order, for that was a provision which contained 
all of these provisions and very much more. It contained a pro- 
vision for the allotment and the distribution of the lands of the 
Indians, and in that respect at least it was a repeal of existing 
law. This does not repeal any existing law. This provides simply 
that a Commission which we have ap ointed and to which we 
have given certain powers may have itional powers, and that 
is all there is of it. It is simply an extension of the 5 
already given to them, recognized in the statute now. I will ad- 
mit that it is an extension and that it is a detailed statement of 
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what they should do or what they might do without that detailed 
statement if they saw fit. The law creating this Commission I 
have before me and I will read it. 


Sxc. 16. The President shall nominate and, byan with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, shall appoint three Commissioners to enter into nego- 
tiations with the Cherokee Nation, the Choctaw Nation, the Chickasaw Na- 
tion, the Musco (or Creek) Nation; the Seminole Nation, for the purpose 
of the extinguishment of the national or tribal title to any lands within that 
Territory now held by any and allof such nations or tri either by ces- 
sion of the same or some part thereof to the United States, or by the allot- 
ment and division of the same in severalty among the Indians of such nations 
or tribes, respectively, as may be entitled to the same, or by such other 
method as may be agreed upon between the several nations and tribes afore- 
said, or each of them, with the United States, with a view to such an ad- 
the consent of 
uisite and 

e Union 


justment, npon the basis of justice and equity, as may, with 
such nations or tribes of Indians, so far as may be necessary, be 
suitable to enable the ultimate creation of a State or States of 
which shall embrace the lands within said Indian Territory. 

Then it goes on to give power and authority to the Commission- 
ers to appoint a 3 etc., and provides how they shall 
discharge their duties. I have not read it all, because it is not nec- 
essary. Then it proceeds: > 

Such Commissioners shall, unđer such regulations and directions as 
be prescribed by the President, through the Secretary of the Interior, enter 
upon negotiations with the several nations, of Indians as aforesaid in the In- 
dian Territory, and shall endeavor to procure, first, such allotment of lands 
in severalty to the Indians belonging to each such nation, tribe, or band, re- 
spectively, as may be agreed upon as just and proper to provide for each such 
Indian a sufficient quantity of land for his or her n in such equal dis- 
tribution and apportionment as may be found just and suited to the circum- 
stances, etc, 

For which purposes $50,000 is appropriated. 

This provision is contained in “An act making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses, and fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with Indian tribes, for fiscal year ending June30, 1894.” 

r. HALE. Approved March 3, 1893? 

Mr. TELLER. Approved March 3, 1893. Then it provides that 
the Commission shall report. 

There is a most extensive authority given to this Commission— 
authority to deal with these Indians on every subject, to buy their 
lands, to allot their lands, and to negotiate with them as to their 
condition with reference to statehood, etc. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to 
ask him a ead 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. à 

Mr. GEORGE. Is any power under the original act given to 
these Commissioners except the power to negotiate to make con- 
tracts or agreements? Is anything that they do binding on any- 
boay except by agreement with the Indian tribes? 

r. TELLER. I suppose not. I supposed the object was to 
negotiate, as I said, with the Indians, and I suppose any agree- 
ment which they made with the Indians which was subsequently 

i to would not be an agreement with the Indians. 

Mr. HALE. The amendment, among other things, I see, pro- 

5 — ‘os the decision of the Commissioners in all such cases s 
fin A 

Mr. GEORGE. To what is the Senator from Maine alluding? 

Mr. HALE. To the amendment which is proposed. 
nn GEORGE. That the action of this Commission shall be 


Mr. HALE. Yes. I do not understand that there is nany t 
controversy between Senators. The Senator from Col 0 fas: 
self has been very frank about it, and he does not claim that this 
is not an enlargement of the powers granted to the Commission. 
Mr. TELLER. I have said so. I have said it is an enlargement 
which could Ga Ai justified by the exigencies of the case. 
Mr. HALE. e Senator does not contend that the power which 
wg peren by this amendment is in any way contained in the orig- 
act 
Mr. TELLER. I think very much of it is. It is not such an 
enlargement as Senators have professed; but it is somewhat of an 
enlargement, I admit. It is not so objectionable, however, it 
seems to me, as the Senator from Mississippi and the Senator from 
New Hampshire seem to think. 
Mr. President, the conference committee got jurisdiction of this 
1850 by amendment numbered 37 of the Senate, which is as 
ollows: 


For salaries and expenses of the Commissioners appointed under acts of 


Congress approved h 3, 1893. and March 2, 1805, to negotiate with the 
Five Civilized Tribes in the Indian e the sum of $40,000, to be imme- 
diately available; and said Commission is directed to continue the exercise 
of the authority already conferred upon them by law and endeavor to accom- 
pror the objects heretofore prescribed to them and report from time to time 

Congress., 

That is legislation on an appropriation bill e and 
when this came into conference Isuppose I am not precluded from 
saying what occurred in conference when it came into confer- 
ence, the conferees on the part of the House, the House having 
originated this provision in another measure, said they would ac- 
cept it and agree to it provided that this substantial amendment 
as we have presented it here should be added. There is where 
the conferees of the Senate were met, and the conferees of the 
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Senate believed that it would be better for all concerned that we 
should agree to this 3 which is substantially a provision 
which I think has already passed the House of Representatives. 
At all events, it was taken out of a House bill which had been 
considered by the House of Representatives. Am I mistaken in 
saying it passed the Senate? 

r. JONES of Arkansas. I do not think the House bill has 
assed the Senate, but this conference report has been agreed to 
y the House of . 

Mr. TELLER. This provision is in a House bill, though it may 
not have 7 the other House. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not think it has ever been taken 
up, but I am not sure about that. : 

Mr. TELLER. But it met the approval of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and was taken from a House bill at the request of 
the conferees on the part of the other House, with perhaps some 
slight amendments and changes of phraseology. 

make this statement simply to show, Mr. President, that the 

Senate conferees have not gone out hunting for something extraor- 
dinary and that we have done what is frequently done, when one 
part of the conferees say, ‘‘ We will accept this with some amend- 
ments,” and the amendments are made. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator states what I suppose undoubtedly 
to be the fact, that this subject-matter originating in the other 
House was embodied in a bill there which perhaps had been 
reported by the same committee which has charge of the appro- 
priation bill—the Indian Committee. 

Mr. TELLER. The same committee—the Indian Committee. 

Mr. HALE. Now, in all fairness, if that committee, or any 
subcommittee of that committee, expected to bring this matter up 
before the Senate on an appropriation bill, ought not that com- 
mittee to have put it onto this appropriation bill, which origi- 
nated in the other House? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, they ought to have done it, but they did 


not. 

Mr. . Therefore is it not objectionable, after they have 
failed to do that and thereby given us notice when the bill comes 
in that then it should be pa on in conference, as I understand 
they insisted that it should be put on in conference? I understand 
the pressure came from the House conferees. I think the Senator 
himself sees, as a member of the committee, some embarrassments 
that we are under by the House taking this course. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Willthe Senator from Colorado allow 
me to ask the Senator from Maine a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. ; f 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ido not understand the position as- 
sumed by the Senator from Maine in the question that is now 
submi Does he assume that whatever is done by the Senate 
must of necessity go without concurrence on the part of the House? 

7 No; not at all. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We have made an amendment to 
this bill by patting on the Commission, and the House simply 
reply that they will agree to the Commission provided we limit 
its authority in a certain method. 

Mr. TELLER. And instruct it to do certain things. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Precisely. 

Mr. HALE. Provided you put on in effect what a House bill 
contained, but which the House did not put on the appropriation 
bill. I say the Indian Committee of the House of resenta- 
tives, if it expected this legislation to pe on an appropriation 
bill, ought to have put it right on the Indian appropriation bill 
and passed it through the House of Representatives and sentit to 
us, so that we could have considered it; but they declined to do 
that. They failed to do that, and it comes here on a bill with the 
ordinary clause giving money to the Commission under its old 
power, and then that committee comes in and insists on porting 
on their amendment, which they could not and would not puton 
an appropriation bill. I do not believe that is right. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not care to go into any criticism of the 
other House as to what they failed todo. It is enough for us to 
know that the conference committee came here with our measure, - 
and they suggested that they must have some addition to it, and 
that we allowed. 7 

I want to go to the question for a moment whether there is any 
necessity for legislation at all here, and whether, after all, there 
is any such great outr: committed as the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi and the Senator from New Hampshire seem to think there 
has been upon the Senate. It was not expected that a matter of 
this kind would escape the attention of the Senate. We knew 
very well that when this report came before the Senate it would 
be thoroughly discussed. We knew that with the 1 — lobby 
which was hanging arc und this Senate, with nearly all the attor- 
neys of this community einployed, there would be some objection 
made to the report; &nd therefore we kept it as near as we could 
within the rule that we thought had been sometimes recogni 
as acceptable and not objectionable where there has been rged 
and ertened in conference what has been done by one of the 
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Fonok; with the consent or at the demand of the conferees of the 
other, 

Mr. President, I do not intend to waste much time upon this 
subject, but I wish to say that we have in the Indian Territory a 
question which has got to be settled in the interest of good gov- 
ernment, which has got to be settled in the interest of the In- 
dians, which has got to be settled in the interest of the cunt 


mass of the Indians and the mass of the white people who have 
been allowed by the Indians to invade that Territory and to make 
that Territory their home. 

We agreed with the Indians that we would keep from their set- 
tlements white people if they oe and to a very t extent 
the Government of the United States has maintained that agree- 
ment. We have kept out of the Indian Territory the class of peo- 

le as a rule that they objected to. There have been some excep- 
ions; but there is to-day within the Indian TATON avery large 
po ulation by the consent and at the request of the Indian popu- 
on—a population that has made the Indian land and the Indian 
pro; worth a great deal more than it would have been. There 
are in the Indian Territory now, I think I may say without exag- 
geration (probably more I shall name), at least 800,000 citi- 
zens of the United States who are as foreign to the government of 
the Indian Territory as they would be if they lived in the Island 
of Cuba, where every right of citizenship is denied to them, where 
they are compelled to raise their children in ignorance, where they 
can not have the benefit of schools, which are denied to them by 
the Indian population and the Indian government, who have de- 
clined, at the request of these white people, to open their schools 
and allow them to have the advantages of the schools under any 
terms whatever, and who have treated them as if they were for- 
igners in a foreign land. 
ere are now at least five white people in that Territory to 
every red man. I need not say to the Senate of the United States 
that that condition of affairs is an unnatural one—one that can 
not be continued; and that if the Indians will not make some ar- 
rangement and take some steps by which the citizenship of those 
people can be recognized and they be given an 5 to 
educate their children, the Government of the United States must 
take some steps in that direction. 

To do that we shall be compelled to onanga existing laws or 
treaties with those tribes. And why should we not? Of this 
Indian population of sixty-odd thousand, or somewhere, probably, 
in the neighborhood of 75,000, I will say not to exceed 10 per cent, 
although Yas not believe itexceeds 5 per cent (I think, perhaps, 
one man out of ten in that community; I do not believe that is 
correct, for I think the number is less), are participating in the 
advantages and are aggregating to themselves all the benefits of 
the acts, very liberal acts, which the Government of the United 
States has passed from time to time, not for a few Indians, but for 
all of them. The great mass of Indians are denied as absolutely 
the right of P sak in that Territory as the white men are 
denied it, and a sprinkling, a few men who control that popula- 
tion, are the nabobs and the lords who realize the profits the Gov- 
ernment of the United States intended that the whole tribe and 
all the people should have. A few families alone are aggregating 
to themselves all the benefits and all the wealth to the exclusion 
of the great mass of Indians,as well as to the detriment of the 
great mass of whites who inhabit that section of country. 

Mr. President, the common Indian in the Indian Territory has 
made practically no advancement in the last quarter of a century. 
He stands still. He does not progress. The other class of which 
I have spoken as the few have grown wealthy and rich. I can 
name an Indian whom I met two years ago last spring in the town 
in which he lived. I put the question to him, “I am told that 

u have 130 tenants?” He said, Yes; I have.“ The most of 

is tribe were living in squalor and poverty, while this man was 
living in wealth. f was told, in the southern part, in another 
tribe (and I do not doubt the accuracy of the statement), that a 
man who had no Indian blood in him whatever, but who had ac- 
quired citizenship by intermarriage, had 400 tenants, and another 
man who had no Indian blood in him whatever was the owner of 
an income of $200,000a year from rentals, while the average Indian 
was not occupying more than 10 or 15 acres of that vast heritage 
which the Government intended should be owned by all the In- 
dians, and not by a few. . 

Mr. President, that is the condition, and that is the condition 
which is now sought to be continued in this country. The com- 
mon Indians are in the brush; the aristocratic Indians are getting 
all the advantages and all the benefits, the very great benefits, that 
the Government has conferred upon them from time to time in 
grants of land and grants of money. The common Indian takes 
what he can get. hen the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT], the Senator from North Dakota Sank Roach], and my- 
self went down there two years as members of the Select Com- 
mittee on the Five Civilized Tribes we were assailed by the com- 
mon Indians. They said, When you have any more money to 
be paid to this tribe, let an employee of the United States Govern- 


ment pay it, because if it is not paid that way we do not get it.” 
We had just before that made to those people in purchase of their 
land a great grant of money that was supposed to be distributed 
per capita amongst all the people alike. e were told of a woman 
who came up there to get her money which was in the hands of 
the Indian officials. She brought her family certificate showing 
that she was entitled to $500. When she went up to the people 
who were by their tribe charged with the distribution of the money 
she was told that the United States Government had not paid the 
money and she could not have it, but if she would wait a few days 
she could get it. Returning on the street she met one of these 
confederates, who with ay a Sey a up and said, “I will 
buy your certificate of $800.” e ignorant woman from the 
brush said, What will you pay?” He said, “I will give you 
810“; and he paid her $40 for that which he had only to to 
the office to get the Government money that should have been 
paid to her. 

That is a sample of the rir dans leading Indians in that country 
manage the affairs of the tribe to the exclusion of the great mass 
of them and to their own enrichment and dizement, And 
it is not to be wondered that they are standing around the corri- 
dors of the Senate and insisting that there shall be no violation 
of treaties—that they shall be maintained. These Indians have 
never maintained a treaty that they made with the United States. 
Their treaties require them to give to all the Indians benefits, and 
equal benefits. This they do not pretend to do, and nobody pre- 
tends that such a state of affairs exists. 

Mr. President, because of my knowledge that this condition of 
affairs existed I was willing myself to stretch the rule with refer- 
ence to the authority of the conference committee and accede to 
what the House demanded, and what I thought they rightfull, 
demanded, if we were to further 1 te upon that subject at all, 
and t the conference report in the shape it is in. I have no 
more interest in it than anybody else, and I have no feeling about it. 
I am not disturbed about the criticism that is made that this is an 
unusual proceeding. The condition of affairs existing there is an 
anomalous one, an unusual one, and one that exists nowhere else 
under the sun, I believe. It may be true that we should wait and 
let this matter go on year after year until we can pass, in some 
general law, legislation that shall rectify these wrongs. But as I 
have seen on other occasions appropriation bills made use of for 
such a p as I have seen during the present session an appro- 
praon bill made use of for the purpose of accomplishing e~ 

cial legislation, I am mr in favor of keeping this amendment 
in the appropriation bill and enacting it into law, whether it is 
consistent with the rules of the Senate or whether it is not. 

I am not afraid of the precedent. I am not afraid that the Sen- 
ate of the United States will fail, whenever there is an improper 
ee in an appropriation bill, to reject it. The question here 

or the Senate should be, Is there such a condition of affairs 
now in the Indian Territory as will justify the Senate in passin 
this kind of legislation? If there is, we will be justified if wes 
adopt this report. 

Mr. VILAS, Mr. President 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to make 
a suggestion relative to the order of business? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to makea “eo to the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 1 see the difficulty of enforc- 
ing by a point of order the views which have been expressed here. 
It is a grave question whether it can be reached in that way. I 
suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire that he . 
the point of order and that the sense of the Senate upon this whole 
matter can be taken by the vote on accepting the report. 

Mr. GRAY. In other words, it is a question that concerns the 
privileges of the Senate in a very high de and does not ex- 
actly touch the point of order made by the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 

Mr. HALE. No; I myself think it is beyond the domain of a 
point of order. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the Senator from Maine is right. If 
the Senate of the United States thinks the contingency is not such 
as to justify the departure, then, of course, the report ought to be 
voted down. That is the way to meet it, and not simply by a ques- 
tion of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I comply willingly with the suggestion to 
withdraw the point of order. I think there ought to a rule 
and arule that can be enforced by the Presiding Officer: but i 
am convinced that there is not such a rule capable of enforce- 
ment. Therefore the Senate must deal with the question of the 
observance of its own rules by its own vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e point of order being bilan ee 


the question is upon concurring in the report of the committee 
conference. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VILAS. I believe I have the floor. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin is en- 
titled to the floor. The Chair will state to the Senator from Wis- 
consin before proceeding that the hour of 2 O clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issu- 
ance of interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. ask unanimous consent that the pending 
order be temporarily laid aside that we may proceed with the 
consideration of the conference report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be laid aside 
temporarily for the purpose of proceeding with the consideration 
of the conference report. Is there objection? 

Mr. GEORGE. ere are several objections over here. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object. y 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed to the request 
of the Senator from South Dakota. 


ALCOHOL IN THE ARTS. 
Mr. HARRIS. I ask leave at this time simply to submit a 


report. 

Ton directed by the Committee on Finance to report back favor- 
ably without amendment the bill (H. R.3282) to repeal section 61 
of an act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment, and for other purposes, which became a law August 18, 1894. 
I report it in order that it may go upon the Calendar, and I give 
notice that immediately after the reading of the Journal to-mor- 
row morning, if I can get the floor, I shall ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate to consider it at that time. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President 

ae VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. PLATT. May I inquire what was the notice which was 

iven? 

Ara HARRIS. I gave notice that I would to-morrow morning 
immediately after the reading of the Journal, if I can get the floor, 
ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to consider at that time 
the bill which I have just re 

Mr. PLATT. That is all right. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I can not yield consent. 

Mr. PLATT. It is merely a notice. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The notice I care nothing about. I wish 
to state that at the earliest possible moment I shall try to call up 
again the conference report on the Indian appropriation bill and 


dis of it. I will not make the motion now, however. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The i business will be pro- 
ceeded with. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
to the amendments of the Senate to the concurrent resolution of 
the House authorizing the Secre of War to lend to the mayors 
of the cities of East St. Louis, Ill., and St. Lonis, Mo., and vi- 
cinity, a number of tents. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
8279) to authorize the reassessment of water-main taxes in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill 
(S. 1247) to establish and provide for the maintenance of a free 
public library and reading room in the District of Columbia. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the S er of the House had 
signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. . 193) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to lend to the mayors of the cities of East St. 
Louis, III., and St. Louis, Mo., and vicinity, a number of tents. 

REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issuance of 
interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress, 

THE ENDLESS CHAIN. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, we are told that there is an end- 

less chain in the Treasury. There is also an endless chain in the 


ulling-down process of a contracting currency, which pullsdown | 


tthe farmer, the merchant, and the manufacturer, presently 


pulls down also the investors and capitalists who must rely 
upon the prosperity of these industrial interests for their own. 

ey now form trusts to sustain prices, and trusts failing, they 
resort to tariff taxation and to all manner of legislative, mechan- 
ical stimulants. After a while these in turn fail, and with the 
foundations crumbling the superstructure commences to fall. 
There are black Fridays in New York and black Fridays in Lon- 


don; railroads into the hands of receivers,and while ruin is 
rampant even the Treasury of the United States s into the 
hands of receivers with foreign connections, who kindly take the 
great Republic, with all its boundless resources, under the shadow 
of their wings. 
THE SOPHISM THAT “THE QUANTITIVE THEORY OF MONEY IS EXPLODED.” 

There are certain sophisms used by the so-called sound-money 
men—who are in fact gold monometallists and national-bank- 
extension advocates—to uphold their schemes. One of these is 
that the quantitive theory of money, to which I have referred, is 
exploded, and the distinguished Senator from Louisiana Me 
CAFFERY] fervently so declares in his able speech of recent date. 

But in the very moment of his declaration he showed that he 
realized the peona theory, for he was opposing free coinage 
on the ground that, while within a certain limit silver dollars were 
not cheap, they would become cheap if freely coined. The fact is, 
the whole theory of monometallism and its purpose to keep money 
dear is based upon the idea that by keeping it small in aniy it 
will be tept dear and strong in purchasing power. e t 
thinkers of the world have, of course, universally admi and 
illustrated the quantitive theory of money. Montesquieu, in his 
Spirit of the Laws, teaches that— 

Prices are fixed in a ratioof the whole of the commodities to the whole of 
the (gold and silver) combined with a ratio of the whole of the com- 
modi in the channels of trade to the whole of the signs in these channels. 


The establishment of prices depends always tally u; the ratio 
of the total of — — to tho total of signs. 8 


Darvanzati, the eminent Italian, taught three hundred years 
ago that 

All commodities which serve to subserve the wants of man are by conven- 
tion equal in value to all the gold, silver, and copper. The parts are subject 
to the same rule as the whole. 


So Hume taught in his Essay on Money: 
The policy of the good rate consists in keeping the of the na- 
tion, if possible still —— because by that mane be keeps alive aspirit 
— ustry and increases the si 
gina to than formerly everything takes a 
face—labor and industry five life, the merchant becomes more ente rising, 
the manufacturer more d: mt and skillful, and even the farmer follows 


So Hamilton taught in his report on the mint in 1791: 

But, upon the whole, it seems to be most advisable, as has been observed, 
not to attach the unit exclusively to either of the me use this can 
not be done effectually without destroying the office and racter of one of 
them as money and reducing it to the situation of a mere merchandise, which 
3 at different times has been pro d from different and very 
respectable quarters. but which would probably be a greater evil than occa- 
sional ms in the t from the fluctuations in relative value of the 
metals, especially if care be taken to Bohs Spon the proportion between them, 
with an eye to their average comme: value. 

To annul the use of either of the metals as money is toa’ the quantity 
of circulating medium, and is liable to all the objections wh arise froma 
comparison of the benefits of a full with the evils of a scanty circulation. 

Daniel Webster declared that a contraction of the currency. 
even if not sudden, contracts business, discourages enterprise, and 
restrains the commercial spirit; and that these circumstances 
were aggravated by sudden contraction. (See Shucker's Reply to 
Garfield, page 8.) 

Jean Baptiste Say, the great French economist, reviewing the 

riod of resumption and contraction in England, closes by declar- 
ing that the privileged classes, the public functionaries, the pen- 
sioners of the State and the fundholders, had profited by the re- 
sumption act, but that it had laid a burden upon the masses of 
the people and upon industry which only so rich and industrious a 
nation, so admirably administered in all respects, could support. 

The difference between contraction and e ion was admir- 
auy stated by Hon. Thomas Ewing, of Ohio, in 1877, wherein he 
said: = 

No greater wrong can be inflicted on a le b; vernment than a con- 
traction of the volume of currency to which t ir — — are adjusted. The 
3 of commodities, whether land, product, or labor, are determined abso- 

utely by the effective volume of the currency. An increase of the volume 
raises the price of all commodities, but if not carried beyond the wants of 
business does pt —.— to only a comparatively small whose wealth or 
dependence is chiefly in money securities, fixed rents, annuities, or salaries. 
Yet, while it injures them in one way it helps them in another; it lightens 
the burden of taxation, promotes industry, stimulates exchanges, multiplies 
opportunities for safe and profitable investments, and thus indirectly com- 

nsates them for the diminution of the relative value of their money. Thus, 

uring the war of the rebellion, so great were the general benefits from the 
increased volume of the currency, and so many the new unities for 
successful investment, that even the small itor class suffered little 
the decrease of the pi power of money.—Speech of November 22, 
in House of Representatives. 

HISTORIC ILLUSTRATIONS. 

Ina speech which I had the honor to make against the uncon- 
ditional repeal of the Sherman law, on the 14th of tember, 
1893, I attempted to show that the monetary panic which was 
then raging had begun to creep upon the commerce of Great 
Britain in 1888 and had burst forth in the summer of 1890 upon 


the announcement of the failure of the Barings. I pointed out, 


furthermore, that so far from the Sherman law being the cause 
of the panic that it had come at a time when money was so much 
needed in this country that the printing presses were put actively 
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to work to meet the demand for them in printing Sherman notes, 
and so eagerly were they sought that Ler were printed in hun- 


dred and thousand dollar notes, the money market not 
being willing to wait for small bills, I pointed out also that in 
1890 the Bank of England, upon the failure of the Barings, went 
to work to supply more money, and secured from the British 
Government the right to issue £7,000,000, provided the same was 
used to assist that firm. I believed then, as I believe now, that 
it was more money, and not less money, that was needed, and 
that we could not possibly by contracting the currency in such 
an emergency restore confidence or revive business. 

In 1825, after England had forced the 8 of specie pay- 
ments that had been suspended in 1797, a period of momentary, or 
rather apparent: prosperity began, and the King congratulated 
the ple that ‘‘the country was reaping, in honor and repose, 
all that had been sown in courage, constancy, and wisdom.” 

In December of that year, owing to a drain of bullion from the 
country and a contraction of the currency, a fearful monetary 

ic was in full blast. How was it met? The Bank of England 
in four days inflated the currency by an issue of $25,000,000 of 
notes. And it is said: 

This audacious policy was crowned with the most complete success; the 
ic was stayed almost amea, All contemporary evidence proves 
tit wast rofuse issue of £5,000,000 of paper in a few days that stayed 

the panic. If the bank persevered in its restrictive policy three days 
longer, it was said the total and entire destruction of commercial credit 
would infallibiy have ensued.—Shuckers on Panics, page 17. 

In the crisis of 1847 a similar policy of the British Government 
had equally beneficial effects. In October, to relieve the pressure, 
the Government recommended the Bank of England to enlarge 
its discounts. Ten minutes after this policy was announced its 
effect was produced: 

The panic vanished likea dream. Mr. Gurney stated that it proteces its 
effects in ten minutes. No sooner was it known that notes might be had than 
the want of them 

Ten years after, in 1857, another panic came upon England. 
The Government again authorized the Bank of England to inflate 
the currency by extending its issue, and the beneficial effect was 
instantaneous. 

In 1866—with singular periodicity—still another panic came. 
Again the Government suspended the bank act, which restricted 
the issue of currency; again the favorite English remedy of infla- 
tion was applied, and again, as said hy Gebbart in his work on 
Banking, ‘it operated like a charm.” 

THE SOPHISM THAT “FINANCE IS A MERE QUESTION OF FIGURES.” 

In reversing the wise precedents and in stopping the coinage 
of money when it was most needed we have reversed the effect 
and have brought distress and hardship upon the country. Some 
of the sophists tell us that finance is a mere matter of figures.” 
An eminent gentleman in public life said to me lately, Finance 
is a mere matter of figures; there is nothing in your free-silver 
business.” Said he, Let me illustrate. After the war I as- 
sessed all of my property, and it was worth $130,000. Soon the 
currency was contracted; silver was demonetized. I reassessed 
and it was then worth $30,000, and,” he added, 


the same property 

“I lost nothing, for the property was all there.” Ves,“ I re- 

plied, “ ve property was a. ere; but let me put another case to 
ou and see 


the matter does not appear in a different light. 
juppose that when it was assessed at $130,000 a buyer had called 
9 had sold it to him for that price. Suppose he had paid 
you $60,000 in cash and given his note for the balance of $70,000, 
running through a series of years tocome. He defaulted in pay- 
ment. You then had the property sold and bought it back at 
$30,000, which was its then value. At the end of the transaction 
the buyer had lost his $60,000, he was yet $40,000 in debt, and you 
had the property you started with and $60,000 to boot and 
$40,000 due you.” So, when contraction of thecurrency and pro 
take place, was it a mere matter of figures representing dol- 
lars that ruined the one and enriched the other? is process, in 
different degrees and in different shades, is what has been trans- 
piring in this country in recent years. 
THE WORLD-WIDE MALADY—DISLOCATION, 


Within this recent period not only the United States but the 
world is suffering from a world-wide malady. There has been a 
displacement and derangement of one of the great factors of civ- 
ilization—hard, bimetallicmoney. One of the foundationstones of 
money upon which three thousand years of civilization had been 
built up has been e by the massive force of governmental 
power. The law has been employed to uncouple gold and silver 
and to confuse their relation and to discharge one of them from 
the monetary function, and the effort is now being made to require 
indebtedness accrued upon the double standard to be discharged 
according to a single standard, and that represented by the dear- 
est metal. It is imagined by some that this question will soon be 
dismissed from public view and soon be settled by the productive 
powers of an active and energetic people. They reckon without 
their host—that is, unless the question is rightly settled. The 


people are just beginning to realize thoroughly the terrible effects 
upon all the workers of the world of this derangement and con- 
traction of the currency, and if the projections of those who favor 
the contraction shall be realized, we are destined to wallow in the 
slough of despond for many years tocome. They propose a fur- 
ther contraction. 

PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN OF 1892. 

Let me now review briefly the political events with reference 
to our currency of the past four years. In the Presidential cam- 
paign of 1892, which resulted in the election of Grover Cleveland, 
the Republican, Democratic, and Populist parties differed in many 
things, but all of them agreed in the necessity for the restoration 
of silver money. y 

The Republicans declared in their platform: 

The American people, from tradition and interest, 
y demands the use of both gold and silver as standard 


aying power of the dollar, 
The interests 


as any o 
our Government to secure an internati 
ures as will insure a panty of value between gold and silver for use as money 
throughout the world. 

The Democrats at Chicago said in their platform: 


We hold to the use of both gold and silver as the standard money of the 
JJC O amg | 
both metals must be of equal intrinsic and exchangeable value. 

The Populist party in its platform said: 

We de 
1 e 5 unlimited coinage of silver and gold at the present 

The President who was elected, in 
accepted all the * Which his 
nominee. He said: 

I find much relief in the reflection that I have been selected merely to 
stand for the principles and purposes to which my ty is pl and for 
the enforcement and supremacy of which all who have any right to claim 
Democratic fellowship must constantly and persistently labor. 

Again, in the same speech, he said: 

Ishall not attempt to 8 at this time other objects and aims of Dem- 
ocratic endeavor Which add inspiration to our mission. True to its histo 
and its creed, our party will respond to the wants of the people within safe 
lines and guided by enlightened statesmanship. 

The election came, and the Democratic party found itself in 
full possession of the executive and legislative departments of 
the Government. In the House of Representatives and in the 
Senate it alike had a majority, and in the Presidential chair was 
the present Executive, who had been elected by a popular major- 
ity and by a majority of the electoral college as well. 

Over thirty years had elapsed since the Democratic party had 
been in power. A new generation had grown up since it had | been 
driven into retirement. It was composed of veterans who had 
gore gray in its service, of recruits from the opposition who 

ad grown weary of its extravagance, and of fresh and buoyant 
young men who looked forward to see the policies reversed which 
had been so disastrous and detrimental to the country. The chief 
issue of the Presidential election, by the common consent, was the 
tariff, but as soon as the President was inaugurated the outcry 
against the McKinley bill grew fainter and fainter. I was then 
in favor of an extra session of Congress, and so declared myself 
in a public letter. The iron was hot; then was the time to strike. 
But the weary months wore on. The robber barons were left 
unyexed by any attempt to relax their extortions. Presently, like 
a thunderbolt, came a message from the President convening Con- 
gress in extra session. 

THE PRESIDENT'S CHANGE OF BASE AND HIS MISTAKEN DIAGNOSIS. 

Anew revelation seemed to have dawnded upon the Presidential 
mind. It had discovered that the tariff was not the great imposi- 
tion upon the people and es to onr prosperity that it had 
been represented to be, but that our silver currency, which we had 
promised to uphold, was the trouble. 

When the message was delivered, I felt that a great mistake 
had been made. The physician, in my opinion, had made a false 
diagnosis of the disease. The message demanded the uncondi- 
tional repeal of the Sherman law of 1890—that and no more. A 
great struggle ensued. Desiring to keep the Democratic party to- 
poiher, I offered upon the floor of the Senate to meet with my 

mocratic brethren in caucus and to abide their judgment. 
This was indignantly refused by the leaders of the opposition. 
Various compromises were proposed, and one was agreed upon, 
nearly all Democrats signing their names thereto, the Secre 
of the Treasury himself favoring it. At the last moment this 
compromise was repudiated. The repeal, unconditionally, of the 
Sherman law was a Republican proposition. It had been made 
by the Senator from Ohio; it had feen defeated by the Democrats 


accepting his nomination, 
party made in behalf of its 


in February, 1893, before the Democratic President was inaugu- 
rated, It was not called for by the Democratic platform, which 
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had demanded. in lieu of the Sherman law ‘‘ the free coinage of 
both metals without discrimination against either.” Under no 
political promise or obligation to vote for the unconditional re- 
peal, I declined to doit. It was urged that after the repeal there 
would be silver legislation, but I knew that then a Presidential 
veto would be all-powerful, and it would be difficult to agree upon 
a measure. 
THE FALSE PROPHECIES OF THE REPEALERS. 


Now, let me ask what considerations urged in favor of the un- 
conditional repeal of the Sherman law have been substantiated? 
What prediction of the repealers has come true? Not one; not 
one. It was urged that it would prevent the further export of 
gold from the country, but the gold has flowed and flowed away. 

(1) It was argad that it would prevent the raid upon the gold 
reserve. Behold the result. Two hundred and sixty-two millions 
of gold borrowed to keep it up, and yet it remains an organized 
appetite without the power of satisfaction. 

(2) It was urged that it would induce foreign capital to invest 
here, and there would be a flow of money to bur shores. The flow 
has been in the other direction. 

(3) It was urged that it would stop the sale of our securities by 
foreign investors. More securities were thrown upon the market 
the day after its repeal and more and more. è 

(4) It was urged that it would restore confidence and prosperity. 
„Confidence, confidence,” was on every lip, anda bountiful supply 
of it was predicted to pervade the Jand just as soon as the law was 
repealed. 

e President said in his message: 


Our unfortunate financial plight is not the result of untoward events nor 
of conditions related to our natural resources; nor is it traceable to any of 
the afflictions which frequently check national growth and prosperity. ith 
plenteous crops, with abundant promise of remunerative production and 
manufacture, with unusual invitation to safe investment, and with satisfac- 
tory assurance to business enterprise, suddenly financial distrust and fear 
have sprung up on every side. Numerous moneyed institutions have sus- 

nded because abundant assets were not immediately available to meet 
fhe demands of frightened de tors. Surviving corporations and indi- 
viduals are content fo keep in d the money they are usually anxious to 
loan, and those en d in legitimate business are surprised to find that the 
securities they offer for loans, though heretofore satisfactory, are no longer 
accepted. Values 8 to be fixed are fast becoming conjectural, and 
loss and failure have invaded every branch of business. 

1 believe these things are principally chargeable to Congressional legisla- 
tion touching the purchase and coinage of silver by the General Government. 


The Hon. JoHN SHERMAN, in a speech made for the repeal, de- 
clared on October 17, 1893, with radiant and roseate inspiration: 

In the present condition of affairs there is no money to buy cotton or corn 
or wheat for foreign consumption. 

Break down the barrier now maintained by the Senate of the United States, 
check this viper called obstruction to the will of the majority, give the Sen- 
ate freo power and play, and— 

Now mark the sunburst that was to come— 
and in ten days from this time the skies will brighten, business will resume 
its ordinary course, and the clouds that lower upon our house will be in the 
deep bosom of the ocean buried. 

Horace White wrote in the Forum for August, 1893: 


What may be affirmed with positiveness is that our present 9 of 
money would certainly be relieved by the surplus of Europe but for the silver 
scare, 


What prompt and bountiful relief was thus vouchsafed to us. 
PROFESSIONS OF LOYALTY TO BIMETALLISM. 


(5) Associated with these alluring predictions were declarations 
of undying loyalty to bimetallism and assurances that after un- 
conditional repeal was accomplished legislation would be effected 
that would restore silver to its accustomed place in our financial 
system. Many supposed to be on intimate terms with the Presi- 
dent shook their heads wisely and said he would duly be heard 
from in behalf of silver. Indeed, in the very statute of repeal 
new vows of friendship were sealed by solemn enactment, the 
President himself becoming a party to those vows by approving 
the repealing statute, which declared: 

And it is hereby declared to be the pallor of the United States to continue 
tho use of both gold and silver as stand.: money and to coin both gold and 
silver into money of ne intrinsic and exchangeable value, such equality to 
be secured through international agreement, or uy such safeguards of le 
lation as will insure the maintenance of the ext y in value of the coins of 
the two metals and the equal power of every do! at all times in the markets 
and in the payment of debts. 


U 

Time wore on. A bill for coining the seigniorage Con- 
gress and went to the President and was vetoed. The fish had 
the hook in his mouth; nothing was done. Nothing can be done; 
nothing is even proposed, 

WHERE IS THE PROSPERITY PROMISED? 

In the meantime, Mr. President, what kind of prosperity is this 
that has come upon us? The first quarter of 1896, as stated in the 
financial journals, has been the most disastrous in our commer- 
cial history. Losses by failures in 1895 were greater than those 
in 1894, and the process of failure goes on. ile the masses are 


thus suffering the dividends of the national banks have decreased 
from fifty-one millions in 1893 to forty-six millions in 1895. 


LOOK AT OUR RAILROAD SYSTEM. 

Let me read a little extract from the Financial and Commercial 
Chronicle of 85 5 4. 

Mr. GEORGE. Of what year? 5 F 

Mr. DANIEL. Eighteen hundred and ninety-six. 

Railroads: Decrease of earnings in 1894 as compared to 1893—$142,- 
313.275 = 11.61. Dividends decreased $10,000,000. 

We show a deficit in March (1896) of $1,804,000. This is not large, but to us 
it is a disappointment, though, as stated a month it was to be e 
for no other result was le with business unl g.—The Financial 
Commercial Chronicle, April 4, 1896, page 616. 

[The Manufacturer, March 28, 1896.] 

This country has about one-half of the railroad mileage of the world. At 
the present time, according to report, two-thirds of the railroad mil are 
in the hands of receivers. A few weeks nao the eat Baltimore and Ohio 
system went over to the * On Monday last receivers were appoin 
w Eas charge of the Central Vermont Railwa: ration 


heaps higher and higher. What is the mai 
in this land is beyond computation. The soil is rich; 
ous, intelligent, i The Government no longer pu 
The credit of the public Treasury has been fully esta’ ed. The 
ard issupreme. A tariff for revenue only is in full operation. y should 
the clouds grow darker and the commercial situation more hopeless day by 
day? What else must be done to bring back the good times? Ni othing 
is more nearly certain than that the extension into aig? ce by a Government 
of wrong theories must work toward evil. Wo well for the 
wealth producers, who suffer from the conditions as they are, to consider if 
indeed some of the theories now in practical operation are destructive in 
their nature? Mr. Cleveland represents anh pr paces and the existin, 
financial system; has he s. sted any method of reaching good times whi 
can commend itself to men of sound judgment? 


POSITION AND PROPHECIES OF THE BIMETALLISTS AS TO THE UNCONDI- 
TIONAL REPEAL OF THE SHERMAN LAW. 

At the time when I was resisting the unconditional repeal of 
the Sherman law I undertook to analyze the situation and to state 
my judgment as to what would occur if Congress should yield 
unconditionally to the Executive command, 

(1) I showed that the repealing statute did not put back the 
law as it existed before the Sherman law was , for then we 
had the Bland-Allison Act, which put forth a minimum of two 
million of silver dollars every month, and unconditional repeal 
meant no free silver at all per month or per year. 

(2) I acknowledged that some temporary benefit might flow 
from the repeal “under the momentary influence of declarations 
so vociferously made that prosperity would come,” but ressed 
my opinion that this momentary effect would soon wear off; that, 
“existing mostly in the emotional nature of man, though toa 
degree promoted by a scheme to contract the currency, it would 
soon dissipate its influence,” and that people who were persuaded 
to expect great relief would ‘ere long stand confronting the mer- 
ciless conditions of a contracted currency without a correspond- 
ing contraction of either taxation or debt.” Let the course of 

airs of the last three years bear witness to the truth of that 
prophecy. 

8) I undertook to show that silver would further decline in 
value. It had declined underthe demonetization in Germany and 
the United States twenty years ago. It fell perceptibly in India 
but a few years ago; and I asked, Under demonetization would 
not Te repeat itself if we follow these papier now?” We 
followed the example, and history has repeated i è 

(4) I predicted an increase of taxation; that present assessments 
of real and personal property would be reduced, and, meanwhile, 
the property holder compelled to pay a tax no longer represented 
by corresponding value of productive power. This prediction is 
verified by the very bills now before the Senate. 

(5) I showed further, Mr. President, that as soon as the Sher- 
man law was repealed monometallism would be strengthened, and 
that those who in America had masqueraded as bimetallists would 
unfurl the flag of monometallism. I declared that it would be 
heralded over the boards of exchange and urgently boasted by all 
the oe vale of the money power that this country had deliberatel: 
discarded silver and turned the prow of the ship of state tower 
the mainland of monometallism. Hear the present clamor of the 
single gold standard! Seehowthe masks are being cast aside from 
those who danced at the masquerade ball of the Sherman silver 
repeal bill and witness the somersaults of the political changelings! 

redicted further that as soon as the Sherman law was re- 

pealed it would be immediately claimed that all our silver mone 
was a mere subsidiary money to be redeemed in gold. I poin 
out that our stock of gold in the Treasury was then about $103,- 
000,000, and was then charged with the redemption of $412,000,000 
of uncovered paper money; that in addition to this there was 
$600,000,000 of certificates and silver dollars, making over a bil- 
lion of subsidiary money, resting upon a gold basis of $100,000,000, 
or an inflation of a billion of paper money on the unbankable basis 
of 10 to 1, provided the theory upon which the Sherman law was 
repealed was carried to its intended projections. 

ow, here comes the Director of the Mint, the avant courier 
of further contraction, and two years later fulfills my proph 
that the withdrawal of outstanding currency would be deman 


e people are industri- 
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GOLD RESERVE. 
[The American, February 29, 1896.] 

Mr. Preston, the Director of the Mint, is 5 for this statement. In 
his annual report for 1895, 184, after speaking of the $346,631,(16 of green- 
backs and the $141,092.280 of Treasury notes outstanding November 1, 1805, a 
total of 8187. 778. 00. which he assumes to be redeemable in gold, and of the in- 
suffi of a gold reserve of $100,000,000 to insure their 8 at 
all times, he proceeds: “ But this heavy task is not the only one imposed on 
our gold reserve of $100.000,000. As under the laws of February 12, 1878, July 
14, 1890, and March 3, 1891, $423,289,300 in full legal-tender silver have been 
coined, against which $333,456.235 m certificates were outstanding November 
1, 1895, and as the act of July l4, 1890, has di it to be the established 
policy of the United States to maintain the two metals on a parity with each 
other upon the present legal ratio or upon such ratio as may be provided by 
law, we have a total superstructure of $821,229,532 resting on the frail basis 
of a gold reserve of $10,000,000.” i 

A gold reserve of $100.000.(00 is indeed frail to support a superstructure of 

The cepa, — banks of issue, taken as a whole, hold 
$1 in gold to of paper in tion. 


I then showed, Mr. President, that with these conditions we 
-would have two alternatives presented to us, that is, either the 
withdrawal of the greenback circulation of $346,000,000, or the 
issue of bonds for the taking up of all our paper money. In order, 
if I may quote myself, I said: 


To provide gold to save the Treasury, there should be a rush of silver or 
greenbacks = redemption, the issue of bonds would be proposed. 
And I asked— 


tion which I then made, Mr. President, has been 
fulfill Two hundred and sixty-two million dollars of bonds, the 
greatest public debt ever contracted in time of peace, have been piled 
up upon the people, the increase of taxation has been demanded, 
and the end is not yet. for the only remedy we have now suggested 
from the Presidential chair is that we shall proceed to further 
contract the currency by the withdrawal of the back circu- 
lation, and that would inevitably result in appalling disaster. 

THE CAUSE OF FALLING PRICES. 

It is alleged that the dislocation of silver is not the sole cause of 
falling prices in this and other nations; and that this is shown 
by the fact that the fall began in 1865, not in 1873. I admit all 
this, that the fall be; in 1865. It was natural that a fall in 
prices should come about in 1865, for two reasons: 

(a) Because then over two millions of men who had been en- 
gaged in the work of war and destruction returned to peaceful 
pursuits—ceasing to be destroyers and consumers of other men’s 
productions, and becoming producers themselves and vastly in- 
creasing production in all the avenues of labor. 

(b) Becanse a currency that had been used only in the Northern 
and Western States had to diffuse and divide itself among the 
Southern States, who had little or no money of any kind, and 
whose productions were now opened to the world’s markets, in- 
creasing their stock. Such a period as this, the period just after 
the war, is generally the opportune occasion seized by se who 
profit by making mone dearer and commodities cheaper to get 
in their work. Great Britain seized such an occasion after the 
overthrow of Napoleon at Waterloo and demonetized silver to 
enhance the value of her securities; Germany did likewise after 
the fall of Napoleon III at Sedan, and the United States followed 
suit after Ap ttox; and the like results followed in each case. 

It is argued that the demonetization of silver in 1873 could not 
have been the canse of falling prices for two reasons: 

1. Because in the period extending from 1818-1827 to 1843-1852— 
a period of twenty-five years—the fall in average prices was about 
the same as that which has taken place since 1873. 

Admitting the fact, it is evident that the price fall was due to 
very much the same causes that have prevailed in the last quarter 
of a century. 

Remember— 

(1) Great Britain demonetized silver in 1816, 

2) Great Britain resumed specie payments in 1819. 
83 The Spanish-American wars cut off the world's supply of 
the precious metals. ; $ 

Commenting ee the decreased production of the precious met- 
als from 1810 to 1829, Jacobs, in his work on the Precious Metals, 
says: 

rrived at a period when a t and sudden c took place 
3 of the poh mih of gold and sliver. 3 more han 
three centuries, during the whole of which there had been aconstant increase 
of the quantities obi and each succeeding decennial period yielding a 
portion than the similar number of years that preceded it, the whole 

of the mines in ever: of the Western Continent declined tly in their 
produce; and th T Giss hare in some measure been it has been by 
slow and they are yet very far from having the copious produce 
2 ey yielded before their general abruption from European govern- 
men 


But it is urged an able and distinguished opponent of free 
silver coinage 3 the long period from 1809 to 1863—a 


marked first by a tremendous and then by a great rise 
price of commodities—the price of silver varied slightly.” 


This is put forward in support of the idea that silver “held aloof 
from other commodities wien it had free access to the mints,” 
and was impotent alike to prevent the fall or promote the rise of 


prices. 

I reply that in that period, though silver had legally free access 
to the mints, its decreased production kept much of it from get- 
ting there; whereas now the mine turns it out and the mints shut 
it out—the same result being reached by closing the mines in one 
case and closing the mints in the other. 

Let anyone read the little volume of Sir Archibald Allison enti- 
tled England in 1815 and 1845, or a Sufficient and Contracted 
Currency, and he will see displayed with the clearness of the 
master mind the effect on prices produced by English policy. He 
points out that the period from 1797 to 1815 was the most glorious, 
and taken as a whole the most prosperous, which Great Britain 
had eyer known; that agriculture, commerce, and manufacture 
had increased in an unparalleled ratio; that the landed proprie- 
tors were in affluence, and that wealth to an unheard-of extent 
had been created among the farmers. He shows that with the 
arrival of peace with its sudden contraction of war expenditures 
there was of necessity great temporary distress and extraordinary 
difficulty 5 in industry finding out new and specific 
channels. He shows that the Empire continued to grow richer, 
although for decade after decade there was never a greater 
amount of financial embarrassment experienced by Government 
or more widespread or acute suffering endured by the people. 
That is just the condition of this country now. And now, as 
then, it is largely due to the same cause. While wealth was 
increasing, as Allison says, to an unparalleled extent among the 
commercial classes, suffering and distress generally ensued amongst 
the rural inhabitants. 

THE PREDICTED FALL OF REVENUE. 

There was one prediction, Mr. President, which I took occasion 
to make, and that was that there would be shrinkage of revenue. 
I pointed out that the British commission on the Indian currenc 
had shown that the fluctuation in relative values of gold and sil- 
ver had so increased the liabilities of the Indian Government in 
comparison with its revenues as to make it n in the absence 
of other remedies to impose fresh taxation. This shrinkage of 
revenue is now a sad realization; this increase of taxation has 
a been avoided so far by the $262,000,000 of public debt. 

ow comes the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], the same 
who told us in 1893 that the patient would be well and prosper- 
ous in ten days if he would take his repeal bolus. He comes 
again—the pulse is low and faint, but the physician has lost no 
confidence in himself, and he is ready again to tell us all about 
the sick man and his troubles. He says now that the whole mat- 
ter is want of revenue—that is, the man is dying for want of 
breath. He says put up high taxes again and all will be well. 

Want of revenue is indeed a malady of the Treasury visible 
enough, and the present Secretary of the Treasury has been as far 
bohig in his predictions as his predecessor from Ohio, who is his 
mođel. 

In 1892, while the McKinley law and the Sherman law were both 
in operation, we had still a small surplus revenue, although the 
revenues were much reduced by their passage. They were both 
passed in 1890, when we had a surplus of §105,344,469. This fell 
to $37,239,762 in 1891, to $9,914,543 in 1892, and to $2,341,674 in 
1893. Now, on November 1, 1893, the Sherman law was repealed, 
while the McKinley law remained, and in 1894 the deficit was 
$72,000,000. In 1895 the deficit was $40,000,000 under the Wilson- 
Gorman bill, and in 1896 it was $25,000.000. This analysis shows 
that the great deficit followed the repeal of the Sherman law with 
the McKinley law yet in force. 

What is the cause of this want of revenue? The Senator from 
Ohio says it is the Wilson-Gorman tariff bill. Certainly, but for 
the additions put in that bill in the Senate the deficit would be 
much greater, and it is gratifying to observe that while the Presi- 
dent would not sign it in 1893 his subsequent reflections have led 
him to regard it as embodying— 

A tariff policy which in oe is based upon the denial of the right of the 
Government to obstruct the avenues to our les cheap living or lessen 
their comfort and contentment, for the sake of according especial ad es 
to favorites, and which well encourages our intercourse and trade with ot 
Jaa Catld tgs us ANET ey RAAI and Goweliny STEAT TS OY 
than — 3 

But here is the deficit to deal with. What caused it? A fall- 
ing off in the volume of trade, Yes. But what caused the increas- 
ing falling off of trade? I answer its shrinkage and its paralysis 
from the accursed falling of prices, which unsettled all business 
relations. : 

FALLING PRICES AND SHRUNKEN VOLUME OF BUSINESS THE CAUSE OF 
FALLING REVENUES. 
Let me read an extract from a recent issue of the Financial 


News: 
If we had received 1873's prices for the quantity of produce we exported 
1895, the latter year's exports would haye 9 Tal Soe We of 
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of trade in our 
6.508.997 


gg — How many know that the m 


using proportionately as much as they did twenty ree ago from the very 
fact that they have not the money with which to buy. nw can 
the cause? ‘There is buat one reasonable answer. and that is that silver (which 


lower, until now the “pers of producing ane of our staple prod 
more than those products will for on the market. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will permit me, the line of sugges- 
tion as to the cause of the falling off of revenue which the Sena- 
tor has made is very interesting. He says truly thatthe apparent 
cause, the approximate cause, of the falling off of revenue is the 
falling off of 8 the falling off of those transactions of dail 
life which make trade and imports, upon which revenue is pai 
and internal taxation coll I wish to know whether he at- 
tributes the falling off in business activities to the unsettled state 
and the want of confidence which has been produced by the agi- 
tation of the standard of payment in the matter of silver and 

ld, for if, as I believe—I am not going to argue the question—it 
es that the paralysis of business which so largely prevails in 
our country is due to that cause, then it deserves some considera- 
tion. Returning to the suggestion which the Senator made as to 
the business conditions, not to interrupt him again, I will add 
further that he would also have to account, it seems to me, in 
dealing with this cause which he asserts, for the fact, as stated in 
British trade journals, that in the year last past in the trade of 
Great Britain, which has not been assailed by the disturbing in- 
fluences of a disputed standard and a troubled currency, there 
has been a most gratifying increase in every direction, and in the 
profits of the British people resulting therefrom. 

Mr. DANIEL. No gaobi Mr. Sreseh the British people are 

tting along very well on our paying them two for one. 

m will try to fia Aias the Senator's question with entire frank- 
ness. Ihave no doubt that any agitation on any large question 
of currency or taxation which is in an acute condition, independ- 
ent of the right or wrong on either side, is calculated to depress 
trade; but I wish to the Senator's attention to one thing. 
This agitation had Doan pong on for twenty-five years; and when 
in 1878 it had agitated asilver 5 bill through both Houses 
of Congress, which was compromised by the Bland-Allison Act, 
which poured $2,000,000 more silver into the currency each month, 
the agitation, instead of having a depressing effect, stopped the 
course of the panic, increased prices, and started the country upon 
a career of prosperity. It is the agitation for the gold standard, 
and the partial success of it, which is depressing the conditions of 
the country, and your success will be more depressing than your 
agitation. Our success relieves, whilst yours destroys. If the 
Senator is right, why is it that the a Station of 1878 and its i 
success did not depress prices? I will give the Senator time to 
reflect in order to invent an answer. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not want time to invent an 
answer. I do not want to give any answer that is not apparent, 
and does not result from the conditions of the question; but the 
point I wanted to call the Senator’s attention toand have him ex- 

in the last part of my question was this: Why is it that a 
ee kindred tongue and kindred thought and blood during 

e year under a condition of what he calls gold monometal- 
lism, with a perfect stable standard so far as any assault bein 
made upon it by its own people is concerned. should haveenj eee 
this exceptionally prosperons year which ended in January, 1896, 
while we, who have such intimate intercourse with that people, 
should be now in the depths of what the Senator has descri as 
a business depression wide and extended and all-prevailing in this 
country, including all classes of the community? Is there 5 
other difference in the condition of the two countries which wi 
account for this different result, except that in the one case they 
had a stable standard and in the other they had one that is threat- 
ened with destruction and instability? 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, my worthy friend has shifted 
his question. 


Mr. GRAY. I beg pardon. 
. DANIEL. e first question he asked me was this: If I 
did not believe that the agitation of the silver question was one 
of the causes of depression. 
Mr, GRAY. That is quite right; I did. 


Mr. DANIEL. And Ianswered the Senator with precision that 
any agitation was depressing, but that whenever our agitation 
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epressing; and I pointed to hi e result of the passage 
Bland-Allison Act in 1878, 

The Senator now asks me another question. He asks me, Wh 
is it that Great Britain is prospering? I will give him a parti 
answer, for I am not prepared to answer fully withont an analysis 
of all the conditions of British trade. Itis because the gold stand- 
ard plays into her hands and ont of our hands and the double 
standard plays out of her hands and into our hands. It is because 
she is buying American cotton cheaper than she ever bought it 
before by the gold standard. It is ause she is getting more 
corn and oil and wine and iron and wool and cotton, d for 
dollar, under the gold standard than she could get if we had the 
goania standard, and what she is gaining is justto the same extent 
our loss. 

Mr. GRAY. She need not have a monopoly of this stable con- 
dition unless we choose to give it to her. 

Mr. DANIEL. Weare largely the producers of the bread stuffs 
and raw materials and Great Britain is the consumer, and if the 
buyer is constantly putting down the prices of the seller, will 
not the buyer get rich and will not the seller lose? It depends 
upon which side of the counter you are buying. If I were an 
Englishman, especially if I were a rich English capitalist, my 
— — might prompt me to be a gold-standard man, but, in- 
stead of being an capitalist or their representative, I am 
an American and the representative of American in , and 
that is the reason I am for the double standard. [Applause in 
the galleries. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The Chair will admonish the galleries that it is a violation of the 
rules of the Senate to show evidence of approval or disapproval. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, the Senator has sought to answer 
my question with an appeal, not to the reason of the thing, but to 
the supposed patriotism involved in his position. I do not deny 
the Senator's patriotism; but I should like to know from the Sen- 
ator, to return to the question I just put, how it is that a stable 
condition of currency based upon the gold standard, unassailed by 
popular agitation, snould be fruitful of results so beneficent to 
the British people, and that the like condition should not produce 
the same results in our own country; and, further, to ask him 
what other difference there was to account for this difference of 
condition, except that in this country there is this intense agita- 
tion and threat made against the stability of our monetary stand- 
ard, to distinguish ourselves from the people who have a stable 
standard and abounding prosperity under it? The Senator 
answers, true it is, that England, with her stable-money standard, 
has reached beneficent results fromit because she has been buying 
from this country cheaply with her gold-standard money, and is 
enabled thereby to make a profit from her traffic with the people 
of this country. Now, I the Senator from Virginia, how will 
she buy at higher prices, or any less cheaply, if we go ao the 
standard of 16to 1 on a free-silver-coinage basis? Willnot England 
have to pay the same price for our corn and our wheat in gold 
that she now, even though there is nominally a higher price? 

Mr. DANIEL. She would have to pay more. 

Mr. GRAY. Would she have to pay more for it? 

Mr. DANIEL. Les, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. Why? 

Mr. DANIEL. Because the entire monetary volume of the 
world will be swelled up. and there being more moneyin the world 
money will be cheaper and property dearer. That is the reason. 

Mr. GRAY. I would ask the Senator, would ev bushel of 
grain raised by an American farmer and sold abroad have to be 
settled for upon gold prices? Then, if it has tobe settled for upon 
a gold price, the merchant abroad who buys it will buy it upon 
the same terms he does now. The only thing you can argue is for 
the benefit of the farmer that you translate the gold price he may 
get into a silver price here; and whether that silver price will be 
worth more to him when it has less purchasing power, is a ques- 
tion I have not heard answered yet. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator from Delaware has diverted me 
from the trend of my remarks, and hasanticipated much to which 
I had expected to refer before I got through; but he wants to know 
now, as my answers to his other questions do not seem to have 
brought him contentment, whether or not the prices of American 
produce in English markets would be increased by the double stand- 
ard in America or otherwise. If the Senator had read the debate 
in the House of Commons on the 17th of March last, he would have 
seen that resolutions were unanimously passed by that body favor- 
mes return to the double standard, and heis very much mistaken 
if he imagines that there is not agitation for the double standard 
in Great Britain. 

Mr. GRAY. There is no evidence of it in their press. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have an extract from the London Times be- 
fore me, and can show the Senator the entire paper. 
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Mr. GRAY. In regard to those resolutions? 
Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir. 
Mr. GRAY. I recollect the resolutions very well. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then there is agitation, and agitation sufficient 
to get a unanimous vote from the House of Commons for the res- 
toration of bimetallism by international agreement. Now, I ask 
the Senator not to ask me another question until I get through 
answering this one. 

THE BRITISH WANT MUCH OF OUR PRODUCTS FOR LITTLE OF THEIR GOLD. 


The resistance in the British House of Commons to the whole 
theory of bimetallism was based upon the 88 which the 
Senator from Delaware is now denying. It was based upon the 

position that it would make Great Britain pay higher prices 

‘or all the produce which she buys from other nations. I will 

read the Senator a portion of the speech of Sir W. Harcourt, who 

addressed the House of Commons on that subject. He said: 
There has been something said about ge org as the creditor count: 


no 
made 


country should go, hat in hand, to beg the worth to pay 10 shillings in the 
poaa paurna] That is practically the result t the bime o Sys- 

m would bring about. I. Hear!” Heur!“] Of course it is said we receive 
more for our money. The fact d in gold. as everybody knows, 


but in commodi ese are ties * — which our pone live, 
and therefore we are to go round the world to beg them in return for the gold 


„and 
at remarkable speech which was 


have lent 000,000, perhaps 
them to giye us less in exchange for that money than they do at present. 
“Hear!” Hear! ] It is really yn’ ble to state a case of that kind and 
fnagino any person would adopt it. ow they say that under the bime- 
0 silver will really 5 worth as much as 2 If you be- 
lieve that, will you show the sincerity of your belief by giving an option to 
the creditor as well as the debtor? [* Hear!” Hear!) 

Sir, there is my answer to your question. The declaration of 
the British gold-standard men, the open and declared purpose to 
buy from us all that they get cheaper, and the ap to Britons 
to stand by them upon the ground thatit would be idiocy for Great 
Britain to be wanting to pay more—and while I would not use 
such a term as ‘‘idiocy,” or use any term which might reflect 
upon honorable gentlemen who debate with me on this subject, 
I do say that it is the most singular piece of fatuity that I have 
ever seen for the great debtor nation of the world and the great 

roductive nation of the world to be constantly laboring in its 
Legislative bodies to increase the burden of those debts upon the 
ple, and to change the standard of them in order to pay Britons 
Where they awe bi. and bear down the prices of their wheat 
and their corn and their iron and their wool and their cotton in 
the markets. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. What I started out to say to the Senator was 
that these conditions of alleged prosperity, perhaps I might say 
conceded p ity, which obtain according to the financial 
chronicles of Great Britain in that country were by reason as I 
thought of the only differentiation I could make between them 
and this country thik there there was no substantial agitation of 
the currency question, there was no attack threatened upon the 
stability of the monetary standard, while here the situation was 
entirely different. But the Senator takes issue with me upon the 
fact that there is no agitation in Great Britain just now, and in 
proof of it reads resolutions passed by the House of Commons, 
the debate upon them, and the comments of the London Times. 
All I want to say in regard to that is that since those resolutions 
passed and since that debate the whole question so far as I know— 
the Senator may differ with me—has fallen entirely flat in Great 
Britain, and there is by general consent an abstinence from any 
raising of a question of changing the standard of exchange or of 
value in that country. It may be that reasons such as were 
alleged in the speech in the British House of Commons which was 

by the Senator from Virginia were given, but what I con- 
tend for is that the same conditions which make prosperity there 
will make pr rity here, if they are allowed to work out their 
legitimate results without the constant threat made that there 
is going to be a change in the standard of value in order to pay 
debts contracted in the gold standard in cheapened silver. 

ade EROON Will the Senator from Virginia permit me to say 
a word? 

Mr. DANIEL. I am trying to make a speech, and I hope Sen- 
ators will be good enough to make their speeches in their own 


time. 

am GRAY. I have interrupted the Senator, and I beg his 

on. 

peur, BACON. Will the Senator allow me to introduce a state- 
ment from the London Statist which answers the question of the 
Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. DANIEL. I have that statement here, and shall come to it 
directly, but I shall be glad if the Senator from Georgia will send 
it to me now, because I want to take one idea after another, 


i Mr. BACON. I send it to the Senator marked. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 28, 


Mr. DANIEL. Iam very much obliged to the Senator for his 


courtesy. 

Mr. President, I have answered all the questions which the Sen- 
ator from Delaware has asked me, and he now comes with an ab- 
stract proposition which he does not ask me as a question, but 
enunciates it as a relief to himself. 

Mr. GRAY. And as a comment upon your answer. 

WHY THE GOLD STANDARD IS NOT GOOD FOR AMERICA, 

Mr. DANIEL. And as acomment upon my answer the Sen- 
ator now declares that if America would only come to the gold 
standard, as the gold standard has prone prosperity to Great 
Britain, it would bring 3 here. I beg leave to say to the 
Senator that if he has read the views of the leading financiers of 
Great Britain, as expressed in the international monetary con- 
gresses, he will see that Mr. Rothschild declared that while the 
gold standard was a good thing for Great Britain, if the rest of the 
world were to try to come toa gold standard it would produce 
widespread panic and ruin. Mr. President, one man may live on 
bacon and another on beef. There may be enough bacon for one 
man to grow fatand Domy upon, and there may not be enough for 
two men to grow fat and hardy upon; and the trouble about the 
gold standard is that there are not enough rations to go around, 
and that you can not go to a gold standard without reducing the 
prices of wages in the United States, without reducing the prices 
of produce and land in the United States, and without paying to 
Great Britain double the quantity in produce and labor that we 
are now paying in order to discharge our debt to her. 

Mr. GRAY. You recognize that we are on the gold standard 
in this country? 

THE SOPHISM THAT WE ARE ON THE GOLD STANDARD NOW. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I do not recognize that we are 
on the gold standard in this country; and if we are upon the gold 
standard in this country, the Democratic party carried the last 
Presidential election . 25 false pretence. It elected its President 
upon the declaration that, We hold to both gold and silver as 
standard money of the country, and to the coinage of both metals 
without discrimination.” We could not hold on to it if we did not 
have it, and there was not a political party in the United States, 
neither Populist, Democratic, nor Republican, nor was there a 
Democratic Senator upon this floor, who, prior to this session, ever 
pretended that we were upon a gold standard. 

Now, I ask the Senator a question which I hope he will not re- 

ond to with a speech, unless he makes it in his own time. Task 
him, if the United States is to-day upon a gold standard, when it 
got there? 

Mr. GRAY. I can answer, without making a speech, that the 
United States is on a gold standard just so long as it maintains 
all the silver money and all the paper money of the United States 
on a parity with gold, the bullion value of the silver money not 
being equal to gold. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have just as much right to say that we are 
br a a silver standard because we maintain gold at a parity with 

ver. 


e 

Mr. GRAY. Yes; butsilver bullion is not equal to gold bullion 
in commercial value. 

OUR LAWS SHOW THAT WE ARE NOT ON THE GOLD STANDARD. 

Mr. DANIEL. I look to our laws to find what standard we are 
upon; and, in reply to the Senator’s question or assertion, I say 
that we can not destroy the gold standard, because we are not 
upon it. Our original mint law made the silver dollar the unit 
of coinage, and in providing for the coin: of both metals based 
our currency u the double standard in the year 1792. Itis 
true that we did not coin but 8,000,000 standard silver dollars 
prior to 1873, and it is also true that on the 12th of February, 1873, 
we stop the coinage of these dollars, and on June 20, 1874, by 
the Revised Statutes, we made the silver coins of the United States 
a legal tender for payments not exceeding $5. Butit has been 
truly stated that, while this made all silver dollars coined prior 
to 1873 legal tender anyan sums not exceeding $5, it was evi- 
dently an oversight, and that this error was eliminated by the 
Bland-Allison Act of 1878, which provided for the restoration of 
the full legal-tender quality of all of the silver dollars theretofore 
coined by the United States of like weight and fineness to those 
whose coinage was provided for under that act. So that now all 
the silver dollars of the Government which ever possessed the 
legal-tender feature it to an unqualified extent. I take 
this sentence from the excellent book of Mr. Armistead C. Gor- 
don, of Staunton, Va., on Congressional Currency, and there should 
be added to it unless otherwise stipulated in the contract.” 

My contention is that we are upon the double standard in all 
transactions except when otherwise, stipulated in the contract, 
and if you stipulate in a contract to pay gold dollars, that is on 
the gol 8 if you stipulate to pay silver dollars, that is 
on the silver standard; if you stipulate simply to pay dollars, ac- 
cording to the general usages of trade and as in the vast mass of 
our 55 you are upon the double standard, and may pay 
in either. 


1896. 
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Mr. President, if we were to go to silver coinage we should not 
destroy any gold standard. If we were temporarily thrown upon 
the sole use of silver, as soon as the spasm of alarm was over the 
gold and silver would mingle together and gold would be brought 
to us by the rising ape of our products abroad. We are upon 


the mixed stand of gold, silver, and paper, of limping, hump- 
backed bimetallism, with a supplement of paper money. It 15 


the mass of legal -tender romney that constitutes the stan TER 
we appropriate money to build ships in an appropriation bill in 
this y.if we appropriate for the salary of an officer, if we 
estimate for the cost of a Navy, we make those estimates and 
assessments in the double standard of gold or silver, supplemented 
by paper. We can not be upon the gold standard, nor has any 
8 party in the United States as yet so imagined or so de- 
clared. 

THE SOPHISM THAT SILVER MONEY IS SUSTAINED BY GOVERNMENT CREDIT 

OR REDEMPTION. 

Mr. President, in this connection, and as cognate to the ques- 
tion which the Senator from Delaware asked me, in reply to those 
who declare that our silver money is sustained as a subsidiary 
money in this country by the credit of the Government, as is often 
5 the undertone of such a suggestion lies in the asser- 
tion of the Senator from Delaware that we are upon a gold stand- 
ard—I will say that in 1894, in the canvass in the city of Rich- 
mond, I was met by the same suggestion by some of my critics; 
and in order that 1 might be possessed of official documents to 
answer it, I wrote to the Secretary of the Treasury, and I have 
here a copy of his letter, of the letter which he sent me, which I 
publish to show the ingenuousness and sincerity and veracity of 
my statement. He says: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE.OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., October 18, 1894. 


Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of Phase letter of the 12th 
instant, and to inform Jou in reply to first, second, and third questions 
therein contained, that there is no statute or practice of this Department 
under which any of the standard silver dollars coined by this Government 
can be converted into gold at the ry. 

In answer to your fourth question, as to whether there is any method i 
which gold dollars may be converted into silver dollars at the 5 
have to state that there is no established method, but that the ent 
would not refuse to receive gold dollars in exchange for silver dollars, when 

mested to make the exchange, if at the time of such request there should 
pete the Treasury a sufficient amount of silver dollars above that required 
to be piety ag certificates and notes outstanding. 


ull * 
9 J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 

Hon. Jons W. DAN TR. 

Lynchburg, Va. 

So that the silver dollars of the United States to-day stand upon 
their own bottom, not looking to any redemption, but fighting 
and achieving their own way throughout the world by the de- 
mand of the people for their possession and by their equal func- 
tion of debt-paying, tax-paying, and purchasing power. 

THE SOPHISM THAT SILVER WILL NOT CIRCULATE. 


It was suggested by one of the Senator's colleagues who is in 
near unison with him upon this subject, the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Vis], that our silver would not circulate; and we 
have often the sneering finger of the monometallist pointed to 
the Tr and to the heaps of silver piled up there, with the 
declaration that our dollars will not circulate. I have here the 
statement of the Treasury, dated the ist of April, 1896. Since 
then it has not varied, but that was the day upon which I made 
my figures. If you will examine that statement you will see that 
more silver dollars in 8 and their representatives are in 
circulation to-day in the United States than gold. Here is the 
statement: 

April 1, 1396, 


GOLD. 
J) ·⁰Ü¹AAAA A Tere Ae MLTR eee KJ O: 
Bullion 825.654 


In Treasury: 
(Ge GU aS AEA BT ek as a eS 871, 497, 164 
Bu hewary Goin casas ses a scceks paces nceces ube wb bese cavakcetes s 246, 374 
386, 743, 538 
re E T 122, 187, 206 
508, 990, 744 
XXVITI—366 


In circulation: 


Ot A Rt se a ee Ee a eo = ety oe Sal a 702, 752 
Subsidiary coin Ee 38 88 25 
143. 728, 968 
558, 524, 447 


Thus it will appear that of our whole stock of gold—that 
$617,797,966—there are $489,151,505 in circulation; and that 
our whole stock of silver—that is, $626,693,899—there are $558,- 
524,447 in circulation. 

Let no one be deceived by the fact that so many standard silver 
dollars are in the Treasury. They are represented, every one of 
them except a few, by an outstanding silver certificate. 

There are $386,743,538 of silver coins in the Treasury and there 
are outstanding $440,763,492 of certificates. So there are not enough 
silver dollars there to meet outstanding demand upon them. 
There is more money based on silver in circulation in the United 
States by over $50,000,000 than there are silver coins in the Treas- 
re more by about $70,000,000 than there are standard silver 
dollars in the Treasury, and far more silver . 
circulation than gold, Yet we are met upon the floor of the — 
ate with a bald assertion that silver will not circulate and that 
we are on the gold standard. 

THE SOPHISM THAT CHEAPNESS IS A BLESSING. 

Mr. President, as the Senator here is so heartily at work to put 
down the price of American land and American produce, I know 
he feels that he is bent upon a benevolent and patriotic service. 
He is one of the gentlemen who believe that cheapness is a bless- 
ing. I should like to analyze the proposition of cheapness a little 
and see upon whom it dispenses its fruition. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] a few days ago took 
up the same song. 

Is it an evil 

He asked— 
which mankind should defend against that the prices of those things which 
make for human comfort and joy should decrease? Is it lamentable that the 
family which depends for bread, clothes, and education on the toiling father’s 
wan should be able to buy now for one day of his 5 times as much 
3 means of happiness as he could have thus provided in past genera- 

F prices!— 

He exclaimed— 

May they continue to fall until everything of excellence shall be within 
the reach of all deserving men; till ind shall revel in abundance. Fall- 
ing prices means shorter hours of labor, longer hours of enlightenment. It 
is the hope of the and wise that looks to a coming time when all the 
earth affords for the needs and happiness of those man loves and toils for 
shall be so abundantly and — 25 Provided that the curse of toil may van- 
ish in the blessing of labor, which is only beneficent. 

Such is the stream of eloquence which is poured forth from the 
lips of the eg Senator from Wisconsin, and which I have 
heard time and again from the eloquent Senator from Delaware. 
Let us argue a little. To put all the comforts and luxuries of 
life easily within the reach of man is a laudable undertaking, 
But tomake one set of ees Sa dear and another set of things cheap 
by operation of law is to place society into two classes and is to 
organize class legislation. 

The millennium day, which the Senator seems to behold ina 
vision, will be slow coming, I fear, under a system which is mani- 
festly working out this evil. The people who are to buy cheaply, 
and whom the Senator has in mind, must get money to bu mith, 
They were not born with silver spoons or with gold dollars in 
their mouths. They must first get money in the process of evolu- 
tion of the purchase of work and by selling the produce of their 
labor. If their produce gets cheaper and cheaper, how in the 
name of sense are bet 5 to get anything without great cost of labor 
and without great volume of production? The trouble with the 
Senator’s idea is that it is only one-sided. If bonds were cheap, 
we would all buy them and liveon their interest. If money were 


gs3 | cheap, we would all get it easily and with little labor. The trouble 


is that the system which the Senator advocates makes money and 
bonds dear by the constant appreciation of money, and labor is 
made primey See its produce cheap, so that those who have the 
money and bonds are constantly getting richer and those who have 
labor to produce are constantly getting poorer. There is nota 
usurer upon the face of the earth who grinds the faces of the poor 
whose heart would not thrill with delight to hear the Senator’s 
praise of falling prices. The mortg are not falling, the bonds 
are not falling, the taxes are not falling, but it is the labor and 
8 that are falling. Only the means of meeting them and re- 

eeming them are falling, and with every new weight of burden 
that is put on the toiler’s back the Senator claps his hands and 
shouts with joy and says, ‘‘ How prices are falling”; and the pro- 
ducer is going down. thschild rejoiced at the Brussels confer- 
ence at the cheapness of wheat. What did that mean to the 
American farmer who supplies him and his country with it? 
Where are the farmers and where are the laborers who are rejoic- 
ing in the cheapness of all they produce and sell? Can the Sena- 
tor point me to 5 of that kind ing for the 
gold standard or me who is sustaining it out in the country? 
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THE LONDON TIMES REJOICING IN CHEAPNESS FOR BRITONS. 

Mr. President, the Senator still keeps in pleasant chime with 
his admirable English friends. The London Times notlong since 
had this remark: 

It seems impossible to get bimetallists to understand that there is quite a 
large number of us for whom a general rise of prices has no charms what- 
ever. We like them low, and the lower the better. If they all went down to 
half their present figures we should rejoice— 

That is, we Britons, Englishmen, people who are buying— 
because we have nothing to sell and a great many things to buy. 

So the London Times answers the question which the Senator 
put to me as to what was the difference between Great Britain 
and America, and he shows you why Great Britain is getting rich— 
“because they have nothing to sell and a great many things to 
buy”; and the reason why we are getting rer is because we 
have so many things to sell that we are ing to them cheaper, 
cheaper all the time. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator does not believe any such statement? 

Mr. DANIEL. I believe it is a little extravagant, as the Sena- 
tor's assertion and as many of our assertions are, but it is a rough 
draft of a great truth. 

WHAT CHEAPNESS IS. 

Cheapness is a low degree of commercial value, commercially 
apoa ing: It is that which requires but little labor. It is a rela- 

ve term. There is no such thing as positive, absolute, invari- 
ble cheapness, as there is no such thing as itive, absolute, 
invariable value. Time, pa circumstance, demand, and sup- 
ply must settle what is cheap, as they must settle what is valu- 
Abl in a commercial sense. If the price of an article falls with 
relation to other articles you call it in a condition of cheapness. 
For instance, if a peace is declared arms are cast aside. They 
have all the intrinsic qualities that they had in war, but they be- 
come cheap because no longer needed. The bicycle is invented; 
the demand for horses lessens, and they become cheap. Spring 
dawns with warm suns; and winter clothes become cheap. The 
question of cheapness or dearness depends in its interest to you 
upon which side of the counter you are on. upon the 
American side of the counter, where an active and industrious 
and working nation is pouring the fruits of its toils into the 
markets of the world, I want them to be dear that we may get the 
British gold for which they would then sell. 

THE PRESIDENT ONCE MOURNED OVER DECLINING LANDS AND INCREASING 
DEBTS. 


Nor, sir, have I always been without friends amongst those who 
admire and who share the Senator’s philosophy. Let me ask the 
Senator to turn to President Cleveland's message of 1888, and he 
will perceive that a flash of the truth that I am now preaching 
went across the Presidential mind: 

Our farmers, long-suffering and patient, struggling in the race of life with 
hardest and most unremitting toil, will not fail to see, in spite of misrepre- 
sentations and misleading fallacies, that they are obliged to accept such prices 
for their products as are fixed in foreign markets, where they compete with 
the farmers of the world; that their lands are declining in value while their 
debts increase; and that, without compensating favor, they are forced by the 
action of the Government to for the benefit of others such enhanced 
cher for things that they nent that the scanty returns of their labor fail to 

their support or leave no margin for accumulation. 

The President of the United States, eight years ago, deplored a 
condition which was forcing down the value of American land and 
American produce, but to-day his defenders and champions upon 
this floor exalt the glory of cheapness and rejoice that the en- 
nium of falling prices has come. 

HOW THE BRITISH ARE WORKING US. 

I do not know that I have the same piece from the London 
Statist which my friend from Georgia referred to, but I could read 
all day from the London press and from the London propaganda 
of the gold standard the doctrines upon which they rely in their 
commercial conquest of the world. I will read a little piece from 
it of January 11, 1896: 

In 1895 we purchased— 

Says the London Statist— 

15,688,000 hundredweight of raw cotton, 16,013,000 hundredweight in 
1890, a diminution of 345.000 hundredweight or 2 per cent; but we paid for our 
raw cotton supplies £12,327,000 less in 1895 than in 1800. Had we purchased 
the same quantity in both years the benefit to this country from the fall in 
the price of cotton would have been £11,500,000, In_1895 we purchased 100,- 
118,000 hundred weight of wheat and flour, as inst 76,247,000 hundredweight 
in 1890. an increase of 23,871,000, or 31 per cent, while we have actually paid 
the value of our wheat and flour im- 
£32,207,000, inst £23,361,000 in 1890. In other 


and flour Se in 1895, whereas we bere see only £30,207. 


th 
1895 having been £17,685,000, as against 


£18,075,000 in 1880. At the 
level of prices we should have à for sogar imported in 1895, £21,870,000, 
as ee oe SORER OOS DE KSAN 000, a benefit from the fall in price of over 
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London is rejoicing and pressing its policy and propagating the 
gold doctrine because they say, behold how the oil and the wine 
and the riches of the earth are flowing into our hands under this 
British gold-standard process. 

THE SOPHISM THAT GOLD IS THE MONEY OF CIVILIZATION. 


Mr. President, we are sometimes told that gold is the money 
of civilization. I reply that silver is also the money of civiliza- 
tion, for thereis not a civilized country in all the world that does 
not use it, and not one that proposes entirely to abolishit. We 
are then told that the civilized nations are making gold the stand- 
ard of value and simply using silver as subsidiary coin. I reply 
that the masses of the plain people in these civilized nations are 

ying very dearly for their whistle, and that America, which has 

ree idea, more so than any of them, should lead them, and not be 
led by them. All the great civilized nations of the world, Great 
Britain, France, Germany, Russia, Prussia, Italy, and so on, were 
under the rule of monarchs when we declared our national inde- 
pendence, We set the liberty ball in motion and have had great 
influence in liberalizing other institutions as well as our own. 
Their conspiracy of kings was organized when Monroe taught 
them by his doctrine that America was no longer a field for their 
exploitation. What they sought toaccomplish by steel, the kings 
of the earth are now seeking to accomplish by gold—by the most 
subtle art of gold. There is not an autocrat of 1 who is not 
firmly fixed opon his throne to-day throngh the workof America 
in foolishly following his policy. Napoleon was wont to declare 
that British gold was often the more potent factor in đeciding the 
destinies of the 1 nations than the largest armies led by 
his ablest generals. It is British gold that has reversed the gov- 
ernments of liberty; and stanch American principles ought to 
resist it just as they would resist British bayonets upon our 
shores and British ships upon the ocean. Civilization has always 
moved in cycles. Herbert Spencer, indeed, teaches that all mo- 
tion is undulatory and that all civilization has certainly been so, 
sagging down now and then in deterioration and then blooming 
out in long periods of prosperity. Nothing has so impeded the 
progress of this age as the disorganization of its money system 
and our sagging down and giving way from virile American prin- 
ciples; and if it shall be persisted in it will not end until standing 
armies are invoked to stamp out the uprisings of the people. 

Mr. President, I have another speech before me that was made 
in the British House of Commons on the 17th of March last by 
Mr. Balfour, who in that address set forth the same theory that 
Sir W. Holdsworth set forth in his remarks at the Brussels con- 
ference, and who went on to show his British brethren that the 
wold was not going very long to submit to it, in his opinion. He 
said: : 

The whole trend of civilized opinion is in the direction of a double standard 
[cries of “ No!" and cheers]; and I confess that I look forward to a period 


when it will be accepted not merel * the great commercial nations of which 
I have been speaking, not merely by the great mannfacturing classes of Lan- 


cashire, and by the vast 8 of the representatives cB pean ahs but 
= . 4 eat body of opinion within great comme: center of the 
mpire. crs. 


THE SOPHISM THAT WE MUST SUSTAIN THE CREDIT OF THE GOVERNMENT 
BY GOLD PAYMENTS. 

Mr. President, we are sometimes taught that we must sustain 
the credit of the Government, with an implied intimation that 
there is some one on this side of the Chamber or some portion of 
the American people who are not sensitive to the obligations of 
their Government, and who are faltering in rendering it the due 
and loyal support it should have from every citizen. 

An axiomatic Princin like this declaration I will take no issue 
with. I think the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] spoke 
truly and rightly when he said that the honor and credit of this 
Government should be as sacred as asoldier’sgrave. ButIresent 
the imputation that I am doing anything or would do anything or 
am capable of thinking or desiring anything that would be against 
the honor and credit of the American Republic, one of whose sons 
Iam. I challenge the specification. What is credit? Credit is 
faith. What is faith but a reliance that a promise which has been 
made will be observed? It is not an assurance that something 
else than the promise will be done. What is the greenback prom- 
ise? Here itis; readit. Let your Supreme Court interpret it to 
me. Let the intelligence and honor of the world sitin judgment 
upon it, and I will abide there. Our Supreme Court have said 
that the greenback is redeemable in silver dollars, and yet some 
of us are to be reproached because we comply with the honest 
text of the paper and with its fair exposition by the judges who 
are called upon to interpret it. 

THE SOPHISM THAT FREE COINAGE IS “ONLY FOR THE MINE OWNERS’ 
BENEFIT.” 

Mr. President, this great cause and its advocates are sometimes 
attempted to be belittled by the declaration that they are only 
fighting for the mine owners’ benefit. The Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN], the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], and 
many of their confreres are continually urging us to do something 
for the sheepowners’ benefit by levying taxes upon those who wear 
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woolens. The New England men in this body never tire in their 
endeavor to regulate taxes and commerce to favor their fishermen 
and their manufacturers. Louisiana men have manifested no 
entire indifference to the sweetness of sugar. All States are up 
in arms to protect—by which they mean to tax others to protect— 
their wage earners and their pockets by national legislation. But 
the silver-mine owner is not one of the elect amongst the great pro- 
tected classes. If it were true that the mine owner wanted protec- 
tion and the whole silver movement was a mere movement of 
rotection, tell me, ye gentle shepherds of Ohio, and Vermont, and 
ennsylvania, and of the Western pastures, and all the Eastern 
factories, tell me why the mine owner is not as rightly entitled to 
protection as your flocks and your production. Furthermore, let 
me ask, is it not just as well to protect our American mines as to 
rotect British gold mines? the value which we have taken 
te our policy out of the silver mines of the West we have simply 
transferred, as through a legislative pipe, into the gold mines of 
Australia and South Africa and all other parts of the world. 

Look at the statement of the production of the Witwatersrand 
mines in South Africa. See how they have developed—494, 869 
ounces of gold in 1890, and are annually increasing the output as 
follows: In 1891, 729,288 ounces; in 1892, 1,210,868 ounces; in 1893, 
1,478,473 ounces. Then the Sherman law repeal struck in and 
closed the American silver mines. Ships were loaded with new 
mining machinery in the English ports, and went steaming on 
their way to exploit the British mines. The next year—1894— 
2,024,159 ounces were produced, and the Englishman took the 
profit out of his gold mine that we had destroyed in the American 
silyer mine, 

PROTECTION FOR THE MASSES IN FREE SILVER COINAGE. 

The great injustice of the protective tariff system lies in the 
fact that it does not and can not protect all alike. In makin 
this analogy or comparison between silver and other products 
did not mean to say that I advocated that system or gave my ad- 
hesion to it. The question of silver is not one of protection, as 
presented to my mind, for the mine owner, but one for the com- 
prehensive and entire benefit of all the American industrial classes 
of every kind—farmer, merchant, manufacturer, and taxpayer in 
every State, in aay county, and in every community of the 
United States—and if it be a protection it is one in which every 
American citizen except some greedy usurer will have equal stock 
and equal benefit. 

THE SOPHISM THAT “WE MUST HAVE MONEY GOOD ALL THE WORLD OVER,” 


We are told that we must mint money from our mints that is 
‘ood all the world over. In a certain sense I do not dissent from 
is, but the money of different nations circulates but little beyond 
their borders. We never see English money in America, nor sel- 
dom see American money in Europe. It is butasmall proportion 
of the money of Europe that comes here and asmall proportion of 
our money that goes there. Obligations are settled by exchunges 
and commodities, and it is in goods that they are mostly paid. 
Money that would be good in America would be good all over the 
world, for here there is more demand for it than anywhere else in 
the world, and at any other place the difference in value could 
only be measured by the cost of transportation. 
THE SOPHISM THAT WE MUST HAVE THE BEST MONEY IN THE WORLD.” 


Mr. President, we are told that we should have the best money 
in the world. This leads me to inquire, What is the best money 
in the world? The judgment of three thousand years of civiliza- 
tion is in favor of both gold and silver as constituting the best 
money in the world. The fact that they are the best money in 
the world is attested by the further fact that all civilized nations 
in all times have so regarded them, and that no one proposes 
wholly to exclude silver. The question now raised does not con- 
cern the value of a specific silver coin, but concerns the quantity 
of the coin, and as to the method of employing them, and as to 
their particular function. The dearest money in the world is 
thought by no nation, and pa no people, and by no person that I 
know of to be the best. ere this otherwise, we should coin 
money out of some metal dearer than gold. The best money in 
the world is that which the world has been long accustomed to; 
that which has been made or employed in its outstanding contracts 
and obligations; that which in its nature shows that it is fitted 
for the uses of the world, and is eagerly sought by all classes of 
people in the world all the world over. 

e best money in the world is that money which will discharge 
any debt or obligation, public or private, of the country which 
creates it. This is another definition which I give of the best 
money in the world; and we have no such money here in the 
United States to-day either of silver or gold, for the Supreme Court 
of the United States, that marvelous body of mystics which makes 
and unmakes constitutions, and has recently discovered that it 
has been wrong for a hundred years—the Supreme Court has de- 
cided that we have no such money. 

What do I mean by this declaration? I mean this: That the 


Supreme Court has decided that if a man enters into a contract 


to pay dollars of one metal of certain specific fineness, he can not 
discharge the debt by paying any other kind of dollars. It re- 
sults from this decision that if a man promise to pay greenback 
dollars he must pay them and them only; if he contracts to pay 
silver dollars, then he must pay them only, and if he contracts to 
pay gold dollars, he must pay them only. This decision has un- 

ermined our bimetallic system. It has overturned our Consti- 
tution, and has put the metals that make the dollars at the mercy 
of speculators. 

It is at the root of our disordered currency, for it enables the 
speculator and usurer to corner our metal at any time he pleases 
and force it out of circulation. 

The idea of our Constitution in reposing in Congress the power 
to coin money and to regulate the value thereof, and that no State 
should make anything but gold and silver legal tender, was to put 
the two metals into a legislative melting pot, and to have the Aol 
lar as an ideal composed indifferently of either; and when the 
court parted the two metals in legal association it laid the ground- 
work of disintegration, and with $1,500,000,000 of money in circu- 
lation, there is not a whole, solid dollar in the whole mass that 
will discharge any debt or any tax which may become the burden 
of a citizen. : 

THE SOPHISM THAT “ PARITY OF UNITS MUST BE SUSTAINED BY GOLD PAY- 
MENTS OF SILVER OBLIGATIONS.” 

We are told in this connection that ‘‘all the units of our cur- 
rency must be at parity.” We are told that all our monetary units 
must be at parity with each other. So say we all—that is, just so 
far as the law can make them so. Gresnbacks and gold have been 
at a premium recently. Silver dollars were at a premium of from 
3 to ape cent at the very time when the Sherman law was re- 
pealed. We can not make a currency system embracing hundreds 
of millions of dollars, operating throughout the commerce of 70,- 
000,000 people, operate with the nicety of a stop watch. But 
one thing is clear, that we can never maintain the unities of the 
volume of currency at a parity with each other without giving to 
all the units unity of function,” without giving to each unit all 
the functions that we give to another unit. It is the functions that 
the law imparts to money by which it gains its power. Mone 
has a threefold function; First, the power to pay debts; secon 
the power to pay taxes; third, the power to purchase. The dollar 
of debt is also the equivalent to the dollar of debt or taxes that 
has to be paid, but the purchasing power, which is largely derived 
from its functions, can never be a fixed and unvariable force. 

Two things are absolutely certain. First, that it is not by any 
of the shifts of the Treasury that we now maintain the parity of 
our silver money. Not one of the dollars issued under the Bland- 
Allison Act of 1878 has ever been redeemed in gold, and the Sec- 
rotory of the 0 has no discretion to redeem any of them 
in gold, nor can he either exchange a gold dollar for a silver dol- 
lar. Notwithstanding all this, silver dollars and silver certificates 
are now and have ever been at par, sustaining themselves as such 
simply by their debt and tax paying power and by the purchasing 

ower of the silver dollar possessing such legal-tender function, 
Second, the pretense that the Sherman certificates and the green- 
backs which are payable by law either in silver or gold must be 
maintained at parity by giving the holder the right to demand 
them in gold is a mere pretense and nothing more. The Bland 
certificates and dollars are just as good as they are without any 
such Sar existing in respect to them, and it is plain that to 
transfer to the holder the option which the Government possesses 
by law to demand either gold or silver is to stand the pyramid 
upon its apex and to reverse the whole system of bimetallism. So 
long as the holder does not know whether he will get silver or 

old if he presents his greenback or Sherman silver certificate, he 
as no motive to exalt silver or gold the one before the other, but 
the moment that he is informed at the Treasury that he will be 
paid gold if he demands it he is given the motive to demand it 
whenever he fancies it is better than silver. Thus the demand 
for the dearer metal is increased at a time when, to preserve their 
equilibrium, demand should be centered upon the weaker metal. 
us reenforcement is given to a raid upon and the desire for 
gold at the very moment when they should be resisted. The two 
hundred and sixty-two millions of debt which we have already 
piled up is a monumental warning against a policy so professedly 
illogical and so obviously ruinous, and should be a warning to 
other ages against the inventions of modern sophistry, against the 
experience of ages, 


THE SOPHISM OF “THE HONEST DOLLAR.” 


They ar Pa the silver dollars of free coinage would not be 
honest dollars. I answer, the reverse of this proposition is true. 
It is dishonest to deny to those who have contracted debts the 
right to pay them in dollars that conform to the contract, and 
dishonest to prevent them from paying them by stopping coinage, 
so as to enhance the difficulty and increase the burden of paying 
it. Thereis downright wickedness in moving to the gold stan 

and leaving outstanding to be paid on it obligations solvable in 
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the double standard—the wickedness that the Master denounced 
when He said, The love of money is the root of all evil.“ 


The moralists of the stock exchange turn in abhorrence from 
the idea of a debtor paying a cheap ollar to his creditor. Atthe 
same time they rejoice in compelling him to pay a dearer dollar 
than he contr: to pay. t sort of morality is this? We 
can not measure t matters in apothecary scales, but Justice 
walks in the middle of the road without diverting its footsteps to 
the one side or the other. It would not clip the dollar and let the 
debtor pay, less than he contracted to pay, neither would it pad 
the dollar and make him pay more than he had contracted to pay. 
Free coinage is right because it acts without discrimination upon 
both the dearer and the cheaper metal; because it walks in the 
middle of the way; because it is the nearest proximity to justice 
on all sides that can be attained. 

Wherein the silver dollar is dishonest is not discernible to the 
naked eye of a clear conscience. It was provided for by the first 
coinage act of the United States. It was recommended by Ham- 
ilton and Jefferson, and approved by Washington. It is the same 
dollar in 1896 that it was dec. to be in 1792, containing as 
many grains of silver, maintaining its parity with gold, filling its 
office with as perfect functions as any piece of machinery in the 
economy of States, and passing everywhere, without discount or 
discredit, for exactly what it purports to be. It has fought in 
every war of the Republic, and has been the vade mecum of the 
people through all the days of peace. 

I would like those who are prating of honest“ dollars to read 
Balfour's speech in the House of Commons on the 17th of March 
a see the clear statement of an honest Englishman. He 

I will tell the right honorable gentleman why. The right honorable gen- 
tleman tells us, and tells us truly, that the debts of this country are paid in 
commodities which are estimated upon a gold basis, and that the result of 
the 1 of gold, which has gone on during the last twenty years, is 
that creditor country paid in commodities fete a very much larger pro- 
— 5 — of commodities than on the original gold value of the commodities it 

the slightest right to. Does the right honorable 8 think that 
this creditor argument is one which commends itself those who have got 
to pay debts in this covutry! What they ask and what we ask is that some 
standard of debts which could be valid over a long period of years should be 
adopted not only between individuals but between countries. We hold—and 
this is held b best scientific economic opinion of every . et over the 
world—that this would be more effectively secured by the bimetallic system 
than by the monometallic system. [Cries of. NO Ido not say that that 
opinion is right. but I dosay that it is the opinion of all economic authorities. 
[Not“ No!“ If foreign countries hold, as they do hold, that the single stand- 
ard has the result of artificially increasing the burden of their debts to this 
country, they will think, and think truly, that the right honorable gentle- 
man is not so much occupied in main’ ing what is called an honest cur- 
rency as with the object of obtaining a currency which will get more than 
their just debts from our debtors. 


THE BOPHISM THAT “ DEMONETIZATION OF SILVER WAS NOT INSPIRED BY 
It is said that the demonetization of silver in 1873 was not in- 
ired by the greed of capital because silver was then a dearer dollar 

than gold. I may answer, first, that the fact that it was a dearer 

dollar than gold—worth a 3 per cent premium as proved—does not 
show thatit was not demonetized, as so many contend, because it 
was a cheaper dollar. It was worth a premium because France 
was free coining silver at 15} to 1 while we put 16 of silver to 1 of 
gold in a dollar. I reply, second, that the demonetization was in- 
ired by greed if we may believe the popular declarations of the 
lish propagandists. It mattered little to them, originally, 
whether they demonetized silver or gold. They selected silver as 
the metal to be dishonored for two reasons: First, because great 
mines of silver had recently been discovered in the West in Amer- 
ica and they anticipated from them a great outflow of silver into 
the mints; and just as Europe organized a raid against gold when 
gold was discovered in California, so now it egged on a raid 
against silver because it had been discovered in large quantities 

in America. 

OF EQUAL INTRINSIO VALUE 


We are also told by the same school of sophists that all the 
units of money must be of equal intrinsic value. I will reply 
first by the phrase, If you will put the dollar in the silver bullion, 

u will find the intrinsic value in the dollar.” I reply further 
that value is not a substance. It is the relation of substance and 
of function to demand and to use. That word“ intrinsic“ and 
that word value“ are used in most misleading and deceitful 


senses. 

It is an admitted fact that the action of law is a factor in fix- 

ing the value of money. This is demonstrated by the fact that 

agree to the proposition that the consensus of nations, ‘‘inter- 
national agreement,” as it is called, could establish a ratio between 
gold and silver and maintain that ratio. So universally is it 
admitted that the law is a factor in determining money value that 
I deem it needless further to argue it. 

But it is said the United States can not alone determine the 
value of gold and silver so far as to fix and maintain a ratio 
between them. I shall not insist that it is certain that the United 
States can do so. 


Here is a United States dollar coined at a ratio of 16 of silver to 
i of gold. Weare told that it will buy two Mexican dollars, each 
of them containing more silver than the United States dollar, and 
it is argued that our dollars will go down to the value of Mexican 
dollars if we have the free coinage of silver. I draw very differ- 
ent deductions from this fact: (1) It conclusively answers the 
argument that the value of money is proportioned to its intrinsic 
ualities—or “ value,“ as these qualities are sometimes called. It 
ows to me that the demand for money to pay debt and taxes is 
so great in the United States that it gives to the dollar fully one- 
half of its value; (2) it shows to me that the demand for money 
in the United States is at least twice as great as the demand for 
money in Mexico; (8) it shows that the mere function imparted 
to the bullion by the United States mint gives that bullion 50 per 
cent of its w in exchange. 
THE SOPHISM THAT “LAW OAN NOT CREATE VALUE.” 


And yet we are told that law can not create value; that only 
Deity can create it. If value were a material thing this would be 
true; for it is a fact, as stated by Edward Atkinson, that man can 
create nothing; he can only move something.” Les; men can 
think and men can move things, and his change of the relation of 
things by their 5 is what creates value. Meissonier 
takes a brush, a few dollars’ worth of paint, and a little canvas, 
and by tra: ing their relations es a picture of Napoleon 
which sells for $75,000. Who will say that he did not create 
value? An artist and a chisel convert a marble stone into a 
Venus de Medici, and the nations vie for its image. Is not that 
value? Bell takes a wire and a tube, and there is a telephone. 
Are not the machines that spring from his thought value? Value 
is not a simple idea. It is a complex one. We can conceive of a 
single horse, of a single tree, of a single goin of sand, of a single 
lump of gold, of a single lump of silver, but we can not conceive 
of any value inherent in any one of these things by itself. We 
can conceive of two horses, two trees, two grains of sand, two 
lumps of gold, and two lumps of silver, but no reduplication of 
objects in our vision gives rise to the idea of value. We must 
conceive first of the thing, and then of the P aie tong and third of the 
use or desire or need that a person has for the thing and what 
he is willing to do or give for it before the idea of commercial 
value enters into the mind. Valueis therefore a relation between 
{2) a person, and (2) a thing, and (3) the desire of the person 

or the thing, and (4) the labor or whatever the person with the 
desire will do or give for the thing demanded or desired; and 
what a person is willing to do or give for the thing demanded or 
desired is the measure of value which he attaches to it, 

A mind that can not fuse into a composite idea these four ele- 
mental ideas can not conceive of commercial value, and takes 
refuge in some vague notion that it is only a divine gift. 

That the law can create value is an axiom of political economy, 
It is a self-evident fact. Protectionists know that the law can 
create value, and are therefore in favor of putting a high tax on 
the entrance of foreign articles into our ports in order that do- 
mestic articles of like character may supply the demands of our 
people and have a higher value attached to them by the exclusion 
of foreign competition. By concentration of popular demand on 
the domestic articles they increase their prices. Free traders and 
revenue-tariff men know that law creates value and diminishes 
value. They know that if a farmer has $500 to spend and can 
get his goods at 30 or 40 per cent less than he is paying for them 

y free trade you have created that additional value to his com- 
modity and to the land that produced it. The law creates value 
in gold and silver by giving it privileges of coi or taking it 
away. A piano is a musical instrument, but it is not music. 
Neither commodity nor money is value by itself, though both are 
instruments of value and valuation. When the piano comes into 
relation with a performer, who touches its keys, the product of 
the mechanism of the performer and the mechanism of the instru- 
ment is music. When the commodity or money comes into rela- 
tion with one who needs and demands them, the product of the 
demand in the person and the supply in the thing makes the value 
of their relation to each other. 

THE DOUBLE SOPHISM THAT FREE COINAGE OF SILVER “WILL CONTRACT 
THE CURRENCY BY DRIVING OUT GOLD” AND “WILL DELUGE US WITH 
CHEAP MONEY.” 

But we are told, and told for the thousandth time, in the face 
of the contradictions of our history, that if we have free coin- 
age we will contract our curren driving out our gold, and 
with the words yet warm upon the lips of him who utters this 
statement we are told that we will be ap ie with cheap silver 
dollars. We can not have a drought and a deluge at the same time. 


We can not expand and contract at the same time. We can not 
go both ways at once. One of these propositions might possibly 
e true, but both of them can not ibly be trne. I do not be- 


lieve that either is wholly true. It is obvious that the free coinage 
of silver would cheapen gold, for when two things can be used for 
the same pu instead of one, it takes the demand from the one 


and distributes it amongst the two. Gold would come down and 
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silver Voa ROUD in Vae The silver dollars would not be 
cheap, and the gold dollars would not be so dear as they are now. 
The two would be brought together by the magnetic influence of 
an equal function in the ee of debts and taxation. 

3 say that free coinage will drive out gold. Out of what? 
Out of the country? Should such be the case would not the volume 
of gold going into other countries increase the currency there? 
Would it not consequently increase prices there? Would we not 
therefore get more for the hundred million dollars of products 
which we sell? Would this not strengthen our balance of trade 
with foreign nations? Would not this pa wealth back into our 
coffers? Itis evident that it would. But do they mean that it 
would simply drive it out of circulation and into hoards and safes 
and banks? If so, just as soon ae propery Dogan to rise as the sil- 
ver volume flowed in it would yield to that temptation which 
always brings money from its hiding places. It would leap forth 
to get an advantage of rising prices. it were to retire for alittle 
while it would come forth again. But the fact is, the free coinage 
of silver in this country has never driven out gold. It was said 


by the distinguished Senator from Ohio . SHERMAN] that 

millions of silver would drive away gold, but the Bland-Allison 
Act was , and we had $50,000,000, and now we have $500,- 
000,000. ld, nor has gold gone 


ever yet has it driven away 
away for any other p to disc our debts and to 
meet a superior demand in Europe to any demand we made. After 
the Sherman law of 1890 was enacted gold continued to come to 
us, nor did it leave until the ic in Europe compelled the sale 
of securities and carried it ba Money attracts money the world 
over. To him who hath shall be given.” 
WHERE THE GOLD GOES NOW. 

In the New York Journal Mr. George Rutledge Gibson, a well- 
known financial authority, shows that for five years Europe has 
been gaing gold; while the United States has been steadily 
losing it. m 1890 to 1896 Europe has gained $561,100,000 in 
gold, besides the gold we haye mined in those years. The Jour- 
nal gives Mr. Gibson’s figures, and theyare very interesting read- 
ing in the face of the education which is being carried on by the 
gold bugs: 

1 ong th 
The last five years haye witnessed a struggle for gold among vigor 


and Europe has ion of the new supplies of the yellow me 


obtained 
coming from the mines, and besidesa part of our Treasury and bank reserves. 


The te gold holdings of European banks covered by monetary statis- 
ti the end & each year, beginning with 1800, is as follows: 


es at 


$970, 990,000 
1, 112, 400, 000 
1, 232, 000, 000 
1, 217,000,000 
1, 409, 000, 000 

532, 000, 000 

Here is an almost continuous increase in the gold resources of these banks, 
while the gold holdings of our associated banks of New York and the net 
Treasury holdings have declined during this period as follows: 


P TY O -sasin ave cncscassucsey ssnckraeeesenave $148, 972,000 
eee banks of New York, specie, mostly gold.. 77, 812,000 


December 31, 1895: 


pie nes C—— ͤ ——— ͤ ——— . S lO: 
December 27, 1895: 
Associated banks of New York, specie 67,114,000 
————_ 190.376, 000 
Loss within five years <<. <6 A E S E NE TA 96, 408, 000 


Thus we see that in the race for the 88 of gold within this 


he ae banks have increased their holdings from $970,900,000 m- 
ber, 1890, to $1, in 1895, ora gain of $561,000,000, while our chief deposi- 
tories have los Europe not only relieved us of this amount of 


t ,000. 
gold, but of all the gold 8 aog that iod within our borders not 
consumed here in the arts. The production o; goid in the United States in 
the Rieskat Lm 1893, 1804, and according to Wells, Fargo & Co.'s esti- 
These es tell a tale of gold grabbing in Europe, distrust there of Ameri- 
„CCC 
for — kaá freight, and of the utter of any power in the Ameri- 
can banks and Treasury to attract and accumulate gold. The scramble for 
gold, which has been a monomania in hee is doubtless the result of the 
sense reparations for war by the great state banks, particularly those of 
mee, Germany, and Russia. 

If anyone will read the following statement he will see, first, 
that the Bland-Allison Act of 1878 did not drive gold from us as 
the gold men declared it would. On the contrary, the year of its 
passage was the first year that gold began to flow to us, and we 
received from abroad in 1878 over four millions. In 1879, over a 
million; in 1880, seventy-seven millions; and in 1881, ninety-seven 
millions, and so on, until 1884 and 1886 the tide flowed the other 
way but in 1887 and 1888 gold flowed to us again and continued 
to flow to us until the rising monetary disturbances of that year 
in Great Britain caused it to flow backward. In 1889 nearly fifty 
millions went away from us because of the increasing disturb- 
ances in Great Britain, and since then it has continued to flow 
abroad on account of the demand created by European nations 
moving to the gold standard and by reason of the widespread 
panic that sp from Argentina to Australia and Great Britain. 


Clear it is that gold must continue to go from us and pay inter- 
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est to foreign investors on American stocks and securities, and 
we may not be able to prevent it by sny system of currency here. 
The trouble is that if it goes away and we do not have silver to 
take its place it will leave us bereaved and naked and poor indeed. 

Here are the figures as to our imports and exports of gold, and 
they are worthy of study: 


Value o; coin and bullion imported and exported from 1848 to 1895; also 
ran annual 5 of deport ore? exports. 


Excess of— 


ieee 1, 629, 910, 413 

EIR 62, 975,301 «| 21,574,981 |. 

ot 2,700, 8, 370, 785 3,408, 755 

hee 956,874 | 1,015,359 4,068, 647 |- 

3 2,046,679 | 2,513,948 1, 776, 70 

ER , 060, 4,767, 3383 3, 569, 090 

. — 37, 437, 2, 638, 142 3, 658, 059 

— 548, 1, 894, 323 2,427, 356 

—— „02, 570 2,491, 894 -----| 3,081,964 |- apa 

— 53,957,438 | 1,151,797 1, 002, 802 

Sees 44, 148, 279 852, 698 990, 305 

— 60,078,352 | 5, 154,301 6, 654, 636 |- 

FeS 42,407,246 | 7,595,558 11, 566, 068 

Sana 57,502,305 | 3,605,748 2,125, 307 
56,946,851 | 1,490, 188 2, 508, 785 
23,799,870 | 8, 624, 108 42, 201, 930 |. 

—— 31,044,651 | 4,305,252 |.. 13,907,011 |.. 
55,995,562 | 6,189,276 . 5.830,58 

. —.— 97,134,624 | 3,527,010 100, 661,634 | 11,176,769 | 89 
56,558,706 | 1,822,327 | 58,381,083 | 6,495,228 | 51, 

-| 70,127,466 | 1,060,843 | 71,197,309 | 8,196, 261 | 63,001, 

36, 229,676 | 2,706,951 | 30,026,627 | 17,024, 866 | 22,001, 
68, 231,158 | 4,165,186 | 72,396,344 | 8,737,443 | 63, 658, 901 
28,442,776 | 7,560,722 | 36,008, 498 | 14, 132, 568 | 21,870, 
28,580,609 | 5,055,353 | 33,635,062 | 12,056,950 | 21 
64,581,678 | 2,104,530 | 66,686,208 | 6,853, 561 
48,377,502 | 1,171,258 | 49,545,760 | 8,717,458 
44, 472, 088 S84, 677 | 44,856,715 | 8, 682, 47 
32,645,486 | 1,398,934 | 34,042,420 | 10,503, 137 
61,543,545 | 6,437,452 | 66,980, 977 | 13, 696,795 
29,431,757 | 1,745,203 | 81,177,050 | 7,992, 760 
22,359,101 | 4,231,273 | 28,590,374 | 26,246,234 | 844,140 - 
6,632,570 | 2,571,885 | 9,204,455 | 13,330,215 |--..-.-....- 
4,145, 085 442,529 | 4,587,614 | 5, 624,948 |.-....-..... 
1,775,059 | 1,885,986 | 3,630,025 | 80,758, 396 
1,526, 307 738,825 | 2,565,132 |100, 061, 250 
$1,403,625 | 1,184,255 | 82, 587,880 | 34,377, 054 
8,920,909 | 2,679,979 | 11,600,888 12, 734,149 
35,204,204 | 5,787,753 | 41,081,957 | 22,831, 317 

pees 2,741,559 | 5,736,333 | 8,477,892 | 26,891, 696 

os 82, 766,066 | 10,186,125 | 42,952,191 | 20,743, H9 

— 5. 705, 304 | 3,995,883 | 9,701, 187 42.910, 601 
12,560,084 | 5,816,150 | 18,376,234 | 43,934, 317 
54,900,332 | 5,021,953 | 50,952, 285 | 10, 284, 858 

sakes 13, 408, 632 | 8,870,859 | 17,274, 491 | 12,943, 342 

. — 84,939,551 | 1,423,108 | 86,362,654 | 18,222, 567 

—.—— 43,221,351 | 6,873,976 | 50,195,327 | 40,099, 454 

E 102, 068,153 | 6,612,691 108, 650, 844 | 21,174, 381 

— 61,47, 354 | 12,490, 707 | 76,978, 061 | 72, 449, 119 

PESE 55,890,295 | 10, 240,888 | 66,131,183 | 35,146, 734 


+ Gold and silver can not be tely stated or to 1864, but it is prob- 
able that the greater portion of the e exporta 8 12 


THE SOPHISM THAT “SILVER MONEY WOULD BE FIAT MONEY.” 


We are also put down amongst the creatures of the air who are 
for fiat money. I answer that all mayis fiat money. Gold is 
fiat money to-day. There is such a thi gas natural food for 
man—the roots of the earth, the fruits of the trees, the grain of 
the field, the domestic animals; there is natural drink for man, 
such as water and milk and the juices of natural products. There 
is natural shelter for man, but there is no such thing as natural 
money. The wampum beads, made of shells or other commodities 
of ornament, have been used by nations as a kind of circulating 
medium. They facilitated exchanges and acted in a crude way 
as money acts, but they were not money. The law said, let there 
be money,“ and there was money, and without it there can be 
none. 

As money is the only commodity created bylaw, so it is the only 
one which a man is compelled to possess by law. 

There is a fiat of law in creating money; there is fiat of law in 
compelling its possession. 

Money is the one species of property that all civilized govern- 
1 compel its citizens to possess under heavy pains and pen- 

ties. 

Government is sustained by taxation. Taxation consists in the 
levy of a compulsory contribution from the citizen by govern- 
ment. This contribution, according to our usages, is required to 
be made in money. If a man owns land heis not permitted to cut 
off a piece of it and accede it as his contribution. If he owns 
flocks and herds, mines, , wares, merchandise, or what not, 
he can not requite his contribution by giving a portion of them. 
He must have money. If he has not got it he must convert his 
property into it by sale, and if he does not do this, government 
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confiscates and sells enough of his property to get the money that 
it has called upon him to pay. 
No matter who he is, or what he is, he must be taxed, and the 


tax must be paid in money. Money is therefore the one species of 
property that law compels the citizen to possess; else to suffer 
confiscation. 


As Government thus imposes upon the citizen the duty to pos- 
sess money, at the forfeiture of his property, the Government isa 
robber if it does not itself produce enough money to afford him 
the opportunity to contribute it without the sacrifice of his prop- 
erty and his home; and the trouble in this country to-day is that 
with the most wideawake and progressive nation in the world, 
there are revenue bills and billion-dollar Congresses which exact 
from the people contributions of money, and do not furnish the 
yolume of currency to supply the demand without driving the 
on into cruel hardship and into enervating and crushing sac- 

ce, 
THE SOPHISM THAT “THE POOR MAN’S DOLLAR MUST BE AS GOOD AS THE 
RICH MAN'S.” 

Ah, Mr. President, we are told by the same school of sophists 
that the poor man’s dollar must be as good as the rich man’s dol- 
lar. It goes without saying, and is so much matter of course 
that to say it carries insinuations. 

It is a fact, however, that the poor men of our country hardly 
ever see a gold dollar. So far as the mints and our legislation are 
concerned, we have long since stopped coining the gold dollar piece, 
and the metallic dollars which go in circulation are nothing but 
silver. Let us see what the law does with the rich man’s dollars 
which are in gold coins or certificates of large denominations, and 
the poor man’s dollar, which can never be anything but silver, be- 
cause no longer are gold pieces produced. Let the rich man drop 
his dollar intoa fire. The lawinsuresits life. He ma pee itu 
an unsightly lump and carry it to the mint and it wil turn 
back into a new dollar for him. But let a poor man drop a silver 
dollar into the fire or have it crushed by some heavy vehicle run- 
ning over it, and the life of the dollar has gone, and it has gone 
forever, for he may take it to the mint, which will only refuse to 
do for it what it does day in and day out, year in and year out, for 
the rich man. 

I am for treating all of these dollarsalike. Let the man who has 
the silver take it to the mint and have it coined as from 1792 to 
1873, and if it loses its life by aecident, let the Government insure 
it by reimparting its dollar character to the disfigured metal. 


THE SOPHISM THAT “OVERPRODUCTION OF SILVER HAS DEPRECIATED IT." 


Some say that overproduction of silver has caused its deprecia- 
tion. They have not read history, or else have not digested it. 
They do not know the A B C of money. They have not used 
their reason, else they could not think or say so. It will be ad- 
mitted that when there is a bountiful supply in proportion to 
demand of the perishable articles which must be consumed in the 
season which produces them, such as fresh frnit and vegetables, 
such as wheat and corn and rye, the value will go down just in 
proportion as the supply exceedsthe demand. But silver and gold 
are not the perishable products of thespring or summer, nor are they 
an ice crop of winter, that melts when the sun returns. The silver 
money which existed a thousand years before Christ is as good sil- 
ver to-day as if it were minted yesterday, and so the gold. The 
silver and gold that are plucked from the ruins of Troy or from 
under the lava of Pompeii are just as good as if they came yester- 
day from Colorado. A larger production of silver or gold for one 
year or for ten years or twenty years is but asmall addition to the 
stock of gold and silver accumulated through centuries and centu- 
ries. Hence the so-called overproduction for a particular period 
can not affect the market like the overproduction of green gro- 
ceries. 

One of my distinguished predecessors upon this floor, a scholar 
and thinker, Hon. R. M. T. Hunter, once a Senator from Virginia, 
said in a valuable report which he made on this subject: 

It seems that for fifty 755 from 1750 to 1800 (see Document No. 117, page 

rs! 


50, first session Thirty- longress), the 8 180 of silver raised was to 
that of gold as 40 to 1, and yet during that period the value of gold was not 


more than fifteen times as great as that of silver. 


The amounts of gold and silver money actually in existence are 
estimated as follows: 


Gold. Silver. 
£120, 000,000 | £260,000, 000 
150,000,000 | 280, 000, 000 
„000, 490, 000, 000 


So, again, we see it was no overproduction of silver money that 
led to demonetization in 1873 or to any derangement in the par of 
the metals. 

From 1831 to 1840 only £28,000,000 of gold was produced and 252.000, 000 of 
silver. 8 tf nearly 990 to one of silver to gold. Schoene on Money and 
Prices, page 


Yet mark the fact that during this period gold and silver kept 
close together on coinage. 

I read a sentence from Schoenhoff, an author quoted a few days 
ago by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LINDSAY]: 

From 1850 to 1880 the very opposite occurred in regard to production. The 
world produced more than $2 worth of gold for every dollar's worth of silver. 

Yet it was during this period that silver was demonetized on 
the ground, as alleged by the sapient expounders of monometallism, 
that silver was overproduced. 

There is no authentic table as to the production of the two 
metals that does not show that it has not been the overproduc- 
tion of the one or the other that has created the divergence be- 
tween them, but it is plain that it took place immediately, almost 
instantaneously, under the process and action of the law. 

THE SOPHISM THAT OVERPRODUCTION OF COMMODITIES BY INVENTION 
HAS DERANGED PRICES. 

We are told that the overproduction of commodities through 
the mechanical inventions that have stimulated the energies and 
enlarged the powers of man is the cause of their cheapness. The 
steam engine pours into New York from over the land, and then 
into Liverpool over the ocean, the wheat crops of the Dakotas. 
The reaper and mower make a Briareus of every farmer, and itis 
true that mechanical invention has greatly increased all the pro- 
ductions of the earth and supplied them forthe use of man. This 
accounts for their plentifulness, but it does not account for their 
continual cheapening, for mechanical invention has moved onan 
equal line in bringing gold from Alaska and Australia, and in 
opening the mines in South Africa. If we were to stop the pro- 
duction of commodities by law, does not everyone know that they 
would become dearer, because mechanical invention could not 
longer multiply them? Now, we have stopped the production of 
money by law; we have put a ligature upon the mint, and said 
you can not coin a silver dollar. We nore is a stopper in the 
silver mine, and said no matter how much silver you produce you 
shall bring not a dollar to the mint for coinage. By leaving me- 
chanical forces free to produce marketable commodities, and by 
stopping them from the equally free production of metallic money, 
we have increased the supply of the commodities and lessened the 
supply of the money. ence, that which has been lessened has 
become dearer by the inevitable law of supply and demand, and 
that which has multiplied has become cheaper by the same law. 

THE SOPHISM THAT GOLD HAS NOT APPRECIATED. 

But we are told that gold has not appreciated. Not so thinks the 
honorable gentleman who now occupies the position of Secretary 
of the Treasury, and not so thinks his honorable predecessor, the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who once filled the same chair. 

Let me read to the Senate two articles from each of these dis- 
tinguished gentlemen. In the Treasury Department in 1878 the 
then Secretary of the Treasury, who is now a Senator from Ohio, 
went on to explain how at one time he had been deluded into 
the advocacy of the single gold standard. He says, under date 
of July 15, 1878: 

Dnring the monetary conference in Paris, when silver in our country was 
excluded from circulation by being undervalued, I was strongly in favor of 
the single standard of gold, and wrote a letter which you will find in the pro- 
ceedings of that conference, stating briefly my view. 

Having made this confession, the Senator then went on to an- 
nounce his conversion back to the double standard, and to state his 
reasons therefor, 

At that time— 

Said he— 
the wisest of us did not anticipate the sudden fall of silver or the rize of gold 
that has occurred. 

Mr. President, the trouble with all these gentlemen who are 
advocating the single standard is that they do not ever seem to 
have anticipated anything that happened after the country was 
deluded into taking their advice. 

This uncertainty— 

He went on to say— 
of the relation between the two metals is one of the chief arguments in favor 
of a monometallic system, but other arguments, showing the dangerons effect 
upon industry by dropping one of the precious metals from the standard of 
value, outweigh in my mind all theoretical objections to the bimetallic system. 

Mr. President, an ounce of experience is worth many pounds of 
theory; and in view of the sad experience, ruinous and 8 
beyond all the anticipations of those whom this country has been 
beguiled and deluded to follow, shall we not accept the wisdom 
of the Senator from Ohio, thus so sententiously and so powerfull 
stated? Shall we not renounce those who have led us almost bac 
to the door of the gold standard, and allow our experience to out- 
weigh all the theoretical and sophistical objections to the bimetal- 
lic system? 

SECRETARY CARLISLE’S EXPOSITION OF THE EVILS OF APPRECIATING GOLD. 

The fall of silver and the appreciation of gold were the text of 
this sermon. Now we haye another, sir, from the mature and 
clear and able mind of the distinguished gentleman who is now 
Secretary of the Treasury. I shall make no fling at him because 
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he has changed his opinions. It is the privilege of everyone to 
change his opinions; andany honest mind that undergoes a change 
of 5 will always be courageous and open enough to announce 
it. It is not to his opinion but to his reason and to his judgment 
as an expert and as a man of knowledge to which I now appeal. 
T read a little extract from his speech made in the same year the 
Senator from Ohio renounced the gold standard and announced 
himself as reconverted and rebaptized in the waters of bimetal- 
lism. Said Mr. Carlisle: 

TI shall not enter into an examination of the causes which have combined 
to depreciate the relative value of silver and to appreciate the value of gold 
since 1873, but Iam one of those who believe that they are transient and tem- 

in their nature, and that when they have passed away or have been 
removed by the separate or united actions of the nation: nost oe inter- 
ested in the subject, the old ratio of actual and relative value will be rees- 
tablished on a firmer foundation than ever. I know that the world’s stock 
of precious metals is none too large, and I see no reason to apprehend that it 
will ever become so. d will be fortunate indeed if the annual produc- 
tion of gold and silver coin shall keep pace with the annual increase of popu- 
lation, commerce, and industry. According to my view of the subject, the 
conspiracy which seems to have been formed here and in Europe to destroy 
by legislation and otherwise from three-sevenths to one-half the metallic 
money of the world is the most gigantic crime of this or any other age. 


So thinking, Mr. President, I shall decline to join the criminals. 

Said Mr. Carlisle, further: 

The consummation of such a scheme would ultimately entail more misery 
upon the human race than all the wars, pestilence, and famine that ever oc- 
curred in the history of the world. The absolute and instantaneous destruc- 
tion of half the movable property of the world, including horses, ships, rail- 
roads, and all other appliances for 55 on commerce, while it would be 
felt more sensibly at the moment, would not produce anything like the pro- 
longed distress and disorganization of society that must inevitably result 
her Spain permanent annihilation of one-half of the metallic money of the 
world. 

With the opinion of these able and experienced men, I do not 
think it necessary or desirable that I should elaborate the fact that 
gold has appreciated. 

THE SOPHISM THAT SILVER WOULD REDUCE US TO THE LEVEL OF INDIA, 
MEXICO, CHINA, AND JAPAN, 

Mr. President, our pride as a nation and our pride as men is 

appealed to. Iam afraid it is a species of vain pride that goeth 

ore destruction; but there are those who tell us that we must 
scout and reject silver money because it would reduce us to the 
level of Mexico, China, Japan, and India. Ireply to this sophism 
that we have been already reduced to the level of India. By 
behest of our British financial masters the free coinage of silver 
in India was suspended in the summer of 1893, And it was in 
response to their behest, and by the voice of a propaganda that 
was organized against America simultaneously with that against 
India that the Sherman law was repealed in America a few 
months afterwards. The fact is that there was but one move- 
ment directed against the two countries, and the subjugation of 
America soon followed that of Great Britain’s other province on 
the other side of the globe. 

But, Mr. President, as to Mexico, China, and Japan, what is 
there in the cry that we should refuse silver money because they 
are employing it? I have before me the article of the minister of 
Mexico, who shows how Mexico is thriving age her silver. We 
haye recently seen the astonishing exploit of Japan in war and 
are neag it equally manifested in manufacture, and are we 
not old enough and wise enough and experienced enough to judge 
these questions upon their own merit without being diverted from 
the weight of the argument by any such catch phrases as being 
reduced to the level of Mexico or India or China or Japan? 


THE SOPHISM THAT WE HAVE $21.65 PER CAPITA OF CIRCULATION. 


We are told that we have some $21.65 per capita in the United 
States, and that this is more money per capita than we have ever 
had before, and the deduction is drawn from this fact that we do 
not need more money. In point of fact we had $25.57 per capita 
in November, 1893, when we repealed the Sherman law, and 
there is no logical principle ever yet discovered by which we can 
determine how many dollars per capita a nation needs, so diverse 
and complicated are the circumstances which must solve the ques- 
tion. But it does not follow, because we have $22, or $24, or $25 per 
capita, that therefore we have enough. 

irst. There is more for money to do in this age than there ever 
has been for money to do before. We were never burdened by so 
many debts or by more exacting demands of taxation heretofore. 

Second. Mr. President, it must be remembered, in comparison 
with former years before the war, that for a long time foreign 
coins were money in the United States, and that fact is not taken 
18 consideration in estimating the per capita volume of our cir- 
culation. 

Third. It ought to be remembered that the State bank circula- 
tion of the United States is left totally out of consideration, and 
that when the civil war commenced there were $212,000,000 of 
State bank circulation that was doing service for the people. 

Fourth. It is to be noted that our present estimated per capita is 


a very unreliable one at best. We count in it all the dollars 
which we have minted from the beginning of the Government, 
and which are unaccounted for py any knowledge of what was 


done with them; those which have been burned, those which haye 
gone down in the sea, those which have been lost amid the myriad 
casualties of life, are all counted as part of our volume of 
capita money. We are told that in some places all the dead men 
on the registration lists are voted, and in the per capita circula- 
tion of the gold monometallist all the destroyed and dead and 
ruined dollars are still doing work for their cause. 

Fifth. It should also be noted that much of our gold is held as 
reserve by national banks, and can not fairly be counted as ‘‘ cir- 
culation.” 

And I may observe, too, that in 1860 there was $1 in circulation 
for every $37 worth of property; that is to say, with $435,407,252 
of money, we had $16,159,616,068 of property, but now we have 
but $1 to every $45 of property, showing that our ratio of money 
to property has much decreased, and if we take the ratio as com- 
pared to the taxes and indebtedness which the dollars must 
redeem, it is much greater. 


THE SOPHISM THAT THE PRINCIPAL DEBTORS ARE NOT THE POOR PEOPLE 
BUT THE CORPORATIONS. 


But we are told that the principal debtors in this country are 
the great corporations, not the poor people. It is contended that 
the chief persons who hold the obligations of the country are the 
railroad companies, the banks, the life insurance and fire insur- 
ance companies, and other associations. It is the very rich men, 
it is claimed, who would derive some temporary advantage from 
the free 2 of silver; but the moderately well-to-do people, the 
widows and the orphans and the laboring classes, would be those 
who would suffer from its free coinage. The banks and other loan 
associations and insurance campanies undoubtedly are largely in 
debt, but they have more due them than they owe to their custom- 
ers, otherwise they are insolvent to begin with. It would be well 
for those who are seeking to curtail our volume of currency to 
realize what an immense body of debt there is upon the American 
people and how little prospect there is of its payment if you take 
away the opportunity of the people to get money for their prop- 
erty and labor wherewithal to pay. 

I have before me a tract issued from the Department of Labor, 
known as House Document No. 33. In that it is shown that the 
minimum debt of the United States, public and private, is $20,- 
227,170,546; that the annual interest upon that debt alone is the 
mighty sum of $1,166,101,303. In other words, it will require 
every dollar of gold, every dollar of silver, every dollar of green- 
banks, and every national-bank note we have to be used to pay 
one year's interest upon the accumulated debt of the people of the 
United States. If this astounding and startling fact does not 
arouse the attention of the gold-standard men to the dread deed 
they are seeking to accomplish, then I believe they would not be 
convinced even though one should rise from the dead. 


THE SOPHISM THAT LOW INTEREST INDICATES ABUNDANCE OF MONEY. 


We are told that the low rate of interest which is commanded 
by money in the central market of exchange is an indication that 
money is plentiful. Let me read in reply what the Royal British 
Commission not long since said on that subject: 

The rate of interest on permanent investments is also declining, for reasons, 
it is urged, similar to pation which haye been described above as affecting the 
rate of discount. When gold is scarce and commercial activity is checked by 
the resulting fall of prices; the demand for permanent investments increases 
and the price of such security rises. 8 either to the actual or appre- 
hended scarcity of god there is a tendency to invest in securities bearing a 
fixed interest payable in gold, which raises their price and reduces the net 
return obtainable from them, 


The very fact that money is piled up in the vaults and is being 
loaned out at such a lowrate of interest is the sign of the distrust 
of the capitalists in all property and in all industry, and it alone 
is a species of congestion which ought to warn the patient of his 
diseased condition. 

THE SOPHISM THAT BUT 5 PER CENT OF BUSINESS IS TRANSACTED ON 

MONEY. 

But we are told that we want but very little money; that only 
5 per cent of the business is done by actual money payments, so 
vast is the use of checks and clearing-house certificates to offset 
one debt ee another and to carry balances to the creditor's 
account. it be true that only 5 per cent of the business of the 
country is done by money, then the displacement or loss of a 
single dollar must produce a vast disarrangement and displace- 
ment of business, for if every dollar is carrying a credit of $19 in 
the amount of business the loss of a dollar in cash is the pro- 
portional loss of $19 in business credit. The cessation of the 
coinage of $4,500,000 per month or $54,000,000 per year under the 
Sherman law therefore eliminated the superstructure of $85,500,000 
per month of business or $1,026,000,000 in volume of business per 
year. 
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THE SOPHISM AS TO AMOUNT OF OUR SILVER COINAGE BEFORE DEMONE- 
TIZATION. 


We are often told that we only coined $8,000,000 of silver be- 
fore 1873; but let the whole truth and not a part of it be told, for 
we coined at the same time $77,000,000 in other denominations 
than dollars. The exact amount of legal-tender silver in the 


United States from the opening of the mint until silver was 
demonetized in 1873 was $84,709,000, and these figures can be 
found in detail in the Report of the Mint for 1894. At the same 
time it ought also to be remembered why it was that we were 
coining so few of those dollars. The reason that we did not coin 
more silver was because the silver metal could go into European 
mints, the French and other mints, at a less ratio than in our own; 
and in swelling the volume of international money in Europe it 
left our mints open to be occupied by gold; and whether the one 
species of metal went to one mint or another, there was an unin- 
terrupted flow of both metals into money and into the swelling of 
the world’s currency and the sustenance of the world’s prices. 


THE SOPHISM THAT JEFFERSON STOPPED SILVER COINAGE. 


We are told that Thomas Jefferson stopped silver coinage. 
This is another half fact which should be told in connection with 
the other half. If Secre Carlisle may be believed, he has stated 
in a recent speech that in May, 1806, President Jefferson stopped 
the coinage of the silver dollar, but not silver, which was still 
coined in small denominations. 

Mr. STEWART. And was a full legal tender. 

Mr. DANIEL. And was a full legal tender, as the Senator from 
Nevada says. fi 
THE SOPHISM THAT “JEFFERSON AND HAMILTON WERE FOR FREE COINAGE 

. OF BOTH METALS AT THE COMMERCIAL RATIO.” 

It is true as a fact that Jefferson and Hamilton tried to fix the 
coi at the commercial ratio of the two metals. But at that 
time there was a commercial ratio in the value of the two metals, 
and that was 15 to 1, which was adopted in our first mint law. 
Now there is no commercial ratio between the value of silver bul- 
lion and gold bullion whatever. Gold bullion has a coinage value 
fixed by law, and silver bullion has no coinage value fixed by law. 
The law has destroyed the ratio, and silver bullion bobs up and 
down on the market like any other commodity. In 1792 the ratio 
of 15 to 1 existed because free coinage of gold and silver existed in 
the great European nations. When the United States divested 
silver of its coinage right in 1873 it divested it of its legal and 
commercial ratio to gold. 

We can not reestablish a ratio between the metals without re- 
establishing free coinage in the United States—coining both metals 
„without discrimination.” If we must change the ratio of 16 to 1, 
it should be done after and not before free coinage. 


THE SOPHISM OF THE SILVER DELUGE. 


That the silver deluge is a mere fancy is too obvious to those 
familiar with the subject to need much notice. Mr. Windom 
showed, when he was Secretary of the Treasury, that there was 
no accumulated stock of silver in the world. 

Edward Atkinson, who was sent to 1 President Cleve- 
land in his first Administration, showed in his report that Europe 
was much more afraid of an avalanche of silver, from our dis- 
continuing the use of silyer and throwing our discarded stock 
upon its market, than of any other course we might take, and it 
has been demonstrated that the great body of silver in the world 
is in use in the coinage of other nations, which they can not afford 
to part with. 

THE SOPHISM THAT OUR STOPPAGE OF COINAGE WOULD SQUEEZE EUROPE. 


Ten years ago we were urged to demonetize silver on the ground 
that it would create such a tight money market in Europe as to 
compel the European nations to sue to us for an international 
agreement. The objection to the ar ent was that while we 
were squeezing the bear, the bear might, perhaps, take it into his 
head to squeeze us, and that we would feel the squeeze in all 
probability much more severely than the bear. But finally, in 
1893, we entered into the pqucesing business. The bear has been 
squeezing ever since, but has not yet cried ‘‘enough” to our 
squeezing. Itis highly probable that if we continue to squeeze 
for eight or ten years and go through contracting greenbacks, de- 
voi Be rest of the silver we have, and keep up the panicky feel- 
ing in Europe as toward silver, that the world will at last become 
so outraged and indignant that there will be a restoration. So 
astute and bright a man as Cernuchi predicted such a final result 
in his little tract entitled Monetary Diplomacy, in 1878. He urged 
the United States to stop coining silver, and declared that the 
United States will have a grand revenge to take on England with 
the United States coining no more silver. Let them repeal the 
Bland bill and England will be in consternation.” 

Ten years ago, Mr. President, these were the arguments which 


were used in the House of Representatives and were exploited 


through the press of the United States against any attempt to re- 
storesilver; and Mr. Cernuchi’s pamphlet, which was at that time 
very much circulated, added this prediction: 


The very day when no e of silver is I r coined either in E 
particl at piri onge: erin 1 — 


or the United States monome er a 

own cradle on the banks of the Thane that ie will a it will be in its 
ransition from monometallism to bimetallism last 

without the slightest difficulty. England will be effected 


THE RESULT OF THE SQUEEZING PROCESS. 


Mr. President, we have tried the squeezing process; we rudely 
cut off silver by the unconditional ar of the Sherman law. 
The bear has not cried “ Enough!” and Í am afraid that on our part 
it is not a success. It may be that if Europe and if America are 
continually squeezed and squeezed that some future generation will 
come which will rise in the fire of revolution, and that under its 
inspiration silver may be restored. I wish to avert this hard and 
rigorous process and this fatal consummation. It is by the slow 
and patient step of reiterated argument, it is by the constant ap- 
peal of truth and justice to the unrighteous Aa ia that right and 
justice and truth go to their final 3 in this world; and I had 
rather see that triumph won by ul and moderate methods 
than by forcing the world into a fatal catastrophe. 

HOW GREAT BRITAIN AND THE UNITED STATES ARE OPPOSITELY AFFECTED 

BY THE GOLD STANDARD. 

But meanwhile, while we are waiting for Great Britain to cry 
“Enough!” and for monometallism to die, according to Cernuchi’s 
prophecy, upon the banks of the Thames, it would be well for us to 
remember that such are the different attitudes of these two great 
nations that Great Britain can afford to support the gold standard, 
and that we cannot. Great Britain has been, is now, and doubt- 
less will be for years to come, the leading nation in attempting 
to force the world from a bimetallic to a gold basis. Her object is 
pei: her object is proclaimed; and her object is threefold: 

rst, to enhance the purchasing power of debts due her as the 
great creditor nation; second, to enhance the value of gold mines 
in British possessions and owned by British subjects; and third, 
to lower the price of the produce and raw material which other 
nations sell and which she buys and consumes. 

For her to succeed in the consummation of her object is to 
strengthen her autocratic institutions at the expense of popular 
institutions, to establish her commercial supremacy in ali uar- 
9571 aie to make herself, in short, the primate nation of the 
wor 

She is a great creditor nation and the United States is a great 
debtor nation. Great Britain has in her colonies large gold mines 
and few silver mines, and we have large silver mines and gold 
mines alike. The United States is the largest silver-producing 
nation in the world. Great Britain does not produce the wheat, 
the corn, the cotton, or anything of the kind which she consumes. 
The United States is a large producer of all those articles, and 
sells much of them in the British market. Theissueis, therefore, 
an international issue between Great Britain, chiefly, upon the one 
side, and the United States on the other; an issue in whith British 
interests seek to increase the value of British credits at the ex- 
pense of American debits, to increase the value of British gold 
mines at the expense of American silver mines, and to decrease 
the value of American mining and agricultural produce for the 
benefit of the British consumer, 


BRITISH CAPITAL VERSUS AMERICAN LABOR. 


The issue, broadly stated and summarized in a sentence, is, Brit- 
ish capital against American labor; and I take the American side, 
For Briton or for American—that is the question; and that ques- 
tion ramifies into all our internal and domestic concerns. Like to 
like, the wide world over. The creditor sections of the United 
States draw sympathetically to the side of the British creditor. 
The sections which produce no silver show a tendency to minimize 
the subject to a mere minne question. The American capitalists 
tend to theside of the British capitalists. American bankers who 
are largely under pressure from British bankers tend to their side. 
The great cities with congested populations tend also to đear 
money and cheap produce, because they have proportionately more 
money, and only manipulate what others produce, instead of being 
themselves producers of raw materials and provisions. On the 
other hand, the instinctive intelligence of the country people puts 
them on the American side as the side of their interest. The in- 
stinctive intelligence of the industrial classes in cities as well as 
in the country puts them also largely on the same side. Thought- 
ful and ing commercial men see that the ultimate effect of the 
gold policy is to contract and reduce their business, and to make 
it tributary to British interests, and many of them tend to the 
American side. 

Scholarly men, just men, everywhere resent the injustice of the 
gold standard; and lovers of free government see in it the most 
powerful and subtle enemy of free institutions. Taxpayers nearl 
everywhere see that it means depressed prices for property an 
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increased burden of debts and taxes. Wageearners know by sad 


experience that it Sry ena ind and curtails the number of 
war ees as well as the wages of those who are employed. 

z President, I have thus attempted as best I could in the 
hours at my command to state plainly what I conceive to be the 
true bearings of this question. I know that those of us who ad- 
vocate the money of the Constitution, the money of the fathers, 
and the money of the plain people face a battlefield which will 
require men of mettle to stand up to its duties. With a full com- 
prehension of the power of our enemy, knowing that fashion and 
wealth and caste and office are all against us, I yet, sir, would be 
untrue tomy duty asan American citizen and to my manhood asa 
man if I did not thus declare the truth as I seeit, and pray God to 
give me the strength to vindicate it. Whatever may betide, I take 
my place in the ranks of the plain masses of the American people 
who appreciate their institutions and intend to defend them at 
whatever cost. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, at this late hour, I think if I am 
not interrupted I shall probably conclude what I have to say 
in about thirty or forty minutes. I would not have taken part 
in the discussion of this bill at all had it not been that some 
things have been said which I think demandmy attention. Iwill 
come to those things after a short time, 

The discussion that has followed the introduction of the bill 
has taken a ae range. Silver in all its phases has been dis- 
cussed ably. lā monometallism has been treated with con- 
siderable ability. Both sides of almost every economic question 
have been considered. But the only argument which has been 
presented in opposition to the passage of the bill was that of 
the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL], which was that it isa 
Populist measure. 

It appears that the time has come in our 8 when in the 
American Senate the merits of a measure are to be determined by 
the polities of the Senator who proposes it. I ask if that is De- 
mocracy, if that is Republicanism, that because a Senator who is 
the equal of all his colleagues introduces a bill trenching upon a 

ticular line of party pee it must be discarded, it must be 
ounded and beaten and abused and ridiculed without touching 
the merits of the subject involved? 

I assert, Mr. President, that in all of our eventful history no 
President before the year 1894 ever undertook or proposed to un- 
dertake to sell a Government note or a Government bond without 

ress authority of Congress before that time enacted. 
5 in all our history, never until 1894 were Government 
bonds or notes issued or sold without express authority from the 
Sealer’ for the po oua act. Every óne of the American 
colonies, at times when they were without gold or silver coin, pre- 
, issued, and used paper money. The seven years’ war of 

e Revolution was fought to su conclusion on paper 
money; and our new Government began the issue of paper before 
it was three years old. Bank notes were issued in 1791, and Treas- 
ury notes followed quickly after the first bank charter expired in 


1811. Tre notes were issued in 1812, 1813, 1814, and 1815. 
The second United States bank was established in 1816, continu- 
ing twenty years, to 1836. Treasury notes were issued in 1837, 


g 
1838, 1840, 1841, 1842 (two issues), 1843, 1846, 1847, 1857, 1960, and 
1861. For every one of these issues there was express authority 
previously granted. 

During our great war there were many issues and sales of bonds 
and notes of the Government; and afterwards, down to 1877, there 
were many million dollars’ worth of bonds issued and sold, every 
bond being expressly authorized by law previously enacted. 

In 1875 the last grant of authority to issue and sell bonds was 
given in the resumption act, and that was for a p se plainly 
stated in the law, namely, “to enable the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to prepare and provide for the redemption in this act author- 
ized or required.” 

It was not a measure for the purpose of maintaining specie pay- 
ments; it was a measure simply to provide funds in order that the 
resumption of specie payments might be effected. I will notstop 
to read the law, because it has been repeatedly read in the pres- 
ence of the Senate. 

But even allowing all the force that is given to that act by the 
friends of the present custom of bond issues, three years later, and 
before the resumption was to take effect, Congress an act 

itively prohibiting the withdrawal and the cancellation of the 
vernment notes. 

The resumption law has been obsolete seventeen years. I say 
obsolete. I mean by that that it has no force either in law or in 
fact; that it served its purpose; and that the act of 1878 made its 
further application absolutely unnecessary. But even, repeating 
my words, if we giveit all the force that is claimed by the friends 
of the present bond-issuing custom, still it has no effect at this 
time for the purposes for which bonds are now being issued. 

If good for any purpose it is only to maintain a coin fund and 


we have never lacked in that respect, having all the time had 
plenty of coin on hand and millions of dollars to spare. 

But the President goes back to an older law than that, the act 
passed in 1862—a law that served its e and i 
oblivion long, long ago, and was never ed unti 
dent of the United States has revived it for the purposes of this 
Administration. That act was passed for a partic purpose, 
and that particular purpose was pa in the 
of the law. I will read that act, for I have observed that no Sen- 
ator has ever yet referred to it in the discussion of this subject, 
whether upon the present bill or when some other subject was 
pending. 

It is an act of Congress approved on the 17th day of March, 1862, 
entitled “An act to authorize the purchase of coin, and for other 
purposes.” It is composed of four sections. Iread the first section: 


in of checks drawn by disbursing officers 
sums placed to their credit on the books of the Treasurer, 3 — requisitions 
of the pee De ted and settled 
accoun 

That section is one entire paragraph; it is one entire sentence, 
and only one. There is a division at the word “interest,” the 
division being marked by a semicolon. I will now read to that 
semicolon, repeating— 

That the Secretary Treasury i 
bonds or notes of the United States Lather “ie ip eg thee Apion gor Bi a 
upon such terms as he may deem most advantageous to the public interest 

Semicolon. It so happens that that sentence was incorporated 
into the Revised Statutes of 1874 as a complete py ia and a 
complete section. It is known as section 3700. The ident of 
the United States, in contracting through the Secretary of the 
Treasury with the gold syndicate in the beginning of last year, 
referred to this particular sentence which I have just read as his 
authority for making the contract. 

Mr. President, I insist that section 3700 of the Revised Statutes 
has no more force in the connection in which it has been used b 
the President than would a e of law authorizing the fund- 
ing of the national debt; that it has absolutely no connection 
whatever with the transaction; that it gives no authority for the 
sale of bonds in 1895. It was not intended for that purpose, but 
for a wholly different one. It served its purpose in 1862, and has 
never been of any force from that day to this. 


An act TaS poni March 1, 1862. I read its title: An act to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue certificates of in- 
debtedness to public creditors.” 


There is no mistaking the meaning of that act. It is to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue certificates of 
indebtedness, and it says so. 

I turn to the next preceding act, the act of February 25, 1882 
and I read its title: “An act to authorize the issue of United 
States notes, and for the redemption or funding thereof, and for 
funding the floating debt of the United States.” 

There can be no mistaking the meaning of that act. 

I turn to the next one preceding, which was approved February 
12, 1862, entitled “An act to authorize an itional issue of 
United States notes.” 

So wherever you go, through all the acts that were dur- 
ing that terrible period, you will find that the title in every in- 
stance expresses the object for which the act was enacted. 

In this case the act of March 17, 1862, provides for the purchase 
of coin and for other purposes, and in providing for the purchase 
of coin provision is made as to the manner of purchasing coin, 
what sort of proceeding shall be had, and it is this: 

With any of the bonds or notes of the United States authorized by law. 

Such notes, such bonds as had already been goror by law. 
They are the notes and they are the bonds, and they alone, that 
the Secretary was authorized to issue for the purpose of purchas- 
ing coin to pay interest on the public debt and other coin obliga- 
tions, not for a reserve fund, not to maintain specie payments, or 
to provide for ie payments, or anything of that kind. 

Now, coming back again to this particular act, if it were proper 
that section 1 of the act of March 17, 1862, which I have read, 
should in 1874 be incorporated in the Revised Statutes for pur- 
poses in futrfre, the whole section ought to have been copied. 

But it may be said that I am estopped from questioning the pro- 
priety of the transaction for the reason that Congress upon 
the compilation and the revision after it had been made. I am 
willing to concede all of that, but that does not authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury or the President of the United States or 
any other official to violate the plain letter and spirit of the law 
which they and the law officers of the Government, if they were 
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consulted, certainly ought to have known was enacted originally 
for an altogether different purpose, and that it must certainly have 


been an oversight upon the part of Con in 1874, for at that 
time there was no expectation of there being any trouble in the 
future requiring that bonds would have to be issued for any 
whatever. The bond-issuing period at that time had 
and it was presumed then that nothing further along 

that line would be required. 

Mr. HARRIS (at 5o’clock p. m.). Mr. President 

Mr. PEFFER. I see the Senator from Tennessee is rising. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Kansas if he will be 
inclined to yield for a motion to adjourn, or if he desires to pro- 
ceed now? 

Mr. HALE. Let us go on for another hour. 

Mr. PEFFER. I am entirely willing to leave that matter to 
the comfort and convenience of Senators, so far as I am personally 
concerned, 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Kansas leaves it to me, I 
shall move to adjourn, but I will not do so of course without the 
consent of the Senator. 

Mr. PEFFER. I think it would be better that I should go on 
and conclude my remarks this evening, if Senators are willing to 
remain; and if they are not, I shall be left so that I can make the 
motion to 1 when I conclude. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas will pro- 


ceed, 

‘Mr. PEFFER. The point that I make upon this section is that 
it is utterly valueless for the ses for which the President of 
the United. States has called it into action. Lest there may be 
some mistake, I read from the message of the President of Feb- 
ruary 8, 1895, as follows: 


In the judgment of those especially charged with this responsibility— 


The President was speaking at this particular point of the 
troubles we were experiencing in our financial affairs. He 
says: 

In the judgment of those especially cha: with this responsibility, the 
business een is so critical and ae. legislative situation is 80 8 
ing, with the omission thus far on the ae of Congress to beneficially en- 


large the powers of the Secretary of the Treasury in the premises, as to 
oin immediate Executive action with the facilities now at band: 


The President plainly intimates between the lines that the au- 
thority under which he and the Secretary are acting is of doubt- 
ful validity, and nothing but the acquiescence of Congress and 
of the people of the United States could under any circumstances 
justify it. Now, he proceeds: 


Therefore, in pursuance of section 3700 of the Revised Statutes, the de- 
tails of an yeas, wires have this day been concluded with ies abun- 
dantly able to their undertaking, en bonds of the United States, 
authorized under the act of July 14, 1878, payable in coin thirty years after 
their date, with interest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum, to the amount 
of a little less than $62,400,000, are to be issued for the purchase of gold coin 
amounting toa sum slightly in excess of $65,000,000, to be delivered to the 
Treasury of the United States, which sum, added to the gold now heldin 
our reserve, will so restore such reserve as to make it amount to something 
more than $100,000,000. 


The President uses section 3700 of the Revised Statutes, which 
was an act originally passed for the purpose of authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to purchase coin to pay interest on the 

ublic debt, and to pay other little coin demands that were then 
In force against the Government. 

Here is the contract. I shall not stop to read it, but I will have 

it inserted as a sort of supplement to the message: 


This agreement entered into this Sth day of February, 1895, between the 
Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, of the first part, and Messrs. 
August Belmont & Co., of New York, on behalf of Messrs. N. M. Rothschild 
& Sons, of London, land, and themselves, and Messrs. J. P. Morgan & Co., 
of New York, on be of Messrs. J. S. Morgan & Co., of London, and them- 
selves, parties of the second part. 

Witnesseth: Whereas it is provided by the Revised Statutes of the United 
States (section 3700) that the Secretary of the Treasary may purchase coin 
with any of the bonds or notes of the United States authorized by law, at 
such rates and upon such terms as he may deem most advantageous to the 
public interests; and the Secretary of the Treasury now deems that an 
emergency exists in which the public interests require that, as hereinafter 

rovided, coin shall be purchased with the bonds of the United States, of the 
8 hereinafter mentioned, authorized to be issued under the act 
entitled “An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,” e 
January 14, 1875, being bonds of the United States described in an act of Con- 
3 n July II. 1870, entitled An act to authorize the refunding of 

e national debt.” 
eo to sell and 


annum, 8 quarterly. 

me uch purchase and sale of gold coin being mado on the following 
conditions: 

(J) At least one-half of all coin deliverable hereinunder shall be obtained 
in and shipped from Europe, but the shipments shall not be required to ex- 
ona tees ee per month, unless the parties of the second part shall con- 
sen 


(2) All deliveries shall be made at any of the subtreasuries or at any other 
legal 2 of the United States. 

(3) All gold coins delivered shall be received on the basis of 25.8 grains of 
standard gold tn dollar, if within limit of tolerance. 

(4) Bonds delivered under this contract are to be delivered free of accrued 
interest, which is to be assumed and paid by the parties of the second part 
at the time of their delivery to them. =- 

Second. Should the retary of the Treasury desire to offer or sell an 
bonds of the United States on or before the Ist day of October, 1895, he shall 
first offer the same to the Serpieu of the second part; but thereafter he shall 
be free from every such obligation to the parties of the second part. 

Third. The Secretary of the 9 hereby reserves the right, within ten 
days from the date hereof, in case he shall receive authority from Congress 
therefor, tosubstituteany bonds of the United States, bearing 3 per cent inter- 
est, of which the principal and interest shall be specifically payable in United 
States gold coin of the present weight and fineness for the bonds herein 
alluded to, such 3 per cent bonds to be accepted by the parties of the second 

i, e., at $18.60465 per ounce of stan gold. 

. No bonds shall be delivered to the parties of the second part, or 
either of them, 5 in payment for coin from time to time received here- 
under; whereupon the Secre of the Treasury of the United States shall 
and will deliver the bonds as herein 3 at such places as shall be 
9 the parties of the second part. Any expense of delivery out 
of the Uni States shall be assumed and paid by the parties of the second 


part. 

Fifth. In consideration of the purchase of such coin, the parties of the sec- 
ond part and their associates hereunder assume and will bear all the expense 
and inevitable loss of plone god from Europe hereunder; and, as far as 
lies in their power, will exert all financial influence and will make all legiti- 
mate efforts to protect the Tee of the United States against the with - 
drawals of gold pending the comple performance of this contract. 
pare 00 waerect ee parties ere have hereunto set their hands in five 

y ebruary, 
J. G. CARLISLE 


Secretary of the Treasury. 
AUGUST BELMONT & CO. 
On behalf of Messrs. N. M. Rothschild & Sons, London, and Themselves. 
J. P. MORGAN & CO. 
. On behalf of Messrs. J. S. Morgan d Co., London, and Themselves. 


This bill has been treated by Senators as if it were the first of 
the kind ever proposed. But that is error. We—and when I 
use the word we I do not use it editorially, but I mean those 
of us who are charged with the paternity of bills of this kind— 
have not been derelict in our duty. e Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], coming here nearly two years after the 
bond-trading business began, very properly seized the first oppor- 
tunity to press the subject on the attention of the Senate, and it 
is greatly to his credit that he has been able toaccomplish so much 
this soon. I allude to the matter only for the purpose of calling 
attention to the fact that early, even before the first sale was 
made, immediately, the next day after the proposition to sell was 
made, I offered a resolution reciting the facts and asserting as the 
sense of the Senate that the whole proceeding was in violation of 
law. The next day I addressed the Senate on the subject. A few 
days later the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] delivered a 
forcible argument to show that such issue of bonds is illegal, and 
we have not lost an opportunity from that time until the present 
to denounce the whole proceeding as a grievous usurpation of 


power. 

On the 18th of January, 1894, I offered a resolution, which be- 
came Miscellaneous Document No. 39, Fifty-third Congress, sec- 
ond session, which reads as follows: 


“ Whereas on the 17th day of January, 1894, the Secretary of the Treasury 
did prepare and publish the following votice: 55 


“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
“ Washington, D. C., January 17, 1894. 

“ By virtue of the authority contained in the act entitled ‘An act to provide 
for the resumption of specie payments,’ approved January 14, 1875, the Sec- 
retary of the ry hereby offers for public mys agp a anissue of bonds 
of the United States to the amount of 350,000,000, in either registered or cou- 
pon form, in denominations of $59 and upward, redeemable in coin at the 
3 of the Government after ten 88 from the date of their issue, and 

aring interest, payable quarterly in coin, at the rate of 5 por cent per 
annum. 

Proposals for the whole or any peri of these bonds will be receiyed at the 
Treasury Department, office of the Secretary, until 12 o'clock noon on the 
lst day of February. 1894. Proposals should state the amount of bonds de- 
sired, whether ars Snag a or coupon, and the premium which the subscriber 
pro to pay, the place where it is desired that the bands shall be deliv- 

red, and the office, whether that of the Treasurer of the United States or an 
assistant treasurer of the United States, where it will be most convenient for 
the subscriber to deposit the amount of his subscription. Failure to specify 
the above particulars may cause the 1 to be rejected. 

“As soon as practicable after the Ist day of February, 1894, the allotment 
of bonds will be made to the highest bidders therefor, büt no proposal will be 
considered at a lower price than 117.223, which is the equivalent of a8 per 
cent bond at par, and the right to reject any and all proposals is hereby ex- 
prey reserved. In case the bids entitled to allotment exceed the bonds to 

issued they will be allotted pro rata. 

“ Notices of the date of delivery of the bonds will be sent to the subscribers 
to whom allotments are made as soon as practicable, and within ten days 
from the date of such notice subscriptions must be paid in United States 
gold coin to the urer or such stant treasurer of the United States 
as the subscriber has designated; and if not so paid the proposal may be re- 


roposals should be ressed to reasury, 
ing! m. B. 5 ress ag be distinctly marked * Proposals for subscriptions 
cen 
sazi “J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 


1896. 
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“And whereas there is nothing in said notice to show that there is immediate 
or prospective need for the sale of bonds to accomplish the object sought by 
Oone in the enactment of the resumption law of January 14.1875; and 

2. ereas the Secretary of the Treasury has no authority to issue and sell 
— for any other purpose than that set outin said resumptionact: There- 


‘ore, 

“Resolved by the Senate, That in the opinion of this body the Secretary of 
the Treasury has no lawful authority for issuing and se bonds as pro- 
posed in the notice aforesaid.” 


Some time afterwards I offered a resolution instructing the 
Committee on Finance to report a bill ing all laws which 
authorize the issue and sale of bonds, if there were any such au- 
thority. That is known as Miscellaneous Document No. 128, Fifty- 
third Congress, second session, and reads as follows: 

“Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and it is hereby, instructed 
to prepare and report as soon as practicable a bill to re all laws author- 
izing or pérmitting the Secretary of the to issue bonds or other 
interest-bearing obligations of the Government, and to pranin any and all 
— e ‘= future without express authority by act of Congress first had 

obtained.“ 


Later on I offered a resolution instructing the Committee on the 
Judiciary to inquire whether there was any lawful authority for 
the issue and sale of bonds 0 the Secretary of the Treasury. It 
is Miscellaneous Document No. 3, Fifty-third Congress; third ses- 
sion, and is as follows: 

“ Resolved, That the Committee on the Judici be, and it is hereby, in- 
structed to inquire and report whether the acts of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ary in issuing and selling United States bonds in the months of February 
= December, 1504, were authorized by any act or acts of then in 

orce.” 


The resolution was referred to the committee, but no report has 

t been made by the committee. A similar resolution was re- 
ferred to the House Committee on the Judiciary with exactly sim- 
ilar result. 

On the 4th day of December, 1894, the very day when Congress 
met, I introduced the bill (S. 2330) to repeal that part of the act of 
January 14, 1875, commonly known as the resumption act, which 
authorized the sale of bonds. It provided: 

That so much of the act of Congress entitled An act to provide for the 


resumption of specie payments,” approved January 14, 1875, as provided for 
the sale of bonds of the United Statesis hereby repealed. 


On December 3, 18%5, I introduced a bill to repeal all laws au- 
thorizing the issue and sale of bonds: 


That so much of the act of Congress entitled “An act to provide for the 
resumption N pernaan A January l4, 1875, as provides for 
the issue and sale of bonds, section 5700 of the Revised Statutes, and all laws or 
parts of laws that authorize the sale of bonds of the United States, are hereby 
repealed. 

On the 7th day of January, 1896, I proposed an amendment to 
House bill 2904, to maintain and protect the coin redemption fund, 
etc. It provided: 


That all laws and parts of laws authorizing the issuance and sale of bonds of 
the United States are hereby repealed. 


So we have not been sleeping on our oars. 

Not only have the bonds been illegally issued, but there was no 
necessity for their issue, because there was an abundance of funds 
in the Treasury at the time of the sale of the bonds to pay every 
debt that was due from the United States, whether we paid it in 
gold orin silver. There was an abundance of coin in the Treas- 
ury with which to redeem all the greenbacks which had been 
offered at that time, so that absolutely and positively no necessity 
for the issuance of bonds existed, except only to accommodate 
the MONROE and the gold gamblers in New York and 

ndon. 

In proof of that—it is not a mere idle assertion—I took occasion 
in a speech, delivered by me January 15th last, to collect the fig- 
ures from the Treasury. Itappears that, beginning in 1879 with 
$128,000,000, we go on down to 1884, when there was $154,000,000. In 
1889 there was $222,000,000; in 1890, $249,000,000, the largest amount 
in anyone year. Then we come down to the last of January, 1895, 
with $51,000,000. On the last of January,1894, when the first of 
the last three issues was made, there was $65,000,000 of gold coin 
lying in the Treasury. 

Statement showing the amount of gold coin (excluding bullion) in the Treasury 


on the last day of January each year since and including 1879. 
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I have here a statement showing the amount of net gold in the 


Treasury at the end of January of year since 1878. 

ning with 1879, it was $116,000,000; coming on down to the largest 
amount in any one year, it was $202,000,000 in 1888, and in Jan- 
uary, 1894, the amount was $65,650,175. That was when the first 
issue of the last three issues was proposed and the sale was made. 
There was then $65,000,000 of gold in the Treasury. 

It may seem almost revolutionary, and I have no doubt that if 
my good friend the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY 
were here he would regard it as revolutionary, as infamous, an 
anarchistic, but I yet insist with all candor, with all earnestness, 
and with a patriotic devotion which I do not believe any Senator 
will doubt, that there was no other demand upon the Treasury at 
the time when the bond issues were made except, and except alone, 
from the speculators in Wall street, New York, and their con- 
freres in the city of London, on the other side of the Atlantic. I 
have asserted again and again that the United States Goverment 
has been forced into partnership with these men, that we are in 
fact the silent partner. We are expected only to tax the people 
and raise the money that these men want. 

The only need that the Government has for money is to pay its 
debts. e promised to pay our debts in coin, and I have shown 
by the figures that we had an abundance of coin to do it. 

Here is a tabulated statement showing the net gold in the 
Treasury on the last day of January in each year, from 1878 down 
to the time when the compilation was made, showing the gold, 
and the silver, and the amount of each and the amount of both 
that was on hand at the time: 


Statement showing the amount of net gold in the Treasury at the end of Jan- 
uary 


each year since 1878. 


Statement showing amount of silver bullion in the Treasury at the end of Jan- 
ud each year since 1878. 
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Jam frequently asked what are we going to do with individual 
persons and corporations who have promised to pay their indebt- 
edness in gold, and whose debts are due on the other side of the 
Atlantic. My answer is that it is none of our business about the 
contracts of private individuals or corporations. If they have 
made contracts to pay their debts in gold, it is their business to 
get the gold. It is not the business of the United States to supply 
them with gold any more than it is the business of the Govern- 
ment to supply me with flour, or sugar, or coffee, or a pair of shoes 
when I happen to need them. If these men have poe to pay 
in gold let them procure their gold just as I would procure wheat 
an 


corn—by pon out into the epen market, where those articles 
3 sale. e have gold to sell. They have it to ex- 
c 


ge. 
That is one of the legitimate functions of banking, but the 
Government of the United States sae 8 not to be called upon to 
furnish gold for these speculators and traders. 

_A deal of talk has been indulged in here about revenue. It 
is insisted that our trouble all comes from the lack of revenue. 
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But Senators surely know that there is yay little gold being col- 
lected now in the way of reyenues, whether it be from customs đu- 
ties or from internal taxes; that silver certificates are just as 


good 
as gold for the payment of duties on imports. United States 
notes, although the law provided that they should not be used in 
the payment of customs duties nor as interest on the oe debt, 
are used for those purposes. They were so used in 1 the Pastas 
tion of the Secretary of the , and very properly, I think. 
All of our paper money is now in the payment of customs 
duties and in the payment of internal-revenus taxes, so there is no 
gold being collected in that way. 

Now, we may pile up our money derived from revenues moun- 
tain high, and, as the President says, it will not cure our troubles 
because it is not in gold. 

Here is what the President says about it in his message on 
January 28, 1895: 

It will hardly do to say that a simple increase of revenue will cure our 
troubles. The apprehension now existing and constantly incre. as toour 
financial ability not rest upon a calculation of our revenue. The time 
has gece when the eyes of investors abroad and our people at home were 
fixed upon the reyennes of the Government, Chan conditions have 
attracted their attention to the gold of the Governmen 
fear that we can not pay our current expenses with such money as we have. 
There is now in the ury a comfortable surplus of more than 000,000 
but it is not in gold, and therefore does not meet our difficulty. 


The whole tronble—and the President of the United States is 
right about it—comes from the demand for gold, and it is not be- 
cause the people of the United States demand gold—I mean the 
great body of the poopie of the country. They are notasking for 
gold. They care nothing about gold coin, ey hardly ever see 
a gold coin. Probably ninety-nine out of every hundred would 
be unable to distinguish at first sight between a guaer eagle and 
a half eagle in gold coin. The demand for gold comes from one 
class exclusively, and that is the speculative class—the money 
changers, the bankers, and, it is an ugly term to use, the gold 
gamblers. Ican not think of a better word to use, because it is 
gambling, the same as gambling on a stock exchange or a race 


course. 

The President in his me eof December 20, 1895, and again 
in the one I have just read from,speaks about the folly of men 
either in this country or in any other as Ma a, or ques- 
tioning the solvency of the people of the United States. The 
whole trouble, the President insists, and the Secretary with him, 
is the lack of gold, and then when we buy gold and get $100,000,- 
000, $50,000,000, and $100,000,000, it goes out almost as fast as it 
comes in. It was about six months, I think, before all of the gold 
on account of the next to the last purchase was delivered to the 

and it went out about that fast. We see now the reserve 
is nearly down to the one-hundred-million-dollar mark, notwith- 
standing the fact that it was up to $130,000,000 a short time ago. 
We are pouring the gold in with the sale of bonds, and in a little 
while we are pouring it out in the laps of the speculators, and so 
this revolving process goes on. 2 

The object of the ding bill is to stop that kind of work, to 
tie the hands of the ident, if he can not use them in accord- 
ance with the law which he has held up his hand and sworn be- 
fore God faithfully to execute. We—perhaps I had better speak 
for myself—I denounced it ee floor as a usurpation of 
authority for which, if it had a et in the better and 
earlier days of the Republic, the guilty one would have been 
impeached for high crimes and misdemeanors, I heard a dem- 
ocrat Senator say on this floor, Why do you not impeach 
him?” 

This is not the place to im him. At the time the bonds 
were issued the President was Democratic, the Senate was Demo- 
cratic, the House of 5 was Democratic by a large 
majority, and there is the place to begin impeachment proceed- 


in 

But it is said, and that comes chietly from this side of the 
Chamber, from old veteran gt Serie that this bill is gpanini 
up the avenue to repudiation, that it means repudiation. Tap 
to Senators, especially to Republicans, a class of men with whom 
many of the best years of my life were spent, and not until the 
last six or eight years did I feel it to be my duty to separate from 
them on account of the tendency of that great organization toward 
the policy we are now pursuing. They charge me, and they charge 
the rest of us in this Chamber who are Populists, with attempted 
repudiation. No, Mr. President; the legislature that sent me to 
this body was composed almost wholly of men who had been Repub- 
licans within two years. There were 95 Populists in the house of 
representatives. Every one of them voted forme. Ont of the 95 


Populists 83 had been active, earnest Republicans up to and after 
the year 1888. They and 1 ail voted for Benjamin Harrison. Out 
of those 83 old Republicans 41 had spent from two and one-half to 
three of the best years of their lives in the Union Army, in our 
ts le to suppress the most tremendous rebellion known 
human hi 


ry. All of my ambition is to serve this great 


country. There is nothing that I venerate more highly, more in- 
tensely than I do the flag of our country. The Sent Peay of the 
Populist in the Northern and Western States were Repub- 
licans only a few years ago, and there are more old Union soldiers 
in our party to-day in proportion to the aggregate membership 
than there is in the great organization of 9 

I resent that imputation mdignantly. It is unworthy of the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAwLEY] and the other Sena- 
tors who have uttered the sentiment upon this floor. I have 
said, and I donow say, that you men who are insisting upon this 
policy will drive the people to repudiation in the end. I would 
stop repudiation; I would stop all dishonor; I would stop all revo- 
lution, by taking from the hands of the usurpers the power they 
are improperly exercising. That is the object of the bill. I have 
said upon the public platform, in the presence of the people, as I 
say here in the Senate, that this proceeding is not only without 
authority of law, but it is one of the most dangerous proceedings, 
the most dangerous exercise of power that has ever Pekallen e 
American people. 

But it is utterly im ible, certainly impracticable, to our 
obligations in gold. We have now out bonds running Ban ten 
to thirty yan amounting to $747,277,300, and notes payable 
on demand and to be reissued and kept in circulation, to be 
again redeemed and again issued, and so on interminably, to the 
amount of $490,347,296, bonds and notes making a total debt of 
$1,287,624,596, all payable in coin—gold and silyer—and our stock 
on hand is utterly inadequate. 

This bonding of the people of the country in order to procure 
gold and then letting the gold go out again, at the rate of about 
$100,000,000 a year, will drive the people of this country into revo- 
lution. We have not lost the courage of our ancestors, and all 
this noise that we hear and all this tumult that you see—these 
quarrels and confusion, this commotion that we see in the polit- 
ical conventions that are being held over the country in re- 
gard to the question of silver coinage—there is something still 
deeper, far deeper than the silver question, that even the silver 
men themselves have not yet taken hold of, It is the beginning, 
the rumblings in the distance of a revolution that will shake 
the throne when the time comes if these usurpations are not 


stopped. 

3 been argued, and I think wisely, that the Secretary of the 
Treasury is not only authorized to redeem all the outstanding 
notes, but the bonds as well—in silver as well asin gold. When 
the House of Representatives a year or more ago called the Sec- 
rey before the Committee on Appropriations the Secretary was 
asked this question: What objection could there be to having the 
option of redeeming either in silver or gold lie with the Treasury 
instead of the note holder? 

The answer was this: = 


Secretary CARLISLE. If that poli: 


had been adopted at the be of 
resumption—and I am not saying t o porin 


for the P of criticising the on 
of any of my predecessors, or anybody else—but if the policy of reserving to 
the Government, at the bogiuning of resumption, the option of redeeming in 
gold or silver all its paper presented, I believe it would hare worked benefi- 
cially, and there would have been no trouble growing out of it, but the Sec- 
retaries of the Treasury from the ning of resumption have pursued a 
8 redeeming in gold or silver, at the option of the holder of the paper 

and if any Secretary had afterwards attempted to change that poy, and 
force silver upon a man who wanted gold, or gold upon a man who wanted 


silver, and liy if he had made that een at such a critical period as 
we have had in the 


disastrous. There is a vast diff 
8 and reversing a policy after it has 
y after the situation has been changed. 


That means it would have been very proper in the beginning— 
just as Populists have been asking all the time since they have 
been organized—that the notes should be redeemed with silver 
whenever it was more convenient to the more conyen- 
ient to the Government, and not with gold. But the Secretary 
says inasmuch as a bad or unwise policy was begun, that there- 
fore it must be continued. The Populist wants to stop this policy, 
the Populist wants to go back to correct principles, to go back 
where we began, to take up the thread where we dropped it, and 
regain our lost privilege. 

r. President, I quote again some matter which I incorporated 


in the h referred to a while ago. It shows what our people 
are thinking all the time—that coin for redemption purposes means 
the coin of the contract. I procured from the ister of the 


Treasury, J. F. Tillman, a copy of the reading matter on the face 
of the bonds that are now being issued. Here is his letter and 
certificate for a one-thousand-dollar bond: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE REGISTER, 
Washington, D. C., January 4, 1896. 


Str: Your letter of the 27th of December, 189%, addressed to the Treasurer 
of the United States, having been referred to this office by the honorable Sec- 
retary of the Pda? i I have the honor, in compliance with your request, of 
transmitting herewith “a certified copy of the reading matter appearing on 
the face and on the back of a United States bond issued under provisions of 
the refunding act of 1870.” 


1896. 
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You will observe I have jed the text of a $1,000 bond. The only differ- 
ence to be found between text and that of other denominations of the 
same loan, lies in a change of the wording relative to the denomination of the 
bond. That is to say, on a $100 bond the words “one hundred dollars would 
. wherever the words “ one thousand dollars “ appear in the copy sub- 


mit 
Respectfully, yours, J. F. TILLMAN, Register. 
Hon. W. A. PEFFE 
United States Senate. 


[FACE OF BOND.] 
FOUR PER CENT CONSOLS 


OF THE UNITED STATES. > 


terest payable 
in coin 
PICTURE PICTURE ONE 
or or M 
THOUSAND 
LINCOLN, UNITED STATES TREASURY. At tho T 
of the 
United States. 
Washington, July Ist, 1877. 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
————— — e 
Are indebted to R tit... e or assigns 


In the sum of 
ONE THOUSAND DOLLARS. 


This bond is issued in accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress 
entitled An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt, approved 
July 14, 1870," amended by an act approved January 2), 1871, and is redeem- 
able at the pleasure of the United States, after the first day of July, A. D. 
1907, in coin of the standard value of the United States, on ssid July 14, 1870 
with interest, in such coin, from the day of the date hereof, at the rate of 
four per centum per annum, payable quarterly, on the first day of October, 
January, April, and July in each year. Tho 8 and interest are 
exempt from the payment of all taxes or duties of the United States, as 
DER — loe taxation in any form, by or under State, municipal, or 

ority. 


Date of issue 
Transferable on the books of this office. 
Bs Ree SOMES TT as Gedo ei Ca 


Mr. President, in addition to quoting the matter appearing upon 
the face of the bond, I haye matter which recites the history of 
proceedings interpreting the meaning of the word ‘‘coin,” which 
occurred in the Senate and House of Representatives in 1878. 

It seems strange that there can be now, or that there ever 
should have been, any question on this point. But because there 
seems to be now some doubt about it, I have dwelt upon the sub- 
ject more at len than it would otherwise warrant. And I 

ve not done with it. There is some official interpretation of 
the language and some authoritative construction of the law re- 
lating to the subject. 

The present senior Senator from Ohio | M SHERMAN], when he 
was Secretary of the Treasury, raised the point, and asked the 
opinion of the Attorney-General of the United States as to 
whether the coinage act of 1873 in any way affected the terms of 
our contract to pay the bonds in coin. I read his letter: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., April 21, 1877. 

Sır: I beg leave to call your attention to, and ask your opinion upon, the 
following parle as growing out of the refunding act of July 14, 1870, to wit: 
Can I stipulate in the body of the 4 per cent bonds about to be issued that 
they be redeemable in coin of the present standard value—that is, the 
standard value at the date of their issue, or must it be the date of the law! 

Isubmita statement, 3 by the Hon. H. M. French, Assistant Secre- 
tary, having reference to the laws. 

It may become important to the public interests to make the new bonds 

yable in coin of the present standard—that is, gold coin. Some doubts 
tars been expressed upon whether previous bonds Toi under acts passed 
Sis to 1873 are not legally payablein silver coin. This question may become 


t, as any doubt upon the legal terms of a public security affects its 
value. 
Very respectfully, JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 
Hon. CHARLES DEVENS, 


Attorney. 
In answer, the Attorney-General wrote this letter: 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, April 26, 1877. 
Sin: In answer to your letter of the 2ist instant Hime | Hat 57 8 
upon the following question growing out of the refunding act of J ‘Be „1870 
to wit, “Can I stipulate the body of the 4 per cent bonds about to issued 
that they shall be redeemable in coin of the present value, that is, the stand- 
ard value at the date of their issue, or must it be the date of the law) I 
have the honor to pis Ae 
The act provides for issue of bonds “redeemable in coin of the present 


y 

might occur during that e 
Whatever changes in the should occur, these bonds were, however, 
tobe redeemed in coin of the value as it existed at the date of the act. 
By a ad aha aes the holder was guarded i any reciation that 

o place in the value of the coin, and the Government would not 
be compelled to pay the additional value should the coinage be appreciated. 
All the bonds issued under the act were to stand alike,no matter what was 
ed. Each was to be redeemable in coin 
of the country at the date 


understood that there has been a certain change in the co oi 
at and that silver dollars haye now ceased to exist 8 y as coin. 
has been further provided by the statute of Fe 12, 1873 (Revised 
Statutes, sections 3585, 3586), that “the silver coins of the United States shall 
be a legal ener ae their nominal value for any amount not exceeding $5 in 
any one ent. 
otwithstanding this ical change in the coinage of the country and 
the passage of this act in regard to legal tenders, the form of bond to be 


the coun- 


issued by zon should not be changed so far as the mode in which it is to be 
redeemed is concerned. It was not intended that this should be varied ac- 
cording to the changes which ht be made in the co’ because a defi- 


nite rule was given by reference to the coin of a particular 
will pay the bonds heretofore issued under this act will pay the bonds which 
you may hereafter issue. 

It can not be authoritatively said that the words “payable in coin“ or 
2 payania in gold” are equivalent to the words used by the statute. Even if 
this leaves open for discussion the question whether bonds issued under this 
act are or are not redeemable in silver coin of the character and standard 
which existed July 14, 1870, it is not a doubt which it is in your 


wer to 
pony by the use of words in the bond other than those which statute 
provides, 


While I comprehend the difficulty suggested in your letter and the conven- 
jenes that there might be in removing any question upon this matter, I am, 
therefore, of opinion that it would not be safe to issue the bonds except as 
redeemable in coin of the standard value of J uly 14, 1870. 

Very y, your obedient servant, 


CHAS. DEVENS, Attorney-General. 
Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, 


Secretary of the Treasury. 

This correspondence took place during April, 1877. Mr. Secre- 
Sherman, seeing that the law officer of the Government con- 
strued coin the same as it had always been construed in the United 
States, and desiring to make the bonds more salable by making 
them a more desirable investment for men who make a business 
of lending money in large amounts, asked Congress to authorize 
him to make the bonds redeemable in gold coin. The uest is 
in the form of a recommendation in his report under date em- 

ber 8, 1877, in these words: 
If, therefore, the public interests demand the issue of silver dollars—a sub- 
ject hereafter ussed—it is respectfully submitted to — 9 9 oy that an 
ie ld coin alone be paid for 


express exception be made requirin, 
rinci or interest on bonds issue: lic creditors since February 12, 
L878. the amount of which is 850.2. 900. 700. These bonds have en into the 
markets of the world. If the market value of the silver in the new coin is 


less than the gold dollar, a forced payment in the new coin is a repudiation 


of a part of this debt. 
The point that was su by the then Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, Mr. Sherman, was thatin case at the time the bonds were 


to be paid the amount of silver in the silver dollar should be of less 
value than its coin value, and creditors were forced to take it, it 
would be to that extent the repudiation of the debt. 

Congress did not act on thisrecommendation. One would su 
pose this fact to be notice, if any were necessary, to the offici 
of the United States that Congress did not agree with the Secre- 
tary in his interpretation of the case, whether upon the law or the 
facts. Congress did not see that either the law or the equities re- 
quired any readjustment. Congress knew, as all men knew, that 
the bondholders had taken very good care of themselves already, 
and had in 1870 provided for full, and more than full, payment by 
the passage of the provision for payment in coin of either metal. 

Quoting from page 260 of Senator Joxxs's admirable speech of 
1893— 

People who buy bonds do not buy them from altruistic motives. cher bey 
them for their own profit and advantage. They buy bonds of the Uni 
States as they buy all bonds, only after careful scrutiny of the terms on the 
face of thoi bonds, and of the laws by authority of which these bonds have 

u 18st 
And I have read the words printed on the face of the bonds. 


They look 8 ly to the figures which show the dates of payment of princi- 
5 and interest, büt above all, and rising beyond all other considerations, 

ey look to the medium, or, as they term 10 the standard in which the pay- 
ment is, by the terms of the bond, to be e. 

To suppose that such a feature is neglected would be to suppose that public 
creditors, the keenest of men, had lost their cunning. Every bond ever is- 
sued has, in plain terms, stated on its face the authority for its existence. 
It contains a clear citation of the law or laws which constitute the reason for 
its being. These laws are open to public inspection. No ones bo Ge i bet- 
ter than public creditors so well understand the limitations which the laws of 
all civilized nations place upon the functions of executive officers with 
to issuing bonds or incurring debts or obligations on behalf of their country. 
They know that the duties of those officers in connection with loans are 

ified in the laws by which the loans are authorized to be effected. Hence 

these loans are examined as with a mental mic: to see that no doubt 

exists as to the authority of the ofticer who executes the securities, and as to 

all other particulars concerning vg ent of the obligation. If — 155 did not 

observe on the bond the plain p: statement that it was payable in the 

standard coin of the United States of July 14, 1870, they must haye been blind 
e 
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I have never heard a denial by anyone ha know 


of the legislation 
under which the bonds were issued that it is the legal ht of the United 
y those bonds in either gold or silver coin. It is said that at the 
time of the negotiation of the bonds silver money was out of use in this 
country. The sufficient answer to that is that gold was equally out of use. 
It is said that the bonds were sold to citizens or subjects of countries in 
which silver was not recognized as money. This was certainly not true of 
Germany, in which country early and considerable sales were made. 
Germany was on the silver standard until December, 1871, and had consid- 
erable silver in its coin for a long time after that. Besides, our bonds were 
not, either by their terms or by implication, payable in foreign countries or 


in the pone dor those countries. They were payable within the United States, 
and it was distinctly affirmed on their face that they were payable in dollars 
of the United States, 


While Congress took no action on the recommendation of Mr. 
Secretary Sherman, it did take action of itsown motion. In order 
to place the matter beyond possibility of doubt or heh rure; 
this whole question as to whether the bonds of the United States 
were lawfully payable in either gold or silver, at the option of the 
United States, was thoroughly discussed by the representatives of 
the Pa in both Houses of Congress in 1878, prior to the passage 
of the silver-purchase law of that year. On the 16th of January, 
1878, the Hon. Stanley Matthews, then a Senator from the State 
of Ohio, in view of the claims of the bondholders and their repre- 
sentatives in Congress that the bonds were legally payable in gold 
alone, submitted to the Senate a concurrent resolution designed to 
call forth the views of the members of the House and Senate nine 
yars after the passage of the act of March 18, 1869. That was 

ime enough for second thought. The preamble of the resolution 
recites the condition of existing laws relating to the payment of 
United States bonds. I read it just as it was presented: 

Whereas by an act entitled “An act to strengthen the public credit,” ap- 

roved March 18, 1869, it was provided and declared that the faith of the 

nited States was thereby solemnly pledged to the payment in coin or its 
equivalent of all the interest-bearing obligations or the United States, except 
in cases where the law authorizing the issue of such obligations had previously 
8 — 5 res 8 might be paid in lawful money or other currency than 
E Whereas all the bonds of the United States authorized to be issued by the 
act entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,” ap- 
roved July 14, 1870, by the terms of said act were declared to be redesmable 
coin of the then present standard value, bearing interest payable semi- 
annually in such ; and 

Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under an 
act entitled An act to provide for the F ine? of specie payments,” ap- 

roved January 14, 1875, are required to be of the description of bonds of the 

nited States described in the said act of sg ahd approved July 14, 1870, 
entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt"; and 

Whereas at the date of the passage of the said act of Congress last afore- 
said, to wit, the lith day of July, 1570, the coin of the United States of stand- 
ard value of that date included silver dollars of the weight of 412} grains 
each, declared by the act approved January 18, 1837, entitled “An act sup- 
pameng to the act entitled An act establishing a mint and regulating 

e coins of the United States,“ “ to be a legal tender of payment, according 
to their nominal value, for any sums whatever: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurri 
That all the bonds of the United States issued or authorized to 
under the said acts of Con hereinbefore recited are payable, principal 
and interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver 
dollars of the coin: of the United States, containing 412} grains each of 
standard silver; and that to restore to its coi such silver coins as a 
legal tender in payment of said bonds, principal and interest, is not in viola- 
tion of the public faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 

An effort was made by Senator Edmunds, of Vermont, to have 
the resolution modified in favor of gold payments when demanded 
by the creditor, but the amendment was voted down—yeas 18, 
nays 48—and the resolution A ea the Senate by alarge majority. 
It was at once sent to the House, where in like manner similar 
amendments were defeated, and the original resolution passed 
by 189 yeas to 79 nays. 

Mr. President, in the face of the situation that now confronts 
us, in face of the fact that the President himself is not clear about 
his authority to issue bonds and avails himself of every oppor- 
tunity to cast the responsibility 7 55 Congress, Where it properly 
belongs; in view of the fact that the gold which is purchased wit 
the bonds of the people is going out of the Treasury just about as 
fast as it is coming in; in view of the fact that the people of the 
entire country from Maine to Washington and from Minnesota 
to Florida are exercised as they never were before upon this great 
question, I ask who, in the face of this condition of things, can 
oppose the passage of this bill, which proposes to take away from 
the Executive one of the highest and most important 2 tives 
of the legislative department of the Government? I ask Repub- 
licans, they who revere the memory of Lincoln, Seward, and Chase, 
are they willing to turn over to an executive officer of the Govern- 
ment the power to sell bonds ad infinitum, and to tax the people 
for their payment in the years to come, when most of us will be 
gone to our reward and our children will have these debts to pay? 

I regard this proceeding, Mr. President, as not only dangerous, 
but as the stepping stone to monarchy, authorizing the President 
of the United States to exercise one of the 9 powers granted 
by the people to Congress. and to Congress only. I ask Democrats 
who revere the name of Jefferson and Jackson, how they can face 
the people if they vote against this bill, and how they can explain 
their conduct? : 

Mr. President, I now come to the only argument which has yet 
been made against this bill, that is, that it is a Populist measure, 


and I want to detain the Senate a few minutes while I talk to them 
about this Populist party, how it came into existence, what its 
creed is, and what it proposes to do. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Would not the Senator just as 
soon do that to-morrow morning? It is getting a little late. 
5 N I shall leave it entirely to the convenience of 

e Senate. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should like to transact a little 
business before we adjourn, 


Mr. PEFFER. Iam sure what I have to say will not occupy 
more than fifteen minutes, if I am not interrupted. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator want to go on now or in the 
morning? 

Mr. PEFFER. I had rather finish now; and, as I have already 


suggested, if Senators do not remain, I shall be here to move to 
adjourn. [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, about twenty years ago the Southern farmers— 
the cotton farmers—were in trouble by reason of exorbitant 
charges which were made by merchants for supplies furnished 
on credit to them, and by reason of the exorbitant charges of 
warehousemen for storing cotton, and by reason of high rates of 
interest for the use of borrowed money. They organized them- 
selves into what they called the Farmers’ Alliance. That was in 
Texas, in 1875. Their object was to relieve themselves from those 
extortions, and they oro to effect this reform through the 
establishment of public warehouses in which they could store 
their cotton, and use the warehouse certificates as local currency 
for 80 per cent of the market value of the cotton deposited, the 
currency to be canceled and destroyed when surrendered and 
tie cotton removed. This was the origin of the ‘‘subtreasury” 
plan. 


The Alliance spread cee be all the Southern States, and finall 
came northward, reached Kansas, Nebraska, and Colorado, an 
grew to a tremendous membership of about four million in 1890. 

In 1889, at the city of St. Louis, they met in a delegate assembly. 
Delegates were present from the ights of Tater: from the 
Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Association, and from the Grange or 
Patrons of Husbandry, They adopted a declaration of principles, 
taking to themselves the name of the Farmers’ Alliance 4 § In- 
dustrial Union. 

The next year at Ocala, in Florida, they met and adopted the 
following platform, which I shall read: 


ORIGINAL OCALA PLATFORM, 1590, 

1. (a) We demand the abolition of national banks. t 

(b) We demand that the Government shall establish subtreasuries in the 
several States, which s issue money direct to the people at a low rate of 
tax, not to exceed 2 per cent per annum,on nonperishable farm products, 
and also upon real estate, with proper limitations upon the quantity of land 
anc) We demand thet th t of the circula dium be speedil 

c) We deman at the amount of the ti medium be s 
increased to not less than $50 per bog phy me mi 

2. We demand that Congress shall pass such laws as will effectually pro- 
vent the dealing in futures of all agricultural and mechanical productions; 
providing a stringent system of procedure in trials that will secure prompt 
conviction, and imposing such penalties as shall secure the most perfect com- 
pliance with the law. £ 

8. We condemn the silver bill recently passed by Congress, and demand in 
lieu thereof the free and unlimited coinage of silver. 

. Wo demand the of laws prohibiting alien ownership of land, and 
that Congress take prom action to devise some plan to obtain all lands now 
owned by aliens and foreign syndicates; and that all lands now held by rail- 
roads and other corporations in excess of such as is actually used and needed 
by them be reclaimed by the Government and held by actual settlers only. 

5. Believing in the doctrine of equal rights to all and special privileges to 
none, we demand— 8 

(a) That our national legislation shall be so framed in the future as not to 
build up one industry at the expense of another. 

(b) We further demand a removal of the existing heavy tariff tax from 
the necessities of life that the poor of our land must have. 
mo We further demand a just and equitable system of graduated tax on 

comes. 

(d) We believe that the money of the country should be kept as much as 
possible in the hands of the le, and hence we demand that all national 
and State revenues shall be limited to the necessary expenses of the Govern- 
ment 3 and honestly administered. 

6, We demand the most rigid, honest, and just State and national 


vern- 
mental control and su 


ipervision of the means of public communication and 
transportation, and if this control and supervision does not remove the 
abuse now existing, we demand the Government ownership of such means 
of communication and transportation. 

7. We demand that the Congress of the United States submit an amend- 
ment to the Constitution providing for the election of United States Seng- 
tors by direct vote of the people of each State. 


Mr. President, that is the much-talked-of Ocala platform adopted 
by the Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union at Ocala. It was 
adopted, I think, in December, 1890. 

The next spring, in May, a conference of the labor organiza- 
tions of the country was held at Cincinnati. I had the honor of 
presiding over that assembly. There were between 1,400 and 
1,500 delegates from 26 States of the Union. After a free and full 
conference, as we say here in our conference committee reports, 
they agreed that the time had come when it was proper that the 
reform forces of the country should be organized into the People’s 
Party of the United States. That conference appointed a com- 


mittee to meet at St. Louisin February, the 22d day of that month, 


1896. 
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in the next year, 1892. The conference met on that day and organ- 
zied themselves, as they were authorized to do by the resolutions 
adopted at Cincinnati. They appointed a time for holding a na- 
tional convention. ` 

The national convention was to be keld July 4, at Omaha, Nebr., 
and it was held. At that convention a platform was adopted 
which slightly modifies the Ocala platform. There was a very 
long preamble—a sort of stump speech—as is usual on such occa- 
sions, which I shall not read: 

THE OMAHA PLATFORM. 

First. We declare the union of the labor forces of the United States, this 
day accomplished, permanent and perpetual. May its spirit enter into all 
hearts for the salvation of the Republic and the uplifting of mankind. 

Second. Wealth belongs to him who createsit. Every dollar taken from 
industry without an equivalent is robbery. If any will not work, neither 
shall he eat.“ The interests of rural and urban labor are the same; their 
enemies are identical. 

Third. We believe that the time has come when the railroad corporations 
will either own the people or the people must own the railroads. And should 
the Government enter upon the work of owning and eA ANY or all rail- 
roads, weshould favor an amendment to the Constitution by which all persons 
engaged in the Government service shall be p under a civil-service reg- 
ulation of the most rigid cbaracter, so as to prevent the increase of the power 
of the National tion by the use of such additional Government 
employees. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator will excuse me, but he is skipping 
some very important points, I think. 

- Mr. PEFFER. No, Iam not. I want to keep it all together, 
and when I get through I will answer any questions the Senator 
-may wish to ask. Í ; 
. HAWLEY. I should like to have it all read. 

Mr. PEFFER. The platform continues: 

Fourth. We demand a national currency, safe, sound, and flexible, issued 
by the General Government only, a full legal tender for all debts, public and 
private, and that without the use of banking corporations, a just, equitable, 
ann efticient means ol distribution direct to the people at a tax not to exceed 

per cent— 


The word “tax” was used in place of the word ‘‘interest”— 


as set forth in the subtreasury plan of the Farmers’ Alliance, or some better 
system. Also by payments in discharge of its obligations for public improve- 


ments. 
Fifth. We demand that postal savings banks be established by the Govern- 
ment for the safe deposit of the earnings of the people and to facilitate ex- 


change. 

Birth. We demand that the amount of circulating medium be speedily in- 

sed to not less than $50 per capita. 

Seventh. We demand the free and unlimited coinage of silver and gold at 
the present bay a ratio of 16 to 1. 

Eighth. We believe that the money of the country should be kept as much 
as possible in the hands of the people, and hence we demand all national and 
State revenues shall be limited to the necessary expensesof the Government, 
economically and honestly administered. 

Ninth. We demand a graduated income tax. 

Tenth. The lend, including all the natural resources of wealth, isthe her- 
itage of all the people, and should not be monopolized for speculative pur- 
pos and alien ownership of land should be prohibited. All lands now held 

y railroads and other corporations in excess of their actual needs, and all 
lands now owned by aliens should be reclaimed by the Government and held 
for actual settlers only. í 

Eleventh. Transportation being a means of ae anda public necessity, 
the 8 ould own and operate the r: in the interest of the 


YT welrtb. The telegraph and telephone, like the post-office system, pangs 
a necessity for the transmission of news, should be owned and operated by 
the Government in the interest of the people. 

Then follow a series of resolutions. 

Now, if the Senator from Connecticut has anything to suggest 
about an omission, I will hear him. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know the platform from which the 
Senator has been reading, but it seemed to me as if he omitted 
some of the parts and did not read them in order. Is it the Ne- 
braska platform from which he has been reading? 

Mr. PEFFER. I have been reading from the platform as it was 
rinted at the time of the proceedings. I have saved it and have 
ad it pasted in this little book for a number of years. 

Mr. WLEY. Is it the Omaha platform? 

Mr. PEFFER. Yes; the Omaha platform. I observe there are 
uite a number of versions,as there are of the Old Testament. 
here are different versions of it, but they are substantially the 

same, I will say. 

I will not stop to comment, for I shall not have the time, fur- 
ther than to say that the money that the People’s Party demand 
is gold, silver, and paper. Populists believe in the unlimited and 
free sone of both the metals, and if there is not enough of coin 
money in the country, n it with paper money. The dif- 
ference between the Populists and the Democrats and the Repub- 
licans is this: That we do not believe in bank notes; we do not 
believe in private notes of any kind to circulate as money; we do 
not believe in the Government of the United States or the Congress 
of the United States delegating its authority ‘‘to coin money and 
to regulate the value thereof” to any class of people under heaven. 
We believe it is a function of government, and a sovereign func- 
tion, to prepare and to issue its own money—its own gold money, 
its own silver money, its own paper money—and then we have 
good money all the time. 

The question of redemption in gold comes up and we talk about 


itfrequently. Theredemption idea is the product of a badsystem; 


that is, the system of banks issuing paper money. The bank is a 
pare corporation and its paper represents a private debt—the 

ank of Johnstown will pay the bearer $10, the Bank of Smithville 
will pay to bearer $1, and so on—and the law says, correctly, that 
there should be some safety, something back of, something that the 
people have confidence in behind these notes, and hence they were 
to be redeemed in coin. 

But now when the Government comes to issue its own paper, 
what sort of sense, I ask, Mr. President, is there in requiring any 
redemption fund at all? Our Republican friends rae our 
ocratic friends both say that we want money of which the differ- 
ent kinds of dollars shall be exactly equal, each dollar as good as 
every other dollar. If that be true, what in the name of common 
sense do you want an rege ois for? Will you redeem a gold 
dollar with a silver dollar? ill you redeem a silver dollar with a 
pon Cotar And if paper money is as good as gold, why redeem 
it in gold? 

There is where we differ in respect to the redemption matter, 
and it is a vital difference, I say to Senators. As long as we have 
national-bank notes we want them redeemed in money that the 
people have faith in, They have no faith in the private note of 
the banks, because they have been robbed time and time again by 
bank notes, and that is the reason why this idea of redemption 
has come. What do you want with the redemption of greenbacks? 
That is what is giving us all of our trouble now, although if 
the Secretary would redeem in silver, as he is authorized to do, 
and as he ought to do, we would have no trouble, because we 
would have an abundance always on hand to redeem the notes. 
Nobody would want them redeemed. Any man would rather 
have a five-dollar bill than five silver dollars in his pocket, and 
particularly would he rather have a ten-dollar Government note 
than ten dollars of silyer in his pocket. Itis for no other pur- 
pose under heaven that this redemption business is now going on 
at such a rapid rate than to serve the personal purposes of specu- 
lators and gamblers in gold. 

Populists want no reserve fund to redeem their money—no re- 
demption fund for the benefit of stockbrokers and banking syn- 
dicates. We believe Government paper is a safer money than 
metal of any kind. We want Government paper, not bank notes; 
we want money that is as good as the nation’s credit—money that 
needs no redeemer; money as good in the hands of the poor as 
in the tills of the rich; money worth its face in the products 
of labor; money that will not slink away when trouble comes; 
money that speculators can not corner; money that will pay 
debts and taxes; money based on the people’s 3 and the 
public credit; money that the Government will receive at par; 
money that will be good as long as the Republic endures, 

Mr. President, the growth of the Populist party has been phe- 
nomenal. The New York World, which publishes an annual 
nac containing a vast amount of useful statistical information, a 
few months ago 1 the following editorial showing the 
rapid growth of this new party: 

GROWTH OF POPULISM. 


As the strength of the Populists is chiefly in the West and South, it is not 
to be wondered at that so little attention has been paid to their movements 
in those parts of the country exempt from their influence. 

In 1892 they cast a total of 1.041.028 votes for their Presidential candidate, 
Weaver, out of a total of 12,110,635 for all candidates. If they had given no 
evidence of growth in the meanwhile they would not cut much of a re in 
the calculations of the present year. Buta remarkable feature of the elec- 
tions of 1894 was the 1757575 increase in the 5 vote which accompanied 
the overturning the Democratic candidates. In the cee States in which 

e following table 


a Populist organization was in the field in 1892 and in 1894 t! 
shows their gains: 


1894. State. 1802. | 1804. 
A, 42, 483 
51, 15, 240 
59, 52, 075 
85 25 0 
18, 159, 224 
30, 25, 140 

25,601 


These results were on straight tickets. In addition, 5 in — 
Georgia, where they cast 42.937 votes in 1592, a 8 fusion gave them 
96,888 in 1894. In Kansas a Democrat fusion gave 

dent in 1892, and separately they cast 118,327 in 1894, In Nebraska a pings 
vote of 83,132 for Weaver in 1892 was increased by Democratic fusion to 97, 


in 1894. 

In North Carolina a fusion with the Republicans on chief justice in 1894 
increased their vote from 44,73 (in 1882) to 148,344, or more than the total 
Republican and Populist vote of 1892. In Virginia a similar fusion increased 
the vote from 12,270 to 81,239. 

In Alabama the fusion vote of 85,182 in 1892 only fell off on a straight vote 
in 1894 to 83,283. In Mississippi the vote was substantially unchanged. In 
eee 1 0 à fusion vote of 17,700 in 1892 was reduced to a straight vote of 

354 in 

It must be borne in mind that the vote in the off year is uniformly less 

than in a Presidential year. 
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If the Populist vote increased so 
uestion to know whether 


dou y be a factor in the results of next November, ay, if there 
„5 free silver bolters from one or of the old 
parties. 


Now, Mr. President, I have detained the Senate long enough, 
and I will conclude by reading a selection, not from the Psalms, 


ly from 1892 to 1894, it becomes an in- 
has gone on increasing? It will un- 


but from an article that I pr some two years 9 the 
North American Review. I think it a LY regio in the mber 
number of 1893 or 1894, and it concluded in these words, and per- 
haps Senators who listen will get as much Populism in these 
words as they will get anywhere else in the same number: 

The Populist party is an og enero demand that the functions of govern- 
ment shall be exerc only for the mutual benefit of all the people. It as- 
serts that government is useful only to the extent that it serves to advance 
the common weal. Believing that the public pod ount to private 
interests, it protests against the delegation of sovereign powers to private 


agencies. Its motto is: Equal rights to all; fe ater rivileges to none.“ Its 
creed is written in a single line of the Declara: of Independence—“All men 
are created equal,” 


Devoted to the objects for which the Constitution of the United States was 
adopted, it proposes to “form a more perfect union” by cultivating a na- 
tional sentiment among the people; to “insure domestic tranquility ” by 
securing to every man and woman what they earn; to “establish justice ” by 
procuring an equitable distribution of the products and profits of labor; to 

‘provide for the common defense” by interesting every citizen in the 
ownership of his home; to promote the general welfare” by abolishing 
class legislation and limiting Government to its proper functions; and to 
“secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity ” by protect- 
ing the producing masses t the spoliation of speculators and usurers. 
he Populist ims that the mission of his party is to emancipate labor. 
He believes that men are not only created equal, but that they are equally 
entitled to the use ot natural resources yg aor tine ea y ofsu an 
comfort. Ho believes that an equitable distribution of the products and 
profits of labor is essential to the hest form of ci ion; that taxation 
should only be for public purposes, and that all moneys raised by taxes should 
go into the public ; that public needs should be supplied by public 
be served equally and 0. 


1. An exclusively national A in amount 9 for all the 

uses for which money is needed by the people, to con of gold and silver 

coined on equal terms, and Government paper, each and all egal tender in 

geran 1 5 debts of whatever nature or amount, receivable for taxes and 
public dues. 

2. That rates of interest for the use of money be reduced to the level of 
aver: net profits in productive industries. 

8. That the means of public transportation be Vath art under public con- 
trol, to the end that carriage shall not cost more than it is reasonably worth 
and that charges may be made uniform. 

4. That large private landholdings be disco by law. 

Populists complain of legislation in the inte of favored classes. At the 
very time when the homestead law was ed a scheme was hatching to 
absorb the public lands by railway corporations. Scarcely had the great 
war begun when a plan was laid to establish a system of national banking 
based on the people's debts; and while customs duties were raised to increase 
the public revenues, cheap foreign labor was brought in under contract to 
man the factories. Banks have been specially favored. When it was totheir 
interest to withdraw their notes it was done with im . have been 

rmitted to nly violate the law which authorized t existence, and 

is without rebuke. The United States Senate shields them from exposure. 
When the Treasury was flush public moneys were lavishly left with the 
banks to use without interest, and when the great banks in New York City 
needed funds to relieve the 5 in the money market“ there they 
had only to ask and they received. And now that the Treasury is running 
short in gold reserves, there is a demand for more bonds to more 
gold to be used in redeemin ry notes which the law requires to be 
redeemed in silver, thus again reducing the reserves, making another bond 
issue necessary to procure more gold; and so on, as the “money market 
may require. These Napoleons of finance” are playing a bold game. 
* * * * + 


* — 

Rapid accumulation of wealth by a few citizens, as we have seen it in the 
United States during the last thirty years, is evidence of morbidly abnormal 
conditions. It is inconsistent with free institutions. It is breeding anarchy 
and trouble. No man can honestly take to if what he does not earn; 
and if he does no more than that riches will come to him slowly. It is only 
when he gets what he does not earn that his success“ attracts attention. 
Fortunes running into millions of dollars must be made up of property and 
poea mostly produced and earned by persons other than those who claim 


No man ever earned a million dollars. If he was moved to great under- 

8 God inspired him. And if in the per of his ambition he 
effective forces his equipment cost him little. To a great min 

success is compensation. The value of its labor can not be 
money. A strong man's intellect moves as easily as a b. 


Ore ak a are content with little. Vast enterprises which move the 
world are maintained by contributions from the labor of the poor. Lead: 
do but organize and direct; the rank and file do all the rest. Apply the “iron 
law of w » equally to all that work and you scale down the salaries of 
many people. If the Republic is toendure we must encourage the 
average man. 

That is all, Mr. President. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I merely wish to take the floor 
on the subject of the pending bill. I will proceed with my re- 
marks to-morrow. I will now yield to Senators who have other 
business to transact. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to 
the rt of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 7664) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for 
other purposes; further insisted upon its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate numbe: 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 10, 13, 15, 16, 


17, 23, 24, 25, 28, 32, 61, 91, 92, 93, 94, 96, 97, 109, 111, 112, 122, 
123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 140, 141, 146, 147, and 161 to the 
bill; agrees to the further conference asked for by the Senate on 


the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr, CANNON, Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, and Mr. SAYERS 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The m also announced that the House insisted upon its 


amendments to the bill (S. 2928) to extend the routes of the Eck- 
ington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company and of the Belt Rail- 
way Company of the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 

oses; agrees to the conference asked for by the Senate on the 
Hf g votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. 8 Mr. RICHARDSON, and Mr. Curtis of Iowa mana- 
gers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had a 
concurrent resolution authorizing the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills of the two Houses to correct the enrolled bill (H. R. 5731) 
entitled “An act to regulate the practice of medicine and surgery, 
to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish persons violat- 
ing the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia”; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate, 

PRACTICE OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate a 
concurrent resolution which has come from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for the purpose of correcting an error in the enroll- 
ment of a bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dupois in the chair). The 
Chair lays before the Senate a concurrent resolution of the House 
of Representatives, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of apene (the Senate concurring), That the 
Committee on Enrolled of the two Houses be authorized to correct the 
act to regulate the practice of medicine 


and surgery, to license ph and surgeons, and to punish ns vio- 
lating the 1 thereof in the District of Columbia,” by king out, in 
section 3, lines land 2, “lst day of — 7 ro and inserting * of this 
act”; in section 12, after the w Columbia.“ strike out “nor to med- 


„ I ask that the resolution be now consid- 
erde 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HILL. What is the resolution? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iwill say to the Senator that it is simply 
to correct an error made by the enroliment clerk of the House of 
Representatives in the bill to regulate the practice of medicine 
and surgery in the District of Columbia. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and con- 
curred in. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. Iask the Chair to lay before the Senate the mes- 
sage of the House of Representatives in relation to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives, agreeing to the report of the 
committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two 
Honses on certain amendments to the bill (H. R.7664) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, insist- 
ing upon its disagreement to certain amendments, and agreeing 
to the further conference asked by the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. It requires no action, as the Senate has asked for 
the conference. 

JOHN N, QUACKENBUSH, 


Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 6739) for the relief of John N. Quacken- 
bush, late a commander in the United States Navy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for infor- 
mation. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of law regulating re in 
of com ers 


late a commander in the Navy of the United Sta 
rank of commander in the United States Navy as the date of August 1, 
1883, and to place him on the retired list of the Navy as of the date of the 
approval of this act: Provided, That he ve no pay or emoluments 
except from the date of such retirement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
for unanimous consent that the bill be now considered? 

Mr. SMITH. I should like to ask if the bill was reported by 
the Committee on Naval Affairs? z j 

Mr. LODGE. It was reported unanimously by the Judiciary 
Committee, to whom it was referred. 

Mr, MITCHELL of Oregon. It was reported from the House 
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Judiciary Committee and sent to the Judiciary Committee in the 
Senate. A similar bill has been before that committee heretofore 
on several occasions and has been reported unanimously. 

Mr. LODGE. A similar bill passed the Senate heretofore. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregen. It is a House bill, a merito- 
rious bill, I think, and that seemed to be the judgment of each 
member of the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I never before knew a bill of this character to 
be referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. SMITH. That is the reason why I raise the question as to 
its reference. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. A similar bill has been before the 
Judiciary Committee heretofore at various sessions of the Senate, 

Mr. HAWLEY. It suspends the number of commanders to be 
appointed in the United States naval service “for the purpose of 
this act only, and only so far as they affect John N. Quackenbush, 
and the President of the United States is hereby authorized, in the 
exercise of his discretion and judgment, to nominate, and by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate to a pony said John N. 
Quackenbush, late a commander in the Navy of the United States, 
to the same grade and rank of commander in the United States 
Navy as of the date of August 1, 1883.” 

The Committee on the Judiciary has probably done the right 
thing, but it is not the committee to which the bill should go. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There are some legal questions 
involved in the case. 

Mr. LODGE. I think it purely a legal question that was in- 
volved in this case. 

HILL. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] said 
he knew all about the matter, and I think that was one reason 
why the measure was referred to our committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There are a good many Senators who have 
been obliged to learn all about it for several years past. Some of 
them are on the Naval Committee. 3 

Mr. SMITH. I have no desire to object to the bill. I merely 
raised the question as to the committee which had it under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not know that I have an objection to the 
bill, but I do protest against its coming from the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to 
the present consideration of the bill, and 

. SEWELL. I should like to know from the Senator from 
Massachusetts what date the pay accrues from, whether from 
1883 or from the ge of the bill? 

Mr. LODGE. ‘om the passago of the bill. If it does not so 
provide I will have it amended. 

Mr. SEWELL. It seems to me that it dates back to the time 
of retirement. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It carries no back pay or any- 
thing of that kind, 

Mr. LODGE. It carries no back 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
against. i 

Mr. SEWELL. Let the clause at the end be read. 

Mr. LODGE. If it does not so provide it should be amended. 
I understood that it was so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
proviso, as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Provided, That he shall receive no pay or emoluments except from the date 


of such retirement. 

Mr. SEWELL. That would carry it back to 1883. It should 
be amended so as to read: ‘‘except from the date of the passage 
of this act.” 

Mr. LODGE. I suggest that the bill be so amended. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Let that amendment be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. * The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out, in line 17, the words such retire- 
ment” and insert passage of this act”; so as to make the proviso 


ay. 
at is particularly guarded 


Provided, That he shall receive no pay or emoluments except from the date 
of the passage of this act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishould like to ask the Senator in charge of 
the bill whether it would be necessary for the President to send 
his name to the Senate for confirmation or if the bill makes him 
an officer to be placed on the retired list without confirmation? 

Mr. LODGE, No; the appointment would have to be sent to the 
Senate for confirmation. It simply gives the President the power 
to appoint him in his discretion. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I think the bill should be amended so 
that the pay shall begin after the date of the confirmation by the 
Senate rather than from the passage of the act. 


XXVITI—367 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair nagone to the Sena- 


tor from Iowa that all this discussion isoutof order. Unanimous 
consent has not yet been given for the consideration of the bill. 
_Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Ido not object to its considera- 


tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BATE. I do not think the bill should be taken up now un- 
der the circumstances. I do not know that I erpat it. I do not 
want it understood that I oppose the bill, but I object to the i = 
ularity by which it comes here from another committee when it 
is the universal custom of the Senate to send a mili bill to the 
Military Committee and bills relating to matters of the Navy to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. That committee has not seen 
it. I know it comes from a good committee, of course, but it is 
HoW itis out of the usual course, and I do not think the bill 
ought to be considered in a slim Senate, as is the case this evening. 

Mr. LODGE. I trust the Senator from Tennessee will not o 
ject. A similar bill was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary in a former Congress. It went to the House Judiciary Com- 
mittee, and therefore it was referred to the Judiciary Committee 
of the Senate. No objection was made to the reference. 

Mr. BATE. Will the Senator give me any reason for sending 
the bill to the Judiciary Committee instead of the Naval Com- 


mittee? 

Mr. LODGE. There is no reason that I am aware of except 
that it came from the House Judiciary Committee and was re- 
ferred at the desk as a matter of course to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee of the Senate. There was no objection made at the time. 
There was no objection made subsequently. The Judiciary Com- 
mittee dealt with it. There was no objection made by any mem- 
ber of the Naval Committee. There is no objection © now, 
so far as I am aware. The bill has been considered in the Sen- 
ate several times before, always favorably, and it always ee 
Thope that the Senator from Tennessee will allow it to be con- 
sidered and the amendment made, so that it may be sent back to 
the House with the amendment and go into conference. 

Mr. BATE. It is certainly a bad precedent to send bills of that 
nature to the Judiciary Committee. It is setting a precedent 
here which will certainly be very bad in its operation. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator will see that itis a 
pr which has always been considered by that committee in both 

ouses. 

Mr. BATE. I do not want to interpose any objection to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts 8 LODGE]. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] sug 
that it should be amended so as to read “from the date of con- 
firmation by the Senate,” which I think is a proper amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In the proviso, at the end of the bill, it is 
proposed to strike out the words“ such retirement,” after date 
of,” and insert his confirmation by the Senate.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I move that the Senate request a 
conference with the House of Representatives on the bill and 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. MITCHELL 
of Oregon, Mr. LODGE, and Mr. Puau were appointed. 

Mr. HILL. I call the attention of the Chair to the very dan- 
gerous precedent that has been established this afternoon, namely, 
the appointment of a Senator who is not a member of the com- 
mittee which reported the bill as a member of a conference com- 
mittee. The bill was reported from the Judiciary Committee. 
The Judiciary Committee had charge of it. Following the uni- 
versal rule, the members of the Judiciary Committee should have 
been appointed, whereas the Chair appointed the Senator from 

usetts [Mr. Loper]. Mr. President, I congratulate the 
Senate upon the establishment of that precedent. It is a very 
good one and AS to be followed in the future. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the 
Senator from New York that no new precedent has been estab- 
lished by the Chair. It has been the custom of the Senate for a 
great many years to appoint other than a member of the commit- 
tee reporting a bill on the conference committee, 


F111 ĩ²¹1.ꝛ. a, ee ere . . el ee 


a 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 28, 


Mr. HILL. Iam very glad to hear it, Mr. President. I was 
looking in vain for a precedent. | 
3 ä Particularly where they take great interest 
the bill—— 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It is no new precedent. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Then the Presiding 
side of the committee which nursed the bill. 

Mr. HILL. I think he ought to go outside of the committee 
most of the time. That is my judgmentaboutit. Icongratulate 
= Chair upon following previous precedents, but not late prece- 

nis. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that he has 
not established any new precedent, 

B. F. DOWELL. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Iask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bill (S. 715) for the relief of B. F. Dowell. It 
is a brief bill for a constituent of mine. Itis very short. 

Mr. BATE, I do not want to interfere with that bill, but it is 
nearly half past 6 o’clock, and time to adjourn. There are not 
many Senators . 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I hope the Senator from Tennes- 
see will not object. 

Mr. BATE. Ido not; but I give notice now that after the Sen- 
ator gets his bill through I shall make a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Al right; I will join the Senator 


en. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill indi- 
cated by him. Is there objection? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The preamble recites that the United States, by B. F. Dowell, 

rosecntor, recovered judgment against W. C. Griswold in the 
Ristrict court of the United States forthe district of Oregon, under 
section 3490 of the Revised Statutes, for the sum of $35,228 and 
costs, and upward of $15,000 is still due B. F. Dowell on the judg- 
ment, and the United States has compromised its half of the judg- 
ment without including the following-described appropriation, 
namely: By House Executive Document No. 30, Forty-fifth Con- 
ass, third session, and by an act of Congress of the 3d of March, 
1879 (18 Statutes, page 481), there was due, allowed, and appro- 
priated for W. C. Griswold the sum of $2,104.32, and on the 21st 
of June, 1891, this sum was turned into the Treasury as a special 
fund that should be set off against the judgment against Griswold 
and paid to B. F. Dowell according to the statute in such case 
made and provided. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury to set off the sum 
of $2,104.82 against the judgment against Griswold, and provides 
that the sum shall be paid out of the special deposit to B. F. 
Dowell. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BATE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 20 minutes 
p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, May 29, 1896, 
at 12 o’clock meridian. 


cer ought to go out- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, May 28, 1896. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


Henry N. COUDEN. 

The SP. The Clerk will read the Journal of yesterday’s 
S z 

Mr. KEM. Ifin order, Mr. Speaker, I make the point that there 
is no quorum present. 

Mr. HARDY. I object. [Lau 7 

The SPEAKER, having counted the House and ascertained the 
presence of a quorum, directed the Clerk to read the Journal. 

The Journal was read and approved. 


SHELTER FOR HOMELESS CITIZENS OF ST. LOUIS. 


Mr. JOY. Lask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Secre ot War be, and is harob authorized to lend to the mayors of the 
cities of tSt Louis, III., and St. Louis, Mo., and vicinity, under such reg- 
ulations and restrictions as he may deem proper, a sufficient number of tents 
to temporarily shelter such citizens of said cities as may have lost their 
homes by the Tornado of yesterday, and to render such other relief in the 
premises as he may deem necessary. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this resolution? It requires unanimous consent. [A 
pause.] The Chair hears no objection, 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. There having been no objection made to 
the consideration of this resolution, I hope it will be adopted. I 
called on the Secretary of War this poses company with my 
8 [Mr. HUBBARD], and was assured that if Congress would 
give the necessary authority, the War Department would place 
eight or ten boats 

r. KEM. Irise toa point of order. We can not hear what 
the gentleman is saying. 

The SPEAKER. The House seems to be in order. 

Mr. KEM. T hope the gentleman will speak louder. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I was saying that the Secretary of War, 
or rather his assistant (he himself not being present), assnred my 
colleague [Mr. HUBBARD] and myself this morning that eight or 
ten boats, which are now used for the purpose of Mississippi River 
improvement near Jefferson City, Mo., could be sent to St. Louis 
immediately to render such aid and relief as may be possible. For 
this reason Í trust that Congress will, by the adoption of this reso- 
lution, give the War Department the necessary authority. 

I shall alsoon behalf of my colleague and myself ask the House 
for leave of absence. My colleague, being a medical man, will 
probably be able to render valuable individual assistance; because 
our information is to the effect that the physicians there are una- 
ble to attend to the needs of the wounded. I trust the resolution 
will be adopted. 

The question being taken, the resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. BARTHOLDT, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. CANNON, I ask unanimous consent to be allowed two 
minutes for the purpose of making a statement in reference to 
the misquoting of the Recorp of the Fifty-first and Fiftieth Con- 
gresses, as it appears in the RECORD of this morning. 

Sw) SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. LEWIS and Mr. KEM objected. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
8 [Mr. LEWIS] and the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 

E 


MI. 
a 5 proceeding to make some remarks, was called to 
order by 
The SPEAKER, who said: The gentleman after making ob- 
jection can not discuss the matter himself. The Reporters will 
not put the gentleman’s remarks in the RECORD, 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. I now call up the conference rt on the 
sundry civil appropriation bill. e House was dividing yester- 
day on a motion to concur in the Senate amendment appropri- 
ating $5,000 for approaches to the court-house at Martinsburg, 

Va. The presence of no quorum was developed, and the 
House adjourned. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For court-house and post-office at Martinsburg, W. Va.: For completion of 
approaches, $5,000. = 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion that the House 
recede from its disagreement to this amendment and concur with 
the amendment. 

The question being taken, the motion was agreed to; there be- 
ing—ayes 92, noes 25. 

he SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next amendment on 
which a te vote is demanded. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For court-house at Sa IF , $25,000; 
the limit of cost of 3 con ona ot belting, MEMON and 

Mr. CANNON. Does the 88 from Georgia, who asked 
a separate vote on this amendment, desire any time? 

Mr. LESTER. Iwonld like a fewminutes to discuss the matter. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentleman five minutes, or so 
much time as may be necessary to explain the amendment. 

Mr. LESTER. Mr. Speaker, this amendment relates to the 
construction of the public building in the city of Savannah, Ga., 
and my motion is that the House recede from its disagreement to 


| the Senate amendment and concur in the same. 


This is one of the amendments in the sundry civil bill, and pro- 
poe an increase of the limit in the construction of the court- 
ouse and post-office building in the city of Savannah. The limit 
fixed by the original act providing for this building (and it has 
been about ten years under construction and is partly finished at 
this time) was fixed at $400,000. When bids were called for for 
the porpora of facing the building, alternate bids were had both 
for brick and marble. It was discovered on an investigation of 
the bids for the marble coating that they involved more than the 
amount authorized by law for this expenditure by the Treasur 
ay ap aie to the extent of about $100,000. The bids to finish it 
with brick were accepted. It was understood that the bids for 
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marble would be accepted if Congress within a certain time (that 
is, by the 1st of June, 1896) would extend the limit of the appropria- 
tion so as to permit the structure to be of marble, as it ought to be, 
instead of brick. ae 

The amendment of the Senate now proposes to extend the limit 
of the cost of the building from $400,000 to $500,000, in order that 
the finishing may be of marble instead of brick. It was the con- 
templation and expectation of every one concerned in the matter 
(a the whole people of the United States are concerned in this, 
because it is a pee building of the United States) that this 
building should be finished with stone or marble as a building of 
that character and size ouens to be constructed. Brick is not a 
proper material (and in that suggestion I think the House will 
agree) out of which a structure of this kind should be finished. 
But in order to have marble and not brick it is necessary to ex- 
tend the limit of cost to the amount contemplated in this amend- 
ment. 

In August last, when it was discovered that the limit of appro- 
priation was not sufficient (and the cause of its not being suff- 
cient, I may state, was due to the fact that the site was changed 
and much money lost on that account, a loss to the building, for 
otherwise the $400,000 would have been sufficient to finish it in 
marble; but, as I have said, the money was expended on another 
site, the location having been changed)—but in August last, when 
it was discovered that the appropriation was not sufficient, a 
communication was addressed by the Secretary of the Treasury 
to the contractors, to which I will refer in a moment, upon this 
subject. So the situation now is whether this building shall be of 
brick or of marble. All will agree, I think, that it ought to be of 
marble, and in order to provide marble for it the extension of the 
limit is necessary. That is the purpose I have in view in asking 
the House to recede from its disagreement to the Senate amend- 
ment. 

In Angust of last year bids were advertised for to do the finish- 
ing. The groundwork and under structure had already been 
finished of stone. These bids were sent in and (I think it was in 
August) were accepted. Now the Secretary of the Treasury, 
concurring in the view that this building should be of marble or 
stone, addressed a letter to the contractors for the purpose of 
ascertaining whether or not they would stand by their alterna- 
tive bids for marble instead of brick—they having already re- 
ceived the contract for the brick, and were about to begin the 
work. They replied that they would doso, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury made an arrangement with the contractors to withhold 
their right to carry on the contract until the 1st of June of this 

ear, 80 that if this Congress would extend the limit the struc- 

ure could be finished in marble. They agreed todoit, and that is 
the present situation. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, on the Ist day of June the time expires, and 
unless Congress extends the limit the building will have to be 
finished of brick, as I am sure all will agree it ought not to be. I 
would be very glad, and would consent cheerfully, to join with 
gentlemen who say that they can not have their public buildings 
this session of Congress for certain reasons, and would be per- 
fectly willing to wait until the next session of Congress to urge 
this matter if it were not for the facts I have stated, namely, that 
unless the limit is extended before the 1st of June nothing can be 
done thereafter on the subject, but the building will have to be 
finished of brick. 

I ask the House, therefore, to recede from its disagreement to 
the 0 amendment and concur in the same for the reasons 
stated. 

Mr. POWERS. How much is the appropriation proposed in 
the amendment? 

Mr. LESTER. This proposes to increase the limit of the appro- 
ohn from four hundred thousand to five hundred thousand 
ollars. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield now five minutes, or so much time as 
he may desire, to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Henry]. 

Mr. NRY of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, this case, it seems to me, 
is not such a one as requires the House to step outside of the ordi- 
nary rule and make an exception in its favor. The limit of cost 
is provided at $400,000 for this building. Now, it is sought by the 
adoption of the Senate amendment to extend this limit to $500,000, 
for the purpose, it is said, of making it a stone building instead of 
a brick one. There is no reason why the ent could not 
wait until the next session of this Congress, if they desire to do so, 
in letting the contract for the finishing of the building. There 
are many towns and cities in the land that would be glad to have 
a limit of $400,000 for a building, instead of $500,000. 

Mr. LESTER, Will the gentleman allow me one question? 
Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Yes. 

Mr. LESTER. I know the gentleman does not wish to mis- 
represent anything. He says there is no reason why the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury should not wait until another time before 
giving out these bids. The truth about the matter is, that the 
bids haye already been taken and the contract has already been 


signed. It was 3 an agreement to extend the time for com- 


mencing the work from last August until June that the matter 
has been delayed this long. On the ist of June, unless action is 
taken before that time, the contractor will go on with the con- 
struction of the brickwork, and the Secretary of the Treasury 
can not prevent it. 

Mr. NRY of Indiana. The gentleman has answered the ob- 
jection himself. The contractor has agreed to wait until the 1st 
of June in order that he may build a stone building. If he is 
2 to do that, he will be willing to extend the time. It is by 
mu ment and common consent. 

Mr. LESTER. If the gentleman will make that arrangement, 
I shall say nothing more about this business, 

Mr. RY of Indiana. I am not making the arrangements. 
I am not managing the building of that structure and shall not 
go into that part of it; but, Mr. Speaker, the point is here: No 
exception should be made of this case. Let it stand where it is. 
If they want to continue it longer than the Ist of June, to have 
it considered further at the next session of Congress, all well and 
good. Or if, on the contrary, they want to go ahead and build a 
brick building, let them do that; but let us not make an exception 
at this late day in the session, when we can not properly consider 
these questions. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, one word. This is on all fours 
with the Camden building, except that the Camden building has 
not been commenced and this has. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. No, it has not been commenced 

Mr. TATE. Yes, it has. 

Mr. CANNON. But I want to say, when Iasked for two min- 
utes this morning and the gentleman from Nebraska objected, 
when I wished to make a statement in reference to the quotation 
made by the gentleman from Tennessee from the RECORD, I had 
to submit, as I always do when somebody objects and he has the 
right of it at the time; but I thought a little later I could get the 
two minutes, and I take the floor in these two minutes to call at- 
tention to a matter which was quoted by the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] in the RECORD of morning. If 

ou will turn to page 5816 you will find that the gentleman from 
ennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] — 

Mr. RI DSON. Mr. Speaker, let us have order, 
not hear what the gentleman says. 

The SPEAKER, Will the House please bein order? Will gen- 
tlemen in the aisles take their seats and cease conversation? 

Mr. CANNON. On page 5816 the gentleman from Tennessee 
aes RICHARDSON] had the floor and did me the honor to quote 

rom the RECORD of the Fiftieth Congress, reading from my re- 
marks touching certain French spoliation claims then pene 
before the House on a general deficiency appropriation bi 

Mr. LEWIS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has the floor. 

Mr. LEWIS. Isa 3 . in order? 

The SPEAKER. Not without further definition than the gen- 
tleman has 1 The gentleman from Illinois has the floor. 

Mr. LEWIS. If I have the opportunity I will state it. Unani- 
mous consent was asked this morning to go into a discussion of 
this matter and I objected, and I desire to know what effect the 
e has. 

he SPEAKER. The effect which the objection had was to 
stop the gentleman from Illinois p ing. 

LEWIS. He is going on now with the same matter. It 
seems that the objection amounted to noning a 

The SPEAKER. That objection was at a different time. 

Mr. LEWIS. Well, I object again. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have to put it in proper 
Suape if he desires—— 

. CANNON. Iwill try to proceed in order. I believe I have 
an hour, if I insist upon it. Ithink I shall occupy about three 
minutes. I want to say to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
3 that I recollect the occurrence of yesterday, and I to 
assure him now that it was without the slightest desire to offend 
him or to discriminate against him that, being in charge of the 
bill, I made the motion for the previous question. I want to dis- 
claim any desire to in any way wound his feelings or to discrimi- 
nate against him. Having said that much, I want to say now in 
two or three minutes that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
RICHARDSON] read a part of what I said in 1889. What he read 
left the impression upon the House that I was advocating theado 
tion of an amendment upon the deficiency bill away back in 1 
that would pay the French spoliation claims. What the gentle- 
man read was as follows: 

I believe from the best lights I can get the Government of the United States 
three generations after these claims are due and payable ought to pay them. 

Here is what he did not read: 


When I say that, however, I want tosay there is room enough for gentlemen 
honestl z me in thatconclusion. Istand ready, under the light 
of full discussion, with this measure on its own merits, and its own 
merits alone, to vote for the appropriation of money necessary to pay, these 

but while I say that, I want to say I doubt the propriety in the clouing 


I can 
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hours of the session of putting this amendmen‘ 
and back pa: 


y. and for the service of 
year all along the line, and saying those items 


currence, or I am ready to vote to insist, 

part of wisdom in the closing hours. of this Con- 
gress that the House shall send this bill back into conference, and let the 
ninety years of waiting add another year to the investigation of these claims 
under umstances where weg can be fully and fairly investigated and dis- 
cussed, and stand or fall upon their own merits alone. [Applause.] 

I voted against the loading of that batch of spoliation claims in 
a lump on the deficiency bill, as [voted yesterday against a large 
batch that was added to the other claims. 

Now, touching for a moment the matter that the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] referred to yesterday, in which 
there was a garbled extract read—I do not speak offensively—and 
laid to me, when it was not my words at all, but those of another 
member, I can excuse the gentleman from Ohio. I recollect that 
Rule XXXIV, in spite of the efforts of the Speaker, is almost im- 

ible of enforcement; and I am reliably informed that ex-mem- 

of Congress were upon the floor yesterday, belonging to the 
lobby, dog-earing books, utilizing the employees of the House to 
send them about, and no wonder that members made mistakes. I 
do not seek to fight the battles of 8 over. When a fight 
is on on this floor I make the best fight that Ican while it is on, but 
when it is concluded, as I always have in the and st to 
do in the future, when the majority of the House acts, whether I 
agree with the wisdom of its action or not, I always bow in 
obedience, without grumbling and without scolding. I felt it 
ee that I should call attention, to do simple justice to myself, 

e fact that in the haste of debate the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee did not do me justice in only putting in a part of my re- 
marks. We recollect the man who made a wager to prove by the 
Bible that there is no God; and he read it, There is no God.” 
Hold on,” said the preacher, ‘‘* The fool hath said in his heart.’ 
Yon did not put it all in.“ So he did not make the proof. 

Now, then, it does not make much difference what I said in the 
Fiftieth or Fifty-first Congress, or what I may have said in debate 
in twenty years. When somebody gets up and challenges me 
about it I do not know. It has passed from my mind. I know 
generally that I perform my duty from time to time in this House 
when it is ne to act, following my judgment and convic- 
tion. I do not know how many times I have crossed my path in 
twenty years; and where questions are coming up under different 
circumstances from time to time I do not care. If I can follow 
my judgment in the 2 the past will take care of itself. 

irr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I only want a word in reply 
to the gentleman from Illinois. I can assure him and the House 
that nothing would be further from my mind than intentionally 
to do him an injustice, after serving with him as I have in this 
House for ten or twelve years. I had no disposition yesterday to 
do him an injustice; but, Mr. Speaker, I think I legitimately and 
fairly quoted what he said in the Fiftieth Congress. I thought so 
then; I think so now. I did not undertake to quote all he did say, 
because I had only ten minutes, and it would have taken five 
minutes’ time to read all he said, and to have done so would have 
used half of my time. I insist that I did not dohim an injustice. 
Isimply quoted an opinion he expressed, which was that the claims 
should be paid. Iasked the gentleman's attention to this while 
he had the floor and had unlimited time. I rose with a RECORD 
in my hand and sought while he had the floor to call his atten- 
tion to what he had said. Then he could have read it all; but the 
gentleman declined to yield to me. 

Mr. CANNON. Not this moning 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; yesterday. He yielded to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, some gentleman in front of him, the gentle- 
man who now sits at my right [Mr. Abaus], and did not give me 
time to get in his statement. I wanted to give him the bene- 
fit of it while he had the floor. It was not any intention on my 
part to take any advantage of. him or to do him any injustice, I as- 
sure him; and I think, if he will take all the circumstances into 
consideration, he will not conclude I did do him injustice in what 
Isaid in my remarks. I said, This was not all the gentleman 
said.” I said, He went on to make other remarks about these 
claims.“ Idid not undertake to say that was all; but I gave him the 
benefit of stating that he said other things in respect to these claims, 
I did not have time to put it all in at that time. And, Mr. S er, 
what I did then say, and I repeat now, was that he took the posi- 
tion that the F claims should be paid, and that the House 
was then within fourteen hours of final adjournment.” I called 
attention to the fact that that was not the condition now, and that 
his committee would haye ample time to thoroughly, fully, care- 
fully, and ey, investigate these claims, and that after 
doing that then he could make such a report upon it to the House 
as would govern us in our conclusions. I do not think I did him 
an injustice; and I in assure him that I did not intend to do so. 

Mr. CANNON. . Speaker, as I have the floor, just a word. 
Iam content if the gentleman from Tennessee is. After he read 
a part of my remarks, and I challenged what he had read, he went 


Jer tho 3 


on to say that that was not all I said, and then he made me say 
that this was within fourteen hours of adjournment of Con- 
gress” and ‘‘that we ought to pass these claims.” Yes, he did 
quote me that much further, but failed to quote the remainder of 
my remarks, which, taken with what he quoted, made my posi- 
tion entirely different. Now, then, I am content with it. P am 
satisfied with it. I could not challenge it yesterday by calling 
attention to the RECORD, because then there was a real fight on 
over 700 items grou: in one amendment, amounting to $2,000,- 
000, covering the public service and stale claims for three genera- 
tions back, and which were walking through this House out of 
order. I was ing for bear then. This morning it is mere 
eer It makes no difference, in fact, whether I was quoted fully 
or no 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam inclined to think, Mr. Speaker, that 
the tleman protests too much about not intending to fight the 
battle over again to-day. [Laughter.] There is such a thing as 
protesting too much. 

The question was taken on concurring in Senate amendment 
leas 16; and the Speaker declared that the noes seemed to 

ve it. 

Mr. LESTER. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 77. 

Mr. LESTER. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were refused, only 34 members voting in favor thereof. 

So the House refused to concur in the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For making certain proposed alterations in the fice building in New 
York City, and for ae arranging, and furnishing certain rooms 
therein in accordance with plans pre by the Supervising Architect of 
the Treasury, to be done under the direction of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, the sum of $60,000, such sum to be immediately available. 


2 25 CANNON. I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
ANIELS]. 

Mr. D LS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of 
the House again, as it was done on Saturday, to the effect and 
necessity of this amendment. On that occasion the House de- 
clined to concur with the Pensia D a majority of only 2 votes. 
Now, when members understand y the condition of things in 
this building in the city of New York they will see that the adop- 
tion of this amendment is exceedingly important. All of the 
public business of the United States in the city of New York is 
done in this building. All the United States courts are held 
there, and those courts have increased in number since the pas- 
sage of the act creating the circuit court of ap When the 
building was erected the three court rooms in it were built two 
stories in height from the floor to the ceiling, and it is found that 
a floor can be put halfway up, thus doubling the number of 
court rooms and giving ample room for the transaction of busi- 
ness. 

The purpose of this amendment is to authorize and provide 
for making the ee, improvements by putting this flooring 
between the ceiling and the existing floor, thereby increasing 
the number of court rooms from three to six. The business in 
the United States courts there is larger than anywhere else in the 
country, unless it may be in the Supreme Court here in Washing- 
ton, and a larger number of ap are brought to the Supreme 
Court of the United States from that district than from any other. 
The business of the United States must be delayed unless addi- 
tional court room can be supplied; and everyone will understand 
that this delay in cases that are not yet tried will of course be 
exceedingly perilous, because we all know that the longer the trial 
of a case is postponed after it has been put at issue the greater the 
risk of losing witnesses and of the witnesses failing to preserve 
their memories in such condition as to do justice by their testi- 
mony to the parties to the controversy. 

This improvement is so important and so necessary for the 
ee z ae penne business oo all of 5 eee 
judges in tha ot have agreed to urge upon Congress that the 
3 be made and the cha authorized. All the judges 
of the circuit court of appeals, Judge Wallace, Judge Lacombe, 
Judge Shipman, and the district judge, Judge Brown, haveagreed 
to urge this matter upon the consideration of Congress. So has 
the postmaster of the city of New York, whose letter I have here. 
So has the district attorney. It should be remembered, too, that 
a larger revenue comes to the Government from that district than 
from any other in the United States. What is asked is simply 
that this amendment shall go through for the purpose of securing 
the convenience of the courts and the convenience of the use of the 
library which the judges now have, That library belongs to the 
institute of the city of New York, butit will necessarily be removed 
from the building for want of room unless these alterations are 
made. This is really a case of urgent necessity, so much so that 
a bill was introduced into the Senate in the early part of the ses- 
sion to authorize this work. It was there and sent to the 


House. We referred it to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, but it has never come back from that committee. It will 
be seen, therefore, that this amendment is in a different position 
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from any other public building amendment that the House is now 
e struggle the part of thi bli thoriti 
simply a gle on the e public au es 
there, and al 10 one else, to secure these additional conveniences 
for the proper transaction of the public business in the city of New 
York. In addition to the advantages I have stated, these changes 
will give the post-office one additional room, and will thus help to 
facilitate the transaction of the business of that great office, which 
has overflowed the existing conveniences of the building as at pres- 
ent divided. The matter is certainly a very important one, and I 
ask this committee to so regard it, in view of the evidence, uncon- 
tradicted by anybody, that these alterations are absolutely needed 
to facilitate the business of the courts, and thus secure an earlier 
determination of the litigation pending in those courts. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I want to say just a word about 
this motion. I want to call the attention of the House to the dif- 
ference in principle involved in the public building amendments 
that have been put on this bill by the Senate. Take the Savan- 
nah case, for instance; there is $400,000 authorized for that build- 
ing and the building has been commenced, but Savannah wants 
the limit broken a hundred thousand dollars so that the building 
may cost half a million, thus giving a better finish to the struc- 
ture. Take the case of Kansas City; they want the limit broken 
there. Omaha did want to get on the bill with a broken limit. 
St. Paul wanted to get on in the same way. Several other places 
wanted to get on when this bill was under consideration in the 
House, but were ruled out on points of order. The Senate has 
poten limit-breaking amendments in the cases of Savannah, 

sas City, Camden, and other places. 

Then they have put on several other amendments for the im- 
provement or alteration of buildings that are now in existence and 
occupied. For instance, take the case at Los Angeles, where the 
Senate put in an amendment appropriating $12,000 to change the 
basement of the building so as to afford quarters for the post-office 
in addition to the public accommodations already afforded. The 
House concurred in that amendment, because it was not the break- 
ing of a limit substantially as these others were, but it was alon 
the line of the public service—ntilizing that which we had, and 
by small expenditure of $12,000 saving many thousands on 
account of rent which would have to be paid if the officers thus 
accommodated were obliged to go out of the building. 

Now,I want to be exactl Take this New York case. 
The building is occupied. ere is not enough room for the 
courts. It is pro to put in another floor, making two rooms 
where there is now only one. Theycould paint the building, they 
could repair the roof or the stairways, if the roof were burned 
off they could put on a new roof, from the general appropriations 
for repairs to public buildin But when you come to laying a 
new floor ree npk king puen : oo as will “epee the present 
capacity of the building, that general appropriation for repairs is 
5 under Bowler, avaliable. [ Laughter. } t 

Now, itis for the House to say whether there is a substantial 
distinction between this case and the Camden case and the Savan- 
nah case. To my mind there is. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. What amount of money is involved? 

Mr. SULZER. Sixty thousand dollars. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I want to be exactly fair 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman think there is any substan- 
tial difference between this case and the Little Rock case? 

Mr. CANNON. I was going on to say—andif the gentleman 
was listening he must have noted that I said, I want to be ex- 
2 fair.“ I was about to say that the Little Rock case goes on 
all fours with this case. 

Mr. SAYERS. I think this amendment ought to be concurred 
in, and also the amendment in relation to the building at Little 


Rock. 

Mr. CANNON. The Little Rock building has been occupied 
many,many years; and in connection with that building the ques- 
tion is merely as to the alteration of the building so as to make 
it halfway large enough for the courts. There is no proposition 


for the erection of a building; it is not the breaking of a limit; 
but the object is to make such alterations that the United States 
will not be obliged to go outside and rent rooms. I think that 


technically there may be no difference between the two classes of 
8 ee there is. The letter killeth, but the spirit 
giveth life.“ 

Now, let me state what I think it would be well to do and what 
I am willing to do: Vote to adopt the amendment for the altera- 
tion and improvement at New York City; and if that is done, I 
shall then move in simple justice that we go back to the Little 
Rock item, reconsider our action, and concur in that amendment, 


That is all I want to say. 
Mr. HENRY of Indiana. I should like to occupy a moment. 
Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentleman. 


Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, Iam surprised at the 
position which the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 


has taken; and in what I shall now say I shall not so much dis- 
cuss this item as make a statement in reference to the situation 
in which we find ourselves. By the rules of the House, when 


this bill was originally under consideration by the House, no 
member was allowed, under the objection of the gentleman from 
Illinois, the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, to 
resent an amendment of this character. It made no difference 
ow orgon the case was; it was of no importance whatever how 
the public service was suffering. Nothing of that kind could have 
any effect. On each and every occasion when an effort was made 
to insert an amendment of this kind, there stood the gentleman 
from Illinois, like a stone wall, objecting to any amendment for 
any improvement upon any public building or for increasing the 
limit of cost on any public building. And now, forsooth, because 
the Senate has 3 an amendment to this bill, all Gmg 
have changed. t us look at the situation for a moment. 
what sort of a plight do we find ourselves? As that branch of the 
legislative body which comes latest from the people and, as we 
claim, stands nearest to the people, shall we tie our hands so that 
we can not legislate on matters of this kind? Shall we say, We 
can not put an amendment upon an W eee bill, however 
important it may be”; yet, when the comes back from the 
Senate with an amendment, the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations will not only get entirely out of the way, but 
wil RT advocate an amendment which he would have 
protested against had it been offered on the floor of the House? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, not so much with reference to this case, but 
in justice to all this class of legislation, this House owes it to itself 
to stand by the position which it has taken in this matter. It 
owes it to itself to say, ‘‘ We will not pat such amendments upon 
these general appropriation bills.” Until we do take that stand 
and adhere to it firmly, positively, and all the time, we can not 
expect to have equal-handed justice in legislation of this char- 
acter. 

This case, I want to say, Mr. Speaker, is no more urgent than 
many other cases that have come before the committees of this 
House. Urgent in some respects it may be; but I could, if I were 
willing to take up the time of the Honse, show at least a dozen 
cases where there is more urgency than in this. Yetitis pro 
that we shall take this case entirely out of the class to which it 
belongs and make it an exception. For this reason, Mr. Speaker, 
I protest rarapa concurring in the Senate amendment. 

r. QUIGG. The gentleman surely does not wish to be under- 
stood as saying that because one good thing has not been done 


another Gene ny ahha not be done? 

Mr. H V of Indiana. I do not say that this is a good thing 
to do. On the contrary,it is an absolutely vicious thing to do. 
The public service is not suffering for want of this improvement 
any more than it has been in the past; and to pursue this class of 
e is, in my judgment, the thing which we ought 
no 0. 

Mr. DANIELS. The cases are constantly running behind in 
New York because of the lack of facilities in this building. 
have not force enough to do the business, and even take the judges 
from the eastern and northern districts to help them. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, it is a very strange thing 
that this condition of affairs has come so suddenly upon New 
York. Be it far from me to say anything against that great State 
or city; but it isnot entitled to any more consideration than all of 
the other cities of the Union east or west of the Mississippi River. 
What we need to do is to follow a fair and a just course with ref- 
erence to all of these matters, and for that reason I insist that no 
exception should be made here, 

Mr. CANNON. I yield three-minutes to the gentleman from 
New York 8 BENNETT]. 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, I do not deem it necessary to 
stand up here in defense of the great State of New York and 
make ly to the arguments advanced by the gentleman from 
Indiana . Henry]. Nor do I think it necessary to answer the 
assertion that New York is not entitled to any more consideration 
than any other State. Wedonot askanything of thekind. This 
question presents itself before the House solely on its merits. It 
is an entirely different question from that of asking consideration 
for the State of New York. 

I need not appeal to any lawyer who has ever practiced in the 
United States courts in New York, or who has ever had occasion 
to transact any business in the Government building there, to an- 
swer the assertion that this work is not absolutely essential. Any 
one of them will appreciate the absolute necessity for the improve- 
ment called for by the Senate amendment in the bill under con- 
sideration. It is an improvement that has been asked for by the 
judges and public officials in order to facilitate the transaction of 
the public business. It will necessitate, in case the appropriation 
of the Senate is not concurred in by the House, a removal of the 
public library beyond the reach of the judges of our United States 
courts, and compel them to go outside of the building for the 
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purpose of consulting the records; and I am sure there is no 

member of this House who would vote to cause or continue such 

a condition of affairs as that. 

I trust, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that the amendment of the Sen- 
ate will be concurred in by the House. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield.five minutes to my colleague on the 
committee [Mr. BLUE]. ? 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, if this course of procedure is to be 
8 in, then it will resolve itself at last into the diligence of 

mators. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Henry] is eminently righi 
when he seeks to prevent the enactment of these measures in thi 
way. If this course is to be pursued, what is the necessity for the 
existence of the Committee on Public Building and Grounds? 

At the inception of this session of Congress it was deemed wise 
and proper not to enter upon the policy of making appropriations 
for public buildings. This measure is not one seeking to secure 
an appropriation for the Lor of protecting a building which 
has n unroofed or partially destroyed by fire, or anything of 

that kind. Nothing will suffer by reason of delay until the next 
session of Congress; and to my mind it is an argument with but 
little force when it is claimed here that the public library will 
have to be removed if the appropriation is not made at this time. 
It seems to me that in the few months intervening between now and 
the next session of Congress there will be no very serious incon- 
venience in this matter, certainly not such as would warrant us 
in breaking a rule that seems to be an eminently wise one. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. And vacation time is near anyway. 

Mr. BLUE. And, as the gentleman from Ohio well suggests, 
vacation time is at hand, and our very much overworked judiciary 
will doubtless avail itself of that vacation. 

I claim, therefore, that there is no good reason for making an 
exception in this case. It ought not to be done. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is not vacation time a very good time to do 
the work, so that they can have the buildings for the courts 
next winter, when they reassemble, and not have to wait until 
February? 

Mr. BLUE. There might be something in that if it were impos- 
sible to use the present building, but it is being used now. 

Mr. DANIELS. That is the very thing that is desired to be 
done; to get the building in readiness for the sessions of the court 
in the fall 

Mr. BLUE. And the other gentleman from New York suggests 
that that is just what is desired. Yet this does not convince me, 
Mr. Speaker, that there is any imperative necessity demanding 
the appropriation at this time and in this way. 

Mr. PITNEY. Let me ask the gentleman from Kansas if he 
knows anything whatever of the merits of this amendment? 

Mr. BLUE. Only what has been stated by the gentlemen from 
New Vork Mr. PAYNE and Mr. DANIELS] themselves in its behalf. 

Mr. PITNEY. Well, I have personal knowledge of it and the 
conditions existing, and I know the gentleman from Kansas well 
enough, I think, to be sure that he is not so narrow-minded as to 
object if he does not know the conditionsexisting. This is one of 
the most meritorious items in the bill. 

* Mr. BLUE. I take it that the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
DANiELs] stated it with all the force that he was capable of pre- 
senting it, and yet I failed to see anything of such an imperative 
character as to require us to break the record on behalf of this 
appropriation. And I say the rule that we have adopted is a wise 
one, and I hope it will be adhered to and that no attempt will 
be made to take from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds the functions for which it has been created. By taking 
this appropriation out of the list of those we have rejected we 
violate a precedent which has been wisely establishedin reference 
to these matters, and we thereby render it so that hereafter the 

uestion will resolve itself into a mere question of diligence on 
the art of Senators to determine whether or not public buildings 
shall be constructed or appropriations made for their extension, 

Hence it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that thisshould be voted down 

and treated in exactly the same way that other measures have 

been treated which have been placed on this billin violation of 
precedent and the rules of this House. 

Mr. CUMMINGS rose. 

Mr. CANNON. How much time does the gentleman from New 
York desire? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Not more than five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. As I had the honor to move to concur in the 
Senate amendments, I should like to have the attention of the 
House for a minute. My friend from Kansas [Mr. BLUE]—and I 
esteem no one in the House more highly—is certainly mistaken 
when he says these alterations can be put off for another year, and 
that it will make no difference so far as the New York post-office 
is concerned. He is utterly mistaken, Mr. Speaker. These alter- 
ations must be made now or they will be utterly useless. If the 
alterations are not made at this session the Federal courts in New 


York will not be able to properly conduct their business there. 
The library upon which they rely will be removed, and it will not 
be brought back. It will take the members from New York City 
probably four years to induce Congress to give those courts an- 
other library, but in the end they will get it, and the Government 
will pay for it. And when you have got it and paid for it you 
will compelled to make the very alterations in that building 
that you are called upon to make to-day. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the post-office of the city of New York pays 
a net profit into the Treasury of the United States of $4,500,000 a 


ear. This net sum is distributed throughout thecountry for the 
enefit of ffices not self-sustaining. Possibly my friend from 
Indiana [Mr. Henry] may get the benefit of some of this money. 


J hope itis not necessary, but if it is necessary I hope he may get it. 

Now, it seems to me it would come with very poor grace for Con- 

gress to say that the New York post-office shall not have $60,000 

out of the $4,500,000 that it pays into the Treasury annually toin- 

— the facilities in the post-office building. That is all, Mr. 
speaker. 

Mr. CANNON. Let us have a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on concurrence in the Senate 
amendment. 

The N was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 90, 
noes 32. 

Accordingly the motion to concur in the Senate amendment 
was agreed to, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, keeping my word, I desire now 
to move to reconsider the vote by which the House further insisted 
on e to the Little Rock item, amendment num- 

red 9. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves to reconsider the vote 
by which the House refused to concur in amendment numbered 
9, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For conrt-house and 3 at Little Rock, Ark.: For additional amount 
to construct an addition to the United States court-house and t-oflice 
and colar ging judge's chamber and the offices of the marshal and clerk of 
the circuit and district courts, and for an elevator, $43,000. 

Mr. CANNON. Now I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on concurring in the amend- 
ment of the Senate. 

The motion to concur in the Senate amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, LOUDENSLAGER. . Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the House disagreed to amendment numbered 8, 

Mr. BLUE. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

The question was taken. 

The SPEAKER. The ayes seem to have it. The ayes have it, 
and the motion to reconsider is laid on the table. 

Mr. HOPKINS. There was a misunderstanding on that. The 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. LOUDENSLAGER] su that 
that was a vote on the proposition to reconsider. id not so 
understand it, and was going to raise the point, but the gentle- 
man stopped me, saying that it was on his motion. 

Mr. UDENSLAGER. I understood the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. BLUE] to withdraw his motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. BLUE. Oh, no. x 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then I ask another vote on that. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Chair will again sub- 


mit the question. 
Mr. BLUE. I object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


Mr. THOMAS. Division, Mr. Speaker. . 
Pos SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is too late to call for a 

vision. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to rise to a matter 
of 65 5 

Mr. CANNON. I believe we have concluded all the items. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion for 
a conference. 

Mr. LESTER. Mr. Speaker 

The question was taken on agreeing to the conference. 


The SPEAKER. The ayes appear to have it. Theayes have it, 
and the motion is agreed to. 
Mr. LESTER. I move to reconsider the vote on amendment 16. 


„„ It is too late, because the conference has been 
agreed to. 

Mr. LESTER. I was trying to get the ear of the Chair to 
make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman state that he rose in time? 

Mr. LESTER. I state that I did rise before that motion was 


put. 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentieman address the Chair? 

Mr. LESTER. I addressed the Chair, certainly. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will consider the other action as 
vacated, because it was under a mistake. The gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. LESTER] moves to reconsider the vote by which 
amendment numbered 16 was nonconcurred in. 
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Mr. CANNON. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
LESTER) there were—ayes 67, noes 53. 

Accordingly the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

Mr. C ON. Now I ask that the motion for a conference be 


ut. 
r The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves to agree to the request 
of the Senate for a conference. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MRS. ELEANOR CARROLL POE. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a conference re- 
rt. 


Phe Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the r votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Honse to the bill (S. 804) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Eleanor Carroll Poe, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 

House, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
amount proposed to be inserted insert “seventy-five”; and the House agree 
to the same, 

HENRY F. THOMAS, 

F. C. LAYTON, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


J. H. GALLINGER, 
JNO. L. MITCHELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the House 
conference committee I have not had an opportunity to express 
my convictions upon the measure suggested in the report just 
presented, and I desire to state briefly to the House that this is 
one of the bills that was considered by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions—a bill for the widow of a lieutenant-colonel of the Regu- 
lar Army, who was pensioned by a Senate bill at the rate of $100 
per month. The Committee on Invalid Pensions, after a careful, 
serious, and an honest investigation, amended the bill so as to 
grant her a pension of $50 a month, $20 more than she could have 
received under the general law had the death of the soldier been 
of service origin or had the disability occurred in service. I de- 
sire to enter my protest now, as I have done heretofore, against 
these extravagant pba in special pension bills for the 
widows of general officers and against the widows of the private 
soldier. I amin favor, and always have been, of fair pensions, 
nay, of liberal pensions; but I am opposed to selecting the widows 
of general officers as the beneficiaries of this Government in pen- 
sion matters. The time has come for a halt in this business. We 
have given this widow now a pension at $20 a month more than 
she could get under the general law. 

Mr. Speaker, during all the time I have served as a member of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions and as a member of this House, 
since last December, I have never yet known that the widow of a 

rivate soldier has been pensioned at a higher rate than that al- 
ison by the law, and I insist that the time has arrived when we 
should extend the beneficent operations of the pension law to the 
widows of the pora soldiers and stop this granting of pensions 
excessively and extravagantly to the widows of general officers. 

And, Mr. Speaker, I desire further, in conclusion, to say that in 
the conference committee the Senate conferees and the majority 
of the House conferees simply divided the difference between the 
amount that was contained in the Senate bill and the amount that 
was at are by the bill as it was finally passed by the House. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say to the House that 
this bill pieg the Senate granting Mrs. Poe a pension at $100 
per month. It then came to the House committee, and was rec- 
ommended to and passed by the House at $50 per month. The 
conference committee have recommended it at $75 per month. 
This report has been adopted by the Senate and is now before the 
House for its consideration. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CROWTHER], in his zeal to make a record for some one in his part 
of the country, has taken occasion, without properly considering 
this matter, to misinform the House; and it is in this way. He says 
that this is a lieutenant-colonel, and that the widows of lieuten- 
ant-colonels should not be pensionedatthisamount. The record, 
as made by the Secretary of War, discloses the fact that Poe was 
a graduate from West Point; was a brigadier-general of volun- 
teers and commanded the Ninth Corps, acting in the capacity of 
major-general of volunteers. General Sherman, in a letter to 
General Poe a short time before he was assigned to duty as engi- 
neer on the Great Lakes of this country, said: 

Iconstrue your personal and official service near my person to have begun 
in the spring of 1864 at Nashville, and that it will not cease till February 3, 
1884, so that you will have been with me twenty years—and twenty most 
eventful years. ng we were in the throes of a great civil war, 


with vast armies in motion needing guidance and maintenance, wherein your 
well-stored mind and sound judgment aided me more than you ever can 


know. 
Now, the service of General Poe during the war as a bri a 
cPher- 


general, asa corps commander, is equal to that of Logan, 


son, Reynolds, and other great men that this House and Congress 
have honored in the past, and whose widows are drawing more 
pension than the conference committee ask yn to give to Mrs. Poe. 

There is something very sad in this ily history, considering 
the long service General Poe has given to the country. ya 
few years since a son who was expected to be the eo ae of the 
family sickened and died. A daughter followed. Next General 
Poe himself died, and the widow, who is more than 60 years of 
age, is now left with a dependent daughter. I know not what 
may be thought elsewhere, but in the State of Ohio, where Gen- 
eral Poe was born, and in the States of Michigan and Wisconsin, 
where he supervised the construction of the great public works on 
the Lakes, the dry docks, the St. Marys Ship Canal, and others, he 
was held in the highest esteem. All those great works are to be 
credited to the ingenuity and skill and faithfulness of General 
Poe. With his environments it was not possible for a man receiv- 
ing but $3,500 a year toaccumulate property. He had been offered 
by railroad corporations, on several occasions, a salary many times 
as great as that which he was receiving from the Government, but 
he always refused, because his heart was in the Government work, 
and he expected, as every unselfish public servant has a right to 
expect, that the Government would look after those he left behind. 
I now yield to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BLUE]. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, the facts of this case, as I under- 
stand them, are that this was an educated soldier, and that in his 
chosen pereon of arms he rose to the rank of lieutenant-colonel 
in the Regular Army. He was also a brigadier-general of volun- 
teers and for a time served by assignment as brevet major-general 
of volunteers. Is that correct? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, sir; he commanded the Ninth Corps. 

Mr. BLUE. Then, so far as his service as major-general is con- 
cerned, it cuts no figure in this business of pensioning his widow, 
because that was a mere honorary title except where the officer 
was assigned to duty under orders with the rank of major-gen- 
eral. Besides, the service he performed as major-general seems 
to have been very brief. The most that can be said in this case 
is that under the general law this soldier’s widow is entitled toa 
pension of $30 a month. Now, why it is necessary to take the 
widow of a soldier who would be entitled to only $30 a month 
under the general law and give her a pension of $75 a month is 
something that I do not understand, and it is something which I 
think the facts in this case do not warrant at all. 

Mr. THOMAS. Do you think it was warranted in the cases of 
the widows of General Doubleday, General Logan, and others of 
that class? 

Mr. BLUE. I do not believe that any general officer or his 
widow should receive any pension above that which the general 
law provides unless the case is an exceptional one. It is only by 
reason of distinguished and meritorious services that that rule 
should ever be broken. 

Mr. THOMAS. We claim such services in this case. 

Mr. BLUE. I know you make that claim, but I fail to hear 
anything that justifies the claim. 

Mr. THOMAS. Iask the gentleman if being chief of engineers 
of General Sherman’s army in that general’s t campaign 
should not cause a man to rank equal with any of the line officers 
or general officers in that command? 

Mr. BLUE. I copper it would cause him to rank just where 
he stood, and no higher. 

Mr. LOUD. Does not the gentleman remember that this officer 
had a good fat job with General Sherman for twenty years, and 
is not that a good reason why his wife should receive $75 a month? 

Mr. BLUE. I apprehend that this soldier, like every other reg- 
ular soldier, was pretty well taken care of in time of peace, and 
the death of his son and daughter, however much to be regretted 
and however much it may excite our sympathy for the widow, 
should not be introduced as a factor in this case. I take it that 
the son and daughter each had passed the age of 16 years. The 
widow now seems to be 60 years of age. It seems to me that the 
throwing in of these domestic afflictions here is a piece of mere 
sentimentality that should have no weight with the House. 

Mr. Speaker, it is not the mere difference of $20 per month that 
works the wrong in this kind of legislation. The Government of 
the United States, we all know, would not suffer seriously from 
these extra expenditures. It is the injustice that is wrought to 
the widows of other soldiers that is the crying evil of legislation 
of this kind. It is the discontent that it breeds amongst the peo- 
ple of the country when they see the widow of a soldier who hap- 
pened to be a brigadier-general or a colonel given a pension two 
or three times as great as is allowed other equally deserving wid- 
ows, without any exceptional reason. It is wrong in principle. 
There is noequityinit. Thereis no justice or fairness in it. d 
when this zoport is brought in here to pension this widow at $75 
a month, it shows to my mind that somewhere there is sufficient 
power to exercise favoritism in behalf of this particular benefici- 
ary. I trust that this report will not be agreed to, but that, in 
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the interest of fair dealing and equity and justice to the widows 
of other soldiers throughout the country, and to the people at large, 
this rt will be disagreed to. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The question is on agreeing to the conference 
report. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. S er, I move as an amendment 
3 the House adhere to its eement and ask a further con- 


erence. 
The SPEAKER, That will be in order if the conference report 


is rejected. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, am [entitled to a little more time? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has time remaining. 

Mr. THOMAS. It was only the other day that the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. BLUE] advocated as high a pension as this for 
a general’s widow, and I leave it for him to reconcile his position 
then with his position in this case. To feel as I feel in connection 
with this claim, gentlemen should haye known General Poe and 
his works. A more conscientious man in the interest of his duty 
never occupied an official position. He saved millions of dollars 
to the Government in his supervision of the public works on the 
Great Lakes, many thousand times more than the paltry sum 
which his widow would receive as pension under this bill. 

But the 8 argument made, both by the gentleman from 

and the gentleman from Missouri, is that bills of this class 
breed discontent throughout the country among the soldiers, I 
do not know what class of soldiers these gentlemen come in con- 
tact with; but I have never seen a private soldier who has said 
to me that he would take one dollar away from these commanders 
of his army or their widows. On the contrary, the private sol- 
diers take a pride in having the Government treat liberally their 
officers and the widows of officers. All that the soldiers of this 
country demand is justice, justice to all ranks, and a proper con- 
sideration of the condition and meritorious services of the sol- 
diers of the Republic. 

Now, if the gentleman from Kansas would take half a day and 
examine the business that has been considered by the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions during this Congress, he would find that 
privates are receiving as large pensions as general officers, and I 
think the pan ns to privates exceed those to general officers. 

Mr. WILLIS. Does the gentleman know.of the widow of any 
private that has been so treated? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, sir; I know of dependent daughters who 
are insane, of widows obliged to have a constant attendant, and 
who are receiving more at the hands of this committee than they 


would receive under the law. 

Mr.CROWTHER. The gentleman has mentioned the imbecile 
and unfortunately paral, daughters of soldiers. Does he know 
of any widow of a private soldier who has had a bill passed by 
the Invalid Pensions Committee at this session giving her a pen- 
sion of more than $12 a month? 

Mr. THOMAS, I think there was such a bill only a few days 
ago, but I can not recall the case. 

Mr. CROWTHER. It is not a question of “thinking.” Does 
the gentleman know of any such bill? 

Mr. THOMAS. I can not give the name of the case at this time. 

Mr. CROWTHER. The gentleman is a member of the commit- 
tee, I believe. j; 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly; but I can not carry in my mind all 
the cases considered by the committee. 

; Now, Mr. Speaker, I have said all that I desire to say, and I ask 
‘or a vote. 

Mr. BLUE. Before the gentleman takes his seat I should like 
to age 4 a moment or two. 

Mr. THOMAS, Go ahead. 

Mr. BLUE. It is true that I favored a pension of $75 a month 
for the widow of General Blunt; but that was an exceptional 
case, he having risen from the rank of a private soldier to that 
of major-general. and having distinguished himself in number- 
less battles. I did vote to make the pension of the widow of 
Gen. Thomas Ewing, who was a Kansas soldier when the con- 
flict began, what the House made this pension—$50 a month. He 
was a brigadier-general—the highest rank that this man ever held. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the conference report, 
it was not eed to; there being—ayes 23, noes 42. 

Mr. CROWTHER. I move that the House further insist on its 
amendment and ask a further conference with the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
ee one of uy 55 5 a pape ie Presi- 

ent roved and si a bill of the following title: 

On May f, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 2740) to carry into effect a finding of the Court 
of Claims in favor of the estate of George Case, late of Independ- 
ence County, Ark. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolution: 
FF sana That the Senate 


of War to lend to the mayors 
Mo., and vicinity, tents, ete., 


sentatives (the 
House of Repre- 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 4020) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs. William Loring 8 asked a conference with the 
House of Representatives on the said bill and amendments, and 
had appointed Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. PALMER, and Mr. BAKER as 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


WATER-MAIN ASSESSMENTS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HULICK. Iam directed to submit the conference report 
which [ send to the desk. I ask that it may be adopted. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the Tees ea of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. ) to authorize the reassess- 
ment of water-main taxes in the District of Columbia, and for other 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend pas] 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate, and agree to the same amended as follows: At the end of section 1 of the 
amendment add: rovided, however, That where lots or parcels of land have 
been released of technical 


the District of Columbia shall not the same against such pro in 

the hands of bona fide purchaser for value without notice of the fain 5 

psy the water -main assessment on property.“ 

cont strike out section 2 of the amendment and insert in lieu thereof the 
0 


o $ 
88 That where outside the of Washington Potomac water shall 
hereafter be introduced said water-main tax or assessment shall be levied or 


be made within ninety days after the 
sessment, or reassessment on unsubdivided 
not ex 100 feet for each lot or parcel of land or in 
Potomac water has been or shall be introduced and be considered in 
any subsequent subdivision of such perty as haying extended to a depth 
of not exceeding 100 feet from the front of said lot or parcel of land: Pro- 
vided, however, t said water- tax or assessment or reassessment shall 
be due, payable, and collectable on each lot or parcel of land or premises on 
and after the date on which the connection is made from the water main to 
said lot or parcel of land or premises,” 
And the Senate agree to same, 
GEO. W. HULICK, 
W. BABCOC 


J. W. 
JAMES D. RI RDSON, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


REDFIELD PROOTOR, 
CHARLES J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the partof the Senate. 


The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 
FREE LIBRARY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. POWERS. I submit the conference report which I send to 


the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on Ss eee eens Nees of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1247) to establish and provide for 
the maintenance of a free public library and reading room in the District of 
Columbia, ha met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their ve Houses as follows: 

t the Senate recede from its d ment to the amendment of the 
House, and tothe same amended to read as follows: ‘In lieu of the mat- 
ter inserted in section 6 by said amendment strike out all of section 6"; and 
the House agree to the same. 


H. HENRY POWERS, 
A. MILNES, 

J. W. BABCOCK. 

Managers on the part of the House. 


JAMES McMILLAN. 
GEORGE PEABODY WETMORE, 
REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
` Managers on the part of the Senate, 
Mr. POWERS. Imove the adoption of the report. 
The motion was to. 


On motion of Mr. POWERS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


SHELTER FOR HOMELESS CITIZENS OF ST. LOUIS. 


Mr. JOY. I desire to call up the amendments of the Senate to 
the resolution ey by the House this morning and to ask that 
the House concur in those amendments, 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

In lines 1 and 2, strike out “ Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring)” and insert “ Resolved by the Senate and House of Repre+ 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress assembled.” 

Amend further, so that the title of the resolution will be: * Joint resolution 
authorizing the tary of War to lend to the mayors of East St. Louis, 


III., and St. Louis, Mo., and vicinity a number of tents. 
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The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, these amendments 
will be considered. 

There was no objection. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


FORT OMAHA MILITARY RESERVATION. 
Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Speaker, I submit a conference report. 
The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The committee of conf on the votes of the two Houses on 
the eee eee of the Banata LO the Cee . 2 TO onos for the epa tA 
of the Fort Omaha Military Reservation to syl Sta 6 ng 


Managers | on the part of the House. 
FRANCIS E. WARREN, 
. SEWE. 
E. G. WALT 
Managers on the part mAT the Senate. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Let the statement be read. 
Mr. BISHOP. It appears that Fort Hayes Military Reservation, 
near Omaha, was donated by the State to the United States 
Mr. DINGLEY. Is there a statement accompanying this re- 


rt? 
fr. BISHOP. There is no written statement; but the amend- 
ments I will explain in a moment. The word“ giving” or “ grant- 
ing” to the State of Nebraska, as used in the House , has been 
stricken out in the Senate bill and the word “lease” inserted; so 
that we only lease these lands to the State. 

Mr. MERCER. That is all it does, 

Mr. DINGLEY,. With the right of resumption on the part of 
the Government at any time? 

Mr. BISHOP. At any time. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. MERCER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

CAROLINE A. HOUGH. 


Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I submit a conference report. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of net House of Representatives to the bill (H. R. 2604) 
to increase the pension of Soper! A. Hough, widow of Brig. Gen. John 
Hough, pl ng thet, after full and free conference have agreed 
men do recommend to their 3 Houses as follows: 

That . 1 recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 

bs oo BENSON 


WOOD, 
0. A. SULLOWAY, 
WM. R, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


to recom- 


$ Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. LOUD. I would like to have the statement of the conferees 


Mr. BLUE. At what rate mend that leave the pension? 

Mr. WOOD. The bill as originally introdu provided $50 a 
month. By the action of the House committee and the House 
itself this was reduced to $30. The Senate amendment makes it 
$50 a month; and the conferees on the part of the House have 

agreed to the Senate amendment. 

Ar, BLUE. That is, $50 a month? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 

Mr. BLUE. What was the rank of this officer? 

Mr. WOOD. He was a brevet major-general; I think chief of 
staff of Gen, A. J. Smith, of an army corps. 

Mr. BLUE. Let us hear the re 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is 8 that there is no state- 
ment 3 the report. That is a subject of objection, if 
the House insist upon the statement. 

Mr. LOUD. I raise that point. 

The SPEAKER. Then the report can not be received. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest the propriety of there being the 
statement that the statute requires in all of these cases. I think 
the Speaker is entirely correct in holding that that is the best way 
to A SE with this business. 

he SPEAKER. The House rules require such a statement. 
Mr. WOOD. I will withdraw the report for the present. 


ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY, ETC. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up a privileged 
matter. I ask that Senate bill 2928 be taken u 5 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2928) to extend the route of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company and the Belt Line Railway Company, in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes. 


Mr. LOUD. What is privileged about this bill? 

„555 The Senate asks a conference on the part of 
ouse. 

rar T I would like to ask if a bill in that condition is 


meg yi 
Mr. RICHARDSON. The exact status of the case is this: This 


is a Senate bill, which the Senate and came to the House, 
was considered by the House and amended, and went back to the 
Senate. That baup ong pèt with the House amendments and 
ask a conference. y have appointed conferees, and return the 


papers here. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin now desires the House to agree 
to the 3 asked by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
California. 

Mr. LOUD. Iam satisfied on the statement. I understood the 
geneman to say that it was a House bill with Senate amend- 
men 

_The SPEAKER. It is a Senate bill with House amendments 

M DINGH: ge es Goes tee a ee 

Te there been an ac 

Mr. LOUD. Yes. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Because I have noticed in some of these cases 
that before an actual disagreement the Senate has asked for a 
conference, and whenever such a case arises I desire to submit 
the point that a conference asked under such circumstances does 
not present a privileged matter. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I move that the House insist upon its amend- 
ments and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The „ was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I have a privileged report 
which I desire to submit. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman presents a report from the 
Committee on Printing, which the Clerk will read. 

85 Clerk read as follows: 


r committee, ha had under consideration aga No. 388, pro 
FB hoe for the 8 1,000 c 


ies of the bill (H. R. 7977) known 3 
river and har bor bill, for the . e House of Representatives, recommend 
that the same do 


Resolved, That there be printed 1,000 copies of the bill (H. R. 
i fesolved, That there be pri mene 

The resolution was 

On motion of Mr. R EHARDSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, we desire to resume considera- 
tion of the contested-election case of Johnston against Stokes. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman calls up the contested-election 


case—— 

Mr. „ Will not the gentleman allow a privileged 
report to be presented 

Mr. JENKIN 8. I vielā the floor to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. OVERSTREET]. 

Mr. GROS OR. Will not the gentleman from Indiana 
yield long enough for a resolution of inquiry to be presented to 


the House? 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Just simply to be reported, not to be dis- 


cussed. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. It 1 y will pass without discussion. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. it will not be discussed, I am willing 
to yield, but otherwise not. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, The previous question will be moved. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. With that understanding, I will yield to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. McMILLIN,. Still we should not want to ee DME 

of the resolution without any explanation or on, and 

I should not like the gentleman to be misled. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There will be fifteen minutes’ debate on a 
side after the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. McMIL X e will hear it read first. 


EMPLOYEES IN THE DEPARTMENTS. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


See vee That the Secretary of State, the fig rena of the Treasury, the 
of War, the Attorney-General, the Postmaster-General, = See. 
dee the Navy, the Secretary of the Interior, and the Secretary 
culture be, and they are hereby, directed to furnish the House of 3 
pars the following information, to to Ke 


The number, names, er bow the States to which — Saye 
credited, of all bureka ites oped chiefs of division, clerks, and ee 
© who were employed in their respective 4th 

1893, and who have since been removed or rina a beg in salary or 
orresigned, stating the same in classes 8 
8 poem „those who were in the d those 

who were in the un 

Second. The number, names, salary of each, and the States to which they 
are credited, of all office: employees of the classes aboye named who 


known as 
% House of Representatives. 
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have been appointed or promoted to positions in their respective 

ments since the 4th day of March, 1893. stating separately those in ee 
ed and those in the unclassified service 
Third. The number, names, salary of each, and the States to which they 

are credited, of all the ex-Union soldiers in their respective De mts who 

have been appointed, promo’ reduced, or removed, stating them sepa- 

rately, or who have resigned or died since the 4th day of March, 1893. 


Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I move the 
previous question. b 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Does 
the Chair hold that that resolution is privileged? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is a resolution of inquiry, 
which under the rules of the House would be privileged, woul 
it not? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I desire to ask the gentleman if it comes with 
a report from the committee? 

. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Yes; a unanimous report 
from the Committee on the Civil Service. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is there a printed report accompanying it? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. There is. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I should like to have the report read. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. The Clerk has the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, to whom was referred 
House resolutions 355, 356, 357, 358, 359, 300, 361, and 362, have had the same 
under consideration, and respectfully report back the accompanying substi- 
tute for all the said several resolutions, and recommend that the said sub- 
stitute do pass. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, the reason I made the inquiry 
as to whether this was privileged is this: I realize that resolutions 
of inquiry are privileged ordinarily, but it strikes me—I will not 
make the point, however, in this case, but will suggest to the 
gentleman who has the bill in charge that he is offering a very 
wide resolution here, the substance of which is to reprint and 
extend the Blue Book, which is an expensive document and one 
that it will take hundreds of clerks to prepare, I think. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no; you are mistaken. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Would the gentleman have any objection to 
letting it go over, with allits privileges attaching to it, until to- 
morrow? These gentlemen want to go on with their debate on 
the contested-election case. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, this isa mere matter of in- 
quiry, the same as we have had often. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. not a motion pending for the previous 
question? 

The SPEAKER. The motion for the previous question is 


nding. 

2. GROSVENOR. I will say to the tleman from Tennes- 
see that there is no dynamite in this resolution. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If there is no dynamite in it, it will not ex- 
plode if it is allowed to lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that de- 
bate is not in order pending the motion for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion for the previous question 
debate can not continue except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will ask the gentleman whether he will not 
let the resolution go over until to-morrow, retaining the privile 
which attaches to it? I should like to read the resolution. It 
strikes me that it is a very broad resolution. We do not want to 
do any unnecessary compiling or printing. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. There is but one reason why 
I object to allowing the resolution to go over, and that is that the 
8 who has it in charge is going away and will not be 

ere for several days after to-day. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The privilege which the resolution has will 
still attach to it. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. I yielded 
the floor only under an agreement that the motion for the pre- 
vious question should be made, I insist that the gentleman allow 
that motion to be voted on or withdraw the report. 

The SPEAKER. The previous ede is demanded. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The Chair has allowed 
debate to proceed already which is not strictly in order. 

Mr. Y. Iam a member of that committee, and have 
just come into the Hall. I should like to be heard. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let it go over until to-morrow. The very 
printing of this report is going to cost thousands of dollars. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, it is not going to cost thousands of 


dimes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I just came into the Hall. I did not know 
that this matter was coming up. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It was stated that it was presented as a 
unanimous report from the committee. 

Mr. DOC Y. I want to say that it is not unanimous so far 
as I am concerned. 


2 The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous ques- 
on. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I demand a division. 

Mr. KEM. I raise the point of no quorum. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 65, noes 27. 

Mr. KEM. I make the point of no quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The point is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska es Kem] that there is no quorum. 

Mr. Mc . The yeas and nays. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If this can have its place on the assem- 
bling of the House to-morrow, I suggest that it be passed over, 
i its privilege. Is there any objection to that? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can withdraw it prior to a 
decision on the part of the House and it will retain whatever 
privileged character it has. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I withdraw the resolution. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—JOHNSTON VS. STOKES. 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, the consideration of this 
uestion has been broken into by the taking up of matters which at 
e time were thought to be of greater importance. I trust that the 
members now present may dismiss the thoughts which have arisen 
in their minds relative to appropriations and other matters which 
have just been under consideration, and will come toa candid, fair, 
and careful consideration of a question which I deem of the great- 
est privilege and importance, namely, the right of an individual 
to a seat upon this floor, The statement made in the opening of 
this case by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS] a few 
days ago in a fair manner outlined the position taken by the ma- 
jority members of the Committee on Elections No. 3. I think I 
will be abie to show to this House before I conclude my remarks 
that there is no majority report of this committee save and except 
88 185 bare, plain proposition of seating the contestee [Mr. 
tokes]. 

We are disposed, Mr. Speaker, to look lightly upon the consid- 
eration of contested-election cases from the State of South Caro- 
lina. I have been informed that scarcely a Comgress has been 
assembled for many years, at least since the rebellion closed, ex- 
cept there has been a contested election case from the State of 
South Carolina. Many different methods have been resorted to 
in that State to suppress and overcome the vote of the majority of 
its citizens, until we are brought, in the consideration of this case, 
to the very latest method that is pursued by those who under- 
take to control the elections in South Carolina. I think, Mr. 
Speaker, that for the purpose of a proper consideration of this 
case all of the conditions which form a basis for a contest should 
be inquired into, and for that purpose allow me to call attention 
to a few facts which will be undisputed. 

First, that in the year of 1893 a new apportionment law was 
passed in the State of South Carolina, and the first election under 
it was held in 1894, in which this contest originated. Remember 
that there are seven districts in that State, and when that appor-* 
tionment law was passed those districts were not changed in their 


geographical ouping, except the districts numbered 1 and 7, 

with one single exception, that of a small portion of Colleton 

9 which was transferred from the Seventh to the Second 
istrict. 


But, practically spanking, no change was made in the 
outline of any Congressional district of South Carolina under the 
apportionment law of 1893 except the shifting or the reorganiza- 
tion of the same counties and townships which formerly existed in 
the First and Seventh districts. 

No one denies the fact that for years, since the relegation of the 
shotgun and tissue ballot and the cipher returns in that State, 
they have undertaken to congest the colored population into cer. 
tain districts, conceding, 1 think, by such conduct their right to 
control those districts. This Seventh Congressional district, as 
shown by the census report, discloses a state of facts which must 
confront us at the threshold of this consideration as making a 
prima facie case in support of the contestant, Mr. Johnston. 

Remember, Mr. Speaker, that in South Carolina no effort has 
ever been made to draw the limitation of districts by count 
boundaries, but they must needs cut in and out like a saw too 
or like shoestrings that are limbered up, so as to conform to their 
ideas of apportionment, until they have parts of counties and parts 
of counties that go to make up these two Congressional districts. 
So that the Seventh Congressional district is com of three 
full counties, namely, Lexington, Orangeburg, and Sumter, four 
townships of Berkeley, one township of Colleton, and one little 
township of Richland. An examination of the census returns of 
1890 of these various subdivisions of counties discloses that in all 
the subdivisions of every county the colored population exceeds 
the white population, and the colored vote the white vote with 
one sole, single exception, that of Lexington County. Lexington 
2,982 white voters and 1,650 colored; but with that 


County has 
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single exception every other subdivision of the Seventh Con; 
sional district discloses that of the voting population the 
exceeds the white. 

The population of the district is 178,830, of which there are 
12,939 white voters and 23,876 colored, as shown by the last cen- 
sus, leaving a clear majority of colored voters over the white 
voters of 10,937—that is, taking the colored vote as compared with 
the white vote; but when we take into consideration the fact that 
Colonel Johnston, himself a white man, has lived among those peo- 
ple ever since the war and has been a part of their new civilization 

his efforts to vindicate the right of suffrage, we must conclude 
that at least some whites voted for him. But it may be said, 
what right have we to assume that all the colored voters of the 
Seventh district of South Carolina were Republican in 1894? In 
zep to that let me say, Mr. Speaker, that the efforts made, as 
disclosed in the testimony in this case, covering hundreds of pages, 
to establish that the colored vote was other thun Republican have, 
to my mind, wholly failed. More than that, the record teems with 
evidence disclosing the unpopularity of the contestee and dissatis- 
faction among his own people; and when I say to you, without 
fear of contradiction, that Mr. Stokes did not make a speech in 
the Seventh district and had no 3 which brought any 
speaker into the district, while Colonel Johnston in his manage- 
ment of the campaign displayed an organization that would have 
done credit to any Northern district, you will, I think, deem it 
reasonable to assume that the weight of evidence disclosing the 
natural conditions that existed there is in favor of the position 
taken by the contestant. 

Now, what do the returns disclose? They show that in the en- 
tire district Mr. Johnston received 2,647 votes, while Mr. Stokes 
received 7,358 votes. I have taken the trouble to compile a table 
comparing the yoting population of the several counties and parts 
of counties in that district with the returned vote as disclosed by 
the certificate of the Secretary of State, and I will take the time 
of the House long enough to call attention to it in order to show 
just one thing, namely, that the per cent of the vote that was cast, 
as disclosed by the returned votes, shows that there was something 
wrong. This table, showing the yoting population by counties as 
5 upon race lines, together with the returned vote, is as fol- 
ows: 


Stokes. Johnston. 

County. White Per | Colored Per 

vote. |Returned.| cent.“ vote. | Returned.) cent. 

Berkeley 885 669 4.811 888 

Colleton 1,970 2 3.4900 472 
Richlaud 932 5 es 1,665 

Lexington... 2,982 1,304 |...... 1.600 340 

Orangeburg. 3, 440 2,729 |... e 

Sumter 2, 730 1 5.8885 670 

Total 12,939 7,358 | 57+- u+ 


I will read these figures in order to show you, as I stated a mo- 
ment ago, that my statements are based upon facts. In Berkeley 
County the white vote was 885 and the colored vote was 4,821. 
Mr. Stokes received, as shown by the returns, 669 votes, while Mr. 
Johnston received 688. Colleton County contained a white vote of 
1,970 and a colored vote of 3,499. Mr. Stokes received 1,416 votes 
and Mr. Johnston 472. Richland contained a white vote of 932 
and a colored vote of 1,665, and there Mr. Johnston did not receive 
a vote, and, according to the returns, Mr. Stokes received only 8. 
I will ask you to remember Richland County, as I shall have occa- 
sion later to explain the very light vote that was cast there. Lex- 
ington County had a white vote of 2,982 and a colored vote of 
1,650. The returned vote there for Mr. Stokes was 1,394 and for 
Mr. Johnston 340. Orangeburg had a white vote of 3,440 anda 
colored vote of 6,346. The vote there returned for Mr. Stokes was 
2,729 and for Mr. Johnston 477. Sumter County, the remainin 
county of the district (a full county in this apportionment), h 
a white vote of 2,730 and a colored vote of 5,895. The return for 
Mr. Stokes was 1,142 and for Mr. Johnston but 670. 

The total returned vote for Mr. Stokes was 7,358. That is 57 
per cent of the entire white voting population of the district, 
while the vote returned for Mr. Johnston was but 2,647, only 11 
per cent of the colored vote of the district. As I said a moment 
ago, I have made this comparison merely for the purpose of show- 
ing that something was rotten in k, that some explana- 
tion was needed why the light vote was cast for Mr. Johnston and 
the heavy vote for Mr. Stokes. . 

Now, Mr. Speaker, these figures establish a condition of things 
which may be summed up in this way: Here is a district of 11,000 
Republican majority on the face of the race division of voters. 
Each subdivision was Republican, and yet the returns show 57 per 
cent of the white vote of the district and but 11 percent of the colored 
vote. Let me now makea brief statement showing the condition, 


as disclosed by the record which brings this case before the House. 


The committee do not undertake to throw out a solitary vote in 
this district. No effort is made by the committee, or ur, by 


the contestant, in that direction. The fact is, as disclosed by the 
evidence, that the organization of Colonel Johnston to which I 
have referred, directed its efforts to making a showing to this 
House that the colored vote was Republican and that it had 
sought to register its will by casting its ballots at the election in 
November, 1894. The registration law of South Carolina, which 
was so ably discussed by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
JENKINS] the other day, ed ekg whereby the voter must 
needs register before he could be entitled to cast his ballot on 
election day. It was my purpose to discuss at some length and, 
by citations of authorities and reasoning, to show the House that 
that registration law was unconstitutional, but I deem that I may 
be excused from that labor by reason of the concession made 
the gentleman from Wisconsin that this law is unconstitutional, 
I shall therefore assume that there is no controversy on that ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HOPKINS. As I understand, both the supreme court of 
the State and the Federal circuit court have decided that that 
registration law is unconstitutional. Is that correct? 

. OVERSTREET. In answer tothe gentleman from Ilinois 
[Mr. ata I will say that this registration law of South Car- 
olina is like a head at Donnybrook fair; it has never been rig. ba 
but it has received a telling blow. The supreme court of h 
Carolina, the district court of that State, this House in the Fifty- 
first Congress, and this committee in this Congress, have all h 
that that law is unconstitutional. 

Mr. McLAURIN. May I interrupt the gentleman a moment? 
I think he is mistaken in his statement about the supreme court of 
South Carolina. There was a dissenting opinion filed by 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will say to my friend that I inadvert- 
ently stated that part of the case too strongly. The question was 
before the court; and two of the three members held that there 
was no original jurisdiction; and on the jurisdictional gronnd 
alone the case was disposed of, while Chief Justice McIver held 
that the law was unconstitutional. 

Mr.McLAURIN. And also Judge Goff, who was overruled by 
Chief Justice Fuller. 

Mr. OVERSTREET, On the question of jurisdiction: 

Mr. McLAURIN. Yes, sir; on the question of jurisdiction. 
The case has never been decided on its merits by a court—only on 
the jurisdictional question. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. It may not have been decided on its mer- 
its by the court; but it has unquestionably been decided on its 
merits by the minority members of both courts; and Judge Goff 
in an elaborate opinion has held the same thing. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. And, may I suggest to m 
friend, no jurist has ever decided that the law is constitutional. 
The judges who overruled their associates did so upon the question 
of jurisdiction. 

Mr. McLAURIN. That is correct. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. And in no instance has any 
judge pronounced the law constitutional. 

Mr. McLAURIN. That is correct. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I think the gentleman is correct. 

Mr. LONG, Is not the committee in this case unanimously of 
the belief that the law is unconstitutional? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. In answer tothe gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. Lona], I will say that, so far as I have been able to obtain a full 
expression of the committee, itis unanimous. I can not speak for 
the minority members of the committee, the three Democratic 
members, because they have not so stated in the report. I will 
say, however, that every Republican member of the committee 
has so announced himself in the report which has been submitted 
to the House, with the exception of the gentleman from Wiscon- 
= [Mr. JENKINS], who so declared himself in his statement of 

e case. 

Mr. LONG. Does not the majority report contain the statement? 

Mr. JENKINS. I wish to ask whether the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET] has ever read the report made by “ the 
gentleman from Wisconsin 7. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Isay that the gentleman from Wisconsin 
has held all the way through that this law is unconstitutional. 
Is not that correct? 

Mr. JENKINS. LIunderstood the gentleman to say that he had 
never been able to obtain an opinion from his colleagues on the 
constitutionality of this law. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Oh, no; I did not state that. The gentle- 
man misunderstood me. 

_ Mr. JENKINS. I simply desire to ask the gentleman whether 
it is not the fact that the report drawn by myself takes the ground 
that the law is unconstitutional—— 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That is true. 

eh bam eas And that such is the sentiment of the com- 
mi 

Mr, OVERSTREET. That is true. That is the reason I 
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deemed it unnecessary for me to insist further upon the uncon- 
stitutionality of this law. $ 
That being conceded, then it must follow as the natural, logical 
sequence that any legal 55 ee and rejected should be 
0 


counted. Therefore, ene rganization to which I have 
had occasion to refer, headed by Colonel Johnston, the contestant, 
an effort was made to furnish this House with the data of the 
rejected votes: and that was done by the arrangement to which 
I will now address myself. f 

At each of the voting precincts a list keeper was by prearrange- 
ment stationed with a paper headed with a uniform acter of 
petition that was to be signed by the voters who failed in their 
efforts to have their ballots received. Iwill not stop to give in 
detail the character of that petition; let me say, once for all, that 
that petition or circular form of paper was at all these precincts, 
and 7,336 voters attached their names to those papers in one form 
or another. The custom as disclosed by the evidence—and awit- 
ness has said it was so arranged that word was passed all along 
the line—was that the individual who had béen designated by the 
local committee to have this paper in charge was approached by 
the voter 5 the rejection of his vote not at some 
distant point but in immediate vicinity of the polls and imme- 
diately following the rejection of the vote. To this list keeper, as 
he is called, this rejected voter disclosed the facts which went to 
show his qualifications and the failure to have his vote received 
and his intention to vote for Colonel Johnston. As Ihave stated, 
7,336 of these names appear on these papers which are brought 
into the record. 

We donot count all those. We count the vote only in the cases 
where this state of facts is disclosed: First, that the voter in per- 
son approached the list keeper in the vicinity of the polling booth 
„ after the rejection of the vote and disclosed to him 
the facts which showed his qualifications, the fact of his effort to 
vote, and his intention to vote for Colonel Johnston. 

There were two classes of those who approached the list . 
ers; first, those who could read and write, who voluntarily su 
scribed their names, and those who could not read or write, and 
authorized the list iy to subscribe their names. In those in- 
stances where the list keeper wrote the names himself, he, in two 
or three instances, received authority at the time to transcribe 
that paper and that fact is brought clearly into the evidence by 
the list keepers. 3 i - j 

In Sumter County there were six precincts, to which I will 
refer in detail later on, at which the voters did not approach the 
list keepers and make known in person the facts to which I have 
just referred. But at each of these six precincts the list keeper 
fringe the list of voters into the record, and swears Per 
and without contradiction to these facts: First, that they were 
voters and offered to vote; that he saw the rejection; or, as one 
witness I now recall expressed it so tersely, I saw him not vote.” 
He testifies to the fact of residence, and to all of the facts going 
to show that he was a qualified voter, and then shows by his 
evidence that the voter was a supporter of the ublican party, 
and it is understood, Mr. S er, that Colonel Johnston was the 
nominee of that party. ith that exception all the votes we 
count under this form of lists were made up by the voters them- 
selves coming to the list rag a ; s 3 

Now, I want to submit tthis state of facts is undisputed: 
First, that there were over 7,000 colored voters who were at the 
polls in addition to those whose ballots were received. Let me 
say, in passing, that that fact in itself discloses that there was 
but little division in the colored vote. That is, in addition to the 
voters whose ballots were received, 7,000 or more—7,336, to be 
exact—colored voters, as shown by the evidence, were at the polls. 
The name of no Stokes voter was on either list. Bear that in 
mind; and therefore surely we have not deprived Mr. Stokes of 
any of his votes, nor can he claim anything more in his behalf. 
Of the 7,336 voters who voluntarily entered into the organization, 
coming on the scene under these circumstances, there is not a pos- 
sibility even of concluding any one of them to have been a Stokes 
voter. The fact that they came and subscribed their names when 
there was a motion to carry out the plan of organization discloses 
that they were Johnston supporters and would have voted for him 
if there had been no rejection of their votes. These rejections 
were because of their not having registration certificates or that 
there was some irregularity in the certificate which they pre- 


sented. 

Mr. HOPKINS. These were all requirements under the uncon- 
stitutional law? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. They were all requirements under the 
unconstitutional law. 

If a voter, for instance, after having obtained a certificate of 
registration, after July 1 moved from one house to another, even 
if next door, he was compelled under the law to obtain a new 
certificate. If he did not obtain a certificate by the Ist of July, 
four months before the election, then, although the constitu- 
tional limitation of residence was only sixty days in the county 


and one year in the State, he could not obtain a certificate at all. 
So that the irregularities in the certificates grew in some instances 
out of these conditions—either that he had moved from one pre- 
cinct to another in the same county, or had moved from one 
house to another in the same inct, or that the number of the 
certificate did not conform to the number on the registration book, 
or, as was shown in some instances, there was a failure to insert 
the name of the township in the blanks furnished to the voter, 
Such irregularities were the basis of the rejections of the votes. 

In addition to that, not a vote for Stokes has been disturbed by 
the committee. Surely he can not claim that he has been mis- 
used, because instead of taking a vote away from him we counted 
a precinct that præ him some votes. Thatprecinctis Strawberry 

recinct,in Berkeley County, in which the ballots were not counted 

or him because the ballot box was stolen after the voting and 
before the returns were made up by the board of commissioners. 
We undertake to say by the evidence of the manager, who is a 
Democrat, and by commissioner, who is a Democrat, that 
these votes should be counted, and we give, therefore, on that show- 
ing 92 votes to Johnston from this precinct and 12 to Stokes. The 
whole committee agrees to this, and I will not discuss that par- 
ticular point further. 

Let me say, Mr. Speaker, that when you take into account the 
state of affairs that I have described, which I undertake to say 
can not be successfully controverted, you must admit that the 
effort on the part of the contestant was uniform and energetic to 
disclose to the House the honest, fair facts on which he asks your 
support. There was not a member of the board in the entire dis- 
trict but who was a Democrat, except the two precincts in Rich- 
land County, the precincts of Gadsden and Eastover. 

At en and Eastover precincts the governor, through his 
regular appointees, had made arrangements for Democratic man- 
agers. Richland County, as 1 showed awhile ago, contained 1,665 


colored voters and 932 white. It was the effort of the Democratic 


managers to keep the votes down in Richland County. DoI speak 
without authority? Let me see. Mr. Speaker, on the 5th day of 
November, the day before the election in 1894, the Charleston 
News and Courier, the leading Democratic organ of that State. 
had a special dispatch from Columbia ns to the political 
outlook in the Seventh district, in which this statement is found: 

It is stated to-night— 

That is, the night before the election 
— the precincts 3 en Banova will 275 be s PRON, A 

*. o; 
7 AA Gaclits EO TACA TAR Will only be ancther ink fee 
the Republicans to use in their contest. 

On the day following the election, the morning of the 7th of 
November, the same paper said editorially: 

Itis ae oe true that the voters generally have no confidence 
in the fairness of the el ms, and have had none for It is generally 
believed that the men who control the count decide the election, and there 
is no way under the present system of conducting our elections to do away 
with this injurious impression. 

Carrying out that arrangement, announced the night before the 
election, the Democratic managers at these two precincts did de- 
cline to serve; but under that organization, which I undertake to 
commend to this House, the Republicans at the polls organized, 
as in my judgment they had the honest right to do, and estab- 
lished a board of their own, and those officers of that board so 
improvised, contrary to the law of South Carolina perhaps, but 
in justice to all men who believe in honest elections, and right in 
the eyes of this House, they acted and conformed to the technical 
rules as established by the election laws of the State and returned 
for Mr. Johnston 427 votes in the two precincts. So that accounts 
for the failure to return any votes for Colonel Johnston in Rich- 
land County, and it further accounts for the failure to return any 
for Mr. Stokes. 

I undertake to say, Mr. Speaker, that there is not a man upon 
this floor who will assail the position which I have assumed, that 
these 427 votes should be counted for Colonel Johnston. They 
were refused by the returning board, so that, with the exception 
of Eastover and Gadsten precincts in Richland County, there 
was not a Republican soot whe of a board in the entire Seventh 
Congressi district. 

Colonel Johnston importuned the governor of that State for rep- 
resentation upon the board, and the Governor, in a verbal state- 
ment, as testified to by Mr. Johnston, promised that representa- 
tion, but later refused to give it. Every effort was made by this 
contestant for an honest representation, to watch the nefarious 
methods of this self-organized 8 its effort to suppress the 
vote of a majority of that district. But their efforts were futile, 
and it was for that reason that he organized this board of list 
keepers throughout the district who compiled the 7,336 votes. 
After the returning board of the district certified to the secretary 
of state these returns, the secretary of state counted these 427 
votes in Richland * so that that point will not be disputed. 

Mr. JENKINS. Iwill ask the gentleman if the majority report, 


filed long before the minority report was made, did not concede 
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that these votes should be counted? And have we not, in our 
majority report, counted those votes? And is not that supported 
by the unanimous report of the committee? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That is very true. Had the gentleman 
not interrupted me I should have so stated. Ihave simply taken 
the vote in detail for the purpose of eliminating it from the re- 
mainder of these votes which were upon the lists. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, one further reason for this organized effort 
to compile these lists. You will understand without explanation 
that in contest proceedings you must take evidence by notaries 
and deposition proof. It is a fact disclosed by the evidence that 
efforts have been repeatedly made to deprive these men of the 
services of Republican notaries, and when they can not get nota- 
ries before whom to submit their testimony it can not be received 
by the House. So that it was at first impossible to have 7,300 people 
come voluntarily one at a time and testify to those facts. It was, 
in the second place, difficult, if not impossible, by virtue of the 
great hardship which has been im by depriving these Re- 

ublicans of the use of Republican notaries public. Sir, it was 
but a few years ago that the governor of South Carolina, who now 
may be heard at times in the other branch of this Congress, abso- 
lutely revoked numbers of notaries’ commissions and appointed 
ae ones, and when Colonel Johnston made an effort to obtain 
avits—— 
Mr. McLAURIN. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 


him? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Ina moment, as soon as I have developed 
this point. When he undertook to obtain affidavits from notaries 
public, the very individual who was at that time acting as a 
notary in his behalf had his certificate reyoked. I wish to call 
the attention of the House to this state of facts, to show the great 
difficulty which would have been encountered by this contestant 
if driven to the first and primary evidence, that of obtaining the 
affidavits or deposition proof of each of the seven thousand and 
more voters. 

I have, Mr. Speaker, a paper which discloses the effort which 
was made to obtain evidence on the of notaries public, result- 
ing in the revocation of the commission of the notary public while 
he was in the very act of furnishing these certificates. These cer- 
tificates, I will say, in order to be fair, were not to take testimony 
in this case, but to obtain registration certificates upon the vote 
for a constitutional convention. It only discloses the methods 
which were PAE in order to suppress the line of evidence 
which would have been sought in this case. I will et, Mr. 
Speaker, in order to make the point full and clear, that I will read 
this correspondence, in order to show that I have not misstated 
the case. The full eh aig denon was published March 11, 1895, 
in the Sumter (S. C.) Daily Item, and is as follows: 


THE NOTARY PUBLIC REMOVAL—THE CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN GOV- 
ERNOR EVANS AND W. T. ANDREWS. 


The correspondence between Governor Evans and W.T. Andrews, colored, 
whose commission as notary public was revoked by the governor, in refer- 
ence to the revocation, which is given below, throws very little additional 
light upon the subject. Andrews very naturally asks the reasons for his 
removal, and Governor Eyans does not give them: 


Sumrer, S. C., March 7, 1395. 


which have been preferred against me, and the names of ar accusers; if 


way brin; 
question, and assert, without fear of su ‘ul cont 


T. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


W. T. ANDREWS. 
His Excellency JOHN GARY Evans, 
Governor of South Carolina, Columbia, S. C. 
STATE oF SOUTH CAROLINA, EXECUTIVE CHAMBER, 
Columbia, March 8, 1895. 
DEAR Sm: In reply to your inquiry of the 7th instant, Governor Evans di- 
rects me to say that the power to revoke a co: ion of a notary public is 
reserved to the governor, as you will see by reference to your com: m. 
This privilege the governor exercises whenever he deems it for the welfare 
of the 1 has n done in other cases recently in your county. 
espec 


il; * 
= U. X. GUNTER, Jr., Private Secretary. 
Mr. W. T. ANDREWS, Sumter, S. C. 


SUMTER, S. C., March 8, 1895. 
To the Editor of the Daily Item: F 


Please publish the „ letter, which is a copy of the one mailed 
by me to Governor Evans „and the reply to the same, received by me 
Sunday morning, March 10. A 4 

In the reply to me the governor seems purposely to evade answering direct 
questions asked as to whether any charges were preferred meand the 
names of those 8 said He very kindly and grataitously 
volunteers the information that “the power to revoke is reserved to the 

vernor.“ and adds that “this privilege the governor exercises whenever 

deems it for the welfare of the public.“ The reason which he ungenerousl; 
withholds from me in this letter, however, he publicly anno in the col- 
umns of The State Saturday morning. He then stated that three notaries 
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table white citizens, 
stating that they had been solici business and ing themselves partic- 
ularly obnoxious to now who the ether 
two are, and examina’ e clerk's office fails to reveal who 
they are, as no record of any removal except my own can be found 


there. 
For my own part, I decline to t even Ho governor of South Carolina 
to publish me to the world as being offensive to the respectable white people 


of my home, among whom I was born and reared, and to whom I have never, 

in the smallest degree, public or private, given offense or cause for lack of 
confidence or there are “respectable white ple” to whom I 
have made my: “obnoxious ™ let the governor or his informers name them 
and state specifically the “‘obnoxious” acts which I have performed. Let 
them state what sort of business I have “solicited.” Tassert emphati- 
cally that I have never “solicited” notarial “ business,“ and the only ground 
for the charge lies in the fact that I announced that I would issue, and did 
issue, registration affidavits to men of my race, that they might qualify 
themselves to choose delegates to the constitutional convention, counted in 
for the avowed 8 of further oppressing them. It is for this reason 
that the governor of South Carolina holds me up to the world as a man unfit 
to perform the ‘insignificant functions of a notary public! A shadow must 
be wn across my reputation; m r must be under sus) to 
the end that my people and myself shall be deprived of all voice in the fram- 
ing of the fundamental law of the land. Not content with obstructing the 
pathway to registration with every barrier human ingenuity can devise, 
notaries are warned that it they permit negroes to make registration affida- 
vits before them their commissions will be revoked. The chief 8 
of the commonwealth—God save the mark!—is become directly the chief in- 
strument for the perpetration and perpetuation of fraud. ere are more 
than twenty notaries in Sumter, and yet from Wednesday 2 72 m. to Satur- 
day 1 p. m. there were ony three who would issue a single affidavit for ne- 
groes, and ep after issuing less than five each, declared they could do so 
no longer, as their commissions would be revoked if they did. 

Tru Roe: Editor, this is a commentary hie, fet pone ote century civiliza- 
tion! hataspectacle for the rest of the civili world to gaze upon! A peo- 
ple, silent and submissive during many years of oppression, hoping each year 
that their very submission, more eloquent and iat re than oppositi 
would conquer the hearts of their oppressors, and bring them to a sense oi 
justice, are now rudely brought face to face with the brutal truth that the 
machinery of the Government will be used to its last extremity to strike 
down and obliterate the last semblance of liberty, which they now have left, 
and this in the name of the“ public welfare.” 

For the “public welfare“ the chief executive, sworn to execute the laws 
impartially, not only connives at but lends himself immediately to the com- 
mission of outrageous fraud and enters into an open conspiracy to create a 
constitution which he declares shall be itself a monster of fraud and an in- 
strument for the perpetuation of perjury and fraud. 

God knows that my people have y suffered enough, and I refuse to 
believe that now, in their Steet ee as they are no menace to white 
supremacy—Anglo-Saxon civilization, Anglo-Saxon love of liberty and sense 
of justice, will pona so foul a stain to tarnish the shield itself of liberty; 
but that those whoruled in this State from 1876 until 1890 will rise up in th 
intellectual ht and create a constitution that, while eternally assurin; 
the rule of wealth and intelligence, will yet ap pga Pd nnd to all, and 
guarantee to the humblest black man his right to life, liberty, and property. 


I say that the correspondence that e between this notary 
public and the governor of the State disclosed that he was in the 
act of furnishing certificates of registration,and that five days 
elapsed before they could get another notary to certify to the fact 
of residence and 3 Only ten days were allowed for 
registration, and fully half of that time was taken from these 
people when they would have had an opportunity to obtain regis- 
tration certificates. It was because of that condition of affairs, 
Mr. Speaker, that this contestant was driven, in his efforts to 
show to this House his right to a seat, to obtain secondary evi- 
dence, which, under the circumstances, is the best evidence as to 
the expression of the people at the polls. 

x Now I yield to the gentleman from South Carolina for a ques- 

ion. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Is not that correspondence which the gen- 
tleman has referred to after the election? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I stated that before. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Then I want to make another statement, 
for fear you may create a wrong impression, which I know you 
would not do willingly. In revoking commissions of notaries 
public, I will say it was done to both ublicans and Democrats, 
and also in the case of trial justices. the State there were a 
great many commissions that had been issued for years, both in 
the cases of notaries public and trial justices, and all of these 
were revoked and new commissions issued; and any man of good 
moral character who could get the indorsement of his fellow- 
citizens could receive acommission as a notary public. I ppa 
many of these commissions were over twenty years old. i 
was done under an act of the legislature, and it had no reference 
to election cases or anything of that sort. 

Mr. HOPKINS. as this reyocation made about the time 
that it was necessary to use the notaries for the preservation of 
evidence? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Oh, no; it was done under an act of the 
legislature that was about 1890. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That revocation occurred to Democrats 
and Republicans, but no one could get an appoinment as notary 
after revocation unless he was recommended by a Senator and 
Representative, and God knows there were very few Representa- 
tives and Senators of South Carolina who would recommend Re- 
publicans as notaries. 

Mr. WILSON of Sonth Carolina, Then again the gentleman 
is mistaken in that statement. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. [I yield only for a question. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Are you not inaccurate in 
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that statement? In the provision that revoked the old appoint- 
ment, the old commission of notary public, there was a provision 
that unyone could be appointed on the recommendation of 20 
3 e citizens. 

. HOPKINS. One moment. Is that the law of South Caro- 
lina—that notaries public can be appointed on the recommenda- 
tion of 20 citizens? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. As stated by the gentleman 
from South Carolina, it was an act which gave the governor 
power to appoint notaries public. The governor had exclusive 
power to make these appointments without restrictions, and he 
imposed this restriction himself for his own guidance. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, let me understand this. Then there is 
no restriction on the 2 54 as to whom he shall appoint and 
what evidence he shall take to determine, in his discretion, as to 
whether it shall be John Jones or Bill Smith? 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. He is simply like all other 
executives in a matter of that kind. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Baap cl it is all very easy to see how 
the two gentlemen from South Carolina would meet the issue; 
but when you understand that the governor holds in his own 
power the right to appoint whom he pleases and to accept such 
recommendations as he pleases, it is easy to conclude and to un- 
derstand how these men were deprived of the assistance of Repub- 
licans as notaries poe 

Mr. LACEY. ill the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion at this time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Indi- 
ana yield to the oe from Iowa? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LACEY. Is it claimed now that the notaries public who 
had been selected to take the evidence during this contest had 
their commissions canceled during that time? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. It is not. I only give instances of this 
to show why in this case they did not resort to the deposition 
proof. They were justified, in my judgment, in not undertakin 
that when it was a notorious fact that they could not get the ai 
and assistance of notaries public of their own selection. The evi- 
dence shows that in some of these counties in this district there 
was not a solitary Republican notary public, and that upon the 
request of this contestant the governor refused to appoint a no- 
tary who would be friendly to him and give him fair dealing and 
justice; and that was another reason why he was compelled to 
resort to what I concede to be secondary evidence. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have taken much longer time than I an- 
ticipated in dealing with the questions which Lam called on to 
answer and in the detailed statement of this condition; and I wish 
to go now to the very gist of this case for a few minutes, and hope 
that gentlemen who are attending to my argument will remember 
the reasons why Colonel Johnston resorted to this means of obtain- 
ing a list of the names of the voters as I have outlined. 

. POWERS. Do I understand that all the voters on this list 
of 7,000 and upward tendered ‘their votes? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Ido not contend that the proof shows 
that they all tendered their votes. It does not. I said a while 
ago that we did not count all the 7,000. All that we do count did 
actually tender their votes, and their intention. the candidate for 
whom they intended to vote is shown, and also their qualification, 
and the further fact that their votes were rejected; and on that 
basis the contestant has a majority of the votes of the district. 

Mr. POWERS. Did they approach the vote taker and formally 
offer their votes? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. If the gentleman was present a few mo- 
ments ago he has doubtless forgotten that I explained that, ex- 
cepting six precincts in Sumter County, the lists not only showed 
that every voter 8 the polling place to vote, but also 
disclosed the other facts I have mentioned, and signed the lists 
when he was able to sign, or authorized the list taker to sign for 
him when he was not able to sign for himself. At those six ex- 
cepted precincts, as I have stated, the voters did not approach 
thevote keeper, but the testimony shows—the testimony of parties 
who offered themselves for cross-examination—that the votes were 
tendered, that the men were qualified voters, and that they were 
members of the ublican party. 

Mr. POWERS. You of the list taker.” Iam not quite 
sure that I understand that. Is the list taker the man who had a 
right to take the vote, or is he the man who was taking down the 
names of persons who desired to vote? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The list taker is the man that was desig- 
nated by the committee to stand near the polling place, the man 
to whom these voters went immediately upon the rejection of 
their votes. 

Mr. POWERS. My queson is: Did these voters offer their 
votes to an po a ore they went to this list taker? 

Mr. OV ERS EET. Yes; they offered their votes to the man- 

of the election in the polling place, and shey wore rejected. 
8 POWERS. What is the proof in the case that they offered 
their votes to the man who had the legal right to take them? 
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Mr. OVERSTREET. The poon ienai in those precincts the 
man who gives the testimony ifies that he saw the vote offered 
and saw it rejected, and also testifies to the further fact that the 
voter thus offering his vote was a member of the Republican party. 
These other voters who approached the list keeper after ed ee 
their votes and having their names enrolled, first tendered their 
votes and then went immediately to the list keeper, who was sta- 
tioned as near the polling place as was permitted, and there made 
known to him what they had done, their qualifications, the fact 
of the a Mec of their votes, and the fact of their intention to 
vote for Mr. Johnston. Thatis the point to which I am now going 
to address myself. 

Mr. POWERS. Do you prove the fact that they offered their 
votes to the regular vote taker by the list keeper, or by the voters 
themselves? 

Mr. OVERSTREET, The voters made the declaration to the 
list keeper. 

Mr. POWERS. And you prove that by the list keeper? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. We provẹ the declaration of the voter by 
the list keeper. 
$ Mo ge ERS. Soitis one step removed from primary evi- 

ence 
s Mr. OVERSTREET. It is one step removed from primary evi- 


ence. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Primary evidence in that case could not be 


rocured. 
> Mr. OVERSTREET. It could not be procured because of the 
large number of voters and because of the lack of facilities. 

ow I wish to address myself briefiy to the question whether 
or not these declarations are proper proof, and I will ask attention 
to this point, because upon it, in all probability, will hinge the re- 
sult in this case. I submit that a declaration made in the vicinity 
of the polling place, immediately subsequent to the rejection of 
the vote, while the matter was fresh in the voter’s mind, before 
he had an opportunity to confer with others and without appar- 
ent design, may be held a partof the res geste, and, when brought 
into the record by ae proof, is as binding upon the House as 
primary evidence itself. This question of a declaration being a 
part of the res geste is not a new one in the House. 

It has been decided so many times that I almost feel that it is 
trespassing upon the time of the House to argue it. In the Thirty- 
fifth Congress, in probably the ablest report that has been made 
upon this question of declarations being a ga of the res gestæ, a 
report ade by so eminent a man as Mr. L. Q. C. Lamar, of Mis- 
sissippi—certainly a good authority for my Democratic friends 
the question was presented to the House, and therehas never been 
any variance since that time in the acceptance of the doctrine. I 
admit that this is secondary evidence, but it is not a substitution 
of evidence; and when we elect to take that evidence which is the 
best that is attainable under the circumstances, it ought to be re- 
ceived with the same de of respect with which primary evi- 
dence would be received. Remember that this was an occasion 
where the entire community of this district wasa party. I admit 
that in many cases the voter at the polls is not a party, but in 
other circumstances he is a party, and his declarations may be 
shown in evidence and proven to establish the case upon which 
you base your decision. In this case I undertake to say that we 

nda condition of affairs that does not appear in many cases, and 
which, in my judgment, strengthens the proposition that here the 
voter at the polls is a party to the suit. 

I bave told you that these lists are uniform. Not only that, Mr. 
Speaker, but they arein the form of a petition addressed to this 

ouse, starting out in this way: 

To the honorable Senate and House 4 Spor any e e 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 

The petition of the subscribers, citizens of the State of South Carolina, re- 
spectfully showeth that your petitioners are over the of 21 and male resi- 
dents of the county of and the voting precinct o in the county 
and State aforesaid, and are legally qualified to register and vote. 

And then it goes on and recites the fact of their qualification, 
the fact of their rejection, and their intention not only to vote 
but to register, and their inability to register by virtue of the act 
of those who had control of the registration of the State. 

In one of the primary books on evidence which is always an 
authority, Greenleaf, the author states in section 138: 

The question of the admissibility of this sort of evidence seems, therefore, 
to turn upon the nature of the reputed fact, whether it was interesti to 
one party only or to many. If it were of a public or pensa nature, it falls 
within the exception we are now 8 by which hearsay evidence, un- 
der the restrictions already mentioned, is tted. But if it no connec- 
ay ce willl ͥ ĩ2f oF BOATA TIARO Ie fps hain tise ae 
— 2 rule by which hearsay avidenoe is excluded. ies 

In section 128 the same author says: 


And first, as to matters of publicand general interest. The terms “public” 
and general“ are sometimes as synon meaning ee, that which 
concerns a multitude of persons; but in regard to the admissibility of hear- 
say testimony a distinction has been taken between them, the term public” 
being strictly applied to that which concerns all the citizens and every mem- 
ber of the State, and the term “general ” being referred to a lesser, though 
still a large, portion of the community. 
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Taking into account the statements which Ihave made relative 
to the difficulties in the way, this contestant had no other means 
of 1 this evidence before the House than that by which he 
did it; and having been brought in here, these declarations under 
the authority of Greenleaf can be accepted as hearsay testimony 
even if not a part of the res geste. I undertake to say that the 
true rule whereby we may consider these as part of the res gestz 
is best put by the authority which I shall next read: 

If declarations of a occurrence are made under such circumstances as 
will raise the reasonable 3 that they are the spontaneous utter- 
ances of thoughts created by or springing out of the transaction itself, and 
so soon thereafter as to preclude the 8 that they are the result of 

remeditation and design, they will admissibl 

Am. and Eng. Encl. Law, volume 21, page 101.) 

To make declarations a part of the res geste, they must be contempora- 
neous with the main fact; but in order to be contemporaneous they are not 

ired to be precisely concurrent in time. If the declarations spring out 
of the transaction, if they elucidate it, if they are voluntary and spontaneous, 
and if they are made at the time, or so near to itas reasonably to preclude the 
idea of deliberate design, they are then to be regarded as contemporaneous. 
(Stare vs. Garrard, 5 Ore., 216.) 

Here the hammer fell.] 

r. WALKER of Virginia. I desired to make some remarks 
further- on in relation to this case; but I propose now to yield to 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. How much time? 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. As much as the gentleman wants; 
all, if he needs it. 

Mr.TAWNEY. Before the gentleman from Indiana . OVER- 
STREET] resumes, will he permit me one question? Under the rule 
just cited by the gentleman, why are not these declarations pri- 
mary evidence—these declarations in regard to how the citizen 
intended to vote, etc.? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I think it would not be 
straining the rule to maintain that they are primary evidence. 
But [have not been disposed to take so stringent a position. Even 
on the ground that this is the best evidence that could be had 
under the circumstances, it is sufficient, though it may not be 
primary evidence. I aminclined to believe, as a personal opinion, 
that these declarations made under such circumstances are, in 
view of the authorities, to be considered a part of the res gest 
and therefore constitute primary evidence. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD.: Did not the men who kept these lists, or 
accompanied them, go on the witness stand and swear to these 
declarations having been made to them at the time? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. In each instance where we have counted 
a vote upon the evidence of the declaration of the citizen, the man 
to whom the declaration was made went upon the stand and tes- 
tified. 

Mr. LACEY. Does the Fe claim that it is a constitu- 
tional right of these Republican voters to have somebody repre- 
senting them at the election? Does the gentleman think that is a 
part of their constitutional rights? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. It is not a part of the constitutional 
skate of the citizen as disclosed by the constitution of South 
Carolina. 

Mr. LACEY. But under the Constitution of the United States 
have they not the right to have somebody see that they have a fair 
chance? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I think so. 

Mr. LACEY. Then if the law of South Carolina denies them 
that right, and they select a list taker, tacitly or by direct agree- 
ment, do they not thereby create that list taker, at least semiofii- 
cially, their representative, to see to their side of the election; 
and in view of that fact, does not his act become practically offi- 
cial, the law having denied the right of that party to representa- 


tion? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I think the gentleman is entirely correct 
in his expression of the rule. I believe that as a constitutional 
right the party at the a is entitled to some representation, and 
where he is deprived of that representation, either by the express 
law of the State or by the action of the managers of the election, 
and he provides a representative who afterwards comes upon the 
stand and introduces the proof of the transaction, that proof be- 
comes primary evidence, and should be so received by the House. 
I wish to cite these authorities sustaining this view without read- 
ing at length, because I do not care to encroach too much on 
the good nature of my friend from Virginia, who joins me in the 
expression of these views and signs the report I had the honor to 
prepare and submit to the House. 


thus rapidly undertaken to develop. In the State of Tennessee, 
where prosecutions were sought at the hands of the Federal au- 
thorities, in his charge to the grand jury, as great a man as Judge 
Howell E. Jackson, who was the idol of the Democracy of that 
State, and whose eminence asa jurist commended him toa Repub- 
lican President as great as Benjamin Harrison, whogavehim a posi- 
tion upon the highest court known in Christendom, uses this 
language: 

If the prosecution had simply shown that each one of these witnesses was 
seon going to the poll with a Republican ticket in his hand, which he had re- 
ceived from Rives, with a declaration of his intention to vote such ticket, such 
Doui — 5 e would have constituted circumstantial evidence that they voted 

C. „ 

Mr. Speaker, in all of my research for authority on the question 
of declaration, as EN) apart of theres gestæ, to present as 
a basis for the action of the House in this case, I have found none 
as broad and comprehensive as that used by Judge Jackson in his 
charge to the grand jury from which I have just read. 

The men in the present case, in each instance, made their dec- 
laration to the list keeper, who brought it into the evidence. 
Now, I said awhile ago that we did not count all of the 7,300. 
Why? In one ‘instance the evidence shows that, not the list 
keeper himself, but a third person, who deposes to the fact that 
the list keeper kept the list. We ignored that. In another in- 
stance the list was kept at a store about half a mile from the place 
where the votes were taken. We also ignored that. We consid- 
ered, in order to be eminently fair, that that was too far removed 
from the voting place, and we excluded that count also. But in 
one of the authorities cited it is held that where a statement or 
declaration was made on the day of the election, or soon after,” 
it is a declaration within the meaning of the rule, and it is a part 
res gest. 

But we have come to you asking fair dealing for this contestant, 
and putting it on the strictest ground, not extending the rule even 
as far as the last two cited authorities, and have counted no votes 
except where the declaration was taken at the time, in the vicin- 
ity of the polling place, and by the man who testifies to the decla- 
ration, except where we show all the facts pertinent—the qualifi- 
cation of the voter, the intention of the voter, and the additional 
fact that the voter is a member of the Republican party. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I anticipate that these gentlemen who seek 
to fix the title of this seat in the gentleman now occupying it will 
try to persuade you that the evidence is not as I have stated it; 
that it does not disclose the fact I have referred to, But I under- 
take to say, sir, that in every instance where we have undertaken to 
count the list the list keeper has made we show by his statement, 
subjected to cross-examination, that the declaration was as full 
and complete as I have stated. 

Remember, first, that these are petitions of the voters before this 
House, who present their statement at the heading of the peti- 
tion and come before this House asking justice at your hands 
and showing their right to yote, with the evidence upon which 
they base that right, and for whom they should have voted if 
they had not been prevented. Ihave tabulated the evidence by 
counties and precincts in the districts, citing the name of the pre- 
cincts, the witness, the page of the record, and the number of 
votes we count in each. 

This statement is as follows: 


COLLETON COUNTY. 


ble as part of the res geste. 


T O L E TE TT ONN 
Walterboro... — 
Hendersonvill 
Summerville - 


2888888 
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BERKELEY COUNTY. — 


I only wish to say that the cases to which I refer —that of a Strawberry. E. A. Jenkins 112 
New Jersey case in 1840, 1 Bartlett, 28; also the case of Vallan- | Hiltons Crossroads. S. Gailliard __- 56 
digham vs. Campbell, acted upon in 1858, 1 Bartlett, and found | Stag Se =A MPEs 7 — 
on page 230 (that is the case to which 1 referred awhile ago in Holly Hill. J. 8.1 eRe: 117 
which the report was drawn by ex-Justice Lamar of OP ir E E S Ostendorf. 156 
the case of Smith vs. Jackson (Rowell, page 27), and also MeDuf- 


fie vs. Turpin (Rowell, page 252)—-these cases sustain the i- | Biggin Church: G Holmes 
tion I have taken, and hold that declarations are admissible as | Strawberry D. J. Cooper. .....22.2.. 
part of the res geste. D anne ae „S. Schulze 

I wish to refer now, Mr. Speaker, to an expression used outside 
of the House of Representative upon the principle that I have 


SUMTER COUNTY, 


189 186 
194 16 
203 7 
200 17 
208 119 
208 151 
225 45 
233 76 
235 9 
287 74 
275 110 
276 33 


— 2 ---- 
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Johnston's plurality, 312. 

As shown by this statement, we count for this contestant 4,608 
votes out of the 7,336—but little more than half—4,608 votes, 
where the list keeper in every instance, except in the six precincts 


in Sumter County, testifies to the fact of the voter coming to 
him in person and making the declaration to him, and to the fact 
of his intention as so disclosed by the declaration. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Counting the number of votes you have there, 
what majority does it give the contestant? 

Mr, OVERSTREET. The returned vote of the contestant was 
2,647. We counted for the contestant at Strawberry precinct the 
92 yotes that the gentleman will remember were given him, and 
which are conceded by all parties, the full committee, and the 
returning board of the State. We counted at Gadsden and East- 
over 427 votes, which are conceded by the entire committee and 
the secre of state. Adding to those two items the 4,608 which 
we und e to say come into the record by these declarations to 
the list keepers gives the contestant 7,682 votes and the contestee 
7,370, leaving the contestant 312 majority. 

Mr. DAN Was any evidence given to show that the 
statements of these persons to the person who took down their 


statements concerning their voting were not true? Is there any 
contradiction of that? 


Mr. OVERSTREET, There is no contradiction on one page of 
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this record of the fact, first, that seven thousand three hundred 
and more voters were at the in addition to those whose votes 
were counted; second, that they were colored voters; third, that 
their names were subscribed, either by themselves, or the proof 
made that they were members of the Republican party; and 
fourth, that not one of them was a Stokes voter. There is no 
contradiction of that, I will say to my friend from New York, 
which emphasizes the position we have taken. 

Now, to return to what I have just stated, an effort will be 
made here, and I direct your attention to that effort, for it is sure 
to come, to prove that the evidence does not show these facts. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, you must remember that this is an ignorant 
community. e voters are largely illiterate. It is a fact to be 
regretted that they have not the intelligence sufficient to create a 


basis of contest that would obtain in many if not all of the North- 
ern districts. Their language is not correct, Their syntax is 
poor. But the true statement which they seek to place in this 
record comes to you with the force of conviction, which I under- 
take to say this House will commend by accepting it as proof. 
For example, a voter will say that he kept a list of voters that 
were *‘ objected. ” 

Well, now, I submit that that is not the technical term to use. 
The votes were “rejected” and not “objected.” He says, “I 
kept a list of voters that were objected to,” not the voters that 
were rejected. But, Mr. S. er, all these men were appointed 
under a common organization. They held lists of uniform draft; 
they had one object in view. They acted with unanimity, an 
when they came upon the stand to testify you must accept that 
testimony as tending in the direction expressed by the great bulk 
of the witnesses. If I testify as a witness, following twenty other 
witnesses, and do not go into a detailed statement, it would not 
therefore be excluded, use I follow others, and we may prop- 
erly assume, I think, that these witnesses, in the limited time 

iven for this proceeding, were not asked as carefully about 


e facts which are brought into the record as in some cases they 
were asked. But Isay, 5 er, that the evidence showsthat 
each list keeper is discussing the same kind of testimony. He has 


brought a list into the record headed in the same way, and it all 
tends in one direction. In every instance the list itself is put into 
the record. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. OVERSTREET, In one moment, please. My friend from 
Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS] in his report very adroitly calls the 
attention of the House to the fact that these lists are not in the 
record, because they are not filed as exhibits. But, sir, when this 
House undertakes to put the screws upon testimony, when it con- 
cludes that it must resort to the technical expressions of criminal 
courts, we had as well deliver over to these people of South Caro- 
lina the control of this Government. list ap in the record, 
subjected to the scrutiny of this House and to the analysis of this 
committee, If itis not presented formally with the statement, 
“ I offer the following list, and request that it be marked as Exhibit 
A and made a part of the record,” my friend from Wisconsin Mr. 
JENKINS] would exclude it; but I ee that over, believing that 
the fairness of this House will conclude that those lists are in the 
record. Andin no instance—I challenge the statement—in no in- 
stance does the list differ in one iota from the statement made by 
the witness who submitted it, unless it is in the number of names 
that appear upon the list; but in no instance have those members 
of the committee who, with me, urge the seating of this contest- 
ant, counted a list without first counting, one at a time, the names 
upon the list as disclosed by the evidence, and comparing that 
with the vote itself; and where there is a discrepancy, as where 
one says the list contains 256 names and the count discloses that 
it contains but 251, we only count the names that the list shows, 
251, as in the example which I have giyen. I now yield to my 
friend from Illinois . HOPKINS]. 


Mr. HOPKINS. e gentleman has covered the point I was 
going to speak about, 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. In whose possession have these 


lists been kept since the election, until they were filed as part of 
this record? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The evidence discloses that in many in- 
stances the list keeper kept it himself, and in others, if he did not 
keep it himself, he left it in the custody of some individual who, 
as he says, put it away for safe-keeping; but he always says that 
was his list. And I will say to my friend from Tennessee that 
there is no evidence to show, and no effort made to show, that 
there has been any alteration in any of these lists since election 
day, when they were taken. I briefly refer to the evidence 
upon this point of bringing the lists into the record in order to 
ilustrate the manner in which they are brought in. The original 
lists themselves are filed with the record and appear with the 
paper sin the case. 

r. McLAURIN. Will 3 permit a question? 
Mr. OVERSTREET, I be very happy to answer it. 
Mr. McLAURIN. In some of the contested-election cases from 


1896. 


South Carolina did they not seek to count lists that were taken 
and made up three or four months after the election? 

Mr. O STREET. Not in this case. 

Mr. McLAURIN. But it was done in similar cases, was it not? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. In answer to the gentleman from South 
Carolina and also in answer to the statement made by my col- 
league on the committee, the gentleman from Wisconsin ri 
JENKINS], I will say that there were four cases from South Caro- 
lina, and that lists of some sort appeared in each case. The gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin undertook to impress upon the House the 
idea that those cases should all stand or fall together, or else I 
myer misjudged his remarks, 

ow, we could not count enough lists in those other casesunder 
this rule, because, as I have said, a list that was taken several 
days after the election we would exclude, and a list that was not 
brought into the record by the list holder we would exclude, and 
a list which sought to give declarations of voters that did not 
cover all of the facts required to entitle them to vote we would 
exclude; so that in the case of Wilson vs. McLaurin we seated the 
gentleman who has just asked me a question because of the im- 
perfection in the evidence which brought those lists into the rec- 
ord. But the doctrine was the same. The other South Carolina 
case went off forthe same reason, The doctrine of declarations 
being a part of the res gestæ, and the bringing in of the declara- 
tions, as we do in this case, did not bring in t evidence in the 
gentleman's case, and, therefore, he was given the seat. 

Mr. LACEY. Were any of the lists in this case made at a dif- 
ferent time from election day and ata different place from the 
place of election? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Not a single, solitary list that we counted. 

Mr. McLAURIN. But were there not such lists? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Some were made at a place distant from 
the poll, but those we exclude. 

. LACEY. Then you count only those that were made on 
the spot, and you treat them as a part of the election itself? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Thatisit,exactly. We count only those 
lists that I undertake to say are parts of the res geste, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will address myself as briefly as I can to 
the evidence in this case to which I have so often referred. Be- 
fore doing that, however, I wish to point out to the House the line 
which separates the gentlemen who espouse the contestee’s case 
from those of us who espouse the case of the contestant. We hold 
that these declarations are parts of the res geste, while you will 
find in the remarks of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JEN- 
KINS] the statement which I now read: 

Assuming what the voter said at the box asa of his offer to vote to be 
competent evidence, the moment the voter left box he left the res gestaa— 

I do not know, Mr. Sy dan what kind of an animal the gentle- 
men on the other side have mapped out to be termed the res 
(Laugh which can be left by somebody in a particular place. 


Laughter.] It is my understanding that the acts which create 
e transaction at a given place and within a given time, pertain- 
ing and applicableto agiven individual or individuals, all together, 
constitute the res geste, and no individual has it in his power to 
leave it in any place. I have said that no vote has been counted 
by those who seek to seat the contestant except where the declara- 
tion was made at the time of election and in the vicinity of the 
lling place, and to the individual who brings it into the record 
55 his deposition proof, excepting at the six precincts in Sumter 
County, and in each of those cases the proof is full as to the quali- 
fication of the voter, the rejection of his vote, and his member- 
ship of the Republican > 
Ne ow, this class of evidence is shown, as I stated a moment ago, 
by witnesses in various ways, but all tending in one direction, 
and the gentlemen who support the contestee in this case in their 
report cite the case of Humbert at Beach Hill, in Colleton County, 
as an example of the testimony which we have to rely upon, and 
they urge upon this House to discredit that testimony. ey do 
that on the ground that A. H. Humbert did not write the names 
on the list there. The evidence is found on page 72 of the record. 
Gentlemen who seek to retain the contestee in his seat ask you 
to discredit the evidence of Humbert because he did not write 
the names upon the list. The evidence shows upon the cross- 
examination that W. D. Humbert wrote the names upon that list. 
I concede that fact. If the gentlemen had taken the trouble to 
follow the other witnesses at that precinct they would have found 
that Stephen Moultry (page 74 of the record) and Sam Pinkney 
(page 75 of the record) both corroborated the statement of Hum- 
bert on page 72, going to establish this state of facts: That A. H. 
Humbert was the committeeman designated to stand and control 
the taking of the names,and that W. D. Humbert was his clerk 
and actually wrote the names in his presence. 

I refer to that line of evidence to show the House that the list 
keeper was present and saw the names written by his clerk as the 
voters came up. They were systematic. They uniform pe- 
titions with printed headings, tables, and and ink. It would 
be called a conspiracy' in some localities, doubtless, but I call 
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it an honest effort to disclose the pains that were taken to estab- 
lish the rights of this contestant; and while A. H. Humbert does 
say that the list is not in his handwriting the evidence shows that 

D. Humbert, his clerk, wrote them, and Stephen Moultry and 
Sam Pinkney both corroborate the committeeman in the state- 
ment that he was there; that the voters made their declarations 
to him, and that W. D. Humbert was his clerk and wrote the 
names. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks why W.D. Humbert 
was not put upon the stand. But in God’s name how many wit- 
nesses is it n to bring upon the stand to prove the name 
of the individual to whom the declaration was made? 

Now, I have stated that every one of these 4,608 votes that we 
undertake to count was brought into the record by these declara- 
tions through the medium of the list keeper; that those questions 
were asked the list k as to what he did, and his statement 
made that he kept the list of the rejected votes; that the voters 
sought him in on; that they were not intimidated; that they 
voluntarily made known to him their desire, and that that was the 
list that he kept. These, I affirm without fear of contradiction, are 
the facts proved in each case if you will read the evidence aright. 
except as to these six precincts in Sumter County; and to those 
wish to call your attention. 

It has been held by this House in many cases—and I undertake 
to say that in no case has it been denied—that where all the facts 
are disclosed, the act of the voter, not the declarations and state- 
ments made, but his acts and conduct, the proof of his residence 
and other proofs showing his qualifications as a voter; second, 
proof of his offer to vote; third, proof of the rejection of the vote, 
and fourth, proof that he was a member of the given party, that 
evidence is sufficient to be admitted in proof. That proposition 
has been universally accepted. And at every one of these precincts 
in Sumter County where we have counted the vote and where the 
declaration was not made to the list ke , that. state of fact has 
been disclosed. I refer you to Wedgefield precinct, page 277 of 
the record, where the list keeper says that he was in the house 
where the voting was carried on; that he kept a list of voters who 
were rejected: 

. Do you know to what political bel 
2 To the Republican 3 F 


And then on cross- examination we have this testimony: 


Q. Do you know of your own knowledge that the names on this list are those 
of Nace who tried to vote? 

N. Did you see each man on this list rejected by the managers, or did they 
tell you so? 

A. Isaw them rejected. 

. On what grounds? 

A portion of them on the ground that they had no registration certifi- 
cates, and others that had their registration certificates had changed resi- 
dence, and still others who had tration certificates, the number on the 
managers’ registration book and voter's certificate did not correspond. 

That was no fault of the voter. He had no control of the book. 
He presented the certificate and if the number varied they rejected 
it. At 7 Hill township, in the evidence of Reynolds (page 
291); at Concord precinct, in the evidence of Gregg (page 239); at 
Mayesville precinct, in the evidence of Cooper (page 269); at Pri- 
vateer precinct, in the evidence of G. A. Huggins (page 246), and 
at Providence precinct, in evidence of W. @ Deas (page 255), we 
have the evidence showing conclusively what I have stated—not 
the declarations, but the facts, all of which go to make up and es- 
tablish the right of the voter to vote, the fact of his rejection, and 
that he was a member of the Republican party. Why, sir, Jus- 
tice Jackson, in his charge to the grand jury in Tennessee, held 
that if the voter was seen with a Republican ticket in his handen 
route to the poll it was a sufficient circumstance to prove that he 
was going to vote that ticket, and (if he got to the polls) did vote 
it. In this instance there is not a syllable of proof to discredit 
the statement of the witnesses at these six precincts. No man 
undertakes to deny the fact that these men were qualified voters, 
as declared by the list keeper. No man disputes the assertion that 
their votes were rejected or that they were members of the Re- 
publican party. 

I wish to emphasize the statement that we have counted no 
votes except where the full declaration is made under the propo- 
sition of law which makes it a part of the res gest, except, as I 
have mentioned, in Sumter County; and there every substantial 
and material fact is disclosed by evidence to establish the right of 
the voter to have his vote counted. 

When we take those lists that I have thus counted,it makes 
4,608 votes. And I submit, Mr. Speaker, that, in view of the cau- 
tion which we have exercised, in the spirit of fairness which should 
commend itself to the House—where we count but a little more 
than one-half of the lists of voters who sought to have their votes 
counted by this House—this result should be accepted. And this 
table shows that when you give Mr. Johnston the votes that the 
full committee gives him, that the State returning board gives 
him, and add to his returning vote the 4,608 which I undertake 
to say are absolutely his right under the propositions in regard to 
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declarations, he has 7,682 votes against 7,370 for Mr. Stokes, leay- 
the contestant a clear plurality of 312. 
ow, Mr. Speaker, I ed attention at the outset to the table 
which I had prepared comparing numerically the black and white 
pulation with the returned vote, showing that the colored vot- 
ing population cast but 11 cent of its entire vote, conceding 
of it to have been Republican and none Republican except the 
colored, while the white voting population cast 57 per cent of its 
vote. And when you add the seven thousand and more voters 
who were on the ground seeking recognition at the polls, it ac- 
counts for the interest manifested by the Republican voters of 
that district. But when we make up the table that I now pre- 
sent to the House with the corrected vote according to the propo- 
sitions which I have undertaken to impress upon the House, it 
discloses still that the colored vote has not received as much con- 
sideration as the circumstances of the case,in my judgment, en- 
titled it to. When we correct this table by adding the votes 
which we count, distributing them by counties in the proper way, 
the following result is obtained: 


Stokes. 


Corrected 
returns. 


Johnston. 


Counties. 


White Per | Colored | Corrected | Per 


vote. 


-- —— — 


This gives Stokes 7,370, 57 per cent of the entire white vote of 
the district, and Colonel Johnston 7.682 votes, only 32 cent of 
the colored vote alone of the district. We find a condition out- 
lined where an organization was effected by the contestant, rami- 
fying to every precinct, where every township in the district 
was stumped by the contestantin his able manner, who impressed 
himself on the voters; where no divisions existed among the col- 
ored yote; where, conceding him no white votes, a man who at 
the first sound of the gun, as a member of the militia of Massa- 
chusetts, penetrated the treasonous confines of the South, and 
who was a member of the last regiment mustered ont of the serv- 
ice, was the candidate of his p: What was there in the history 
of such a man to alienate the colored voters? 

And, Mr. Speaker, when you consider the condition and the cir- 
cumstances under which they labored, the energy they exerted at 
the polls, and since they were counted out at the election, and 
contrast it with the position of the Democratic party, led by a 
Populist candidate, a man whom the evidence shows had no or- 
ganization, and did not make a speech in the district, and yet 
who received such a large per cent of the white vote, I ask you 
what can be and what must be the conclusion? I submit that it 
is not right and fair to undertake to say that because we have not 
brought in 4,600 men and placed them one at a time on the wit- 
ness stand, we have not made out our case. s 

I wish briefly to state the position of the committee on this ques- 
tion. The report I have been advocating here for such a pro- 
tracted time is entitled the minority report. I think it should be 
dignified by a better 0 aton than that, in the light of the cir- 
cumstances under which the case was brought before the House. 
Ordinarily a dilemma has but two horns, but unfortunately the 
Committee on Elections No. 3 brings into the House a dilemma 
with four horns. I commit no breach of confidence within the 
committee when I state the various positions maintained, because 
they are disclosed in the four reports submitted to the House. I 
speak now from the reports as shown by the House records: There 
are nine members on the Committee on Elections No. 3. There 
are six Republicans and three Democrats constituting the com- 
mittee. ee of us maintained the position that I have advocated 
this ee 

Mr. HOPKINS. Three Republicans? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Three Republicans—Mr. WALKER of Vir- 

inia, Mr. THouas of Michigan, and myself. Mr. MCCALL of 

assachusetts, the chairman of the committee, holds that there is 
no election, as his report in the record discloses. The gentleman 
from Wisconsin 2 05 JENKINS], together with the three Demo- 
cratic members of the committee, who are always together with 
a complacency that is refreshing and a unanimity that is always 
to be anticipated—three members of the minority, with the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin, hold that the declarations are worse 
than hearsay and that this testimony should not be considered 
by the House. And Mr. Jenxuys stated in the House in his speech 
that the res was left at the ballot box when the voter left 
the polls. e gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CODDING], 
who undertook to submit his views on the facts and the law to 
the House, but was called away by the sad news of the death of a 
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sister and was unable to submit them in print, holds that the 
declarations or statements made to the list keepers are mere memo- 
randa and can not be otherwise employed than as memoranda in 
his testimony, and are not a of the res geste. He counts 
all the votes he thinks the evidence shows were proper to count 
from the memoranda to which I have referred, but he does not 
count as many as 4,600; and hence he joined with the two Demo- 
crats and the gentleman from Wisconsin in causing the majority 
report to be submitted to the House recommending the retention 
of the seat by the contestee. 

Mr. JENKINS. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Certainly. 

Mr. JENKINS. I want to ask the gentleman, in all common 
fairness, if it is not a fact that when the resolution was submitted 
to the committee that the contestant was entitled to the seat 
there were six ont of nine votes against him? I will ask further if 
the three votes were not the Republicans, including myself, the 
8 from Massachusetts [Mr. MCCALL], and our colleague, 

T. CODDING of Pennsylvania? Is not that a fact? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will answer the gentleman’s question. 
Since the gentleman sees fit to go outside of the record as pre- 
sented to the House by the i ae and inquire of me, I haye no 
disposition to keep any of the facts from the House. It is true as 
he stated. I was only giving the facts as disclosed by the record, 
which is before the House, and not the confidential features which 
were stated in the committee. 

Mr. JENKINS. These facts that I now state are disclosed by 
the reports, are they not? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The facts of the vote against the contest- 
ant are naturally shown by the four reports. If one report is 
that there is no election, of course that is against both contestant 
and contestee. The three members of the minority of the House, 
joined by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS] and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CoppING], making five of the 
nine. are in favor of the contestes. 

Mr. JENKINS, Lasked the gentleman a question, in fairness, 
for the instruction of the House, if it is not a fact that six of the 
nine members of the committee have decided that the contestant 
in this case is not entitled to his seat? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I have not denied it. I admit thatisa 
fact. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have disclosed, as the record discloses 
(because I say in fairness to my colleagues on the committee that 
what takes place in the committee room ought not to be men- 
tioned) these four reports disclose what I state, that there is not 
a majority report of that committee upon any question except 
the bare statement that the contestee is entitled to his seat, be- 
cause they differ upon the questions of law. And I say in all 
fairness to my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. CoppinG] whose 
remarks will be read in the time of one of the gentlemen who will 
speak upon this case, that he holds to the law that the lists are 
memoranda, but he could not see his way clear to count enough 
of the memoranda to seat the contestant. And Isay, Mr. Speaker, 
that upon the conditions that existed as we found them in this 
district, as I have detailed them, upon the best evidence that could 
be obtained in this case, showing the energy and diligence which 
has been shoes Se within the spirit of the law, this contestant 
should be seated. 

I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. J EN INS almost concedes his case in his concluding remarks, 
and I want to read them in order that he may refresh his recollec- 
tion and address himself to that point when he closes this case, 
and see whether he changes his ground in any respect. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Weareallpleased to hear thisreference tothe 
nonpartisanship of your committee, where three Republicans take 
one position and two Republicans another and one Republican 
another. I should like to ask the arneman if the nonpartisan- 
ship of the Democrats led them to divide on any question? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. O Lord, no. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. As I have stated, their conduct in this, 
largely the same as in other cases, displays a complacency that is 
refreshing and a unanimity that we always anticipate. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS] stated this: 

Substantial justice requires that broad, equitable, uniform rules be laid 
down for the determination of election cases. 

To that doctrine I say amen, and urge that it be taken home in 
this case, and I ask gentlemen whether they can do exact justice 
upon the merits of this case, in the light of the evidence and facts, 
unless they seat the contestant. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. JENKINS] in his concluding remarks said: 

If what has been asserted in this case is true and can be proven, notwith- 
standing the contestee is entitled to his seat by a vote of the House; still Con- 
gress can inquire whether the State of South Carolina hasa republican form 
of government.. But the House alone can not make such inquiry. If what 
has been alleged and stated by the contestant is true, it is to be regretted, in 


the interest of good government, that it has not been proven. Freedom and 
purity of the ballot box must be upheld. No American citizen can afford to 


uphold fraud in elections, whether he be in the North or in the South. Mat- 
ters are improving in the South. It has taken longer than it ought toto 
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‘bring about the present state of improvement, and we can not afford to have 
it stop here. I 8 that the South will fairly and honestly work out the 
t problems that have introduced themselves as a result of the war and 
o its part toward national unity and p: erity, Which will never come until 
every American citizen — s e his full political rights. The 
safety of the individual and the success of the nation depend upon a free 
ballot, a fair count, and absolute conformity to law. No ono questions the 
loyalty of the South, but I want to say to our Sonthern friends that ee 
to a lawful majority and obedience to the law will be the highest evidence o; 
loyalty and fitness for American citizenship, and will largely aid in bringing 
to them desired prosperity. 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that in the light of the laxity with which 
evidence should be taken in these cases, in the light of the com- 
mon justice and equity with which we should conduct and try 
these cases, in the spirit of patriotism and fairness between man 
and man as to the protection of the ballot box, as to the right of 
suffrage, as to his privilege to have his vote counted fairly and 
construed justly, this House would stultify itself did it not look 
into this case as we have looked into it, and seat the contestant 
instead of the contestee. [Applause.] _ s t Son 

Mr. Speaker, if there is any remaining time I wish to yield it 
back to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WALKER]. b 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has ten minutes 
remaining. Ai 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Ido not care to speak now,and 
reserve that time. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, as was stated by the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET], our colleague upon thecom- 
mittee [Mr. Coppixd] was called away, and he has been unable 
so far to have published, either in the RECORD orin the usual way, 
his views upon this case. He left them with me, and I now send 
them to the Clerk’s desk to be read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Fifty-fourth Congress, first session. House of Representatives. To accom- 
pany Report No. 1220. 


THOMAS B. JOHNSTON VS. J. WILLIAM STOKES. 


Mr. CODDING, from the Committee on Elections No. 3, submitted the fol- 
lowing views: 8 y 

In concurring fully with the resolutions submitted the committee in 
this case, I am vie mee to dissent from the reasoning by which the result 
is reached. The value given tothe so-called lists“ has af approval. Pao 
are memoranda only, and worthy of consideration when by competent evi- 
dence the parties named are proven to be voters, present at their proper 
voting places for the purpose of voting for the contestant and illegally re- 
scorer . To go further than this is to establish a rule, in my opinion, incorrect 
and dangerous. 

The report of the majority ignores the fact that many lists are 1 
by evidence possessing the qualities named. I shall not go into details. It is 
sufficient to say that, after a careful examination of the lists and evidence 
for every precinct in the Seventh Congressional district of South Carolina, 
I can not find rejected votes enough to sustain the claim of the contestant. 

In dissenting trom the conclusions of the minority of our committee I find 
a general line of reasoning, excellently presented by Mr. OVERSTREET, in 
Which I gladly concur. But it goes too far. No authority quoted sustains 
the result. To adopt the computation is to give to the lists“ an impor- 
tance at once startling and revolutionary. 

The minority report proposes to award the seat to Colonel Johnston by a 
majority of 233. It will illustrate my convictions, and if correct, dissipate 
the majority, to refer only to the following precincts: 


Bells Crossroads. (Record, page 98. Report, page 47) Bö 
Preachers Mills. (Record, page 96. Report, page 48)... 
Ayers. (Record, page 307. Report, page 92) 


In these cases, selected almost at random, the evidence discloses not one 
word of citizenship or any ordinary 6 The names are those of 
rsons “rejected to yote,” * objected from voting,” ‘rejected from voting.” 

o more, no less. Much as I regret it, I can not concur in counting lists 
supported, or rather unsupported, 3 by such evidence, 

JAMES H. CODDING. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I thought it no more than 
fair to Mr. Copp1NG, as well as to the members of the House, that 
his statement of his views should be presented and printed in the 
RECORD for the information of such as may choose to read it. I 
need not say with respect to this gentleman what all who are ac- 
quainted with him know, that he is an exceedingly able and fair- 
minded man, and an excellent lawyer. 

Mr. Speaker, as stated by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
OVERSTREET], there are three general views entertained of this 
case: The view that the contestee ought to retain his seat; the 
view, very ably advocated by the gentleman from Indiana, that 
the contestant ought to be awarded the seat; and the view ex- 
pressed briefly on pages 14 and 15 of the report, by the distin- 
guished gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MCCALL], our hon- 
ored chairman, that the House, instead of deciding that either of 
these candidates is entitled to the seat, ought to declare that there 
was no election deserving to be respected as such, and send the 
matter back for the further consideration and decision of the peo- 
ple of the Seventh district of South Carolina, There are about 
this case (as is true, I believe, of every case) some peculiarities of 
its own. The persons rejected when offering to vote were re- 
jected largely because they had not complied with the require- 
ments of a registration law the constitutionality of which was 

* exhaustively discussed by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
JENKINS] a few days ago, and discussed at less length but very 
clearly by the gentleman from Indiana| Mr. OVERSTREET] to-day. 


It is enough for me to say, as to the question of the constitutional- 
ity of that law, that while different members of the committee have 
different opinions as to some provisions in it, we all concur in the 
view that it was and is an unconstitutional law. Further, we all 
came to the conclusion that, this being an unconstitutional law, 
the question presented to the House is the question of what ought 
to be done in view of the fact that that unconstitutional law was 
upon the statute book and was observed in the conduct of the elec- 
tion last November. There is surely a difference between the con- 
duct of officers observing a law binding upon them, but deemed 
afterwards and elsewhere unconstitutional, and the acts of offi- 
cers who, in violation of the law and 3 with the purpose 
of doing wrong for the sake of wrongdoing, deprive electors of 
their right to vote. 

This registration law was placed upon the statute book of South 
Carolina in the year 1882, and was a law of that State up to 1894, 
when this election was held. While we deem this law unconsti- 
tutional, as I have stated, and as the other gentlemen who have 
addressed the House have also stated, it never has been so ad- 
judged in the State of South Carolina, So far as the committee 

now, but two proceedings were ever instituted in that State dur- 
ing the twelve years of the existence of this law to test its con- 
stitutionality. 

Those proceedings have both been referred to by the gentlemen 
who have spoken in this case. Both were brought since the last 
election. e was before the supreme court of the State of South 
Carolina, which held that it had not jurisdiction of the matter; 
that the question did not properly arise in the case presented. 
The chief justice of that court, however, gave an opinion to the 
effect that the law, for reasons which he stated, was unconstitu- 
tional. The other proceeding was in the Federal court, where 
Judge Goff pronounced a similar decision; but upon ap toa 
higher court it was determined that he was without jurisdiction 
of the matter. Therefore we have virtually and actually only the 
opinions of these two distinguished jurists upon the question of 
the constitutionality of this law. 

Now, in the twelve years from 1882 up to and including 1894, 
the time when this election was held, so far as the committee is 
advised—I think I am not wrong about this—the constitutionality 
of the law was never called in question in the way of submitting 
it to any tribunal in South Carolina. The election of 1894 was 
held with that law upon the statute book, as it had been fortwelve 
years, the question of its constitutionality not even having arisen 
up to that time in any court, although the law itself provides 
abundant means by which any person who is denied the right to 
register or vote may appeal to the courts and get a decision. Then, 
when the time came for holding the election in November, 1894, 
for these election officers (managers of election they are called in 
South Carolina), this registration law was law, and these officers, 
in trying to observe the requirements of that law and to enforce 
its provisions, were certainly doing their duty. It was not for 
them, when the law had been in full force and effect and no ques- 
tion made about it for twelve years, to set themselves up as a 
supreme court or as any power High ienenen to declare that it 
was an unconstitutional law or to admit to suffrage persons not 
qualified to vote under that law. 

Now, the first point I make about that—and I do not care to 
dwell longer upon it—is that the decision by which persons offer- 
ing to vote were excluded from voting was a decision under the 
law and in accordance with the law. In that respect this case is 
different, I believe, from any other that has heretofore been before 
this House; and to some extent the questions which arise, in view 
of the fact that the committee concludes that the law was uncon- 
stitutional, are novel. 

Now, another fact which I think I may safely state, and chal- 
oe the record for contradiction, is, that the election was fairl 
held. Ido not mean that there were no errors committed; but 
mean that in a general way, speaking of the election as a whole, 
the record is substantially void of any evidence tending to show 
fraud or intentional wrongdoing or oppression or misconduct on 
the part of the election officers. 

e fact simply was that they had a registration law which 
they had had for twelve years; that persons who did not compl 
with that law by securing registration, in large part, I think, aia 
not apply to vote, and those who did apply to vote were excluded 
from voting because they had not complied with the law. But in 
the conduct of the officers throughout there was good faith and 
an attempt to observe the law. 

Having concluded, as the committee did conclude, that this 
registration law—and I will not go into its details; as I said, some 
may think it unconstitutional in one particular and some in an- 
other, some to this extent and some to that; but I simply treat it 
as an unconstitutional law. so far as the consideration of this case 
goes, in order to shorten the matter—this unconstitutional law 
thus hampered the suffrage, as it unquestionably did, what was 
the duty of the committee, what is the duty of the House, what 
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would be a proper decision and disposition of this case upon the 
facts and according to law? That is the simple question submit- 
ted to the House. . 

Mr. HEPBURN. Willthe gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. DEARMOND. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. In the event that this act which the gentle- 


man has been ing should be held unconstitutional, would 
there then exist in South Carolina any legal method of providing 
the machinery for the holding of the election? 

Mr. DEARMOND. Oh, yes. There is a considerable body of 
law, independent of the registration features, The unconstitu- 
tionality of the registration law had the effect undoubtedly to 
keep persons from voting who could vote if that law had not been 
upon the statute book, and who probably would have applied to 
vote had it not been there, and who undoubtedly, had it not been 
there, would have been permitted to vote, whereas when some of 
them applied they were denied that right. The lawundoubtedly 
had that effect. other words, a man who had not a registra- 
tion certificate could not vote. If a man without a registration 
certificate applied to vote, the election officers rejected his vote, 
as under the law they were bound todo. Probably, men nothay- 
ing registration certificates, in many instances, did not apply to 
vote, because they understood that they would be eget and 
could not vote—did not have the right under the law to vote. 
That being the case, the question arises, what should the House 
do with this particular contest? That there could be held an 
election, throwing out all this registration law, is a clear proposi- 
tion from an examination of the whole body of the law. ether 
the election which was held should be respected, or whether it 
should be declared that owing to the obstruction of this uncon- 
stitutional law the House concludes that there was no such elec- 
tion as to entitle anyone to the seat in controversy is a question 
which naturally arises in this case. 

Isubmit, Mr. S er, that it is really the question in the case; 
and with all due deference to my friend from Indiana, who made 
an able presentation of his view of the case and the view of those 
who concur with him, I think the question before the House is 
whether the contestee should hold his seat or whether the whole 
matter should be sent back to the people of the Seventh district of 
South Carolina to determine by another election, without the ob- 
struction of an unconstitutional law, who shall be their Repre- 
sentative in Congress. To my mind, as I shall endeavor to ex- 
plain a little further on, according to the law, according to the 

recedents—according to the value of this case itself as a prece- 
aa shee can be no just contention that the contestant ought to 
be awarded this seat. 

Now, then, what shall be done? If there was enough of an elec- 
tion, if there was enough of valid election law, if the condition 
of things was such and the result such, under all the evidence, 
that the House believes the result would probably have been the 
same had this registration law been out of the way, then the con- 
testee ought surely to hold his seat. 

The contestant, after the correction made by counting some 
votes excluded by the legal canvassers and counted by the State 
canvassing , and unanimously conceded by the committee— 
the contestant has, I believe, some 4,275 fewer votes than the con- 
testee. 

Then how can there be gathered together enough yotes—gath- 
ered together under the law and the evidence, with due regard 
to the merits of this case and to the value of our decision with 
respect to other cases that may arise anywhere at any time—how 
can there be gathered 3 enough votes to be counted for 
the contestant. which, added to the vote actually cast for him, 
will entitle him to the seat? Ido not believe it can properly be 
done. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Will the gentleman allow me to inter- 

t him for an inquiry? 
r. DEARMOND. Certainly. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The gentleman will admit that other 
Jaws have been enacted by the State of South Carolina since the 
last election? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I understand that is true. 


them. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Then, if this case was sent back, if a new 
election was ordered, would it not have to be held under thenew 
la 2 


w? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly; under the law as it is. Iun- 
derstand the laws have been changed since the last election. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. And under that law is not there an edu- 
cational qualification fixed by the constitution? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I really have never read a line either of 
the new constitution or the new law of the State, and I can not 
answer the gentleman from personal knowledge. 


Thave not seen 


Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. If the gentleman from Mis- 
souri will allow me, I have the section of the constitution here. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. It is immaterial. I am not trying to dis- 
cuss the case on that basis, but as it is. 


Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. I thought it well to put this 
citation in there. 

Mr. DEARMOND, I do not care to go into that question at 
kunde Speaker, th tl from Ind agree 

$ T, the gentleman from Indiana and those who 
with him in regard to this case, according to their view of the 
question, have counted enough votes for the contestant in addi- 
tion to those he received to give him a plurality, as stated in their 
report, of 233. Now, what is necessary, first? If you are going 
to count as voting persons who did not vote what is necessary to 
lay the foundation, to establish the groundwork, in order to 
enable you to count such votes? It would seem that the persons 
to be counted as voting ought to be shown by the evidence to 
have all of the 3 necessary under the South Carolina 
constitution and law for voters the qualifications which a voter 
in South Carolina in November, 1894, ought to have had and was 
2 to have, excluding the requirements of their registration 
aw. 

I think there can be no dispute as to that point. How is it to 
be shown? It must be shown in some manner, I submit, by com- 
petent testimony. Itisnota thing to be presumed; it is not some- 
thing to be guessed at. In order to vote enough of these persons 
to change the result of the election in question—and these gentle- 
men proceed on the theory that there was an election in which the 
House can carry out something that was not entirely accomplished 
in South Carolina by declaring the election of one of the gentle- 
men who were ies to the contest—in order to vote enough of 
them to change the result of that election, it is necessa: to have 
cast for Mr. Johnston, the contestant in the case, more t 4,270 
votes which must be obtained somehow from the lists“ upon 
which he relies. How were these lists kept? What are the lists? 
I will read the heading which appears to the most of them: 

To the honorable Senate and House of 553 
of the Uni States in Congress assembled: 
ee 8 of the subscribers, citizens of the State of South Carolina, 


ully sheweth: 
t your petitioners are over the age of 21 and male residents of the 
Walterboro, in the county and 


county of Colleton, and the voting precinct 
and yote. 


State aforesaid, and are legally qualified tor 
That on this the 6th day of November, 1894, y did present 3 at 
ey 


said voting inct, in order to vote for member of Congress, and that 
Sd the right to vote. Je 


were deni: 

‘That your petitioners have made every reasonable effort. to become 
fied to vote according to the registration law of this State, but have n 
denied an equal chance and the same opportunity to register as are accorded 
to others of their fellow-citizens. 

Your petitioners desired and intended to vote for Hon. Thomas B. Johns- 
ton for member of Congress. 

Wherefore your petitioners pray that you investigate the facts herein 
stated and the nina ion workings of the registration and election laws of 
this State, and devise some means to secure to us the free exercise of the 
rights guaranteed to us by the constitution of this State and the laws and 
Constitution of the United States; and your petitioners will ever pray, etc. 


Now, in that is to be found the evidence in most instances, the 
evidence in large part, of the so-called qualifications of these peo- 
ple to vote. In order to count aman on the estimate made in 
these petitions you must conclude that he was qualified to vote 
under the constitution and laws of the State independently of 
the registration law. We can not ignore everythingof law. This 
is not evidence, the heading of the various petitions ‘‘ to the hon- 
orable Senate and House of Representatives,” to investigate the 
facts and devise some means to secure to these people their rights 
under the constitution of the State and the Constitution and laws 
of the United States. If we were to conclude that the statement 
in this petition—and what a remarkable proposition it is—but if 
we were to conclude that the statement in the heading of the pe- 
tition is sufficient to constitute proof of the qualification to vote 
of those whose names were si under it and on sheets fastened 
to the one bearing it, either by themselves or by somebody else, 
still if you come to look at the real qualifications of yoters under 
the constitution and laws of the State of South Carolina, inde- 
pendently of the registration law, you would find some of the 
qualifications lacking. 

There is nothing said about the length of residence in the pre- 
cinct, nothing about whether the voter or would-be voter had 
resided in the precinct sixty days, or sixty years, or an hour. 
There is nothing whatever in regard to the negative qualifications, 
I will not insist that, as a matter of law, it would be necessary, 
a facie, toshow that a man was not under any of the disa- 

ilities imposed by the constitution or statute, as being a pauper- 
or having been convicted of a crime, which di persons 
from voting. There is no declaration of an offer to vote. 
declaration is: 


Your petitioner desired and intended to vote for the Hon. Thomas B. John- 
ston for member of Congress. 


If question had arisen as to a goa oe poreon offering to vote, and 
who had voted or who had not voted, and whose qualifications 
were called in question, and the testimony with d to his 


regar 
ions were embodied in what. I have quoted from these 
calleđ “lists” sometimes, it would not be enough to 


qualificati 
petitions, 
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show that he was entitled to vote. It would not show his resi- 
dence in the precinct for the goed length of time. It would 
not show that he possessed the constitutional qualifications. 

But how s ling, Mr. Speaker, is the proposition to call evi- 
dence of the qualifications of voters the heading to a petition! 
A large proportion of the persons whose names are appended to 
these petitions could not read, could not write, did not a the 

titions themselyes—could not sign them, The petitions do not 

lose the slightest design or purpose that any petition, or the 
heading of the petition, or anything connected with the petition 
would be offered or should be taken as evidence, here or anywhere, 
to prove anything. These gentlemen make certain representations 
5 the heading of the petition to the Senate and to the House 
of Representatives, and ask the Senate and the House to investi- 
te facts and devise means,” but not to seat or unseat anybody. 
ere is nothing about any one of the petitions which would 
impress upon the mind of a person signing it anyibing o: the 
solemnity that ought to attach to the act, that ought to have its 
effect upon the mind of a conscientious person if he were to un- 
derstand that what he should then and there say was to be and 
would be regarded as the equivalent of testimony—statements on 
oath, Here aré certain general recitals preliminary to a petition, 
and that is all. 

I venture to say that never in the history of this House, never 
in the history of the Senate, never in the history of any legisla- 
tive body upon this continent or upon the other continent, never 
anywhere has there been found such “ evidence” or such com- 
plete lack of evidence of qualification to vote, ar with such 
insistence that it is proof sufficient to authorize the counting of 
votes not cast. 

Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. DEARMOND. Ves. 

Mr. TERRY. Is that what is offered as constituting proof that 
these e epee) offered to vote for the contestant? 

Mr. DEARMOND, That is what is offered in large part as 
proof of their qualifications to vote. There is one further thing 
about their offering to yote. The testimony varies, but with re- 

t to a good many of them it is that after they came away from 

polls, or at some time, they asked that their names be taken 
down upon a list, and their names were accordingly taken down 
upon this list, although the statement as to the time when the re- 
quest was made is often vague and uncertain. It is in the head- 
ing of these lists, or rather petitions, that, according to the con- 
tention of the minority, the evidence is found that they were 
qualified to vote, and that therefore their votes ought to be 
counted, 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. TERRY. I should like to make a suggestion right there. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I will yield to the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia pa: At 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. I ask the gentleman this question: 
Is not every vote that is counted by the minority of the committee 
counted upon the sworn deposition and evidence of the list 


k ? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, what I am saying is that in 
very large part the only evidence of the qualifications to vote of 
the persons who are counted is found in the heading of these pe- 
titions or listt, as you call them. This is stated in the report. I 
read from page 29 of the minority report, submitted by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET], with reference to one 
county: 

An examination of the evidence as to Colleton 9 of which we 
submit herewith, justifies the counting of 1,029 votes for Johnston. 

The lists of voters taken at the various precincts in said county were 
brought into the record by the witnesses who took the declarations from the 
voters immediately after the vote was rejected, and in the vicinity of the 
polling place, the qualification of all of said voters whose ballots were so 
ejected being shown either by the heading of the petition or paper upon 
which their names were entered, or by the statement of the v himself, 
for the paper, being eres. by the voter or by one authorized to sign it for 
him, discloses the 2 ification and intention of the voter, and therefore 
becomes a part of the declaration itself; and, taken ther, all constitute 
one and the same transaction, and each of said yotes should be counted the 
same as if each of the voters themselves had come upon the stand and testi- 
fled singly to the same statements. 

Upon that rests the contention that the contestant is entitled to 
a seat in this House as the Representative in Congress from the 
Seventh district of South Carolina, 

Mr. S er, I ask gentlemen who feel any interest in the case and 
any desire to get at the actual facts, and to pass their own indi- 
vidual judgment upon the law inyolved—I ask them to read that, 
asitappears upon 29 of this report. All the reports are printed 
together, except that of Mr. Copp RG. The evidence of the quali- 
fications of voters, we are told by Mr. Johnston's advocates, is to 
be found in the heading of a petition to Congress to investigate 
matters down there, and to devise means to secure these people 
their rights; a petition that does not disclose a purpose to contest 
this election; a petition that does not carry with it a hint that the 
persons who signed it or who authorized the appending of their 
names to it ever expected that it would be paraded as testimony 
here or elsewhere, 


Some one has a petition at the polls. In the first place, the 
chances are 50 to 1 that nobody would care exactly what was 


the heading of that ition, because a man goes there simply 

be listed, and the ces are 100 to 1 that a given voter would 
not know what was in the heading of the petition. We all keow 
from common experience and observation how carelessly and reck- 
lessly petitions are signed. Here is a petition to Congress to in- 
vestigate matters down in South Carolina and to devise means on 
general lines, and lo and behold, later comes up the same petition 
with its heading produced as the evidence that the persons whose 
naines were appended to it were qualified to vote, and wished to 
vote for Johnston. Upon that d of “evidence” depends the 
seating of the contestant, because, excluding that evidence—ex- 
cluding those as to whose qualifications there is no proof but the 
heading of the petitions—it is utterly impossible to find enongh 
votes, or enough ons regarded as voters, to seat him. Now, I 
bores to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET] for a 
question. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will ask the tleman whether there 
was a re. voter challenged at the polls? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I do not understand the gentleman. 
„ Was any voter challenged as to his right 

vote? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I do not know anything about that. 
These men did not vote. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Now, if a voter presents himself to vote 
and is not challenged, is he not presumed to be qualified to vote? 

Mr. DE ARMOND, Ishould think, Mr. Speaker, that when a 
tes offers to vote and is not permitted to vote there has eyi- 

ently been something transpiring at that polling place which 
would come within the ordinary meaning of the word “ challenge.” 
To challenge a man’s vote is to suggest that that man is not enti- 
tled to vote. Here is a decision that a ae man is not 
entitled to vote, and yet the gentleman from Indiana asks me 
whether, when a man is denied the right to yote, there does not 
arise some sort of a presumption that he is entitled to vote? I 
think not. 

Mr. WILLIS. If the gentleman will pardon a suggestion, I 
think I read somewhere in this report a statement that at one place 
84 votes had been rejected under challenge, though I may be mis- 
taken about it. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Now, Mr. Speaker, I pass to another point. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Is it not a fact that the record 
does show that nearly these rejected voters were rejected for 
want of registration, or of proper registration, or of proper regis- 
tration certificates? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. A large part of them—I do not remember 
the percentage. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Where were they? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. There are lots of lists of that kind—no evy- 
idence of qualification except the heading, which Iread. Here at 
Preachers Mills is one, page 48 of the report. Recollect, Mr. 
Speaker, that in order to count in the contestant but few lists can 
be left out. But Iwas about to read from the views of the mi- 
nority as expressed in this report, on page 59: 

At the several precincts in Berkeley County above noted the list of voters 


was kept in the same manner as in Colleton County, above referred to, and 
eclarations of voters made to the list keeper immediately following the 
rejection of the vote, and in the vicinity of the poring place, and the lists in 
this county were either signed in person or their names authorized to be 
signed at the time by the voter himself, so that the action of the voter and 
his statements to the list keeper, together with the statements in the 
which bears the name of the voter, constitute one and the same tran: 
and entitle and 3 the counting of the votes in this county to the number 
N Ch 

n Berkeley County, at the urch. as shown by the eyi- 
dence of C. Holmes, at page 153, the 8 ified voters 8 
to the same character of yp e e referred to, and in er identical 
with the other lists mentioned, except that the intention of voter is not 
shown in the same manner; but in this instance, as shown by the evidence of 
C. Holmes, the voters belong to the Republican y’ and inasmuch as 
Johnston, the contestant, was the candidate of the ublican — it is by 
no means unreasonable assume that these 91 votes were intended to be 
cast eae contestant, and for this reason we consider that they should be 
so counted. 


Now, there are several hundreds in that category. The voters 
are qualified, according to this contention, by the heading of the 
paper and nothing else. The voter omitted to state in the list or 
elsewhere that he intended or desired to vote for Mr. Johnston, 
the contestant, but there is some testimony to show that he be- 
longed to the Republican party and the minority say—and they 
are compelled to say it in order to get enough evidence“ it is b 
no means unreasonable to assume that these 91 votes were inten. 
to be cast for the contestant,” as he was the regular Republican 
nominee, and they count them accordingly. In the record, page 


408, I find this: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., September 21, 1894. 
To the eee, voters of the Seventh Congressional district of the State of 
South Carolina: 


The National 

rity of the 
onal d of South 
lina, such contest being between T. B. Johns’ of Sumter, and E. M. 


Caro 
Brayton, of Columbia. 
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on. 
Congressional tion and decision, agreeing to abide by 
their findings. Mr. Johnston, upon being notified that this appeal had been 


made, declined to submit the matter to the committee, but su uently ap- 


in person, and has repeated communication with the chai nof 
National Republican Congressional committee, For full investigation of 
the facts in dispute the committee sent an accredited and trustworthy agent 


into the district, who has made full re beara and . 7. — 


t on the 20th day of September. 


ther time the investigation would be continued until the 25th day of Septem- 
ber, to which 8 of further delay he responded that he would not 
be able by that time to make a showing. 

The committee, having under these circumstances assumed jurisdiction, 
find that the convention held at St. Matthews on the 19th day of July, 1894, 
presided over by W.F. Myers, was regularly called, and that its proceedings 
were in every respect in accord with the customs of the party, and resulted 
in the nomination of Mr. Brayton, who is found by the committee to be the 
zogcine Republican nominee for Congress in the Seventh Congressional dis- 

ct of South Carolina. The action of the convention held at Jacobson Hall 
upon the same date, by which Mr. Johnston is claimed to have been nomi- 
mated, was as to call and as to manner of 8 

The committee, while regretting exceedingly the necessity for its action in 
this behalf, feels that the cause of Republicanism and Good government de- 
mands its interference, and it ap; to those who have engaged in this con- 
test to unite in vigorous and earnest effort for Topun supremacy, espe- 
cially at this critical time, when the prospect for Republican success in the 
South is so well assured, if unity and harmony of action shall prevail. 

The Republican voters of the district, and all who favor an improved con- 
dition of pan anane aon g E content, aa wy ed to unite 4 3 
support, resulting e election of E. M. Brayton, the r ar candidate. 

are CHARLES F. NDERSON, 

Chairman Executive Committee. 
W. * Poe ` 


J. A. T. . 
ROBERT R. HITT. 
THOMAS SETTLE. 

Yet, in view of that manifesto, the gentleman from Indiana 
assumes that Mr. Johnston was the regular Republican nominee, 
and that persons shown to be Republicans, who said nothing 
upon the subject, must have intended to vote for Mr. Johnston, 
and therefore ought to be counted for him. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Letmeask the gentlemanif it is not true 
that, subsequent to the action of the national Congressional com- 
mittee to which he has called attention, and before the election, 
Mr. Brayton withdrew from the contest, and not only gave his 
support to Mr. Johnston's candidacy, but stumped the district for 
him 


Mr. DE ARMOND. Ido not know anything about stumping 
the district or giving his support. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Is not that evidence in the record? 

Mr. DEARMOND. I can not say as to that; but I was just 
about to remark that Mr. Brayton did afterwards withdraw. 
But I will read from the record some testimony bearing upon this 
point. On page 383 of the record I find this: 


Tony Jonnson (colored), duly sworn, says: 


State your name, age, and residence. 
Tony Johnson; 31 years old; live in the city of Orangeburg, in Orange- 


burg County. 
Q; Did 5 5 have n registration certificate, and were you 5 to vote 
not A election for Congressman on the 6th of November last 
. Yes, sir. 
Q 18 ou vote for Congressman on that day? 


not. 
g Why did you not vote? 
(Objected to 7 3 on grounds of incompetency and irrelevancy.) 
no can è. 
2 To what political party have you always belonged? 
The national Republican party. r 
Q. Who received the nomination by the regular Republican convention for 
Congress in this district? 
Same objection by Mr. Lathrop.) 
. Colonel Brayton. 
2 Why didn’t you vote for Mr. Brayton? 
Because he fad withdrawn. 
. How long before the election did you hear that he had withdrawn? 
1 days before the election I heard it, but did not know for certain 
until that mo: A 
What Find of candidate was Mr. Johnston? 
se me objection by Mr. Lathrop.) N 8 
— He was with the bolting faction. I don't know what kind of a candidate 


Q. Were you at the Federal election poll at Orangeburg Court-house pre- 
cinct on last election day? 


A. Iwas. h 
Q. Did the colored Republicans at that precinct take as much interest in 
the last election for Congressman as they generally do when they have areg- 
candidate? 
A. They did not. 


Q Haye syon ever moved your residence since you first registered? 
2. Did you get your registration certificate changed without trouble? 
i 


Q. Were the colored Republicans satisfied or dissatisfied with the candi- 
dacy of Mr. Johnston? 

A. They were dissatisfied. 

So, on page 463, I find the testimony of L. A. Kizer, a manager 
of election at Holly Hill, to the same effect. 


Mr. OVERSTREET. If the gentleman will refer to the testi- 
mony roi page 347 of the record, he will find what I have re- 

erred to. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, let me remark in passing that 
of the persons listed in order to make up this plurality of two or 
three hundred for Colonel Johnston are some 700 persons whose 
votes it is claimed were rejected at certain polls. o testimony 
of the election managers at those polls shows that, instead of there 
being six or seven hundred votes rejected, there were less than 50. 

Mr. WILLIS. Thirty-four. 8 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Now, here is an interesting question pre- 
sented to the mind of anyone who wishes to dispose of this case 
upon its merits. And I may say it is far more important in every 
view of the case, for the present and for the future, to dispose of 
this case rightly than to dispose of it with reference to what any 
particular individual may gain or lose for the time being by a 
wrong decision. The fact, if it be a fact, that these persons were 
present and were deprived of their right to vote is often testified 
as to tens, and twenties, and fifties, and hundreds, and several 
hundreds by a single person—a list keeper. A list keeper says, 
Here is a list of 50, 100, or 250 persons who told me that they 
offered to vote; that they were not permitted to vote; and they put 
their names down or asked me to put their names down.” 

Now, one man will swear to such a statement as to 20, 30, 50, 
100, or 250 so-called voters. Against the statement of that one 
man stands in the record the testimony of 1, 2, or 3 sworn elec- 
tion officers, to the effect that there were but a small number— 
perhaps half a dozen, probably a dozen persons—whose votes 
were rejected at that poll, and some of them Democrats. Six or 
seven hundred votes are brought in in this way—not by any per- 
son swearing that the persons had offered to vote and were re- 
jected, not by any person swearing that they had the requisite 
qualifications of voters, but brought in by the head lines of a peti- 
tion, with the statement of a body of names. I repeat that against 
such evidence we have the statements of forty or fifty election 
officers, showing that out of the aggregate of 600 or 700 less than 
50 (34 I believe the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. WILLIs] has 
uggested) were actually rejected. 

determining this case one is compelled to reach one of two 
conclusions. On the one hand, he may conclude that the testi- 
mony of the one man who kept a list, and his list of scores or hun- 
dreds must be taken against the testimony of three sworn election 
officers that not a tenth and in some instances not a twentieth of 
the number of persons mentioned offered to vote and were re- 
jected. If you adopt such a conclusion as that you may count in 
the contestant. If you proceed on that basis there is no use talk- 
ing about evidence. If any sound rules of evidence are to be fol- 
lowed, then a case supported in that way must fall. 

I find that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET] has 
a different idea of what constitutes res gest from that which I 
entertain. The cases bearing on this subject, if carefully exam- 
ined, will, I think, show that in almost instances the declara- 
tions offered in evidence were the declarations of persons who 
actually voted, made at the time of their actually voting, or who 
actually offered to vote, made at the time of offering to vote. 
Now, let me read something cited by the 8 himself upon 
that subject, as showing the law—and I think it is good law. It 
is from one of these election cases. I read from page 25 of his 
report: 

The law is settled that the declaration of a voter as to how he voted or in- 
tended to vote, made at the time, is competent testimony on the point. 

And the case of Vallandigham vs. Campbell is referred to. 

The statement contained in the affidavits of these 19 voters 

Not the heading of a petition— 
that they offered to vote the ticket attached to their respective affidavits, 
on each of which tickets the name of the contestant was found as a candidate 
for Congress, amounts to a declaration of the voter, which brings the case 
within the rule decided in Vallandigham vs. Cam: bell. Those declarations 
are filed as a part of the res gest; and these declarations are S by 
the testimony of the supervisor, who states the fact that nearly all of these 
19 voters made these affidavits when they presented their certificates and 
with their ballots attached, and that they deposited them with him as super- 
visor on the day of election. 

The objection that this is hearsay evidence. and that the de 
particular voter is the only competent evidence of the facts sought to be 
proven, is not well taken. The witness Butler does not prove what these 19 
voters said to him, but what they did. There is a marked distinction between 
proof of what a party said and proof of the acts of the party or facts con- 
nected with what he did. In the first case it may be hearsay ison geet In 
the other it is testimony as to facts which the witness observed, which is 
just as ri Sen as the testimony of the voter as to the facts in which ho 
Was an ACi A 

There are declarations which mingle and mix with the 5 — 85 
act so as to constitute a part of the res geste, and to be admissible 
as such. The voter says, Here; I offer this vote; attached to this 
vote is my affidavit of my qualifications to vote; upon this ticket 
you will find the names of those for whom I desire to vote.” 

Now, in this case 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I know the gentleman does not wish to 
misrepresent—— 

Mr. DEARMOND. No, sir; I have no such desire. 


tion of each 
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Mr. OVERSTREET. I understood the gentleman to say he was 
reading from the case of Vallandigham vs. Campbell. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. No, sir. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Well, the gentleman referred to that case. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Les; it is cited in the case from which I 
was reading. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The gentleman was, in fact, reading from 
the statement of Jaw made in the case of Bell vs, Snyder. 

Mr. DEARMOND. Les, sir. : 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I want to call the gentleman's attention 
to this expression, which is used in the case of Vallandigham vs. 
Campbell, and to ask him whether he adheres to that rule. The 
statement in that case is: 

As to the declarations, most of them were made after or about the time of 
voting, on the day of the election, or soon after. 

Mr. DEARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I will discuss that, too, al- 
though my time is very brief, and I have already occupied too 
much time. 

Here is a sentence also in that same report, showing that these 
* declarations” are usually admitted as admissions” or ‘‘ confes- 
sions —statements against interest: 

It is sometimes treated as an exception to the rule, excluding the hearsay 
declarations of third persons, but generally it is put upon the ground that in 
elections contested because of illegal votes being received each voter chal- 
lenged is a party to the proceeding, and therefore whatever he says about his 
own voting is an admission or confession. 

Now, an admission is nota declaration. A declaration is an 
affirmative proposition. It is not a confession. When I say I am 

nalified to vote, that is a declaration. It is not an admission. 

tis notaconfession. These declarations against interest in gen- 
eral tend to show disqualification. And their admissibility rests 
upon a familiar priuciple. But the gentleman from Indiana 
makes a statement about a past event, a part of the res geste. 
He claims that what a man says after an event is past is compe- 
tent evidence as part of that event. 

Something may be said after the main transaction has taken 
place and yet constitute a part of and characterize the transac- 
tion. That is true. It may be said when a man is full of the 
original transaction, when the act is clearly in his mind to the 
exclusion of other things, when it has so impressed itself upon 
him that he is simply characterizing what he did. But what is 
the connection here? What is done in this case? I offer to vote. 
My vote is rejected by the officers of the election. I walk down 
the street, meet somebody, or go to alist keeper and make the 
remark that I offered to vote and my vote was rejected. That is 
my narrative of a past event. It is no part of the transaction 
itself. What I said at the polling place, What I did at the polling 
place, what I did while the transaction was carried on—while I 
was voting or trying to cast my ballot—that forms a part of the 
transaction itself. What I say when Iam voting or trying to 
vote would be a part of the transaction. But the story to the list 
keeper is a recital of a past occurrence. Its repetition by the list 
keeper is hearsay, not evidence, 

In this case it is claimed that many men offered to vote who 
were denied the right to vote, and went up to some selected spot 
near the polling place, where the list k had a seat, and pre- 
sented the facts to him. But there is nothing in that but a recital 
of past occurrences; nothing more and nothing less. In the Sny- 
der case the affidavits were attached to the ballots. The voter 
says: Here, I offer to vote this ticket. Here is my affidavit as to 
my qualifications”; and that was supported by witnesses outside 
and by the inspector of the election. The ballot was handed in 
with the affidavit attached; it was preserved in that form, and is 
in the record. What is equivalent to that here? Nothing what- 
ever. 

The qualifications to vote must be found before any listed person 
can be counted as if he voted. The heading of the petitions does 
not supply the proof upon that point. The testimony—not regard- 
ing the petitions as testimony—does not disclose to us, as to hun- 
dreds and thousands of those counted the erase fad contest- 
ant, a single qualification of a voter. ot only that, Mr. Speaker, 
but to count in contestant it is necessary to presume that persons 
who made no declaration of their intentions, but are said to be 
members of the Republican party, meant to vote for Mr. Johnston 
because he was the Republican nominee, when the evidence is to 
the contrary, as I have shown. 

There are over a hundred pages of testimony furnished by the 
contestee. It shows that many refrained from voting because of 
dissatisfaction over the withdrawal of Brayton, the regular Re- 

ublican nominee. Then it is shown overwhelming!y, if evidence 
is to be regarded, that six or seven hundred of the people counted 
here were not rejected at all; did not offer to vote, and were not 
rejected; simply did not try to exercise the right of suffrage. 

I have been addressing myself, Mr. Speaker, at too great length 
to the question as to whether or not the contestant is entitled to 
the seat. To entitle him to it, I repeat, it is necessary to get out 
of these lists, somehow, between 4,200 and 4,300 names of persons 
who should be regarded as legal voters, who tried to vote for him 


and were prevented from doing so. The minority find the quali- 
fications of most of them solely in the heading to petitions. 

addition to that, they presume that some six or seven hundred of 
them intended to vote for Johnston (although there is not a syl- 
lable of evidence that they did) because they were Republicans 
and because he was the regular Republican nominee, when the 
evidence shows that he was not the regular Republican nominee, 
It will be found all through the record that these listkeepers tes- 
tify they did not know whether persons listed. What was told to 
sens and the petition heading must make Johnston’s case, or he 

none. 

Such is the case submitted to this House. Of course, Mr. 
Speaker, having discharged my duty as well as I could under the 
circumstances by placing before the House my view of the case, 
Iam done. I think no decision has ever been made in this House 
that will authorize the counting of these lists as votes for Mr. 
Johnston. No action of the Honse ever has sanctioned, and I 
hope none ever will sanction, such views of law and evidence as 
must be entertained in order to seat contestant. The law is not 
with him; he lacks necessary evidence. More than twice as many 
votes counted for him by the minority as, according to them, 
constitute his plurality are positively proven away by the wit- 
nesses introduced by the contestee, 

Mr. S. er, if I have any remaining time, I reserve it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired, : 

MEDICINE AND SURGERY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives: 


In compliance with a resolution of the House of Representatives of the 27th 
instant (the Senate concurring), I return herewith the bill (H. R. 5731) en- 
titled “An act to regulate the practice of medicine and surgery, to license 
por and surgeons, and to punish persons violating the provisions 


ereof in the D ct of Columbia. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 28, 1896. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. S er, I present the privileged resolu- 
tion which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills of the two Houses be authorized to correct the 
enrolled bill (H. R.5731) entitled “An act to regulate the practice of medicine 
and surgery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish rsons vio- 
lating the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia,” by king out in 
section 3, lines 1 and 2, Ist day of July, 1898.“ and inserting “passage of this 
act.” Also, in section 12, after the word Columbia,” strike out nor to med- 
ical students who have matriculated in any medical college in the District of 
Columbia prior to January, 1890." 


APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 
The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. BABCOCK, 
Mr. RICHARDSON, and Mr. Curtis of Iowa as conferees on the 


part of the House on the bill (H. R.2928) relating to the Ecking- 
ton and Soldiers’ Home Railway and the Belt Line Railway Com- 


pany. à 

The SPEAKER also appointed Mr. Cannon, Mr. HAINER of 
Nebraska, and Mr. SAYERS as conferees on the part of the House 
on the sundry civil appropriation bill. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint resolution 
(H. Res. 193) authorizing the Secretary of War to lend to the 
mayors of the cities of East St. Louis, III., and St. Louis, Mo., and 
vicinity, a number of tents; when the Speaker signed the same, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Suvrorp, for three days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. PICKLER, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Royse, for fifteen days, on account of important busi- 


ness. 

To Mr. BROMWELL, for three days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. Morse, for ten days, on account of important business, 

MRS. ELEANOR CARROLL POE. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the bill (S. 804) grant- 
inga pension to Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe Mr. THOMAS, Mr. CROW- 
THER, and Mr. LAYTON. 

CHARLES W. REINHARDT. 

Mr. STEELE. There is a matter on the Speaker's table which 
will take no time, I think. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following bill, with 
Senate amendments thereto: 

A bill (H. R. 2054) to correct the military record of Charles W. 
Reinhardt, and to grant him an honorable discharge. 
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The Senate amendment was read. 


Mr. STEELE. I move to concur in the Senate amendment. It 
strikes out the words Secretary of War,” a mistake having been 
made in supposing that the man belonged to the Army, instead 
of which he belonged to the Marine Corps of the Navy. There- 
fore the words“ Secretary of War” arestricken out and the words 
8 the Navy are inserted. The bill has passed both 

ouses. 

The motion to concur in the Senate amendment was 

On motion of Mr. STEELE, a motion to reconsider the 
was laid on the table. 

And then, on motion of Mr. JENKINS (at 5 o'clock and 15 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions wereseverally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. FLYNN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 

was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9029) to grant to the 
Hudson Reservoir and Canal Company the right of way through 
the Gila River Indian Reservation, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2049); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. i 
Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the message of the President of the United 
States one See approval the bill of the House (H.R. 
1139) entitled An act granting a pension to Caroline D. Mowatt,” 
reported the same, accompanied by a report (No. 2050) recommend- 
ing the passage of said bill, the objections of the President to the 
contrary notwithstanding; which said message, bill, and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the message of the President of the United States 
returning without approval the bill of the House (H. R. 1185) en- 
titled “An act sly a pension to Rachel Patten,” reported 
the same, accompanied by a report (No. 2051) recommending the 
passage of said bill, the objections of the President to the contrary 
notwithstanding; which said message, bill, and report were re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut, from the Committee on Ways 
and Means, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2412) 
entitled An act to make the city of Santa Barbara, county of 
Santa Barbara, State of California, a subport of entry,” reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2052); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House as follows: 

Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
e bill (S. 2158) entitled ‘tAn act gg an increase of pen- 
sion to Abraham Rhodes.” (Report No. 2036.) ? 

The bill (S. 2077) entitled An act granting a pension to Rich- 


to. 
vote 


ard T. Seltzer.” (Report No. 2037.) 
The bill (S. 2074) entitled “An act ting an increase of pen- 
sion to Sarah L. Hively.” (Report No. 2038.) 


The bill (S. 2430) entitled “An act granting a pension to James 
W. Whitney.” ( rt No. 2039.) 
Mr.S OW AY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
e bill (S. 568) entitled “An act granting a pension to Mrs. 
Ann M. Madden.” (Report No. 2040.) 
The bill (H. R. 9093) granting a pension to Andrew R. Hayes. 
(Report No. 2068.) 7 ` 
M Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
e bill (S. 2877) entitled “An act granting a pension to Hiram 
Santas.” No. 2041.) . 
The bill (S. 613) entitled “An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Henry Wilson.” (Report No. 2042.) 
The bill (S. 1127) entitled “An Ac graning an increase of pen- 
sion to Russell R. King.” (Report No. 2043.) > 
The bill (S. 1124) entitled “An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Albert B. Simpson.” (Report No. 2044.) t 
The bill (S. 1679) entitled An act for the relief of Helen 


.” (Report No. 2045.) z 

The bill (S. 2556) entitled An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Lewis D. Baker.” (Report No. 2046.) 

The bill (S. 2035) entitled “An act granting a pension to Julia 
D. Richardson.” (Report No. 2047.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (S. 752) entitled An act to increase the pension of Capt. James 
B. Logan.” (Report No. 2048.) 


By Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Claims: The bill a R. 
6478) for the relief of James Clark Smith. (Report No. ) 


The 2 (H. R. 8760) for the relief of Nancy Susan Thompson. 
(Report No. 2055.) 

By Mr. DENNY, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(aa) gigs An act for the relief of John Veeley.” (Re- 
port No. 2056. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Claims: The bill (H. R. 1248) for the relief of J. F. Bailey & Co. 
and others. Ay rt No. 2057.) 

By Mr. G „from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(S. 795) entitled. An act for the relief of John Little and Hobart 
Willi , of Omaha, Nebr.” (Report No. 2058.) 

By Mr. WATSON of Indiana, from the Committee on Claims: 
The bill (S. 337) entitled An act to refer the claim of the owners 
of the brig Tally-Ho to the Court of Claims.” (Report No. 2059.) 

By Mr. WOODARD, from the Committee on ims: The bill 
(S. 1434) entitled “An act for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of John W. Branham, late an assistant surgeon in the United 
States Marine-Hospital Service.” (Report No. 2060.) 

By Mr. HARDY, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
beat ar increase the pension of John A. Anderson. (Re- 
port No. 2 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions: The bill (H. R.8450) granting a pension to Alden B. Thomp- 
son. (Re No. 2063.) 

By Mr. R, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 7290) granting a pension to Charles W. Benedict. 
(Report No. 2064.) 

e bill (H. R. 7687) granting a pension to Eliza Stofer. (Re- 
port No. 2065.) 

The bill (H. R. 3482) granting a pension to Maggie Donovan. 
(Sopar No. 2066.) 

e bill (H. R.5661) to increase the pension of Anna E. Bots- 
ford, widow of Eli W. Botsford, late major of Sixteenth Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteers. (Report No. 2067.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bilis, resolutions, and memorials 
= Mio following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R.9241) to amend sec- 
tions 4488 and 4489 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
relating to lifeboats, etc., on the ocean, lake, and sound steamers 
and the alty for refusing to provide such—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 9242) providing for the exami- 
nation by the Civil Service Commission of all persons employed 
in the classified service of the United States who have not passed 
said examination, and filling vacancies caused thereby—to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A resolution (House Res. No. 391) 
making four messengers in the post-office annual employees—to 
the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Utah: A memorial of governor and legisla- 
ture of Utah, praying for an appropriation of $10,000 for the 
maintenance of the Shebit Indians—to the Committee on Indian 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXT, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following petition and bill; which were 
referred as follows: 

A petition of Mr. W. S. Edwards and others, praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 8914—Committee on the Judiciary dis- 
cha and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 5982) for the relief of Elizabeth Roberts—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, 8 bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 
Co Wik cnet CE ee a paion ie 
apt. William Mc 0 ie, en unty, Pa.— 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Senet af 
By Mr. BUCK: A bill (H. R.9244) for the relief of Mrs. Joseph 
Kittridge—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 9245) to carry out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claimsin the case of the estate of S. P. Woods, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 
By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 9246) for the relief of Helen 
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Gillen, widow of Daniel F. Gillen, late captain Per 
ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers—to 


y I, Sixty- 
on 


Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 9247) to correct the military record 
iliam C. Kennedy—to the ittee on Mili Affairs. 
By Mr, LINNEY: A bill (H. R. 9248) for the relief of William 
5 of Boone, N. C.—to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 9249) for the relief of Seabury 
a; Davison- to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 9250) to grant a pension to Wil- 
we W. Gilihan—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. MCCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 9251) to increase 
the pension of Minerva Haynes—to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, S, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 

were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of 59 members of Liberty Sunday 
School and 3 of Friends and Christians, of Bangor, 
Iowa, in favor of a Sunday: rest law forthe District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the ict of Columbia. 

Mr. DALZELL: 3 of the Chamber of Commerce 

of Pittsburg, Pa., ee ng against the p: of House bill No. 

8536 and Senate D 7, proposing amendments to the inter- 

state-commerce W the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

Also, resolutions adopted by the railroad commissioners of the 
different States, at a convention held at Washington, D. C., May 
20, 1896, remonstrating against the proposed amendment to sec- 
tion 10 of the interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and 5 Commerce. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: Petition of citizens of Goodhue County, 
Minn., against the manufacture, sale, and importation of all alco- 
holic beverages in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
2o District of Columbia. 


so (by request), petitions of citizens of Belle Plaine, Carver, 
Gibbon, enyon, Sueur, Pine Island, Red Wing, Renville, 
„ and Zumbrota, Minn. Z favorable action on 

Howse Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend postal laws—to the 


Comittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HITT: 3 adopted at the thirtieth annual en- 
campment of the De ent of Illinois, Grand Army of the 
Republic, at Cairo, III., May 13 and 14, 1896, urging the prompt 
passage of House bill No. 4339, to establish a national military 

commemorate the camp aign, siege, and defense of Vicks- 

5 the Committee = y Affairs. 

By Mr. JOY: Ape accompany House bill to correct the 
rear at To rie of William C edy—to the Committee on 
i 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: Paper to accompany House bill 

se Poe thing the pension of Minerva Haynes—to the Committee on 


By Mr, RUSSELL of Connecticut: Paper to accompan: 
bill No. 8909, granting a pension to Esther Jackson—to 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: Petitions of citizens of Deland, Clinton, 
Arrowsmith, and Hammond, III., favoring the of House 
bills Nos. 4566 and 838, to amend the laws— e Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


e 2 


SENATE. 
FR DAV, May 29, 1896, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal ge nicer s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. MOMILLAN, by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2054) to correct 
the mili record of Charles W. Rinehardt, and grant to him an 
honorable discharge. 

The m also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill 
(S. 804) granting a pension to Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Pose further 
insisted u its amendment to the bill disagreed to by the Senate; 
asked a r conference on the disagreeing votes of the two, 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Tuomas, Mr. CROWTHER, 
and Mr. LAyToN managers at the conference on the part of the 


House. 
The message further announced that the House had to 
the recat ana of the Senate numbered 233 to the bill (H. R. 8293) 


making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 


tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for prior years, 
and for other ; disagreed the residue of the amend- 
ments of the te to the bill; asked a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. Cannon, Mr. NortHway, and Mr. SAYERS 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had to the 
report of pps committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 225) to provide for the transfer of Fort Omaha Military 
Reservation to the State of Nebraska. 


FREE PUBLIC LIBRARY IN WASHINGTON, 
Mr. McMILLAN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the 1 votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bil 7 8 to establish and provide for 
the maintenance of a free public Library and reading room in the District of 
Columbia, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their tive eens as follows: 

That the Senate noes: from its ut to the amendment of the 


House, and to the same 3 to read — follows: In lieu of the mat- 
ter inserted in section 6 by said amendment strike out all of section 6"; and 
the House agree to the same. 


JAMES MoMILLAN. 
GHORGE PEABODY WETMORE, 
REDFIELD PROCTOR, 

Conferees on the part of the Senate. 
H. HENRY POWERS, 
A. MILNES, 


BABCOCK, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I should like a distinct assurance from the 
Senator from Michigan that the bill in no way sanctions or indi- 
rectly permits the proposition to put the whole expense upon the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. McMILLAN, Iwill state to the Senator that it does not. 
It simply leaves the matter of expenditures to be arranged for by 


each Con 
— E-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
Fhe ‘report was concurred in, 


DISTRICT WATER-MAIN TAXES. 


Mr. PROCTOR submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the d votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill ( N00 to authorize the reassess- 
ment of water-main taxes in the District Ge iam. and 888 other pu 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of ces Sen- 
ate, and agree to the same amended as follows: At the end of section 1 of the 
amendment add: ‘Provided, however, That where lots or parcels of Aland have 
been released ing water-main taxes or assessments by reason of technical 
defects or errors in making such assessments, and — such lots or parcels 
of land have been sold by the former owner between the order of said re- 
lease of said tax or assessment and the passage of this the . 
of the District of Columbia shall not reassess the same against su perty 
— the hands of bona fide purchaser for value without notice of the a fait ailure to 

the water-main assessment on said 
strike out section 2 of the peso meer insert in lieu thereof the 


That where outside the city of Washington ee ge on Played shall 

5 be introduced said water - main tax or assessment shall be levied or 
assessed within thirty days after — introduction, and where Potomac 
water has been heretofore introduced th e assessment or reassessment shall 
be made within ninety days after the 3 this act. and such levy, as- 
on unsubdivided land shall be made on a fron 


any subsequent subdivision of such y as having —— oa ac 

of not ex: 100 feet from the shoo of Passa I aae parcel of 

vided, however, That said water- tax or assessmen eee 

be due, payable, and collectable on each lot or parcel of Is land or premises on 

— 9 pre the date on which the connection i is made from the water main to 

Sod snd of land or premises. 
on tot the te agree to the same. 
REDFIELD PROCTOR, 
CHARLES J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The report was concurred in. 

FORT OMAHA MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. SEWELL submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the 1 votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 225) to 88 for the 
transfer of the Fort Omaha Military Reservation to the 2 of Ne 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
do recommend to their 8 Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate, and agree to the same. 


GEORGE B. McC 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
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DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. Lask the Chair to lay before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives on the deficiency appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives, agreeing to amendment numbered 233 
and disagreeing to the other amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 8203) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes, and erele a conference 
with the Senate on the di eeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Maine what amend- 
ment it is that is agreed to by the other House? : 

Mr. HAL The amendment that is agreed to by the House is 
the conglomerate amendment that covers the French spoliation 
claims, the Bowman Act claims, and some other claims for which 
I have no designation. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and 
agree to the conference asked for by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. HALE, 
Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


VETO MESSAGE—ELVIRA BACHELDER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate: 


I herewith return without approval Senate bill No. 147, entitled An act 
granting a pension to Elvira Bachelder.”” 

This ball provides for a pension to the beneficiary as te ig ay mother of 
“J. K. P. Bachelder, late a private in Company D, Seventh New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry.” 

On the merits of the case I am satisfied this mother deserves a pension. I 
withhold my approval of the bill intended to grant her this relief solely be- 
cause I am ad that the law would be inoperative, for the reason that the 
deceased soldier never served in the Seventh New Hampshire Infantry, and 
should Bavo paon We e in the bill as a member of Company D, First New 
Ham en rtillery. 

paniro i GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 29, 1896. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, in response to a resolution of the 
8th instant, calling for information as to whether any counter- 
poise batteries have been constructed by the Government within 
the last eighteen years, using or embodying substantially the 

rinciple or plan embraced in, and covered by, the patent issued 
5 the United States to Maj. Beverly Kennon, transmitting a 
report of the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, on the 
5 Which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of State, transmitting a copy of amendments suggested by 
the American delegates to the Washington International Marine 
Conference of 1889 to the act approved August 19, 1890, entitled 
“An act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions at sea”; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a draft of a bill prepared by 
the delegates of the United States to the Washington Interna- 
tional Marine Conference of 1889, proposing certain amendments 
to the act of August 19, 1890, entitled “An act to adopt regula- 
tions for preventing collisions at sea”; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
Parod to i 


printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of Wyoming Chap- 
ter, Daughters of the American Revolution, of Wyoming, Ohio, 
prayin for the publication of the records and papers of the Con- 
tinental Congress; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Li 


2 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Galesburg Division, No. 
83, Order of Railway Conductors, of Galesburg, III., praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing for the proper appeal from 
the unreasonable decision of any Federal judge in any case of 
punishment for contempt of court; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of Galesburg Division, No. 83, Or- 
der of Railway Conductors, of Galesburg, III., praying for the 
enactment of a labor arbitration law; which was referred to the 
Counnittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of Aurora Council, No. 49, of 
Aurora, III., remonstrating against the continuance of the statue 
of ito Marquette in Statuary Hall; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a memorial of the General Confer- 
ence of the Methodist Episcopal Church, in session at Cleveland, 


Ohio, relative to the Armenian outrages; which was referred to 


the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr, HALE presented petitions of 78 citizens of Portland, of sun- 
dry citizens of Gardiner, of 35 citizens of Monmonth, of 46 citizens 
of Albion, of 80 citizens of Newport, of 28 citizens of Castlehill, 
of 32 citizens of Deering, of 23 citizens of Canton, of 20 citizens of 
Pittsfield, of 20 citizens of Anson, of 37 citizens of Columbia Falls, 
of 16 citizens of Limerick, of 68 citizens of Princeton, of 30 citi- 
zens of Phillips, of 19 citizens of Island Falls, of 21 citizens of 
North Newport, of 33 citizens of South China, of 34 citizens of Nor- 
ridgewock, of 42 citizens of East Thorndike, of 21 citizens of Skow- 
hegan, of 16 citizens of Rumford Center, and of 62 citizens of Bath, 
all in the State of Maine, praying for the passage of the so-called 
Lodge immigration bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. QUAY presented petitions of 564 citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the enactment of legislation restricting immigration; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. ; 

REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES, 
ae PEFFER. I desire to present a petition of my own, ver- 
y. 

Yesterday evening at a late hour, as the Chair remembers well, 
I was addressing the Senate. A number of Senators were waitin 
for the conclusion of my address in order to transact some busi- 
ness vey were interested in. In my haste to conclude early I 
neglected to ask the permission of the Senate to include in my re- 
marks the date and title of a few bills that were pertinent to the 
line of argument. I did not discover my mistake until after the 
Senate had adjourned. I now ask permission toinclude that mat- 
ter in my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears 
none, and leave is granted. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8469) to authorize 
the Baltimore and Washington Transit Company, of Maryland, to 
enter the District of Columbia, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 7469) for the removal of snow and ice from the side- 
walks, cross walks, and gutters in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (S. R. 151) relating to motive power on the Eck- 
ington and Soldiers’ Home Railway, the Belt Railway, and the 
Maryland and Washington Railway companies, reported it with 
amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred tho 
bill (S. 2901) to incorporate the United States Annuity Company 
of Washington, D. C., reported adversely thereon; and the bili 
was postponed 8 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2791) for the establishment, con- 
trol, operation, and maintenance of the Northern Branch of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, at Hot Springs, 
in the State of South Dakota, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R.5393) for the relief of Lucinda Rick- 
ards, widow, and the minor children of John D. Rickards, de 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. PROCTOR. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to report back adversely the bill (S. 1064) to fix the pay of 
certain noncommissioned officers of the United States Army. I 
will state that a bill covering the matter of this bill has alread 
passed the Senate. I move that the bill be indefinitely postpon 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8610) for the relief 
of holders of certain District of Columbia tax-sale certificates, and 
for other purposes, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. DUBOIS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1850) to make Commodore William P. 
McCann, of the Navy, a rear-admiral on the retired list, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ELKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3010) relating to the landing of any new sub- 
marine telegraph cable line or system in this country, reported it 
‘vith amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3771) for the relief of Stratton H. 
Benscoter, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4872) to correct the military record of 
Homer C, McCuskey, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 


1896. 
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PROCEEDINGS OF BOARD OF INSPECTORS OF STEAM VESSELS. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following concurrent resolution of the House of Re 
resentatives, reported it without amendment, and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent and agreed to. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed for the use of the Treasury paragens, Steamboat ee. 
Service, 300 cures each of the Proceedings of the Board of Supervising st- 
ors of Steam Vessels for the years 1895 and 1896. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 3239) for the relief of the 
estate of Richard Lawson; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN. I introduce a bill and ask that it be read at 
length and laid upon the table. ‘ f 

he bill (S. 3240) relating to crimes against the circulation of 
lawful money of the United States was read the first time by its 
title and the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That any agreement or conspiracy, of two or more per- 
sons, one or more of whom is an officer, agent, or stockholder of a national 
bank, to bring about any restriction of the current circulation or any diminu- 
tion of the volume of the lawful money of the United States, of any descrip- 
tion, at any place or places in the United States, or to refuse payment to any 
depositor in a national bank in such lawful money, of any sum due such depos- 
itor, for the purpose of decreasing the volume or quantity of such lawful 
mousy a circulation or to prevent such lawful money from being put into 

tion at any place in the United States, is ty of felony, and on con- 
viction thereof, ‘8 a district court of the United States, shall be ponines b 
a fine of not less than $1,000, to be fixed by the 3 who try the case, an 
imprisonment, to be adjudged by the court, for not less than one year nor 
exceeding five years, at hard labor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the consent of the Senate to make a very 
brief statement of two minutes, and then I shall ask unanimous 
consent that the Senate consider House bill 3282. 2 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator not wait until the regular routine 
morning business is finished? : y 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course, if the Senator desires, I will postpone 
my request until after the routine business. 

3 E. Iask the Chair to enforce the regular order of 
routine business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The introduction of bills and joint 
resolutions is still in order. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 3241) 
to Mary A. Benjamin: which was read twice 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. : : 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 3242) for the preparation of 
plans or designs for a memorial or statue of Gen. Ulysses S. Grant, 
on ground belonging to the United States Government, in the 
city of Washington, D. C.; which was read twice by its title,and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 3243) regulating the 
salaries of printers, binders, and other skilled workmen employed 
in the Government Printing Office; which was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 3244) to amend an act approved 
August 19, 1890, entitled “An act to adopt regulations for pre- 
venting collisions at sea”; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


anting a pension 
1 5 its title, and re- 


REPORT ON UNDERVALUATION FRAUDS. 
Mr. BORROWS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to send to the 
Senate, as soon as may be, a complete copy of the manuscript report of 
frauds arising from undervaluation submitted by Special Treasury Official 
T. A. Byrne and dated May 27, 1806. 


REPORT ON RUSSIAN FUR-SEAL ISLANDS. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: $ s 

Resolved, That the Public Printer is kereby authorized and directed to 
—.— 2,200 extra copies of the report of Leonhard Stejneger on the Russian 

ur-seal islands, being article 1 of the Bulletin of the United States Fish 
Commission for 1896; of the said number of copies 500 shall be for the use of 
the Senate, 1,000 for the House, 500 for the use of the Treasury Department, 
and 200 for the use of the Fish Commission. 
FUR SEALS IN BERING SEA. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 1,000 additional copies of Part II, together with its accompanying 
atlas, of Senate Document No. 137, of the Fifty-fourth Congress, first ses- 
sion, for the use of the United States Fish Commission. 

RULES OF THE SENATE, ETC, 

Mr. DUBOIS submitted the following resolution; which was 

referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be, and is hereby, authorized to 
employ a suitable person to compile a history of the rules of the Senate and 
of amendments propona thereto; of the Committees on Finance and Appro- 


riations, and of the general appropriation bills from the First Congress to 
e present session, inclusive, the person so employed to be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the Senate such compensation as may fixed by the 


Committee on Rules. 
Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be authorized to have printed for 
its use such matter in the execution of the foregoing order as it may deem 


proper. 


TENNESSEE CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 


Mr. FAULKNER submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
to pay the necessary expenses of the committee ry ae wee by the President 
of the Senate to attend the celebration of the one hundredth anniversary of 
the admission of the State of Tennessee, authorized by the Senate resolution 
— 12, 1806, upon vouchers to be approved by the chairman of com- 
mittee. 


ALCOHOL IN THE ARTS. 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I ask the permission of the Sen- 
ate to make a brief statement in regard to House bill 3282; 7 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent to make a brief statement in regard to the 
biil indicated by him. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, section 61 of the tariff act of 
1894 was not recommended by the Finance Committee, but was 
incorporated in the bill by a majority vote of the Senate. It pro- 
vides for free alcohol in the arts. The Treasury Department has 
found it impossible to make regulations for the p of carry- 
ing out that section of the act without greatly endangering the 
collection of revenue upon alcohol in all of its forms. Therefore 
no regulations have been made. There are many claims, amount- 
ing to many millions of dollars, for rebates upon alcohol which 
has been used in the arts since the passage of that act. There are 
550 suits now pending against the Government to recover rebate 
claimed to be due these claimants. 

This bill repeals that section of the law and proposes to create 
a joint select committee composed of three Senators and three 
Representatives, which committee is required to carefully investi- 
gate the question of alcohol in the arts and to report to their re- 
spective Houses upon the first Monday in December next their 
conclusions, by bill or otherwise; and it is to be hoped that upon 
such thorough investigation as nay be piven the subject-matter 
some provision may be made which will give free alcohol to the 


arts without 5 collection of revenue upon alcohol. 
1 Mr. PEFFER. ill the Senator from Tennessee allow a ques- 
ion? 


Mr. HARRIS. Inamoment. The Treasury Department esti- 
mates that the claims growing ont of this section year by year 
aggregate not less than $10,000,000 per annum. It is very, very 
important that the section should be repealed and the subject 
investigated, and that a well-considered and carefully drawn pro- 
vision in respect to alcohol in the arts should be made. 

Mr. PEFFER. I wish to ask the Senator from Tennessee 
whether this bill makes any provision for such persons as are au- 
thorized under existing laws to have a rebate? 

Mr. HARRIS. It does not. It preserves whatever rights they 
have, and these rights, if rights there be, depend upon the action 
of the judicial department hereafter. As to what that action may 
be it is impossible for me to say, though I have serious apprehen- 
sions that the question may be determined in favor of the claim- 


ants. 

Mr. PEFFER. So they may present their claims if they desire 
so to do under existing laws and have them speedily adjudicated? 

Mr. HARRIS. There is no question about any claim that has 
accrued up to this time or up to the time the section may he re- 
pealed, Their rights remain intact even though we repeal this 
act. It does not predating or affect rights already accrued, if 
rights have accrued. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I ask the indulgence of the Senate 
to make a statement as long as that which has been made by the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

It is known, I think, that I have opposed the repeal of section 
61, and the statement which I wish to make is to show why I now 
acquiesce in the passage of the bill. 

I have felt for many years that persons engaged in legitimate 
manufacturing in this country, who are compelled to use alcohol, 
ought not to be compelled to pay upon one of the materials which 
enters into their manufacture a tax to the Government of from 
700 to 1,000 per cent, and for many years I have endeavored to 
have incorporated in the statutes a provision which would allow 
manufacturers to have alcohol free, as their competitors in other 
countries do. 

In 1888 the Finance Committee of the Senate reported such 
provisions, but the proposed law did not pass. When the act of 
1894 was passed I was anxious that something should be incor- 
pet in that act. Section 61 was incorporated in the act. It 

not proved to be an operative law, but to my mind it estab- 
lished the principle that alcohol ought to be free in manufactures 
and should only be taxed when used as a beverage. Therefore I 
opposed the repeal of the section until Congress should consider 
whether some law could not be passed which would effectuate 
the object of section 61 without serious dangers of frauds upon 
the revenue. 

The Ways and Means Committee of the House and the Finance 
Committee of the Senate, as it seemed to me, failed to give an 
attention to the subject, but insisted upon the immediate 
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unconditional repeal of section 61. However, since there has been 
coupled with it, in good faith, as I believe, a proposition that in 
the recess a joint committee or commission shall consider the 


whole 1 and report in December, it seems to me that the 
Principle for which 1 was contending is thereby recognized by 
the bill, and I have faith to believe that a proper bill can be pre- 
pared which will be acceptable to Congress and which will elimi- 
nate any considerable possibility of frauds opon the reyenue. It 
is therefore that I acquiesce in the of this bill. 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President, I would not resort to any ob- 
structive means to prevent the consideration of the bill. I think 
it very seriously affects a number of my constituents in New Jer- 
sey, some of whom have gone into business for the manufacture 

alcohol based‘upon this provision. As we all know, alcohol en- 
ters into the production and is the basis of pretty much all medi- 
cines and itis used in the arts to a very great extent. There is 
one firm in my State that paid last year, I think, $96 a barrel for 
500 barrels of alcohol on the faith of the Government that there 
was to be a rebate. That is one of a number that I will not detain 
the Senate by mentioning. The 500 barrels amounted to $48,000, 
which went into the manufacture of one single article connected 
with photography. So wecan see how far-reaching the measure is. 

Alcohol is made to-day for about 23 cents a gallon. The tax on 
itis $2.06. The foreigner can get it for 23 cents, receiving his full 
rebate of $2.06, and there is no reason in the world why he should 
not outsell in every way our manufacturers on that basis. Our 
prone will be driven out of our own country into the West India 

ds or some other place to take advantage of the rebate on 
alcohol and be able to manufacture their products with alcohol 
at 23 cents instead of $2.29. 

I think it is a very serious matter, but there seems to be a ma- 
jority of the people who are bound to repeal the law. Ilook upon 
it as an act of bad faith on the part of the Government to induce 
these people to go into this business and then to wipe out their 
whole profits, you might say; and many of them to-day have their 
capital invested in this rebate. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read at length. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask unanimous consent at this time that a 
time be set for the final vote on Senate bill 1341. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senator will postpone his request 
until the Senate has disposed of this measure. It will not take ſong. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It will take but a minute to pass the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
from Idaho in a moment to make his request. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I am constrained to object to the unanimous 
consent asked for the consideration of this bill. 

REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Idaho will make a 
statement of his request. Let him state when he wants to have 
the vote taken. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit the request of 
the Senator from Idaho, 

Mr. DUBOIS. My request is that the vote be taken on the un- 
finished business—the pending bond bill—at 4 o’clock Monday 
afternoon. 

Mr. HARRIS. Monday afternoon? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Monday afternoon. 
The final vote, you mean. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
uest of the Senator from Idaho. 
. BURROWS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state the request of 
the Senator from Idaho. It is that the final vote upon the pend- 
ing bond bill be taken at 4 o’clock on next Monday. 

r. ALDRICH. And all propositions affecting the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. Whether that is agreed to or not will depend 
something upon the purpose of the Senate to remain in session 
to-morrow. To-morrow being Decoration Day, I suppose the 
Senate will adjourn from to-day until Monday. If that is done, 
then there would be no opportunity for further debate upon the 
bill except what time may be had to-day and on Monday. It 
seems to me that that would be a little short. I desire to state to 
the Senator from Idado that the Senator from Utah [Mr. BROWN] 
who has the floor on the measure, came to me this morning and 
said that he was so ill that it would be impossible for him to pro- 
eeed to-day, and he would desire to take the floor on Monday. I 
do not object to the fixing of a time, but I suggest that the Sena- 
tor fix Tuesday instead of Monday. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Senator from Idaho will name 


Mr. DUBOIS. Very well; that suits me, as far as I am con- 
cerned. I ask unanimous consent that at 4 o'clock Tuesday the 
final vote shall be taken on the unfinished business—the bond bill. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, in arriving at a time for a vote it 
would probably be better to understand who intends to speak 
upon the question. If the Senate desires to vote to-day upon that 
bill, so far as I am concerned, I will make no opposition. How- 


ever, I do not like to fixan hour. I have expressed my objection 
to that course in reference to other bills, and I do not like to have 
an hour fixed for the vote. I will, however, suggest to the Sena- 
tor that, unless there are some Senators here who want to oe 
we agree to an understanding that a vote be had on the bond bi 
to-day before we adjourn. 

Mr. DUBOIS. To-day? 

Mr. HILL. Yes; to-day. 

Mr, DUBOIS. I will say to the Senator 

Mr. BURROWS. That would hardly be courteous to the Sen- 
ator from Utah pe: Brown], who has the floor and desires to be 
heard on the bill. 

Mr. HILL. I e said unless there are Senators who de- 
sire to be heard, of which I knew nothing. Of course, we were 
assured at the outset that the friends of the measure did not de- 
sire to debate the bill. Yesterday a proposition was made—— 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam perfectly ing to accommodate the Sen- 
ator from New York. I have no other desire than to fix a general 
time when we shall take the vote. I am willing to change the 
request and ask unanimous consent that on Monday or Tuesday 
as the Senator may desire, a final vote before adjournment shall 
be had on the bill and amendments. 

Mr. HILL. The difficulty is, we can not tell what is going to 
come up between now and that time. We may be engaged all the 
time in conference reports, or something else may intervene. That 
is the difficulty about it. Iam willing, so far as I am concerned, 
to take the vote to-day, and proceed right on with the debate, if 
any one wishes to speak, The Senator from Utah, who is absent, 
wants to speak hereafter. That is, of course, another question. 

Mr. RIS. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Idaho 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that it is im- 
possible to hear the remarks of Senators, The Chair requests 
Senators to refrain from audible conversation. 

Mr. HILL. Task the Senator from Idaho what was the last 
suggestion he made? 

Mr. DUBOIS. The last suggestion was that on Tnesday next 
the Senate shall remain in session until a final vote is taken on 
the pending unfinished business and the amendments thereto. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us fix an hour. We do not want to stay here 
until midnight. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Did the Senator say Tuesday? 

Mr. DUBOIS. On Tuesday next, that the Senate shall not ad- 
journ until a vote is had on the unfinished business. 

Mr. HILL. That is entirely satisfactory to me except this, that 
an agreement to take the final vote shall not prevent a motion to 
postpone the consideration of the bill to some fixed day. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Certainly not. 

Mr. HILL. Before the final vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course that motion wonld be legitimate. 

Mr. HILL. I want that understood as agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. BURROWS. I only regret that the Senator does not fixan 
hour for the vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam not able to fix an hour, because there is 


3 
r. BURROWS. It is exceedingly unfortunate that the Sen- 
ate is without a system of rules governing such a case, and that 
it mee be compelled to remain in session all night upon a single 
proposition. 

r. HARRIS. There is no danger of that. 

Mr. CULLOM. We will not do that. 

Mr. BURROWS. I prefer that a time shall be fixed, but never- 
theless I shall not object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate, Is 
there objection to the request of the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. HILL. As modified by myself. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. As modified by the Senator from 
New York. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. It isso 
ordered. 

ELECTION OF SENATORS BY DIRECT VOTE. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I wish to give a notice. I simply 
desire to give notice that to-morrow morning, immediately after 
the routine business, or if the Senate is not in session to-morrow, 
then on Monday morning, I shall move to take up for considera- 
tion the joint resolution (S. R. 6) proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States 3 for the election of 
Senators by the votes of the qualified electors of the States. 

Mr. E. There may bea conference report before the Senate 
at that time. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I hope there will be no conference 
report which will interfere with 5 at that time. I simply 
desire to give the notice; that is all. 

ALCOHOL IN THE ARTS. 


Mr. HARRIS.. Did I understand the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 


Dunols] as objecting to my request to consider at this time House 
i the free-alcohol bill? 


bill 
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Mr. DUBOIS. Oh, no, I do not object. 
Mr. HARRIS. Then I renew the request that the bill may be 
now considered. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 3282) to repeal section 
61 of an act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Goy- 
ernment, and for other pu , which became a law August 28, 
1894; which was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That section 61 of an act entitled “An act to reduce tax- 


ation, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pu 8, 
which became a law August 28, 1804. be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

So. 2. That a joint select committee is hereby autho: to consist of 
three Senators to be appointed behe presiding officer of the Senate and 
three members of the House of presentatives to be appointed by the 
Speaker of the House, which select committee shall consider all questions 
relai to the use of alcohol in the manufactures and arts free of tax, and 
to report their conclusious to Congress on the first Monday in December, 1896. 

Said joint select committee is authorized to sit, hy subcommittee or other- 
wise, during the recess or session of Congress, at such times and 3 as 
they deem advisable; to summon witnesses, ter oaths; p int testi- 
mony or other information, and to employ such stenographic, cal, and 
other assistance as may be necessary, one-half of the expense to be paid from 
the contingent fand of the Senate and one-half from the contingent fund of 
the House of Representatives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BRANDY FROM FRUITS. 


Mr. PASCO. There is a bill which logically follows the one 
just passed. It was passed in the House in Jan and repo 
from the Committee on Finance of the Senate in March without 
amendment. Afterwards amendments were made to it in conse- 

uence of the bill which has just passed, but the necessity for 
those amendments no longer exists. I wish to ask that that bill 
be now taken up and put upon its passage. I think there will be 
no objection to it. It will take butafew moments. It is a bill in 
which the fruit growers of the country are very largely interested, 
particularly those of my own State. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The bill will be stated by title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 886) to amend section 8255 of 


the Revised Statutes of the United States concerning the distilling 
of brandy from fruits. 
Mr. PASCO. I ask that the bill be passed in the shape in which 


it originally came from the House of Representatives and as it 
was originally reported from the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALDR . The bill has the unanimous approval of the 
Committee on Finance, and there is no reason, I think, for the 
amendment. It may delay the of the bill. The amend- 
ment may be disagreed to as far as the committee is concerned. 

Mr. PASCO. It was first reported from the committee without 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: i 

Be it nac etc., That section 3255 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be. and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 3255. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of 
“e ry 3 j COT of Lr Treasury, may a 3 = brandy anger — 
8 es, or prunes from cor Alne perike y this title relatin, to the ERDIRA 
ture of spirits, except as to the tax thereon, when in his Sudgmant it may 
seem expedient to do so.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment reported by the 
Committee on Finance will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the bill the following 
additional section: 

Sec. 2. That section 61 of the act of 3 1894, entitled “An act to re- 
duce taxation, to poe revenue for the Government, and for other pur- 
poses,” providing for the rebate, or yment, of internal-revenue tax on 
alcohol] used in the arts, or in any 


or other like compound, be, and 
the same is hereby, repealed. 

Mr. PASCO. All the amendments are withdrawn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments are withdrawn. 

Mr. PLATT. No, Mr. President, the amendment about repeal- 
ing section 61 is withdrawn, but I hope not the one about other 
fruits. There is a little amendment there. 

Mr. WHITE. As already stated, the bill has the unanimous 
approval of the Committee on Finance. I do not suppose there 
would be any objection to the amendment e by the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut were it not for the possible effect upon the 
measure in the other House. That is the only fear I have in con- 
nection with it. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to make a statement. Dates are not 
mentioned in the bill. There is a company already o ized in 
the city of New York, with quite a large capital, inten „if this 
bill passes, including other fruits, to manufacture brandy from 
dates, which they will import and on which pay duty to the Gov- 
ernment. Surely all fruits ought to be included. Ido not desire 


in any way to prevent or endanger the passage of the bill, but I 
hope that that amendment will be adopted, at least oranal; 
pii if it is 


this morning, and then I will make inquiries and 


likely to endanger the 
for a little time until 
that it would en 


of the bill. The bill can lie over 
can make inquiries. If I were satisfied 
r the passage of the bill I would not insist 

upon the amendm 


en 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, this isa bill in which my con- 
stituency is ial much interested. My colleague in the House, 
Mr. WI Sox, by his energy and activity, secured its passage in that 
body. It came over here, and, without any consultation with the 
Senators from California, the Senators from Utah, the Senators 
from Oregon, or myself or my colleague, all of whom are very 
much interested in the bill, the Finance Committee added a num- 
ber of amendments which would have destroyed it had they been 
agreed to. I submit that is unusual, to start with. It is not cus- 
tomary in the Senate to weigh down and load down bills of other 
Senators with amendments unless with the consent of those Sen- 
ators. The manifest injustice of that proceeding induced the 
Finance Committee to take off the amendments and they are will- 
ing to have the bill passed as it came from the House. e House 

the bill without the words “ other fruits,” and I think the 
Senator from Connecticut ought not to ask for that amendment, 
especially as the Finance Committee has unanimously agreed not 
to press the amendment. The Senator from California has agreed 
that he will not ask for it, although he is interested in it. Ithink 
the Senator from Connecticut ought not to press that amendment, 
because throngh these various other amendments delay has oc- 
curred until now in the closing days of the session the passage of 
the bill will be endangered if it is amended at all. I shall cer- 
tainly, so far as I am concerned, object to that amendment, and I 
hope the Senator from Connecticut, under the circumstances, will 
not press it. Let the bill go through as it came from the House, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Idaho has already stated 
the objection to the amendment. Ido not think we ought to allow 
ora fruitsto be brought into this country, dried and preserved, 
and converted into brandy in competition with the brandy 
from fruits produced in our own country. It seems to me that 
that is not within the scope and 5 of this proposed law. 
The measure itself is a wise one. It is to relieve farmers from the 
ordinary restrictions of the law applied to the production of alco- 
hol or whisky from grains, etc. At the same time itimposes the 
same rate of duties upon brandy that is imposed upon whisky, 
but it simply relieves the domestic manufacturers from impossi 
conditions which are prescribed for great distillers. 

The fruit of the country is 8 It passes away in a short 
time. Apples and grapes and all those fruits have to be used im- 
mediately, and must be used mainly on the farm, at home, or near 
by, in small establishments. Therefore it is proposed that they 
shall be relieved from the heavy restrictions. But to extend this 
provision to foreign dried fruits it seems to me would not be within 
the meaning or purpose of the law. The action of the proposed 
law is simply to enable farmers and others to utilize their perish- 
able products without being subjected to the severe restrictions of 
the law in regard to whisky. 

I hope, therefore, the amendment will not be agreed to. 

Mr, PLATT. I supposed that this matter was fully understood 
ee Finance Committee when it recommended this amendment. 
There was a letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, who under- 
stood the matter fully and recommended it; there was a letter 
from the chairman of the subcommittee of the Committee on Ways 
and Means in the House of Representatives, saying that it was 
intended that these words should be added in the House of 
resentatives. The matter was considered in the Finance Co te 
tee, and I sup it was fully understood. 

I do not wish, however, to endanger the passage of this bill. I 
do not believe the adoption of the amendment would endanger its 

If other Senators believe it would they must pursue 
such a course as they think is advisable. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, there is this difficulty in the sit- 
uation, entirely apart from the merits of the 8 
by the Senator from Connecticut: This is a House bi we 
amend it, it goes back to the other House; and even though the 
House committee should advise concurrence or nonconcurrence in 
our amendment—it would be immaterial which view they took on 
the subject—the question would not be a privileged one under the 
rules of the House, and the bill would go where another bill in 
which I am interested went two or three days ago, to the foot of 
the Calendar, and among those masses of forgotten things which 
are only the subject of memory and regret. 

Mr. PASCO. I hope the Senator from Connecticut will not 
urge his amendment. He will doubtless remember that when 
this bill was first reported from the Committee on Finance on the 
17th of March it came without any amendment, exactly as it 

the House of Representatives; and now if the amendment 
should be made at this late hour of the session, when the final 
passage of the bill may be prevented by it, the fruit growers all 
over the country may deprived of the very great advan 
which would come from the passage of this bill. We are in the 
season when fruits are maturing; we are in the season when this 
bill will be of great practical benefit to the fruit growers. 


q 
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Mr. PLATT. Let it go. 
in some other way. 

Mr. PASCO. I am much obliged to the Senator. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time. and passed. Ae 

Mr. PLATT subsequently said: I ask leave to introduce a joint 
resolution. It is important that the joint resolution should be in- 
troduced this afternoon. d : 

The joint resolution (S.R.154) relating to fruit brandies was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER DECORATION DAY. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next, 
The motion was agreed to. 


VISITORS TO ANNAPOLIS. 


Mr. HALE. In the condition of the business of the Senate and 
in the view of a near adjournment, I find that it will be impossible 
for me to attend the meeting of the Board of Visitors at the Naval 
Academy at Annapolis, to which place I have been kindly as- 
signed by the Chair. For that reason I make my declination of 
that appointment. s 

Mr. BACON. For the reason stated by the Senator from Maine 
in his case I am also laboring under a similar embarrassment, 
very much to my regret, and I beg the Chair to excuse me from 
bined Seti the duty assigned me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT subsequently 2 Mr. Greson 
and Mr. Burrows members of the Board of Visitors on the part 
of the Senate to attend the next annual examination of cadets at 
the Naval Academy at Annapolis, Md., under the requirements of 
the act of February 14, 1879. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr.GORMAN. TheSenator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 
was appointed as one of the conferees on the part of the Senate on 
the Post-Office appropriation bill. Ashe has been called from the 
city, I ask that he be excused from further service on the com- 
mittee, and that the Chair be authorized to fill the vacancy. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the Senator 
from Kentucky will be excused from further service on the con- 
ference committee, and the Chair will appoint the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr, FAULKNER] to till the vacancy. 


MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGE, 


Mr. QUAY. Lask unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (S. 3071) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Monongahela River from the 
borough of Braddock to the township of Mifflin, Pa. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 5, after the word 
receive,“ to insert “such”; and in line 6, after the word “ there- 
for,” to insert as may be 7 from time to time by the Sec- 
retary of War”; so as to make the section read: 

Sxc.2. That said bridge may be constructed to provide for the passage of 
railway trains, street cars, wagons, and vehicles of all kinds, for the transit 
of animals, foot passengers, and of commercial travel and communication, 
The said corporation may charge and receive such reasonable tolls therefor 
as may be approved from time to time by the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. - p 

The next amendment was, in section 8, line 7, after the word 
“ Duquesne,” to insert Bridge”; so as to make the section read: 

Syd. 3. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations 
shall be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known sen post route, 
and it shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other t roads in the United 
States: Provided, That the Uni States may construct a postal telegraph 
over said ee eens charge therefor: And provided also, That the said 
Braddock and mesne Bridge Company shall not commence the construc- 
tion of its bridge, bridge piers, abutments, causeways, and other works over 
or in said Monongahela River until the location and pian of same shall haye 
been submitted to and approved by the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to, ; 

The next amendment was, after section 5, to insert as a new 
section the following: 

Sec. 6. That all railroad or street-car e ee desiring the use of the 
bridge authorized by this act shall have and entitled to equal rights and 

eges relative to the Lomas of trains or cars over the same, and over 

e approaches thereto, upon the payment of a reasonable compensation for 
such use; and in case the owner or owners of such bridge and the several 
companies, or any one of them, desiring such use shall fail to 75 — 7 upon the 
sum or sums to be paid, and upon rules and conditions to which each shall 
conform in using said ‘gb ay matters at issue between them shall be de- 
cided by the Secretary of War upon a hearing of the allegations and proofs 
of the parties; and equal 338 in the use of said bridge shall be granted 
to all telegraph and telephone companies. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add to the end of the bill the fol- 
lowing as a new section; 

Sec. 8. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


I will try to take care of the matter 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 7 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 225) to provide for the lease of Fort Omaha Mili- 
tary Reservation to the State of Nebraska; 

A bill (H. R. 2777) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate condemned cannon and condemned cannon 
balls to certain posts of the Grand Army of the Republic; 

A bill (H. R. 3279) to anthorize the reassessment of water-main 
taxes or assessments in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; and 

A bill 1175 R. 5731) to regulate the practice of medicine and sur- 
gery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish persons 
violating the provisions thereof in the District of 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I now ask to have the conference report 
on the Indian Appropriation bill laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
ee report on the bill indicated by the Senator from South 

akota, 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the conference report 
on the bill (H. R. 6249) making appropriations for current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1897, and for other sore 

„Mr. PETTIGREW., Mr. President, in the Indian appropriation 
bill of 1893 the Senate provided for the appointment b the Presi- 
dent of a Commission to treat with the Five Civilized Tribes in the 
Indian Territory for the cession of a portion of their lands or for 
a division of the lands among the Indians by allotment. That 
8 was pure legislation upon an entirely different subject 

rom anying considered or provided for in the bill. It was 
adopted y the Senate. This Commission went to the Indian Ter- 
and undertook to negotiate with those people, and after 
spending about two years’ time they reported that they found it 
impossible to carry out any of the provisions of the law under 
which they were appointed; that it was impossible to treat with 
those Indians; that they refused to meet with the Commission, and 
that they haye, in fact, given the Commission to understand dis- 
tinctly in so many words that their presence was not desired in 
that country. The Commission inform us that as the act now 
stands there is nothing which they can do, no function which they 
can perform. In view of those facts the Senate amended the In- 
dian appropriation bill and incorporated into it this provision: 

For salaries and Lae pony of the Commissioners appointed under acts of 
Congress approved March 3, 1893, and March 2, 1895, to negotiate with the 
Five Civilized Tribes in the Indian Territory, the sum of 000, to im- 
mediately available; and said Commission is directed to continue the exercise 
of the ROOY already conferred upon them by law and endeavor to ac- 
complish the objects heretofore prescribed to them and report from time to 
time to Congress, 

When the conference committee of the two Houses met and 
considered this provision it was urged on the part of the other 
House that it was absolutely useless and unnecessary to continue 
the Commission without duties to perform and that the existing 
law could not be carried out. The Committee on Indian Affairs 
of this body and the Committee on Indian Affairs of the House of 
. have frequently talked with these Commissioners, 
and they have asserted that there was nathing they could ac- 
complish as the law now stands. They thereupon prepared and 
suggested to the committee legislation which would give them 
power sufficient to accomplish something. That the necessity 
exists there can be no question. The conference committee, in 
view of the difficult and complicated questions which surrounded 
those people, decided to take a step in the direction of breaking 
up the lawlessness and want of government and protection of 
life and property in the Indian EI, and we undertook to do 
it without encroaching upon any of the treaties and without a 
violation of any of the property rights of those people. There- 
fore the committee provided that this Commission, if continued in 
power, should have authority to make up a roll of those people. 
Some one had to make up such a roll. Heretofore the roll has 
been approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 
arbitrary powers in this direction. 

We therefore provided that the Commission should make up a 
roll of those people and determine who were citizens of those 
tribes. Under the treaty of 1866 it had been provided that friendly 
Indians, to a certain extent limited in number, might settle among 
those people and become members of the tribes, and that those 
who had been slaves previous to that time should be admitted 
to citizenship, and yet their 8 had been denied by the Indians 
who occupied that countr 30 we provide that this Commission 
shall make up a roll, consi the treaty of 1866 and all the laws 


lumbia, 


We have taken 


erin 


and former rolls of those people, and report who are citizens of 
that country. 


1896. 
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We further provided that they should make up a list of leases 
which had been made, and report to Congress the number of the 
leases, the amount and value of the property involved, who made 
the leases, to whom the lease money was paid, and to report that 
fact also to Congress. f 

Now,it seems to me that the conference committee came clearly 
within the provisions of the rule as heretofore enforced and prac- 
ticed in this body. The Senate provided that the Commission, 
with certain powers, should continue, and made an appropriation 
to carry out those proyisions, The conference committee simply 
enlarged and defined those powers, and, in my opinion, added 
nothing to what the Commission could perform, except the ratifi- 
cation of the roll, even if we had not made this enactment. 

I propose, Mr. President, to show that the conference committee 
has not violated the precedents of this body on this subject, but, 
on the contrary, that it has been the custom in conference com- 
mittees to enact legislation where there was less ground for it 
than there is in this case. But even if this were not true, I shall 
undertake to show that the great necessity of some legislation in 
connection with these tribes of Indians justifies the course pursued 
by the conference committee. 

In the Indian appropriation bill of last year,on page 86, as the 
bill passed the Senate, there is this provision: 


For collecting and t ortation of pupils to and from Indian schools 
and also for the transportation of Indian pupils from all the Indian schools 
and placing of them, with the consent of their parents, under the care and 
control of such suitable white families as may in all respects be qualified to 
give such pupils moral, industrial, and educational training, under arrange- 
ments in which their proper care, support, and education shall bein exchange 
for their labor, $40,000. 

Now comes amendment numbered 199: 

Of which amount the sum of $8,000 shall be immediately available. 

Here is the conference report: 


That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 199, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add 
at the end of said amendment, as a new 3 h, the following: 

“That hereafter no Indian child shall be sent from any Indian reservation 
to a school beyond the State or Territory in which said reservation is situ- 
ated without the voluntary consent of the father or mother of such child, if 
either of them are living, and if neither of them are living, without the vol- 
untary consent of the next of kin of such child. Such consent shall be made 
before the agent of the reservation, and he shall send to the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs his certificate that such consent has been voluntarily given 


before such child shall be removed from such reservation. And it shall be 


unlawful for any Indian agent or other employes of the Government to in- 
duce, or seek to induce, by withholding rations or by other improper means, 
the parents or next of kin of any Indian to consent to the removal of any In- 
dian child beyond the limits of any Indian reservation.” 


Mr. HALE. Did that amendment become embodied in the law, 
I ask the Senator? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It did become embodied in the law as the 
result of the conference report. 

Mr. HALE. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that while 
perhaps no attention was called to it and it supped through un- 
noticed, and might be to a degree objectionable, it is all in the 
direction of limiting the original proposition which was found in 
the bill the Senator has read from asitcame from theother House. 
There is a difference between conference committees limiting the 

nditure of money or the operation of a clause that has been 
putin either by the other House or by the Senate which is the 
subject of disagreement—there is a great difference between that 
and the enlargement and magnifying and introduction of new 
matters enlarging and magnifying, and I think that distinction 
exists as to the case the Senator has cited, although I would say 
` in that respect that the only good reason why that should have 
been allowed was that no attention was probably called to it at 
the time. 

Mr. PLATT. That was not a good reason. 

Mr. HALE. That was not a good reason, but that was the only 
reason. I should think it doubtful whether, when the attention 
of the Senate is called to so much of an exercise of the limiting 
power in detail as was exercised there, the Senate would authorize 
a conference committee to do that; but it is in no degree, it seems 
to me, like the case now before the Senate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There is no allusion whatever to securing 
the consent of the parents of those children to their removal from 
any reservation of any of the tribes. 

Mr. HALE. No; butitis a limitation of the removal, which 
was the subject-matter of the original proposition of the House. 
It is a limitation, not an extension. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It was an appropriation for the transpor- 
tation of Indian children. 

Mr. HALE. You can not transport them unless you start them 
from their homes, 

Mr, PETTIGREW. Then you provide by law, clear legisla- 
tion, pure and simple, and nothing else, with regard to the con- 
sent of the parents, and going into details, There are a great 
many other matters of that kind. In this case which is com- 


plained of the conference committee simply enlarged the power 
of the Commission, and yet Senators rise here with great indigna- 
tion, and the Senator i 


rom New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] 


talked about a cunningly devised change, as if something had 
been done which was unusual. I propose to show that this has 
been the practice. 

Last year a clause was placed by the committee of conference 
on the Indian appropriation bill, and it became a law, providing 
that the claimants upon lands on the Crow Creek Reservation, in 
South Dakota, should go into the Court of Claims and sue in order 


to recover damages for having been removed by Executive order 
from that reservation—entirely new matter, legislation pure and 
simple. That has been the custom right along. Here is one of 
the most striking cases in the Indian appropriation bill of 1891. 
In this case there is no mention of any treaty made with the Sis- 
seton or Wahpeton Indians, no mention made of any attorneys or 
any power of attorney, or any right of anybody to represent those 
Indiansin any way as the bill passed the Senate, No one appeared 
here and claimed to be the attorneys of these Indians. No one 
1 before the committees of either House, and the bill passed 
the Senate without any provision whatever, except simply ratify- 
ing an agreement made with those Indians for the sale of their 
lands. The report of the conference committee contains this pro- 
vision, which was injected—absolutely new matter, legislation 
pure and simple: 
Provided, however, That all contracts or agreements between said In 

or any of them, and agents, attorneys, or other persons for the payment 
any part of this appropriation for or on account of fees or compensation to 
said agents, attorneys, or other persons, unless the same have been made as 
provided by law and are yet in force and have been approved by the Depart: 
ment of the Interior, or have been made by and between citizens of the 
United States, are hereby declared null and void; and in such cases the Sec- 
ropriated to be paid 
no portion of the same to their said 

asum exceeding 10 per cent be 


fered of the Interior shall cause all moneys herein a; 
directly to the said Indians, and shall 

agents or attorneys, and in no event s 
paid to any agent or attorney. 

That was injected without any reference to anything contained 
in the bill, with nothing to hang it upon except that we had made 
a treaty with those Indians for a cession of their land. In the 
same appropriation bill in 1891 we treated with the Indians in 
Oklahoma for the purchase of a large strip of country, and it 
passed both Houses of Congress. It provided simply for the ces- 
sion of property and for an allotment of lands to the Indians. 
The conference committee inserted this provision as a new sec- 
tion. The report says: 

And insert after said section the following: 

“Sec. 15.— z 

Absolutely a new section, new matter, and the broadest kind of 
general legislation. 

“Sec. 15. That before any lands in Oklahoma are open tosettlement it shall 
be the aay of the Secretary of tho Interior to divide the same into counties, 
which shall contain as near as possible not less than 900 square miles in each 
county. In establishing said county lines the Secretary is hereby authorized 
to extend the lines of the counties already located so as to make the area of 
said counties equal, as near as may be, to the area of the counties provided 
for in this act. At the first election for county officers the people of each 
county may vote for a name for each county, and the name which receives the 

reatest number of votes shall be the name of such county: Provided further, 

hat as soon as the county lines are designated by the Secretary, he shali re- 
serve not to exceed one-half section of land in each county, to be located near 
the center of said county. for county-seat purposes, to be entered under sec- 
tions 2337 and 2388 of the Revised Statutes: Provided, That in addition to the 
3 granted to the probate courts and the judges thereof in Okla- 

oma ‘Territory, by legislative enactments, which enactments are hereby 
ratified, the probate judges of said Territory are hereby granted such juris- 
diction in town-site matters and under aah regulations as are provided by 
the laws of the State of Kansas.“ 

Then it goes on and reserves the school lands. Yet there was 
nothing in the world in that Indian appropriation bill as it passed 
the Senate upon which that could be hung in any way. Itissim- 
ply injected there, and is absolutely new legislation, without any 
possible chance to excuse it atall, while in this case we have simply 
placed in the bill an enlargement of the powers of a Commission 
provided for by the Senate amendment. 

This is not the only instance. In the bill of 1891 we opened an 
Indian reservation in Montana, and we injected a provision in 
conference, which, I think, will be well remembered by the Sena- 
tor from Montana, which provided for disposing of the lands open 
to settlement in an entirely different manner from the way the 
Senate provided for disposing of those lands—absolutely another 
provision, absolutely another method, diametrically opposed to 
the method of disposing of those lands provided for by the Senate. 
No one, I suppose, knew anything about it until after the Senate 
adjourned. 

These things do not always produce the best results, but how 
can any harm come in this case, where the matter is fully before 
the Senate, where everyone has a chance fully to discuss it, where 
the purpose to be accomplished is so absolutely necessary and 
important? I can cite many other instances of the same sort 
where we have legislated in conference, placing upon the bill in 
conference matters unheard of when the bill was before the Senate. 

I wish to call attention for a few moments to the condition of 
affairs in the Indian Territory, which we propose to undertake to 
remedy. About 1830 we provided that certain tribes should be 
located in the Indian Territory, and that the land should be pat- 
ented to them, and held for the equal use and benefit of every 
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member of those tribes. We provided that without their consent 


white one should not be settled in the country, but that it 

5 for the use and —_— —5 es Indi ena 
we made the agreement we expected dians would keep 
it and we expected to keep it. As far as we are concerned, we 
have kept the agreement, but the Indians have not kept it, not 
through any fault of theirs, but because they have been overrun 
by men who have become citizens of the tri and who are, in 
reality, not Indians, but white le. 

Conditions have changed. y in that country there are 
less than 65,000 Indians and 300,000 white men. Five different 
sovereign governments exist, holding legi , having courts, 
but enforcing practically no law, with no law maintained except 
the right of the individual to protect himself. The white peop e 
have no schools. There is no means of taxation by which they 
can be provided with schools. The Indians are governed by a 
small number of white people who have gained control of their 
tribes. The real Indians are driven back into the mountains and 
the woods and along the streams, many of them being wild In- 
dians, while the property of the tribes been acquired by the 
white men who have gained control of that country. There is 
no protection whatever to life and property, and a condition exists 
which would justify the United States in sending the Army to 
take possession of the country, ousting all semblance of govern- 
ment and * law and order. The Committee on Indian 
Affairs has petitioned the President—and I think the petition was 
signed by every member of the Committee on Indian Affairs of 
this body—to send a regiment of Soor into the Territory at once, 
as the condition of affairs is intolerable. 

The Dawes Commission, of which ex-Senator Dawes was chair- 
man, examined the condition of affairs in that country, and I will 
read some extracts from his report: 


All the functions of the so-called governments of these five tribes have 


become powerless to protect the life or property rights of the citizen. The 
contu of justice have become powerless and paralyzed. Violence, robbery, 
and mu 


er are almost of d: 8 and no effective measures of 
restraint or punishment are put forth to sup ress crime, Railroad trains 
are stopped and their passengers robbed n a few miles of populous 
towns and the plunder carried off with impunity in the very presence of 
those in authority. <A reign of terror exists, and barbarous outrages, almost 
impossible of belief, are enacted, and the perpetrators hardly find it neces- 
sary to shun daily intercourse with their victims. We are now informed 
that, within the territory of one of these tribes, there were 53 murders dur- 
ing the month of September and the first twenty-four days of October last, 
and not a single person brought to trial. 

In every respect the present condition of affairs demonstrates that the per- 
mission to govern themselves under the Constitution of the United States, 


which was originally embraced in the treaty, has pores a ure. like- 
wise, has the provisio m that requires the United States to exclude white citi- 
zens from the Territory. 

* * * 


* * e s 
Corruption of the grossest kind, openly and unblushingly practiced, has 
found its way into every branch of the service of the nits governments. 
All branches of the governments are g with it, and so common has it be- 
come that no attempt at concealment is thought necessary. The govern- 
ments have fallen into the hands of a few able and energetic Indian citizens, 
nearly all mixed blood and adopted whites, who have so administered their 
affairs and have enacted such laws that they are enabled to appropriate to 
their own exclusive use almost the entire property of the Territory of any 
kind that can be rendered profitable and available. 

In one of these tribes, whose whole „ of but 3,040,000 acres 
of land, within the last few years laws have m enacted under the opera- 
tion of which 61 citizens have appropriated to themselves and are now hold- 
ed pasturage and cultivation 1,237,000 acres. com: the arable 
and greater 9 1 of the valuable grazing lands belonging to that tribe. The 
remainder of that largely the full bloods who do not speak the - 
lish e excluded from the enjoyment of any portion of this lan 
and many of them occupy the poor and hilly country, where they get a 
scanty — 157 from such portions as they are able to turn to any account. 
This class of persons in the Territory— 


That is, the full-blood Indians, whom we are called upon by 
our treaties to protect— 
are making little, if any, in civilization. They are largely depend- 
ent on those in control of 7 lic affairs, whose will they register 2 polls, 
and with whose bidding, in a large measure, they comply without question. 
3 holding power by these means oppose any change and ask only to be 
one. 


When payments of money are made to the Indians the Indians 
themselves do not get the money. The money is paid out almost 
in every instance and secured by the white men and mixed bloods 
who live among them. 

Justice has been 8 in the hands of those who have thus 
faid hold of the forms of its administration in this Territory and who have 
inflicted irre; ble wrongs and outrages upon a helpless people for their 
own gain. e United States put the title to a domain of countless wealth 
and unmeasured resources in these several tribes or nationalities, but it was 
a conveyance in trust for specific uses, clearly indicated in the treaties them- 
selves, and for no other pur It was for the use and enjoyment in com- 
mon by each and every citizen of his tribe, of each and every part of the 
5 tersely expressed in one of the treaties: “ To be held in com- 
mon, so teach and every member of either tribe shall havean equal, un- 
divided interest in the whole.“ The tribes can make no other use of it. 
They have no power to grant it to anyone, or to grant to anyone an exclusive 
use of any portion of it. 

Let us see how this trust has been carried out. Weagreed that 
we would hold this land in trust for the use and benefit equally of 
every member of the tribe. We have been powerless tocarry out 


and fulfill that trust, owing to the dishonesty of the men who 


the House Committee on In Affairs, in which he shows, and 
he gives the names of the „that 61 persons have 1,500,000 
acres of jandi ma the Creek Nation under cultivation or fenced in 
as 


pasture 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That acreage is one-half of all that 


country. 

Mr. PETTIGREW It is one-half of the entire area of land be- 
longing to the tribe, who number 15,000 people. The Perrymans 
received $25,000 in rent; Turner & Porter, $16,000; one of the 
Childers, I think it is the father, $6,000; another one $6,009, and 
another $3,000; Willison, Welden & Co., $3,000; Robinson & Chis- 
soe, 1 8 va aces Se $800; 5 a Pi of $61,800 re- 
ceived in ren’ ese rsons from longing to the 
Indians of 5 5 

The shows that many of the Indians are unable to secure 
land fit for cultivation because it has been taken by the white 
men. Every one of the names which I have read is the name of 
a white man. They are entirely white, or have the slightest tinc- 
ture of Indian bl in their veins. For the purpose of maintain- 
ing this monopoly and continuing to plun the people, they 
maintain å large and active lobby at the Capitol. They have done 
so ever since I have been a member of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and they still continue to do so. 

Aside from the vast lands, aside from the vast fields 
cultivated by white men who are their tenants, there are immense 
mines of coal which are also leased by these people. There are 
towns of five or six thousand people where they are leasing the 
lots, and a very large fund is secured, not for the benefit of the 
Indians, but to enrich the men who have gained control of the 
government. Mr. McKennon says: 

They say we have ted the amount of crime committed there. It 
has been said that we adopted the statements published by a paper in one of 


the border States, written some one who knew nothing about it. We 
made no statement on that line. A member of this committee has in 


his possession a list, taken from the papers published in the Territo: fth 

— — S March 
A year ago last March : 

up to the t time, amounting to 260 or 275; I do not know the exact 


number. m will teach you ponens however, that those were not all 
the murders that were commit there. This list does not contain all of 
them. Many were committed statements of which never appeared in print. 
No one man, no half dozen men, can g through the papers and get every in- 
stance of murder committed in that Territory. 


s * a a + * * 
About a year Governor Fishback, of Arkansas, addressed an n letter 
to the President of the United States— bly you have not 8 


which he sets out the difficulty that the State ot Arkansas labors under in 
getting fugitives from that Territory. It isa city of refuge for criminals 
rom surroun: country. 


Then Mr. LITTLE says: 


There are robberies committed there? 
Mr. McKennon. Numbers of them; almost of daily occurrence. It is hard 
to tell what causes the murders. They kill for any causeand without cause, 
Mr. GAMBLE. What is the rule in the courts there in regard to the punish- 
ment of these crimes? Are the courts capable of prosecuting and convict- 


* 
Mír. MCKENNON. You mean the Indian courts? 
Mr. GAMBLE. Yes. 
Mr. McKennon. I have not known exceeding half a dozen punishments for 
murder since I haye been in that Territory. 


And the Dawes Commission say that 53 murders were com- 
mitted in one nation in six weeks, and not a single one of the 
offenders was brought to justice. 


Mr. GAMBLE. So they really 12 unpunished? ' 
Mr. MCKENNON. A numberof them have come to my knowledge that were 
never prosecuted at all. 
The statement has been made that there is no more crime in that Territory 
than there is in the States apee pon | i us see about that. Iam 
s 


t. Let 
ing to give you the figures and I tand by the record. We will 
2338 t there were 275 murders committed in that Territory. S 
Mr. GAMBLE. Within what time? 


Mr. MOKENNON. Since the adjournment of Con 
last. Let us see the 8 of that. I have inquired of the officials of my 
5 order todetermine how man 
be committed in Arkansas during 


than 60. 
compare with the Territory? The Territo: 
20,000,000 of acres; that would be about 35,000 square 
62,000 square miles. If 33,000 square miles has 275 murders, 52,000 square miles 
would have about 433. 
Mr. 9 But how would the comparison stand if made by density of 


papas ion? 
Ir. McKENNON. I am coming to that. The population of the Territory 
will not exceed 400,000— 


He has placed it too high, in my opinion— 


and that isa high estimate. The population of Arkansas is something over 
1,500,000, about four times as many. the population of Arkansas committed 
in proportion, the number would be about 1,732, or 23 to the 

ty. Do you not that if such a condition existed in Arkansas mar- 

ple? Thatis 
am not correct. 


as many murders in 


coun 
tial law would be proclaimed there for the 8 ot the 
not an exaggerution. Make your own cal 


tions and see if 


1896. 
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Here is a letter from William M. Fishback, governor of Arkansas: 
Fort SMITH, ARK., March 7, 1896. 
DEAR Bass: We have had two recent raids 5 — banks, one in Arkansas 
and one in Kansas, from the Indian Territory. ey killed Director 
win in Warren the other day, and were c back tothe Territory 175 
but not caught. They kill rsey in Wichita, but were caught and mobbed. 
The United States Government is responsible for these murders, for it fos- 
ters the condition which tempts them. 
Very truly, your friend, WM. M. FISHBACK. 


Hon. J. S. LITTLE. 


Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator from South Dakota aques- 
tion. This statement discloses a remarkable and perhaps horri- 
ble condition, but were not all of these reasons for the incorpora- 
tion of this legislation on an appropriation bill urged at i do 
and with force in the Senate when the proposition was brought for- 
ward on the appropriation bill? When the ruling was made by 
the Chair throwing the amendment out, was any appeal taken 
from that ruling? Therefore, was it not the sense of the Senate 
that the amendment or a kindred amendment should not go on 
the appropriation bill? Is there anything new, although what the 
Senator from South Dakota is giving is interesting, that was not 

ogiven in the debate when the bill was under consideration in the 

nate? a 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ido not know whether or not all of these 
facts were presented to the Senate. For that matter, it makes no 
difference. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Ifthe Senator will allow me, Ishould 
like to state that it ought not to be allowed to be taken as for 

ted that this is the proposition which was presented to the 
Seats before. That was a proposition which made the power of 
the Commission absolute in making the roll, and one in addi- 
tion, for the division of the land in the Indian Territory, a meas- 
ure altogether different from this one. This is a proposition sim- 
ply to authorize the making of a roll, and when there is any 
Fissatisfaction with the finding of the Commission, the action of 
the Commission is not to be final, but an appeal is to be had to the 
courts, and they are to determine whether or not people who 
claim to be members of the tribe have a right to be on the roll. 

Mr. HALE. The advocates of the measure (I do not go into its 
merits; I appreciate the force of the statement that something 
ought to be done in a proper way and by popet channels) had the 
opportunity when the matter was discu here to frame their 
amendment so as to avoid the point of order. They did not do 
that. A point of order was sustained by the action of the Senate, 
and no appeal was taken. 

Now, the two propositions are not identical. Any man can read 
them and see that they are not identical, but the great, feature of 
enlargement and expanding, by a new body of law, the power of 
the Commission is just as much contained in the amended report 
from the conference committee as it was in the amendment which 
was ruled out in the Senate. What is objected to is not that it 
has not a good case, but that it has avoided all other channels 
of legislation. It has avoided action by the Senate committee on 
aSenate bill. It has avoided action by a House committee on a 
House bill. It has avoided action upon an appropriation bill, 
considered in two bodies, and seeks now to come in here in thi 
way, initiating legislation in committee. That is the trouble. 

Mr. BERRY, Will the Senator from Maine permit me? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to state that the original legislation in 
regard to this matter was put upon an appropriation bill. When 
the Commission was enlarged during the 
upon 5 bill. 

Mr. . By a conference committee? 

Mr. BERRY. It was first put on here. The last time, I do not 
remember distinctly, but I think probably it passed the House as 
it was put in here, increasing the Commission. 

Mr. HALE. It did, and was considered by both bodies. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to say to the Senator, furthermore, that 
the strip was disposed of and sold and the money distributed on 
an appropriation bill, and I never heard any objection from the 
Senator from Maine or anyone else in regard to the legislation. 
It has been the universal custom. 

While I am up I wish to state another fact. I wish the Senator 
from Wisconsin to hear it, too. My recollection is that during the 
last Congress a conference committee in regard to the Indian 
courts in that country, of which the Senator from Wisconsin was 
a member, reported a substitute bill from the committee on con- 
ference enlarging the jurisdiction that was given by either House, 
enlarging the power, extending them. That was done by a con- 
ference committee, if I am not mistaken. The Senator will cor- 
rect meif Iam. They reported a substitute bill from the confer- 
ae committee, and it was adopted by the Senate and became 

6 law. 

Mr. HALE. Was that a conference committee of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations? 

Mr. BERRY. No; of the Judiciary Committee. 


XXVIII— 369 


Good- 
miles, 


t Congress it was done 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not know that it is material to this 
question as to whether or not the Committee on Indian Affairs 
has performed its full duty in this respect. The Committee on 
Indian Affairs has had this question under consideration, and a 
great many difficulties in the solution of the question coverin 
the Five Civilized Tribes presented themselves. We found dite 
culty with respect to title to their lands, difficulty in determining 
who are entitled to allotments, difficulty in determining who are 
members of the tribes, the danger of Executive disapproval, etc. 
After spending a great deal of time upon the matter the commit- 
tee unanimously reported the amendment, which was ruled out 
on the point of order. It was not ruled ont upon its merits. 
Certainly the Senate on its merits would never rule an amend- 
mens on Ses ee question 80 Trono for solution, 
involving the lives an ppiness and property of so many le. 
It seems to me that unusual 533 would be justified in 
order to reach and remove the difficulty. But no unusual pro- 
ceedings are undertaken or proposed. 

On the contrary, it has been the practice of the Committee on 
Appropriations in chargeof the Indian appropriation bill to inject 
legislation before unheard of into a conference report and enact it 
into law. When we purchased the Cherokee Outlet, a large por- 
tion of Oklahoma, we provided in a conference report for the 
8 of that Territory into counties. In no place in the 
Indian appropriation bill had anything been said about the organi- 
zation of counties. We determined their boundaries, their area; 
reserved lands for county seats; provided for locating county 
seats; and * for an election to name the county seats. 
Nothing had been said about it. No allusion was made to it in 
the bill as it passed here. Itwas good legislation. It was condu- 
cive to the peace and prosperity and happiness of the people of 
that country, and it was-well that it was enacted, and, if necessary, 
enacted as of a conference report. 

The legislation which we propose is a step in the direction of 
the solution of difficulties which have become intolerable. The 
life and happiness and the property of a large number of citizens 
of this country are involved in this question. For the Senate to 
reject the amendment, to declare that nothing shall be done for 
the people of the Indian Territory in the next year, will make this 
body sepone no for the lives of innumerable people who will be 
murdered during the next twelve months. This is properly here, 
it is rightfully before this body, according to a precedent, and for 
the Senate to undertake to shirk the responsibility of enacting it, 
claiming that it is pro d upon a conference report, it certainly 
seems to me is cowar 5 unjustifiable. 

Mr. WALTHALL. ill the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iwill pag to the Senator. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Ihave listened with a great deal of inter- 
est to what the Senator has had to say in regard to the Five Civ- 
ilized Tribes and the Dawes Commission. I ask the Senator if he 
will be kind enough to state the explanation of the last two para- 
graphs in the conference committee's report relating to the Sisse- 
ton and Wahpeton Indians and the Seneca Nation of Indians, 
which have no connection, as I understand it, with the Five Civ- 
ilized Tribes or with the Dawes Commission? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I hardly expected that gen- 
tlemen who oppose this wholesome and just and proper legislation 
would shift the issue to two immaterial and indifferent matters. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The issue was tendered by the conference 
committee, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Thegreat question before the Senate is the 
question as to whether we will allow a condition of murder and 
crime un Ueled in the history of the world to continue. The 
Senate for hours about the wrongs of Cuba and the crimes 
committed by Spaniards in that island, about the danger to the 
life and property of our own citizens there, and yetit sits quietly 
by and allows a condition of things to exist within our own borders 
in comparison with which the scenes enacted in Cuba are nothing. 
There were 53 murders in one of these five tribes in six weeks last 
fall and no one was brought to justice and no one ever arrested. 
The courts at Fort Smith, Ark., and Paris, Tex., are crowded with 
criminals; 900 criminals were tried in those courts last year, and 
three-quarters of them were from the Indian Territory. Robber- 
ies are committed everywhere in the Territory; men shot down in 
cold blood and without any reason whatever; and yet the Senate 
of the United States proposes, because a step in the direction of 
correcting this evil is suggested ina conference report, to let that 
condition go on. 

Mr. E. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will tell the Senator from Mississippi 
about the two amendments, if that is the question he desires to 
have answered. 

Mr. WALTHALL. That is the only question I propounded to 
the Senator, and I have had no reply so far. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will reply to the Senator. The two 
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‘amendments to which the Senator refers have no relation. to this 
tion. The first one. with regard to theSisseton and Wahpeton 
opted by theSenate and placed pe the deficiency 


„Was 
appropriation It simply poria; under the provisions of a 
| treaty with those Indians, for the payment of their interest money. 


' It does not appropriate a dollar, but under that treaty theinterest 
as well as the principal of the money they received for their lands 
is to be di of under the direction of Congress. 

Mr. WALTHALL. How does that find a pace in legislating 
upon the Dawes Commission, with which it no sort of con- 
nection? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is simply following those precedents 
which have been followed heretofore, where a matter would be 
accepted bythe Senate by unanimousconsent.. There is no justifi- 
cation for it under therule aside from the fact that we have done 
these things. It has been customary on the Indian appropriation 
bill, as I showed a short time ago, to take ap matters of that sort 
and dispose of them in that way, doing substantial and equal 


justice and harming no one. 

The amendmentin to the Seneca Indiansis of exactly the 
same character. They have tribal property. They hold it in com- 
mon. But the men who are bright and smart, who are almost 
white, the same as those who have taken possession of the Indian 
Territory, got possession of the lands on the reservation in New 
York. The real Indians are pushed back into the forests and 
mountains and are „ The amendment simply proposes to 
find out how much of the tribal pro; has been taken ion 
of by white men who claim that they are Indians of Seneca 
Reservation, and to report to Congress. Can there be any objec- 
tion to that? 3 ee l om money is 3 55 » sool 
ani iry for the purpose of protecting the rights of the Indians 
5 of New York. who have been so grossly neglected 
by the Indian Rights Association, the association spending their 
time on Indians farther from home. 

T can see no reason why those two items should lead to any ex- 
citement. They are matters that would go thro this body by 
unanimous consent at any time. They are simply placed upon 
‘the bill as a matter of fair, substantial justice to those people. 

Mr. WALTHALL. What is done by unanimous consent can 
be no ent in a matter where consent is refused. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I am loath to believe that 
all this opposition, in view of the large number of cases which I 
have cited, has its seat in the desire of Senators to protect a con- 
ference report. Let Senators come out and discuss the issue and 
justify the conditions which exist down there. 

r. HALE. What does the Senator think is the reason? He 
has intimated there is some covert reason that animates Senators. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not care to impute reasons to anyone. 
I say I am loath to believe that the reason is simply that it is on a 

erence report. It may be that that is the case with the Sena- 
tor from Maine. i : 

Mr. HALE. Ishould like to have one point explained by the 
Senator before he sits down. I haye listened with interest to his 
statement, which is Hag tera and is very forcible. Just before 
he was interrupted, or before he answered the question of the 
Senator from Mississippi, he arraigned the Senate for cowardice in 
sitting by and allowi n pass to cure an evil so 
monstrous that honaid Obba no comparison with it, nor any- 
thing else in the history of the world. Now, if that is thie case, and 
here is so grievous an instance of wrong that has been going on 
for months and years, and the e sting sar ae Pana aoa for 
cowardice in not passing measures to regulate it and to extirpate 
the evil, I in turn arraign the Committees on Indian Affairs in 
both Houses, in the presence of this monstrons evil that has been 
stalking before us, as the Senator says, for months and years, that 
those committees have not duly . ee measures for the relief 
of this condition and for the cure of these evils and brought them 
in before the Senate and passed them as other measures, but that 
they have waited until six men get together in a conference room 
— initiate legislation. I ask the Senator to explain why the 
Committees on Indian Affairs did not pursue that course? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, if I have said anything 
that would offend anyonein the 3 5 the Senate in this 
connection, I am perfectly willing to have words unged 
from the Recorp. As far as the Committee on Indian Affairs is 
concerned, it has had this matter under consideration for several 
years, the question of intruders, and other questions. We found 
that those had tribal patents. We found great difficulties 
in the way. We finally secured the appointment by a provision 
on the appropriation bill in 1893. of the Dawes Commission. We 
did not feel that we wanted to overrnn or impose upon any class 
of people. The length and breadth and width of theiniquity that 
exists down there was unknown tothe committee until we got the 
report of the Dawes Commission. The Commission have been at 
work some two years and a half. Last year they made a f 
This last winter they made another one, corroborating the facts 
which they had gathered before. And now the committee came 


in here and was ruled out on a point of order in 
step in the direction of curing these evils. We di 


g to take a 
not succeed 
because of the point of order. 

That is the whole question before the Senate, clearly and fairl 
und uch as it is a violation of no custom, inasmu 
as we have been in the habit upon indifferent matters of legislat- 
ing with a conference committee, it seems to me that now is the 
time to correet or start to correct this evil. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? Was there not an 


1 8 taken on the question of order? 
. PETTIGREW. I did not have charge of the matter. Ido 
not think there was. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There was no appeal taken on the 
question of order. The amendment was technically liable to a 
question of order. There is no question about that. Whenever 
anyone in the Senate chose to raise the question of order there 
could be no doubt that the amendment would have to go out on the 
question of order, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to say further 

Mr. HALE. Letme ask the ator 

Mr. PETTIGREW. We have been met with all sorts of diff- 
culties, points of order, objections, etc.,in the committees of both 
Houses. It seems almost impossible to reach d ge 80 


firmly are they intrenched behind the profitable pl r which 
eya ve secured from robbing the Indian s who belong to these 
tri 


Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think that an entire session of 
Congress ought to be allowed to pass; that every other method 
known under the rules of providing for full discussion should be 
avoided, and that then the evil should be sought to be cured in 
this way? Does he think that is good legislation? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think the evil should be eured in any wa 
that we can. reach it. Have we reached the point where it is said, 
as a person who wants to do nothing can always say, ‘Oh, yes; 
J am in favor of it, but let us do it some other time”? Now, this 
provision has passed the House. It is before the Senate. In thirty 
minutes you can send it to the President if yon want to take a 
step toward correcting these evils; and it is our duty to do so. 
There is no question of rules, no question of time or method of 
procedure, that ought to mop us. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator a question? Why 
has not the committee reported aspecial bill for this purpose some 
time during the present. session? What excuse can he give as 
chairman of the committee, what excuse can the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Joxxs] give, or what excuse can the other Sena- 
tors on the committee give, when they could have passed a special 
bill on the subject in two hours at any time, and they did not 


report it? 
. PETTIGREW. The Senator from New Hampshire is not 
a member of the Committee on Indian Affairs. There are 12 


members of that committee, and they unanimously reported an 
amendment to the appropriation bill to cover this question, and 
it was ruled out of r. Now, whether we have done our duty 
or not is something that we shall not leave to the Senator from 
New Hampshire. If I chose to criticise him, I fear that I could 
show failure on his part as a member of the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce, Sie’ e 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am willing to discuss with the Senator 
any dereliction of mine in connection with any committee to which 


I belong. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not care to go into that. 

8 CHANDLER. The Senator is imputing motives very 
freely. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Not at all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. He is making charges; he is talking about 
a lobby; he is talking about responsibility for crime, and is mak- 
ing the heaviest arraignment of his own committee that I ever 
heard any Senator make in all my life. He makes an arraignment 
of his own committee for the grossest possible neglect of duty. If 
what he says is true 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I think the Committee on 
Indian Affairs will be able to survive even the criticism of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

I do not think it is necessary for me to go further into this mat- 
ter. I believe these questions are thoroughly understood by the 
Senate. I think the Senate and the country are aware of the con- 
ditions which exist in the Indian country; and it seems to me we 
can not possibly hesitate to take a step in the direction of correct- 
ing the present condition of things. 
si 22 JONES of Arkansas rose. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I want the Senator from South Da- 
kota to yield to me just one moment to make another su ion 
before 2 o'clock in connection with the arraignment of the com- 
mittee of the House and the committee of the Senate by the Sen- 
ator from Maine [Mr. Hate}. During the present session of 
Congress the Dawes Commission has been here at the request of 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5891 


the committees of both Houses and each committee has been in 
session for a considerable time. The House committee has been 
more actively engaged in this investigation, and has had the 
Commission and witnesses, 8 from the Indian Territory and 
others. before it for days and days. After a careful investigation 
that committee a bill which has been reported favorably 
and is on the endar of the House. It has not been considered 
simply for want of time. The Senate committee has not ur 
the report of a bill simply because it was impossible for a bill to 
pass unless it would go through both Houses; and we believed it 
was best for the House committee to push its work more rapidly 
than we did, if there was hope for any legislation, 
This proposition is a part of a section of the House bill, which 
rovides for a number of other v important things besides. 
This is a single step in the right direction, conservatively pro- 
pa, and to which we believe there ought not to be any objection 
the Senate at all. N 


Mr. HALE. If this single provision is so important, as stated 
here, and will avert such tremendous evils, as is said, why has not 
the Committee on Indian Affairs in the House or in the Senate 
taken it out of the general bill and made it a single measure and 

it, when no objection would be made to it? Why does it 
connect it with a lot of other propositions and let them lie in the 
pigeonholes of the committee or on the Calendar or wherever they 
may have no action taken and insist on picking out this provision 
and passing it as a matter of initiation by a conference? 

Mr. JO. of Arkansas. Considering the amount of active 

position it has received here, Ido not know how the Senator from 
Maine assumes there would have been no opposition to it if it had 
been reported as a separate measure. ; 

Mr. HALE. I have heard very little opposition to the merits 
of the measure. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, it is not 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 


wil be stated. 
The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issu- 
t the 


ance of interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Co 

Mr. PETTIGREW. May I ask unanimous consent 
unfinished business be temporarily laid aside and that we com- 
plete the conference report? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. HILL. I have no objection to its being laid aside for an 
hour temporarily, but I must object beyond that at present. I 
think we understand this question pretty well, and while I do not 
object to reasonable debate, I do not think it is quite right to fix a 
time to vote upon a bill and then 8 3 to take up 
another measure and exhaust all the time. request is made 
for an hour. I have no objection to it. 

Mr. HALE. Let me suggest to the Senator from New York 
that the Senator from Utah [Mr. Brown], who desired to go on 
to-day and occupy such time as he might choose in discussing the 
bond bill, is not able to go on,and it is not understood that any 
one else desires to speak upon that measure. 

Mr. Oh, yes; there are other Senators who wish to 


ak. 
a HALE. It was understood, I think, when the arrangement 
was made about taking the vote on the bond bill that we should 
go on and finish this matter to-day. 
Mr. HILL. How much time is wanted now? 
Mr. HALE. Iam notin charge of the conferencereport. 
not myself want to consume any time. 

Mr. GRAY. An hour will do, I think. 

Mr. HILL. I have no objection to an hour, and then we will see 
what the situation shall be. There is no disposition to prevent 
action. Of course the conference report ought to be disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit the request 
to the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. Before that is submitted I wish to say 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
from North Carolina ina moment. The Senator from South Da- 
kota asks that the unfinished business be laid aside temporarily 
for the purpose of concluding the consideration of the conference 
report. Is that the request of the Senator? 

Mr. HILL. And I perone to amend the request by the oe 
suggestion as a part o unanimous- consent agreement that 
unfinished business be temporarily laid aside for one hour. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be laid aside for two hours. I think we can 
get through with the report in that time. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator from North Carolina consent to 
two hours? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state the request. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair will recognize the Senator 


Ido 


ina moment. The Chair desires to state the request as submitted | who felt an interest in the Territory, those who op 


by the Senator from South Dakota. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask that the pending order be tempo- 


rarily laid aside and that the Senate proceed with the consideration 
of the conference ay ae 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the request, and the Chair 
submits it to the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object to it in that shape. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I rise toa question of order. The confer- 
ence per is privileged over the unfinished business. 

Ms: UT. I ask for the ruling of the Chair on the point 

of order. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the unfinished 
business is in order at this time without. 

Nr. HALE. The Senator from South Dakota will then have to 
make a motion, and that will displace the unfinished business. 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent that the bond bill be tem- 
porarily laid aside for one hour, and then we can determine the 
situation and possibly accommodate Senators all around. 

Mr. HALE. Let that be done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair willsubmit the request of 
the Senator from New York. It is that the pending unfinished 
business be laid aside temporarily for one hour in order to con- 
sider the conference report. Is there objection? 

Mr. BUTLER. Tuesday has been fixed as the time for votin 
upon the bill. I ask the Secretary to read the 5 
agreement. Inasmuch as I was not present, I want to know ex- 
actly what it is. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
> Ct yer ent for final vote on Senate bill 1341 some time during Tuesday, 

ne 2. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is there any hour agreed upon? 

Mr. GRAY. There was no hour. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is there any objection to naming some time 
say before 6 o’clock? 

r. GRAY. Let the agreement stand as it is. 

Mr, JONES of Arkansas. It is better to let it alone. 

Mr. HALE. The agreement was made in that way for the very 
purpose of not cutting off anyone who might wish to offer an 
amendment or anyone who might wish to speak. It is better for 
the Senator in charge of the bill in its present form. 

Mr. BUTLER. Allright. Isaid to the Senate I was anxious 
to get a vote on the bill, and when naming an early liour for a 
vote I said that I did not intend to speak on the bill if an earl 
hour could be arranged; that I was desirous of having a vote st | 
not speaking. Inasmuch as it has been that at some time 
on Tnesday the vote shall be taken on the bill, I want to give notice 
that I e t to speak. I give notice now, because if there are. 
others who desire to speak and who may think there will be plenty 
of time by laying the unfinished business aside temporarily, that 
they may choose to object to the request of the Senator from New 
York, I give notice now that on Tuesday—I will make it Tuesday, 
and let others come in first—as soon as Senate bill 1341 is laid 
before the Senate, I shall ask the consent of the Senate to be heard 
upon it. I want to give that notice so that others can come in 
before or come in afterwards, if there is no conflicting notice. 

Mr. GRAY. When an agreement has been ee by unani- 
mous agreement of the Senate to vote at a certain hour I sw 
every one has the right to speak who can obtain the floor, and this 
notice is a mere matter of courtesy. It gives the Senator no right 
to the floor? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly not; but inasmuch as I gave notice 
that I would not speak, and now having made up my mind to do 
so, it is my tuy to make that fact known. Ihave no objection 
to de ee e unfinished business for one hour. 

Mr. That is rather a reflection upon the arguments 
already made, for three-quarters of the arguments have been made 
in favor of the bill. What is the precise time? Is it the under- 
W ed business is to be laid aside for one 

our 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
request of the Senator from New York that the pending unfin- 
ished business be laid aside temporarily for the purpose of pro- 
ceeding with the consideration of the conference report for the 
period of one hour. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BERRY. I should like to say one word in reply to what 
the Senator from Maine said just before 2 o'clock. 

Mr. GRAY. Is the request granted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is; and the conference report will 
be proceeded with. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I wish to respond to a word said 
by the Senator from Maine just before the hour of 2 o’clock in re- 
gard to the conference The Senator asked why the House 

not taken up and passed this bill and passed some other bill. 
I will tell the Senator why. This matter was heard before the 
House committee for six weeks. Almost every man on ee 
any legis- 


lation of every character, the delegates from the Territory, were 
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heard day after day and week after week. The Dawes Commis- 
sion was heard, and finally the House committee made up and re- 
rted a bill unanimously, as I understand, to be passed, and 


ich they hoped to pass during the present session. The provi- 
sion in this conference report is a part of that bill, but not all of 
it. There were a great many other things in the bill. Now, the 
House committee have hoped all the time that they could get a 
day fixed in the House when this matter could be heard. The 
Senator from Maine knows the rule that prevails there, and it 
has been impossible to get the Committee on Rules to give them 
time to consider it, as I am informed. 

Mr. PLATT. There has not been a single day assigned to the 
committee. 

Mr. BERRY. There has not been a single day. 

Mr. PLATT. There has not been a day assigned in the House. 

Mr. BERRY. Not aday. They have been trying for weeks. 
I understand that it was a unanimous report, and I repeat what I 
said before, all parties from the Indian Territory were heard, and 
the delegates from those nations were heard. They took up nearly 
all of the six weeks that was devoted to this hearing; but a few 
days, probably a week or ten days, were giyen to the Dawes Com- 
mission, who were heard also. Those are the facts in regard to it, 
and there has been no dereliction of duty so far as I know upon 
the part of any one. Bills are ding in theSenate. They have 
heard this matter. The committee took from the House bill, and 
the House conferees, as I am informed by the Senator from Colo- 
rado, insisted that this much, at least, was absolutely necessary to 
be done for the peace and order of society within the Indian Ter- 
ritory. There were many other — 4 27 that they wanted to do. 
There are many other things in the bill that ought to be done, 
but they took only that which was absolutely necessary, as I un- 
derstand it, and insisted that it should go on this conference 
report; and without this that there would be confusion and prob- 
ably bloodshed arising over questions about putting out 8,000 
people in that Territory by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Therefore, as the basis for any legislation, it was necessary to 
ascertain definitely who were entitled to rights; to ascertain 
whether or not certain Indians had been kept unjustly from that 
roll it was necessary that the full investigation could be had be- 
fore any talk of allotment took place, because they wanted to 
know the number who would share in the allotment. There- 
fore they put in this provision for the Dawes Commission to make 
this roll, and so particular were they that they said that if any 
member was dissatisfied, if the Territory was dissatisfied, if the 
individuals were dissatisfied, an appes y to the courts of the 
United States to determine whether injustice had been done. 

That is all there is in it, and if the Senator defeats this, the Sen- 
ator knows as well as I know that it is impossible to get a hearing 
in the House without the permission of three or five men who 
constitute the Committee on Rules; that no legislation can be had; 
and yet, on a technicality merely, he seeks to defeat legislation 
which every man who visits that Territory, every Senator who 
lives in that section of country, every Senator who been there, 
and every man who has visited that country in an official capacity 
knows is an absolute necessity and is demanded, and demanded 
now. 

Mr. HALE. 1 want to say to the Senator from Arkansas that 
I do not think the fact that legislation proper has not got the sanc- 
tion of the Committee on Rules if a sı ate measure ought to 
justify us in breaking a very substan and essential rule here. 
1 do not think that they ought to come to the Senate and ask us to 
violate our rules because they can not get a special bill through 
there. 

Now, further, if the Committee on Indian Affairs in that body 
found that it could nok get 5 eee 5 ed to it SSG special bill Sar 
ering this purpose, why di ey not incorporate this measure, if 1 
is so very 8 in tke Indian . bill which that 
committee prepared and sent to this body? I look over the Indian 
appropriation bill and I find that as sent to the Senate by the 
Bocas it contains in one clause and another many features as im- 
portant in legislation as this; but the Indian Affairs Committee, 
which now beseech the Senate to override all its most important 
rules, waited until the conference committee met together, and 
did not attempt to incorporate it into their bill, that would have 
been boldly before the House. They did not even take the risk of 
a point of order, and did not get it through as they did other leg- 
islation, but waited all the stages until this last stage. 

I am amazed, Mr. President, at its being urged here that it is 
nothing but a technicality that lies at the bottom of this objection, 
or that Senators are actuated by some other motive, and that there 
isalobby here. I never heard of this measure—I was absent when 
the appropriation bill was passed—until I read what the confer- 
ence committee pro d to do in submitting the conference re- 
port. I then examined into it and examined the statutes and 
examined the debates. I never heard the subject mentioned. I 
do not suppose a single Senator who is standing here now for the 
rules of the Senate and to prevent what will be a most disastrous 
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result in the hereafter if this is allowed to stand as the report of 
the conference committee and adopted by the Senate heard of a 
lobby until it was stated in debate to-day that it exists here. I 
did not for one. Iam not urging a technicality, but I am fight- 
ing to preserve the integrity of conference committees in the 
future. If it is the fact that on the Indian appropriation bill 
there have passed heretofore sub silentio important matters of 
legislation, t is all the more reason now, when the attention 
of the Senate is called to it, why it should not be allowed to be done 


again. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Maine seems to suppose that 
there are some rules of the Senate relating to conference reports 
and what shall be contained in them. It so happens that there is 
no rale whatever on the subject. 

Mr. HALE. Whatis the invariable constitution and creation of 
a conference committee under the rules? That it is upon the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses. I never knew a conference 
report ordered and assented to that the conference was not upon 
that very proposition. The rules require that when matters come 
to a conflict between the two Houses there shall be a conference 
committee opn the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. PLA’ That is just what has taken place in this case, 
Mr. President. There is no rule of the Senate relating to confer- 
ence reports. All that the Senator said before I rose seemed to be 
based upon the idea that we were violating some rule of the Sen- 
ate in accepting this conference by Sade There are no rules re- 
lating to conference reports in the Senate, and there is no parlia- 
mentary rule relating to them so far as affects the acceptance of 
a report when the conferees have agreed. 

The conference, of course, arises over a disagreeing vote of the 
two Houses. It has arisen in this case over the disagreeing vote 
of the two House with reference to an amendment which provides 
for the continuation of what is called the Dawes Commission and 
the payment of the salaries of the Commission. That is the mat- 
ter which gave the conference committee jurisdiction, and, I agree, 
the only matter which gave them jurisdiction. 

If you will look in Cushing’s Manual, you will find there par- 
liamentary rules laid down for conferees in their meetings; and 
one is—and the only one which affects this question—that if the 
conferees of one House, in considering a matter which comes 
before them, seek to incorporate matters which are foreign to 
the subject, or which are not directly concerned with it or legiti- 
mately associated with it, then it is the duty of the conferees to 
break the conference; but where the conferees of the two Houses 
agree, there is no rule, there is no parliamentary law, which pre- 
vents the two bodies from accepting their agreement. There may 
be a question of policy about it. It may not be good policy to 
legislate by the incorporation of anything which was not directly 
before one branch or the other of Congress at the time the vote 
was taken upon which the disagreement was had. It may be that 
the Congress itself—the two Houses—as a matter of policy, might 
limit the conferees; but as a matter of practice they are not lim- 
ited by the two. Houses, and it is for each House, and for both 
Houses, to say how far they will go in accepting the report of the 
conference when once made. There is no rule about it that is 
being violated; there is no parliamentary law about it that is being 
violated; it is a question for the two Houses to determine when 
the report is e. When the conferees have agreed to change 
an amendment and bring it before the Houses, the whole subject 
is open, and the only possible ground on which the Senator from 
Maine can object to this is that it is bad policy. 

Mr. HALE. I said yesterday that I did not understand that it 
is subject to a point of order under the rules; but when I use the 
words rules of the Senate,” I mean the rules of conduct, of pro- 
cedure of the Senate, which undoubtedly have been in the direc- 
tion of not legislating in this way. The Senator knows that as 
well as I do, for he is an older Senator than I and he has helped 
in contests made heretofore against conference committees en- 
larging their jurisdiction. 

Mr. PLATT. Perhaps, Mr. President, I have been as strenu- 
ous in objecting to legislation by conference committees as almost 
anyone, and I do feel myself quiteembarrassed when the question 
arises whether I shall support this conference report; but it is not 
as objectionable as those who have argued against it seem to su 
pose. The foundation for this conference report—and all there is 
in it with the exception, perhaps, of the two items about the Sisse- 
ton and Wahpeton Indians and the Seneca Indians, so far as this 
discussion proceeds, are to my mind unimportant—is connected 
with and legitimately related to the amendment of the Senate 
which was disagreed to by the House. The Senator from Maine 
admits that, I think. 

Mr. HALE. It is the same subject-matter; it relates to the Com- 
mission; but the Senate amendment, to which the House disagreed, 
is a pure limitation. It provides in its terms for a limitation: it 
exhausts itself and does not call for anything beyond it. The 
Senator has examined that, and I think he will see that. 

Mr. PLATT. When the Senator was replying to the Senator 
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from South Dakota 


pe. PETTIGREW] with reference to confer- 
ence reports on the last year’s appropriation bill, or the one in 
1891, I do not remember which, he drew the distinction between 
a limitation of law or an enlargement of it. 

Mr. HALE. A limitation of law upon an amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. A limitation of law upon an amendment or a 
limitation of an amendment—put it either way. The law was so 
that these children could be transported from their homes. The 
amendment was originally simply an appropriation for trans- 

rting children to schools, and the limitation put upon it was a 
Timitation upon the law or a restriction of the law, just as much 
as it was a restriction of the amendment. It was new legislation, 
a limitation upon the amendment, a limitation upon legislation, 
and the Senator from Maine says, ‘‘ How does that differ from an 
enlargement of the powers of a commission?” 

Mr. HALE. I do not think the conferees ought to do that. 

Mr. PLATT. If wecan limit the power of a commission, if 
we can say they shall not do as much as they have done hereto- 
fore, why can we not enlarge their powers? 

. HALE. I do not think we ought to do either in conference. 

Mr. PLATT. So that this is not so very serious a matter after 
all, and I venture to say that I can take the reports of conference 
committees com d of members of the Appro riations Commit- 
tee, running back over a series of years, and find fifty cases where 
they have gone beyond the mere technical matter which was in 

agreement between the two Houses by inco: porating into it 
provisions which looked as if they were legislation and which in 
a certain sense were legislation. I have not any opportunity now 
to go over all these records, but every Senator will remember 


em. 

Now, let us see what has been done here. Here is the Dawes 
Commission, appointed to negotiate with Indians and try to ob- 
tain from them some ent by which the terrible condition 
of affairs in the Indian Territory may be remedied. We inserted 
in the Senate a clause continuing that Commission in existence, 
and they are authorized to negotiate now. It is perfectly appar- 
ent that negotiations will amount to nothing ess some other 
steps are taken, and some steps which specifically the Commission 
do not seem to be empow to take. I think all that is required 
to be done here is within the spirit of the power which was con- 
ferred upon them in the first instance, but specifically, technically, 
according to the letter of their appointment, it would seem that 
they have not the power which is conferred upon them here. All 
that this provision does is to enlarge their power in the direction 
of the spirit of their appointment. In other words, it is to put out 
of the way a stumbling block to negotiation, one which the other 
House felt it was necessary to remove if our amendment was to 
stand paying the salaries of the Commissioners for conducting the 
negotiation. That is all there is to it; that is the length and 
breadth of it, and it does not seem to me so very objectionable— 
not so objectionable as a great many cases to which I might allude 
if I had the opportunity to consult the records. The Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] has consulted the records with 
reference to the Indian appropriation bill, but I venture to say 
with regard to other appropriation bills—the Post-Office appropria- 
tion bill, the naval 8 bill, the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill, and the legislative 3 bill in times past there 
have been departures from the strict rule which the Senator from 
Maine is trying to lay down at this time. 

Mr. HALE. I do not want that statement to go unchallenged. 
Ihave no doubt the Senator thinks or believes or conjectures that 
what he says is borne out by the record; but I do not believe 
the Senator can find, with the exception of one or two instances 
which were referred to yesterday by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on „ [Mr. ON], outside of the Indian 
3 ill—which does not seem to have been abused here- 
tofore, and which ought to be 5 1s now—any such instances 
in the other appropriation bills. [am quite in that in any 
appropriation bill which I have had anything to do with, new 
matter not in controversy between the two Houses has not been 
admitted, because, constantly, we are obliged in conference to 
contest pro ositions of that kind made by the House conferees. 

Mr. P T. Ihave known of this thing being done repeat- 
edly and done after discussion in the Senate, and without serious 
objection being made to it in the Senate, that where a bill origi- 
nated in the other House and was amended in the Senate, a half 
dozen amendments being made in quite a long bill, when a con- 
ference committee was raised upon the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses, which were upon the amendments, the conference 
committee would come back with an entirely new draft of a bill. 

Mr. HALE. In an appropriation bill? 

Mr. PLATT. Not in an appropriation bill. 

Mr. HALE. Iam making the distinctive point there, because 
appropriation bills deal with so many subjects and the Senate 
trusts the Committee on Appropriations so completely in its con- 
ferences that the rules which apply to other committees of con- 
ference do not apply to them. y remarks about changes in 


conference apply to changes by Appropriations Committee con- 
jerences; they do not apply to other conferences. I have not ex- 
amined as to that. 

Mr. PLATT. There is no rule as to conference committee re- 
ports on appropriation bills different from that on other bills. 

Mr. E. Undoubtedly thereis no rule; but does the Senator 
not see that the Committee on Appropriations, in its oe juris- 
diction over so many subjects-matter, ought to be held to a more 
stern scrutiny and to a more stern adherence to the rules—I will 
not say rules again, but practice of the Senate—about origi- 
nating new legislation in conference committees than any other. 
It has more power and there is more opportunity to abuse it; its 
reports increase in the last days of the session, and it ought to be 
scrupulous, and I might say overscrupulous, about this very 
thing of reporting to the Senate in its conference reports new mat- 
ter, new and extended legislation—much more so than any other 
committee. 

Mr. PLATT. I am not seriously contending with the Senator 
from Maine as to the general policy which should be observed 
with regard to appropriation bills, but I remember, I think, a mil- 
itary bill within four or five years past containing some 15 or 20 
sections, as to which there were certain disagreements upon 
amendments, and rather unimportant amendments, and when it 
came back from the conference committee there came the draft 
of an entirely new bill relating to the same subject-matter, but 
changing the provisions of the original bill to quite a considerable 
extent. Four States came into this Union under those circum- 
stances, with an entirely new draft of a bill, where the disagree- 
ment had been upon a bill as to whether one State should be ad- 
mitted. Similar instances are numerous. So there is norule 
about it, and there is no settled practice about it which is being 
tr, 1 


in this case. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator not see the difference? In a 
matter of that kind the moment a conference report is made it is 
notice to everybody of what is init. Everybody sees it; nobody 
is taken unawares; butin an Appropriation Committee conference 
report it is entirely different. The most elaborate legislation, the 
most offensive legislation may be embodied, and in the vast realm 
the 8 bills cover in the last few days of a session the 
body does not get any such notice as it did in the case the Sena- 
tor cites of new States. Everybody knew of that. The truth is 
Senators do not know what conference committees of the Appro- 
priations Committee report. They have to trust to the ents 
Sus they will not put in new matter, and thereby delude the 

nate. 

The Senator from South Dakota alluded to one case on an In- 
dian appropriation bill where new matter was put in, and, as he 
said, nobody found it out until after Congress had adjourned. 
That is wrong, and that ought not to take place; that ought not 
to ever happen again. The very thing he alluded to shows the im- 
propriety of inserting such legislation in conference reports. If 
a conference committee of the Committee on Appropriations did 
that, perhaps nobody would find it out, but it was im ible that 
Senators should not discover that four States were being admitted 
instead of one. So the cases are not alike. 

Mr. PLATT: Mr. President, I still think if we could examine 
all the reports of conference committees upon appropriation bills 
and upon the disagreements as to amendments upon appropriation 
bills, we should find very many instances in which the conferees 
have so far departed from the technical thing which was in dis- 
agreement between the two Houses as that other matters, other 
forms of dealing with the question raised by the amendments, were 
introduced; as where there had been an 3 for a 
cific p the appropriation was allowed to stand and a joint 
commission was attached to it, and various matters of that sort. 
The Senator, I think, will not claim that the conferees upon appro- 
priation bills hold to the very technicality of what he is insistin; 
upon should be held to in this case. I think not, but I have h 
no time to examine, and it takes time to examine the record upon 
points like this. 

Mr. President, I think, on the whole, that the importance of a 
matter must be considered in determining the question as to how 
technical we shall be with reference to the acceptance of a con- 
ference report. I do not want to go into that matter at length. 
I have heretofore discussed it to some extent in the Senate. I 
es ed want to say this: We recognize in this country that we 
ought to prevent the robbery o: Indians. If there is anything 
which has stirred the philanthropic and benevolent heart of this 
country it is that in some way or other the Indians of the country 
are being robbed of their just rights by traders, by contractors, 
by persons who want to make money out of them; and it justly 
excites the indignation of the country that this thing takes place 
and that it can not be prevented by Congress. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, what I desire to do here with reference to this Indian ques- 
tion is this: I want to prevent the robbery of the real Indians b; 
the pretended Indians; and when I have said that I have sta 
this whole case, The real Indian is being robbed and despoiled 
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ded Indian, and the pretended 
ee Faye CV 
VILAS. 


by the Indian is here insist- 
3 Mr. President, I regret that the point of order 
which was urged against this amendment was withdrawn. I 
should be disposed to renew it, except that I do not wish individ- 
nally to assume to direct the course which those more cularly 
in of this subject havechosentopursue. But I believe the 

int of order was well made by the present occupant of the Chair 

. CHANDLER]. 

I want to draw attention for a moment to the rule and then see 
wherein there can bean exception justly made to this rule by reason 
of the fact that it is proposed by munagers of the Senate in confer- 
ence. The third paragraph of Rule I reads: 

No amendment rine tei general legislation shall be received toany 
general appropriation 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to suggest to the Chair 
whether a point of order can be made at this stage of the proceed- 
ing to an insertion in the bill which comes back here in a confer- 


ence rig 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). No 
point of order is made by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. VILAS, Mr. President, what is the significance of that 
rule of the Senate? Does it = simply to a mere question of the 
order of business? Not at all. It is the emphatic and careful 
declaration of this Senate, through its rules, that no general legis- 
lation ought, under any circumstances, to be put upon an appro- 
priation Bill and the reason of it needs no parti discussion. 

When we fix upon an appropriation bill general legislation, we 
to a certain extent deprive the Executive of his rightful part in 
the legislation of the country, because we threaten by the pe 
failure of the appropriations, injury or inconvenience, distress, 
perhaps, to the Sante istration of the public business, in case he 
shall exert his independent ju ent upon that general legislation 
ay npag Reyes ryt is ich he can only in ose at the 
cost of defeating perhaps the entire appropriation bi It is for 
the legislative body to w upon a coordinate branch of the Gov- 
ernment an unfair and unjustifiable stress to 8 acquiescence 
in measures which Congress chooses to pass; and it is unbecom- 
ing Congress, it is unworthy of the body which occupies so ex- 
alted a position in this nation and in the conduct of government 
among mankind, thus to abuse the power which is left in its hands. 

It is im ible, Mr. President, as we all know, that a constitu- 
tion pte bo lay down the principles of government and fol- 
low the division of the powers of government by minute and par- 
ticular directions to inhibit the abuse of the authority conferred. 
Constitutions necessarily leave and intrust large powers to men 
who are supposed to be sufficiently great in character, honest in 

„intelligent in pe tion to understand and observe the 

principles upon which they go. Upon that basis this rule of 

the Senate was prescribed. It is not a rule of order merely. It 

is a rule which simply gives execution to the true 1 of con- 

stitutional authority delegated to the Senate. ə rule is, as I 
have said, that no amendment shall be received 

Mr. GEORGE. From any quarter. 

Mr. VILAS. I was about to add that it is not to depend upon 
the quarter from which it comes. It depends upon the nature of 
the amendment. 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the Senator will consent, I wish to ask him 
a question for information. I understand that the bill as it came 
from the other House made no provision for continuing the duties 
of aoe Dawes Commission? 


ay nonaction, there would have been no appropria- 


wes 

sion, and the House conferees accepted that upon the condition 
that certain duties should be discharged by that Commission 
which had not theretofore been discharged by it. Now, I ask 
which is the new legislation—the legislation which originated in 
the Senate or the amendment to the legislation which originated 
in the Senate? 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, the distinguished Senator from 
Kentucky fails to observe the force of the rm Byes in the rule, 
This rule is not that no new legislation shall be put upon an ap- 
propriation bill, because every addition of a dollar may be in one 
sense new legislation; but this rule is that no amendment which 
proposes ‘‘ general legislation” shall bereceived. Now, the Senate 
only proposes this: Here was a commission inexistence, with all 
its powers provided by law, with a iations perhaps sufficient 
to have enabled it to proceed. e House probably thought so, 
for it made no amendment. The Senate, in order to insure it, in 
point of fact, for I offered the amendment myself with a view of 
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adjusting certain conditions that had arisen in the 8 
posed 3 Commission with money in order to enable it 
to perform functions which it was already established to per- 
form. That was not general legislation. That-was, it is true,in 
a sense new legislation. Now for the House managers toso amend 
it, if it is to be supposed that the House ers have proposed 
this—it comes from the Senate managers or from an agreement 
between the Senate and House managers—is none the less to in- 
corporate upon an appropriation bill what the Senate refused to 
permit to be 275 upon it—general legislation. 

Mr. LINDSAY. The Senator will pardon me again. Is this 
general legislation? I understand that it merely authorizes the 
Dawes Commission to ascertain certain facts and to report them 
to the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Kentucky will, I hope, in afew 
minutes, if he will give me his attention, at a later point in the 
argument perceiveand agree with me that this is not only general 
legislation, but that if it were enacted it would repeal, in a man- 
ner which would be almost disgraceful to this Government, its 
solemn guaranties to the Five Civilized Tribes of their right to do 
the very thing which the amendment seeks to take from them and 
confer on the Dawes Commission, and which we, no later than 
two or three years ago, solemnly agreed should be the right of 
one of those tribes as a consideration and condition of our accept- 
ing from them a large body of land which it was desired to pur- 
chase 


I will pass that now for the time being with the assumption, if 
the Senator will indulge me in it, that this is, for the reason I have 
but briefly indicated, general legislation. Thus it will be seen, I 
am sure, that this legislation is of the very character which the 
rule of the Senate forbids to be put upon an appropriation bill, 
irrespective of the source from which it comes. The force of the 
Senate rule does not depend upon the auth ip of the amend- 
ment. It depends upon the great principle to which I have made 
but a very brief allusion, for an allusion is enough in this body to 
recall it to the attention of everyone and to insure the force in the 
mind of every Senator which it ought to receive. It is the execu- 
tion of, itis a due respect to the Constitution of the United States, 
and this is a rule to preserve in proper manner the great di- 
vision of power which belongs to the several departments of the 
Government according to the Constitution. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me? Will he answer, 
before he gets t with that part of his argument, whether 
there is any rule ay oF any rare in parliamentary law which 
exempts a committee of conference from an obligation to observe 
the rules of the Senate? z 

Mr. VILAS. Thad hoped to have a little more time, because I 
had intended to point out by Cushing and by May, writers of 
acknowledged authority in parliamentary law, that there is no 
such rule whatever. 


report. 

Mr. PASCO. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator from Wis- 
consin, but I will read a decision substantially to the same effect. 
It was made as early as 1812 by the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. It appears in the Journal of the House of Representa- 


tives for the session of the Twelfth Congress, on page 383: 
Mr. Wri from the managers ted on the part of this Ho 
attend to erence with the . the pars ——— 


A the Senate upon the 

subject-matter of the ogy ean votes of the two Houses on the amendments 

of the Senate to the bill “for the more ect organization of the infantry 

of the Army of the United States,“ areport; which was read, and de- 

clared by the Speaker to be out of order, inasmuch as the conferees had dis- 

5 ＋ amendments which had not been committed to them by 
ero 


e 3 5p Site Goonies Fateh, eee if he wishes to make 
use of it. 

Mr. VILAS. I am very much obliged to the Senator from 
Florida, whose research has discovered a precedent at so early a 
FFC 
which I was seeking to 5 ing o e en 
shows itself what $ia force is, and I think, for myself, that the 
point of order ought to be made and ought to be insisted on and 
ruled mpo: I should be very glad if others took that view, and 
we could have what seems to me to be the very best protection 
against the violation and abuse of that rule, the duty imposed 
upon the Chair, subject, of course, to the right of correction in 
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the Senate, to strike out of conference reports, on objection, new 
legislation which is proposed, of a character like this, not amend- 
atory, not calculated simply to perfect and make useful the 
amendment which was submitted to conference, but an 8 
new proposition, a suggestion of legislation so new that it woul 
be the fit subject, of itself alone, of an independent bill, and so 
important that in this particular instance it seeks to strike down 
the rights of five nations of Indians whom we have most solemnly 
8 d to guarantee in the very right which is thus to be taken 

om them. It does seem to me that it would be of the utmost 
importance and value if we could establish here the proposition 
that it is the duty of the Chair to pass upon the rule of the Senate 
and to give it efiect precisely as he gives effect to every other rule 
of the Senate. We shall, if we do not insist upon this, refrain 
somewhat from the duty which is incumbent upon us in this 
instance of so marked and manifest a departure from the ordi- 
nary practice of conference reports and of violation of the rule of 
the Senate. 

Mr. President, not only is there nothing in any work on parlia- 
mentary law which gives any such authority as this to a confer- 
ence committee, but according to my reading of all works of that 
kind conference committees are held bound precisely as any 
other committee is by the rule of the Senate. It can no more 
depart from the rule of the Senate than a Senator can. Two 
Senators or three Senators are no more as against the rules of the 
Senate than one, and mey to whom a special subject has been 


committed ought to be ra more than less careful to observe 
the rules of the Senate. 
Mr. VEST. „wiu the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to ask 
uestion? 


him a 

Mr. VILAS. With pleasure. 

Mr. VEST. Suppose, underthernles of the Senate, granting the 
Senator's proposition to be true, for the sake of the argument, that 
this amendment ought not to have been put upon the bill, or that 
the rule of the Senate as to general legislation is enforced andthe 
rules of the House of Representatives do permit such amend- 
ments, is the rule of the Senate binding upon the conferees on the 
part of the House? 

Mr. GEORGE. It is binding on our conferees. 

Mr. VEST. That is not the question. Could the Senate, by 
making a rule, enforce its will against that of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, a coordinate branch of the legislature? 

Mr. GRAY. Let me ask the Senator from Missouri if the gist 
of the whole matter is not the question whether this matter was 
Lea the submission of the conferees by the Senate or by the 

onse? 

Mr. VEST. Of course, if it was not submitted legitimately it 
is not there; it can not be put there. But we contend that it was 
legitimately before them; that itis germane entirely to the sub- 
ject-matter of the bill and the action of the two Houses. But I 
put now to the Senator from Wisconsin or to any other Senator 
the question: Can we by our rules control the action of the coordi- 
nate ch of Congress? 

Mr. VILAS. I do not feel a particle of difficulty on that ques- 
tion as applied to this subject, and it is only as it is applicable to 
this . or a question presented in this aspect that we are 
bound to consider or that I am bound to attempt to answer the 
Senator’s question. 

The Senate made no proposal to violate the rule of the House of 
Representatives or to enforce anything upon the rule of the House. 
The House has made no attempt to violate the rule of the Senate 
or to impose anything upon the Senate. The Senate simply sub- 
mitted as an amendment to an appropriation bill from the House 
of Representatives a proposal to add a further appropriation to 
meet the mses of a commission already existing, and to con- 
tinue it in existence only by virtue of the law which had created 
it, and with the powers and authority which had previously been 
given to it bylaw. They submi simply a provision for an 
appropriation. That does not authorize the managers of the con- 
ference, who are but a committee of the Senate, to come in here 
and violate a rule of the Senate which forbids not that it shall be 
offered, not that somebody shall offer it, but that from any source 
whatever such an amendment shall be received. 

That is the language of the rule, and that 1 of the rule 
depends upon the principle to which I have alluded—the principle 
of the division of power between the legislative and executive 
branches of this Government, which would be most grossly abused 
and overridden if Senators and Members of the other House should 
choose to put upon a bill like this measures which the Executive 
would not approve except under stress of the public necessity for 
ap riations. 

ow, let us look at another thing in respect to this matter. See 
how much more ant this case is as an abuse of the rule when 
yo consider that this very amendment was debated in the Senate 
two or three days, both as a matter of order, as a question 


whether it was general legislation or not, and upon very 


force of the argument 
presented in te upon that debate inst the adoption of 
this amendment—for the one now proposed is not so substantially 
different, so far as it affects the Five Civilized Tribes, that it 
needs to be talked about as any the less general legislation than 
the other; I will point that out presently—was that the subject 
of the proper method of dealing with the Five Civilized Tribes 
was too ee required too much study and attention, re- 
quired too large an investigation into the facts, too much of an 
examination of the past history of treaties and statutes in this 
countrat: to be dealt with upon an appropriation bill; that before 
we could take from those Indian tribes that right and power which 
we had solemnly promised to them and guaranteed to them, the 
subject ought to be presented to the consideration of Congress in 
due and proper way. 

So the Senate decided—it being very apparent, too, perhaps, 
that the Senate was not willing so to legislate at that time—that 
no such thing as this should be put upon the appropriation pill. 
It was the decision of the Senate that no legislation of this char- 
acter should be received to the bill, and thereupon, after that de- 
cision was made, we commitied to our conferees upon a general 
conference a proposition simply to maintain existing law and to 
3 the means for it, not to change existing law. They come 

k into the Senate, under the guise of a conference report, with 
the very thing which the Senate had thus refused after long de- 
bate, at the proper time for the debate, when the general appro- 
priation bill was pending. 

Is it to be said that when the Senate has made a rule that no 
general legislation shall be received on an appropriation bill, and 
in a particular instance in which attempt was made to violate that 
rule the Senate has declared that it ll not be received to the 
appropriation bill, then the conferees can go out and bring it in 
again and compel the Senate, if by any means they can secure a 
change of votes sufficient now, toreceive that legislation? If that 
is in order, what is the use of having rules of order? 

an MORGAN. Iriseto inquire whether this debate is now in 
order 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Sen- 
5 Alabama that the hour will cease at ten minutes after 

o'clock., 

Mr. VILAS, I wish to draw attention for one moment to the 
fact that this amendment as it is proposed here is the same amend- 
ment in all substantial effect as the amendment which was pro- 
posed and rejected in the Senate as general legislation. 

First look at the amendment pro by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], and you will see that it contains: First, 
a provision that that Commission are authorized and directed to 
pone to hear and determine the question of citizenship in the 

ve Civilized Tribes. Second, they are to make for each of the 
tribes a full and complete roll of all persons entitled to the rights 
of citizenship. Third, powers are given them to send for persons 
and papers, and so forth. Iwill not stop to read it. Fourth, the 
rules are provided by which they are to proceed in the determina- 


merits nE o proponon, The greatest 


tion of the question of citizenship, and they are to make up rolls of 
citizens including those now so elke Fifth, their decision 
shall be final. Sixth, that the rolls shall include Africans ad- 


mitted to the tribes. 
Now, take the amendment brought in by the committee of con- 
ference. It provides, first, that the Commission shall proceed to 


hear and determine the question of citizenship, of precisely the 
same ciple as we find in the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from ecticut; and the difference is Mis: They are also to 


put on the rolls of citizenship those who have been adjudicated by 
the nations already, but the phraseology with t to others is 
changed so that instead of its being directed to and deter- 
mine all questions of citizenship, they are to hear and determine 
the applications of persons to be put upon the rolls. Their powers 
are the same; they are given them in the same way; there is the 
authority to send for persons and papers; they are to pursue the 
same method; their lens joing is to be final, subject only to one 
qualification, to which I will call attention—an appeal to the dis- 
trict court for the Indian Territory. That is the difference 
there is in the provision so far as the establishment of citizenship 
is concerned. 

Is there any man in the world who would doubt that if the 
amendment had had that form when it was proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], instead of the form in which 
he happened to write it, that this, equally with that, would have 
been ruled out of order? Does it change the question of the right 
of the Senate to insist upon its rules of order that the verbiage is 
altered 27 the committee of conference? Are we governed and 
controlled by the words in which the idea is carried, or by the sub- 
stance of the thing itself? In substance, so far as the determina- 
tion of citizenship is concerned, this amendment is the same as 
the amendment N by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT], except by the conferees authority is given to the 
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district court to hear an appeal taken by the tribe, to whom we 
haye given the sole power, or by the applicant, according to the 
determination. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In accordance with the unani- 


mous-consent ent, it is the duty of the Chair to lay be- 
toe the Senate the unfinished business, which will be read by 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issuance 
of interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be 
temporarily laid aside until the close of the remarks of the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. VILASI. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be tem- 

rarily laid aside until the Senator from Wisconsin shall finish 

is remarks, Is there objection? 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senate is ready to take a vote on this 
question just at the t time, I will yield, of course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request is that the unfinished 
business shall be postponed until the Senator from Wisconsin shall 
have finished his remarks. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is all. 

Mr. BUTLER. _ If the Senator from Wisconsin is ready to take 
a vote, I will yield. Otherwise I shall be compelled to object. 

Mr, VILAS. Iam not asking anything on the subject. I am 
making no ap , even to the courtesy of the Senator. It is the 
Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. GEORGE. I made the request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request before the Senate 
is that of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] that the 
unfinished business shall be postponed until the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. VILas] shall have finished his remarks. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. BUTLER. Unless there is some one else who desires to 
3 on the bond bill, I desire to proceed now, and after I finish 

is matter can be taken up. Therefore I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina objects. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McKEN- 
NEY, one of its clerks, announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 886) to amend section 3255 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States concerning the distilling of brandy from 
frui 


ts; 

A bill (H. R. 2054) to correct the military record of Charles W. 
Rinehardt and to grant him an honorable discharge; 

A bill (H. R. 3282) to repeal section 61 of an act to reduce taxa- 
tion, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- 
poses, which became a law August 28, 1894; and 

A bill (H. R. 6256) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to furnish to George F. Fuller Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Manistique, Mich., a condemned cannon. 


ELMIRA E. DUSTIN, 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
at this time of the bill (H. R. 3578) granting a pension to Elmira 
E. Dustin, to which I am sure there will be no objection. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It meee to place on the 
pension roll the name of Elmira E. Dustin, of Sycamore, widow 
of Gen. Daniel Dustin, late colonel of One hundred and fifth 
Illinois Infantry Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $50 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

M. S, HELLMAN, 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask unanimous consent for the 

resent consideration of a small private bill, which will take 
Fut a moment. It is the bill (S. 2653) for the relief of M. S. 
Hellman. 4 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary 
of War and the ha accounting officers of the Government to 
charge to M. S. Hellman, of Canyon City, Oreg., the sum of $1,000 
damages, in full for all damages sustained by the United States for 
the breach of his contract, made July 5, 1871, with Capt. W. H. 
Bell, commissary of subsistence, United States Army, for the 
supply of flour at Camp Warner, Oreg., to remit all further 
claims of under the contract, and to settle and adjust his 
unsettled accounts with the Government, after the deduction of 
the sum of $1,000; and directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay the balance due upon proper vouchers therefor, the amount 


so found due to be in full and final settlement of all claims upon 
the Government. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
MRS, ELEANOR CARROLL POE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Puan in the chair) laid be- 
fore the Senate the action of the House of Representatives, dis- 
agreeing to the report of the committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the 
aoe to the bill (S. 804) granting a pension to Mrs, Eleanor Car- 
roll Poe. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issuance of 
interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 


Mr. BUTLER addressed the Senate. [See Appendix.] 


Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from North Carolina yield to me? 
I desire to move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. BUTLER. I yield. 

Mr. HILL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o'clock p.m. 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 1, 1896, at Oel. 
meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 

Executive nominations received by the Senate May 29, 1896. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Adjutant-General’s Department. 

Lieut. Col. Henry Clarke Corbin, assistant adjutant-general, to 
be assistant adjutant-general with the rank of colonel, May 26, 1896, 
vice Wood, retired from active service. 

Maj. Arthur McArthur, junior, assistant adjutant-general, to 


be assistant adjutant-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, 
May 26, 1896, vice Corbin, promoted. 


Corps of Engineers. 

First Lieut. Joseph Ernest Kuhn, to be captain May 26, 1896, 
vice Fiebeger, who vacates his co: commission on accepting 
commission as professor of civil and military engineering at the 
United States Military Academy. 

Second Lieut. Jay Johnson Morrow, to be first lientenant, May 
26, 1896, vice Kuhn, promoted. 

SPECIAL EXAMINER OF DRUGS, MEDICINES, AND CHEMICALS, 

Alexander G. Maylie, of Louisiana, to be special examiner of 
drugs, medicines, and chemicals, in the district of New Orleans, 
in the State of Louisiana, to succeed Erasmus D. Fenner, resigned. 

POSTMASTER. 
B. O. Guthrie, to be postmaster at Burlington, in the county of 


Alamance and State of North Carolina, in pe paos of Joseph 
Fix, whose commission expired December 17, 1895. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 29, 1896, 
COMMISSIONER FOR ALASKA, 


Kenneth M. Jackson, of Juneau, Alaska, to be a commissioner 
in and for the district of Alaska, to reside at Wrangel. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Cavalry arm. 


Lieut. Col. Samuel Storrow Sumner, Sixth Cavalry, to be colonel, 

Maj. Henry Carroll, First Cavalry, to be lieutenant-colonel. 

Capt. James Montgomery Bell, Seventh Cavalry, to be major, 

First Lieut. Horatio Gates Sickel, adjutant Seventh Cavalry, to 
be captain. 

Second Lieut. John Paul Ryan, Third Cavalry, to be first lieu- 
tenant. 

Second Lieut. Edward Anderson, First Cavalry, to be first lieu- 
tenant, 

Second Lieut. William Horace Hart, Fourth Cavalry, to be first 
lieutenant. j 
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Infantry arm. 


Lieut. Col. David Dougall Van Valzah, Twenty-fourth Infan- 
, to be colonel. 
aj. Emerson Hamilton Liscum, Twenty-second Infantry, to 
be lieutenant-colonel. 
hiss ts William McCadden Van Horne, Seventeenth Infantry, to 
major. 
First Lieut. James Dallas Nickerson, Seventeenth Infantry, to 
be captain. 
Second Lieut. Charles Baldwin Hagadorn, Twenty-third Infan- 
try, to be first lieutenant. 
POSTMASTERS. 


I. J. Jenkins, to be postmaster at El Paso, in tne county of Wood- 
ford and State of Ilinois. 

Harry Warren, to be postmaster at Winnemucca, in the county 
of Humboldt and State of Nevada. 

W. A. Shepard, to be postmaster at Auburn, in the county of 
Placer and State of California. 

Sylvester H. Day, to be postmaster at Carson City, in the county 
of ed and State of Nevada. 

Isaac N. Sherwood, to be postmaster at Elko, in the county of 
Elko and State of Nevada. 

Moran Scott, to be postmaster at Ardmore, in the Chickasaw 
Nation, Ind, Ter. 

Oswald Allen, to be postmaster at Loveland, in the county of 
Larimer and State of Colorado. 

Lewis W. Christian, to be postmaster at Weatherford, in the 
county of Parker and State of Texas. 

William H. Smith, to be postmaster at Newport, in the county 

and State of Pennsylvania. 


of Pe 

Kate V. Caseber, to be postmaster at Charleroi, in the county 
of Washington and State of Pennsylvania. 

John W. Brown, to be postmaster at Butler, in the county of 
Butler and State of Pennsylvania. 

Harry L. White, to be postmaster at Eldred, in the county of 
McKean and State of Pennsylvania. 

Harriet L. Hastings, to be postmaster at Port Gibson, in the 
county of Claiborne and State of Mississippi. í 

Benjamin F. Shaffer, to be tmaster at Canon City, in the 
county of Fremont and State of Colorado. 

Frank S. Kearney, to be postmaster at Warsaw, in the county 
of Wyoming and State of New York. 

Charles Morgenstern, to be postmaster at Attica, in the county 
of Wyoming and State of New York, oes 

George W. Salisbury, to be tmaster at Cazenovia, in the 
county of Madison and State of New York. 

Charles McCray, to be postmaster at Ash Grove, in the county 
of Greene and State of Missouri. 

H. E. Blakeman, to be tmaster at California, in the county 
of Moniteau and State of Missouri. 

Giles M. Stoddard, to be postmaster at Groton, in the county of 
Tompkins and State of New York. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


FRIDAY, May 29, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. COUDEN. 

The ona of yesterday’s proceedings was read, corrected, and 
approved. 

KEM. I make the point of no quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska makes the 
point of order that there is not a quorum present. [After count- 
ing.] The point is overruled, there being a quorum present, 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, in view that to-morrow will be 
Memorial Day, I move that when the House adjourns to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine moves that when 
the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, we desire to resume the argu- 
ment in the Johnston and Stokes case. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1247) to establish and 
provide for the maintenance of a free public library and reading 
room in the District of Columbia, 


Them 


also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 3282) to repeal section 61 of an act to reduce taxa- 
tion, to oe revenue for the Government, and for other pur- 


poses, which became a law August 28, 1894; and 

A bill (H. R. 886) to amend section 3255 of the Revised Statutes 
3: the United States, concerning the distilling of brandy from 

ruits. 

The message also announced that the Senate has passed with- 
out amendment the following resolutions: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills of the two Houses be authorized to correct the 
enrolled bill (H. R. 5731) entitled “An act to regulate the practice of medicine 
and surgery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish persons vio- 
lating the provisions thereof in the District of coma by striking out, in 
section 3, lines 1 and 7 lst day of Jul 72896," and inserting `“ of 
act’; also, in section 12, after the word Columbia.“ strike out “nor to med- 
ical students who have matriculated in any medical college in the District of 
Columbia prior to January, 1896.” 

Also: 

Resolved by the House (the Senate concurring), That there be printed for 
the use of the Treasury 8 Steamboat Inspection Service, 300 copies 
each of the proceedings of the Board of Supervising Inspectors of Steam 
Vessels for the years 1885 and 1896. í 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3279) 
to authorize the reassessment of water-main taxes in the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 3578) granting a pension to 
Elmira E. Dustin. 

The manipo also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment the bill (H. R.6739) for the relief of Jobn N. Quack- 
enbush, late a commander in the United States Navy, asked a 
conference with the House on the said bill and amendment, and 
had appointed Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, Mr. LODGE, and Mr. 
PuGH as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill 
(S.715) for the relief of B. F, Dowell; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 8293) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the year ending 
June 30, 1896, and for prior years, and for other purposes, dis- 
agreed to by the House of Representatives, had to the con- 
ference asked by the House on the 1 votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. , Mr. ALLISON, and 
Mr. CocKRELL as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the Pres- 
ident had approved and signed bills of the following title: 

re dis K 6248) makin riations for the legislati 

n act (H. R. ing appropriations for the legislative. 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 8167) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Red River of the North; and 

An act (H. R. 7285) for the relief of George McFarland. 

CONFEREES ON DEFICIENCY BILL. a 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the following conferees 
on the general deficiency bill: Mr. Cannon, Mr. NorTHWAY, and 
Mr. SAYERS. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—JOHNSTON VS. STOKES. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, after the three 
very able 3 that have been made in this case by my col- 
leagues on the committee it will not be necessary at this time 
to have an extended statement of the case made to the House. I 
say that, however, upon the assumption that all the members of 
the House either heard those arguments or have read them in the 
RECORD. The majority for the contestee, as appears from the 
report of the minority, which is made from an accurate compila- 
tion of the figures in the case as corrected, is 4,275. The contest- 
ant, Johnston, pro to exclude none of the returns of this dis- 
trict, so that in order to seat him it is necessary to prove that at 
least 4,276 legal voters made an offer to vote for nim and had their 
votes rejected. 

He proposes to do this, Mr. Speaker, first, by claiming that cer- 
tain persons were entitled to vote who were not registered under 
the registration law of the State of South Carolina, on the ground 
that the law was unconstitutional. I think there is no doubt 
whatever that this position is correct so far as the unconstitu- 
tionality of the law is concerned. The registration law was passed 
in 1882. I may say that the constitution of South Carolina at that 
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time was one of the freest constitutions in this country, and por- 
vided that all male citizens of the United States over the age of 
21 who had been residents of the State of South Carolina one year 
and of a given precinct or county sixty days should have the 
right to vote; this, with certain exceptions or disqualifications on 


account of conviction for crime. That is, they had practical uni- 


versal there, and any citizen over 21 years of age who 
had the qualification of residence referred to was a legal voter. 
The law of 1882 provided for the registration of voters of 


the State. There is aground for contending, and the chief justice 
of South Carolina took that view in a decision which he rendered, 
that all persons who were at that time voters and who were not 
registered during the year 1882 were forever thereafter prevented 
from registering, and that the operation of that law in the future 
after the year 1882 was only intended to apply to persons who 
thereafter should become voters. If this construction of the law 
be correct, then there were at least 100,000 persons who were enti- 
tled to vote in South Carolina in 1882, who failed to register dur- 
ing that year, who were forever disfranchised by this registration 
W. 


That construction of the law has been get Te it by the chief 
justice of South Carolina, and it is the practical construction that 
tas been put in force there in registration, The registration offi- 
cers have almost uniformly held in all the precincts involved in 
the four contests from South Carolina before our Committee on 
Elections that where a man did not register in 1882 he could not 
afterwards be permitted to register. So that this law was, at the 
outset, put to the practical use of disfranchising this enormous 
number of voters. But the particular tin to the law 
which to my mind makes it clearly rep t to the constitution 
of South Carolina is section 137, which provides that after a 
general election the registration books be opened for the 
registration of such persons as shall thereafter become entitled to 
register on the first Monday in each month until the Ist of July 

sowang the election, when they shall be closed until such elec- 
tion have taken place.” 

Thus the general election occurs in November. The first month 
when the books would be opened after that is in December; then 
the books are to be kept open on the first Monday of each month 
until the ist of July preceding the general election, and then 
they are to be closed; so that it is clear that unless the ist of July 
comes upon a Monday the only days for registering under that 
law are the first Mondays in December, January, February, March, 
April, May, and June, and the ee closes upon the first 

onday in June, which is fully five months in advance of the 
time of the general election. 

Now, the constitution of South Carolina gives to any man who 
is a citizen of the United States and who has resided in the State 
a year and in the voting precinct sixty days a right to vote. Take 
the case of a man, for instance, who has resided in the precinct for 
sixty, ninety, or one hundred and twenty days before the date of 
the election, and there is no provision for his being regi I 
fact, his registration is absolutely prohibited, so that this provision 
is repugnant to the 3 South Carolina, ra sneer we 

retense of 5 suffrage it imposes a new qualification; an 
3 to sae, Seta decisions in such cases in the State of 
Massachusetts, in the State of Kentucky, and many other States of 
this Union, such a provision would be unconstitutional. And be- 
ing a vital and necessary of the act, it seems to me that it 
renders the whole act unconstitutional and void. 

Now, this opinion is fortified by authority. This case has twice 
been considered by judicial tribunals. The question was first con- 
sidered in a case in the United States court before Judge Goff, a 
very eminent jurist; and he held that the law was unconstitu- 
tional. The court of appeals, however, overruled him—not hold- 
ing that the law was constitutional, but holding that he did not 
have jurisdiction in the case. So that the result of the proceeding 
was that one judge, an eminent judge, gave an opinion that the 
law was unconstitutional, and in that opinion he was in no way 
contradicted by his associates. 

The law then came up before the supreme court of South Caro- 
lina upon appeal. There-were sitting the chief justice and two 
associate justices. The chief justice, in a very carefully consid- 
ered opinion, held that the Jaw was unconstitutional, and the 
associate justices did not hold that it was constitutional, but sim- 
ply that the court had ro jurisdiction. Those are the only two 
cases where, so far as I have been able to ascertain, this law has 
been submitted to judicial tribunals, and the only opinions ren- 
dered with regard to it have been that the law was contrary to 
the constitution of South Carolina. I may say that in the Com- 
mittee on Elections the opinion is unanimous that the law is un- 
constitutional, alth my Democratic colleagues on the com- 
mittee differ somewhat as to the effect of that finding upon the 
validity of the entire law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it admitted by all the members of your 
committee that the law is unconstitutional? 5 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I have just so stated. It is 


admitted by all that the law is unconstitutional; but my Demo- 
cratic coll es do not think that the whole law is taretare 
vitiated and destroyed. Themajority of the committee, however 
hold that it is unconstitutional in such essential provisions tha 
the entire law is void. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Do I understand the gentleman 
to hold that the registration law being unconstitutional, even if 
there was a proper expression of all the legal voters who offered 
to ee and an opportunity to vote, the election would still be 
voi 
_ Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. The gentleman is anticipat- 
ing my argument, That is an obvious point that must be met in 
the course of the discussion of this case. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. McLAURIN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MoCALL of Massachusetts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Do you hold that if the law is unconstitu- 
apa there was no machinery there by which an election could 

> Neid? 

Mr. MCCALL of Massachusetts. No; Idd not claim that. The 
registration law is unconstitutional, but there is still an election 
law surviving in South Carolina with sufficient machinery under 
which an election can be held; and I do not think any member of 
the committee contends that the fact that the registration law is 
unconstitutional would vitiate all elections held in South Carolina. 

The first proposition of the contestant, I have stated, is that the 
registration law is unconstitutional, and therefore he claims that 

U men who are qualified voters under the constitution have a 
right to vote, and that if they go to the polls and make proper 
tender of their votes for him and they are refused, then it is our 
duty here to count the ballots justasif they had been cast. There 
is no question, I think, of the truth of this proposition. But in 
the testimony adduced is involved the point upon which the case 
hinges so far as the contestant’s right to the seat is concerned. 
The contestant had established at or near the various polling places 
throughout the district certain so-called list ; and men who 
had not been registered, or who had been i and had de- 
fective registration certificates, would come to these list keepers, 
stationed in the vicinity of the polls, and would sign a certain 
paper which is in the form of a petition to the Senate and House 
of Representatives in Congress assembled. Those persons signed 
that petition, setting forth certain facts, but it was not sworn to, 
and the list keeper in most cases imported that petition into the 
record and made it evidence st Basar g that he had kept it and 
that it was either signed by the voters who came to him or that 
they authorized him to sign it for them, the men being in many 
cases unable to read and write. ; 

Mr. POWERS. Were those petitions printed? Did they have 
a pe heading? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I would say that those peti- 
tions had a printed heading and were uniform throughout the 
whole district. 

Mr. POWERS. They were prepared in advance of the election. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. They were prepared in ad- 
vance of theelection. I think, however, that no point should be 
made against the contestant with regard to that, because it was 
well known that men who did not have registration certificates 
would be denied the right to vote, and efforts were made to have 
at pach pone place a record kept of the men whose votes were 
rejected, 

ow, if seems to me there can be no doubt of the proposam, 
as the law stands to-day, that if a 1 voter is denied the right 
to vote, if he makes the proper tender of his vote and if proper 
and legal evidence is brought into the House of Representatives 
showing that he made that tender, we should count his vote. 
This question arose in the Fifty-first Co: in the case of Wad- 
dill vs. Wise,in the Richmond district of Virginia. There were 
some 500 voters in line all election day at certain precincts in 
that district roe ed vote. They their ballots with them. 
They stayed there all day until the sun went down, until the polls 
closed, and they did not have an opportunity to vote. Butin that 
case the testimony of each one of those voters who there stood in 
line was produced. Each voter testified that he was present 
there, that he got as near the poll as he could, and that he was 
prepared with a ballot for the contestant. He proved his qualifi- 
cations as a voter, and in that case the House of Representatives 
as I believe with entire justice—counted those votes. The same 
question arose in the case of Featherston vs. Cate, and the same 
principle was again sustained by the House. 

Now, I want to call the attention of the House to the propon: 
tion that is here put forth for the contestant. In the first place, 
these petitions are unsworn. I have a sample here, which I show 
you, from the original record, containing the original petitions. 
On it you find the names of one, two, or three hun men, all 

i in the same handwriting, and all under the declaration 
that each of them is a voter. Some of them are signed under no 
declaration at all. I certainly know of no rule that has ever been 
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followed in this House or in ory the courts that would permit 
the election of members of this y by petition, by evidence that 
is absolutely unsworn to. But it is claimed in this case that these 
titions are a part of the res geste. Now, every lawyer knows 
that the doctrine of the res gest is often made to cover cases that 
are very weak, and that it is the last resort of lawyers who are 
trying to introduce purely hearsay testimony. But if it is res 
geste in South Carolina for a voter or for any man, whether he is 
a voter or not, to go around the corner or perhaps out into a 
neighboring grove or elsewhere at some distance from the polls 
and sign his name to a paper—if that is a part of the res gestæ in 
South Carolina it is a part of the res geste in Massachusetts, and 
if we can elect members from Sonth Carolina by petition in that 
way we can elect members from Ohio or from any other State in 
the same way. So that the great difficulty is that, in order to 
seat the contestant in this case, you have to adopt a new rule of 
law, and one which in my judgment would be most dangerous in 
its operation in the future in elections held all over this country. 

Most of the petitions imported into this record are imported 
into it by the testimony of the witnesses. But the whole case 
does not rest on the petitions simply, and in the report of the 
minority, fully setting forth the testimony in regard to these lists, 
you will find precisely how ang Sarg set up inthe record. I think 
that there are very few of the lists that can be held and counted 
as actual votes cast for the contestant. But my able colleague 
from Pennsylvania ime. CoppixG], in his minority report, differ- 
ing from me as he does as to the legality of most of the lists, 
988 attention to certain lists relied on here which he says he 
selected at random from the report of the minority of the com- 
mittee and says with reference to them: 

To adopt this computation is to give to the lists an importance at once 


startling and revolutionary. 
On page 47 of the report of the minority of the committee is 

ist which was compiled at one of the precincts known as Bells 
Cross Roads and containing 86 names. In that case the list 
keeper, after giving his name, age, etc., says that he was near the 
polling place at the Federal precinct, and then was asked what he 
was therefor. He said, To receive the names of those who were 
rejected at the polls, 

$ Teak rag oe of those that lied for registration and could not 

e names 
get them and attempted to vote and 8 not vote. 

Now, it could not be held, Mr. Speaker, that there is any proof 
whatever in that particular precinct that these men who went 
there were voters, that they had resided in the State a year or in 
the precinct sixty days; and the witness does not state even the 

conclusion that they were voters. There is no evidence 
whatever that the men whose names are signed to this petition 
had a right to vote, or that they were improperly rejected. There 
are also in the minority report two other cases, one at Preachers 
Mills and the other at Ayers precinct, involving 208 votes, which 
are precisely similar in all respects to the one that I have just cited. 

Now, I do not believe, Mr. S „that the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in view of the p ents established in the past, and 
also in view of the decisions of the courts of the country, can hold 
that a man who simply signs a petition in the vicinity of the poll- 

place, who makes no ion or oath that he is a voter or 
as to his intention to vote, can be made a voter and can have his 
vote counted by this House, as if actually cast, upon any such 
5 

e PKINS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question’ 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It is stated, is it not, that the Republicans had 
no representation on any of these boards; that they were composed 
entirely of Democrats? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I think that there was no 
rire maga by Republicans at a single precinct in the entire 

istrict. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That they were all Democrats? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. They were. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And under them these six or eight thousand 
Republican yoters were disfranchised. Now, let me ask the gen- 
tleman if we are not to consider sagen or papers of this char- 
acter as proper to be received, and as indicating that these voters 
were not permitted to exercise their right, although at the poll- 
ing place for that purpose; petitions setting forth the facts, and 
signed or authorized to be signed by each one of them, that he 
was a legal voter, that he was a ublican, that he went to the 
polling place to vote for Colonel Johnston, and was denied the 
privilege? I say if we do not count such votes how are the Re- 
pobhcans in the State of South Carolina to be represented on this 

oor 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Well, the gentleman from 
Ilinois is only stating a difficulty, and we have only an illustra- 
tion of the old adage that bad cases make bad laws, We can not 


hold that a member of this House can be elected from South Car- 
olina on such a paper as that or by sucha 8 unless we 


hold that members can be elected from 
other State in the same manner. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
question? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Have you any doubt that the persons who 
5 0 the petitions were really at the polls and ready to vote? 

. McCALL of Massachusetts. I can only know what the 
record shows, and when there is absolutely no testimony, even 
by this list keeper, which shows that the man who signed the list 
was a voter, that he lived in the precinct, and had a right to vote, 
I certainly can not know that he was a voter. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Then your question is one of proof and 
not of actuality? That is, you admit that ee the voters 
were there, but you say the proof was not sufficient in a court of 
law to prove it. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. The gentleman says my diffi- 
culty is one of proof and not of actuality. Ido not think we can 
decide election cases upon faith-here. This House can only act 
upon proof. Otherwise abolish the taking of evidence in these 
cases. I do not think we can assume things that are not proved, 
and this record here clearly and distinctly omits proof which has 
been required by this House in the past and which has been re- 


quired by all courts, 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Then tell us how to prove it? 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the gentleman from Massachusetts 4 
MCL] will allow me right there, did not the voter certify to 
the in the immediate presence of these election judges, im- 
mediately after he was refused the privilege of voting, that he 
was a legal voter in the State of South Carolina, in the county 
where the election was held, and in the voting precinct where he 
was denied his right as a citizen, and did he not also certify that 
he was a Republican and had attempted to vote for Colonel 
Johnston? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Now, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the 33 will allow me to proceed j 
alittle further upon that, Í think the conditions in South 
are orga J different from what they are in Massachusetts or in 
Illinois, where we notoriously have honest elections. A petition 
coming from a State like either of these, where everybody knows 
that every citizen, however humble he may be, can exercise his 
right, would be looked upon with suspicion; but here the gentleman 
from Massachusetts says that an election was being held under an 
unconstitutional law, in a State where notorio the Republicans 
are disfranchised, and where a large portion of the Republican 
voters are ignorant; and under those conditions it seems to me 
that the gentleman is holding too high and too rigid requirements 


owa, Illinois, or any 


BROR the voters. 

. McCALL of Massachusetts. Well, Mr. Speaker, I do not 
understand that we have authority here to lay downa i 

rule with to counting excluded voters for one State that 


is not in the future to apply to every State in the Union. I say 
here with regard to these lists that there is absolutely 

Mr. HOPKINS rose. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Now, if the gentleman will 
permit me, he can make a speech later on. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman misunderstood me there. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. There is absolutely no testi- 
mony in the record anywhere showing that these persons were 
legal voters. The only evidence—if youcan consider it evidence— 
sr that point is contained in these petitions, these statements, 
which apparently were not intended to be used in a contested- 
election case, and which are entirely unsworn. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Here is the point I desire to make. I am not 
contending for a different rule. The rule can be the same. But 
in determining the evidence it seems to me you should take into 
consideration the peculiar conditions in South Carolina, that are 
different from what they arein the State of Massachusetts or in the 
State of Illinois. Now, take an ignorant witness upon the stand. 
In judging of his evidence you take into consideration the fact 
that he is not trained in the schools and can not express himself 
so clearly and N Jes aars ooma to me that you are 2 
your argument a ing the techni requirements t might 
apply to a gentleman the intelligence of the eee e 
from Massachusetts, but not to an ignorant colored voter in South 


rolina. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems 
to me with reference to the counting of votes we have got to apply 
one uniform law everywhere, I do not understand that because 
a man is ignorant he will be permitted to sign a prepared state- 
ment and have that statement received in the courts as evidence. 
They will not dispense with the ordinary rules of law. They will 
not permit hearsay testimony, and they will not permit evidence 
which is absolutely unsworn to be admitted to prove facts, 
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Mr. NORTHWAY. 
adhere—— 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Ishould be glad to proceed 
with my argument, but—— fr A 

Mr. N ORTHWAY. If you adhere to that rule, why is it that in 
your report you say this: 

The testimony shows that many voters, some of them coming 30 or 40 
miles, appeared regularly at the places of 3 from month to month 
and were denied registration by means of a systematic obstruction. It 
shows further that many thousand men who had the constitutional qualifi- 
cation, but were not registered, and who therefore had the right to vote if 
the registration laws were unconstitutional, expressed their desire to vote 
by going to the polls. Doubtless many thousands more unregistered voters 
remained at home who would have come had they not known that a rule re- 

uirin 5 certificates was in force and that they would be ex- 
Guded itt ey ame. * + 


race is enormously in the majority in this district, and it 


Will the gentleman permit me? If you 


The colo; 
appears— 

From what evidence, I should like to know— 
that as a rule the voters of that race in that district were Republicans. 

Mr. MCCALL of Massachusetts. 1am sorry that the gentleman 
from Ohio should have made that interruption to quote from my 
report. He can only make it on the assumption that I can not 
say everything at the same time. I shall follow my own report 
and consider that point when I reach it, but I am now addressing 


myself to the 5 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a question? 


r. McCALL of Massachusetts. I should be glad to proceed 
with m ent, but I will yield to my colleague, certainly. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The gentleman has stated that no one of 
these lists is supported by any evidence showing the qualifications 
of the voters. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I did not state that. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. You made that statement as to some of 
them, then. I want to ask youif all of the lists which carry the 
4,608 votes that we count here are not supported by evidence of 
some kind which discloses the qualifications of the voter? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Well, Mr. Speaker, I have re- 
ferred to three lists, taken from the very able report of my col- 
league n the committee [Mr. 5 do not give 
the qualifications of voters; and if the members of this House 
will refer to page 5875 of the RECORD, in the report of the gen- 
tleman from 8 [Mr. Coppa] -if they will take the 
three precincts mentioned there and look upon the evidence in the 

tleman’s [Mr. OVERSTREET’s] own report—they will find abso- 
fately no ere A show that those men were voters. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Will the gentleman permit me? Are not 
all of these lists to which you have just referred based upon the 
common, uniform petition that was used in that district? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I stated that the petitions 
were uniform—upon printed blanks—but the gentleman himself 
does not rely upon the petitions alone. He claims that they are 
evidence because the list keepers swear to certain essential facts. 
Iam calling attention to the absolute worthlessness in some cases 
ofthistestimony. If this House can receive these petitions, which 
are unsworn to, as proving the facts which are set up in them, 
then it will be entirely unnecessary to have any depositions taken 
in election cases, but a contestant can simply go around and get 
petitions from men who have been at an election or who say that 
they have the right to vote and their votes were refused. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Are there not petitions filed continuously 
in this House that are acted upon with greater promptness than is 
proposed to act on these petitions? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I do not think it has ever been 
the rule of this House in contested-election cases, where the statute 
provides a way for the taking of sworn testimony, that petitions 
shall be received of the character of these petitions to settle the 
right of a member to his seat. The gentleman’s question demon- 
strates the weakness and the danger of his position. I should be 
very glad personally if I could see my way clear, without doing 
violence to the rules of law which have governed in such cases, to 
seat the contestant; but gentlemen are asking us here, in order to 
do what they consider a great ey to do a little wrong; and itis 
the old story. ‘‘ Twill be recorded as a precedent, and many an 
error by this example will rush into the State.” Therefore, Mr. 
Speaker, I am unable to break down every rule of evidence and 
law that has been set up in cases of this character and to count 
the signatures to these petitions as votes actually cast. 

Finding that the contestant was not elected, I come now to con- 
sider the question whether the contestee is entitled to the seat. 
5 the conclusion that the law was unconstitutional, 
what are the facts? First, the population of that district is over- 
whelmingly black. We find, further, that the colored voters are 
almost uniformly Republicans; so uniformly Republican that 
even if this unconstitutional law had been honestly and fairly en- 
forced a majority of Republicans and of colored voters would have 
been registered, enough probably to have elected the contestant. 
The law was not fairly enforced. There was, for instance, but 


one registration place in a county, and only five or six days each 
year in which a man could be registered; and the record is full of 
evidence that the colored voters came from 20 to 30 and even 40 
miles and endeavored to get registered; that they were put off in 
one way or another, kept standing in line all day, and denied the 
right to register, and they came month after month and year after 
year legally entitled to registration and yet were denied it. That 
fact is established. In the next place, the law was unconstitu- 
tional, and the voter had the right to rely upon and believe that 
the requirements of the law as to registration certificates would 
be enforced against voters, and that no man could vote who did 
not produce a registration certificate. 

Now, what is the rule laid down upon this question? In Mc- 
Crary on Elections, section 241, it is declared that— 

If the officers conducting an election adopt and enforce an erroneous rule 


as to the qualification of voters which prevents certain legal voters who offer 


to vote from giving in their votes, and being made known prevents other 
ion may be 


oof anilin onpecially if if super tint such votes if offered end received would 
set aside, It 8) r su vo 
have changed or phl akn oubtful the result. <= = 3 

That has been decided in Pennsylvania. In the case of Scran- 
ton Boroughs, where the doctrine was held that if the officers of 
election laid down an erroneous rule and it was known before- 
hand that that rule would be adopted, voters affected by it were 
justified in not going to the polls and go through the useless for- 
mality of tendering their votes, and if a sufficient number of legal 
voters were thus prevented from voting to have changed or ren- 
dered doubtful the result, then there was no election. Now, I 
contend that there is no question here, there can be no question 
whatever after reading that record, that if this unconstitutional 
registration law had not been enforced, or if it had been fairly 
applied, more than enough voters would have turned out to have 
rendered the election of the contestee doubtful. 

When we consider the large number of legal voters who went to 
the polls and were denied the right to vote—and I am considerin; 
now no debatable lists—and the large number who remained a 
home as a natural result of their knowledge that this statute would 
be enforced, we are stating the conclusion mildly when we say that 
if it had not been for the enforcement of this rule the result would 
probably have been different. My conclusion, therefore, is safely 
within these reasonable precedents. But upon the record it is im- 
possible, except by creating a new, dangerous, and revolutionary 
precedent, for us to count these votes for the contestant in this 
ease. So that, as the result would certainly have been doubtful, 
and as the operation of this unconstitutional law was to prevent 
a fair expression of the will of the voters there, I do not believe 
there has been any election. 

1 m HOPKINS. Will the gentleman permit another interrup- 
on 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Where do you get your evidence that there 
was no election there? Do you not get it from the very petitions 
upon which Colonel Johnston seeks to be seated? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I do not. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Where do you get it in the record? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I have stated that the record 
shows, or certainly the facts are, that the overwhelming majority 
of the voters in that district were black, and further, that those 
black voters were Republicans, and I contend that vast crowds of 
them did, as a matter of fact, resort to the polls. 

Mr. HOPKINS. How do you know that? . 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Because there is ample proof 
in the record that there were great numbers of them who went to 
the polls. It is proven by the depositions. 

r. HOPKINS. The very depositions upon which Colonel 
Johnston asks to be seated. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Yes, sir; but itis needless for 
me to repeat that they do not prove asufficient number alone, and 
I tind, as a result of the evidence and as the natural result of the 
ee of this registration rule, that many voters did not goto 
the polls, because they knew this statute would be enforced and 
their votes refused, who, if it had not been for this rule, would 
have gone in sufficient numbers to render the result doubtful. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yousay those people went tothe polls to vote. 
To vote for Colonel Johnston? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I say that a great many of 
them went to the polls to vote; but I say further tit was not 
necessary for them to go to the polls to vote. I say that if ory 
had staye at home, relying upon their belief that that rule woul 
be enforced as it had been enforced at previous elections—if enough 
of them stayed at home to make the result doubtful—there was no 
election. Ihave cited a Pennsylvania case covering that very 
point. But it certainly would be necessary for them to go to the 
polls to vote in order to justify us in counting their votes here. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does it not a that a large majority of the 
voters in that district were di chised by an unconstitutional 
registration law? 

. McCALL of Massachusetts. It does. 
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Mr. PAYNE. And that a la 
district were Republicans? An 


majority of the voters of the 
is not that enough to set aside 
the election without going any further? 


Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts, Certainly; and that is what 
Icontend. Isay that with such a record as we have in this case 
we can not seat the contestee; we can not permit him to retain a 
2 here without doing violence to every principle of fair elec- 

ons, 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Is it not true that there were over 4,600 
of those voters who were at the polls,and whose names were en- 
rolled upon a list which declared their intention to vote for Colonel 
Johnston? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. My friend doubtless knows 
what is contained in his minority report. He finds that, counting 
all the lists which he thinks should admitted, there was a ma- 
jority for Colonel Johnston of 233. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will say to the gentleman that that 
compilation in the report is erroneous. A mistake was made in 
Si ad forward the figures. The result should be 312, instead 

233 


0 8 
Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Well, I was simply taking the 
entleman's figures. If yon will go through this evidence care- 
lly, you will find that there are enough defective depositions to 
wipe out that majority over and over again; so that on your own 
theory you do not e out your case. 

Mr. OVERSTREET, Is it not true that there are 4,600 votes 
enrolled upon the list which recites the intention of those voters 
to support Colonel Johnston? I am not asking you to admit that 
those lists should be counted as proof. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I have not counted the names 
upon those petitions, but if the gentleman says that there are 
4,600 names signed to them, I am willing to admit that. What I 
claim is that there are not a sufficient number put into the case 
by depositions to overcome the majority adverse to Colonel John- 
ston. So my conclusion is, Mr. Speaker, if I may be permitted to 
state it simply as my conclusion, that there was no valid election 
in the district in 8 that the contestant has not produced 
evidence in such form as we can recognize to warrant us in giv- 
ing him theseat. And I believe, on the other hand, that the elec- 
tion was so grossly unfair, by reason of the unfair application of 
this registration law, as well as its unconstitutionality, that we 
can not hold that the contestee is entitled to the seat. And my 
verdict is, and I simply give it because I feel it my duty to state 
my own convictions to the House—my verdict is, based on the 
evidence, that we can not give the seat to either party. 

Mr. SETTLE, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts, Certainly, 

Mr. SETTLE. I want to see if I correctly understand pE 
argument or position with reference to the lists or petitions. ey 
find their place in the record by being introduced by the gentle- 
man who was keeping the lists and who was designated for that 
purpose at the various precincts. This list keeper is examined as 
a witness, testifies in the case; and corroborates his memory from 
the list. Does not that fact give the so-called petitions an addi- 
tional weight, and put them on a very different legal plane from the 
ordinary petitions which are sent to Gongress as the term peti- 
tion” is usually understood? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Ihave no question whatever 
that the petitions are memoranda, and can be imported into the 
testimony by depositions of witnesses, and I so stated in the course 
of my argument. But the trouble is that a sufficient number is 
not put in by deposition or other testimony so that we can legally 
count them. No matter if we do count three or four thousand of 
these names, you can not count a sufficient number, which are 
held up by depositions, to accomplish the purpose you have in 


view. 

Mr. BRODERICK. You speak of the unfairness of the elec- 
tion. Was there any unfairness except from the operation of this 
unjust registration law? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I will say in regard to that, 
that I do not think the testimony shows that there was aħy 
fraudulent counting in the district, or any question of that sort; 
or that there was any stuffing of the ballot boxes. It was simply 
an unfair application of the registration law. I have no doubt, in 
view of the condition of that State, that this law was d and 
enforced for the express purpose of disfranchising the colored 
voters. And so I can not find that if the law operated as it oper- 
ated in this case, to prevent this great body of voters from ex- 
pressing their will at the polls, that there had been an election in 
that district; and in cases like this, when a State sends Represent- 
atives here, claiming a seat in this House, the House should deny 
representation to such States until they had instituted fair methods 
of ascertaining the will of their voters. 

Mr. HILL. Will the 8 permit me to ask him this ques- 
tion: In the event that the House sustains your view of the case, 
that there was no election, and the contestee is compelled to 


relinquish his seat, and the case goes back to the State of South 
Carolina for a new election, is not the law under which such an 
election is to be held more unjust and unfair than the present law? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Well, I do not think we haye 
2 to do with the result, as far as that is concerned. We 
are simply passing an opinion as judges in a case upon the law 
and evidence now before us. We do not have any right to con- 
sider results or to hold an election here. If we could do so, I 
yoa have no doubt as to which candidate I would cast my vote 

or. : 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. rtainly. 5 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman state why the act of 
June 20, 1874, was passed applicable to this District, and dis- 
franchising the entire colored votes? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Well, my friend is going a 
good long way back of the record 

Mr. DOCKERY,. I 1 wanted to know why the Repub- 
lican party, when they a two-thirds majority in the House, 
disfranchised the colored people of this District? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts this question with reference to these peti- 
tions: Whether there isa single deposition in the record toshow that 
any one of these men went to the polls, tendered his ballot to vote, 
and was refused? These lists refer to a large number who were 
refused the privilege, but what I wish to ask is, if there is any 
giron aca to show that any one voter was refused the right 

vote 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I think there is such testi- 
mony. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. In how many cases? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Ihave not computed them, 
There were quite a number of lists, but the total number pre- 
sented by the contestant, sufficiently sustained by deposition, did 
not overcome the 8 of the contestee. 

Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, there is nothing in the record, no 
evidence 1 that there was any special wrongdoing in con- 
nection with the election on the part of the contestee or on the 
part of any of the sitting members in these South Carolina con- 
tests. In one district, certainly, where they had not for years 
opened certain polls, where the black voters are greatly in the 
majority, the contestee [Mr. ELLIOTT], before the election washeld 
came out and urged that all the polls be opened, and it was against 
his protest that the polls were closed on that day. 

e difficulty is that a system exists the principle of which is 
to disfranchise the colored voters. It is a system that permits the 
minority in certain districts to choose the members of the House 
themselves. Individuals are powerless to op it, and itis a 
duty which we owe to this Government, and even to the State 
of South Carolina, to refuse to seat members chosen in such a man- 
ner, 

Mr. BRODERICK. Let me ask the gentleman if the constitu- 
tionality of the law under which this election was held bas ever 
been presented to the courts for adjudication? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. It has. 

Mr. BRODERICK. What decision was rendered? 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. It was not adjudicated; but 
in two cases where the question was considered opinions were given 
that the law was unconstitutional. But the majority in each case 
held that the court had no jurisdiction. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Was that prior to the election? 

s Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. It was subsequent to the elec- 
on. 

I reserve the remainder of my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, it is not my inten- 
tion to detain the House for any considerable length of time; but 
if in the discussion of this case I should detain it a longer time 
then I anticipate I ask the indulgence of the members. 

The constitution of South Carolina confers the elective franchise 
upon all the male citizens of the United States 21 years old, who 
have resided within the State for one year and in the election dis- 
trict where they seek to vote for the period of sixty days, subject 
to certain exceptions which it is not necessary to notice here. 
This constitutional right to vote can not be taken away or abridged 
by legislative enactment. The legislature may enact and make 
reasonable rules for the government of the election and for the 
exercise of the right, but any act of the legislature which unnec- 
essarily restricts the right to vote is unconstitutional. The con- 
stitution of South Carolina further says that the legislature shall 
enact from time to time proper registration laws. In pursuance 
of the authority thus vested by the constitution the legislature of 
South Carolina has passed two sets of laws wholly separate and 
distinct, They have passed registration laws and election laws; 
a Ae laws to govern the casting of the ballot upon the day of 
election. 

The election laws are constitutional and are not attacked. Tue 
registration laws of South Carolina not only impair the right of 
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citizens to vote, but in effect render the exercise of that right im- 
possible to thousands of honest voters. 

It is conceded by every member of the committee that the reg- 
istration laws are unconstitutional. 

Mr. LACEY. I should like to ask the tleman did the Dem- 
ocratic members of the committee agree that this law was uncon- 
stitutional? 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. In answer to the gentleman I will 
say that I have never yet been able to find out what the Demo- 
cratic members of the committeethink abont this question. They 
say they think it is partly unconstitutional and partly constitu- 
tional, but where they run the dividing line I have not been able 
to get them to say. ey so state in their report. I am not here 
to say what the Democratic members of this committee think, ex- 
cept they think the Democrat ought to occupy his seat. [ene 

tis manifest from an inspection of the registration law of South 
Carolina that it is an almost undisguised attempt to impair the 
right of citizens to vote under the constitution of that State. It 
is not a mere regulation of the right of suffrage, as prescribed b 
the Constitution, but its effect and operation is to obstruct an 
hinder and subvert the right guaranteed by the fundamental law 
of the State in the following particulars: 

I. 


Tt forever disfranchises and deprives of the right to vote all con- 
stitutional voters who were entitled to register in 1882 and failed 
for any reason todo so. In the able opinion of Judge McIver, of 
the supreme court of South Carolina, rendered in the case of 
Matthew C. Butler vs. William Ellerbe et al., on the 6th day of 
July, 1883, and reported in 2 S. E. Reporter, 425, this construction 
of the law is maintained. Says Judge McIver in that case: 


net approved ih of February, 1882 (17 Stat. L. 
sions ar General Statutes. 


chapter 7 of the General Statutes of 1882 and the acts amendatory thereof, 
or shall be registered as herein required.” 

Now, on turning to the chapter of the General Statutes of 1882 and the acts 
hile provision is made in section 94 of 


for in the General Statutes of 1882 the language is prohibitory, and forbids 
reopening the registration books except for t ose of tration of 


It is true also that sections 96 and 97 of the General Statutes of 1882, as well 
as the cor ig sections of the Revised Statutes (149 and 141), do make 
special prov: for a certain class of operni io t: Minors who come of 
age and are otherwise ee but this provision is confined to that particu- 
lar class, and is, therefore, not an impartial provision. It seems to us that 
this feature of the registration law, to say nothing of other constitutional 
objections, renders it obnoxious to that provision of the constitution above 

uoted, which makes it the duty of the general assembly to provide, from 
o to time, for the registration of all electors. ‘The lan of that con- 
stitutional provision necessarily ee that its purpose was to require the 
porral assembly to provide every ty for the registration of all electors 
y viding for the registration of all electors from time to time,“ so that, 
as far as practicable, no elector should be deprived of his right of suffrage, 
and that this law, which provided for one general registration more than ten 
years ago, and afforded no other opportunity to any elector exeept those of 
à cor class to comply witb its provisions, even though his failure to avail 
himself of the flrat and only opportunity ever afforded tor er resulted 
from sick: absence, or other good cause, must be regarded as a violation 
both of the it and letter of the constitution. 


II. 


The statute is unreasonable and obstructs the right of the duly 
cme voters to register and vote, because it only provides one 
place of registration in each county, and that at the court-house. 

A reasonable regulation for registration should provide certain 
2 Se for registration at other election incts in the county. 

0 nire voters to leave their residences and places cf busi- 
ness and go long distances, as much as 30 miles, to register tends 
to obstruct and hinder electors in the exercise of their rights. 

` IH. 


The law only allows: registration on the first Monday of each 
month, from December to June, inclusive, and makes no pro- 
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vision for subsequently registering those who, from sickness, ab- 
sence from home, or other unavoidable reason, were prevented 
from registering on those days. 


IV. 


The registration books are required to be closed on the 1st day 
of July, four months before the general election to be held in the 
November following, and no persons who were eligible to regis- 
tration prior to the Ist day of July are allowed to register between 
that day and the election. This is clearly an unreasonable regu- 
lation, and manifestly intended to hinder and obstruct voters in 
the exercise of their constitutional rights. 

V. ' 

Thesupervisors of registration are to determine as to the le 
qualifications of all applicants for registration by summary 8 
ess, requiring oath, evidence, or both, if he deem proper, subject 
to revision by the assistant supervisors and himself, in all cases 
where he has refused to register an applicant.” 

The powers conferred upon the supervisors by this section are 
absoluteand unreasonable. There is no limitation upon his power 
to reject voters except his own will and his views as to the legal 
qualifications of applicants. He may refuse to register an appli- 
cant. who makes oath as to his qualifications, and require evidence 
if he deem proper. The kind and quantity of evidence sufficient 
to satisfy him are left wholly to his own discretion. 

He can register a white man on oath or without, bysummary 
process,” or can refuse to register a colored man on the same 
oath and require evidence which he knows can not be produced 
in the case of the colored voter. It is true the refnsal of 
the supervisor to register a voter is subject to revision by the 
assistant supervisors and himself. But how the revision is 
to be had, and when and where the assistant supervisors and the 
ey bi are to meet and consider the question of revision is 
not prescribed in the law. The rejected voter is left wholly in the 
dark as to the time and place and manner of such revision. But 
if he is fortunate enough to bring his application for revision 
before the supervisor and assistant supervisor and his applica- 
tion is rej he has the right to review of their decision: by the 
circuit court. Provided he give notice in writing to the super- 
visor of his application for such review, and the grounds thereof, 
within five days from the date of his rejection, and commence 
Sr proceedings within ten days from the service of the said 
notice. : 

This provision for an appeal is indefinite, cumbersome, and in 
most cases would be unavailing to the injured party. 

To avail himself of this right of sep it will be necessary to 
call in the services and assistance of an able lawyer, and the 
expense would be beyond the means of a large majority of the 
voters. The time allowed for the notice—five days from day of 
his rejection, and the commencement of the proceedings within 
ten days from the service of the said notice—is an unreasonable 
limitation upon the right of appeal. 


VI. 


The provisions of the statute with reference to the certificate of 
registration required of the voter in all cases is an unreasonable 
regulation and unconstitutional. The name of the voter as re- 
corded on the registration books must correspond exactly and pre- 
cisely with the name upon the certificate. The certificate must 
describe accurately the occupation, age, and place of residence of 
the voter. When a new voting precinct is established the voter 
is required to get a transfer get a new certificate, and can not 
vote without it. If the polling place is changed, the voters are 
required to surrender the old certificate aud get new ones. 

If the elector changes his residence, even from one place in the 
registration precinct to another in the same inct, he is re- 
quired to surrender his old certificate and take out a new one or 
he can not vote. If the certificate is defaeed, he must surrender it 
and get anewone. If it is lost, he is required to make application, 
under oath, for a new certificate at least thirty days before an 
election, setting ont the facts and circumstances attending the 
loss, and that he had not bartered or sold it, or parted with it for 
any pecuniary consideration, and that he had not willfully de- 
stroyed the same. Even after a voter has gone through all this 
trouble, and made the required affidavit as to loss of his certifi- 
cate, the supervisor is not required to issue a new one; but,in the 
language of the law, the supervisor shall examine and consider the 
question and require other evidence under oath, if in his opinion 
itis neeessary to determine the loss, and then, if satisfied, shall 
issue a renewal. 

How long the supervisor shall examine and consider is not 
stated or limited, nor is it stated what other evidence under oath 
he may require or what in his opinion may be necessary to deter- 
mine the loss, nor is it stated what shall satisfy this autocrat of 
registration. It would be hard indeed to satisfy a partisan Demo- 
cratic supervisor that a colored voter was entitled to vote under 
any circumstances or upon any proof, ; 


1896. 
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Another unreasonable regulation is found in the manner in 


which the su isor of registration is allowed to refuse registra- 
tion lists. section 151 it is provided that a supervisor of reg- 
istration shall, immediately preceding each election, revise the 
registration of electors and mark off the names of suchelectors as 
have died, and such as removed from one residence, precinct, 
parish, ward, or county to another without notifying him and ob- 


taining a certificate of transf 
this section allows 


er. 
The power conferred upon the supervisor by 
him, without notice to the elector, without! evidence, and in 
effect without any evidence at all, tomark off the names of as man. 
electors ashe may choose to believe have died or changed theirresi- 
dence since the last registration. And from this arbitrary and one- 
sided action there is no provision for an appeal or for areview. 
the one hundred and fifty-second and one hundred and fifty-third 
sections the clerks of the courtsof general sessions and every trial 
Js ice in the State shall, on or before the 15th of October and 
ennially thereafter, make out a report to the supervisors of reg- 
istration of their respective counties, a list of all ms convicted 
during the two preceding years of murder, 3 , per- 
jury, or other infamous crime, or dueling; and such report be 
received by the supervisor as prima facie proof of the facts stated 
therein, and he shall immediately erase the names of all such per- 
sons from his registration books in his county, and they shall not 
be allowed to register or vote thereafter in any election in this 
State. Thus, upon mere report of these officers unaccompanied 
by any abstract from the record or any other legal evidence, 
voters may be disfranchised and forever disqualified from voting. 
It is true there is a proviso that if any person whose name is so 
furnished shall present to the supervisors within sixty days after 
the next following election a pardon from the governor or within 


such time prove to the satisfaction of the su isor he was not 
convicted of the crime or misdemeanor in such certificate, 
his name shall be restored to the list of regi voters. 


It will be seen that this provision violates all rules of evidence, 
and especially all rules of criminal evidence, by requiring a party 
charged with crime to prove his innocence to the satisfaction of 
such supervisor before he can be restored to his rights. In the 
language of the statute, he must ** prove to the satisfaction of such 
supervisor that he was not convicted of the crime or misdemeanor 
stated in such certificate.” Such a requirement is not a regula- 
tion of suffrage, but an unjust and unreasonable requirement, and 
one which not only obstructs the right to vote, but destroys that 


ht. 

gt will further be noticed that the voter who is thus stricken 
from the registration list on or before the 15th day of October is 
not allowed to prove his innocence or claim the benefit of the 
don until sixty days after the next election, thereby absolutely 

ualifying him and depriving him, without a remedy or with- 
out a hearing, of his vote at the next November election. 

VII. 

The provision of the law requiring that voters shall deposit nine 
different ballots in as many different boxes is unreasonable and 
manifestly intended to confuse and embarrass the voter in the 
exercise of his right, and to render the voting by ballot imprac- 
ticable and in many instances impossible. That a ballot in legal 
form and cast by an elector who is entitled to vote and who does 
vote for a member of Congress should be cast out and made null 
and void merely because it is placed in one box when it should be 
deposited in another is an unreasonable regulation and deprives 
the voter of his right to have his ballot counted, which right is 
guaranteed tohim by the Constitution. 

VIII. 

The manner in which the law is executed, as shown by the evi- 
dence, is a gross outrage. In the first place, the whole machinery 
of the election is placed in the hands of the Democratic party, 
and at a large majority of the voting places, if not at all of them, 
all the officers of election—the superintendent of registration, the 
mane of election, the clerks, and constables—are all of one polit- 
ical faith. 

Such action is prima facie evidence of fraud, and the party plac- 
ing itself in such an attitude should be required to prove that the 
elections and registrations and returns were fair and honest. The 
evidence shows that gross frauds were perpetrated in preventing 
negroes from registering; that intimidation was resorted to on 
the day of election. = 


The registration, being unconstitutional, is null and void, and as 
a consequence there were no registration laws in force in South 
Carolina on the 6th of November, 1894. All citizens of that State 
having the constitutional qualifications of voters under the con- 
stitution of South Carolina and who are entitled to vote for the 
most numerous branch of the general assemby of that State were 
entitled to vote for members of Co at that election. And 
every voter entitled to vote for mem of Congress whose vote 
was rejected for want of registration or for want of certificate of 


registration was illegally deprived of his suffrage, and his vote 
should be counted for the for whom he desired to vote and 
for whom he was prevented from voting. It is proved that there 
were 7,336 legal voters excluded who were present at the polls on 
the day of election and would have voted for the contestant if they 
had been allowed to cast their ballots. 

Now, right here we meet one question. What is the rejection 
of a voter? Gentlemen will tell you that a voter is not rejected 
unless he goes to 33 of election and offers and actually 
tenders his vote over the desk. I take issue with that proposition. 
The tender of the vote and the rejection of a voter ove not de- 
pend upon any such narrow sorters uate ve Iam reminded that 
most of them did actually tender their votes, but some of them 
did not. Now, what is a rejection? Right there I desire to notice 
avery ingenious but a very misleading ent offered by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DEARMOND]. He said that it was 
proved by five witnesses, managers of election, that only 50 votes 
were rejected, when affidavits and di itions were taken to show 
that 250 votes were rejected. Gentlemen do not tell this House 
that the votes, that the rejected votes, were not allof themactually 
tendered to the judges, 8 it was unnecessary, and because 

tion had been made that it was useless for men who did 
not hold certificates of registration to apply to vote, because they 
would be rejected. Therefore the attempt is made to attach the 
crime of perj to these men who state that only 50 were rejected. 
The judges perhaps were right in one sense, because perhaps only 
50 at that precinct were actually refused by the managers, but the 
remainder were men who had been told not to apply and not to 
offer their ballots, because they would be rejected, and thatexcused 
them from actually tendering the ballots to the judges. That is 
the law as laid down by all the authorities and is sustained by all 
the decisions of this House. 

It is insisted by gentlemen that the elector, in order that his 
vote may be considered, must actually present himself at the polls 
and y tender himself to the election managers as ready and 
willing to vote, and actually tender his ballot and have it rejected. 
This as a general proposition of law may be true, and it is true 
when applied to the case of a voter who had an opportunity to 

resent hi to the managers of election and without excuse 

ailed todoso. But the rule can not apply to a case like the one 
before us, where it is contended an unconstitutional law deprives 
the voter of his right, and where the voter knew that the provi- 
sions and requirements of such unconstitutional law rendered it 
useless and unnecessary for him to attempt to vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


ed. 
oir. WALKER of Virginia. I should like some further time. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. er, it was my understanding 
that we were to be permitted itional time. I have no time at 
my disposal. I think it is just to the minority that it have some 
more time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
has some time left. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that the 
gentleman from Indiana has asked: me for any time. I am cer- 
tainly willing to accommodate him as far as possible; but I now 
yield the floor to the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. POWERS] for 
ten minutes. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. S. er, I believe it is one of the dogmas 
of the Republican creed that we should have honest elections and 
honest counts; and I have always believed that this doctrine ap- 
plied not only to the procedure at the polls, but that it applied on 
the floor of this House; and the question before us to-day is 
whether we shall have an honest count of the ballots that were 
cast in the Congressional election now under consideration. It is 
conceded on all hands that there was no real frand practiced upon 
the voters at that election, unless it be said that the o tion of 
the registration law itself opereton asa fraud. That did undoubt- 
edly to some extent deter them from offering their votes on that 
occasion, It seems to me to be pretty clear that the registration 
law itself was unconstitutional when measured by the limitations 
of the constitution of South Carolina. But any registration law, 
Mr. Speaker, will be found in practical operation to exclude some 
voters. However perfect you may make it, inevery State of this 
Union the registration law, if there be one in force, n ily, 
in its practical application to the casting of votes by the people of 
a whole district, works more or less disaster and more or less un- 
fairness. Men will be excluded who ought to be included; men 
will be included who ought to be excluded. That is one of the 
incidents that attach to all human legislation. Youcannevermake 
it perfect. But this law Was grossly imperfect. It practically dis- 
franchises every voter in the State of South Carolina who failed for 
any reason whatever to get his name upon the registration list as 
early as the 1st day of July, to prepare himself to vote on the suc- 
ceeding first Tuesday in November. But be that as it may; concede 
for the purpose of this inquiry that the law is itutional, 
what is left? Why, then the election that is held, if it be held 
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in accordance with other law and in accordance with the require- 
ments of the constitution itself, must be di of on that 
ground. It does not follow that because the registration law was 
unconstitutional that therefore no election—no legal election—has 
been held. On the con , I affirm that there must necessarily 
be a legal election. The Federal Constitution itself requires the 
State of South Carolina to send her te to this body, and if 
the State of South Carolina —without meddling with the methods 
of sending those Representatives here in a way that defeats the 
requirements of the Federal Constitution that we shall have Rep- 
resentatives from South Carolina—can do so under the State laws 
or the remaining body of the election laws of the State of South 
Carolina, and an election has been had that is fair and represents 
the will of the people, the gentleman who secures that election 
should have his seat in this House. 

Now, then, Mr. Speaker, it is said in this case that the contest- 
ant should be seated because there were 7,000 and more legal 
voters who intended to vote for him. Well, upon the general 
proposition I would assume that we are to count the votes that 
are actually cast, and not those that somebody pro to cast. 
That is the rule that we apply in our own cases. e come here 
with a certificate certifying that we actually received so many 
votes. But here is a case where a contestant comes, not with a 
certificate that he received so many votes actually cast, but with 
a petition—that is what it is called, and that is, therefore, what I 
will call it—a petition signed by 7,000 who intended to vote for 


this man. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question? 

r. POWERS. I have not time to yield. 

Now, how do these voters prove their right to vote and their 
attempt to vote for Colonel Johnston? I that, as in the case 
cited by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCaLL]—the 
Petersburg case—where the voters stand in line with the ballots 
in their hands in front of the judges of election, ready to deposit 
their ballots in the box, and they are deprived of their right to 
cast that ballot—that upan their testimony that they intended to 
cast that particular ballot for some particular person they prove 
that they did, to all intents and p vote for that man. But 
that is lacking in this case. Now, I desire to call the attention of 
the House to the exact 0 of these petitions and the exact 
measure of proof that we have that these 7, 000 men intended to 
vote for Colonel Johnston, and that they had a right to vote for 
Colonel Johnston. It has been stated by the chairman of the com- 
mittee that these petitions had printed headings that were pre- 

ared in advance of election. Now, that is a significant fact. 
That signifies that Colonel Johnston and his friends, instead of 
waiting for a fraud to be committed, went to the polls proparog 
to take proof that a fraud was committed. So that the language 
of that petition is not the language embodied by the voter him- 
self, but he is telling his story about a wrong that somebody else 
prepared in advance, and the voter is asked to indorse it. 

r. STEELE. And does indorse it. 

Mr. POWERS. And doesindorse it. Now, let us see what the 
effect of that is. Ishall not take the time to read this petition. 
It has been read; but somebody certifies what the voter thinks. 
The House will notice that no way, either in the testimony or in 
the petition, is it stated to be under oath. Itis the mere naked 
declaration of somebody, not testified to by himself, but testified 
to by a third person; so that it is nothing more nor less than hear- 
say testimony; a kind of testimony that would not be received on 
the trial of a man charged with the enormous crime of shooting a 
dog. Now, what does the list keeper say? The first one that I 
come to is this: 

Personally a red before me, Edward Lewis, who, on oath, says that he 


had charge of the petition on election day last November, that it was ex- 
plained to each one before signing, that each one whose name is hereunto 
attached, signed, or authorized his name to be signed, in the presence of de- 
ponent. 

There is no certificate whatever that these voters offered their 
votes, or that they were qualified to vote, but simply a certificate 
that they signed the petition. 

Take the next one: 

Personally appeared before me y8 ooy public, who on oath 
says that he was in charge of this petition on election day last, and that each 
citizen who was rejec by election managers came up and signed, or author- 
ized to be signed, hisname; that eachand every one was thoroughly info 
as to the nature of the petition. 

That is all the certificate there is in that case. Take the next 


one: 

mall d before me ——, who on oath says that each 
ine ona 33 ot the nature ot the petition before 3 „and they 
each and every one signed in the presence of deponent, who had charge of 
the petition during the entire day. 

It does not even say whether it was this particular petition or 
not, but simply that they signed a petition. Each one of these 
certificates certifies to these 8 facts. Then when you come 
to the signatures they run like this: James (his x mark) Fox, 


Taylor (his x mark) Edwards, Richard (his x mark) Belton, and 


soon. It is easy to see that the man who framed these petitions 
in advance and went, by his agents, to the various polling places 
among an ignorant set of voters could get any kind of a certifi- 
cate out of them that he saw fit to ask. 

5 pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expir 

r. JENKINS, I yield the gentleman three minutes more. 

Mr. POWERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to address myself 
to the legal 9 which was advanced here yesterday, that 
this kind of testimony is admissible on the ground that it is a 
declaration which is made admissible as part of the res geste. I 
submit very confidently to every lawyer on the floor of this House 
that this evidence has no single element that brings it within the 
rule that a declaration can be made admissible as part of the res 
geste. These declarations were not made accompanying any act, 
and it is a fundamental legal proposition that before a declara- 
tion can be admitted as a part of the res gest it must be shown 
to be not only contemporaneous with, but explanatory of, the fact 
that is spoken of 1 785 Witness. 

Mr. O TREET. Thegentleman, I suppose, does not under- 
take to say that these declarations were made at a time different 
from the 1 — election, or that they were made at a place other 
than the polling place, or in reference to any other subject than 
the casting of the votes there. 

Mr. POWERS. I undertake to say, in answer to my friend 
that upon each and every one of the grounds he has enumera 
in his inquiry these declarations are not admissible as a part of 
the res gest. Take the case of a dying man—where these ques- 
tions come in more frequently than elsewhere—he makes a decla- 
ration about the facts of his injury. If that declaration is made 
by him after the injury, the courts all say that it is a mere narra- 
tion of a past event, but if he makes a declaration at the time his 
assailant is at work upon him that is a contemporaneous declara- 
tion, and serves to explain his own conduct in the matter, and it 
is therefore admissible as a part of the res gest, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is that rule applicable to cases where men are 
injured in accidents? 

WERS. That rule is applicable everywhere. There is 
no wistinction between civil and criminal cases in this respect, 
and I invoke every text-book that treats of the subject in support 
of what I vn is 

Mr. TAWNEY. They will all refute you. 

Mr. POWERS. None of them will. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. POWERS. I can not stop for a question now; I have but 
three minutes. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. You have made a statement that needs 
contradiction. 

Mr. POWERS. Then answer it in your own time. 

I say, Mr. Speaker, that in order to make a declaration admis- 
sible as a part of the res gest, it must be contemporaneous with 
the act itself, or so near it as to prevent any possibility of self- 
interest creeping in to vary or influence it. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. POWERS. I can not be interrupted. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Stick to the record, then. 

Mr. POWERS. I will not be 3 Iam simply stating 
the law as set forth by Greenleaf and t and by every writer 
on this subject, and if My stemet can 1 an authority 
to the contrary he is at liberty to produce it. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I can produce it. 

Mr. POWERS. Produce it, then, in your own time, but do 
not interrupt me. z 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I say that these parties who went up and 
offered their votes were enga; in the transaction which consti- 
tuted the res geste, but when they went across the street or 
elsewhere and saw a man seated in a wagon and made declara- 
tions to him about it, those declarations were in no proper sense 


a he of the res 8 
r. TAWNEY. What is the res gestæ? 

Mr. POWERS. The res geste is the thing that is going on. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Was not that a part of it? 

Mr. POWERS. No, sir. The thing that was going on was the 
voting at that election, and what those men chose to say about 
it 5 was a subsequent narration, not a part of the thing 
itself. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not if made immediately afterwards? 

Mr. POWERS. If made a secondafterwards; if the transaction 
is ended, that excludes it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have been interrupted by several gentle- 
men who say they can contradict me on this proposition. I chal- 
lenge any one of them to produce a law book or any authority 
from a respectable court that contradicts it. 

Mr. OVERSTREET (holding a book in his hand). Will the 
gentleman read this authority? 


VVV 
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Mr. FAIRCHILD. My point against the gentleman from Ver- 
mont was not that he misstated the law, but that he made a wrong 
application of it to this case. 

Here the hammer fell. 
. JENKINS. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. WALKER]. 4 3 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. JENKINS] has no time at present. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. JoNES] is recognized. . 

Mr. JONES. Iyield my time to the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. JENKINS]. 

Mr. JENKINS. Inow yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 


from Virgi kee WALKER]. 

Mr. W. R of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, when I was cut off 
in my remarks I was asserting the proposition of law that the re- 
jection of a voter does not mean simply the rejection of a man 
who actually applied to the judges and was refused the right to 
vote, but that it applied to men where classes of voters were ex- 
cluded. The language of the law is (I read from McCrary on 
Elections, section 200): 

And in such a case, if the erroneous rule affects a class of voters and it has 
become generally known to the persons who are excluded by it, they may 
submit to it without waiving any Ban Arey although vag Ras not present them- 
selves at the polls and offer their ots. They have the right to take notice 
of the decision of the board in other cases pr ly like their own. 

To require each voter 8 to a class of excluded voters to go through 
the form of 8 his ot and having a separate ruling in each case 
would be an idle and useless formality. We are to look at the substance and 
not the formality. 

After a decision has been made by the election officers affecting the right 
of a class of persons to vote, and that d on becomes known, it is not 
necessary that every voter belonging to such class should offer his vote and 
haye it formally e 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Is not that statement of the 
law based upon the proposition that there was no election in that 
particular case? 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. I think not. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I think it is, 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. I think not. 

As is shown by the evidence in this case, the managers of elec- 
tion ruled early in the day that persons not having certificates of 
registration would not be allowed to vote, and they made procla- 
mation to this effect at the polling places. This ruling was com- 
municated to voters far and near who were on their way to the 
polls and were met and turned back on account of this ruling. 

This principle has been sustained by the House of Representa- 
tives ina number of contested election cases. (See following cases 
in Digest of Contested Election Cases of the Fifty-first Congress: 
Miller vs. Elliott, 515; Goodrich vs. Bullit, 584; Mudd vs. Comp- 
ton, 153; Waddill vs. Wise, 224.) 

It seems clear, therefore, that the votes rejected as set forth in 
the lists furnished by the contestant and which are proved by 
the list keepers should be counted for the contestant. 

But it is said the officers of election were guilty of no fraud and 
that they did their duty under the law. Mr. Speaker, if gentle- 
men mean by this that the election officers, all of whom belonged 
to the Democratic party, were guilty of no fraud, they have not 
read the evidence in this case. The gentleman from Missouri 

Mr. DE Armonp], and I understood he was indorsed by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MCCALL], says that the election 
was fairly held in a general way, and that there is no evidence of 
fraud; that the officers of election attempted in good faith to ob- 
serve the law. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. 
that I made no such statement. 

Mr. WALKER of 5 Then I misunderstood the gentle- 
man, and I cheerfully make the correction. Certainly that was the 
statement of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE AR MOND], as 
can be seen by reference to the RECORD of this morning. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if the gentlemen mean to say that there are 
not many evidences of fraud upon the day of election, I accept 
the statement. But gentlemen know, and the record sustains the 
statement, that there was no necessity for fraud on the day of 
election. The fraud had been committed before—in the registra- 
tion—which made the success and the return of the Democratic 
candidate a certainty beyond a reasonable doubt. There was no 
necessity for committing fraud on the day of election, because 
before that day 5 had been settled by the grossest 
frauds ever commi upon the elective franchise of any people. 
Why, sir, the supervisors of registration were all Democratic of- 
ficials; so were all the election officers in the State of South Caro- 
lina—all Democrats. And I say here now that whenever it is 
shown that every election officer at a given election belongs to 
one — is prima facie evidence of fraud. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, these supervisors of registration in effect 


I desire to say to my friend 
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denied the right of registration to voters. There was only one 
place of registration in each county. Voters desiring to register 
were required to go on foot or as best they could in order to reach 
the place, 25 or 30 miles away, perhaps, where they were re- 
quired to register® Not only that, but the registration days 
were on the first Monday of each month from December till 
July, and on no other day could they be allowed to register. The 


proof in this case shows that the supervisors of registration came 
to the places of registration at 9 or 10 o'clock in the morning; 
that they dallied and fooled with the registration, and, as one wi 
ness expressed it, were the slowest men with the pen that he ever 
saw. They would require hundreds of men to stand in line all 
day when those men were of opposite politics. But whenever a 
Democrat came up he was promptly and immediately registered. 
Republican voters were told, Stand back; we have no time to 
attend to you now.” Some were too old and some too young to 
register. ese supervisors would hold the poll open an hour or 
two in the morning, then adjourn for dinner; stay away two or 
three hours, and on their return hold the 1 open an hour 
or two, and then go home, spog to those who had failed to se- 
cure registration, Come back the first Monday of next month.” 
When they came backon the first Monday of the next month, the 
same thing occurred. Itis known that in some cases men at- 
tended on every registration day, six times in the year, and could 
never obtain registration. 

When pees were registered they were furnished with a cer- 
tificate of registration, which was numbered, and the number had 
to correspond with the name and number upon the book. When 
the voters went to the polls it was found that hundreds of these 
registration certificates did not correspond with the entries on the 
books. A man would be rejected, for instance, because when he 
presented his certificate—No. 110, we will sup the election 
officers would say, ‘* Your name as entered here is No. 109.” How 
did such things occur? The cases of that kind were so numerous 
that it can not be assumed that they arose from mistake or acci- 
dent. By all the rules of circumstantial evidence we have the 
right to Tappo that it was intentionally done. Gentlemen talk 
about there having been no frauds. These are illustrations of the 
frauds committed, not on the day of the election, but before the 
election—frauds which rendered it unnecessary to commit any on 
the day of the election. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, my time is so limited that I find myself very 
much embarrassed in dealing with the points in this case. The 
evidence of these frauds appears in the result of the election. On 
the day of the election the contestee received 7,361 votes; the con- 
testant only 3,090. There were rejected 7,336 votes. In other 
words, the rejected votes lacked only 25 of equaling the number 
given for the contestee. Two-fifths of the whole number of voters 
who went to the polls were rejected. Three-fourths of all the 
Republican voters who presented themselves at the polls were 
rejected. Hundreds of voters, as is shown, stayed away from the 

lis—did not offer to vote, because, being Republican voters, the 

ew that under the unconstitutional registration laws of Sou 
Carolina their votes would be rejected for want of the certificate 
of registration, or for want of some other formality required by 
that unconstitutional law. Almost every one of the votes re- 
jected was rejected for failure to comity with some one or more 
of the provisions of the unconstitutional registration laws. This 
alone is sufficient to defeat the contestee. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask in all seriousness whether the votes of Ameri- 
can citizens are to be trifled with in this manner? I ask members 
of this House whether they can say that a man is honestly elected 
and returned to this House when as many votes are rejected as the 
number of votes he received? Isaynot. I say that the man who 
claims to be entitled to a seat in this House must show that he has 
eee a plurality of the honest votes that were tendered at the 

ection. 

But, recognizing this, the able chairman of the committee takes 
the position that there was no election. Now, will it be held by 
this House that in this case, where it is shown that 7,336 votes 
were tendered, and tendered by men who are proved to have been 
Spee. who were known to be supporters of the contestant, 
and whose votes are rejected, will it be claimed that the contest- 
ant shall be turned down and the case referred back to the people 
for another election? If he goes back, does he go back to 
elected by the same electors? Isit contended that he will go back 
under the same conditions and circumstances that prevailed when 
the former election was held? No. We have a new election law 
in South Carolina by which an educational and a property quali- 
fication are prescribed as prerequisite to the right to vote. Ah,“ 
gentlemen say, that law does not go into effect until the Ist of 
next November.” But the governor of South Carolina has the 
right to fix the time for the election, and he will not fix that time 
until the new law goes into effect, you may rest assured of that. 

Even if you send the contestant home again to be voted for he 
will not be voted for by the same voters; you will not submit his 
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Spie 1O, he ee sor it was submitted before. 
ings have since then. Why, gentlemen on the other 
side admit that there was fraud; they admit that there is an un- 
constitutional law, and yet they come forward and seek to shelter 
themselves behind the technicalities of the law. They shel- 
ter themselves behind the strict rules of evidence applicable to a 
criminal or to a nisi prius trial. I claim that the members of the 
House are bound by no ironclad rules of evidence. I claim that 
there is in the House the power to do right and to do justice, but 
not to sanction fraud. e same — say that we must be 
governed by the strict rules of evidence, and that we must try the 
case by the strictest technicalities of the law; themselves strain at 
gnats when it comes to counting votes of honest electors and 
swallow the grossest frauds committed by sworn election officers. 

Now, if I can be allowed a minute, I propose to show that the 
tally lists are properly counted; that they are part of the res 

. Why, gentlemen say and contend that the res geste 
mean just what occurred before and in the presence of the man- 
agers of the election. I contend that the res gestware extended to 
and embrace not only what occurred in the immediate presence 
of the judges of the election, but what occurred from the time the 
elector received his ballot, passed into the booth, prepared and 
delivered it to the managers, and until he returned and announced 
immediately before witnesses then and there what took place. 
The lists that we count are all composed of the names of men whe 
went into the booths and were rejected. tice are made up, as I 
have shown, of men who immediately turned, after their rejec- 
tion, and made their declaration and gave their names to the list 
keeper. I hold it is not -only part of the res geste but itis the 
best and only evidence of which the case is capable. 

How would you prove that 7,000 voters were rejected? Gentle- 
men say you must have the best evidence. The best evidence is 
. upon, and they say you must bring every one of the 7,000 
men to the book and take his testimony. that be insisted upon, 
it is a practical exclusion of justice. It is insisting upon an impos- 
sibility. Why, all a candidate need do if he desires to make 
his frauds unimpeachable would be to make them so great, so ex- 
tensive, that you could not reach them by evidence, If he de- 
frauded 10 men, you might prove it by the evidence of the 10 men; 
but if he defrauded 10,000 men you make the fraud so great that 
it is impossible to expose it by the testimony of the parties them- 
selves. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the names of the voters who were thus ex- 
cluded were taken down by the list ak on theday of the elec- 
tion and either immediately at the polls or within a very short 
distance thereof. This was done openly and publicly, and in one 
case at least so publicly that the ocratic officers of election 
ordered the list keepers away and compelled them to take a posi- 
tion farther off. In other words, these men were so close to the 

that the managers and officers of election drove them away. 

depositions of . 5 list keepers were taken and will be found 
in the record in this case. They prove the following facts: First, 
that all the persons whose names are upon the list were at the 
polls on that date. Every man whose name is on the list was 
proved to be there on seen a ween: as soon 3 BAR 50 
jected they reported to the list keepers in person and claimed tha 
they intended to vote for the contestant and were refused. It is 
contended by the contestee that this is not strict legal evidence to 
establish the rights of those persons to vote and that they can not 
be counted for the contestant for that reason. The counsel for 
the contestee contends that there is no pet ery that such per- 
sons were legal voters, possessing the q tions 5 y 
the constitution, which are as follows: 

First. were years of 

— That y Lad raidai in the State twelve months and in the 
county 


Third. Teeter were not laboring under some of the disabilities mentioned 
in the constitution. 

In reply we think that the evidence furnished was the very best 
which, under the circumstances of the case, it was possible to ob- 
tain. The statements made by the rejected voters and the list 
taken by the keepers at the time and place where the elections 
were being held were part of the res gestæ. It was the very best 
evidence that it was practicable to obtain without examining on 
oath each and every one of the 7,336 voters illegally excluded and 

vented from casting their ballots. To require the taking of all 
is evidence would render a contest impossible to the contestant. 

The persons whose names are on the excluded list did not vote 
at the election, because their names are not found on the list of 
persons voting. The poll list shows this and is conclusive proof 
against the contestee that they did not vote. 

The registration books will also show whether the names found 
on said lists are the registration books. 

These books arein the possession of the Democratic officers, and 
it would have been an easy task to show whether the persons 
whose names are on the lists were on the registration books or not. 

The lists were put in evidence by the contestant, and the con- 
testee had ample time to inspect the lists and compare them with 


the registration books; to inquire whether the claiming 
to have their votes counted were legally 8 under 
the constitution. No evidence is offered by the contestee to con- 
tradict the facts sought to be established by the said lists. 

First. No evidence is offered to prove that a single voter whose 
name is on the list was not present at the voting place on the day 
of election. 

Second. No evidence is offered to prova that the names of any 
of the said persons were not on the registration books. 

Third. It is not attempted by the contestea to prove that a 
single one of the 7,336 voters were not citizens of the State of 
South Carolina, having resided in the State one year and in the 
county sixty days before the election. 

Fourth. It is not shown that any of the persons claiming to be 
rejected actually voted on that day. 

Fifth. Is is not shown that any of the persons embraced in said 
lists were disqualified from voting by reason of conviction of in- 
famous crime, larceny, or dueling. 

It is said that the party claiming that his vote should be counted 
must show that the voter offered to vote; that heis a legally qual- 
ified voter in all respects; and that to require the opposite party 
to prove that he is not a legally qualified voter is to require proof 

0. 


of a negativ 


Now, we deny the first branch of this proposition in the broad 
terms in which it is asserted. When a citizen who is registered 
as a voter applies to an officer of election to vote, and his vote is 
objected to and challenged on a single ground and is rejected on 
that ground alone, itis and must be taken as prima facie evidence 
that the ground of objection made is the only objection relied 
upon and the only objection which exists. When a voter removes 
that objection and none other is made against him, his vote must 
be received. He is not called upon or required to prove without 
further challenge that he is possessed of all the qualifications 
prescribed by the Constitution. So when the 7,336 Republican 
voters were rejected solely on tard amas that they had not been 
registered or did not produce satisfactory certificates of registra- 
tion at a time when there was no valid registration law in the 
State of South Carolina, the presumption arose that there was no 
other objection to their voting and that they possessed the quali- 
fications requisite to the exercise of the right of naitago: 

On the second branch, that the contestee is required to provea 
negative, we reply that the person challenging a registered voter 
is always required to prove that the voter is not qualified, and 
such a requirement does not amount to negative proof; nor is it 
true, as a proposition of law, that the party can never be required 
to 1 a negative. 

e fact that a voter is registered is prima facie evidence that 
he is a legal elector, posse: of all the qualifications required by 
the law, andthe person who chall a registered voter must 
state the ground of his challenge and prove it, though it requires 
him to prove a negative. 

The Rage views of the members of the committee result 
from the different interpretations of the rules of evidence to be 
applied by the House in this case. The able chairman of the com- 
mittee concedes that the evidence clearly establishes such frauds 
upon the part of the election officers as render the election void, 
but he holds to the view that the evidence is not sufficient to count 
the rejected votes or any part of them in favor of the contestant. 
Four of the members of the majority ignore all the rejected votes, 
while the fifth concedes that a portion of the rejected votes should 
be counted for contestant, but splits hairs upon technical rules of 
evidence and fails to count enough to elect him. The majority 
ignore the frauds practiced by the election officers in coming to a 
conclusion, but the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS], in 
his very able and exhaustive speech in favor of the majority report, 
gives away his case when he uses the following language: 

No matter how obnoxious it may be to us, we should see to it that the will 
of the people as d a ot box is carried out. That will include 
condemnation of fraud and intimidation. Every effort ought to be made to 
have free and fair elections. It is the very substructure of government. 
Murder, robbery, and horse stealing should have a secondary consideration 
compared with the great questions involved in a free, fair election and an 
absolutely honest count. y attempt at dishonesty in elections should not 
only be frowned spon and condemned, but those ble for it should be 
. — to the full extent of the law, ostracized, and absolutely ualified 

om ever participating in elections or korig any ofice of profit or trust. 
So important has the question become that it is one of the highest duties of 


citizenship to demand that nothing shall be more sacred than the right of 
the citizen to vote and have his vote counted. 


All dan of a man losing his vote by reason of technicalities should be re- 
moved. r and just registration and election laws should not only be 
favored but fairly and honestly enforced, and this i ht shi be 


any argument to 
requirements of 
the statute rs and imposes conditions and 
makes unreasonable and burdensome requirements not warranted by the 
constitution; and I think the law is void. 
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It seemed almost like a denial of = to require the evidence of the re- 
jected voter himself, or, what might answer as w ope Marea ota parson 
who stood close enough to the ot box to hear all that was said could 
828 he saw A tender his vote and heard him say that he wanted to 
vote for the contestant, and that his vote was refused because he was not reg- 
istered; and it should appear by the testimony of A, or some one else know- 
ing the facts, that the rejected voter was a qualified elector of the precinct 
where offering to vote. 

Hard cases make a shipwreck of principles, and while the power of the 
House is very great, and while I think we ongir not to be controlled by tech- 
nical rules of evidence, I believe it very safe to be governed in these cases by 
common-law rules of evidence, and do not think we ought to formulatea rule 
for the government of any particular case; but think that every case can 
well afford to be proven by well-established rules of evidence that have come 
down to us through the many years of our jurisprudence, and that the case 
should be ruled without reference to the numbers of the rejected vote. 

The gentleman in these eloquent words admits fraud and intimi- 
dation and raises a freeman’s voice in behalf of a free ballot and 
a fair count; and yet the result reached by the majority of the 
committee and sanctioned by him gives full effect to the most 
outrageous frauds practiced under cover of an unconstitutional 
law. He admits and says in words that— 

The lawful electors of South Carolina are, by the requirements of the stat- 
ute, deprived of their constitutional rights, and the statute does impair the 
rights of electors and conditions and makes unreasonable and bur- 
densome requirements not warranted by the constitution. 

And yet the gentleman insists that the contestee is honestly 
elected and that the action of the election officers of South Caro- 
lina should be approved and sanctioned. But the gentlemen who 
favor the majority report insist that this case must be disposed 
of, not upon its merits but according to the strict rules of law; 
that we must ignore justice and lay down rules for the govern- 
ment of future cases. In short, that we must do evil that good 
may come; do injustice to-day in order to avoid the possibility of 
doing injustice hereafter. $ : 

The gentleman: from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS] expresses this 
idea when he exclaims, ‘‘ Hard cases make a shipwreck of prin- 


ciples.” 

his is the special pleading of one who sees and admits the 
hardship and injustice of seating the contestee, and honestly seeks 
to do justice, but sticks in the bark of precedents and hesitates 
before imaginary evils, Every case must be decided by its own 
circumstances, and this House can not be bound by any iron rule 
of law or precedent to do woe ` 4 

The only ground upon which it can be asked to set aside this 
election and order a new one is that it is not proved by legal évi- 

‘dence that the contestant received a sufficient number of votes 
to give him a majority. It is clear from the evidence in the record 
in this case that if the contestant did not receive a majority of 
the votes cast at the election he was unlawfully deprived of them 
by the partisan manner in which the laws were executed, by 
frauds in the election practiced by the contestee or his political 
friends, and by intimida tion and illegal practices. To allow the 
contestee and his friends to obtain any advantage from their own 
wrong would be to offer a premium for such practices. It is but 
the exercise of a well-established rule of equity, that no man shall 
take advantage of his own wrong, and that when fraud is once 
proved all presumptions are against the wrongdoer. 

If the purity of the ballot box is to be preserved, if the right of 
every qualified voter to have his ballot cast according to his wish 
and counted as cast is to be preserved, if the right of a majority 
of the electors, as expressed through the ballot box, to choose their 
representatives in Congress is to be protected and preserved, it 
must be done by the representatives of all the people of these 
United States in Congress assembled. 

It is vain for the people of South Carolina to expect protection 
from their State laws or from the officers who are chosen to ad- 
minister them. If fraud, intimidation, and unjust laws admin- 
istered in a partisan spirit oppress the citizens of the State of 
South Carolina in the exercise of their domestic affairs and de- 
prive them of representation in the halls of the State legislature, 
it behooves the House of Representatives of the United States to 
see that citizens of the United States are not made the victims of 
State tyranny and are not deprived of representation in the halls 
of the National Legislature by unconstitutional laws or by fraudu- 
lent practices. 7 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Virginia has expired. 

N of Virginia. I do not like to ask the indulgence 
of the House, but I have not disturbed it very much during the 
session. Ihave but little further to say, and would ask unani- 
mous consent to conclude my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro 1 Is there objection to the gentle- 
man from e ens concluding his remarks? 

Mr. KEM. [I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska 


i WALKER of Virginia, permed 

Mr. W. of Virginia. Then I will ask ission to in- 
sert the balance of my remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. KEM. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Kem] objects. 
[Laughter.] 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska 


Mr. orig a a 

Mr. W. R of Virginia. I trust the day may come when 
Mr. Kem will forget to object. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Would it be in order for the 
gentleman to move to print his remarks in the RECORD? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It could only be done by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I wish it were possible for me 
to make mper heard by every gentleman who must finally 
determine this case as a juror and as a judge of the law and 
the facts. 

I consider that the right of a gentleman to a seat in the House 
of Representatives, under our form of Government, is what may 
properly be called a sacred righ 

t of an interested 


t. 

There is in this case an attempt upon the 
gentleman to wrest from another man a seat that he now holds by 
virtue of the law, and I do not know, for my part, how gentle- 
men are to determine this very important question unless they are 
familiar with the facts that are involved in this case. 

I want to say, Mr. , to all of my Republican associates 
on the floor of this House that if they will sit down and canvass 
this testimony as carefully as I have canvassed it for months they 
will have no hesitation in coming to the same conclusion that a 
majority of the committee have come to in this case. 

I want to say to every gentleman upon the floor of this House 
that there is no more question about the right of the contestee to 
his seat in this House than there is to the right of any other Lape 
tleman upon the floor of this House. I believe that he holds it 
according to law, and I do firmly believe as a lawyer, asa citizen, 
and as a member of this House that to undertake, under the law 
in this case and upon the facts as I shall present them to this 
House, to take that man’s seat away from him would be deliberate 
fraud not only upon him, but upon the sovereign State of South 


I do not hesitate to say that asa Republican. I have givena 
large amount of time, as the chairman of this committee, the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MCCALL], can testify, to the 
consideration of this case. I have gone over every word of this 
evidence time and again, and I want to assert to this House that 
up to this moment the underlying facts in this case, that must 
govern it, and that ought to determine the right to this seat, have 
not been presented to this House. I am willing that you should 
take the most partisan lawyer who sits upon the Republican side 
of this House, and if it could be referred to him as a referee, I 
would refer this case to him and abide by his decision, if he would 
only examine the facts. 

ere is a great mistake made, Mr. Speaker, at the very thresh- 
old of this case. Many gentlemen attach too much importance, 
in my judgment, to what they call the power of this House. 
other words, they look upon it as though this was a House having 
a power unto itself, that there was no sppeah that there was no 
limit to its power, and that no one had a right to criticise its 
action. While I recognize the high constitutional power of this 
House, I say, Mr. Speaker, that it must consider t constitu- 
tional power in connection with an implied power, that this 
House has the right of judging of the elections, returns, and 
ualifications of its members according to the law and the evi- 
ence, 

Now, as a member of this House and of the Elections Commit- 
tee, witheighteen cases pending before that committee, I have had 
the honor to participate in thedecisions of that committee. When 
I sat down to determine those cases I knew of no other guide but 
to anchor myself to the law and the evidence as I understood it, 
not as some other gentlemen understood it. I was guided in all 
ay deliberations by the law and the evidence in this case. In 
other words, I have tried to treat this case and every case that 
came within my jurisdiction 3 asa judge would upon the 
bench, and not as a politician would upon the rostrum when he 
was addressing a political convention. 

Mr. HEPBURN. “Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

The SPE. pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Wis- 
consin yield to the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. JENKINS. For one question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. You have stated that you were guided by 
the law. Have you been guided by the provisions of the statute 
of South Carolina in the cases that you have examined from that 
State, with regard to the method of ascertaining the intent of the 
voter? Have you felt that the law of South lina was obli- 
gatory upon you with reference to ascertaining theintent? Prob- 
ably with reference to the qualifications of the voter it would 
control, but does it control you in the other respect? 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I can not answer all the ques- 
tions now that may be asked in a discussion like this, but I sige 
before I get through, my very 3 legal friend from Iowa 


be satisfied with my explanation. I want to continue my line of 
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thought, and I shall be willing, at the close of it, to answer any 
nenon; but the question that is now asked me is not involved 
this case. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in connection with this one thought as to 
the constitutional power of this House, there is another constitu- 
tional provision that must be considered by this House in deter- 
mining this question, and that is, Mr. Speaker, that the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, which governs us, has placed the power 
within the States to determine the entire question of electing 
members of Congress. There is also a power lying within the 
Constitution which permits, not the House, but the Congress of 
the United States, to also regulate the manner of electing Repre- 
sentatives, but up to this day the Congress has never asse its 
constitutional power in this regard. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, 
notwithstanding that a sovereign State may not do just exactly 
what is right, I insist as a lawyer that there is no power within 
either of the Houses of Congress separately to override the law 
of a sovereign State as far as this question is concerned. I say 
that the law of a sovereign State at this time, providing for the 
election of members of this House, is absolutely binding upon 
this House according to the Constitution of the United States. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that is a position that I am willing to leave 
to the country. I do not care to submit it to a politician, but I 
insist that, sitting here to-day, this House ought to carefully 
these great questions. Gentlemen sitting around me here to-day 
have said that the time has come when we ought to reach out the 
strong arm of this House and assert Republican rights in those 
States, but I want to say to the House and the country, as I re- 
plied to those gentlemen, that there is danger lurking in positions 
of that kind. The very first duty that devolves upon this House 
is to be governed by the law itself. I tell you that the Republican 
party has lost more power in this country by usurping rights that 
never belon to it under the Constitution than it has by any 
other thing it has to combat, 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Willyou 2 me to ask you a question? 

Mr. JENKINS. One question; but if Iam to be tly in- 
terrupted I can not Sent my views in this matter. 

Mr, OVERSTREET. Will you be kind enough to state what 


power the ublican usurped? 
Mr. JENKIN S. Iwill open a law school and gladly admit you, 
but I can not now. 

Mr. STEELE, You have made a declaration you have no right 
to make unless you offer something to substantiate it. 

Mr. JENKINS. Ido not want to be interrupted by these gen- 
tlemen unless it is necessary. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I say that I have the right to my views upon 
this question; and I have a right to present them to this House. 
I do note that everything that I may say as a matter of law 
will accord with the views of every other gentleman; but I am 
submitting my own views. I am speaking here in answer to those 

tlemen who insist that whenever we have the power to electa 
publican we should exercise that right. I say that we are just 

as much under the influence and power of the law in this Congress 
as the humblest citizen in the United States. I say now that if 
there is any attempt to do what is wrong, if there is any attempt 
to do unlawful things, any attempt to violate the Constitution, 
let the Democrats do it, as they have continuously been doing. I 
do not want that charge successfully made against the Republican 


rty. 

I say as a general proposition that I assume that some of the 
States of the South have not done their duty. They have not 
conformed to the law, but we should not make matters worse by 
stepping in and absolutely violating the law and counting a man 
in here when the law does not justify it. I am only standing here 
upon the law. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in personal defense of myself I want to an- 
swer one little thrust made at me yesterday; and I am sorry that 
the remarks are not in the RECORD, so that 1 could do no gentle- 
man any injustice about the matter. A question was flauntingly 
asked and answered in this House with reference to my voting 
with the Democrats. Well, now, Mr. Speaker, I do not know that 
I need to enter into any defense of my Republicanism. I stood 
here from April, 1861, to July, 1865, with a musket defending the 
principles of the Republican pi in my very feeble way. For 
over twenty-five years I have been a humble member of the Re- 
poean party; and I can say what few other gentlemen on this 

oor can say—I never was guilty of voting for a Democrat in my 
life, and by God’s help never will. [Laughter.] There is some- 
thing not common between the Democracy and myself; but when 
a matter like this is intrusted to me as a member of this House I 
am going to discharge my full duty without any reference to pol- 
itics. Now, then, I propose to answer the question the gentleman 
from Indiana asked yesterday upon this floor with reference tomy 
position in this matter, and that is all I want. I want to know 


as it is now stated that the record shows that against seating the 
contestant in this case there were 6 votes out of 9—3 Democrats 
and 3 Republicans—in the committee—— 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Did I not admit that? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gennom yield? 

Mr. JENKINS. Ido not. Iinsist, Mr. Speaker, that I am sup- 
ported by most excellent authority, by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. MCCALL], who has honorably served in this Con- 

and in Babli Congresses in election cases, and by the 
very able gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Coppa], both con- 
curring with my views that the contestant in this case is not enti- 
tled to the seat. So far I have very honorable support in m 
proposition. We did not come toaconclusionin ahurry. It took 
months of hard work to get down to a conclusion in this matter. 
The only difference is that Brother CoDDING, as able a lawyer as 
there is in Pennsylvania, disagrees with me, and says that some 
of the lists can be counted, while he goes far enough to hold the 
minority report in this case was wrong. I am supported in m 
conclusions by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MCCALL 
that you can not count a single vote on these lists. 

Now, | want to know why I should be singled out and abused, 
and charged with confederating with my Democratic associates, 
I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that I am proud of my Democratic 
associates on this committee as legal gentlemen, as honest, con- 
scientious gentlemen as I ever met in my life; and I regret the 
covert attacks that are made on those honorable gentlemen, as 
was done by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. ALKER], and 
the assault on them in the pending 3 report. Injustice 
was done those gentlemen. ey were among the first on that 
committee to announce their views to us that this law was uncon- 
stitutional. It is only just to the Democrats to state that. Iwas 
absolutely surprised at them myself. My learned colleague [Mr. 
MCCALL of Miranha] is a witness to their views. He is a 
witness that there was no hesitation upon their part. 

There was no cowardice on their part, and if my learned friend 
from Virginia had been as industrious in the committee as he was 
in getting votes in the State of Virginia at that time he would 
have become as familiar with their views as I am. So I say that 
so far as that is concerned there is no fault to be found with those 
gentlemen. I want to know why I should be charged with want 
of loyalty to the Republican because I do not agree with 
these three learned gentlemen? y, my friend who made that 
attack Spon me was in his swaddling clothes, feeding out of a 
nursin ttle, when I was out here in the State of Virginia try- 
ing to keep the Democratic party from overthrowing this Govern- 
ment! [Laughter.] I was a Republican when my learned friend 
from Virginia was a Democrat, sree everything he could to over- 
turn the Constitution of the United States. I was a Republican 
here when my learned friend was down in Virginia helping the 
Democratic party to deprive the loyal n voters of that State 
of their political rights. I ama prih oan yet. Iadmire the 
honesty of the gentleman. I admire his bravery and his courage. 
But new converts are always zealous, and he must not charge me 
with cowardice or want of loyalty to the Republican party because 
I fail to follow my colleagues on the committee in their views. 
Am I to be abused and charged with want of loyalty to the Re- 
publican party because I refuse to follow the views of the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. THomas], who was not educated for the 
bar? I think that, with twenty-five years’ experience at the bar, 
Iam as competent to Judge of these election cases as the gentle- 
men who have attacked me. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Who has abused you? 

Mr. JENKINS ee And Ido not see why a man is 
to be charged with being lacking in loyalty to his party because 
he honestly disagrees with the views of gentlemen with whom he 
is associated. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. JENKINS. For one question, 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Have I ever accused you of want 


of loy: to 4 party? 

Mr. S. General, if you will sit down until I get 
through, you and I will talk this matter over. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am very anxious to present this case to this 
House, but I want to say that up to this time the particular facts 
of the case have not been fully presented. My very learned friend 
from Massachusetts [Mr. MCCALL], the chairman of the commit- 
tee, was prepared to present them, but he was interrupted so 
much that he was unable to complete his presentation of the ques- 
tions that are directly involved in the case. 

Let us see first about the constitutional provision, There has 
been much in the way of attack upon that provision. The com- 
mittee were all agreed, not that the election laws of the State of 
South Carolina were unconstitutional, but that the registration 
law of that State was unconstitutional, and, as I have said, upon 
that subject the committee were unanimous. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what were the committee to do under the 
circumstances? We were confronted with the question which was 
presented in the brief and in the argument, and we had to deal 
with it. We held, as I have said, that that registration law 
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was unconstitutional, but the 
did this House have the power 


8 we had to consider was, 
declare that there was no elec- 
tion because that law was unconstitutional? 
friend from Delaware [Mr. WILLIS] that we 
hold that there had been an election in that 
had been acquiescence in that registration law for over twelve 
ears. But our view was that there really was no registration 


Let me say to my 
d that we would 
tate, because there 


w there. An unconstitutional law is no law, and there was 
nothing, so far as the registration was concerned, to prohibit those 
men from voting. . : 

Mr.FAIRCHILD. Except the Democraticmanagers of election. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. They were prohibited from voting, though. 

Mr. JENKINS. The next question was, How were we to deal 
with the case? I have gone further in committee and in my pri- 
vate views, as the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McCaLi 
can testify, than any other member of the committee. Ihave said, 
as the gentleman from Massachusetts said this morning, that if we 
found that a voter had stayed at home because he was advised that 
his vote would not be accepted we would include that vote—that 
is, we would not countit, but we would include it for the purpose of 
holding that there was no election. We could not count it unless 
the man went to the po and tendered his vote or was prevented 
from tendering it. How can you count the vote of a man who 
has never gone to the poll or offered his vote? That is the great 

uestion here, and I will show before I get through that the tes- 

ony of the contestant’s own witnesses shows that there were 
enough voters to change the result who never tendered their votes, 
Being confronted with that question, we adopted the rule which 
was stated in my previous remarks upon this case. We said we 
would count the vote of every man whose vote ought to be counted, 
just as though it had been counted there on election day. But we 
required some conditions. We required it to be shown that the 
man was a voter. We required it to be shown that he went tothe 
poll and tendered his vote or was prevented from tendering it. 
And I say here to-day that I join in the conclusion reached in the 
case of Waddill vs. Wise, that where the voter went up to vote 
and was prevented from reaching the poll, but was standing there 
intending to vote, and where it was known for whom he would 
vote, I would count that man’s vote just as readily as though it 
had been cast. That is my legal position. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. What difference is there between that case 
and this, where these men went to the polls and tendered their 
votes and were not permitted to vote? 

Mr. JENKINS. I am sorry my learned friend did not stay here 
and listen to the argument, because if he had done so he would 
not ask that question. The difficulty is that there is not a icle 
of proof as to many of these voters that they did what the gentle- 


man says they did. 

Mr. PAIRCHILD. I will say to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
that I have listened very carefully to the argument of this case. 
Besides that, I have studied it for two nights at my room, and I 
find plenty. of evidence of just that kind—enough to seat the con- 
testan 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I object to the gentleman inter- 
Pong en argument into my time. I am not responsible for the 
views he may pnan I say, Mr. Speaker, that in the case of 
Waddill vs. Wise the committee of this House insisted that the 
voters should becalled. Each and every qualified voter was called 
and testified, showing his qualification, s oving that he went to 
the polls, showing that he had his vote there, showing for whom 
he voted; and those facts being shown, the House counted the 
votes. Butin this case that has not been done. 

Now, I want to say to-day, answering the question which was 
asked by the gentleman from Massachusetts, that if you will sit 
down and examine this evidence—I am . as a lawyer, not 
asa la n—I say to-day that I am willing any lawyer should 
take this evidence and go through it, and I will give him a dollar 
apiece for every voter that he will say is qualified to vote on that 
list as obtained from the record. 

Pie FAIRCHILD, I say to the gentleman that I will take his 
er. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 8 I do not want 
to be interrupted by a gentleman who knows nothing about this 
case. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
declines to yield and must not be interrupted without his consent. 

Mr.OVERSTREET. Will the gentleman yield a moment tome? 

Mr. JENKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I wish to ask the gentleman whether in 
ee to the excluded voters in every one of those six precincts 
in Sumter County the qualification of the voter is not shown by 
the evidence? 
woe 3 No, sir, not in one case; and I will demon- 

ate it. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. T hope the gentleman still keeps open his 
offer of “a dollar apiece,” and will let me present him the 
proofs that he has called for. [Laughter.] 


Mr. JENKINS. Now, Mr. S er, I have made my statement, 
I want it distinctly unders what I am insisting upon in be- 
half of the Republican party in this House, you want to count 
any of these votes you must have satisfactory proof that the man 
who offered to cast the vote was a qualified voter under the law 
of the State of South Carolina, that he tendered his vote or was 
prevented from tendering it. 

Right here is where I jon issue with my learned friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. MCCALL], the able chairman of this com- 
mittee. Isay thatif he consistently accepts his own conclusion 
he must unite with the majority of this committee, because the 
only difference between us is this: He says there is no proof that 
these men ought to have been permitted to vote; that is, there is 
no 1 sufficient to entitle them to have their votes counted. 
Well, if you can not count their votes, how can you hold a new 
election? 

Isay again, so that I may not be misunderstood, that if the 
proof showed that these men whose votes were rejected werequal- 
ified voters, that they were at the polls to vote and were pre- 
vented from voting, then we should count them for the purpose 
of declaring there was no election, but could not count them un- 
less the voters actually tendered their votes, or were prevented 
from tendering them by the crowd around the polls, or something 
of that kind. 

Now, let us see how gentlemen on the other side get at the vote 
in this case, In the first place, there is not a particle of differ- 
ence among the members of this committee until we come to the 
counting of these rejected votes. We are unanimous in our view 
as to the unconstitutionality of the registration law. We are 
unanimous in counting those votes to which I called attention 
yesterday. The fact is, we have given the minority more lawful 
votes than they themselves have counted, We have been willing 
to do that. Now they go to work and take the vote that was con- 
tained in the official return and they add to it 427 votes obtained 
from Richland County. Then they say they have by that process 
3,083 votes. Then they count 4,523, and, adding that to the num- 
ber we have given them credit for, they claim a majority of 288. 
Now, remember that they themselves find a majority of only 288 
out of 3,736 votes on these lists. On those lists, all they can count 


is 4,523. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Did the | oes reet hear my statement 
that 233 was a misprint. It should be 312. That is an accurate 
computation. 


Mr. JENKINS. One hundred more? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENKINS. Now, we will give them credit for 100 more, 
so that they will have 333. They have made a mistake in footing 
up the official returns. We called attention to it in the majori 
report, but the minority ignored it in their report. That redu 
their count 9, according to their own confession. 

Now, they start out with a majority of only 333 according to 
their claim, which will be reduced in the manner I have stated to 
812. The question is, how do they obtain this vote? The atten- 
tion of the House has been called to the fact that 1 — to the elec- 
tion certain persons went to work and had prin tition or 
the heading of a petition which they circulated at eac U. and 
the minority report claims that the heading to that pe ition re- 
cites every requisite to establish the right of the voter to have his 
vote counted. In common fairness to the rights of these 2 
I will submit the heading of this petition to any gentleman familiar 
with the law on this subject; and I claim you willnot find a single 
element there that qualifies the voter. The petition is addressed 
to this House, and it alleges that the persons who claim to have 
their votes counted are over 25 years of age, male residents of the 
precinct, and are qualified to register and to vote. Now, I do not 
want to be hypercritical or technical, but I will leave it to any 
lawyer whether that is not leading“ of the worst character. 
Here are men permitted to testify in this way, and no opportunity 
is given to cross-examine them to ascertain whether their state- 
ments are true or not, 

But what do they say? They say that they desired and in- 
tended to vote. Mark that; they desired and intended to vote, 
not that they offered to vote, not that they tried to vote, not that 
they were prevented from voting, but that they desired and in- 
tended to vote. That may be all true; but what we are complain- 
ing of is that it is not sufficient evidence to show a direct offer on 
their part to vote. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. JENKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Have you any doubt that if 
there had been an entirely fair election in that district the con- 
testant would have received a majority of the votes cast? 

Mr. JENKINS. I want to say to the gentleman that when a 
judge sits on the bench—I do not care what view he may have as 
to the guilt or innocence of the person arraignei—he must be 
governed by the record, 
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Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman answer 
my question specifically? 

. JEN. S.* We are not here to give opinions; and I am 
surprised that any tleman who claims to be a lawyer should 
manana er whee his opinion is in a case of this kind outside of 

e record, 

Mr. BAKER of New pein SO I asked the gentleman 
whether he had any doubt on point. 

Mr. JENKINS. Now, in the first place, I want to say there is 
not a word of evidence in this case from first to last to show that 
there was any fraud at the election. On theother hand, Iwill show 
you by the statements of leading men —witnesses called by the 
contestant that it was as fair an election as was ever held in the 
State of South Carolina. What right has any gentleman to sit 
upon the floor of this House as judge and jury and make up his 

inion outside of the evidence in the case as to what the result 

the election would have been in a certain contingency? It 
would not be fair for me to express an opinion one way or the 
other. Ihave no right to know anything about this case except 
what this record discloses. When you take these lists and read 
them over, you will find, as has been so well said by the gentle- 
man from Vermont [Mr. Powrrs], that there is nothing in them 
going to show a single qualification of these supposed voters, ex- 
t what they desired to do. Take the report, page 47—and 
whatever statement 1 make about this case I pro to follow it 
by the proof. Let us take page 47 and see what the witness 
f re swears to. Just at this point it comes to my mind that I 
have o ted to the fact that these lists are not eee 
before this House; were not properly offered as evi b 
I never made the objection which it was cha: yesterday I 
had made, that they were never filed. That would be h erit- 
ical. My point was that these lists ought to be brought here as 
evidence, so that the House would have power to look over them, 
just as you would bring a document into court t h the aid 
of a deposition. Now, I refer to this evidence, about middle 
of the page I have named, where it is stated y that there 
8 evidence. The witness was asked where he was on 
that day. He says, I took the names of those who applied for 
registration and attempted to vote and could not vote”; and he 
says he returned that paper to Mr. Meyers. Thatis the statement 
of a gentleman maha ia Ca lod to: EOS tvs ita ceo Wy TETEG 
number of votes—86 in all; and there is not a single word in that 
deposition with reference to what those men said whose votes are 
now to be counted. This man simply states that he took down 
the names of those who offered to vote and could not vote. 

There is not a ange statement that one of the men was quali- 
fied as a voter or that he even tried to vote. Now, let me g 
your attention for a few moments to the question about which so 
much is said here—the res geste of the case. Right here is where 
we seriously divide on the question of the legal effect of the evi- 
dence. They say it can be introduced because it is a part of the 
res gest. What, then, is the res geste? It is simply the thing 

Let me illustrate: If there is a railroad accident, that is the 
res gests; it is the railroad accident itself. Now,Imay be laughed 
at when I say that when the engineer or the conductor leaves the 
train he does not take the res gest withhim, It remains. If, at the 
moment the accident happens, that engineer or the conductor or 
any other employee of the road speaks out instantly and says, ‘‘I 
told the master mechanic this morning that that train was not fit 
to ies bey 2 2 a e part of 5 res gente ana 
can be offered in evidence e company by any w 
heard it. But when a man goes away a distance and talks gener- 
ally of the accident, narrating the facts, it is not a part of the res 
geste. It is difficult to determine as to the exact time and place 
which marks the line of demarcation. But I have in mind a case 
in Missouri where it was held that after the conductor had 
crossed the road, only a very short distance from where the acci- 
dent occurred, and had charged the eompany with negligence, it 
was not considered to be a of the res geste. t a man 
gays and does at the time is the test. 

ow, the affidavit and lists are not evidence in any sense, be- 
cause they are not memoranda. Whatisa memorandum? They 
must be considered, if 2 are considered as evidence at all, upon 
one of two propositions: Either that they are memoranda or that 
they constitute a part of the res gestæ. When we get down to 
it we find that the men made no statements. Is the House to 
hold, as a matter of law, to establish a precedent for all time, that 
aman can sign a paper which never was seen by the parties in 
interest and never was heard of, to sign a paper of that character 
and make it a declaration. 

They say that there are over seven hundred electors, according 
to their statement, who have not declared any intention, and you 
are asked to count them without a partiele of evidence of inten- 
tion or anything else, simply on the mere fact that they belonged. 
to the Republican party, and so would have voted for the Repub- 
lican candidate. 

Now, they say that they are forced to do that. I will demon- 


strate, Mr. Speaker, that they were not forced to do it. I will 
demonstrate that they were not confined to this class of evidence. 
There were abundant ways to prove it, and they are not denied 
7 of their rights because of the number of the men and the 
culty of securing their testimony. But supposing, for the 
sake of the argument, that the number of men is large, and it 
would be hard to run around and hunt them up and take the affi- 
davits of each and every man, ought we, as has been well said, to 
violate every rule of law? Hard cases do make shipwreck of legal 
principles, but it will not do to abolish and absolutely overturn 
all les of law for the purpose of counting a man in. 
$ men, then, never made a declaration. I say that these 
lists can not be memoranda, because a memorandum is where a 
matter is in the of a man, who writes down the fact, to 
which he can alwa; er afterwards, for the purpose of refresh- 
ing his memory. at how can you call a paper a memorandum 
when another man signs it without a word and hands it to you? 
I am at a loss to understand on what principle such a contention 
ean be based. 

But now suppose you call it a declaration. I wish to submit 
this proposition to any are on this floor (I raised it heretofore 
in the remarks I made on this case): That you can not find a sin- 
gle instance anywhere in the books, emanating from any authori- 
ties, text writer or jurist, that warrants you to receive the dec- 
laration of a man as to what he in to do in this regard. 
The declaration of a voter is only received in one ular in- 
stance, and that is to impeach his right to vote. It is never re- 
ceived in favor of himself, but always as against himself. 

Now, Iam warned to hurry, as the time is very brief. But, as 


Iwassaying, they can not be considered as memoranda or received - 


as evidence as such, because the man who made the memorandum 
is not here to verify it. They can not be received as declarations, 
for no man is in the record testifying as to what the electors said. 
I say he can not sign a paper and have itr as a declara- 


tion. Iam not begging the question either. I am not asking an 
extreme rule to be applied, but Iam shel myself within 
authorities as Paine and McCrary, and the great Republican 


authorities, who say that the best evidence the case in its nature 
is ner! ae of applies to election cases—— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


r. MCCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, may I ask how 
much time I have remaining? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman has ten minutes. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I yield that to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin, but would like to say first that if the substitute 
of the minority shall prevail, I will ask for a separate vote on the 
two resolutions presented by the majority of the committee, in 
order to test the proposition which I made to the House. 

Mr. JENKINS. As I was saying, Mr. Speaker, in order to un- 
seat this contestant, this House has got to lay down as a matter of 
law that whatever a man says with reference to his intention to 
vote and his denial to vote is evidence. Let us bring it home, so 
we can understand it. Suppose there is an election contest for 
the office of sheriff, and the successful party has 3 majority. Ac- 
boas J the position taken here to-day, all that the defeated 
party to do is to go out and take the declarations of three men 
that they offered to vote and were denied the right to vote, and 
get them to sign a petition, and he thereby secures the office. 

Now, when you undertake to apply this principle so that you 
understand it at all you will ily see why I have not consented 
to count those votes in this way. Every man hasa right to be 
confronted with the witnesses, and in this case here it is asked 
that the bare, naked statement of over 4,500 men be taken here 
and not a single effort be made to examine them and find out 
whether what wer ee telling is true or not. 

There is one ng that I want to briefly call attention to, 
Mr. Speaker, and gentlemen have anticipated it in their report 
and in their argument, a matter that I should not refer to if not 
in self-defense. That is with reference to the division in the Re- 
publican party. 

I want to say here that this case can not turn upon the proposi- 
tion as to whether or not Mr. Johnston was a good soldier or a bad 
soldier, whether he was a Republican or a Populist, whether he 
was the unanimous choice of his party or not; but gentlemen have 
desired to give it out to the country that there was great una- 
nimity down there in the State of South Carolina in the Repub- 
lican , that there was opposition to Mr. Stokes in his party, 
and t therefore any charge that is made that there was a 
divided Republican party is false. Now, I say I would not have 
introduced it except in self-defense; but I want to call attention 
first, Mr. Speaker, to the statement that was read here last night 
by my learned co from Missouri [Mr. DE ArmMonD]—a 
statement signed by Charles F. Manderson and six gentlemen of 
this House who have a right to vote on this case, in which they 
have stated to the Republican party throughout the nation that 
Mr. Johnston was not the Republican candidate in that district, 


| 


E TN ie pie ie AE E E EE 


1896. 


and that Mr. Brayton was, and urging the Republican voters of 
that district not to vote for Mr. Johnston, but to vote for Mr. 
Brayton. 

This was on the 2ist day of September, 1894. Over their ep 
tures they say that they invited Mr. Johnston to confer with them 
about this question and that he absolutely refused to doit. Does 
that show that there was no opposition to Mr. Johnston? Who 
were these learned gentlemen, sitting now in this House, whosent 
that forth to the country? They were W. B. HOOKER, of New 
York; L. D. ApsLEY, of Massachusetts; J. W. BABCOCK, of Wis- 
consin; J. A. T. HULL, of Iowa; ROBERT R. Hrrr, of Illinois, and 
Tuomas SETTLE, of North Carolina. There is the statement of 
these six men that on the 2ist day of September, eg eas, the 
election, Mr. Johnston was not the nominee of the Republican 
party, a statement advising the . of that district not to 
vote for him, but to vote for Mr. m. 

Mr. STEELE. The gentleman understands that Mr. Brayton 
withdrew; that he was not in the race on election day at all. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Will the tleman from Wisconsin allow 
one question? Is it not a fact that before the election Mr. Bray- 
ton specificially withdrew from the race? X 

Mr. JENKINS. Now, my friend is too quick. If he had only 
waited, that is just what I was going to state. a . 

Mr. FAIRC D. And whether the State executive commit- 
tee did not decide in favor of Mr. Johnston’s candi ? a 

Mr. JENKINS. Before the election day, but at what time is 
not known, Mr. Brayton, it issaid, withdrew; but there is nothing 
in the record to show when he withdrew.’ It is a mere statement 
that some time before the election he withdrew. But I will show 
you before I get through that it was unknown to the Republican 
voters in that district that he had withdrawn, and it does not 
make any difference. I say that at the time which I have indi- 
cated the statement signed by these gentlemen whose names I 
have read was sent out to the Republican party of this country, 
saying that Mr. Johnston was not its candidate. 

ow, Mr. Speaker, so that there shall be no question, I propose 
that any tleman shall have the page of record and the 
record i to verify the statements I make; statements by the 
witnesses called by the contestant to show that Mr. Johnston was 
not the Republican candidate, that he could not the fall vote, 
and that they refused to vote for him, and that colored people 
were not unanimous for Mr. Johnston, and that there was a fair 
seoan The following question was asked of C. B. Brock, on 
page 19: e 
. Did the full blican vote of Walterboro ct vote or attempt to 
8 om 6th 8 last? * * : E 

Remember, “ vote or attempt to vote.” 

A. I don't think that the full Republican vote of Walterboro precinct voted 
or attempted to vote. 

Now, Task you, Mr. Speaker, inall candor, if men will notattempt 
to vote, how in the world can we count their votes? There is the 
statement of one of their leading witnesses that these men in that 
precinct did not vote or attempt to vote. 
.. coer ME ieavton claimed the Hepatiicas nomine 
9 8 5 Congres from the Seventh Congressional district? 

Q. Dont you know that until his withdrawal Colleton supported E. M. 

A Yeo, air. 

The following question was asked James Davis, on page 22: 

Q. Did all the Republican voters of the Walterboro precinct vote or attempt 
to vote on the said 6th of November? 

A. The greater portion did not vote; a few voted. 

Samuel Sumter (page 125): 

z Did not many colored voters remain away from the 8 day? 

— Nen sir. A great many white people stayed away the poll that 

8 Did not Mr. Brayton and his friends claim that he had received the 
nomination from the convention, and that Colonel Johnston was a bolter? 

A. Yes; they did. 

R. H. Jenkins (page 130): 

Q. If you are in a position to know who were the bolters, please state who 
‘were the bolters from the nomination of the Republican party for member 
of Congress from the Seventh district? 

A. E. M. Brayton and his friends. 

F. R. Springs: 

W. 2 
Py ee not a large number of colored people preferred him to Mr. 

A. 4s Summervills there yu. 

James Meatchem: 

. Then those who did not appear election manifest 
innate econ Oot E E a anos aa 

A. They did not turn out; that is all I can say. 

Thomas H. Howard: 


Did the colored 

dint merel ene SOLE AA PEND eee e S T 
O, Sir. 

Q. Se OOE pDA A E DEYO 5k eat 


A. Yes, sir. 
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Carolina Holmes (the very witness they depended on more than 
any other): 
Q. Act Mar gig at one time divided up as to whether they 


should su ohnston? 

A. Yes, 

M. E. Boozer: 

Q. Was not the said T. B. Johnston nominated on that day by a set of bolters 
from the regular convention? 3 

A. We considered them as such. 

W. A. Smith: 

Q. Was not E. M. Brayton regularly nominated by a majority of the dele- 
et 

A. Les. 

J. F. Boyd: 


2 pa ron vote at the Federal poll on that day for member of Congress? 
— 0. . 4 
g Did you offer to vote? 

No, sir. 

His name heads the list of those rejected. 

Now, I want to say that there was a man who was at the pos 
heave e and yet he signs this petition and tells this - 
gress that he did not have his political rights there, and he 
testifies that he did not offer his vote; and his name is on the list 
of those who said they had tried to vote. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Why was it that he did not offer his vote; 
was it because the judges of the election declined to accept their 


votes? 

Mr. . He was asked the question, and says he did 
not offer it. Ido not know why. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Was it 5 —— the judges would not re- 
ceive them? I am asking for information. 

Mr. JENKINS. Iam reading what he said. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. He did not register? 

Mr. JENKINS. How do you know? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Iam asking for information. 

Mr. JENKINS. The record shows that he was asked if he 
voted, and he said that he did not; and yet he comes and signs 
one of these lists. And I cite this to show what little reliability 
there is in this class of testimony. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired, 

Mr. BELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. JENKINS. I want a little further time, if I can get it 
from gs Rep per she 

Mr. BELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield to my colleague on 
the committee so much of my time as he desires, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, it the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin will suspend a moment I will say to him that gentlemen are 
asking when a vote is to be reached. Can any information be 
given as to when he will move the previous question? 

Mr. JENKINS. I did say to the Speaker that I expected to 
onl 8 a few minutes further. 

r. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary 


inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Would an objection defeat this arrange- 
ment which has been made granting further time to the opposi- 
tion? They have now consumed nearly an hour more than the 
minority has been granted, and if I can defeat the further contin- 
uation of that arrangement I desire to do so. I have objected to 
the arrangement to extend further time to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, and I ask the Chair whether that objection is in order? 

Mr. BELL of Texas. I claimed the floor as a member of the 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. It has been the custom in the House for mem- 
bers to yield time to individual members. The Chair thinks that 
that can be done. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Is it not also the custom that the two 
sides shall have equal time? 

The SPEAKER. It is usual for them to have equal time, but 
it is not the custom in the sense that the other is. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. The other side prevented me from 
haying more time, and cut me off in the middle of aspeech, I 
would like to make a parliamentary inquiry. Is that either just 


or generous? 
he SPEAKER. The justice or generosity of any proposition 
is not a parliamen inquiry. [Laughter. 
Mr. DINGLEY. the gentleman from Wisconsin will pardon 


me, I will simply state that the gentleman from Virginia x 
WALKER] was recognized and yielded a portion of his ime and 
used the remainder; so that he has had his hour. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I desire to give notice that at the con- 


clusion of the remarks of the gentleman from Wisconsin I shall 


move the previous question. 

Mr. JENKINS. sup Nr. ker, that I had the floor. 
I suppose that I am to have some e of the tleman from 
To a member = es ter nei and I — not abuse that 
privilege, but get through as rapidly as possible. 

Without consuming the time to read, I want to say to this 
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House that I have the evidence here that I took out last night of 
over 100 gentlemen who testified in this case, all tending to show 
just exactly as I say, that so far as the election is concerned it 
was absolutely fair; that there was this great division inside of 
the Republican party; and I have the statement here of over 40 
colored men who testified that they did not vote for the contest- 
ant in this case because they did not believe he represented the 
Republican coh © Ionly speak of it as emphasizing the fact that 
there was not t great unanimity down there that they are 
talking about. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia, May I answer the gentleman 
about that? 

Mr. JENKINS. I can not hear myself. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. If the gentleman can have-four 
hours to my one, I do not see why he should not permit an inter- 
ruption to answer the question he is asking. 

. JENKINS. I want to call the attention of my legal friends 
to this proposition, so far as that evidence is concerned. Now 
take, for instance, the report of the minority. They are here in- 
sisting that the headings of these petitions are sufficient in 
order to count the votes. So that there may be no question about 
it, I am going to give this record to my learned colleague from 
Delaware [Mr. WILLIs]—I know heis an honest lawyer—and ask 
him to look at these petitions. 

Mr. Speaker, there is no heading to that petition. Now, stop 
and think that they are asking you to take away a seat in this 
House by counting those votes, when they claim that the declara- 
tion in the heading of this petition is all-important in the case, 
and when in fact there is not a single declaration made on the 
part of any of these 117 men signing that petition. I produce the 
record and ask gentlemen to look atit. I will not make a state- 
ment that is not backed up by the record, Read the deposition 
upon which they seek to count those 117 votes; it does not contain 
a single word in the form of a declaration. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
there are 326 names in my colleague’s report signed to petitions 


which have no heading. How are we going to count those votes 
5 = purpose of unseating a gentleman holding a seat in this 
use 


Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JENKINS. No, sir; not now. I submit that question, 
Mr. Speaker, and I submit the record, and I would like any gen- 
tleman who is interested in this question to answer me how we 
are going to count those votes. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. How can I answer the gentleman 
if he will not give me the time? [Laughter.] I desire to answer 
him, but he will not give me time. 

The SPEAKER. e gentleman from 1507 will please be 
in order. The gentleman from Wisconsin declines to yield. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. The gentleman from Wisconsin 
called for an answer. 

Mr, JENKINS. No, General, you mistake me. Isay I ask any 
gentleman to solve the question for himself. When the deposi- 
tion itself is silent and contains not a word with reference to the 
intention of the voter or his qualifications, and when the petition 
has no heading, how are you going to count those votes? That is 
what I want to know. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Does the gentleman really want 
to know it? aughter. | 

Mr. JENKINS. es, sir. 8 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Then if you will give me ten min- 
utes of your time I will tell you. [Laughter. 

Mr. JENKINS. You are asking too mu It is not worth 
the time, I will say, with all due respect to my learned friend, 
because my question can not be answered. There is the record 


. 


in the hands of my colleague from Delaware [Mr. WILLIS]. Look 
atit. There is no heading to that petition. Three hundred and 
twenty-six names are signed to petitions without headings, with- 
out a word to show that the men had a right to vote, or that they 


tried to vote or offered to vote or intended to vote. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Where does the gentleman find that? 

Mr. JENKINS. Itison page 141 of the record. They call 44 
witnesses. Those 44 witnesses have been divided by me into three 
different classes for the purpose of analyzing their testimony. 
Eleven of those men testify they did vote. ine of them state 
that they did not vote. Twenty-four of them do not say a word 
about it. 

Now, those 24 names are signed to the list as representing that 
they did not vote and could not vote, but those 24 men were on 
the stand, and they were not asked a word in reference to whether 
they had voted or had tried to vote. So of the 9 who stated that 
they did not yote there is not a word as to why their votes were 
refused. There are 44 of these men, all of whom, except 1, accord- 
ing to their own statements. were electors of that district, but they 
do not give any reasons for that statement. Mr. Speaker, this is 
9 a new method of obtaining a seat in Congress. 

Now, in order to save time, I want to call the attention of gen- 
tlemen interested in this case to page 60 of the report. Bear in 
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mind that they are trying to count 91 votes that have not been 
oemed to. Now look at the testimony. The witness is asked, 
page 60: 

Did you secure the names of the Republican voters and those rejected 
voluntarily? 

He answers: 

I received the names from each person themselves. 

He goes along and states that he did not make any threats or 
anything of that kind, and then he is asked: 

Do you know of your own knowledge whether those men offered to vote? 

He says he does not. He says he was there all the time at the 
polls; that he was not excluded, but was at the polls. He is asked 
if he knows of his own knowledge whether they did offer to vote, 
and he says he does not. He is further asked: 

Do zon know of your own knowledge whether any one of these names were 
rejec or not? 

He says that he does not know. 

That is obviously the grossest kind of hearsay testimony. Itis, 
in fact, no testimony at all. Now, I pass further along to his tes- 
timony on page 61, where he is ASE 

Then those whose names appear on this list No. 2 did not attempt to vote? 

He answers: 

No, sir; had no certificate. 

Mr. Speaker, I am addressing myself now to lawyers, and I call 
attention to the fact that this witness, who undertakes to draw in 
91 votes to be counted in this case, himself -testifies that not one 
of them offered to vote. They did not attempt it. He does not 
say that they offered to vote; he says they did not attempt to vote. 

r. OVERSTREET. That man had two lists, had he not? 

Mr. JENKINS. Yes, sir; and I am referring to the right one. 
He is asked this question: 

Then your only possible objectio: manage resul 
9 that 91 pe who — — — 8 tan 
selves to vote, were not allowed to vote. 

He says, Yes, sir,” that that is the only objection. That is 
his testimony. And yet the list says that they did try to vote. 
Now, how are you going to count those 91 votes when this wit- 
ness swears that the men did not even present themselves to vote? 

As I hurry along I wish to call attention to one other very im- 
portant question. Ihave been criticised because I raised an ob- 
jection to the incompetency of the testimony. Now, if you will 
refer to the record, you will find that there are 779 names on 
lists that were, not kept by the men who testified to them; 779 
names by actual count that are on the lists here. And the men 
who testified did not keep the lists. Now, I want to know how 
855 can count those 779 names. It appears that somebody else 

ept the list. There you have the grossest kind of hearsay. 

ow, there are 415 names that are not on original lists; and 
there is no explanation as to why these names were copied. The 
men merely say that they copied them—that they had permission 
of the men whose names are given to copy them, and they made 
copies. There is no sort of testimony here to make that evidence 
competent. You will find by actual count 187 names on lists 
which are not identified. You will find, according to the admis- 
sion of the minority in their report—they will not deny this—that 
there are 715 names on lists where the record is silent as to any 
intention on the part of the voter. But this House is asked to 
count those votes—presumably because the men were Republican 
voters. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Does not the gentleman know that not 
one of those is counted? : 

Mr. JENKINS. I will show the gentleman that they are. I 
refer to page 83 of the report of the minority; and I emphasize it 
again by reading the report. They concede that there is no evi- 
dence here as to the intention of those voters; but they say, It is 
reasonable to assume that the voters at these precincts mentioned 
intended to cast their votes for the contestant.” Now, I ask any 
legal gentleman here whether, sitting as a judge, he would count 
715 votes when the witness himself—and we must regard this re- 

rt as a witness—says there is nothing to show what was the 
intention of the voters, but it is reasonable to assume that the 
voters at these precincts mentioned intended to cast their votes 
for the contestant.” Sir, 1 could not consent to count votes on 
any such assumption. 

There is one very important point to which I ask the attention 
of gentlemen, and that is this: In two counties—Lexington and 
Orangeburg—the attorneys took occasion to furnish proof as to 
the number of votes actually rejected. Remember that this was 
done in those two counties only, and in those two counties there 
were 730 names on these lists. Now, at each one of those polls 
every sworn officer of the election was there to testify as a wit- 
ness as to the number of votes actually rejected. Remember, 
there are 730 names of men who the minority of the committee 
undertake in this very weak way to say were there as lawful 
voters and were denied the right to vote. Now, in opposition to 
this claim the sworn officers of the law testify that instead of 
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there being 730 votes rejected, there were only 21, of which 2 


were the yotes of Democrats. . Speaker, I can not for a single 
moment believe that this House is going to say that each of these 
sworn officers of the law committed perjury in reference to this 
question. In order to seat the contestant this House must act 
without a particle of evidence, upon mere presumption, and hold 
that every single precinct officer committed perjury in coming 
forward and testifying that there were but 21 votes rejected in 
those two counties. They assign the reason for the rejection of 
those 21 votes thut each of the 21 men, including 2 Democrats, 
was denied the right to vote because he did not hold a registration 
certificate. And the record so shows. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia, Will the gentleman yield a mo- 


ment for a question? 
Mr. JEN. S. If the tleman will keep quiet the balance 
of the afternoon, I will yield. 
WALKER of Virginia, Idid not understand the gentle- 
man. 
Mr. JENKINS, I say that I will yield now, but I do not wish 


Mr. 
to yield again. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Does not the gentleman know that 
these men whose votes, it is conceded, were rejected belonged toa 
class—the class of men without registration certificates; that it 
had been announced publicly at the polls that men who were with- 
out registration certificates would not be allowed to vote, and for 
that reason numbers who had gone to the polls to vote did not 
apply to vote? 5 

. JENKINS. What I am saying is that according to these 
lists there were 730 men who actually tendered their votes, while 
in N to that claim the sworn officers of the law testify 
that there were but 21 votes rejected. p ; 

Now, there are one or two general observations which I wish 
to make, and then I shall conclude my remarks. It is utterly 
impossible for a man to say in a case like this all that he wants to 
say and ought to say, because there are so many things crowd- 
ing 5 one's mind. But there are one or two things to which 

wish to invite attention as offsetting the prejudice that was 
sought to be created here 8 against the contestee. 

A large amount of time been consumed in arguing in refer- 
ence to the notaries public. I have felt it unjust to intrude upon 
this House that e But the 5 has been made here 
in a very learned way whether the law did not put the whole 
power of appointment of notaries public in the governor. Why, 
sir, as I understand, that power is vested in the governor in every 
State of the Union, Certainly such is the case in the State that 
* Ihave the honor to represent. But the real point is here: There 
was not a single question raised in that whole district in reference 
to the action of a notary public. There is not a suggestion but 
that every notary yielded readily and promptly to the contestant 
all his rights; and if lawyers will look over the record they will 
see that the attorneys representing the contestee made objections 
all along the line—to almost every question—and every objection 
was overruled by the notary public and every particle of testi- 
mony admitted. Then way should we assail South Carolina and 
the laws of that State, or the acts of her executive, in presenting 
this question, unless there is evidence that there was fraud on 
the part of the notaries or a refusal to act? 

y learned friend from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET] stated on 
yesterday that it was but fair to presume that something was 
wrong, because Mr. Stokes, the contestee, had such a majority and 
had never canvassed his district. Why, Mr. Speaker, I want to 
call the attention of the House to the district of one of my col- 
leagues, the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. SAUERHERING]. 
The gentleman who preceded him in the House from that State 
as a member of the Fifty-third Congress came here with a major- 
ity of 6,500 votes. Mr. SAUERHERING never made a speech in his 
district, and yet he came here by a very large majority, overcom- 
ing the majority of the Democratic contestant and Tang the 
election. ow, upon the ar ents made in this case, the - 
ocrat that he beat had better come here and insist on his right to 
have his seat in this House. 

It is entirely outside of the record; there is nothing to show 
whether Mr. Stokes pdt goa spt in the campaign or not; but he 
assures me, personally, on his honor as a gentleman, that he can- 
vassed every single place in the district, made speeches in every 
part of the district, and just before the election; and the proof is 
spt he assures me, that he spoke in every place in the district; 
and why should the empty charge be made that he never partici- 
pated in the campaign and that he stayed at home, for the purpose 
of arguing or ereating the inference that he felt assured that he 
was safe, and need not take any pee the canvass? 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. the gentleman want me to 
give him an answer? 

Mr. JENKINS. Not now, General. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Because if Iam permitted to an- 
swer I would say that he felt sure there was no need for him to 
do so. It was all arranged for him. - 


Mr. JENKINS. Now, Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that 
the record in the case does disclose that Mr. Stokes did take part 
in the campaign, it is very unfair to say that he did not partici- 
pate, and allow a latitude for belief that he felt so conscious of 
success that he could safely remain at home. 

I want to call your attention now to one other point with ref- 
erence to the vote in Richland County. Great stress is laid on 
the fact that but 8 votes were returned from the township. Mr. 
Stokes got 8 and the contestant 427in Richland County. Did my 
learned friend go far enough on yesterday and tell the House that 
there were but two townships of the county in that district? No, 
only one township; I overstated it. Why did not my friend say 
that fora was but one township in the county in that entire 
distric 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I so stated. 

Mr. JENKINS (continuing). And that accounts for the small 
5 and in that one township Mr. Stokes got 8 and the contestant 

votes. 7 

Now I want to yield five minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
ees, my colleague on the committee [Mr. Coppa], and at 

e end of that time I will move the previous question. 

Mr. CODDING. Mr. Speek, I come to this subject entirel 
unprepared for any formal remarks, and accept this time to 8 
only in deference to the opinion Which has been expressed that 
some misund ing might arise as to my position in refer- 
ence to this contest not personal, for that would be of no impor- 
tance, but as a member of the Committee on Elections in connec- 
tion with these reports. 

My colleague, Mr. DE ARMOND, kindly read to the House, or 
caused to be read yesterday, the brief views that I had prepared 
with reference to the dissenting or rather contending opinions 
presented by the Committee on Elections No. 3. I have the dis- 
tinction of disagreeing, to some extent, with both sides. In the 
main, however, the opinions which I have formed, based upon the 
legal principles involved, are those expressed in that report as 
read—a line one oe 1 8 55 of the minority of the commit- 
tee, but still just as y fixed in the opinion that pursuing that 
line leads to the retention of the seat by the contestee. For under 
Soil circumstances which I can conceive, having read care- 
fully, day and night, every word of testimony em ed in the 
record, can I be convinced on the legal testimony that enough 
votes can be computed for the contestant to entitle him to the seat. 

Throughout the course of my life Ihave beena 3 like 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS], and never voted 
any other ticket. But I can not but believe that in a case like this, 
where a judicial investigation is made and a judicial opinion 
needed, there can be nothing righteous, nothing justifiable, ina 
decision which excludes a contestee or a contestant from a seat in 
this body on account of his politics, or by any straining of the rules 
that have been followed by this House so far as precedents are 
concerned, or by twisting or contorting the rules of law in the 
presentation of ordinary evidence. 

Now, I state conclusions, for the time compels such a course— 
conclusions and notreasons. Those conclusions have been nA 
e before. I present them here as my own, simply fol- 

owing the idea with which I s in these remarks: That 
the registration law of South Carolina, and not the election 
law, is unconstitutional. There has been no division in the com- 
mittee on that subject; none whatever. Republicans and Demo- 
crats, almost at the very outset of the ar; ent of the South 
Carolina cases, have agreed entirely, or without any marked dis- 
sent. Next the votes of those who are proved to be voters— 
and of that I require proof outside of these so-called lists—voters 
who are e to be such and who offered their votes for the con- 
testant, Colonel Johnston, should be counted either by the commit- 
tee or in this House, or in any other way the computation should 
be made; should be reasonably computed and allowed to him. 
But in doing this it is doing violence to just principles to take a 
census of the colored voters of that district of South Carolina and 
on the presumption that they are Republicans count them bodily 
for the contestant. No such rule can be fairly allowed. 

One other conclusion, and I have done. It is a conclusion so 
well expressed, so ably put, by the gentleman from Vermont . 
Powers], I think, that I can with it, as I understood him, 
without the modification of a single word. 

The doctrine of res geste, so far as I have ever been able to under- 
stand it—and itis in any case but the refuge of a man who can 
not prove his case in any other way—that doctrine has no appli- 
cation here. The lists as they were made up, I think, without a 
single exception, are far enough removed in time at least, and in 
circumstances certainly, to form no part of the actual transac- 
tions at the voting booths or polls that day. 

I should prefer, Mr. Speaker, to advocate the cause of the con- 
testant. Natural and politicalsympathy go that way, but I desire 
to raise my voice to-day simply to say to the House that I trust 
that neither in this case nor in any other will this House drift 
toward the dea or the standard that the rights of a contestant or 
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jority of the House. A Draper, Leonard, Reyburn, 

r. JENKINS. I now move the previous question. Ata, Eliete, N 22 Rober Pa. 
The eres uestion was ordered. Arnold, Pa, Evans, T, re, 
8 The Clerk will report the resolutions and the Ba `> —— fond — 

substi — ? —— » Conn. 
The Clerk read as follows: ol 8 Mahon?” agence wA ll 
Resolved, That J. William Stokes was not elected and is not entitled toa Bell ER Aim A P 
goat in the Fifty fourth Congress from the Seventh Congressional district of | Berry, ibson, Ky.  Shuford,” 
Resolved, That Thomas B. Johnston was elected and is entitled to a seat in Black. Ga GER ro matt 
the Fifty-fourth Congress from the Seventh Congressional district of South —— Grout, Meiklejohn Sorg, 5 
Carolina. y, wick, 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute. a 938 x} Meyer, Sparkman, 
Mr. OVERSTREET. On that question I for the yeas and Brumm, 3 Miller, Kans. 8 
Nr. MoCALL of Massachusetts, I understand that the substi- Cie Hermann, Milliken, o> Btewart N-I 
tute resolutions have been first read, and they are to the effect | Clark, Mo. Hitt, as Roya Stone U. W. 
aa sp spt entitled to his ee seems to be some | Clarke, 2 Morse, ae W.A 
ou emin members. 
The SPEAKER. The substitute is in favor of the contestant, | Col. s orate Neil: Thora 
Mr. Pei hair I desire to withdraw my demand for the Cooper, Wis. Huff, New: Tracey, — 
yeas na ulick, oonan, Turner, Va. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws his demand for the —— papag, 8 8 
yeas and wb The question is on agreeing to the substitute. X, Hurley, ad Watson, Ind. 
The Ew on was n; and Mr. JENKINS demanded a division. oe. . — Otjen, Watson, Ohio 
Mr. POWERS. I desire to know what the pending question is? | Cramps“ n Perks j 
The SPEAKER. The 8 question is to substitute the res- Cummings, Joy, Phillips, White, ” 
olutions of the minority for those of the majority. Denn Eam, Pickler, Wilber, 
Mr. HOPKINS. I understood the gentleman from Indiana | Dovener, prina Puck. 7 — 
pe OVERSTREET] to present the minority resolutions, and on | Downing, ing, Ray, 
em to ask the and na; So the substitute was rejected, 


ys. 
The . But he withdrew the demand. Gentlemen 

in favor of the substitute will rise in their places and be counted. 

The House divided: and there were—ayes 78, noes 84. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GIBSON. „ S er, can these resolutions be divided 


and voted ra 
The SP . The Chair thinks it is too late, they having 
3 been voted upon together, and the yeas and nays having 


Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I shall ask a separate vote on 
the majority resolutions if these resolutions do not prevail. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 95, nays 105, not 
voting 155; as follows: 


YEAS—S. 
Acheson, Hopkins, 
Aldrich, Ala. Danford, Hunter, Settle, 
2 ohnson, Cal. S on. 
‘Allen, Utah yton er, Smith, III. 
De Witt, Kirkpatrick, le, 
ANSE E 1 Letty Strode, Nebr. 
Baker, N. A mg. 
Barbam, Fairchild, Linney, Sulloway, 
Beach, Faris, Linton, aft, 
Bennett, Gamble, i Tawney, 
Bingham, Gardner, Loudenslager, W. 
Bishop. phe ph he 8 Nos re 
Burrell, —— . Minn. Van Pon 
8 an Voo; 
Burton, Mo. Hardy, Mercer, Walker, Va. 
Burton, Ohio Ha: Ines. anger, 
Calderhead, ache Minor, Wis. arner 
, Heisei Pa ee e NY 
v 
Cooke, III. Henry, Ind Wood, 
Crowther, Hicks, Prince, Woodman. 
Curtis, Iowa Hill, % 
NAYS—16. 
Abbott, ery, Lester, Sonthard, 
Allen, Elliott, S. C Little, Spalding, 
Apsley, Lockhart, Stahle, 
Sen i l ein 
Baker, Kans. riffin, McClellan, Strait. 
Baker, Md. Griswold, McCulloch, Strowd, N.C. 
Bankhead, W, McDearmon, Sulzer, 
Barney ey, McLaurin, Swanson, 
Bartlett, Ga. Hainer, Nebr. McMillin, Talbert, 
Bartlett, N. Y. AI. McRae, Tayler, 
oS oe 55 ee 
ne, A 0 
Broderick, Hendrick. 0 Tucker, 
Bu Henry, Conn. Parker, > 
bb, oon . — aes 
z erw 
— — 1 Dak. 8 alsh. 
on ey, 
Cooper, Fila. Ke 5 Powers, Williams, 
T, Tex. ndall, y» illis, 
Cul 2 Kerr, So TaS 0. 
Curtis, N. Y. berg, yers, 
3 Kyle, — 
ey, Latimer, Simpkins, 
„ La * 


The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Cousins with Mr. MEYER. 
Mr. Jounson of Indiana with Mr. Cox. 
Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania with Mr. LIVINGSTON, 
PICKLER with Mr. MILES. 
Foss with Mr. SPARKMAN. 
CoRLIss with Mr. Moses. 
. SNOVER with Mr. MADDOX. 
Bowers with Mr. MINER of New York. 
Suiru of Michigan with Mr. COWEN. 
HULL with Mr. OGDEN. 
CoFFIN with Mr. Lawson. 
MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, 
BROMWELL with Mr. DOWNING. 
HEATWOLE with Mr. HUTCHESON. 
Woomer with Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. 
PuGH with Mr. McCreary of Kentucky. 
LEFEVER with Mr. BAILEY, 
W. A. STONE with Mr. RUSK, 
. KULP with Mr. MEREDITH, 
Mr. DALZELL with Mr. Crisp. 
Mr. Royse with Mr. Turner of Virginia, except on Tucker- 
Yost election case. 
For this day: 
Mr. Howe with Mr. CROWLEY. 
Mr. MILLER of West Virginia with Mr, WOODARD, 
On this question: 
Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. NEILL. 
Mr. Hemenway with Mr. WHEELER. 
. Coox of Wisconsin with Mr. SHUFORD, 
. HuLING with Mr. ELLETT of Virginia. 
. FISCHER with Mr. PATTERSON, 
. LEwis with Mr. Berry. 
. TRACEY with Mr. FITZGERALD, 
. LEISENRING with Mr. SPENCER. 
. HARMER with Mr. CUMMINGS. 
. WELLINGTON with Mr. SHAW. 
. DOVENER with Mr. CATCHINGS. 
. THOMAS with Mr. BELL of Texas. 
. ELLIS with Mr. OTEY. 
. BELKNAP with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, 
. DOLLIVER with Mr. BLACK of Georgia. 
. SORG with Mr. GRosVENOR. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The question is npon the original resolutions, 
Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. . Speaker, I ask for a sepa- 
rate vote on those resolutions. 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman asks for a division. The Clerk 
will report the first clause of the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Thomas B. Johnston was not elected a Representative in 
the Fifty-fourth Congress from the Seventh gern gece district of the 
State of th Carolina, and is not entitled to a seat therein. 


Mr. WALKER of Virginia. May I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry? . 


FEE 


BE 


8 Ran eae 


: 
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Mr. McMILLIN. For the information of the House, Mr. | McCall, Otjen, Strode, Nebr. Van Voorhis, 
Speaker, I will ask for the reading of the second part, so that we | McCleary, Minn. Poole, Strong, Va 
can see what the division effects. Moreen” Ques Taf —.— 

Mr. WALKER of Vi parliamentary inquiry. If this Milnes, Reeves, Tawney, Wilson, idaho 
resolution is adopted it declares ‘that: there is no 3 1 sete TE Um — 

The SP If both branches of the resolution are defeated. | Northway, Steele. Van Horn, 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. What is the portion now offered? NOT VOTING—153. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution now offered has just been read Dra k 
to 1 5 5 . objection it will again be read. ‘Aitken * Eliett, Va. Pe aie Rassen, * 

Y obj Anderson, Ellis, Maddox, uerhering, 
toe dg gg co 1 teanaht is J Ted the ia mp from 2 Fas a waaay, — — 
ebraska [Mr. aughter. question is on agreeing 2 MoCormick $ 
to the resolution. Bailey, Fletcher, MeCreary, Ky. Shuford, 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. A ee ee E Barney, Foote, McEwan, Sim ne, 
both of these resolutions are defeated the effect will be to declare | Barrett an E — —.— —.— 
sacar vacant, will 3 Belknap, Gillet, N.Y. Meredith, Borg, 

e P EA K ER. Chair thinks 80. Tex. rosvenor, er, wick, 

Mr. pea ae The 2 part has noe) been ae TOTES, Biagg. G8 SE te Miles, Kane. 5 

The SPEAKER. question is on agreeing to the resolu Black, N. Y. i Miller, W. Va. N 

Mr. LACEY. Which resolution is being offered first? Boutelle, Haniy, Milliken, — 

The SPEAKER. The first. 3 Ls e Hiner N.Y. — — 

The SPEAKER putthe nestionon n theadoption of the resolution. Bromwell 1 Morse, — aw. 

Mr. POWERS. know what I am voting upon. Brumm. Hepburn, Moses, Stone, W. A. 

The SPEAKER. Me Clee wil please read both resolutions. Pea ies mm Ai —— 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is what I wanted. Cece ee” Hooker. Newlands, Snipa 

The Clerk read as follows: Clarke, Ala. Howe, Noonan, Zeeloar, x 

woe That Thomas B. as B. Johnston wai wasnot | ie ke ge Panamie in the Connel 8 Hu x Seay w X 
Congress from Seventh uling, 
2 Saath Carolina, and is not entitled to a seat pine anne agg Corliss, * y Patterson, Watson, Ind. 
1 Me ms hat J. 8 duly elected e eee in the | Cousins, see ey, Perkins, d 0 
Son's and is entitled to a seat therein. oe J = dn in Pickler, bat os 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now yo the portion of the Grow: ley, Kulp, Pugh, Wilson, N.Y. 
resolution which is to be voted on now by House. taven, Ray, Wilson, Ohio G 

The Clerk read as follows: Dantord, Leisenring Robertson, La. Woomer. 

ISTON Congress from the Geventh Congrembieal dletrict of the Btere | DOUANE 7 Ru. 
“of vi 
82850 South Carolina. and is not entitled to a seat therein. 


The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JENKINS. Division. 

The House divided; and there babar ese 96, noes 91. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hamp eas and na [Cries 
of Tellers!“ on the Repu Piel cries of Oh, no!” on 
the Democratic side. 

3 oes any gentleman rise to demand the yeas 
an 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 103, nays 99, not 
voting 153; as follows: 


YEAS—103. 

Abbott, Erdman, Lockhart, 8 
Allen, Miss. Gibson, Mognire 8 
Baker, Kans, Gillett, Mass. McCall, Mass. Stallings, 
Baker, Md. Griffin, McClellan, Stewart, Wis. 
Bankhead Griswold, McCulloch, Strait, 
Bartlett, Grow, cDearm Strowd, N.C. 
ag Sect T. Hadley, er Sauar, 
Bell, . Harrison, cMillin, wanson, 
Blue. Rae, Talbert, 
Brod: Hendrick, Money, Tate, 
Buck, Henry, Conn. Moody. Tayler, 
Bull. Howard. Overstreet, v. 
Clardy, Howell, Owens, Towne, 
Cobb, Jenkins, Parker, Tucker, 
Cockrell, Johnson, N. Dak. Payne, Turner, Ga, 
Codding, Jones, n, Tyler, 
Cooper, Fla. Kem, Pendleton, Underwood, 
eee Kendal, Pitney, Walsh, 
Call 8 Kerr, Powers, Washington, 
Se Arani — 8 — Williams, 
Denny, Kyle, Sayers, Willis, 
Dingiey, Latimer, Wilson, S. 0. 
Dinsm Layton, Shaf roth, W t, 

A Lester, ¥ 
Eliott, S. 0. Little, Southard 

NAYS—. 

Acheso! Burton, Mo. Fairchild, Hicks, 
Aldrich. Ala Burton, Ohio Faris, 
Aldrich, III. Calderhead, Fenton, Hop 
Allen, Utah Cannon, Gamble, Hulick, 
Andre’ Clark, lowa Hunter, 
Arnold B.L Colson, Goodwyn Johnson, Cal. 
Atwood, Cooke, II. Graff, Joy 
Avery, Cooper, Wis. T, Kiet A 
Baker, N.H. Crowther, torman, Kirkpatrick, 
acne Gertie mee — Leight 
Beach, Curtis, Iowa Leighty, 
Bennett, Curtis, Kans. Hartman, Linney. 
Bingham, Daniels, Hatch, Linton, 
Bishop, parte Heiner, Pa. 
Brewster, De Wi Henderson, 4 
Barrell, s Hermann, Marsh, 


8 Mr. Speaker, I desire to know how I am 
The SPEAKER. LL paar is recorded in the negative. 
cee OVERSTREET. desire to change my vote to the affirm- 


atthe following additional pairs were announced: 

On this question: 

Mr. WI Bo of New Soi with Mr. HALL, 

Mr. Smrkixs with Mr. ADAMS. 

The SPEAKER. On this BP rae the yeas are pre and the 


nays are 99; 5 resolution is 
. . OVERSTREET, Speaker, Tine fo soot’ tha 
vote. ° 


Mr JENKINS. _I move to lay that motion on the table. 
Mr. SETTLE. Pending that, Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House adjourn; and on that I ask for the yeas and na 


Mr. MCCALL of Massachusetts. I make the point of order that 
the motion to reconsider is not in order 5 05 time, the House 
not having yet voted on the whole 
E SSE . The Chair 7 


Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Then I move to lay the mo- 


41e SERIE Le Mr. I ha tion ph 
ve a mo to ourn 
pre- 
gentleman 


Speaker, 

ceding the motion of the gentleman from 

The SPEAKER. Prior tothe motion to sdear the — 
from Wisconsin — Ba er had moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

Mr. SETTLE. Pending that, Mr. , I move, if it is in 
order, that the House take a recess until 8 o'clock p. m. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is not in order. 

Mr. SETTLE. Isa motion toadjourn in order, Mr. Speaker? 

a EE; The Chair t the motion to adjourn is in 
order. 

Mr. SETTLE. Then I move that the House adjourn; and on 
that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; eat the Speaker declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. SETTLE. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 82, noes 111. 

Mr. SETTLE. I ask for tellers. 

. ordered; and Mr. SETTLE and Mr. JENKINS were 


z 
r. PO POOLE. A liamentary inquiry, Mr, A oy If the 
motion to adjourn prevails, will tuat do away with the Friday 
session 
SPEAKER. It will. 
Mr. POOLE. Then we do not want to adjourn; we want to 
take a recess. 
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May 29, 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. er, I call up the conference report 


on the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. McCALL of 1 Mr. Speaker, I make the point 
of order that there is a privileged matter pending. 

The SPEAKER. The House is now dividing. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that I made the 
motion partly in the sense of a parliamentary inquiry, as I had 
been advised by gentlemen whom I supp to be thoroughly 
informed on the subject that the conference report would be in 
order at this time. 

The SPEAKER. One of the express exceptions in regard to the 
as of conference reports is when the House is dividing. 

Mr. CANNON. If the motion to adjourn is voted down, the 
conference report would be in order. 5 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 54, noes 106. 

Mr. SETTLE, I call for the yeas and nays. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I now present the report of the committee 
of conference on the naval poll soe bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BoUTELLE] 
presents the report of a conference committee. 

Mr. McMIL . The yeas and nays having been demanded, I 
make the point that the House is still dividing—that the vote is 
not yet complete. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair does not agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I raise the point that a conference report 
is not of higher privilege than the right of a member to his seat. 

The SPE . The rules think it is. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That question is not involved. The pending 
question was on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not wish to argue the point, butit strikes 
me that when a vote has be; all the steps in the process of 
taking that vote are of equal importance; and what can not inter- 
fere with one part of the process can not interfere with another. 

The SPEA . The Chair thinks there is a distinction be- 
tween the different methods of making the count. : 

Mr. McMILLIN. The Chair, then, would hold that after the 
conference report is acted upon, the taking of the yeas and nays 
on this question will still be in order. I presume that would in- 
evitably follow. If it is now in order, pending the call for the 
yeas and nays, to introduce this conference report, the Chair, I 
presume, must hold that when the conference report has been dis- 

7 the demand for the yeas and nays may still be acted on 
the House. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinksso. The conference report 
will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the 8 votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the (H. R. 7542) makiy ce 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year en June 30, „and for 
other purpose, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 23, 30, and 55. 

That the House recede from its ment tothe amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1, 3, 4,5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 31, 
50, and 54, and agree to the same. A 

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment the following: “And the Secre of the Navy shall detail a clerk of 


1 to perform clerical services in the Navy Department necessary to 
. on the work incident to this appropriation”; and the Senate agree to 
same. 


Amendment numbered 18: That the House recede from its disagreement 
ee to the same with an 
ter the word “‘labora- 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 24, and to the same with 
amendments as follows: Strike out the words i amendment 
and insert in lieu thereof the following, at $2,500 ; one of English studi 


e same. 
On amendments numbered 2, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 30, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 
47, 48, 49, 51, 52, and 53 the committee of conference 8 unable to agree. 


C. A. BOUTELLE, 
° JNO. B. ROBINSON, 
AMOS J. CUMMING: 
Managers on the part of the House. 
POSEE RALE, 
A. P. GORMAN. 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, as the Clerk, not unnaturally, 
finds the chirography of some gentlemen difficult to read 
Mr. RI DSON. I e the point that this conference 
report should be accompanied with a written statement of the 
House conferees. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Will my friend do me the great favor to lis- 


ten for a moment? I was about stating that as a matter of cour- 
tesy to the Clerk, who would find some difficulty in reading some 
w poor handwriting in this statement, I will read it myself. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not object to that. Iwas only in- 
quring whether there was a statement. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam about to read it, if that is entirely sat- 
isfactory to the 8 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Entirely so. 
Mr. BOUTELLE (reading) 
The Senate recedes from its amendments 23, 30, and 55. 
No — 2 restores the provision making mil of marine 
ey ee ee 
0. em on for e d 
cursion steamers, ete., at regattas, which has been otherwise provided for. 
The House recedes from 1 ment to amendmen 
ane „ the provision for enlistment of additional men imme- 
No. 3 authorizes employment of one draftsman at $1,200 at Naval War Col- 


lege. 
o. 4 is a verbal correction. 
No.5 a priates $50,000 for testing methods of throwing high explosives 


on ship. 
No. & is a verbal correction. 
BiS sp Poy ag San for reserve guns for auxiliary cruisers from 


No.8 authorizes the Secretary of the Navy, in his discretion, to purchase 
b; CCC - 8 N 
0.9 is 1 ical correction. 
Nos. 11, 12, and 13 are corrections in 8 
onal land at naval station at Port 


No. 16 provides $8,000 additional to former appropriation for paving certain 
streets in Annapolis connected with Naval Senden rehire: 


buil 5 
No. 54 authorizes official examination of ms for propulsion of vessels 
t the water without the use of screws. 
ra Jo AN ince the en a ot Cer sopeaeiatsenk tos tis TAEI 
0. 10 mor e provisions of the ap on for the nav: 
and providing that the Horde detail a . of class 1 for the office wore 
No. 18 restores the words “department of museum of hy- 


No. 22 provides that the Secretary be au Orized to 


No. 24 provides t 
studies, — A e same 
fessors of mathematics, Seer and 

On amendments numbered 2, N. 33, 
47, 48, 49, 51, 52, and 53 the committee m una 


No. 2 relates to officers ey ier to any corps, after service in a different 
co! having all the benefits of their previous service in the same manner as 
if said appointments were a reentry into the Navy or Marine Corps, and fur- 
ther that hereafter officers on the active or retired list of the Navy are pro- 
mt with any company or person furni 


45, 46, 
le to 


to 
o. 30 provides that not more than two battle ships or three torpedo boats 
shall bet party. 5 
for the construction of one battle ship and 
ic coast. . 


erbal. A 
No. 44 provides for the construction of one torpedo boat on the Missouri 


Nos. 45, 46, and 47 are mere verbal changes. 3 

No. 48 extends the time within which the contracts for the construction of 
the vessels shall be made from ninety to one hundred and twenty days from 
the passage of the act. 
No. 49 prohibits the Secre’ 


of the Navy from contrac’ for armor 
pa for battle ships at ex 


$350 per ton in case of separate contracts 
‘or hulls and armor, and requires toreport to next Congress if unable to 
contract at that price. 


No. 51 is an amendment of the Senate reducing the amount appropriated 
for construction and machinery from $7,870,679 to $6,370,679, on reduc- 
tion of the number of battle shine, ete. 

No. 52 isan amendment reducing the appropriation for armor and arma- 
ment from $4,871,454 to horace based on same changes. : 

No. 53 directs the Secretary of the Navy to cause one of bt abroad — 
„ authorized to be finished for a training ship for the Naval 

Mr. Speaker, a number of these amendments brought up in con- 
ference were formally disagreed to, as they depend upon what may 
ultimately be done as to the number of battle ships which shall be 
provided for. The disagreement in regard to the torpedo boats is 
one which will be easily atest, the question being as to the 
relative number of vessels, their size, etc. The general scope of 
the appropriations is not substantially c 

The important items, as the House will readily see, relate to 
the number of battle ships and to the contracts for armor plate. 
The Senate inserted an amendment providing that where the 
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Secretary of the Navy may make a contract for the furnishing of 
armor plate he s not pay more than $350 per ton. It was 
thought desirable to further consider that provision in view of 
the various representations which have been made, including an 
important paper from the Secre of the Navy, which in a mo- 
‘ment I will read to the House. Of course everybody connected 
with the Government and with every department of the Goyern- 
ment is desirous of obtaining the armor plate for our ships at the 
most reasonable price that is practicable. Some question, how- 
ever, arose in the minds of the conferees as to the feasibility of 
the terms of the amendment restricting the Secretary to $350 per 
ton. I may say in substance that the contracts for the armor of 
the two ships now under construction have been at a rate in the 
vicinity of $500 per ton, and so far as I have been able to learn 
that is about the price which is paid by the great Governments of 
Europe for similar material. 

A committee of the other branch of Congress made an investi- 
gation in connection with the furnishing of armor plate durin, 
this winter, and as one of the results, I understand, this amend- 
ment was reported to the Senate. I will say, however, that the 
House conferees were not satisfied at the time of our former con- 
ference that it was wise to make this restriction in the terms pro- 
vided in the Senate amendment, and I find that the Secretary of 
the Navy has had a similar doubt as to the desirability of this 

Trovision. Hence, we di in regard to it in order to obtain 
Puller information, and after further discussion of the whole sub- 
ject we hope to be able to deal with it in a more intelligent, com- 
prehensive, and satisfactory manner. 

The Secretary of the Navy, under date of the 8th of May, ad- 
dressed a letter to the chairmen of the two committees of the 
House and Senate, calling attention to this provision. I will read 
the entire communication: 2 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, May 8, 1896. 


R. 7542, making appropriations for the naval serv- 
— Follows: 


gress. 

If this amendment becomes law in its present shape it limits the price to be 
paid by the Navy Department for armor only in cases where the Secretary 
of the Navy contract directly with the manufacturers of armor for 
armor and armor plate for battle ships, and does not apply in case the De- 
partment should decide to contract with the shipbuilder for a completed ves- 
sel, armor included. It has heretofore been a question seriously considered 
by the Department whether it should continue to contract, as has been done 
in the past, with the shipbuilder for the hull and machinery and separately 
with the armor manufacturers for the armor, or contract with the shipbuilder 
for the — vessel, armor included. The amendment as it now reads 
leaves it within the discretion of the Secretary to pay indirectly to the ship- 
builder, by contracting for a ship complete, a higher price for armor than he 
would be permitted to doif he should contract 3 with the manufac- 
turers of the armor. The reading of the amendment might with it the 
impression from the words used in the outset, * That in case the retary of 
the Rasy shall make separate contracts for the armor and armor plate for 
said battle ships heshall not accept bids,” ete., that it was the intention of Con- 
gress not to limit the Department at all in the poos to be paid for armor in 
case contracts should be mado with the shipbuilder for vessels complete. I 
can not think, however, that such is the intention, and therefore desire that 
this matter be called to the attention of the conferees on this bill. 

It is, perhaps, proper that I should also state that the amendment, as it now 
reads, is somewhat indefinite in another respect. The Department is for- 
bidden, in the case mentioned, to accept bids for armor and armor plate “at 
arate exceeding an average of per ton.“ Simple steel armor can be 
manufactured at a very much lower price, say from 35 to 40 per cent lower 
than the armor which the Government is now procuring. e expense of 
igi en a in the armor is about $11.20 per ton, exclusive of the cost 
of nickel oxide, which amounts to about $30 per ton. The expense of face 
—— by the Harvey or similar process, or by reforging, averages about 

r ton. 

Tits suggested that if the law be passed li the price to be paid for 
armor it might be well to haye the law state definitely whether the price 
mentioned is to include the price to be paid for the armor, finished and com- 
plete, according to the requirements of the Government. 

I have written a similar letter to the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations of the Senate. 

Very respectfully, , H. A. HERBERT, Secretary. 

Hon. C. A. BoUTELLE, 

Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 


I will say that this is the desire of the House conferees. We 
wish to consider it more thoroughly and comprehensively as to 
its 1 don, and especially in connection with the points raised 
by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. CANNON. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, I understand 
yon = say that we are paying now $500 per ton for this armor 
plate 

Mr. BOUTELLE. In the vicinity of that price. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam asking for information, as I do not know 
anything of the subject. Is that also the price at which it has 
been furnished to anybody else? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will state what is well known to those 
who have followed the developments connected with the building 
up of the Navy 

Mr, RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear this 


exciting debate between the two gentlemen over there; it is im- 
possible to hear it here. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam hd much gratified by this complaint 
of too little instead of too much of my oratory. ughter. 

But I will say to the gentleman from Illinois and to the House 
that last year the Bethlehem Iron Works, which has eet pe a 
large portion, in connection with the Carnegie Works, of the 
armor for the use of the Navy, made a contract with the Russian 
Government for a certain number of tons of American armor at a 
very low price; at a price which they claimed at the time would 
give them substantially no profit, but which was very likely to 
cause a loss. They made the contract for the p of intro- 
ducing American armor into Russia. Since that time they have 
made another contract with the Russian Government for armor 
at a price almost twice that paid for the experimental lot. They 
are now executing a contract, as I understand, with that Govern- 
ment at approximately the same price paid by our Government; 
and so far as I have been able to learn the price we have con- 
tracted to pay for the armor for the two ships at the Newport 
News yard, the Kentucky and the Kenroy: is approximately that 
which is paid by European governments for this class of armor. 

Of course this whole matter of the price at which armor can be 
furnished is largely in the realm of experimentation as yet. Itis 
a business by itself. It is a business which has only one class of 
customers. Governments are the sole customers. ere are no 
private works in this country which require the output of the 
great steel works, as there is no other use for the great steel forg- 
ings turned out by these works except by the Government for war 
purposes. 

The conferees desire to take the matter under further consider- 
ation in another conference; and the other branch have in a formal 
manner, as I learn from the RECORD, sent it back to conference on 
the basis of the statement that there were a number of matters 
that it was believed might be adjusted thereby. I ask that the 
House may in a similar way formally insist and send the bill with 
od amendments back to a further conference, as was done by the 

ate. 

Mr. MERCER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Maine if 
amendment numbered 44 is in conference yet? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What is the subject of the amendment? 

Mr. MERCER. It relates to the one torpedo boat on the Mis- 
souri River. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It is either in conference or has been agreed 


to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. T hope the gentleman will yield to me for a 
moment or two, as I had something to say about the torpedo boat 
on the Missouri River when the bill was before the House. I live 


up that way—— 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. Will the gentleman from Maine 
allow me 5 

Mr. BOUTELLE. With much pleasure 


Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. I notice that there are many ver- 
bal amendments mentioned in this report. I would like to know 
if in the report the House has yielded its dignity to the verbal 
superi of the Senate? [Laughter. 

. BOUTELLE. Mr.Speaker,if Ifeltsurethat it was strictly 
in order to make eyen a remote allusion to the verbal superiority 
or inferiority of the a t body which is supposed in some 
vague way to be located in the vicinity of this Capitol I should 
be very happy to answer my friend from Mississippi, but I will 
say to him that for a large number of the verbal errors referred 
to the responsibility lies between the clerks of the committees and 
the Public Printing Office. 


Mr. ALLEN of . The House is not involved? 
0 


Mr. BOUTELLE. The House is not involved. [Laughter.] 
And I think I may assure my friend from Mississippi that if the 
House will send the bill back to conference we see that the 


9 of this body is fully maintained, typographically and 
otherwise. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 


ort. 
5 25 HOPKINS. If there were time, I should like to be heard on 
the battle-ship question, but I will take some other time to submit 
remarks on that subject. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I think I ought to insist upon 
my right to be heard upon this question of the torpedo boat on 


the Missouri River. y debar, 
i Mr. BOUTELLE. I yield one minute to the gentleman from 
owa. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa is entitled to the 
floor for one minute. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Not having any rivers in my district, I have 
never been able to getit into the river and harbor bill. Not hav- 
ing any war claims there, I did not get in on the deficiency bill. 
For the reason that none of my constituents were in that region 
of the country at the proper time, I was unable to get in on the 
French spoliation claims, 
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Mr. GIBSON. Jou had better move to a better country. 

Mr. HEPBURN. My only ae Bopa on this question of the tor- 
pedo boat. I am a little disturbed abont that, Mr. Speaker, be- 
cause, as conditions now exist, we should, if we built opened 
Doski in the only town in my district near to the river, be compelled 


transport it some miles across the Missouri River bottom. 
ter. —— First few years ago we had a harbor there on the Mis- 


iver, after the manner of the Vicksburg Harbor, but the 
— being somewhat eccentric, one night it cnt across a bend 
and left —— 6 miles high and dry on the prairie. [Laughter.] 
But we are hoping, Mr. Speaker, that the eccentricity will be re- 
ted, and that we shall be in a position to compete for the build- 
— of this torpedo boat. 
Str. BOUTELLE. I will say to the gentleman from Iowa that, 
unless otherwise ordered, the conferees will consider themselves 
instructed to look out for the interests of the Missouri River. 


(Laughter. } 
The SP. 
rt. 
e conference report was 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Lask that the cious insist on its disagree- 
ment to the other amendments, and agree to the conference asked 
by the Senate. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves that the House insist 
on its disagreement to the other amendments, and agree to. the 
uest for a conference. 
— was agreed to; and the S 
ferees Mr. BouUTELLE, Mr. ROBINSON o 
CUMMINGS. 


The question is on agreeing to the conference 


r appointed as con- 
Pennsylvania, and Mr. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
aea a S ee 
titles; w. r signed the same: 
A bill 8 R. 5731) to regulate the practice of medicine and 


surgery, tolicense physicians and surgeons, and to persons 
violating the ions thereof in the District of Columbia; 
A bill . . 2777) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 


the Navy to donate condemned cannon and condemned cannon 
balls to certain of the Grand Army of the Republic; 

A bill (H. R. 225) to provide for the es of Fort Omaha Mili- 
tary Reservation to the State of Nebraska; 

A bill (H. R. 3279) 7 authorize the reassessment of water- main 
taxes or assessments in the District of Columbia, and for other 
urposes; 

E'A bill (H. R 9282) to section 6t of an act to reduce taxa- 
tion, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- 
poses, which became a law August 28, 1894; 

A bill (H. R. 886) to amend section 3255 of the Revised Statutes 

of the United States, concerning the distilling of brandy from 


fruits; 
A bill (H. R. 6256) authorizin 


one 8 the Secretary of 
the Navy to furnish to poet . Fuller Post, Grand Army of the 
ablic, of ue, Mich., a eee cannon; an 
bill (H. R. 2054) 


correct the military record of Charles W. 
Rhinehardt and to grant him an honorable discharge. 
SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIV, the bill (8. 715) for the relief of 
B. F. Dowell was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

VETO MESSAGE—RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 

To the House of Representatives: 
Ireturn herewith without 1 House bill No. 7977, entitled “An act 


ropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 
tain pu works on rivers and harbors, and for other 1 
There are 417 items of a 8 contained in bat and every cai 


of the country is represen e distribution of its favors. 
It directi: ep oder sce or ee for = immediate expenditure oi 
nearly $14,000,000 for for wer maak, haxdo harbor work. This sum is in addition & 


a riations RSAT in another bill for similar purposes amounting to a 
Hile. OA than $3,000,000, which have already been favorably considered at 
the present session of Congress. 

result is that the —— 


lated immediate expenditures for the objects 
mentioned amount to about $17,000,000. bj 


A more startling feature of this ai isits authorization of contracts for 
river and harbor work maere to more than $82,000,000. Though the pay- 
eee most cases so distributed that they are to be 
ony bi wus his U ue a 5558 than $3,000,000 on their account are in- 

— — e direct tions above mentioned. Of the remainder. 
= y 


due during the fiscal year ending June 3, 1608, and 
amounts 8 — in the years imm succeeding. 


A few con- 
tracts of a „ authorized under 


ips cinze — —— bebe 
8 ys meet payments on these more mus appro- 
the immediate future. 


If, therefore, 
Nar is this all. The aan numerous surve 
contemplate new wor. — further contracts, and which portend largely 
creased expenditures an: a obligations. 

There is no ground to hope that in the face of persistent and growing de- 


mands the aggregate of s for —— 
by contracts will be reduced or even remain stat 
ending June 30. es such ap riations, together with the installmen’ 
contracts w fall due in Saige Vane y be less than $30,000, 

and it may reasonably be abo t rae ope ed 5 — the prevalent er an. 
increased — — the concealment which 

op nee ‘ord for tad gi ill increase the burdens chargeable to 

account in su 


smaller schemes not covered 
. For the fiscal 


hgk E ay ante ni pon me one pening ron to 
o quite clear that Foniy discharge a duty to our people wh hen I interpose 
2 — ol the 


a= . oR ects ae: byt ra 102 e public page now riper a 
e cwe em are palpably for efit of lim- 
ited localities or in aid of bai ual interests. 3 

On the face of the bill it es rs that not a few of these alleged improve- 
ments have been so impro “ery lanned and prosecuted that after an 
unwise e diture of millions of do. new experiments for their accom- 
plishment have been entered upon. 
While those intrusted with „ of public funds in the interest 
of all the le can hardly 3 questionable expenditures for public gox 

by much works the ie mag nk 5 pie ge Todd or others as. to the practicability 
work, ch some of the projects for which a N 
ey — apres ee — NNS the approval or against 


Eip abjec objections o of —.— examinin 
I learn from official sources at re ven appropriations contained in the 
bill to pey ton wonk which private oe have actually 9 with the Gov- 
ernment = in — — of their occupancy of pub 8 
Whatever items of doubtful propriety may have escaped observation or 
may st re — a Executive approvals of similar I 
am eee w under consideration opens the way to insidi- 


ous and abusos, and isin ftaelf so extravagant as to be 
unsuited to thes to thasa times business and sanun disa canes 
in Government revenue. T. on is em by the 

that the public T: will be confronted with er appropriations made 

at the 88 session of Congress amounting to more than $500,000, 000. 
Individual economy and careful expenditure are nape ec A virtues which lead 

to thrift and comfort. Economy and the exaction of clear 3 on for 

the a) the people are not 


by private ote local or individual — — their allowance 
can not fail to 8 a vicious pate a sentiment 
among our people, ———ç— — prevalent, that their attachment to our Gov- 
— may ay proper! n the hope and and es- 
en. — t to w. . 
value of governmental care. 
6 confronts us as a nation than the unha) 

By oe 


cadence among our pene of genuine and trustworthy love and 
vernment as and 


for our Go ent of the t best aspirations 
of humanity, and * eae ne eneo of 1 tis — — is the 
iien eg ot exact and not the allowance of unfair 

I hope I may be permitted to DINO I 
ment Bonds to main maintain the credit and financial * the country is a 
subject of criticism that the contracts provided for in bill would create 
o tions of the United States amoun to $62,000,000 no less binding than 
its bonds for that sum. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 29, 1896, 


18 message was received with 1 
HERMANN. I move to refer the bill and message of the 
we dent of the United States to the Committee on Rivers and 


Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman kindly indicate when the 
me: can probably be 5 to the House? 
Mr. HER ERMANN. It is my impression, Mr. Speaker, that it 
will be not later than Tuesday. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Not labar than Tuesday, and probably on 
Mi RERMANN, 
Mr. I am not speaking by authority. That is 


E DOCRERY. 
X. F 
The motion of Mr. HERMANN was 
The SPEAKER. The time havin; pastes ‘under the rule, the 
House will now be in recess until 8 o’clock this evening, when 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] will act as Speaker 
pro tempore. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 8 

o'clock 5 m. by Mr. PAYNE as Speaker pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

2. The House shall on each Friday at 5 o'clock p. m. take a recess until 8 
o'clock, at which evening session private pension is, bills for the removal 
of political disabilities, and bills removing charges. rtion only shall be 
88 said evening session not to extend beyond 10 o'clock and 30 


wid SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the first 


Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, I move that in the consideration of 
pension bills to-night each bill be taken up in its regular order 
and considered, and that no exception be made to this rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gen- 
tleman from N mes that this is the Calendar of unfinished busi- 
ness, and the regular order will be to take them up in rise order, 
The motion of the gentleman is not in order at Tho 
Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (8.819) granting a pension to Catherine Leary. 
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Mr.CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, I move that that bill be passed | 


over without prejudice, 
coe pro tempore. The Clerk will first report the 


The bill was read. 
The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 


was read. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the bill be 
pemon over without prejudice, retaining its place upon the Cal- 
endar. 

The SPEAKER, pro tempore. The gentleman from. Missouri 
asks unanimous consent that the bill be passed over without prej- 
udice, retaining its place om the Calendar. 

Mr. LONG. Why do you do that? g 

Mr. CROWTHER. In explanation I desire to say this: There 
are ten Senate bills on this Calendar of unfinished business. The 
probability is that. before tem days shall have expired from this 
time this session will have closed; and if the bills should pass at 
this time it mieni be that perhaps the President would be unable 
to sign them all. 5 R 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
asks unanimous consent that the bill be laid aside and retain its 
place on the Calendar. p ed 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. May Task, then, if this action is to 
be taken in reference to this bill—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I am not going to debate it. A 

liamentary inquiry. In view of the motion made by my friend 
From Missouri, or the request made by him, would it not be proper 
to have a motion made that all Senate bills on the Calendar of 
unfinished business be laid aside without prejudice? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can not be done except by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I ask unanimous consent, in view 
of the statement made and the probability that unless that is done 
it would lead to their defeat, that all te bills be laid aside 
without BOR ee 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks that all Senate bills on the Calendar of unfinished business 
be laid aside without prejudice. Is there objection? 

Mr. JENKINS. I do not want to object, but I have a Senate 
bill that I want passed. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. With the exception of the bill to 
which the gentleman refers, I make that request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made, and the Clerk 
will proceed. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
was again : 

Strike out “eight” and insert twelve“; so as to read: “At the rate of 
$12 per month.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
8 read tho third time, and paseoa: 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
aah There was no objection. to this bill retaining its place on 

e Calendar unprejudiced, as I understand. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asked if there was 
objection, and objection was made. 

SAMUEL D. GILMAN, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7127) grauting a pension to Samuel D. Gilman. 

The bill was ordered to be en for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

AUGUSTA G. CARY. . 

Ths next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4405) granting a pension to Angusta G. Cary. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
were a; to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MRS. CHRISTINA GRAHAM, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4268) granting a pension to Mrs. Christina Graham. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN R. ROW. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3300) granting an increase of pension to John R. Row,of Toronto, 
ns 


The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


JACOB M. HAMBURGER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
29 to remove the charge of desertion against. Jacob M.. Ham- 
urger. 

The bill was ordered to be en for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordi read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES WILLIAMSON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the: bill (S. 807) 
8 — to Charles Williamson. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, Lask that this bill be passed 
over without prejudice, and that it retain its on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri 
asks unanimous consent that this bill be passed over without 
prejudice. Is there objection? 

Mr. ERDMAN. I think the Calendar ought to be cleared up, 
and I will object to that request. 

0 5 pro 8 Objection ete 

e bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM GREER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6590) granting a pension to William Greer, 

The bill was ordered to eee for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
HELEN M. MALEERY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 724) 
granting an increase of pension to Helen M. Mallery. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Speaker, 1 move that the rules he sus- 
pended and this bill retain its place on the Calendar without 


prejudice. 
The SPEAKER tempore. It requires unanimous consent. 
Mr.CROWTHER,. Then I will state that I have been requested 
to ask that this bill retain its place on the Calendar. 
The SPEAKER pro 3 The gentleman asks unanimous 


consent that this bill may be passed over and retain its place on 


the Calendar. 
Mr. KEM. I think we had better make no exceptions here. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made, 
Mr. CROWTHER. I hope the gentleman will not: object: to 
this bill being passed over and retaining its place on the Calendar. 


That is the request of the gentleman who introduced it in the 


Mr. McCLELLAN. Regular order. 

Mr. CROWTHER. There can be no objection to this bill re- 
Gey oe on the Calendar. It simply saves the bill. 
1 D. I move that this bill be laid aside without losing 
its place. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
moves that the bill be laid aside, retaining its place on the Cal- 


endar. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. I make the peny of order that it requires 
unanimous consent to lay aside the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
makes the 1 sip that it requires unanimous consent to lay aside 
the bill. Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Would it not bein order to the 
. of this bill until the second Monday of December, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is in order. 

A MEMBER. Move to pepene its consideration for a week. - 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Then I move to postpone the further con- 
sideration of this bill until one week from to-night. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Ohio moves 
to postpone the further consideration of this bill until one week 
from to-night. 

The motion was agreed to, 

PRISCILLA R. BURNS. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 5938) for the relief of Pri- 
cilla R. Burns. 

The bill was read. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole 
were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

MRS. WILLIAM LORING SPENCER. 

The next business was the bill (S. 1699) for the relief of Mra, 
William Loring Spencer. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that this bill be laid on 
the table. A similar House bill has been passed and sent to the 
Senate, where it has been amended and sent back to the House and 


a conference thereon has been ordered. 
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The SPEAKER protempore. Without objection, the bill will 
be laid on the table. 
Mr. KEM. I object. A 
Mr. McCLELLAN. Imove that the bill be laid on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 
ALEXANDER C, MORRISON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6552) granting an increase 
of pension to Alexander C. Morrison. 
e bill was read. s 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
GIDEON L. M’GINNIS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6549) granting a pension to 
Gideon L. McGinnis, 
The bill was read. : 
An amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
eed 


to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARY A. STACEY, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 6046) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Stacey, dependent mother of Manley T. Stacey, late pri- 
vate Company D, One hundred and eleventh Regiment New York 
Volunteers. 

The bill was read. a 

An amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
8 “ Mary ” and inserting Sarah” was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. : 

The title was amended to conform to the amendment in the body 
of the bill. 

OLIVE M. LEWIS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6472) granting a pension | 


to Olive M. Lewis. 
The bill was read. ! 
An amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was 


agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


JOSIAH P. BRADBURY, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5852) to increase the pen- 
sion of Josiah P. Bradbury. 
The bill was read. es 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MISS JENNIE E. MOORE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6247) to grant a pension 
to Miss Jennie E. Moore. 

The bill was read. f 

An amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was 


agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time 
and passed, 

CATHARINE DILLON. 


The next business was the bill (S. 148) granting a pension to 
Catharine Dillon. 

The bill was read. f 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, I move that this bill be post- 
poned until next aday evening. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Is that in order, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the motion is 
in order. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I want to say that a quorum will have to do 


that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the motion 
must be decided without debate, unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, if there is to be objection I 
withdraw the motion. : : 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM GROSE. 

The next business was the bil (H. R. 515) granting a pension 
to William Grose. 

The bill was read. 

In accordance with the recommendation of the Committee of 
the Whole, the bill was laid on the table. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. Ithink the intention was that this 
Þill should lie over until the result of the action on a Senate bill 
of similar tenor, 


Os RO een A E E N EL EMD ER Een, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to lay the bill on the 
table is not debatable. 

Mr. HENRY of Indiana. I understand that. I was simply in- 
quiring as to the situation. 

The question being taken, the bill was laid on the table. 

LUE R. BROWN. 

The next business was the bill (S. 1672) granting a pension to 
Lue R. Brown; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ELISE BLENKER, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4410) to increase the pen- 
sion of Elise Blenker from $30 to $50; which was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GREENVILLE PUCKETT. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 5880) granting an increase 
of pension to Greenville Puckett; Which was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, read a third time, and passed. 

LENA D. SMITH. 


The next business was the bill (S; 1342) granting a pension to 
Lena D. Smith. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. Is it in order to move to amend this bill 


now. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. A motion to amend is in order, 
the previous question not having been ordered. 


r. NORT AY, I move to amend by striking out ‘ $50” 
and inserting ‘‘ $30.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ROBERT SMALLS, 

The next business was the bill (H. R.1874) to place the name of 
Robert Smalls on the pension roll. 

The amendment 2 500 from the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to; and the bill as amended was ordered toa third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELLA D. CROSS. 

The next business was the bill (S. 997) granting a pension to 
Ella D. Cross; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MRS. JANE STEWART WHITING, 

The next business was the bill (S. 1511 anting a sion to 
Mrs. Jane Stewart 1 < r 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole, to 
strike out ‘‘ $75” and insert 850,“ was read. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I move to amend the amendment by strik- 
ing out 850“ and inserting ‘*$30.” 

e amendment was agreed to; and the amendment as amended 
was adopted. ‘ 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

BARTON S. DAWSON. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4494) granting a pension 
to Barton 8. Dawson. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to; and the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

DOLLY s. BROWN. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1646) for the relief of 
Dolly S. Brown. 

The amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to; and the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE JOHNSON. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4281) granting a pension 
to George Johnson, of Lenox, Iowa. > 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whol 
were agreed to; and the billas amended was ordered to be P SIE 
for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SILAS ADAMS, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4841) granting a pension 
to Silas Adams, reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. a 

he title of the bill was amended to conform to the amendment 
reported from the committee. 
CALEB L. JACKSON. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6417) to complete the mili- 
a record of Caleb Jackson; which was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, 


1896. 
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JOHN ZELLERS. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4519) 3 penen 
to John Zellers, reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
amendments, 

The amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

GABRIEL WIDMER. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4267) granting an increase 
of pension to Gabriel Widmer; reported from the Committee of 
the Whole with amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

HANNAH R. QUINT, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 6792) granting a pension 
to Hannah R. Quint. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The 2 777 75 being on the passage, 

Mr. ERDMAN. r. S er, 1 desire to call the attention of 
the House to the fact that this is another case of a divorced widow. 
Now, I think she ought to have another chance. We ought to let 
her wait a little while longer. Perhaps she will marry again. 
We ought not to hamper her; and we may seriously injure her 
chances 8 er. 

Mr. R L. i for the reading of the report in that case. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that this 
bill be laid over. The matter 3n pondi before the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions on a vetoed bill; and I suppose the same action 
will be taken with this asin the other case. 

Mr. KEM. I can not ee to that. 

Mr. LACEY. I move that it be laid over for two weeks. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CELESTE A. BOUGHTON. 

The next business was the bill (S. 1291) nting an increase of 

ae to Celeste A. Boughton, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Horace 
ughton, reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
amendments, 

The amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZA d. PYNE. 

The next business was the bill (H. R.3990) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Eliza G. Pyne. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

AUGUSTA TULLER. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 3398) for the relief of 
Augusta Tuller, reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET J. YOUNG. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 9139) granting a pension 
to Margaret J. Young; which was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


ETHAN A, SELLMAN. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 4490) to restore the name 


of Ethan A. Sellman to the pension roll, reported from the Com- | 


mittee of the Whole with an amendment. 

The amendment 1 to, and the bill as amended ordered 
to be engrossed and a third time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TALBERT. I ask to take up 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ilinois. 

Mr. KEM. I desire to renew my motion, if it is in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. at is the statement of the 
gentleman? 

Mr. KEM. A liamentary inquiry. I desire to renew my 
motion now, if it is in order. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I had the floor, I think. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the motion? The Chair 
reco ed the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Woop], but if the 
gentleman has a question to ask—— 

Mr. WOOD. r. Speaker, I move that the votes by which the 
various bills have been passed be 
that motion on the table. 

The motion to lay upon the table the motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the various bills were passed was agreed to. 

KEM. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to renew my motion. 


XXVIII—871 


reconsidered, and I move to lay 


MRS. CLIFFORD NEFF FYFFE, 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker—— 


8 SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Car- 
olina. 

Mr. TALBERT. Task that the House consider the bill, Calen- 
dar No. 877, granting a pension to Mrs. Clifford Neff Fyffe. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from South Car- 
olina asks for the present consideration of the following bill 

Mr. KEM. Is that by unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He asks unanimous consent—— 

Mr. TALBERT. I ask unanimous consent—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore n For the present con- 
sideration of the bill the title of Which the Clerk will report, after 
which the Chair will ask if there be objection. 

Mr. KEM. Then I must object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made by the gentle- 
man from Nebraska Mr. Ken]. 


A. S. LOUDERMILK. 


Mr. FARIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of Senate bill 1139, increasing the pen- 
sion of A. S. Loudermilk, whois suffering from a gunshot wound, 

Mr. KEM. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. Kem] asks for the regular order, which is equivalent to an 
objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WOOD. 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 


Mr. KEM. Now I desire to offer my motion, if it is in order, 

TheSPEAKERprotempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Woop] moves that the House do now adjourn. That is in order, 
That is the regular order which the gentleman is demanding. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
PooLe) there were—ayes 43, noes 51. 

So the motion to adjourn was rejected. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to con- 
sider the bill H. R. 7969, and [hope no gentleman will object until 
he hears the report. 

Mr. KEM. gular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska 
8 5 Kem] demands the regular order, which is equivalent to an 
objection. 

r. WOOD. As the House has refused to adjourn, I move that 
it resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole to take up bills 
that are subject to the order for to-night. 

Mr. KEM. Now, Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
pee Woop] moves that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 

ee of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills on the Pri- 
vate Calendar under clause 2 of Rule XXIV. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to 
know if my motion is now in order? 

The SPEAKER protempore. Whatis the motion of the gentle- 
man? 

Mr. KEM: The motion that I made a while ago. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Whatisthemotion? The gentle- 
man will state it, 

Mr. KEM. Namely, that in the consideration of pension bills 
to-night we take them up in the regular order and dispose of them, 
and that no exception shall be made to this rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion will be in order after 
the House resolves itself into the Committee of the Whole. The 
Chair does not think it is in order now. 

Mr. SWANSON. A point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule states that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole may determine the order in which bills shall 
be considered. The Chair does not recall any words of the rule 
that authorize the House to do it. 

Mr. SWANSON. A parliamentary 2 As I understand 
the rule, it provides that the Committee of the Whole can do it, 
provided the House has not determined before it goes into Com- 
mittee of the Whole as to what the order shall be. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman may be right 
about it. The Chair will cause the rule to be read. 

Mr. KEM. All I desire to do is this 
pace 3 pro tempore. The Chair will cause the rule to 

read. 

Mr. SWANSON (to Mr. Kem). 
ment to the motion to go into 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
Clerk will read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

4. In Committees of the Whole House business on their Calendars may be 


taken up in lar order, or in such order as the committee ma: ageing | 
unless the bill to be considered was determined by the House at the time 


Offer your motion as an amend- 
mmittee of the Whole. 
The House will be in order. The 
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i commi - for raising reven: ral ropriati 
Falls and bills for eee rivers and — snail five — 
ence. 
The SPEAKER tempore. The Chair thinks the gentle- 
man’s motion would be in order. 
Mr. WILLIS. I move to amend the motion to go into Commit- 
tempore. 


tee of the Whole—— 
The gentleman from Nebraska 
has the floor. 


The SPEAKER pro 
(Mr. Kem 

Mr. . Mr. er, on last Friday night we went into the 
Committee of the ole—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the tleman desire to 
submit a motion? This motion must be decided without debate. 

Mr. KEM. Ihave already submitted my motion, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska 
75 Kem], pending the motion to go into Committee of the 

ole, moves that the House, in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceed to take up the cases in the order in which they appear upon 
the Calendar. 

Mr. KEM. And that no exception be made to that rule. 

Mr. HICKS. I rise to a point of order. The point of order is 
this: That the House can not direct the Committee of the Whole 
as to what business they shall take up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair cansed the rule to be 
read, and the Chair thinks from theruleitisin order. The Chair 
overrules the point of order. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 

rise? 


Mr. ANDREWS. I rise to ask unanimous consent to take up 


the bill (S. 2758) granting a pension to Hiram H. Palmer. 
Mr. KEM, Regular order, Mr. S. er. 
Mr. MILNES. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. SWANSON. I make the point of order that that is a dila- 

motion. ’ 
he question was taken on the motion to adjourn; and the 
er pro tempore announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 36, noes 53. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman froin Nebraska [Mr. Kem], that when the 
House resolves itself into Committee of the Whole it take up the 
bills in the order in which they appear on the Calendar without 


on. 

Mr. ANDREWS. I offer an amendment to that motion. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. May I offer a word? 

Mr. ANDREWS. My motion is to amend the motion so that 
the roll be called and that each member as his name is called in 
alphabetical order may be permitted to call up a bill in which he 
may be interested or which is urgent. : 

. LOUDENSLAGER. Make that so the call shall begin at 
the bottom of the alphabet. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize no 
gentleman until the House is in order. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All gentlemen wifl be seated. 
The gentleman from Nebraska will please reduce his amendment 


to ir. AND 
Mr. REWS. I will withdraw my amendment rather than 
reduce it to i 


Mr. SWANSON. I would like to substitute, to commence 


with the letter S.“ p y 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. A substitute is not in order un- 
til the amendment to the amendment is reported to the House, 
Mr. CURTIS of New York. I understand that it is withdrawn. 


The SPEAKER tempore. The tleman from Nebraska 
pS ANDREWS] ređuce his amendment to writing and send 
t to the Clerk's desk to be read. 


Mr. ANDREWS. If it is insisted upon. : 

Mr. WHEELER. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHEELER. I have 8 a speech that I want printed 
in the RECORD, and I would like, in a parliamentary way, to have 
the assistance of the Chair to get it in. [Laughter.] 

Tho SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama that to-morrow he will be glad to give 
some instructions upon that point if he needs them. 

Mr. WHEELER. Then I ask unanimous consent that I be per- 
mit EEM Rogalar order, Mr. Speak 

Mr. order, Mr. er, 

The SPEAKER, pro — Objection is made by the gentle- 
man from Nebraska [Mr. 2 i > 

Mr. CROWTHER. I desire to make the suggestion that inas- 
much as the gentleman from Alabama has not hadan 3 
to speak during this session, that he be permitted to have these 
remarks printed in the RECORD, 
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Mr. KEM. What is the regular order? 
The 5 tempore. The Chair will not entertain any 
other request until the gentleman from Nebraska has reduced his 
amendment to writing. 

Mr. WILLIS. I desire to make a parliamen 
Chair, Is the motion made by the gentleman from Nebraska 
debatable? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. [Cries of ‘ Vote!” 


“Vote!” 

Mr. WILLIS. As I understand the parliamentary situation, 
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Kem] offered an amendment 
that when the House went into Committee of the Whole it should 
take the bills up in their regular order. Then another gentleman 
offered a substitute before taking a vote on the amendment to 
the original proposition. 

Mr. KEM. That was my amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska 
offered a motion, pending which his colleague [Mr. ANDREWS], 
offered the following amendment, which the Clerk will now re- 
port, and the House will be in order until it is reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Kem moved that in Committee of the Whole bills on the Calendar be 
considered in the order as they appear on the Calendar. 

Mr. ANDREWS moves that the roll of members be called, and that each 

is permitted to call up one bill for considera- 


Mr. WILLIS. I move to amend the amendment. 
Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I hope this amendment will not pre- 


vail, 
The SPEAKER 2 tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move to amend the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of the belief that 
the amendment is notin order under the rules, as it might include 
bills not reported from committees and bills which the Committee 
of the Whole would not pare pomer to consider. 1 
The question is on the motion offered by the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [Mr. Kem]. 

Mr. FAIRC D. I move as an amendment to the amend- 
ment that the roll be called, and that each member as his name is 
called have the privilege of calling up one bill that has been re- 
ported from a committee and that is in order in this committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
will reduce his amendment to writing. [Laughter. 

Mr. WILLIS. Ihave an amendment to offer to that. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I move that the House do now ad- 


journ. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that that is a 
dilatory motion. The House has just voted upon it twice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of 


order. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, the Speaker 
pro tempore dec that the noes seemed to have it. 

A division was called for. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 50, 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk an amend- 
im Kath. I offer to the motion of the gentleman from Nebraska 

r. KEM 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

That the roll be called of members, and each member be entitled to call up 
one bill as his name is called, provided that such bill shall have been intro- 
duced by such member and reported and on the Calendar. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. ed I make the point of order against 
the original motion and also against the amendment. The point 
of order is that when we are about to go into Committee of the 
Whole the House may direct what particular bill shall be taken 
up in committee, but in the absence of such an order selecting 
some particular bill the whole matter is in the control of the com- 


mittee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair has already ruled on 
that point of order so far as the original motion is concerned; but 
the Chair thinks that the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York is obnoxious to the point of order, in that it may include bills 
which are notin order ata 3 night session, The Chair there- 
fore rules the amendment out of order. . 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Then, Mr. Speaker, I renew the amend- 
ment, with the modification that it shall include only bills that 
are in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tem 
amendment to writing. 
Mr. WILLIS. Mr. S 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen- 
tleman rise? 

Mr. WILLIS. I rise to offer an amendment to the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not yet before the House. 

Mr. WILLIS. 8 , is not this debatable? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. The Clerk ee 
the amendment of the gentleman from New York as m 


inquiry of the 


re. The gentleman will reduce his 
ies of Question!“ Question!“ 
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The Clerk read the amendment as modified, as follows: 
That the roll be called of members, and each member be entitled to call up 
one bill as his name is called, provided that such bill shall have been intro- 


duced by such member and reported 
isin er at a Friday night session. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend that amendment. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order against 
the amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, is not that debatable? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not debatable. 
„ I respectfully appeal from the decision of 

e Chair. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order against 
the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman will state the 
point of order. i 

Mr. LACEY. It was stated a few moments ago, and the Chair 
sustained it, as I understood. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not sustain the 
point made by the gentleman from Iowa,and the Chair overruled 
the same point when previously made by some other gentleman, 
The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FAIROHILD]. + 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend by adding to the 
amendment to the amendment that in calling the roll we begin 
at the bottom of the roll call. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the gentleman from Delaware. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York, as or ae to be amended by 
the gentleman from Delaware, on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That would lay the whole matter 
upon the table. ` 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

ee. KEM. If that is adopted, will it carry with it the original 
motion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Swanson, the 
Speaker oe tempore declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ERDMAN., Task for a division. 

Mr, POOLE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


ourn., 

ba SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is dividing. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. Swanson; and it 
was rejected—ayes 14, noes 28. 

Mr. ERD . Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Pennsylya- 
nia [Mr. ERDMAN] makes the point of no quorum. 

Mr. EVANS. the roll. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (having counted). There are 128 
gentlemen present; not a quorum, 
_ Mr. POOLE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 


journ. 
The question beng. taken on the motion to adjourn, the Speaker 
pro tempore declared the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HARDY and Mr. MCRAE asked for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 70, noes 66. 

Mr. EVANS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 42 voting in favor thereof. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 67, nays 58, not 
voting, 230; as follows: 


and on the Calendar, and such a bill as 


Anderson, Daniels, Jenkins, Pi 
Andrews, Dockery, Knox, Poole, 
Arnold, R. I. Ellis, Kyle, Reeves, 
‘Atwood, Erdman, Leonard, Sauerhering, 
Avery, Evans, g prins, 
Bankh Gibson, Loudenslager, Smith, III. 
Bell, Colo, Gillett, Mass. s ding: 
Bishop Griffin, Call, Tenn. Stewart, Wis. 
Boutelle, Griswold, McClellan, ong, 
Burrell, Hadley, Deurmon, Swanson, 
Calderhead, r, Milnes, t. 
Clardy, Hali, Minor, Wis. Tucker, 
Codding, Halterman, oody, Van Voorhis, 
Cooke, III. Hart, Northway, Walker, Va. 
Crowther, Hepburn, Otjen, 
Curtis, Kans. z Payne, Wood. 
Sig A Howell, Pearson, 
NAYS—58. 
Baker, Kans. Hatch, la $ 
Baker, N. H. Heatwole, Leighty, Sou 
Bartlett, Ga. Henry, Conn. Lewis, Stokes, 
Broderick, Henry, Ind. Linney, Strode, Nebr. 
Set an How ee, fee 
urton ow: 
k, Wis. Hulick, McRae, Terry, 
Cooper, Wis. 5 Mercer, Treloar, 
P, Johnson, N. Dak. Mozley, Upå A 
Curtis, Iowa em, Noonan, Wi 
De Armond, Kerr, Prince, Warner, 
d. Kiefer, Raney, Wheeler, 
kpatrick, Sayers, Wilson, Ohio. 
enton, KA 8 th, 
y, Latimer, 


paa D Lei R U. Conn, 
eson, enny, sen: 5 ussell, 
dams, De Witt, ter, „Ga. 
Aitken, y,. Linton, 
Aldrich, Ala. Livingston, 
Aldrich, III. Dolliver, Lockhart, Shaw, 
Allen, Miss. Doolittle, Lorimer, 
Allen, Utah Dovener, Lond, Shuford. 
Apsley, wing, Maddox, Skinner, 
Arnold, Pa. Draper, 1 Smith. 
Babcock, 8 y: Snover, 
Bailey, Ellett. Va. Mahon, Southwick, 
Baker, Md. Elliott, S. C. Marsh, Sparkman, 
Barham, Fischer, McCall, Mass. Spencer, 
Barney, Fitzge McCleary, Minn. 3 
Barrett, Fletcher, McClure. 1 
Bartholdt, i McCormick, Stallings, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Foss, McCreary, Ky. Steele, 
ch, Fowler, cEwan, Stephenson, 
Belknap, Gamble, McLachlan, Stewart, N. J. 
Bell, Tex. ner, McLaurin, Stone, C. W. 
Bonnett, Gillet, N. Y. Millin, tone, W. A. 
eee Goodwyn, Meiklejohn, trait, 
Bingham, Graff, Mere 4 Sulloway, 
Black, Ga. Grosvenor, Meyer, Sulzer, 
Biack, N. Y. Grout, Miles, Tate, 
Blue, Grow, Miller, Kans. Tawney, 
Bowers, Hainer, Nebr. Miler, W. Va. Tayler, 
Brewster, y, M Thomas, 
Brom well, Harmer, Miner, N. Y. Thorp, 
us, H; 4 Mondell, Towne, 
Snes 5 — S Sone; 3 W. 
rumm, ‘orse, anoy, 
Buck, Heiner, Pa, Turner, 
Bull, Hemenway, Murphy, Turner, Va. 
Cannon, Henderson, „ Tyler, 
Ca D; Hendrick, Newlands, 8 
Chickering, Hermann, Odell, Van Horn, 
Clark, Iowa Hilborn, — ‘Wadsworth, 
k, Mo. Hitt, y Walker, Mass. 
Clarke, Ala. Hooker, Overstreet, Wanger. 
Cobb, Hop! Ow Washin 
i Howe, Parker, Watson, Ind. 
Selen Hutt Pendleton, Wallingto 
n. uff, D el 
Connolly, Huling, rkins, ite, 55 
Cooper, Fla. Phillips, Wilber, 
Cooper, Tex. Hurley, Pickler, illiams, 

r Hutcheson, Powers, Wilson, Idaho 
Cousins, yde, Price, Wilson, N. Y. 
Cowen, Johnson, Cal. Pugh, Wilson, S. C. 

JX, Johnson, Ind. Quigg, Woodard, 
Crisp, ones, y. Woodman, 
Crowley, Joy, Reyburn, ‘Woomer, 

1 Kendall. Richardson Wright, 
Cummings, Kleberg, Robertson, La Yoakum. 
Dalzell, Kulp, Robinson, Pa. 

Danford, Won. Se, 

So the motion to adjourn was 


agreed to. 
Accordingly (at 9 o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the House, in 
accordance with its previous order, adjourned until Monday next. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 


follows: 
transmit- 


A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, 
ting, with a favorable recommendation, a draft of a bill making 
appropriation for the immediate repair of the United States 
Marine-Hospital buildings at St. Louis, Mo.—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the , transmit- 
ting, with a favorable recommendation, a draft of a bill to make 
certain amendments in the act entitled “An act to adopt regula- 
tions for 3 collisions at sea”—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting, with a favor- 
able recommendation, a draft of a bill to make certain amend- 
ments in the act entitled “An act to adopt regulations for pre- 
venting collisions at sea”—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever- 
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and re- 
ferred to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 6 eR 
entitled An act to authorize the Butler and Pittsburg Rai 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Allegheny 
River,” 7 the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 2091); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr, BENNETT, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred House bill No. 2282, reported in 
lieu thereof a bill m R.9252) to facilitate the construction and 
maintenance of telegraphic communication between the United 
States, the Hawaiian inda Japan, and China, and to promote 
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commerce, accompanied by a report (No. 2092); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona, from the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 243) to 
enable the people of Arizona to form a constitution and State 

vernment and to be admitted into the Union on an equal foot- 

with the original States, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2093); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7044) for the better im- 
2 of the Government reservation at the city of Fort 

mith, in the State of Arkansas, and for other purposes. reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2094); 
which said bill and report, were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, from the Committee on Ways and Means, 
to which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 
191) to authorize a scientific investigation of the fur-seal fisheries, 

rted the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2095); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1991) to purchase a 
painting of Abraham Lincoln, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2096); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
1 R. 8321) to authorize the county of St. Louis, in the State of 

nnesota, to build or authorize the aaa of a foot and wagon 
bri across the St. Louis River between Minnesota and Wis- 
consin ata point near Fond du Lac, in said State of Minnesota, 

rted the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
No. dy ); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
endar, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills were severally re- 
ported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

e bill (H. R. 6215) to increase the pension of Ambrose D. 
Manion. (Report No. 2069.) Be 


The bill (H. R. 8463) granting a pension to Milo Dixon. 
port No. 2070.) $ a 
By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 8511) granting a pension to Ann M. Tate. (Re- 


port No. 2071.) > 
The bill (H. R. 7420) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. Sale. 


(Report No. 2072.) : 
e bill (H. R. 5750) granting a pension to Joseph Crow, of 
Eldorado, Kans. rt No. 2103.) : i 

By Mr. CROWT. , from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 3805) to increase the pension of Clark W. Harring- 
ton, late sergeant of Company I, Ninety-third New York Infantry. 
(Report No. 2073.) ; ; 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions: 

The bill (H. R. 6962) granting a pension to Dennis B. Sanford. 
(Report No. 2074.) 

The bill (H. R. 4621) granting a pension to Andrew J. Arnett. 
(Report No. 2075.) 

The bill (H. R. 9157) granting a pension to Blanche E. Barlow. 
(Report No. 2076.) 

The bill (H. R. 6971) granting a pension to Mary E. Bucklew. 
(Report No. 2077.) s À 

By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

ebill (H. R. 8524) to pension William Rice, Company G, Tenth 

Ohio Cavalry, at an increased rate. (Report No. 2078.) 

The bill (H. R. 4431) to place on the pension roll the name of 
Minerva fey ad (Report No. 2079.) 


By Mr. ER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R.4388) for the increase of pension of Farnham J. 
Eastman. (Report No. 2080, 


By Mr. POOLE, from the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 1942) for the relief of Charlotte L. Walker. 


1 5 No. 2081.) à : 
The bill (S. 3182) entitled “An act granting a pension to Susan 
E. Cunningham.” (Report No. 2099.) s 

The bill (H. R. 6222) re an increase of pension to Czar 
Dunning. (Report No, 2100.) 
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The bill (H. R. 7375) granting a pension to Susan I. Barrows, 
(Report No, 2082. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

e bill (S. 3133) entitled “An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Betsey B. Olin.” (Report No. 2083.) 

The bill (H. R. 6604) granting a pension to Charles S. Kidder. 
(Report No. 2084.) 

The bill (H. R.3903) granting a pension to Olive Brown. (Re- 
port No. 2085.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 7886) granting an increase of pension to James B. 
Crawford. (Report No. 2086.) 

The bill (H. R. 6235) to grant increase pension to Ira Bacon, 
oompany A, Fifty-second Indiana Infantry Volunteers. (Report 

0. 2087. 

The bil? (H. R. 7976) to increase the pension of Mrs. Ann Gib- 
bons. Roms No. 2088.) 

By Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 5757) to remove the sentence of court-martial from 
the militaryrecord of Thomas J. Sutton. (Report No. 2089.) 

By Mr. BARNEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands: 
80 aren 55 R. 459) for the relief of Thomas Rosbrugh. (Report 

o. 2090. 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 2879) entitled “An act granting a pension to Charles 
A. Hutchings.” (Report No. 2098.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 3509) granting a pension to Joseph H. Failes. 
(Report No. 2101.) 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (S. 1684) entitled “An act granting a pension to Sam P. 
Barbee.” (Report No. 2102.) 

By Mr. COLSON, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
82 aoe) to increase the pension of Mary C. Cook. (Report 

0. . 

Ha Best HOWE, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R. 4953) to grant a sion to John Thurston, of Island Pond, 
Vt. (Report No. 2105. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
8 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. vex to amend an act approved 
August 19, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to adopt regulations for prevent- 
ing collisions at sea ”—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H. R. 9254) to aid in the establishment 
and temporary support of common schools—to the Committee on 
Education. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A resolution (House Res. 
No. 393) allowing the messengers of the House post-office an extra 
month’s pay—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, pms bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R.9255) to correct the record of 
Charles Schmeller, late of Company G, Seventy-fifth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, by removing the charge of deser- 
tion from the same—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 9256) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James B. Cooper—to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions, 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9257) for the 
relief of William H. Masters, of Blairville, Pa.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 9258) for the relief of Mary F. 
Grider—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9259) for the benefit of V. F. Andrews, of 
Monroe County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 9260) to increase the 
pension of Adam Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 9261) granting a pension to Wil- 
liam H. Spencer—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R.9262) for the relief 
of Ross & Mangum—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MONEY: A bill (H. R. 9263) for the relief of D. M. 
Snowden, of Fort Stephens, Miss.—to the Committee on War 


aims. 
By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 9264) to amend the military 
record of James H. Watts—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. VAN HORN: A bill (H. R.9265) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of John Allison—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


1896. 
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By Mr. PICKLER (by request of the Secretary of the Interior): 
A bill (H. R. 9266) to repeal the act of Congress of August 13, 
1888—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. t 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 9267) for the relief of 
William J. Thomas, of Springfield, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. McCLURE: A bill (H. R.9268) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of Herman Schloo—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 3 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9269) to remove the charge of desertion against 
James Addy—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9270) granting a pension to Mrs. Rebecca L. 
English—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9271) granting a 8 to Mrs. Susannah 
Bennett to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9272) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Daniel Firestone—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9273) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Henry Crawford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following petitions and papers 


were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BULL: Resolutions of the Division of Rhode Island 
Sons of Veterans, United States Army, in sympathy with the 
Cuban patriots, in favor of resolutions definitely supporting the 
Monroe doctrine, and in relation to the massacres in Armenia— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Iowa: Petition of citizens of Keokuk, Iowa, 
urging the passage of House bill No. 260, to increase the pay of 
ne carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Pọst- 
Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of J. B. Corey, of Braddock, Pa., 
in favor of the repeal of legislation increasing official salaries—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HITT: Resolutions adopted by the eighth annual en- 
campment of the Division of Rhode Island Sons of Veterans, 
8 8 = 5 R. e Si ae 
sympathizing with the Cuban patriots, urgently su ing the 
Monroe doctrine, and deplori the massacre of Christians in 
Armenia—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. Paul, Minn., in favor of increasing the pay of letter carriers— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 


SENATE. 
Monpay, June 1, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Friday last, when, on motion of Mr. HILL, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

PROPOSED FINANCIAL LEGISLATION, 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I desire to state that I shall ask 
the leave of the Senate to addressit upon the subject of the House 
tariff bill with the Senate silver-coinage substitute to-morrow in 
the morning hour, immediately after the conclusion of the routine 
business. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Patholog- 
ical Society of Philadelphia, Pa., and a memorial of the State 
board of health, of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against the 

of Senate bill No. 1552, for the further prevention of cru- 
elty to animals in the District of Columbia; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of Bh Gn ic mea Union, 
No. 122, of Kalamazoo, Mich., praying for the Government owner- 
ship and control of the telegraph lines; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Baptist, Congregational, and 
Methodist Episcopal churches of Bronson, Mich., praying for the 
enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented sundry petitions of citizens of Ohio, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented resolutions adopted by Sons of Veterans, 
Division of Rhode Island, favoring the Monroe doctrine, sympa- 
thizing with the Cuban patriots, and deploring the Armenian 
massacres; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PEFFER. Ipresent the petition of A. E. Redstone, asking 
for the passage of Senate bill 2118. In making this request the 
petitioner sets forth certain important facts that on the western 
slope of the Sierra Nevada Mountains certain settlers, himself 
among others, for whom he speaks, settled upon certain public 


land, made farms and other improvements, and when the Sierra 


forest reserve was made by act of Con it inclosed the homes 
of these settlers, and that from that time until the present their 
homes have been practically valueless to them, cut off from all 
communication with the outside world, and he and his neighbors 
mave pean asking Congress from year to year since that time for 
relief. 

Senate bill 2118 fs a bill that has been introduced in the Senate 
and referred to the proper committee for the purpose of affording 
that relief. Among other things the petitioner asks that a 
written copy of testimony which was taken at Fresno, Cal., by 
the Felton Commission, of the Fifty-third Congress, be printed in 
the RECORD, etc. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on For- 
est Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE presented a memorial of the Trades League of 
Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating agaian the adoption of the pro- 

amendment to section 10 of the interstate-commerce act; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. STEWART presented memorials of John H. Carper and 
42 other citizens of Farmington, Wash.; of W. I. King and 19 
other citizens of Clay, Cal.; of A. J. Kershner and 47 other citi- 
zens of Claylick, Pa.; of William H. Daniels and 21 other citizens 
of Fairhaven, Wash.; of J. W. Baker and 18 other citizens of 
Magnolia, Ark.; of N. G. Wilson and 37 other citizens of Auburn. 
Ark.; of J. F. Gwin and 75 other citizens of Galt, Cal., and of 
the Order of the Patriots of America of Galt, Cal., remonstrati 
against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, to amend the 
laws relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DANIEL. I present the memorial of John Cowdon, of 
Washington, D. C., relative to certain items contained in the river 
and harbor appropriation bill. 

I beg leave to state, in presenting it, that I do not mean to inti- 
mate any approval or dissent from the opinions therein expressed. 
I present it as a matter of courtesy upon my part, and I commu- 
nicate to the Senate the request of the memorialist that his memo- 
rial may be printed. 

RESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
As a document, does the Chair understand? 

Mr. DANIEL. As a document of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that order 
will be made. The memorial will lie on the table. 

REGULATIONS CONCERNING FILLED CHEESE. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In the nature of a resolution, I will ask the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that at 4 o’clock to-day the vote 
be taken on what is called the filled-cheese bill. The Senate has 
been very kind in regard to other bills, and I hope that it will 
allow this bill to be voted on at 4 o’clock to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit the request 
of the Senator from Ohio to the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. What is the request? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask that at 4 o’clock this afternoon the vote 
shall be taken on the cheese bill and any amendments that are 
pending or any amendments that are offered. d 

Mr. HILL. Iam in favor of that bill and expect to vote for it 
on its final passage, but in the absence of several Senators who 
are opposing the bill I do not think it is quite right to fix a time 
now for its final passage. 

Mr. SHER. I have inquired of several Senators about it 
and they made no objection at all to the proposition I now make; 
but I will defer the request if the Senator from New York de- 
sires and will let me know when the time comes. 

Mr. HILL. Ihave no objection myself, but I think it would 
be wiper to wait until several Senators who are now absent are 
presen 

Mr. SHERMAN. There was an agreement made on Friday 
last to dis of the bond bill to-morrow. I should like to have 
this bill disposed of without further debate, so that it may go into 
conference. 

Mr. Vest entered the Chamber. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Missouri is now here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
8 88 of the Senator from Ohio that the vote be taken at 4 
o'clock. 


Mr. HARRIS. I object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. At 4 o'clock to-day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At 4 o'clock to-day. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object to any agreement on the subject. 

Mr. HALE. I call for the regular order of business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there are no further petitions and 
memorials, reports of standing and select committees are next in 


order. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
Inmbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2941) to authorize the 


TTT ee See . ee eee eee ee 
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Transit Goapaat of Maryland | 
reported 


Yolumbia, adversely thereon; and 


He also, from the same . ee to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2288) to provide for the removal of snow, ice, and dirt from 
the crosswalks, and gutters in the District of Columbia, 
and for other 5 reported adversely thereon; and the bill 
was wheres indefinitely. 
fee Mea ORILLA There are — TIN House bills on the 

en 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1277) for the appointment as lieutenants 

on the retired list of certain survivors of the Lady Franklin Bay 
expedition, reported it with an amendment, and yabmitted à re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 8049) to incorporate the Maritime Canal of 
North America, and for other purposes, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2504) to incorporate the Maritime Canal of North America, 
and ye other Pr arain kes reported adversely thereon; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitel 

Mr. BRICE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2989) to increase the pension of Caroline S. 
Baker, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

ELVIRA BACHELDER. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, reported 
a bill (S. 8245) granting a pension to Elvira Bachelder, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

The bill was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GALLINGER. A bill . 8 to this old lady 
day f both Houses, but was vetoed e President the other 

y for the reason that the military Sord was not correctly 

given. The President says: 


On the merits of the case I am satisfied this mother deserves a 
withhold my roval of the bill intended to grant her this 
cause cr Ne Sed tha that the law would be 8 tor the reason t 


soldier never served in the Seventh New „and 
should have been described in the bill as a member of Company D, New 
EEES Heavy Artillery. 


poses to correct the . and I ask for 
its amis consideration, a bill granting the pension having 
the Senate before. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll, at the rate of $12 a month, the name of Elvira 
Bachelder, de endent x mother of J. K. P. Bachelder, late a private 
in Company y D, First New Hampshire Heavy Artillery. 

The bill was anton to the Senate 5 838 ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

W. H. MICHAEL. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Printing, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was referred to the o mmittee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be,and he nate t0 W. H. Michael 


and directed to from tho contingent fund of the H. Michael 
the sum of $1000. or com: iling a and indexing all the acts 4 6 — 
imports heretofore y Congress, the said id compilation anaya 3 
made gel completed under the authority, of the Join ting. 
as authorized by concurrent resolution of January 10,4888. 


FLAGSTAFF AND CANYON RAILROAD, 

Mr. TELLER. Iam directed by the Committee on Forest Res- 
ervations and the Protection of Game: to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 7578) granting the Flagstaff and Canyon Railroad 
Compan bello of way for railroad purposes 2 the Grand 
Canyon Forest Reserve in northern Arizona, to rt it without 
amendment. As the bill is simply for a right of way across a 
forest reservation, I ask that it may be now ene 

There pang no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole. ed to consider the bill. 

The 15 4. was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask to have the conference report on the 
Indian appropriation bill laid before the Senate. 

Mr. T . Will the Senator from South Dakota allow me 
Ripe resent a conference report, that it may be printed? 
. PETTIGREW. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. TELLER. I submit a ee are 8 on the bill a e 

5210) making appropriations to provide for mses o: 
ome of the District of Columbia for the 5 year ending 
une 30, 1897, and for other purposes. I ask that the report be 


printed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, 


~ 


The report is as follows: 
committeeof conference votes of s53 two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate tothe bil rita R. Kae tions 
- pro for the of the 2 ernment of the cof lumbia 
‘or the fiscal year en une and for other purposes, 
and haye to recommend and do r 
to their tive Houses as follows: 
F887 rh GP ad Lc ta 
g „ ‘ 
129.123, 127. 198, 129, 190, 192, 134 Lat’ 148, 14S, 152, 158, 157 158 168, 
Se te numbered 728105 344017 1 . 4 to the amend ents 50 Be 

nate num „0, 15, ‘ „29.21. 5 5 
64, 65, 66, 67, 70, 71 ae 12100 108,109, 110, 111, 115, 12, 133, 136, 188, 12. 145 151. 
159, 180, 161, 164, 185, 166, 168, 169, 192, 197, and 198, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 4: That the House zecodo 8 its 8 to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and with an 

ent as follows: In lieu of the — ai E. 8080 and the 
Senate the same. 

Amendment numbered 5: That the House ee gs from its be directement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the word nditures,” at the end of line 4 
ot the matter inserted by said amendment, insert the following:, not ex- 
ceeding in the aggregate $0,713.50": and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede i ent to 


the amendment of the Senate 3 9, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment in- 


sert the following: “deputy collector, $1,800, and such deputy collector shall 
1 such duties as Bas A required of 285 y the collector, 
and th lector may require the said to give bond for the 


but the collector 


faithful 88 of such duties: in every respect 
nsible, as now pro vlew, to the United States, the District of 
ae ia, end to indi 1 — © case may be, for all moneys collected ;" 
e Senate agree to the 
3 numbered 11: That the House recede from its 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and pee to the same with an 
seins as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$16,000; and the 


peice apd gas woe 
ts numbered 15 and 16: That the House recede from its 


mont 


strike o. Eo r 
the word dollars,“ in line and 
two hundred dollars"; 


amen t as follows: the mai to stricken out — 

said amendment, and strike out all after word law.“ in line 5 of 

matter inserted by said amendment; and the the same. 
Amendment numbered 28: That the House recede its disagreement 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 28, and 5 to the sam 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro; rt , 600 und tho 
Sonate to the same. 

Amendment numbered $l: That the House recede from its disagreoment 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 31, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Ei tin of Gia een TAD rt $7,500"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 32: That the House recede from pera paar ye ga 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 32, and 8 same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum p. “$3,000: ; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 35: That the House recede from its disagreement 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 35, and wares 6 the same with an 
a rd: willl lieu of the sum proposed “ $2,000"; and the 
ma 


Amendment numbered 36: That the House recede from its disagreemen 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and to the same Wick 
amendments as follows: Strike —.— ore sum named in lines 6 and 7 of said 
amendment, and insert in lieu the £ “4 $10,000”; * and strike out all of said 
EE after the word aA in line 13; and the Senate agree to 

e same. 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same withan 
ainendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert 
810,000 ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

‘Amendment numbered ai: Th That the House recede from ent 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 41, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert re $140, 600 5 and tho 
Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 42: That the House recede from its ent 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 42, and agree tothe same withan 
1 1 In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$150,000”; and the 
Senate 0 

Amendment numbered 43: That the House N from its disagreement 
to the amendment ot the Senate numbered 43, and — — — the same withan 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum ; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 44: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate S onene 44, and 1 to the same with an 
amendment as follows: = lieu of the sum proposed rt $45,000"; and the 


to the sam 
3 Sambora 45: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 45, and — feat t S, the same withan 
F In lieu of the sum proposed $22,500"; and the 


Amen nt numbered 46: That the House remus from its ment 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 46, and agree to the sam same See an 
amendment as oge — lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $34,500"; and the 


Senate to the 

Amendment numbered 47: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 47, and 525 the same with an 
pie seep as follows: fe lieu of the sum proposed ** $34,500"; and the 


the sami 

Amendment eee 51: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 51, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In = of the amount proposed insert * $L 30"; and 

the Senate agree to the sam: 
dment 88 5t: "That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 54, and eaa eat to the same withan 
amendment ng hy gare In lien of the sum proposed “ $75,000"; and the 

same. 

Amen t numbered 55: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 55, and agree to the same with an 
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amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter 
g: “For 


inserted by said amendment in- 
constructing the Fifteenth street and F street por- 


Point in 


tercepting sewer, 000; and the 
on of said intercepting se : 


tal cost of constructing sai er, under a 
pe tract which is hareby wath d therefor, shall not exceed “ 000"; and 
fhe Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 57: That the House recede from its 


disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 57, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum insert $60,000"; and the 


Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 86: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 86, and sree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt “ $17,000"; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 88: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 88, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $130,500"; and 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 89, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed * $20,000"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 


for har boat, $1,250"; and the Senate e same. 

Amendment numbered 103: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1 agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum $8,500"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 116: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 116, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $32,000"; and 


the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 117: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 117, and to the same with 


an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pr insert 89,000 “; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 119: 'That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 119, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $28,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 120: That the House recede from its disagreement 

to the amendment of the Senate numbered 120, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment 
insert $30,000”; and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 121: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 121, and ee to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in the amendment insert 
* $8,000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

‘Amendment numbered 124: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 8 to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter i by said amendment, 
insert the following: A contract is hereby authorized for the construction 
of an eight-room school building, Sixth Division B, Giesboro, at a total cost 
not exceeding $21,000; and the a; priation of $9,000 heretofore made for a 
four-room b „Sixth Division B, Giesboro, is hereby made available 
8 construction of said eight ro, building”; the Senate agree 

o same. 

Amendment numbered 125: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 125, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment 


a disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 151, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the number named insert 286"; and 
the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 135: That the House recede from its ment 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 135, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment 


insert 76,940 %; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 137: That the House recede from its ent 
to the t of the Senate numbered 137, and ee to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum insert * $19,500"; and 
the Senate agree to the samo. 


0 
Amendment numbered 139: That the House recede from its disagreement 
d to the same with 
rt $27,750"; and 


an amendment as follows: In 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 141: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 141, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt $142,100"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 143: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 143, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum 3 83.500 ; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 147; That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 147, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $38,500"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 149: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 149, and a; to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro; insert * $3,500"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 150: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 150, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert 
“$4,200”; and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 155: That the Hous recede from its ent 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 155, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$1,500”; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 156: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 156, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro K ; and 
the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 163: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 163, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out and inserted by 


said amendment insert the following: hap — be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Attorney-General”; fonr this te agree to the same. 
ne 167: That the House recede from its 


to the amendment of the Senate 167, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum in said amendment 
insert ‘$1,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 196: e recede from its disagreement 
to the amen of the Senate numbered 196, and to the same with 


an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pr 
the Sena 


disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 200, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $37,934"; and 


the Senate to the same. 
The 3 of conference have been unable to on the amendments 


insert $3,000"; and 


of the Senate numbered 40, 61, 69,87, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 95, 97, 98, 90, 100, 105, 154, 1 
Hr A741 41010 10 180, 181 82, 88,18, 188, 186, 167, 188, 180, 190, 191, 188 
7 „an 


WILLIAM W. GROUT, 
MAHLON PITNEY, 


ALEX. M. DOCKERY. 
Managers on the part of the House. 
FRIEZE IN THE ROTUNDA, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam directed by the Committee on the 
Library, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 152) ap- 

ropriating $6,000 for completing the painting of the frieze in the 

tunda of the United States Capitol, to report it without amend- 
ment; and I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The joint resolution will be read for 
information. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, ete., Fox com: rieze 
Rotunda eee Unie beer Sapftel b tho 3 5 
to be furnished by him and approved by the J bin Commitee on the Library, 
$6,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? The Chair hears none, and itis 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and open to 
amendment. If there be no amendment as in Committee of the 
Whole, the joint resolution will be considered as having been re- 
ported to the Senate for a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am not quite satisfied with the manner in 
which that frieze is being finished or conducted. I make no 
special criticism upon the ident of the United States for vari- 
ous reasons, and he might find his place 5 ah but I am not 

uite satisfied with an attempt to approve a history of the United 
States, which the frieze is supposed to suggest, that omits 5 555 1 
Washington and Abraham Lincoln and presents Mr. Cleveland, 
when we consider the respective positions of Mr. Lincoln and Mr. 
Cleveland during the great war of the rebellion. 

Mr. HANSBROUG In my judgment there is not an 5 gs 

2 place in this fresco work for a representation of any of the 

sidents, and this is the judgment of the Committee on the 
Library. The joint resolution proposes an appropriation of $6,000 
to complete the fresco work inthe Dome of the Capitol. It is very 
important that the unsightly scaffolding that has been ar. 
there for two or three years, and which one of these days fall 
and kill some one, should be removed. 

I have here two sketches which it is proposed to use in complet- 
ing the fresco work. The one that the Senator from Connecticut 
objects to, or believes he objects to, represents President Cleve- 


land pr the electric button which notified the world that 
the World’s Fair wasopen. It also represents in the ound 
the Duke of Ver and his family, the remnants of the Colum- 


bus family, and all there is left of it. 

It will be remembered that the first painting in the frieze of the 
Dome is a fresco By abe aac Columbus landing in America. The 
last one will be a fresco representing the opening of the World's 
Fair, attended by the . living descendants of the Columbus 
family. The committee think it a very appropriate sketch. I do 
not believe the Senate should permit, or any Senator here should 

rmit his pae, if he has any, against the President of the 

nited States to stand in the way of carrying out the purpose of 
the joint resolution. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The artistic purpose of the frieze evidently is 
to suggest a great deal more than it tells. I wonder how a man 
giving the history of the United States could entirely skip the 

eat war for the Union. If you ask how I would put it upon the 

ieze, if I did nothing else I would represent the apple tree at 
Appomattox and Grant and Lee shaking hands, with surrounding 
touches and intimations of troops and various designs. I am sure 
that an artist who had poetry and patriotism in him could easily 
sug; the whole history and show the whole happy conclusion 
of that great event. I think the scheme lacks something. I do 
not object to the Senator's idea of giving a hint of the great exhi- 
bition at Chicago, but I object to the utter absence of the great- 
est historical event since the war of the Revolution—one of the 
greatest in all history. However, I will let it go. It will, by 
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wri ee of what ought to be there, suggest criticism and con- 
sideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not understand the 
Senator from Connecticut to object to the present consideration 
of the ore resolution. If the Senator objects—— 

Mr. WLEY. No, sir; I do not object, for there is more 
criticism of its propositions. The Committee on the Library is 

aring for us, to pot here in this Hall in one of these niches, a 
bust of John C. Breckinridge, who left the chair you now occupy, 
sir, to engage in the rebellion. You may say, without reference 
to what he was or was not in the war, that he had the elements of 
nobility in his character; you may say, without reference to that, 
that it is simply his historical relations we must consider, and he 
must be given his piaco among those honored men in the list of 
Vice-Presidents.. I make no objection. I do not quite like some 
Z 5 70 things, however. I want history told simply as it is; that 

a 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. With regard to the bust which is to 
occupy a place in this Chamber, I will say that it will be placed 
here in compliance with a statute and at the request of at least 
one of the Senators from the State of Kentucky and other Sena- 
tors on this floor. Iam one of those who are liberal enough to 
believe that the war is over. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Well, Mr. President, I object to that sneer. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It was not intended as such. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It was one. I am liberal about these things. 
I have toward the men who were in the rebellion not one particle 
of hostility, and I thank heaven there are many among them 
with whom I am upon terms of warmest friendship, and I could 
easily cast my eye upon some of them here, not to mention others 
scattered all about the country. But I do not believe in telling 
a falsehood about the history of my country. There was an 
enormous war over a great principle, which involved untold 
volumes of history of brave transactions, and the Confederates 
need not be ashamed to be mentioned as soldiers, nor the Union 
men, either. No, sir; I have voted here for liberal treatment of 
the men who were in the rebellion. They may come into public 
office; they may go into the Army if they get appointments now. 
We have wi all those things out, but there is no use in wiping 
out of history the war and its significance, and it will be quite 
impossible to do so. 

Mr. SHOUP. I desire to submit a report from the Committee 


on 3 
Mr. SBROUGH. Do J understand that the joint resolu- 


tion has been disposed of? 
The VICE-PR ENT. The joint resolution reported by the 
Senator from North Dakota has been d 


Mr. WILSON. Do I understand the Chair to state that the 

joint resolution has been ip 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair had announced that with- 
out objection the joint resolution was passed before the Senator 
from Connecticut addressed the Chair. The Chair then inquired 
of the Senator from Connecticut whether he interposed an objec- 
tion. The Chair understood the Senator from Connecticut to say 
that he did not object. 

Mr. HAWLEY. When I heard the joint resolution read I had 
not been paying very close attention. I thought it was the read- 
ing that precedes consideration, I did not know that it was an- 
nounced that it was passed. However, I should have asked leave 
to even had I known to what stage the bill had arrived. 

r. WILSON. I certainly thought an objection had been in- 
terposed, Then I understood the Senator from Connecticut to 
withdraw whatever objection he had, and I thought 28 the 
Chair would ask if objection was made, whereupon I intended to 
interpose an objection to the joint resolution. the joint resolu- 
tion has already been rae 

Mr. SHERMAN (to Mr. WILSON). You can move to reconsider. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Washington to object now to the consideration of the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. WILSON. Ifthe Senator from Washington has that right 
under the rule, I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, the joint 
resolution will go over under the rule. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. PEFFER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3246) to pro- 
mote aerial navigation for military purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN (for Mr. THURSTON) introduced a bill (S. 3248) 
granting an increase of pension to Edward Yarton; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. THURSTON) introduced a bill (S. 3249) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Andrew J. Cook; which was read 
8 by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 8250) for the relief of Julia A. 
Devier; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the ittee on Pensions. 


THE NICARAGUA CANAL. 

Mr. MORGAN. I introduce a bill, and I wish to make a brief 
remark about it. 

The bill (S. 3247) to amend the act entitled “An act to incorpo- 
rate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved Feb- 
ruary 20, 1889; was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORGAN. I understand that a bill similar in import has 
been agreed to by the House committee, 55 it may be 
reported to-day; Ido not know. But I introduce this bill with- 
out committing myself to all its provisions, and yet I think I could 
agree to every one of them 5 

The bill is the production of Hon. Mr. Manon, of Pennsylvania. 
It was referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce in the House and has been considered by them very labori- 
ously, and after long investigation they have concluded to report 
it back to the House, as I am informed. At all events, I intro- 
duce it upon that 8 

I think, Mr. President, that the country is to be congratulated 
that both Houses in their action, in some form or other, have in- 
dorsed all of the great outlying propositions which are involved in 
the Nicaraguan Canal subject. I believe it would be hardly possi- 
ble, at least in the Senate, to get action upon this bill at the pres- 
ent session of Con I do not hope to realize that expectation. 
At the same time, if the Senate of the United States, before itshould 
disperse, would reenact the bill thatit enacted here at the last ses- 
sion of the last Congress, or this bill, which is substantially the 
same in its general features, I think that the country would feel 
great satisfaction with the idea that we were doing something for 
the benefit of the world as well as our own people. 

I move that the bill be referred to the Select Committee on the 
Construction of the Nicaragua Canal. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ISSUE OF BONDS. 
Mr. BROWN. I submit a resolution and ask that it may lie on 


the table. I shall discuss it in the course of the day. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 

Be it resolved, That, in the opinion of the Senate of the United Sta the 
Secretary of the has no 83 under the act of January 14, 75 
to issue any further or other bonds in addition to those issued, an 
that any such bonds that may hereafter be issued by him be without 
authority of law and void. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table 

for the present. 
SEIZURE OF SCHOONER FREDERICH GERRING, JR. 

Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the 
pantie interest, to report to the Senate the facts in regard to the seizure of 

e American ooner ick Gerring, jr., by the Canadian revenue 
cutter Aberdeen; whether there is any proof that said schooner was fishing 
inside the 3-mile limit at the time of the seizure, and to inform the Senate 
what action, if any, has been taken by the United States Government in re- 
gard to the seizure of said schooner. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on May 28, 1896, approved and signed the following acts: : 

An act (S. 144) granting an increase of pension to T. Clarkson 


Ingalls; 

Ka act (S.145) granting a pension to Maud Ardelle Bliss; 

An act (S. 177) granting an increase of pension to Sophia D, 
Clendenin; 

An act (S. 247) granting a pension to Wallace McGrath; 

An act (S. 466) granting an increase of pension to William 


rown; 
An act (S.1051) granting a pension to Elizabeth New, widow 
of Jethrow New; 
wan act (S. 2014) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
ut; 
An act (S. 2175) granting a pension to James Lloyd Young, late 
of pampany A, Sixth Rop ent Sesion. Tolania 
An act (S. 2357) granting a pension to Elizabeth Watts Kearny, 
daughter of the late Philip Kearny, major-general, United States 


Army; 
8 (S. 2822) to increase the pension of Theodore V. Purdy; 


an 

An act (S. 888) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate 
the Capital Railway Company,” approved March 2, 1895. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on May 29, 1896, approved and signed the following 


acts: 
An act (S. 246) granting a pension to Nancy Carson Blunt; 
An act (S.705) granting a pension to Emily B. Muncey; and 
An act (S. 746) granting a pension to Elizabeth E. Donohoe, 
The message further announced that the President of the United 
States had on May 30, 1896, approyed and signed the following 


An act (S. 616) granting a pension to Matilda Gresham, widow 


of the late Walter Q. Gresham, at the rate of $100 per month; 
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An act (S. 404) granting a pension to Samuel Goldwater; 
An act (S. 1924) granting a pension to Carrie L. Yeaton; 
An act (S. 1493) granting a pension to Mary Clare Kelly; 
An act (S. 1215) granting a pension to Ellen Kingsley; 


An act (S. 1044) granting a pension to Mary Newman; 

An act (S.125) for the relief of Elizabeth Cook, of Arkadelphia, 
Clark County, Ark., widow of Robert T. Cook; 

An act (S. 739) granting an increase of pension to C. E. Phil- 
brook, major of Twenty-fourth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers; 

An act (S. 1435) granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
Kimball; and 

An act (S. en Poe the relief of Nicolai Bros. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on this day approved and signed the act (S. 1659) to 
amend the laws of the District of Columbia as to married women, 
to make parents natural guardians of their minor children, and 
for other purposes. 

BILLS BECOME LAWS, 


The message further announced that the following bills were 


presented to the President May 13, 1896, and not having been re- 
turned by him to the House of Con in which they originated 
within the ten days prescribed by the Constitution, have me 
laws without his approval: 

An act (S. 981) relating to the testimony of physicians in the 
courts of the District of Columbia; ` 

An act (S. 2790) for the relief of Sophronia S. Stowell; and 

An act (S. 2843) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Boonville, Mo. 

The message also announced that the bill (S. 730) granting an 
increase of pension to Mrs. Helen Morrell Carroll was presented 
to the President May 15, 1896, and not having been returned by 
him to the House of Congress in which it originated within the ten 
days prescribed by the Constitution, has become a law without 
his approval, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Am from the House of resentatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 7542) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, further 
insisted upon its disagreement to the amendments numbered 2, 
82, 33, 84, 35, 36, 37, 38, 59, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 51, 52, and 
53 to the bill, agreed to the further conference asked for by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. BOUTELLE, Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania, and Mr. 


UMMINGS rs at the conference on the part of the House. 
The menago announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 


A bill (S. 148) granting a pension to Catharine Dillon; 

A bill (S. 807) granting a pension to Charles Williamson; 

A bill (S. 887) granting a pension to Ella D. Cross; and 

A bill (S. 1672) granting a pension to Lue R. Brown. 

The ate further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills, each with an amendment; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (S.819) granting a pension to Catherine Leary; 

A bill (S. 1291) granting an increase of pension to Celeste A. 
Boughton, widow of Byt. Brig. Gen. Horace Boughton; 

A bill (S. 1842) granting a pension to Lena D. Smith; and 

A bill (S. 1511) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Stewart Whit- 
ing. > 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 948) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Jacob M. burger; 

A bill (H. R. 1646) for the relief of Dolly S. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 1874) to place the name of Robert Smalls on the 
pension rolls; 

A bill (H. R.3380) granting an increase of pension to John R. 
Row, of Toronto, Kans.; 

A bill (H. R. 3398) for the relief of Augusta Tuller; 

A bill (E. R. 3990) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza G. Pyne; 

A bill (H. R. 4267) granting an increase of pension to Gabriel 
Widmer; 

A bill (H. R. 4268) granting a pension to Mrs. Christina Graham; 

A bill (H. R. 4281) granting a pension to George Johnson, of 
Lenox, Iowa; 

A bill (H. R. 4405) granting a pension to Augustus G. Cary; 
E bill (H. R. 4410) to increase the pension of Elise Blenker from 

to $50; 

A bill (H. R. 4490) to restore the name of Ethan A. Sellman to 
the pension roll; 

A bill (H. R. 4494) granting pension to Barton S. Dawson; 

A bill (H. R. 4519) granting a pension to John Zellers; 

A bill (H. R. 4841) granting a pension to Mellisa Adams, widow 
of Silas Adams; 


A bill (H, R. 5852) to increase the on of Josiah P. Bradbury; 

_A bill (H. R. 5880) granting an increase of pension to Green- 
ville Puckett; 

A bill (H. R. 5938) for.the relief of Pricilla R. Burns; 


A bill (H. R. n a pension to Sarah A. Stacey, de- 
pendent mother of Manley T. Stacey, late private Company D, 
One hundred and eleventh Regiment New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 6247) to grant a pension to Miss Jennie E. Moore; 
s au (H. R. 6417) to complete the military record of Caleb L. 

ackson; 
A bill R. 6472) granting a pension to Olive M. Lewis; 
A bill (H. R. 6885 granting a pension to Gideon L. MeGinnis; 
A bill (H. R. 6552) granting increase of pension to Alexander 
C. Morrison; z 

A bill (H. R. 6590) granting a pension to William Greer; 

4 bill (H. R. 7127) granting a pension to Samuel D. Gilman; 


an 
A bill (H. R. 9139) granting a pension to Margaret J. Young. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask that the conference report on the - 
Indian appropriation bill be laid before the Senate. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the conference report 
on the bill (H. R. Sacel making appropr afiona for current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1897, and for other purposes. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, at the time when the hour expired 
in the consideration of the conference report on Friday, I was still 
discussing the question of the point of order. I do not wish to 
spend too much time upon that point unless it shall be renewed 
and discussion be perhaps important to it, but I do desire to add 
a few words from which I was cut off on Friday. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 8 asked a question, 
„whether there is any rule positive or any rule in parliamentary 
law which oe a committee of conference from an obligation 
to observe the rules of the Senate.“ I understand the precise con- 
trary to be the rule of parliamentary law. The conferees or man- 
agers on the part of either body of Congress or Parliament or 
legislature were originally directed when a conference was ordered 
to submit to the managers of the other House on the part of that 
House which asked the conference simply the reasons in support 
of the amendment which had been by the House oun dis- 
agreed to by the other. Theold practice was to put those reasons 
in writing. They were carefully considered by the House which 
sought the conference, and they were submitted by the conferees 
to the managers on the part of the other House without the right 
to argue, and the ment continued if they were not ac- 
re as sufficient to justify the proponos action. 

en came the other course, which is called a free conference, 
in which the managers were intrusted with the presentation ver- 
bally of the reasons which supported the course desired to be pur- 
sued by one House. 

Now, I will turn to a word or two only in Cushing on Parlia- 
mentary Law to show the nature of conferences and what may be 
done in conference. Speaking of communications by conference, 
he says that— 

The most usual occasions, upon which it is competent for either house, ac- 
cording to the practice of Paraman to deman: 
may be arranged under the following heads, pet area with the other, 

There are five, the fifth of which only is important to the pres- 
ent consideration— 

5. To offer reasons for disagreeing to, or insis 5 
pe house to resolutions, or addresses, shar n pe E CAIT 
other. 

Then later he lays it down that— 

The duty of the ay Y on the of 
ence, is AN PAT to the 8 to the e e other yp Repro 
munication, whatever it marte, which it is the purpose of the communication 
to make; and the duty of the managers for the other house is merely to re- 
ceive such communication. They are not at liberty to „either on the 
one side to enforce, or on the other to make objections to, the communication. 

After the practice of the free conference superseded the more lim- 
ited method of presenting the reasons, the difference was, in the 
eye of parliamentary law, only that the reasons were presented 
verbally, and the reasons of the other House for disagreeing were 
also presented verbally, and if no acceptance of the amendment re- 
sulted, the managers reported back to the House their disagree- 
ment. There is in no treatise upon parliamentary law any provi- 
sion which I have fallen upon which authorizes the conferees to 
make amendments of their own volition toa bill. They are limited 
by the principles of parliamentary law to the presentation pro and 
con of the reasons which kupport the proposed amendment or the 
disagreement to it. So far from therule being that conferees are 
exempt from the limitations in the rules of the Senate so that 
they can introduce to the legislation under discussion general 
legislation, or provisions of a character not merely in nature to 

rfect that which is proposed, the rule is laid down thus by Mr. 

ushing, in paragraph 841 of his work: 

The only rules relating to the manner in which the discussions at a free 
conference are to be conducted seem to be the same by which a debate in 
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either house same matter be conducted; namely, 1. 
‘That no on itis clthor toward the managers on tho other side or te 
they represent are to be indulged in; and, 2— 

To which I ask now particular attention 

that is, one not embraced within the subject-matter 
5 fey ee ee is to be introduced. 5 

Such is the parliamen: law in respect to conferences. Con- 
ferences are to be condui upon the same A les as a debate, 
and of course conferees are to be governed by the rules which 
limit debate in the House, and ially by a rule which pro- 
hibits the introduction of a new subject of legislation. 

Now, let us see what is the duty of conferees in case a violation 
of this principle should happen in the conference, as, for example, 
if the House conferees in particular issue insisted w pro- 
posing general legislation upon this bill in violation of the rules 
of the Senate, the introduction of what is declared to be an inad- 
missible thing, an irrelevant topic, not embraced in the subject- 
matter of the conferences as agreed upon. He says: 

If either of these rules is . by the managers or any of them on the 
one side there is no other remedy but for the managers on the other to object 
to any further proceeding, y cong the same time the reason of their objec- 
tion, and then to withdraw from the conference and report the whole matter 
to the house of which they are members. 


but added to it as a condition the proposal of new legislation of 
a general character, which, under the rules of the Senate, they 
were not authorized to accept. 

Now, Mr. President, it seems to me that that is a perfectly plain 
expression of what common sense teaches, It has been the crying 
evil of the legislation of Congress that too much of it was origi- 
nated in conference. The same rule, however, does not in all its 
particulars apply, at least with equal force, to conferences upon 
other bills than appropriation bills, because other bills arein their 
nature general be epee for the most , and there is no rule 
of the te which would forbid the offering of an amendment 
to such a bill ane and proper in its nature; but in the case of 
an appropriation bill there is the express and particular rule of 
the te that no general legislation shall be received to it from 
any quarter whatever, for that is the import of the rule, relating 
ste to the source from which the proposal comes, but to the 
nature of the proposal, and for the reason which I gave the other 


day. 

Tmi ht add, as was suggested to me afterwards by the Senator 

om Mississippi, that another strong reason supports it, and that 
is that Senators 250 ge not to be put to the necessity of voting for 
some 3 1 they pe pomp can noe BY AOS else to 
defeat perhaps the passage of an appropriation bill whi ey are 
conscious the needs of the public service may require. In every 
aspect in which this business can be viewed, from the gaint ase 
of parliamentary law, as to the obligation resting upon erees 
or managers on the part of the Senate, it seems to me perfectly 
clear that the duty of the Chair is to protect the Senate against 
the imposition upon 5 ills of legislation of this char- 
acter, when proposed by the managers of the conference, with the 
same force which it lies upon him to protect the Senate from the 
imposition of such propositions when offered in the course of 
the discussion of a measure. I therefore think the point of order 
ought to have been insisted upon and sustained. Of course it 
comes to the same thing if the te takes a vote to reject it, but 
if we tolerate that practice we have taken away one of the safe- 
guards which the rule provides against legislation of this char- 


acter. 

I called attention the other day to the fact that this is new leg- 
islation of a general character, not merely new legislation but 
general legislation, and I pointed out, and I do not propose to 
T t it, that the difference between the original amendment 
which was ruled out of order in the Senate and that proposed by 
the conferees a aenant so far as any claim may be made that 
the one is different from the other in the sense of this rule. Lim- 
iting it to the subject of the citizenship of the Indian tribes, the 
amendment is substantially the same; in most particulars prac- 
tically identical. But there is another thing in the amendment, 
which was not in the amendment proposed in the Senate, that is 
of very great importance. Hereisa declaration in the amend- 
ment proposed by the managers of the conference that goes far 

ond the amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut 
. Puatt]. It is far more radical in its nature than the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut. After having 
made the same provisions substantially with reference to the de- 
termination of citizenship and the making up of the roll of citizens 


which was included in the former amendment, this one now pro- 
poses the following declaration of public policy on the subject of 
the government of the Indian tribes: 
It is hereby declared to be the duty of the United Sta blish = 
VVV 
w 
to the lives and property of all citizens and . thereof. ma 8 

The last clause is ae explanation of the reasons or objects 
of the Government, not all that might be mentioned, but the lend. 
ing ones. Thus, by this amendment isasked not only to 
interfere with the right of the tribes to make up their rolls of cit- 
izenship but to go much further than has yet been suggested—to 
declare the duty of this Government to establish a government in 
the Indian Territory. 

Let us consider for a moment what that means with reference 
to the condition of the Indians under the treaties which have been 
made with them by this Government. Of course if the amend- 
ment proposes radically to alter the established government which 
the United States have caused to be created in a single one of those 
five tribes, it is not only general legislation but general legisla- 
tion of a most important character; and the Senator from Ken- 
shies [Mr. Lixpsay], who asked a question the other day in re- 
spect to the subject, will, I am sure, agree with me that that is a 
fair statement. 

Let us, for an illustration, take a single one of these tribes, and 
I am now only repeating the ar ent which the Senate heard 
when the Indian appropriation bill was before it and upon which 
the Senate manifested its entire unwillingness to receive this pro 
posal of general legislation. Take the case of the Cherokee Na- 
tion, and I shall not trespass upon the patience of the Senate to 
go at test length into the history of treaties with any one of 
those tribes. However, I desire to call attention to the engage- 
ments between the United States and the Cherokees, The Chero- 
kee Nation formerly lived in certain Southern States, and the 
United States had dealt with them repeatedly as an independent 
nation. Finally it sought to secure their removal beyond the 
Mississippi River, and several different conventions were had 
during the course of a number of years in order to reach that 
result, Treaties were made in 1816, 1817, 1828, 1833, and 1835. 
The treaty of 1828 contained a covenant on the part of the United 
States to grant to the Cherokee Nation a tract of 7,000,000 acres 
of land west of the Mississippi, within defined bounds, and an 
additional agreement to grant them an outlet to the western bor- 
der of the United States, so as to give them access to the Spanish 
or Mexican territory lying to the west of it. That outlet em- 
braced over 6,000,000 acres. The United States covenanted to 

ive them a patent for the land, so that the title of the lands 
wed upon them in consideration of the cession of their lands 

in the South and their removal to the West should -be absolute 
and perfect in the Cherokee Nation. Now see further what was 
agreed to by the United States in the fifth article of the treaty of 
1835, which has never been qualified or in any measure withdrawn: 
The United States hereby covenant and that the lands ceded to the 


Cherokee Nation in the foregoing article in nofuture time, without their 
consent, be included within the territorial limits or jurisdiction of any State 
or Territory. But they shall secure to the Cherokee Nation the right, by 
their national councils, to make and carry into effect all such laws as the 
may deem necessary for the government and protection of the persons ani 
property within their own country g to their le or such per- 
sons as have connected themselves with them: ‘ways, That the 
shall not be inconsistent with the Constitution of the United States and suc! 
acts of Congress as have been or may be passed regulating trade and inter- 
course with the Indians. 


The last part of the article it is immaterial to read. It is in 
relation to travelers in the country. Now, take the next article: 

ART. 6. = peace and friendship shall exist between the citizens of 
the United States and the Cherokee Indians. The United States to 
protect the Cherokee Nation from domestic strife and foreign enemies and 
against intestine wars between the several tribes. The Cherokees shall en- 
dea vox to preserve and maintain the peace of the country and not make war 
upon their neighbors. 5 Shall also be protected ist interruption and 
intrusion from citizens of the United States who may attempt to settle in tho 
country without their consent; and all such persons be removed from 
the same by order of the President of the United States. 

Now, Mr. President, what was the legal consequence of our 
creating, in the solemnest manner that the United States can make 
an engagement, an autonomous nation of Indians and ag chal 
upon that nation the full title, by patent granted by the Unite 
States to them, of all the territory which was to be theirs, in no 
future time to be included within a State or Territorial govern- 
ment of the United States except by their own consent? First, it 
implied, if it may not be said to be an explicit declaration, that 
they possessed the right to determine the question of their own 
citizens. The Supreme Court of the United States recognized that 
in two or three cases in terms which leave no . for 
doubt about the meaning of those provisions. No lawyer will 
pretend, no man who will address his mind to this subject as a 
matter of fair legal interpretation will pretend, that to create an 
autonomous government, with full power of legislation according 
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to their own methods, is not to invest them with the full power of 
ing who constitute the citizens within that government. 

The Supreme Court in the Cherokee trust fund case said distinctly: 
treaties with the Cherckees the United States have them as 


a ity, so far independent as to and require 
negotiations with them in that character. 
Then there followed in that case a further discussion of the right 


of the Eastern Cherokees, who had not migrated to the lands of 

the Cherokee Nation, to 8 as citizens in the funds and 
roperty of the Cherokee Nation there domiciled and settled. The 

88 Court in that case said of that question: 

toa mre: of the 


commuted annuity fund of $214,000, and of the fund created by sales of lands 
west of the Mississippi ceded to Cherokee ion, resting as it does upon 
tion in the treaties of the lands y by the Chero- 


ceded to the United States, or su uired 
de Un he on property the pation,” ef held for the 


J; “the commo; 
Po OIN EIR aaa ponent * of the Cherokee people, has no substantial foun- 
dation. 

And the reason was given; and I quote further to illustrate 
that reason and to reenforce the proposition I am making: 

If Indians in that State, or in any other State east of the Mississippi, wish 
cele etree Saw eae wt een Co 
ply with the — bro -Brg Fer} lane of the Cherokes. Nation, and be readmitted 

citizenship as there provided. 

It did not need that explicit declaration of the Supreme Court; 
but if anything were necessary in the way of judicial determina- 
tion, that is ample and sufficient to fix the absolute and exclusive 
right of the Cherokee Nation to determine for itself who consti- 
tute citizens entitled to share the property and the privileges of 
the Cherokee government and the Cherokee people. 

But let us go a step further. A few years ago the advance of 
frontiersmen upon the Indian Territory created a demand for the 
country known as the Cherokee Outlet. We created a commis- 
sion to negotiate with the Cherokee Nation to buy the Outlet. It 
resulted in an agreement by which the United States paid a sum 
of money, exceeding $6,000,000, for their title to that Outlet, such 
as it was. It was a title limited in character and different from 
that by which they hold the territory of their nation. They were 
reluctant to give it up, but theyacceded to the desire of the United 
States and they made a bargain to sell, But atthe same time, in 
making that bargain they stipulated afresh not only for money 
but for what they regarded asof at least equal importance. They 
stipulated again that the United States should rantee and pro- 
tect their right to determine the 8 of citizenship; and now 
I desire to note the covenant in that agreement which the United 
States made only four years ago last December: 

For and in consideration of the above cession and relinquishment, the 


United States š 

First. That persons now resident, or who may become resi- 
Goris im the Cherokee Nation, and who are not as citizens of the 
Cherokee Nation by the constituted authorities thereof, and who are not in 


the 8 ot the Cherokee Nation or in the employ ent of citizen 
the Che: Nation, in conformity with the laws 


eee eee 
ized persons within the intent and meaning of section 6 of the treaty of 1835— 


Which I have read— 
and sections 26 and 27 of the treaty of July 19, 1866, and shall, together with 
Te ie tee United Benton 9a treapensere: upon ten OMDR of the petocipat 
chief of the Cherokee Nation. P 

Mr. President, when that treaty was laid before Congress and 
became the subject of discussion, it was held up for some time 
without being ratified by Co But finally a law was passed— 
I think it was March, 1893, if I am not mistaken as to the date— 
by which the treaty was ratified, and this particular clause was 

ially ratified, with the addition only of an amendment to the 
effect that before any intruder should be removed the value of his 
improvements should be sporas and paid him, etc. Ishall not 
stop to read the detail of that limitation. 

Mr. GEORGE. May I ask the Senator from Wisconsin if that 
addition or modification of the ent was made by act of 
Congress alone, or was it dependent upon ratification by the 
Cherokees? 

Mr. VILAS. It was in the act ratifying the treaty, and no pro- 
vision was made, as I remember, for a resubmission, nor 
there ever been . Boe acceptance of it than may be implied in 
the fact that the Cherokee Nation received the money which was 
pre for the Outlet. But that does not alter this question at all. 

e thus see that from the original institution of that nation they 
have had the covenant of the United States guaranteeing to them 
their own independent autonomous form of government, their 
own right to determine who constitute citizens within it, author- 
ized to share the property which that nation owns. 

What is proposed by this amendment? Not general legislation. 
This amendment proposes to leave it to the Dawes Commission to 
make up a roll of citizens. True, it instructs them to accept the 
roll as it has already been made by the Cherokee authorities. but 
it commits to the Dawes Commission to determine every disputed 


and doubtful 
treaties; that is 
itself by the treaties which have been made, repeated, reiterated 


5 a panon; and only three otour years e afresh 
yan ngress, accepting from them a e coun- 
8 that confirmation as one of the iderations of the 


question, and that is all there is of value in the 
precisely what is the right of the Cherokee Nation 


If there is anything in the world that should give 
pause, it is the attempt to override by power the bb 00g weh 
the Government has made and which depend only on its good 
faith and its integrity. 

It is said here that there is an appeal from the Dawes Commis- 
sion to the district court, and the appeal may be taken within 
sixty days, but the judgment of the court shall be final. Why 
should the Cherokee people be put to take an appeal from a Com- 
mission when, by the terms of our solemn engagement with them, 
their judgment is final, and by what right are we to declare that 
itis the duty of the United States to establish a government there? 
Have we not covenanted, and are we not bound to respect our 
covenants, that no government shall be established there without 
their consent? 

Mr. President, I recognize the fact, which no doubt will be 
urged in argument here, that the power lies with the United 
States—that Congress meni it will, trample down every security 
which the pledge of this Government to those people would seem 
to have given to them. I recognize that we may, if we will, take 
from them their property, that we may divide it up and give it to 
the horde of adventurers who are seeking to enrich themselyes at 
the expense of those people. We have that power. We have the 
power to doa great many things; but is it possible that that power 
shall be ex unless the necessity has become so great and 
overruling as to furnish in the eye of moral, respectable, upright 
people a justification for the breach of anagreement like this? It 
may be that an engagement of such a nature as this can be justi- 

in the breaking; it may be that in dealings between peoples 
you can to overthrow the obligations which if a State of 
the Union had made, no power would tolerate the overthrow of, 
and no excuse could allow it; but before that is to be done Con- 
gress ought to be well advised. Itis alarming that when ques- 
tions involving such vast interests—the happiness of a people who 
have confided themselves to our faith and our sense of justice— 
are under discussion we can hardly get attention to the subject. 
Now it is pro to do all this thing; to overthrow and over- 
ride every right of these le by an amendment to an appro- 
priation bill which the Senate has once declared to be notin pada 

Mr. ALLISON. And which is unamendable. 

Mr. VILAS. And which is unamendable as proposed to us, as 
suggested by the Senator from Iowa. If that be the method of 
procedure which can prevail in the Senate of the United States, 
there will be found justification in the fact for a greater lament 
over the decadence of public morals and the sense of public duties 
than has been heard here from any man heretofore, however emi- 
nent in character or exalted in place. 

Sir, I do not intend to weary the Senate with a protracted dis- 
cussion. desired to point out only in a direct and simple 
way how far-reaching is this proposed amendment in character 
and in rincipo; how contrary to every one of those rules of good 
faith whi ould govern and restrain the Congress of the United 


States. 

I said it might qd I am willing to admit it may hap- 
pen—that such a as the breach of a public engagement, 
even of this character, may be committed and defended without 
casuistry, but the case must be an extraordinary one. If a caso 
exists in respect to our dealings with the Indian tribes to whom 
we have given these rights of separate existence and independent 
government that case ought to be submitted to Congress in an 
Independent bill. It ought to be a measure which will carry in 
every part of it proper provision for the redress of such wro: 
as exist, for the security of such rights of property as ought to 

reserved, for the security of such rights of persons as can not 
ut beacknow] to be sacred even with Indians. Itought to be 
@ measure formulated with that care which belongs to statesman- 
ship, and be considered in the Congress of the United States with 
solemn attention. Itis little short of 5 outrage to 
pose such a thing upon an 5 ill, especially in the last 
moments of a session and in the guise of a conference report. 
_ Mr. President, it is said, and it will undoubtedly be said i 
in the course of this debate, that disorder exists in the Indian Per- 
ritory and among these tribes. It will be said that bribery and 
corruption prevail in their courts, yet let me remind Senators 
that itis not ten years since it was our habit to point to those 
Five Civilized Tribes as evidence of what the Indian nature was 
capable of when ly guarded and left to work out its right- 
condition. few years ago there were councils, as there 
are yet, that enacted such laws for the government of those 
tribes vely, and annually their books of session laws were 
printed, and they would compare favorably, at least not at all 
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discreditably, with the’ volumes of session laws enacted in the 
States. Werejoiced in the success of that experiment. What is 
it that has created disorder there? It is the breach of duty on the 
part of the United States. 

We covenanted to protect them in theirindependence; we cove- 
nanted to prevent them from 8 overrun by a horde of intrud- 
ers; and we have permitted 300, ple to go into the territory 
of one of those tribes where but or sixty thousand Indians 
were living in independence, peace, and good order. 

It is said that there is great misrule there. Read what Judge 
Stewart said of them only a short time „a judge of the United 
States court. I wish I had his language before me, so that I could 
give it with accuracy; but he commended that government; he 
commended those people as equal in obedience to law and the 
order of their society to their neighbors in the surrounding States, 

Sir, it is perfectly evident that the trouble which those Five 
Tribes suffer under results from the United States having failed 
to discharge its duty. Shall we proceed to make that an excuse 
for the most nt disregard of every national obligation which 
we have entered into with those people? 

I hope the Dawes Commission may continue their labors. I 
hope that they may secure an eventual agreement by which the 
United States shall be empowered to act without dishonor. I 
think it ible to be done. At all events, I hope before we shall 

roceed 2 such steps as those who favor this legislation would 

emand of us, before we shall overthrow so ruthlessly and piti- 
lessly rights which depend only for their security upon the 
solemnity and good faith of our promise, that we shall wait until 
the Dawes Commission by further efforts have given us a greater 
excuse than we now possess. 

It will not be difficult to find in isolated instances in States of 
the Union as flagrant violations of the principles of morality, of 
the principles of judicial administration and political government 
as have been pointed out in that report to have taken place in 
particular instances in the Indian Territory. We have in them 
as yet, in my judgment, no sufficient warrant for such a course of 
action as is now pro to us. 

Here is another thing in this amendment which it was said by 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] we have to swallow whole, 
if we take it at all, not suggested in the bill. Let me read it: 

Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians: That all the interest due the Sisseton and 
Wahpeton Indians on March 3, 1896, is hereby appropriated to be paid at once 
= cash per capita; and hereafter all inte on the permanent fund of said 


after deducting the amount expended for education, shall be paid 
in cash per capita on the Ist day of November of each year. 


I should like to ask the manager on the part of the Senate, the 
Senator from South Dakota, where the Sisseton and Wahpeton 
Indians are? I think perhaps I know, but I shall be glad to be 
accurately informed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. What was the question of the Senator? 

Mr. VILAS. Where do the Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians 


abide? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. In the eastern part of South Dakota, near 
Lake Travers. 

Mr. VILAS. What connection has the interest upon the funds 
of the Sisseton and Wahpeton Nation to do with the appropria- 
tion for keeping alive the Dawes Commission? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Does the Senator want an answer? 

Mr. VILAS. If the Senator will give it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam not aware that it has anything to 
do with it. I will say, however, if the Senator has no other ob- 
jection to this report than that he intimates in regard to the 

isseton and Wahpeton and Seneca Indians, and will address 
himself to that, I do not think I shall resist very long sending it 
back, but the real fact of the matter is that those questions would 
never have been here at all had it not been for the other question, 
which is properly here under the precedents. 

Mr. VILAS. i should like to know for what reason there should 
be a change of law as to the mode in which the interest should be 
paid to the Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iwill say that under the treaty made with 
those Indians some years ago we purchased a large tract of land 
from them. The treaty provided that the money should remain 
in the Treasury and should bear 5 per cent interest, and that the 
principal and interest should be 3 by Congress. The 
ratification of the treaty provided that it should either be appro- 

riated by Congress and spent for the benefit of the Indians, or 

y order of the President. This is simply carrying out the pro- 
visions of the treaty itself; and until either Congress acts in this 
way or the President issues his order none of this money can be ex- 
penaa for this p . To-day, through the neglect of the Presi- 

ent, who for months has refused to issue the order, these Indians 
are starving, and the Western papers are full of complaints of 
their misery and distress. Itis about time for Congress to step 
in and do something when the Executive fails to do his duty. 

Mr. VILAS. Is it not somewhatcurious that that state of facts 


first became disclosed to the Senate through a conference py mle 
when the Indian appropriation bill was depending, and the - 


mittee on Indian has had charge of our relations to the 
Indians during this entire session? 

Mr. ALLISON. Allow me to say to the Senator that the pro- 
vision Ba eit on the deficiency bill in the Senate. 

Mr. . I was not aware of that. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I can answer the Senator with regard to 
that matter if he desires, 

Mr. VILAS. If the Senator from South Dakota desires to do so, 
I will hear him with pleasure. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iunderstood the Senator to ask a question, 
and that he wanted to know why the subject had not hese Enos 
of before. In the first place, it was supposed the President would 
act, and every effort has been made in that direction. Since this 
bill went to conference these Indians have sent a committee of 
their number here to urge action in this connection. They were 
very desirous of securing this legislation and escaping hereafter 
the neglect of the Executive. 

Mr. VILAS. I suppose the truth is that the treaty with the 
Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians provided that this interest should 
be expended, under the direction of the President, by the Interior 
Department, for the benefit of those Indians. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will say to the Senator that it has been 
the custom to poy to them in cash per capita, for they are voters 
and citizens of the United States. 

Mr. VILAS. Am I not right that the the sah ee that this 
interest should be expended by the Interior Department for the 
benefit of the Indians? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The treaty 8 that the money should 
be expended upon appropriations to be made by Congress, nothing 
more and cig! further. 

Mr. VILAS. But the money when appropriated by Congress 
was to be expended, under the direction of the President, through 
the Interior artment, for the benefit of the Indians, was it not? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. No, sir; it was not. 

Mr. I venture to say, without now being able to recall 
accurately in memory all the provisions of that treaty with the 
Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians which was made when we pur- 
chased their country in the Dakotas, that there was provision 
there for expenditure for education, for the purchase for them of 
various articles and oo eee of value to them, for the assist- 
ance of the individual Indians in the art of agriculture, provid- 
ing them with instructors, and other things of that kind, and this 
direction which now would at once put into the hands of those 
Indians per capita this fund into a fund which would be gathered 
annually year after year is a change at least of the law as it ex- 
isted before. Congress has not hesitated regularly to appropriate 
the interest which is due upon the Indian funds. The question 
is one of the mode of expenditure—whether it shall be placed in 
the hands of the Indians themselves, with the ordin result, 
that some traders have it within forty-eight hours, or whether it 
shall be applied according to the method hitherto pursued to in- 
sure its expenditure with benefits to their families and children. 

Mr. President, there are thus in this particular instance, and as 
well in the Seneca Nation of Indians, two additional provisions 
brought in here on the conference report, and proposed to be 
legislated upon this bill by Congress. Where is the limitation? 
If the question of order is not to be made, where is the limit? 
Why may not conferees bring in subjects entirely independent 
of the measure in the last days of the session for the first time, 
and we be required to take the whole dose at one gulp? 

The objections that may exist to that measure with reference 
to the Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians I am not able to declare, 
I know nothing of the reasons that should support that legisla- 
tion; but I am of opinion that we ought not to be challenged to 
give our assent under such circumstances to such a measure. 

With reference to the others, it is perfectly obvious that the 
objections are of the most importance. They are of a character 
which should call a halt if they were pro in an independent 
bill. Why has it not been done? During this entire session this 
same report of the Dawes Commission had been lying on the 
desks of Senators or accessible to them. The Committee on In- 
dian Affairs have had since the first day of this session of Con- 
pros every particle of information upon which action ought to 

ave been taken, if any should be taken. Why have not that 
committee, or those Senators interesteđ in the matter, proposed 
some scheme of legislation to meet the evils which they declare 
to be so insistent? For one I believe that Congress will proceed 
more safely if they shall wait until another session at least before 
they undertake to deal with a subject of so vast importance, 
affecting property rights so enormous—because I have no doubt 
that the property rights of those Indians in that Territory of 
theirs are worth at least $50,000,000—affecting considerations of a 
nature so delicate, addressed to every sentiment of national honor 
and good faith. I think, sir, we can wait until another session can 
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intervene. We can, perhaps, though I hardly know if that is 
possible, get over something of the frenzy which seems to rule 
the political hour; we can, I trust, at all events, assemble at the 
next session of Con with more composure of judgment, 
with greater freedom, to consider questions of this kind and ad- 
dress ourselves to the duty, if it be a duty, of dealing so ruth- 
lessly with the rights which these people have obtained from our 
covenant and are entitled to enjoy at our hands, and deal in such 
manner as that we shall not add another terrible imputation upon 
the honor of the United States in its transactions with a people 
so utterly helpless as these are. 

Mr. President, if the Senate will not have this question of order 
ruled as such, I do sincerely trust that it will send this report 
back into conference, and with an instruction that, if the other 
House will not accept the amendment which the Senate has made, 
the Senate conferees shall no longer urge it upon them. Let us 
abide by the rules of conferences as laid down in Cushing’s work 
on parliamentary law, and insist that the conference relate 
to the subject which is committed to the conferees by the two 
Houses of Congress. 

When we debated this subject some weeks ago while this bill 
was under discussion, similar views to those now entertained 
were urged upon the floor by myself and others, and seemed to 
secure the almost unanimous judgment of the Senate—no, that 
would be too strong a statement—but seemed to secure the judg- 
ment of the Senate. We took no vote, but when the Chair ruled 
the amendment out of order there was no question raised of the 
sufficiency of the ruling, and the usage of the Senate has been to 
vote anything in order which they wanted to do. I think the 
Senator from Colorado will agree with me in that. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the ruling of the Chair on that subject 
was right. 

Mr. AS. No doubt. 

Mr. President, after that ruling was made, after that bill had 
been thus left, without this injustice ingrafted upon it, at the 
suggestion of some of those who had favored the amendment I 
myself offered, with the hope that it would be a satisfactory ar- 
rangement, the amendment which proposed an appropriation for 
the salaries and expenses of the Dawes Commission. I do not 
know that they absolutely need the appropriation. I believe 
$50,000 was provided for them when that Commission was started. 
We have had, I think, no report yet to show that that has been 
exhausted. I believe there must still remain a considerable por- 
tion of that appropriation unexpended. But the Senator from 
Colorado says not much remains. Itwas upon the understanding 
that the sum named was probably insufficient that I offered the 
amendment which was adopted 18 the Senate. It seems to me 
that under all the circumstances the Senate is well entitled to in- 
sist that that should be regarded as a finality, that that should 
be regarded as not a compromise, but so much of the nature of a 
compromise of the existing controversy at that time as that it 
ought to be ted or rejected. 

Mr. HALE. President, I make a 8 to the Senator 
in charge of the bill. As the report has un along for a long 
time, I suggest that debate be continned—I will not say under the 
five-minute rule, but under the ten-minute rule—for the remainder 
of the time that the bill is under consideration. I make that prop- 
osition and ask that unanimous consent be given. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. GEORGE. I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. The question i 
upon agreeing to the conference report. ‘ 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I feel some embarrassment in 
attempting to occupy the attention of the few members of the 
Senate who are paying nd attention at all to the subject now 
under consideration. I feel a very deep conviction that the pro- 
posed amendment by the conference committee is unjust and 
unfair. I might go further and say that it is a simple outrage 
upon the rights of five autonomous tribes of Indians who are 
under our wardship. I feel, sir, as two of these tribes once occu- 
pied the fair land in which I now reside and also from principles 
of justice to the others, that I ought to do everything in my power 
to prevent the consummation of this outrage. 

Jertainly it is avery extraordinary spectacle that in the United 
States Senate, a part of the treaty-making power of the Govern- 
ment, a body which in times past gave its constitutional sanction 
to the various treaties which we have made with those tribes—I 
say it is an extraordinary spectacle that in a solemn debate, so far 
conducted with very great ability and fairness and justice, we 
find the great body of Senators paying not the slightest atten- 
tion whatever to what is said or alleged upon either side. So 
I am disposed, in view of the fact that the Chair is obliged to 
listen to the arguments of Senators, to renew the point of order, 
which I think was incautiously withdrawn by the Senator from 

e. 


The technical discussion of the point of order has been well 
conducted by my coll e . WALTHALL] and by the Senator 
who last 3 the Senate. There is but little more on tha 
line which might be urged. I will urge a point or twWo. : 

The Dawes Commission, the continuation of which was the 
amendment inserted by the Senate to the bill (and which so far 
as this report is concerned was the thing in dispute between the 
two Houses), was the matter which the Senate and the House com- 
mitted to their res ive conferees to settle the difference between 
the two Houses. at Commission, I need not remind the Chair 
as well as any Senator who may see proper to give any attention 
to this debate, was purely an executive committee. It had nothing 
but executive power, and it had no other executive power than 
the power to negotiate; that is, to confer with the authorities of 
the tribes to make propositions of settlement upon matters which 
the United States desired to settle, to receive answers from the 
tribes as to those propositions, and discuss the propositions, and 
arrive at a conclusion, if a conclusion could be reached. That 
was the sole power of the Dawes Commission. It could not dis- 
turb aright. It could not touch by a hair’s breadth any right, 
political or personal, or property which belonged either to the 
tribes as autonomous communities or which belonged to any single 
member of the tribes. 

That was the law which created the Dawes Commission, They 
were officers under the United States as created by law. The 
President of the United States sent to this body the names of five 
persons, first and last, who were to fill these five offices of nego- 
tiators. What does that involve, Mr. President? A law was en- 
acted. The President was required to nominate and appoint, by 
our consent, these five negotiators. It was his duty to select five 
men who were 1 and who could discharge propery rox the 
interests of the United States the duty of negotiators. at was 

. They were selected for that purpose. eir names were sent 
to the Senate and our advice was asked as to the appointment, 
We gave the advice for the appointment of these officers simpl; 
as negotiators, as being persons competent and fit to be e 
with the duty of making a bargain, which bargain was afterwards 
to be subject to our ratification or rejection. 

The appropriation bill simply continued this Commission by 
making an appropriation. The House disagreed to that, and we 
have as the result of that disagreement, I will say with due re- 
spect to the very eminent men who signed this report, the most 
5 document, considering the purposes for which it 
was designed, that ever emanated from any committee of this 
body or any other. ; 

The first thing they do, under the plea, under the specious pre- 
text of enlarging the powers of the Dawes Commission, is to make 
a judicial tribunal out of an executive board. Now, let us see 
how that changes the situation. These five men were selected by 
the President as fit persons for negotiators. They wereconfirmed 
by the Senate because they were supposed to be fit persons for 
negotiators. Without any recommittal of the propriety of choos- 
ing these five men for other distinct, separate, and, under the 
Constitution of the United States, inconsistent duties, we are now 
asked to confer upon them, without any resubmission of their 
qualifications either to the President or to us, the extraordinary 
powers mentioned in this amendment. 

I will not now insist, Mr. President, that it is constitutionall 
incompetent for the Congress to invest with judicial powers off. 
cers who were appointed and confirmed as executive officers, 
though if I were sed to go into that it would be very diffi- 
cult to resist the conclusion that such a thing can not be done. I 
will not put it on that ground. I put it upon the good sense of 
the Senate whether this body will thus do violence at least to the 
ordi course of procedure, to what seem to be the obvious 
dictates of common sense and common justice, that when a board 
has been created simply for the purpose of negotiation, or mak- 
ing a bargain, we shall convert that board into a tribunal - 
sessing, I am bound to say, powers which are not possessed by 
any other court in the United States, and which, Í might add. 
are not 5 by the courts of any nation in Christendom; 
that is, the power to add to the citizenship of an autonomous and 
self-governing body. It has done that. 

But, Mr. President, as extraordinary as the end sought to be 
attained by this amendment is, the provisions of the amendment 
are equally extraordinary, and I may add, as I will show, they 
are utterly insufficient for the end in view. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi will sus- 
pend. The hour of 20’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before 
the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, A bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issuance 
of interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

Mr. HALE. I ask unanimousconsent that the unfinished busi- 
ness be laid aside temporarily for the purpose of allowing the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi to finish his remarks, 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that the unfinished business be laid aside tempora- 
rily in order that the Senator from Mississippi may conclude his 
‘ks. Is there objection? 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, without being discourteous in 
the least to the Senator from 5 Iam compelled to object, 
and I will take the floor on the ished business tocontinue my 


remarks, 
ee 3 Had not the Senator from North Carolina con- 

u 

Mr. BUTLER. No, sir. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issuance of 
interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

Mr. CULLOM. I believe the Senator from North Carolina 

ields to me for the purpose of occupying the attention of the 
mate a little while upon the pending bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand the Senator from Illinois will not 
speak long, so I yield the floor to him. 

Mr. Cul LLOM. Mr. President, while I do not question the mo- 
tive which prompted the introduction of the bill to prohibit the 
issuance of interest-bearing bonds, yet Imust confess that lam sur- 
prisedthat, under the circumstances, it should receive serious fa- 
yorable consideration in this body. No one on this floor deplores 
more than I do the issue of interest-bearing obligations by this 
Government in time of peace and the piling up of debt at the 
rate of $100,000,000 1 year. But does any Senator imagine 
that the causes which made the issue of bonds e , and 
which may require further issues, can be removed by simply pass- 
ing a bill prohibiting it? The consequences of the passage of the 

ill, if it Shall become a law, to my mind, are so far-reaching as 
to be simply appalling. s fi 

Mr. President, in my opinion, it would be the undoing of all 
that has been accomplished and built up since the passage of the 
resumption act in 1875. It would mean the repudiation of our 
obligations. Its tendency would be to place this country at once 
upon a silver basis, whatever that may mean. It would seriously 
endanger every business concern in the country which has weath- 
ered thus far the terrible financial storm that has prevailed during 
the last three years. It would throw out of got tad Spee hun- 
dreds of thousands of gar gy. mom and women who have begun 
to hope that the dawn of brighter days is at hand. It is wholly 


wan in common honesty, and would forever be a blot upon 
the of American his : 

8 dent, I with what the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio . SHERMAN] said a few days ago. Ido not suppose any 
Senator believes this bill will becomealaw. The Executive should 


never be deprived of the power given him by the act of January 
14, 1875, which 3 his Secretary of the Treasury to! issue, 
sell, and dispose of, at not less than par in coin, either of the de- 
scriptions of bonds of the United States described in the act of 
July 14, 1870,” unless upon the passage of another act giving the 
President and Secretary power to maintain the reserve and also 
to borrow money to meet any emergency on better terms. 

We have, during the t Administration, been confronted 
with an emergency which, in the judgment of the Executive, 
required the exercise of the epoca Hens in him by the act 
above quoted. And whatever money President and the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury may have raised by the sale of bonds 
(whether judicious! ised or not) is not seriously claimed to 
have been omawtully obtained. I have my own views as to the 
wisdom of the Executive action, but there is no doubt whatever 
of the lawful power of the President of the United States, with 
the Secretary of the Treasury, to sell or to provide for the sale of 
such evidences of indebtedness as they may deem 3 to 
effectuate the lawful policy of the Government. Mr. President, 
I shall be the last man to join in any trifling crusade against the 
official and personal integrity of the President. No Government 
should fail to guard against national dishonor. The United States 
can not afford to permit such a condition of things as even to 
hazard or jeopardize its credit or its financial honor. 

General Grant, the great soldier and statesman, said in his first 
message, March 4, 1869: 

To protect the national honor, every dollar of Government indebtedness 
should be paid in gold unless otherwise in the contract. That no 
repudiator of one farthing of our public debt will be trusted in public place. 

Such has always been the spirit and determination of the peo- 
pe It is now 8 by this bill to prohibit the President from 

owing a dollar, no matter what may hap or what calamity 


may come upon the country. It is not only wrong but it is a 
crime against the honor, security, and prosperity of the peer 
under 


While the nation was struggling in civil war and 
the vast burdens of debt no word was ever officially u which 
had even the semblance of repudiation, and never was an attempt 
made to take away from the ident the lawful power to e 
loans to protect the nation’s credit. When General Grant uttered 


the words quoted gold was at a premium of 38 per cent, as com- 
pared with paper money, and the interest on Government bonds 
was 6 cent. The total interest-bearing debt was then 82, 162, 
000,000, but the policy of the nation was sound money, a protec- 
tive tariff, and sufficient revenue. Under that policy the people 
prospered. We were not so great a nation then as we are now. 
Our population was about 38,000,000, as against 72,000,000 to-day. 
Then the value of our personal and real property was about$30,000,- 
000,000. In value this has increased until it now approximates 
$70,000,000,000. The injunction is still as imperative to be honest 
and maintain our integrity and credit as it has ever been. 

But, Mr. President, it is not my ore to discuss the bond bill 
at length, as it will not become alaw. I desire to discuss briefly 
ac financial bor mor Cpe yee ey gaat tb 

e finan exigencies o; country an o necessary re- 
lationship which exists between the monetary of the 
United States and of the other civilized nations of the world have 
of late years given rise to the hope of an international agreement 
in regard to coinage and coin values. The money metals all over 
the world are gold and silver, and nearly all the civilized nations 
are producers, ina greater or less degree, of these metals. The 
commerce of the world, under the stimulating influences of steam 

tion, electric communication, and other modern facili- 

ee i Dora so mođified in its er, and era geome 

ecting it have so radically changed in a few years, that any in- 

telligent consideration of the commercial problem must include 
new rs and new influences. 

Our own territorial growth, unexampled as it has been, ought 
to demonstrate to us that other nations have grown, too. Our 

rosperity should remind us that other countries may prosper, too. 

t we, with our growth, intelligence, enterprise, and push, may 
have had yesterday is to-day possessed by Australia, India, Argen- 
tina, and even South Africa. Our Kansas City, Omaha, St. Paul, 
Minneapolis, Denver, and Leadville have their counterparts in 
Melbourne, Bombay, Buenos Ayres, Johannesburg, and Kimberley. 
The discovery of precious metals in California and Colorado was 
but a precursor of similar discoveries in localities but recently 
emerged from barbaric control in the South Sea Islands and in 


Africa. 

So to-day we find that these sg ga new colonies and 
countries are vigorous competitors of the United States not only 
in their agricultural productions, but in valuable mineral products 
aswell, The competition which has already met our wheat grow- 
ers, from the great new wheat fields of South America, as well as 
from Siberia and the Black Sea provinces of Russia, has made 
itself painfully felt. Our exports of domestic wheat (wheat and 
fiour), which reached 225,000,000 bushels in 1892, have fallen off 
largely each year until in 1895 ony 144,000,000 bushels were ex- 
ported. thus showing a reduction of over 80,000,000 bushels in our 
annual wheat exports in a four-year period. The vast produc- 
tion of petroleum in southern Russia has 8 very tly to 
the disadvantage of American producers. e increa uc- 
tion and importation of foreign wool has caused a specific and 
unfavorable effect upon the wool producers of the United States. 

I cite these examples merely to show the extensive and con- 
stantly changing relations between distant countries, and the con- 
sequent changes in their trade and in their staple and important 
products. Commerce in the leading productions of these coun- 
tries instan: a Ss rE to these variations and fluctuations, and 
is injured or benefited as the case may be. The laws of coi 
in Australia or in Russia, or the extension or limitation of gold 
or silver circulation in other remote countries, may have either a 
beneficial or an injurious effect upon the most important com- 
mercial interests of the United States. ` 

I do not propose to take the time necessary to detail how cer- 
tainly and how absolutely these distant and apparently distinct 
influences may rule or ruin the commerce of the United States. 
But I shall assume without question that the important interests 
of the world’s trade and of international commerce are so affected 
by the operation of distant and distinct governmental policies that 

e necessity already exists for a harmonious international ar- 
rangement in monetary affairs. The world’s production of pre- 
cious metals and the world’s coinage of the same have become 
important integers which can not be overlooked in any study or 
discussion of the economic conditions surrounding any country of 
the world. Even now we can not say that the stoppage or the in- 
crease of the metallic circulation in any one of the smaller nations 
may not, or will not, affect for good or bad the mercantile inter- 
ests of the United States. 

The phenomenal fact that the world’s production of silver, 
which remained about stationary at thirty or forty million 
dollars annually for nearly a century, has of late vastly increased— 
and last year reached the wondrous sum of two hundred and six- 


teen millions—must necessarily produce some si effects u 
the varied interests of the newer commercial world which it 
would be mere presumption now to predict. But it does seem to 
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twenty-one years following 1873, and including that year, a 
proximately, five hundred and twenty millions of silver. Accor 

ing to thecontention of the silver producers, if the coinage had been 
free during this patos we ought to have coined more than double 
this sum, or perhaps one thousand to twelve hundred millions of 
dollars. But with only the five hundred millions coined we find 
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8.648.250 2888 010.25 fe 400 55 £5 198" T SL The coinage of silver or gold or the stamping of paper may de- 


clare its nominal value, but that does not establish its intrinsic 
value if the world does not reco; eit or if commerce will not 
have it so. Mexican dollars and the coins of many other countries 
have time out of mind been used in the traffic and transactions of 
other nations, but they have almost always been treated as a mere 
commodity, worth just so much as commerce had determined, and 
were shoveled or weighed or counted out at their commercial 
worth only. 

The great and omnipotent commercial public of the world makes 
its own laws concerning money values and determines for itself 


à 


Gold and silver, United States notes, etc., in United States Treasury a 
circulation, from 1872 to 1895, inclusive. 
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just that all commercial nations shall participate in establishing 
an international ratio, giving silver an international value equiva- 
lent to and interchangeable for a certain amount of gold between 
all concurring nations. If we shall devote our surplus eloquence 
and overflowing patriotism to securing that result we shall do far 
better than in exploiting intangible theories. 

Let us look a little into the history of the several international 
monetary conferences. The firstone met at Paris June 17, 1867. 
It was called by the invitation of the French Government. The 
United States of America and 18 of the European countries ici- 
pated. They were unanimous in expression against a single silver 
standard, and, with the exception of the Netherlands, were unani- 
mous in favor of a single gold standard. I may say, in passing, 
that very many of the countries engaged in the conference have 
had the silver standard. None of the countries participating took 
action toward „ suggestions of the commission, 
and although the French Government was given the power to re- 
assemble the conference, it never exercised that power. x 

The second international monetary conference was called by the 
President of the United States in accordance with an act of Con- 
proes of February 28, 1878, and met at Paris August 17, 1878. 

welve countries were represented, the United States representa- 
tives being Reuben E. Fenton, of New York; W. S. Groesbeck, of 
Ohio; Francis A. Walker, of Connecticut, and S. Dana Horton. 
The substance of the opinions of the members was: First, that the 
monetary function of silver as well as of gold should be preserved 
in the world, but that the choice of one or both should be gov- 
erned by the special situation of each up of states; second, 
that the restriction of silver coinage should be discretionary with 
each state or group; third, that existing differences of opinion 

revented the adoption of a common ratio between the two metals, 

he conference adjourned August 29. j 

The third international monetary conference was called in 1881 
by the joint action of France and the United States to establish a 
system for the use of silver and gold as bimetallic money, with a 
relative settled value between the twometals. Thirteen countries 
were represented. The United States 5 were Wil- 
liam M. Evarts, of New York; Allen G. Thurman, of Ohio, and 
Timothy O. Howe, of Wisconsin. This conference closed by ad- 
journing to April 12, 1882, but it was never reconvened, 

The fourth international monetary conference was called by 
the United States. and met at Brussels November 22, 1892. The 
delegates from this country were WILLIAM B. ALLISON, JOHN P. 
JONES, JAMES B. McCreary, Henry W. Cannon, E. Benjamin 
Andrews, and Edwin H. Terrell, e ingtructions which were 


It may be claimed that there is apparently no immediate p 
t of an international agreement. That may be true, but it is 

Fkewise true that the tremendous increase in silver production 
everywhere has only „ to be noticed and its new re- 
lation to be understood. o would have sup in 1865-66, 
when the world was moving along quietly and with apparent regu- 
larity, and had been for many years producing perhaps forty mil- 
lions of silver per year, that the world should to-day be piling up 
five times that amount? 

Mr. STEWART rose. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not wish to be interrupted. 

Mr. STEWART. Of course the Senator does not want to be 
interrupted. It would have the effect of breaking him up. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suggest to the Senator that he sit down here 
and listen to me. 

Mr. STEWART. A man who makes suc ah statement will be 
broken up. 2 

Mr. CULLOM. Who could have supposed that in six years, 
from 1888 to 1894, the world should have increased its already 
enormous production of one hundred and eighteen millions to two 
hundred and sixteen millions of silver in a single year? No econ- 
omist ever imagined 8 a condition. : It Wae roy pron 
dented; yet judging by the more recent yield, it is possibly only 
the e eee to the yield of coming years. When the fact is 
understoodthat we are possibly to have a constant and increasing 
addition to the world’s silver, without any similarly inereasin 
demand for it, either as money or as a commodity, it is apparen 
that its value has become and must continue subject to the inflex- 
ible laws of trade, like any other commodity. It must decline in 
market value under such increased supply. Its quotations must 
fluctuate with the fluctuations of supply and demand like coal, 
like iron, and other products. Upon no consistent basis can any 
fixed ratio be established by the United States alone between silver 
and gold under such circumstances. 

The ratio in 1873 was 16 to 1; in 1893 if was 32 to 1. In 1873 it 

uired 16 ounces of silver to purchase 1 of gold. In 1893 it re- 

quired 32 ounces of silver to buy the same ounce of gold. These 
are not merely the prices and ratios of the United States but they 
are the world’s ratios and the world’s values.. The United States 
did not establish them, and who will contend that the United 
States can change them, except in a slight degree? Suppose fora 
moment that free and unlimited coinage of silver in the United 
States had continued from 1873 down to the present. What now 
would be the situation? The United States have coined in the 


$ 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


5937 


eri by President Harrison, through Secre of State John W. 
oster, were so concise and comprehensive that I deem them 
worthy of introduction here, as representing in apt language the 


true ry to be adopted by the 
question: 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, November 10, 1892. 


* * * The main purpose which this Government seeks to accomplish by 
this conference is to bring about a stable relation between gold and silver. 

It is the opinion of the sident, and, as he believes, of the people of the 
United States, with sin, unanimity, that a full use of silver as a coined 
metal at a ratio to gold to be fixed by an ment between the great com- 
mercial nations of the world would very highly promota the prosperity of 
all the people of all the countries of the world. For this reason your 
and most important duty— 

This is addressed to the delegates— 


will be to secure, if 1 an agreement between the chief commercial 
countries of the worl pose 3 to international bimetallism—that is, the un- 
limited coinage of gold and silver into money of full debt-paying power at a 
fixed ratio in coinage common to all the agreeing powers. 

Youshould not lose sight of the fact_that no arrangement will be accept- 
able to the ple or satisfactory to the Government of the United Sta 
which would by any possibility place this country on a silver basis while 
Europaen countries maintain the gold standard. 

Failing to secure international bimetallism, the next important duty will 
be to secure, if possible, some action upon the part of European countries 
looking to a larger use of silver as currency, in order to put an end to the 
further deprecition of that metal. * * * 

JOHN W. FOSTER. 


It seems to me that that letter, signed by the Secretary of 
State, at that time John W. Foster, but written, I imagine, by 
the President of the United States, states the truth as near as it 
can be stated by anybody; and it states what in my judgment is 
the ooy safe position which our country can occupy upon this 

uestion. . 

3 I desire to say here that I should hail and will hail any settle- 
ment of this question that will not take our Government out of 
the position it has occupied and make it purely a monometallic 
silyer country, driving out the gold. And in my opinion the 
time is near at hand when this Government and other commer- 
cial nations with which we are dealing will be able to settle this 
question so that the silver interests of this country and silver as 
a money metal will be cared for and will be placed, probably, as I 
hope, on a par with gold. But J insist that by any other course 
than an international agreement between ourselves and other 
great commercial nations it would be a dangerous experiment for 
this Government to undertake the free coinage of silver. 

The instructions which I have read present, as I have said, the 
true basis of bimetallism, and in my judgment indicate the only 
solution which can ever be reached satisfactory to most of the 

eat nations of the world and in the interest of the people of the 

nited States. For the United States alone to declare for free 
coinage would be ineffective, except to the great injury of our own 
people. This country, great and powerful as it is, populated by 
an intelligent and prt occa le, is not the controller nor the 
autocrat of the monetary world. Our wishes and desires may all 
be Hight and proper, but our present power does not justify us in 
establishing an exclusive mone system which shall invite the 
antagonism of twenty or thirty other nations, nearly all of which 
are greater or lesser contributors to the trade we now enjoy. 

Mr. President, what the nations need is an international con- 
ference and agreement as to the use of silver, fixing the ratio, and 
then opening the mints for free coinage upon the ratio to be 
agreed upon. Every year and month and day makes it clearer to 
me that such a conference is sure to come, and T believe very soon. 
What a relief to the situation in this and other nations if this 
vexed, troublesome, and vastly important question could be set- 
tled—settled in harmony with the interest of silver as a money 
and in harmony with the best interests of the people of this and 
all the nations. 

I may say here that in talking with a certain silver Senator, if 
I may so designate him, he intimated to me that he would be will- 
ing to fix the ratio at 32 to 1. I do not know whether the silver 
men generally would agree to such a ratio, But whatever ratio 
the principal nations will agree to, whether it is 15} to 1 or 16 to1, 
or 20 to 1, will be entirely satisfactory tome, because if those nations 
make such an agreement, in my judgment it will probably bring 
the commercial value of silver up to 575 with gold. But without 
such an agreement it would be utterly futile, in my judgment, for 
us to undertake it with any expectation that it would increase the 
price of silver very materially for one single nation to do so. 

The great political parties in their national conventions have 
expressed themselves strongly in favor of the determination of 
the relative values of gold and silver by international action. 

The Republican party said at Minneapolis in 1892: 

We commend the wise and patriotic steps already taken by our Govern- 
ment to secure an international conference to adopt such measures as 
pme 5 1 of value between gold and silver for use as money throughout 

That resolution is sound. We there took the position four years 
ago in favor of an international conference for the purpose of fix- 
ing a ratio which would insure a parity of value between gold and 

yer. 


nited States upon the coinage 
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The Democratic party said at Chicago in 1892: 


We hold to the use of both gola and silver as the standard money of the 
country and to the coinage of both gold and silver without discrimination 
against either metal, or cha: for min but the dollar unit of coinage of 
both metals must be of equal intrinsic and exchangeable value or be adjusted 
through interhational agreement, or by such safeguards of legislation as shall 
insure the parity of the two metals. 


„Iam not sure but that the Democratic platform on that ques- 
tion four years ago was a little better than the Republican plat- 
form, because in addition to their favoring an international agree- 
ment for the adjustment of the exchangeable values of these two 
metals, they used the words ‘‘but the dollar unit of coinage of 
both metals must be of equal intrinsic and exchangeable value.” 
The word ‘‘intrinsic” is not a part of the Republican platform. 

The Populist party, calling itself “the People’s Party,” said at 
Omaha in 1892: 


We demand the free and unlimited coinage of silver and gold at the present 
legal ratio of 16 to 1. 


The Populist party also said: 


We demand that the amount of circulating medium be speedily increased 
to not less than $50 per capita. g S 


This latter enunciation of the principles of the y, which 
has been somewhat in evidence for a few years, would seem to be 
its own most certain antidote. 

I hear a good many men say that “sound money is a mere 
phrase; that it does not mean anything; that EIRE, can use the 
expression and still be entirely in order. But there isa definition 
of it which it seems to me means something. The best and most 
appropriate definition of the term sound money” as applied to 
metallic coinage is to be found in the words of one of the most 
distinguished international bimetallists of the world, Henry Cer- 
nuschi, as follows: 

It is by the ordeal of fire that money can be tried. The coins which, being 
melted down, retain their entire value for which they were legal tender be- 
fore they were melted down are good money. Those which do not retain it 
are not good money. 

Expressing it in other words, he says: 

Good money consists of coin which is worth as much after it is melted asit 
purports to be worth in coin. 

Edward Atkinson says: 


Bad mogor cot only be circulated by force. Good money requires no force. 
Everybody lad to get it. Money made of gold, or its representative, con- 
vertible or redeemable in gold, is the world’s standard or unit of value. 

There must be a final ultimate standard or unit or coin by which all other 
forms or types of money—silver, nickel, cop. er, or er—must be rated. 
All such subsidiary types of what is sometimes eE i money, sometimes 
called currency, sometimes instruments of exchange, can only be kept in 
circulation at a parity with the unit or standard by positive, absolute re- 
demption or payment therein. If the law gives an employer the power to 
force bad money Spon workmen and does not 5 55 the workman an easy 
and ready means of converting that bad money instantly into good money, 
that workman will be cheated. 

The pretaxt is that the coinage of silver dollars at 16 to 1 should be as free 
as the coinage of gold dollars, and that, by itself, can be agreed to. Co! 
is nothing but the manufacture of round disks of metal stamped and certi- 
fied. There is no danger in free coi e. The danger lies in the efforts of 
these supporters of free coinage at 16 to I to force cheap 50-cent dollars upon 
the community by an act of legal tender. The moment anyone offers to any 
of these le to agree to free coi without an act of force or legal ten- 
der by which they may compel uninformed people to accept these dollars, 
they immediately give up their case; they not accept free-silver-dollar 
coinage without the power to force them upon the people. 


Mr. President, both the act of 1878 and the act of 1890—the one 
called the Bland-Allison Act, the other the Sherman Act—were 
passed by Congress in response to a demand for free and unlimited 
coinage of silver by a portion of the people and as a compromise 
between the friends of free coinage and those opposed to such 
action. When the Sherman Act of 1890 was it was alleged 
and believed by the friends of free coinage that the effect of the 
act would be to send the price of silver up to about par with gold. 
The price of silver did increase for a time, but soon began to de- 
cline again, and for some time the commercial value of a dollar of 
412} grains of silver has been only about 50 cents in gold. The 
effect upon silver by the passage of the acts of 1878 and 1890, 
cially the latter act, has n very disappointing to the so-called 
silver men and somewhat to all who supported it. I myself sup- 
ported it. It did not have the effect upon the price of silver that 
was expected, and instead of 3 the special champions and 
friends of silver it has only made them more aggressive in favor 
of the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, 
and at the same time embarrassed still more the financial situation. 

The solution of the difficulties so apparent can only be reached 
by concerted international action—by the establishment of inter- 
national bimetallism. 

It is claimed by a recent writer that none of the recognized 
defenders of international bimetallism have ever declared in fayor 
of free coinage by the United States alone. Gen. F. A. Walker 
a most eminent exponent, has declared distinctly his opnun that 
free coinage by this country alone would delay, if it did not pre- 
vent, adoption of an international agreement establishing a par 
of exchange between the gold and silyer using countries. 
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As to our former legislation he says: 
Our coinage of two millionsa month under the Bland-Allison Act of 1878 
bimetallism, 


was directly against the interests of while our purchase of four 
millions five hundred thousand ounces of silver bullion a month under the 
Act of 1890 was an even worse strategic blunder. 
Balfour says: 
If it be possible by international arrangement to establish a joint standard 
throughout the ae it would not be open to the objection which a single 
standard is open to. 2 


Barbour says: 

No final or sa’ settlement of the currency question is possible ex- 
cept by an interna’ agreement. 

Houldsworth says: 


It is an international a question. It is the duty of Her Majesty's Government 
to negotiate without y with other nations. 

Professor Foxwell says: 

Bimetallism is new and involves international agreement, the question of 
valuation as well as the question of ratio. These matters can not be settled 
by isolated action. We never settle the monetary difficulty without 
international action. 

The Bimetallic League: 

È ic Leagu secure ternational agreement 
eee eee the 1 lung eee the unrestricted 
coinage of gold and silver at such a fixed ratio as may be mutually agreed 
u amongst those nations. 

o settlement is, however, in our opinion, possible without international 
action. The rem we su tis essentially international in its character, 
and its details — 2 in concert with the other powers. 

Mr. President, it seems to be apparent that after the failure of 
the effort on the part of the Government to hold silver at a parity 
with gold by the two acts referred to (under which 456,000,000 
ounces of silver were purchased between the years 1877 and Sep- 
tember 30, 1893) everybody should be convinced that it would be 
futile to venture upon free coinage on the basis of 16 to 1, and 

it by the side of the gold dollar. The disparity between the 

o me is too great. e consequences of such action by the 
Government would inevitably resultin the grape rnet of gold. 
The United States would at once approach a silver basis, uncer- 
tain and changing from day to day, with the fluctuations of silver. 

The total estimated metallic stock in the United States on July 
1, 1895, according to the last report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, was gold $636,000,000, and silver $624,000,000, in round num- 
bers. this statement it will be seen that there is no great dif- 
ference between the amount of gold and silver in use in the 
country. The United States, considering the great depression in 
silver, dealt fairly with the white metal, showing great re- 
luctance to give up either. ; 

I am in favor of using all the silver as coin we can, and we may 
be able to use even more than we aré now using, but the gueron 
of the standard should be settled. We should not depart from the 
gold standard until we can have the cooperation of other great 
commercial nations and an agreement as to the ratio for the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver for all the nations, 


Assuming that at that Gate the population of the United States 
numbered 71,909,000, we had in circulation $21.53 per capita. The 
statistics also show that in 1872 our capita money circulation 
averaged $18.19; in 1873, $18.04; in 1874, $18.13; in 1878, 815.32; in 
1890, $22.82, and in 1892, $24.44. So that the per capita circulation 
has not varied to any great extent for many years. The variation 
in the amount of our circulation has been 2 produced by the 
fluctuation in the amount in the Treasury vaults. 

Mr. President, since 1872 we have had good times and we have 
had hard times. Neither the one nor the other, it is plain to me, 
has been produced by the changes in our per capita circulation. 
This leads me to the real cause which brought about, first, good 
times, and next, hard times. Under Republican rule we a 
protective tariff,and not so much disturbance in the financial 

as of late. There was always money to spare in the 
siy: we had a revenue system that yielded it, and there was 
no fear ever manifested of a bankrupt Treasury. Under the 
change of Administration and pey there has been a continual 
state of anxiety in the minds of the people engaged in any kind 
of business, ith a well-adjusted protective tariff system the 
and condition of the people of the Govern- 

ment would very soon be greatly relieved, but even with a proper 
tariff law the situation demands that our monetary system must 
be settled, so that the world may know that we mean to be honest 
with ourselves and with the rest of mankind. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I do not intend to discuss the tariff question to-day, further 
than to say that without a wise protective tariff in this country 
we will have hard times whatever we may do in relation to our 

The creditors of the people of the country and of the Govern- 
ment itself have perhaps justly questioned even the good faith of 
the nation in meeting its obligations, 


A recent editorial article in the Chicago Tribune describes the 
situation thus: 

Those who “demand the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, or 50 
cents to the 100-cent dollar, assert that the fall in the commercial value of 
silver was due to “the crime of 1873," which forbid the coinage of silver dol- 


lars when none was being coined, nor had been for many years. They have 


nothing to say about the action taken by Germany prior to 1873, when that 
nation stopped silver coinage and adopted the gold And they never 
mention the fact of France and the Latin Union following Germany's exam- 
ple two or three years later. 

They are silent about these limitations in countries numbering 130,000,000 
enterprising people, or more than twice the population of this country at 
the last census. They have not reviled Holland, 5 Austria- 
Bangar for ad: the standard—enterprising coun’ con i 
nearly 60,000,000 pay e. They are not abusing Russia, with her 120,000, 
people, for putt ng er currency on a gold-standard basis. They seem to 
think that what 300,000,000 Europeans have done cuts no figure in the case 
of silver, and that the “future of silver“ depends solely on the fiat of the 
EER POEET EOT Ene IB SO L Ce ee Seas 

The e cause o! e immense cheapening o ver since 1875-7 no 
risann, either that of Europe or of America or both taken together. The 

cipal effective cause is overproduction of silver in proportion to the 

jemand for it. mines have turned out more of that metal than the 

world needed or was able to use for coinage and other purposes, and as an 
inevitable consequence the price went down. 

The rcial world has always determined the relative value of the 
precious metals to suit itself. It has never paid any attention to statut: 
ratios of any nation, but bas exercised its own jndgment as to values, j 
the same as it does about copper. iron, wheat, corn, and cotton. If the pro- 
duction of silver were to stop that metal would gradually become scarcer. 
The old stock would be consumed, so to speak, and the commercial world, 
without waiting for a law, would rate it at a higher value every year after a 
cessation of its extraction from the 


In an address delivered before the Transmississippi Commer- 
cial Con, at St. Louis, Mo., November 27, 1894, the Hon, 
George E. Leighton, the following statement is made, Rhown oy 
contrast the results which would follow the establishment, respec- 
tively, of the legal-tender free coi of gold and the legal-ten- 
der coinage of silver. Mr. Leighton says: 
tender the gold coin of ro 


every country on the face at rates establish 
i with the 


or peso, 

would come or g> except in the normal flow created in the settlement of in- 
ces. ould be no movement, simply because the 

coin would have no more value in one place than another. 

To pass an act to receive the silver coin of the world as tender at the 

rates established according to weight and 5 — to our false 

“ as ould mean 


9 dollar. would bankrupt country, tw the 
world’s silver at double its present value. this not prove that the 
position is inconsistent and untenable? 


In my opinion the substantial correctness of this position can 
not be controverted. One of these metals is the nearly universal 
standard, with a determinate intrinsic value, by which is meas- 
ured the value of the 8 of the world, while the other 
has but a transitory and uncertain value, dependent upon demand 
and supply, and contingent upon prosperity or adversity among 
the people. It matters not what silver was twenty years ago. It 
does not in any way bear upon the issue to say that before 1873 
silver possessed certain attributes asa measure of values. It does 
not possess them now. A great change occurred. The fact exists, 
and governments deal with existing facts. It can not take 
cognizance of obsolete and abandoned conditions. Lamentations 
over a change which occurred nearly a generation resulting 
in what to-day is part of the settled coinage policy of nine-tenths 
of the civilized world, are wholly fruitless and unavailing. 

Silver as a standard currency was retired in Germany in 1871, 
suspended in Belgium, France, Holland, Denmark, Sweden, Nor- 
way, and the United States in 1878, and in Italy and the Dutch 
Colonies in 1875, and in many other countries before and since 
1873. With silver ing the value it now bears the return of 
any single country to a legal-tender silver standard would imperil 
not only its commercial interests, but its very position among 
nations, 

I desire to notice a few of the unfounded assertions which con- 
stantly pass current as part of the literature of the free-coi x 
legal-tender advocates. It has been widely asserted that by the 
act of 1873 silver was secretly demoneti An examination of 
the Congressional Globe of that session discloses the fact that the 
discussion upon the bill covers 140 columns of the Globe, and that 
the bill was printed more than a dozen times during its progress 
through Congress. In addition to the discussion of its general 
provisions, the matter of the omission of the silver dollar from the 
authorized coinage of the country was freely di in the 
House of ig! sheep i by such members as the distinguished 
Republican, William D. Kelley, the distinguished Democrat, Clark- 
eam ee with W. L. Stoughton and Samuel Hooper. Mr. 

elley said: 


It is impossible to retain the double standard. All experience has 
shown that you must have one standard coin. 


Mr. Potter said: 


VVV 
instead. as two. I think myself would be a wise pro- 
Yision, and that legal-tender coins, except subsidiary coins, should be gold 
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Mr. Stoughton said: 


id is practically the standard of valne among all civilized nations, and 
— Bas come fh this country when the gold dollar should be distinctly 
declared to be the coin representative of the money unit. 


Mr. Hooper said: ‘ 
ratt ful ideration, concluded that 
or ca iste Gao delar sol ee 
unit or metallic representative of the dollar of account. 

It was also discussed and amended in the Senate. This law of 
1873 was not rushed secretly through without consideration. It 
was enacted in the same manner in which all laws are enacted, 
and yet, although it is claimed to have injured silver, it is.a fact 


that the average annual coinage of silver for twenty years fol- 
lowing 


grains of 
money 


“the crime of 1873” was more than ten times the annual 
average for the forty years prior to that year. The Government 
has gone out of its way to favor silver and has as a special favor 
stored away in its vaults some $350,000,000, for which it gives cir- 
culation to a representative paper certificate which passes for 
money. 

Mr President, the argument, or rather the assertion, that the 
act of 1873 has brought about the reduction in the price of silver 
is gratuitous. The depreciation in silver is due largely to the in- 
crease in production, not only in tne United States, but over the 
whole world. I do not believe that by any logical argument or 
true statement of conditions can it be shown that the law of 1873 
reduced the commercial value of silver materially. On the con- 
trary, if free and unlimited coinage had been given its full effect 
the amount rushed through the mints would probably have 
brought down the price of silver much sooner, and to a lower 
porns than it has yet reached, because those nations at that time 

nearly all demonetized silver, to use the ordinary expression, 
so that if we had continued the free and unlimited coin 
yer, without regulation as to the admission of foreign b 
would have been overwhelmed with silver. d 

Why not give to well-known natural and commercial causes 
the credit or the blame for the fluctuation in silyer value instead 
of charging it to legislation of 1873? Why, at the time that law 
was enacted one would hardly see a silver dollar in circulation 
in a month’s travel. Sil ver, except in the smaller coins, was prac- 
tically out of use. In the next four years, 1874 to 1877, inclusive, 
there were no silver dollars coined. But what was coined? Did 
silver lose anything? Not a farthing. On the contrary, in those 
fonr years there was coined $21,500,000 in half dollars and $15,- 
800,000 in quarter dollars, or a total of over $36,800,000 in silver. 
This was an average of over $9,200,000 a year in silver half and 
quarter dollars, being a greater quantity of silver than had ever 
been coined into similar silver pieces in any four years either be- 
fore or since 1878. ; 

And so, Mr. President, on applying the touchstone of simple 
fact to the wholesale creations of the imagination which have 
been woven about this subject they vanish like a breath. 

Let us look at another claim. It is constantly asserted that our 
trade demands an increase of circulating medium. The political 
scientists who met in Omaha in 1892 and nominated Mr. Weaver 
for President seriously demanded that the circulating medium 
should be rapidly increased to not less than * per capita.” 

In point of fact the amount of money in ac circulation in 
the United States has never been less than $22 per capita since 
1881. It has fluctuated between $22 and $25 during that time. 
And at this present time, counting the money in the Treasury in 
the computation, we have per capita of money in the country about 
$34. No other country in the world exceeds this, or anywhere 
nearly equals it, except France, which has about $36 per capita.” It 
is not necessary here to discuss the reason why France should 
slightly exceed the United States in amount of money per capita. 
It is sufficient to answer the insistence that we have too little 
money in circulation by saying that it is a mere assertion, in- 
capable of substantiation. The average circulating medium in 
thirty countries of the world is less than $13 7e capita. . France 
excepted, the United States stands at the head and has more than 
twice as much money per capita as the average nation of the world. 

This fact ought to settle the contention without further argu- 
ment, as the es are taken from the statistical reports of the 
officials of the United States. 

Mr. President, in the remarks I have made I have sought to 
give my views dispassionately on the subject in the hope that we 
may, guided by history, observation, and reason, arrive at a proper 
final decision in the interest of the general welfare of the people 
of this coun The monetary question presses itself upon the 
attention of country. Let us meet it with courage and do 
right. We can not permit the free and unlimited coinage of sil- 
ver at16 to 1 if we look to the interest of the people of the United 
States, except as the result of an internation ent for such 
coinage by the leading commercial nations. ith such agree- 


e of sil- 
on, we 


ment we can. Wecan not depart from the gold standard with 
safety until such international agreement is made. I believe the 


time will soon come when a conference of the nations will be held 
and by which the silver question will be settled by fixing a ratio 
for its use as a money metal and for opening the mints for its free 


coinage. I hope for it, and look for it. 

BUT I had agreed to yield to the Senator from Utah 
[Mr. Brown] after the Senator from Illinois [Mr. grag had 
concluded, but, by permission of the Senator from Utah, I will 
now yield ten minutes tothe Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I propose to call attention 
the fact that the gold standard can not be maintained except by 
a perpetual increase of the national debt or repudiation. One or 
the other must be done to maintain the gold standard; and I 
think amoment’s reflection will bring everyone to that conclusion. 

Our gold obligations, while we are on a gold standard, are yay 
large to murep We will not quibble about the amount, but 
think from all the statements I have examined $400,000,000 a year 
of fixed charges would be a conservative estimate at the present 
time. Of course as we add to the principal these new loans, it 
will increase v rapidly, and is increasing very rapidly. The 
only means by which we can obtain gold for the purpose of pay- 
ing our gold obligations to foreigners is by the sale of our com- 
modities in foreign markets. Weare compelled to sell those com- 
modities in competition with Russia and all the Asiatics. 
have about 100 per cent advantage of us in the difference of ex- 
change in competing in those markets. I shall not elaborate upon 
that point; but they have such an advantage that they have been 
ganing in those markets and we have been losing very rapidly. 

uring the current year we have not been able to sell enough to 
pay for more than we have bought. We haye imported of com- 
modities as much as we have exported in value. Consequently 
there has been added to our foreign debts, public and private, 
resulting from these fixed charges growing out of our foreign car- 
rying trade, travelers abroad, interest and dividends on foreign 
investments, about $400,000,000 during this year. 

So long as the Government of the United States will borrow 
gold and keep it on call for those who have greenbacks, and the 
green are out, of course we can maintain the gold standard 
without individuals paying a premium. But the Government is 
paying a premium, 

The 4 per cent bonds had a very well-established market in 
February, 1895. They never have sold since they got fairly on 
the market for less than 1 per cent premium for each year they 
had torun. In 1888-89, having only about eighteen years to run, 
they sold for as high as 27 per cent premium, but that was ex- 
ceptional. The market settled down fnally to about 1 per cent a 
year for the time the bonds had to run. At the time the $62,500,- 
000 of bonds were put upon the market in February, 1895, they 
were selling for about 11 or 12 per cent premium, they havin 
then between eleven and twelve years to run. The President 
the United States informed Congress at the time that he could ob- 
tain $16,000,000 more for the $62,500,000 of bonds provided Con- 
gress would authorize gold bonds. In other words, he had to pay 
516.000, 000 on the $62,500,000 in order to get gold. 

At the last sale of bonds the premium was not so high, bein 
only 11 or 12 per cent, and while the sale was manipulated sufik 
ciently, it was not so absolutely a private deal as were the prior 
bond sales. The loss to the Government on what it had to pay 
on that loan to get gold was about ten to twelve million dollars, 
the Government paying a premium, ‘The Government never can 
get a dollar of gold without paying premium. Just so soon as 
the Government ceases to pay a premium for gold and ceases to 
supply gold to those who must have it, somebody else must pa; 
the premium for the gold. If the gold standard is maintained, 
payment must be madein gold; but just so soon as individuals 
can not come to the Treasury and get gold they must themselves 
pay that premium; and as soon as individuals Day ake premium, 
your gold standard is gone. Just as soon as the Government of 
the United States ceases to pay a premium the individuals must 

y the premium, and they can not get it otherwise if you main- 
ain the gold standard. ere is one other way, however, in 
which it can be done, and that is not pay at all; but if they pa; 
at all, they must get gold ata premium. Consequently the gol 
standard can not be maintained longer than the credit of the 
Government will last to pay a premium, because when indi- 
viduals pay the premium the fact is seen and recognized, but when 
the Government sells its bonds the country does not see that sell- 
ing United States bonds at an enormous discount is paying a 
premium, 

Gold is at a premium now, and the Government paid $15,000,000 in 
1895 on sixty-two and one-half millions, and paid at least 812,000, 000 
premium on 8100, 000, 000 in the last loan. e ee 
a premium all the time, and individuals would have to pay a higher 
premium. The only way to prevent the payment of the premium 
would be for individuals to say that they would not pay at all. The 
gold standard can only exist while somebody will load the Govern- 
ment with debt to buy gold to furnish the gold to exporters. The 
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Government has no use for gold, for it hasnot promised to deliver 
pe If individuals have so promised, why should all the people 

taxed to pay a premium to get gold to pay gold contracts which 
individuals have made? 

The end is near, and if you do not stop selling bonds voluntarily 
you will be forced to stop by the loss of credit. Turkey tried it 
and it can not sell any more, Austria tried it and can not sell any 
more, Italy can sell no more, Spain can sell no more. The wreck- 
ing process will cure itself, and the time will come when the Goy- 
ernment will be unable to pay a premium and when the people 
can not endure the taxation to which they are subjected to pay 
thispremium. Weare getting behind ata geometrical ratio every 
year, and whenever the Government ceases to pay a premium on 
gold, those who have gold obligations must pay gold if you main- 
tain the gold standard. So the gold standard means an unending 
increase of the ponie debt or repudiation by individuals, 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him what 
remedy he W 1 8 for the condition of things which he describes? 

Mr. STEWART. I can not answer that question without 
trenching on the time of the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. BROWN. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. STEWART. In answer to the question of the Senator, I 
will say that I propose to reenact the coinage laws of Jefferson 
and Jackson; I propose to haye more money by the use of both 
metals; I propose to wipe out that clandestine legislation which 
took away the basis of the fabric, and which put a premium on 
gold; I propose to return to the money of the Constitution; and 
then there will be no premium on gold, because we can have some 
other material besides gold out of which to manufacture money, 
but when you have to pay in that material only, there is not 
enough to pay, and you have to pay a premium upon it, as there 
always must be high prices on any article cornered in the market; 
and gold is cornered by means of this clandestine legislation; gold 
is cornered by means of the operations of the Administration, 
which refuses to obey the law and pay in silver; gold is pooled; 
and 5 I propose to b the I. It is pooled just 
as stock is Pac that is put in a safe, and I propose to use both 

ld and silver, and break the corner that these people have made 
kuro h the cooperation of the Administration. 

Mr. PALMER. May Lask the Senator whether he means by 
all that the free and unlimited coinage of legal-tender silver at 
the ratio of 16 to 1? 

Mr. STEWART. Icertainly do mean that; and that is the onl 
remedy. So long as you can make money out of only one meta 
and that metal is pooled and cornered, the men who have it hold 
the world by the throat, and they have throttled enterprise and 
brought misery every where through their criminal practices. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senator what he thinks 
would be the effect upon our getting plenty of gold if we made sil- 
ver a legal tender in sums of $50 in amount only, removing the 
power to receive silver certificates for customs dues? 

Mr. STEWART. I would not bind the limbs of silver and have 
it start on a race with gold. They had a race for four thousand 
years, and they stood abreast; and now the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin proposes to hamstring one of them and start it out in the 


race. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator, if he will 
allow me, whether or notit would be his purpose as part of his 
scheme of free coinage at 16 to 1 to issue certificates upon the bul- 
lion before it is coined into money; that is, would the Senator 
1 5 to issue certificates providing for so many dollars from 

ation. et to be coined and resting in the mints? 

Mr. STEWART. I would issue certificates to-morrow on what 
bullion we have, and I would coin it forthwith. There-has been 
a good deal said about the inability to coin silver, and that onl 
$40,000,000 could be annually coined. I will undertake to coin a 
the silver brought to the mints for the seigniorage the Government 
gets. If they willlet me have it for the space of ten years, I wlll 
undertake to coin $500,000,000 a year for the Government phere 
for the refining the bullion in the mints and other mint charges; 
that is, for just what the mint takes out of the bullion of the de- 
positors for expenses. There is no trouble about increasing our 
coinage $10,000,000 a day. 

Mr. ALLISON. I only wanted to know the fact. Then, of 
course, the Senator’s idea would be either to have some provision 
whereby the coinage would be immensely projected, or else require 
the coinage of the bullion. 

Mr, STEWART. I would have a sufficient amount coined. 
There is no excuse for not coining all the silver and all the gold 
that comes to the mints. There is no excuse for not doing it, be- 
cause the Government charges enough for preparing the bullion 
for coinage and other charges to pay the whole expense. I will 
say to my friend from Iowa, there is one thing of which I want to 
notify him, and that is that there would be no trouble if mints 
were open except to get bag silver tocoin. Thereisno danger 
of getting too much silver. I see more money and good times in 
the near future. There is an undercurrent coming; the common 


people have dropped on the gold game. They begin to under- 
stand that the public press is not telling the truth, and they have 
discarded its advice. They begin to understand that the public 
men have been misleading them. They begin to understand this 
Administration. The truth of what Mr. Lincoln said, that you 
can not fool all the people all the time, is going to be verified in 
the near future. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose the Senator excepts in his denun- 
ciation of the public press a mendacious publication in this city 
called the Silver Knight. 

Mr. STEWART. Always excepting that. It takes an excep- 
tion to prove the rule. The people are going the way of the Silver 
Knight more than they are going the way of the goldites just now. 
They have struck the exception, andif my friend from New Hanip- 
shire would read the Silver Knight attentively he might get his 


eyes opened. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Iam glad toadvertise the Senator's publi- 
cation. I have subscribed for it, and I also have one copy sent to 
me gratuitously through the favor of the Senator, ai 1 read a 
great deal of truth init. It goes to an excess sometimes, as the 

nator does in his speeches, 

Mr. STEWART. I hope that the Senator does not allude to 
the excess of circulating medium that is now among the people; 
that they are getting too much of it. I do not think he has refer- 
ence to that. Excess! Is it possible to find language to describe 
a transaction which enabled a few gamblers in money to pool the 
circulating medium of the world, the standard money of the 
world, and to ask the price they had a mind to, and transform 
70,000,000 of the most prosperous people on earth into 70,000,000 
of dependents upon the caprice of an English syndicate? When 
you talk about the press, the great mass of the press has been the 
mouthpiece of an alien syndicate for years; and they have iterated 
and reiterated their nonsense and absurdities until the people 
have found them out. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, Ishould like tochange the subject 
alittle bit. I wish to discuss the bill before the Senate to prohibit 
the further issuance of bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
incidentally the resolution which I offered this morning declaring 
Pono hereafter to be issued by the Secretary of the Treasury 
egal. 

e for saying that they are illegal is the Constitution of 
the United States. The Congress of the United States alone, and 
not the Executive, is authorized, to quote the 1 of the 
Constitution, to borrow money on the credit of the United 
States.“ I think the further issue of bonds by the Secretary of 
the Treasury or by the Executive is contrary to that clause of the 
Constitution. The authority claimed for the issue of these bonds 
is the act of 1875. It must be remembered by the students of the 
history of this country that that act was passed at a peculiar time. 
under peculiar circumstances, when extraordinary measures had 
been necessary to preserve the life of the Government and extraor- 
dinary measures were necessary to preserve the credit and hon- 
esty of the Government. Perhaps they might be called heroic 
measures that we had indulged in, and that it was nec to 
indulge in in the year 1875. It had been the wish, the long-felt 
longing of the people of the United States—I might perhaps say 
of all parties, of certainly the dominant party—that we should at 
once, or as soon as oo resume specie payments, that we 
should come back to the stable basis of coin, both silver and gold. 

In the light of these circumstances, while one part of the coun- 
try demanded it and said the way to resume was to resume—that 
is, at once to undertake the task—this measure was passed as a 
compromise one, authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue bonds to meet the le tenders then outstanding. The 
legal tenders then outstanding were limited to somewhere near 
$350,000,000. It was toredeem those. It was supposed that when 
we redeemed those we would return to a e basis. In one 
sense it might be said in criticising that act that there was no 
limit as to the time when bonds should be issued, the method, or 
the manner of their issue. The Secretary need not issue any. 
He might issue or not at his discretion. He was limited, however, 
if we will remember the cireumstances 

First, by the purpose which was expressed in the act, to pre- 
pare and provide for the redemption.” I quote the words. It 
was not to use money to supply deficits; it was not to pay running 
expenses; it was not to pile up the surplus in the Treasury, but 
“to prepare and provide for the redemption.” Not even to main- 
tain it. No authority was given to maintain the redemption, be- 
cause it was not rapport that when once accomplished it needed 
any maintenance. It was simply to prepare and provide for it 
that the Secretary of the Treasury was authorized to issue bonds. 

Second, he was limited by the amount; that is, he was limited 
Wy the 5 of legal tenders then in circulation. This grant 
of power to the Secretary of the Treasury was only for the legal 
tenders then in circulation, and not for any others. 

Third, the Secretary was limited as to the time when he was 
to issue bonds, Not, perhaps, in so many express words; but these 
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grants of authority are to be strictly construed, as the law books 
say and common sense teaches also; and the time within which 
the redemption was to be made complete and to be an accom- 
plished fact or a dismal failure was four years. 

So we had, as the act was passed and at the time it was passed, 
these limitations upon the power of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
It was given to whomsoever should be Secretary. It might be well 
that Congress would feel authorized and were authorized to ex- 
tend this extraordinary power to the Secretary of the Treasury 
for a limited time, Enon e Nise would be the Secretary, knowing 
to what party he would committed, and yet that Congress 
would not and did not indefinitely extend the authority for all 
time to all Secretaries to issue as many bonds as they saw fit for 
any purpose that they might use them for. 8 

have the act before me here, and I will read it in this connec- 
tion with my remarks. It is as follows, cutting out those parts 
of it which relate to the payment of money and only quoting the 
passages which relate to the issue of bonds: 
£ the Treasury to pre and provide for the 
0 or hal is e to issue, sell, 
and 1 of, at not less than par. in coin, either of the descriptions of bonds 
of the United States described in the act of Congress spproroa July 14, 1870, 
entitled An act to authorize the refunding of the national debt,” with like 
qualities, privileges, and exemptions, to the extent necessary to carry thisact 
into full effect. and to use the proceeds thereof for the 8 aforesaid. 
F Revised Statutes of United States, chapter 15, 
pages . 


To carry this act into full effect was to redeem the legal tenders 
of the United States on or before the Ist day of January, 1879. 
That was the effect of the act. When we returned to specie 
payment the purpose and end of that act had been accomplished 
and ended, = 

A grave question is intimated, and it again might arise as to the 
constitutionality of the act at the time it was passed. It seems 
to have been considered then an act of doubtful constitutionality. 
To a certain extent it was a delegation of legislative authority, a 
thing which this Congress can never do. Congress can not dele- 
gate its authority to any Secre or to any Executive whatso- 
ever. Such delegation is wholly illegal and forbidden; and yet 
with this limitation, and under the circumstances, and for the 


purpose for which the act was passed, it has been so far considered 
and treated as a constitutional act, and under the circumstances 
I do not propose to criticise it. 


The use, however, that has been made of that act since could 
not have been foreseen at the time of its passage. It is now used 
for an entirely different td oe The original statute simply 
gave authority to prepare and provide for the redemption. It is 
now said that it is to be used to maintain permanently the legal- 
tender notes in circulation and their 3 reissue. Orig- 
inally it was a fixed, definite amount, of about $350,000,000 or a 
little more; now it is $500,000,000, and that $500,000,000 it is pro- 
pee to maintain in a constant change, a constant reissue, so that 

he authority which originally was limited to the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue bonds in the sum of about $350,000,000 is now 
construed to mean issue of bonds to the extent of $500,000,000 and 
five hundred million as many times as they see fit to pass the legal 
tenders over the counter of the Treasury. That may be infinite. 
It is an unending amount, so that the authority claimed now and 
that is claimed to be exercised by the Executive and the Secretary 
of the Treasury is to issue bonds not only to the extent of $500,- 
000,000, but $500,000,000 multiplied by infinity itself just as often 
= the pleasure of the Secretary of the Treasury sees fit to issue 

em, 

If the exercise of this power be strictly followed and the bonds 
issued for no other purpose, it would not probably be necessary 
now to forbid or prohibit the Secretary of the Treasury or the 
President from the further exercise of the issue of bonds. It 
could not be foreseen at the time of the pasate of the act that the 
time would come twenty years after the sage of the act, six- 
teen years after the resumption which the act was ed to 
accomplish had been perfected and a fixed fact, that the Execu- 
tive of the United States would search out and bring forward this 
old statute and claim authority under it to issue, at his own will 
to any extent that he saw fit, the bonds of the United States, and 
would thus exercise the constitutional authority of Congress to 
borrow for any and all purposes all the money that he desired. 

Yet that is the state of affairs we now have. The Executive 
borrows, not to prepare for redemption, not to provide for redemp- 
tion, not even to maintain the redemption accomplished sixteen 
years ago, but to pay the ordinary expenses of the Government of 
any and all kinds; and in addition to paying the ordinary expenses 
of the Government, which have been unusually large since this 
system of issuing bonds under the act was in vogue, to accumu- 
late a fund on hand far in excess of the needs of the Government, 
so that he is able at any time to set aside the wish of the Legisla- 
ture and Sr acy with the aid of Congress in raising money. He 
raises it without the act of Congress, 

It will be observed that as now practiced the issuing of bonds 


limitation has substantially been 

ualed if not passed. ere was issued prior to 1879, the date 
of the passage of the act of 1879, as 1 understand it, bonds the 
face of which called for ninety-five and one-half million dollars in 
addition to whatever bonus may have been received therefrom. 
There has since been issued bonds the face of which called for 
$262,000,000, making the face value of all the bonds three hundred 
and fifty-seven and one-half million dollars issued assumedly under 
this act. That, with the bonus and all, is about equal now tothe 
amount of legal tender that existed at the time of the parage of 
the act. We are now asked to say that the Executive shall not 
issue more; that is, that he shall not exceed the limit which was 
originally fixed by the act of 1875. 

It seems to me that the exercise by the present Executive of the 
act of Congress of 1875 is unconstitutional and to issue these bonds 
the Executive is without authority or warrant of law. It is our 
duty to protect the Treasury against further issue, and it is our 
duty to protect those who deal with the United States, who buy 
bonds, who deal with the Treasury, against receiving anythin 
except bona fide bonds of the United States that can be e recor. 
Bonds of doubtful validity we have norightto sell. It is a decep- 
tion to the buyer of them as well as a robbery of the country that 
we represent. 

It follows that these bonds will be absolutely valueless in the 
hands of the holders. The question may be raised; and it is our 
duty now to warn the buyer, to pass such a resolution at this 
session of the Senate as to show to every would-be buyer that he 
is buying something which can not be enforced in the United 
States, and it is our duty to say tothe public that these bonds are 
without authority, so that the cry of repudiation can not be suc- 
cessfully raised with ete to them. It is not repudiation to 
say that it is not our debt, itis not the debt of the country; but 
beforehand, before any person buys a single bond, I would have 
them warned by the Senate if they believe it to be true; I would 
haye the Senate ng the these would-be buyers of the bonds that 
we believe them to be illegal. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Utah yield for a su 
tion at this point? In January, 1894, before a bond had n 
issued under the present Administration, a resolution was intro- 
duced in the Senate 1 that the Administration had no 

wer under the act of 1875, the resumption act, to issue bonds. 

hat resolution was fully discussed here, and the purchasers of 
Government bonds from that time to this have been put upon 
their notice that they receive these bonds with a questionable 
title. Therefore there is no necessity for warning them i 
that there is lack of power on the part of the Government to 
issue bonds. 

Mr. BROWN. May I answer the distinguished Senator, and 
ask him the further question: Did that resolution pass the Senate? 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no, sir; it was antagonized by the other side 
of the Chamber. 

Mr. BROWN. If the resolution passed the Senate I would sit 
down and have nothing further to say. 

Mr. ALLEN. The honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN], the leader of his party on the other side, said there was no 
3 about the power to issue bonds; that the redemption of 

e notes would exist as long as water ran and grass grew. I 
gote his language. I simply call the attention of the Senator 

m Utah to the fact that he and the leader of his party are not 
agreed u this question, but that the invalidity of the bonds, 
which I believe are invalid, was discovered and promulgated to 
the world long before a bond was issued. Itisnothing new here, 
then, to warn the bondholders that they have no title. 

Mr. BROWN. Our party, Mr. President, does not have leaders. 
Every Republican is his own leader; every Republican isa thinker. 
My friend from Nebraska has time and again talked about the Popu- 
list party and has made promises for the Populist party. He 
leaned over and asked the Senator from Ohio . SHERMAN] 
and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to make 
promises as leaders of the Republican Fat I assure him that 
while the Populist may have leaders who can speak for it, 
the Republican party is democratic in that respect; every man 
stands on the same footing. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is, every man is a thinker? 

Mr. BROWN. And let me say further in reply, for I have not 
got quite through answering the former conundrum of the dis- 
tinguished lawyer from Nebraska, that merely discussing a ques- 
tion is not the opinion of the Senate. When the Senator from 
Nebraska gave it as his opinion and offered his resolution in 1894 
it went out to the world for what it was worth, for what the 
world thought of the distinguished gentleman's opinion. So I 
would not now claim any more for the resolution which I sub- 
mitted this morning, and which I will read in a moment. The 
mere discussion of it would be nothing. That is merely an ex- 
pression of a Senator’s views as a lawyer or as a citizen. It car- 
ries no special 2 beyond the doors of this Chamber; but 
when the Senate of the United States passes a resolution such 


is without limit. The origi 
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as I shall ask them to 
becomes the opinion 


I think that is another matter; that 
the Senate. I think that will be heard 
wherever a man is going to buy a bond or whenever he thinks of 


ba ae 
5 The Senator will of course indulge me a mo- 
men 


Mr. BROWN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. TheSenatorisalawyer. The filing of a lis pend- 
ens is notice to the purchaser. You do not have to have a judg- 
ment declaring a thing to be illegal. 

Mr. BROWN, It depends on who files it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Whenever you file a notice of a lis pendens to 
contest the legality of a title, that notice stands good, and a person 
who purchases after that notice has been filed purchases caveat 
emptor. The Senator from Utah knows that. I simply call his 
attention to the fact by the filing of a lis pendens (if yos may call 
it such, for that is what it is in legal parlance) it stands as a notice 
to all who purchase the bonds of the United States that those bonds 
are illegal. Now, as to the Senator’s suggestion that every Re- 
publican is a leader and that every 

Mr. BROWN. I did not say that every Republican is a leader, 
but just the reverse. 

Mr. ALLEN. And that every Republican is a thinker. Ido 
not care to be auo yore: question for an answer. 

r. 


Mr. BRO i dent, I have not any desire to push 
the Senator from Nebraska upon that subject, because I think he 
knows the fact without any i 


on, 

As to the essay that has been read and the comment that has been 
made upon the law of lis pendens, I am glad to hear the opinion 
of the jurist ap a wei ebraska here. I do not so understand 
the notice or the law of lis pendens. I understand that every 
notice of every kind to put a person upon his guard must come 
from the person who intends to act. It is the plaintiff in the 
lawsuit who files the lis pendens—not some stranger. It is not 
second-hand cousins. I pro to file notice lis pendens by the 
resolutions here to-day, by the Senate of the United States. My 
friend, the distinguished jurist from Nebraska, in offering his res- 
olution a or two ago, did not happen to be the Con; of 
the Uni States or even the Senate. That was the difficulty 
with that notice lis pendens. However, I am very glad he filed 
it as a friend of the court. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam in sympathy with the Senator from Utah, 
and I eon to vote for his measure. 

Mr. BROWN. I suppose so. 

The Secretary of the oe is the mere agent or machine 
through which Congress makes loans. This agent, the Secretary 
of the Treasury, being one designated by law, can not be dele- 
gated with any of the legislative authority of the principal. He 
can only do the ministerial acts—carry ont the will of the Con- 
22 The determination of those things which belong to the 

egislative power must exist in Congress, and can not be exer- 
cised in any event by any Secretary at any time. To make a loan 
and to make any further loan under this law the following ele- 
ments must be determined, and they must be determined just as 
much under this law as if no law existed: 

First, the necessity and the occasion for the loan. If we were to 
authorize a new loan the first thing we would have to act upon is 
the necessity, the occasion, for the loan. Under the law of 1875 
somebody must exercise the power of judgment, of determina- 
tion, of discrimination, and say that there is a necessity for the 
loan. As construed, the Secretary of the Treasury is authorizing 
it. As required by the Constitution, it is the Congress of the 

United States. 

Second. the amount of the loan. The first question going to the 
parliament, going to the re tatives of the people, is how 
much the loan shall be. It must be determined by the repre- 
sentatives of the people in Congress assembled. As exercised the 
amount, as I have already di isinfinite. There is no limit. 
Just as fast as 2 can bring the 8500, 000, 000 around, as he pleases 
and when he p , he is to exercise this power. He talks about 
keeping good $100,000,000 in gold in the Let he waited 
until it was $49,000,000 the last time. Thatwas not the test. He 
does what he pleases. He exercises discretion as to the amount 
and the occasion; whether he will call for $500,000 or $100,000,000 
at a time. He is exercising it, not Congress, as should be. 

Third, the length and time of their maturity. There is an- 
other thing as to which, in borrowing money, the principal alone 
must exercise the discretion. If we are to borrow money of the 
world, we are the parties to say how long the bonds are to run. 
The Secretary of the Treasury exercises it under this law to run 
from five years to thirty years, just as he pleases, selecting any one 
of the classes of bonds which are named in the former act at his 
discretion. Allthese elements are matters which require the dis- 
cretion, thej ent, the wisdom, and the power of Congress itself. 
Manifestly the Sé ry never can legally exercise them except as 
they have been theretofore determined and settled by Congress. 
To make a further issue of bonds for the purpose of the 


now outstanding legal tenders the determination of all of these 
three elements is necessary, as this power has not been andcan not 
be delegated to the Secretary of the Treasury, any attempt by 
5 585 exercise it would be without legal authority and actually 
void. 

Therefore, I pro the resolution which I have offered as an 
effective method of preventing bonds. It has been boasted here 
by the distinguished Senator from Ohio . SHERMAN] and others 
that we are powerless; that the House and the President will 
never concur, even if the Senate declares yoid the bonds. If we 
pass this resolution the buyers will see to it that they themselves 
and the country are alike protected. I have with me a copy of 
the resolution now on the table of the Secretary, offered this 
morning, and I will read it: 

Beit resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate of the United States the 
Secretary of the has no authority under the act of January 14, 1 
to issue any further or other bonds in addition to those already issued, 
that any such bonds that may hereafter be issued by him will be without 
authority of law. 

I believe if we serve that as a lis pendens, using the ression 
of the Senator from Nebraska, it will be effective 83 the 
further issue of bonds, and the boast of the Senator from Ohio 

3 will fall as dead as he hopes the proposed act of 


Be. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Utah allow me? 

Mr. BROWN. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. I wish to ask the Senator if he thinks the bonds 
already issued are authorized by existing law? 

Mr. BROWN. I say frankly to the Senator that I do not think 
they are. I have not argued it in anything that I have said or am 
prepared to say, because for the purposes of this discussion, either 
in passing the resolution or in passing the proposed law, I do not 
regard it as necessary. It isa case we have not before this court 
to-day. Whenever it should arise itis ible that a further 
examination may change my opinion. I have not gone into that 
branch of the case; yet I think that so far as concerns those bonds 
which have been issued by this Administration—and I suppose that 
is what the Senator from Illinois refers to—they are without 
authority of law; that they are illegal, and could be avaided by 
the country. 

As to those which were issued prior to the resumption act, they 
rest upon an entirely different basis. I think they are legal, or at 
least they were issued under nhc All these other bonds 
were issued without the authority of the act of 1875. The actof 
1875 never could have imagined or foreseen Mr. Cleveland’s Ad- 
ministration; it never could have foreseen this process of chang- 
ing greenbacks for gold around through the endless chain whi 
we have had described, and then turning it over to the general 
fund, until we have the accumulated surplus which we have here, 
a false surplus, a surplus of which and its evil result I shall have 
occasion to speak more hereafter. 

The Senator from Geo [Mr. BAGON] See a very able argu- 
ment, as it struck me (I do not see the Senator from Georgia 

resent, and I am sorry he is not in his seat), by the way, has 
enin a measure the same view that I have and in a measure 
not, that the act of 1878 enlarges the power of the Secretary of 
the Treasury to issue bonds, and it was against the evil effect of 
the act of 1878 that he was speaking. The act of 1878 has been 
quoted as if it were an extension of power to the Treasurer to 
issue more and more bonds. Authority given to an Executive or 
the Secretary of the must bestrictly construed. Itmust 
be in the letter, not in the spirit. Unless tne grant is given here 
so that every man can read it, it can not give the power by imply- 
ing a necessity. You must say, He shall have the power; he 
may do this, that, or the other.” Grants of power are so strictly 
construed. There must be express words to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to issue bonds. There can be no authority 
given to an officer 8 it is clearly and distinctly stated. The 
act of 1878, instead of being an extension of authority, may pos- 
sibly be considered a re of the resumption act so far as it re- 
lates to the issue of bonds, It certainly places it out of the power 
of the Secretary to ever issue enough bonds to preserve the re- 
sumption. There is nothing in the act certainly which simply 
its the reissue of these legal tenders that would authorize the 
tary of the Treasury to borrow money on the credit of the 
United States.” $ 

The act simply says that the 1 tenders then outstanding, 
$347,000,000, shall be reissned, and there is no grant of power 
given—is there?—to issue bonds; no hint that they want the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to go and borrow money in untold quan- 
tities, and yet it is that power, that act, which is really, not pro- 

y, assumed to be the basis and warrant for the action of 
the Executive at this time. It is because he has to keep those 
legal tenders good, keep redeeming them, that he says he exercises 
the power. I say that act isarepeal. It took away the power. 
It was repugnant to the original object. Let us see. A statute 
is repealed by the passage of another Ay te Brom to and inconsist- 
ent with the first. The statute of 1878 forbids the redemption of 
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legal tenders. The purpose of the statute of 1875—the object of 
it was to redeem legal tenders, ‘‘to prepare and provide for re- 
demption.” 

What is redemption? Payment. A new statute says it never 
can be redeemed, never can be paid. First, remember what the 
evil was to be met in 1875, the object of it, the gist of the statute. 
It was to retire these greenbacks, to pay the legal tenders, as eve 
other honest debtor pays his debts. It was the policy then, and 
hope it is the policy of the Republican party now, to pay our debts 
in full, to wipe them out of existence, and not to keep them forever 
returning, coming back to annoy us. We were to redeem the 
green and the authority was given for that; but along 
comes the act of 1878 and says there is danger of contraction, an 
instead of passing an act in 1878, as they should have done, recog- 
nizing free silver and the free coinage of silver, and paying these 
debts so that there would be no contraction, they passed the act of 
1878 which authorized the Secretary of the Treasury to reissue for- 
ever and ever the same legal-tender notes. That was in exact con- 
tradiction of the purpose and object of the act of 1875, the one 


being to „the other to say never to pay in the wide world. 
Mr. N. Will it disturb the Senator from Utah if I 
make a remark? 


Mr. BROWN. No, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON, I call the attention of the Senator to another 
provision in the resumption act of 1875. I was perfectly familiar 
with the of that act through all its , as was the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. The very point that the 
Senator now states as a conclusive one at the time was really the 
tender poini, the difficulty. If he will take another portion of 
the act he will see that the greenback notes were to be reduced to 
$300,000,000, and no further reduction, in the minds of most of 
those who voted for that bill, was to be made, and the United 
States pro tanto was to be a bank, redeeming and paying out. 

After that law was passed a question of argumentation rose 
among people who supposed they knew a great deal about the 
act, which was that this redemption fund would retire all those 

backs, and that it could be done under the law. That was 

e view taken by Mr. Edward Atkinson and other gentlemen 
who wished then to get rid of the greenbacks. The act of 1878 
was sup tal and in support of the original act, except in 
one single instance, and that was that the original provision 
which authorized the greenbacks to be reduced to 8300, 000,000 was 
cut off specifically at $346,000,000, and the further provision that 
the notes should be paid out again was sacredly regarded by most 
of those who voted for it asa part of the original law of 1875. 
It was never intended by the men who passed that law that the 
greenbacks which had formed such an important portion of our 
currency should be withdrawn, cancel: and destroyed, and 
form no part of the circulation. 

I make the statement as a part of the contemporaneous history, 
with which I was certainly familiar. 

Mr. BROWN. I know the Senator is familiar with it. I gave 
myself the pleasure the other day of reading the debate. I could 
see how active the Senator from Iowa was in that matter. I 
noticed, too, that the question of $300,000,000 rose in that debate, 
and the question was discussed whether it should be put in or 
whether it would be unnecessary to put it into the law, if I re- 
member rightly. Ihave not the language before me. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will bear with me one moment 
more, I will say, as to the passage of that bill through the Senate of 
the United States, that the Senator from Ohio—he can speak better 
for himself than I can for him—had charge of the bill for the Fi- 
nance Committee, and it was understood that there would be no 
explanation of the bill. There was none. The Senator is familiar 
with it. The then Senator from Missouri, Mr. Carl Schurz, under- 
took to catechise the Senator from Ohio, and he parried his blows 
and thrusts as very few Senators in the Senate could do, So there 
was no Senatorial debate which in any way tended to elucidate or 
to fix what was in the Senatorial mind upon that subject. That 
was fixed elsewhere, 

Mr. TELLER. I do not desire to interrupt the Senator from 
Iowa, but I know we never will have the truth of it until the 
Senator tells us what occurred in the caucus. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was a long time ago, and I do not know 
but that the statute of limitations has run againstthe caucus. It 
is more than twenty years. But Ido know what I heard, not only 
in the Republican caucus, but elsewhere, that with two or three 
exceptions it was in the minds of the men who voted for the re- 
sumption act of 1875 that the greenbacks were not to be retired, 
canceled, and destroyed except down to 8300, 000, 000. Beyond that 
the greenback notes were to be circulated and redeemed and paid 
out by the Treasury and keptin circulation. The act of 1878 was 
but a legislative declaration of what was originally contained in 
the act of 1875. 

Mr. BROWN. I repeat what I have intimated to my friend 
two or three times, that it is a poor kind of i tation of a 
statutory law for a man who was present and v for it to say, 


I thought so and so about it at that time, Therefore that is the 
construction.” 


Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. BROWN. ‘It was understood so and so. Therefore you 
must construe it so and so.” Statutes are construed by what they 
say and nothing else. It must be located right there, and no one 


I agree to that. 


knows better than the di ished and brilliant lawyer from 
Iowa and the great financier from Ohio how to make clear their 
meaning in statutes. They did it then, as they always do; and 
what that statute says, that must be its meaning. 

I will say to the Senator from Iowa, when he says that the Sena- 
tor from Ohio can better what was oot at the time, 
that he himself has expr it, He can not add to that now, 
either. The debate that was had on that occasion is the conclusion 
of what they had to say in support of the measure at that time. 
It was ably and thoroughly argued by the distinguished Senator 
from Ohio, and it was passed as he wanted it, without objection 
or amendment. 

I wish to say a word or two as to the policy of the act of 1878, 
and I am r: ded by the Senator from Ohio that he was not a 
member of the Senate at that time. I am aware he was Sec- 
retary of the At the time of the passage of the act of 
1878 silver had been demonetized, but the effect had not been ex- 
tensively felt nor was the question thoroughly understood. It had 
not been debated in See in the land. We had little 
coin in circulation, and not arrived at the period of absolute 
redemption. It was feared that if the legal tender should be re- 

i redeemed, and canceled when paia, there would be contrac- 
tion. It was to prevent the contraction which followed and was 
the necessary effect of the demonetization of silver that the legal 
tenders were issued. 

Whether intended or not, it was a cover by which the people 
were deceived as to the effect of demonetization. Some have been 
so ungenerous as to charge that demonetization wasa malicious act 
purposely done, and it may be that the act of 1878 might be said 
to have been intentionally with a view of preventing the 
pepe from early appreciating the effect of the demonetization. 

ut it may have 85 passed in entire good faith. It is not neces- 
sary to impute bad motives to it. But the effect was just the 
same. It was to create a false currency, a false plenty of cur- 
rency, when, in truth, the money was being driven out of the 
country. Had silver been coined instead of the reissue of 1 
tenders, and that silver placed in circulation to the extent of the 
legal tenders at that time, silver never conld have fallen as it has. 

e would have had a much larger circulation than we now have, 
a greater currency per capita, and now we would have had no 
legal tenders to redeem or to drive away the gold ont of the coun- 
try. The d r which now appalls us could not have existed. 
The oppo ity for the issue of bonds which is now claimed was 
created not by the act of 1875, but by the act of 1878. 

When astatute is passed for a particular object, and that object 
hasbeen accomplished, the force of the statute has beenspent. It 
amounts to a virtual repeal, not a to have any retrospective 
effect, to invalidate that which has n done, but a re of its 
power in the future, because all its conditions have been complied 
with. Theact of 1875 authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue bonds to prepare and provide for redemption was temporary 
in its nature by the statement of the object which was to ac- 
complished at the end of four years. The four years came, the 
resumption of specie payment was complete; the bonds were issued 
under it, were issued under that authority, and the whole statute 
was fulfilled, accomplished, ended, and it was asi ible under 
that statute, after the resumption had thus been made operative, 
for the Secretary to issue bonds as if the statute had been actually 
repealed by act of Congress. The condition of it had been per- 
formed and its force had lapsed. 

It can not be said that this issue of bonds is merely to meet the 
deficiency in the revenue, because the deficiency in the revenue 
is vastly less than the issue of bonds. Forty-two millions defi- 
ciency of revenue in the last fiscal year and probably thirty-five 
millions this year; I forget how much for the year ending 1894, 
but a small amount, not in all $100,000,000—the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] na to me more than $100,000,000 in three 
years. Perhaps so. I have not the figures. The Senator will 
not differ certainly with the result. It has been Meee smaller 
than the amount of the issue of bonds. I think it is less than 
$100,000,000. And yet to meet this deficiency an issue of bonds 
already of two hundred and sixty-two millions, and the proba- 
bility of another one hundred million to be added mages 

The Congress of the United States has no power and no right 
thus to delegate its function to borrow money on the credit of the 
United States. It can not resign to President Cleveland the de- 
termination of when it is necessary to borrow money for the pub- 
lic good. It can not resign the question of how much money 
should be borrowed to meet the deficiency, or for any other pur- 
pose. It can not resign to the Executive the duty of maintaining 
— . and redemption of its own legal tender and bills 
of credi 
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I was prepared to say before I heard my friend from Iowa, and 
I say it yet, so far as any public debate is concerned, and so far 
as any act of Congress is concerned, that it was never dreamed when 
the act of 1875 was d that it would be n to extend 
the power any further than four years before redemption was 
expected to take place. Whatever may have been thought by 
any member of the Senate, nowhere in the debate is to be found 
a hint that the power of issuing bonds under that law was to be 
exercised after the four years had expired. The limit was fixed 
when redemption was to be accomplished, and it was for that 
ee ara occasion that they were to prepare, and there was no 

int that afterwards there was to be any further issue. It was 
not to be an indefinite ous for all future time, and as to being a 
contract, it was impossible for Congress to contract. The Senator 
from Ohio said that itis a contract binding upon us morally, if 
not legally, and perhaps legally, that it is our duty to fulfill. 
What moral obligation can exist to violate the Constitution of the 
United States? 

If this act as now exercised by the Executive is in violation of 
the Constitution of the United States, is there any moral obliga- 
tion? Is the Constitution of the United States the subject of bar- 
ter and sale by the Forty-third Congress? Can we contract away 
its provisions—moral obligation to set aside the liberties of the 
people which we are sworn here to defend and which the Forty- 
third Congress were sworn to defend? They were and we are 
here to uphold the Constitution and to protect it, under which 
law we are authorized to meet here. 

Yet it is said it is a contract existing with the holder of every 
bill, every legal-tender note, that the Secretary shall have the 
power to issue these bonds. These bills may never be paid if the 
intention is to issue and reissue them forever. If this contract 
scheme is to continue, the Forty-third Congress, that passed that 
act, would have the power to contract away the Constitution of 
the United States. Can any contract be said to be moral that 
barters away the liberties and rights of the citizens of the United 
States? What right had the Forty-third Congress to thus barter 
away Constitutional rights? The very definition of a free govern- 
ment is one controlled and managed entirely by the representa- 
tives of the people in Congress assembled, and the duty is u 
Congress here in this instance to perform these functions and to 
prevent their further usurpation by the Executive. The usurpa- 
tion in this instance is on the of the Executive. This has 
never been attempted by any other Executive. It will be remem- 
bered that none of his predecessors since resumption have exer- 
cised or pretended to exercise this power. It has first occurred to 
this Executive that he can 0 Pepa law back which in reality 
had ceased to exist (because it accomplished the object for 
which it had been posen and, by reason of finding this old law, 

revent the control over the Treasury of the United States which 
peny and properly belongs only to the Congress of the United 
tates. 


Mr. PALMER. I want to ask the Senator whether it is or is 
not true that the predecessor of Mr. Carlisle gave the same con- 
struction to this law that Mr. Carlisle has given, and even went 
to the extent of ordering the preparation of bonds to be issued 
under that act? Iask the question because the Senator may be 
better informed on this historical point than I am. 

Mr. BROWN. Iam not better informed, and donot assume to 
be informed at all. I will say that I neither know nor do I care. 
I know this, however, that he never committed the act. Many a 
man has thought and contemplated whether he would not commit 
acrime, yet he paused without doing it. It would not be com- 
petent and proper, in trying a man who had committed a crime, 
to say, Well, there was another fellow who was thinking about 
committing the same act and wondering if he had not better do 
it, though he did not doit.” That is about all there is in the 
Senator’s question. I do not know, I was not familiar with the 
matter, I never saw the gentleman, I never heard him say any- 
thing about it, and there is nothing in the records of Congress to 
show about it, and I am sure if the Senator has any such informa- 
tion he is welcome to it; I have none. 

The controversy we have here to-day is the same old one that 
has been going on between the executive and legislative depart- 
ments. It differs only in name of acts and name of executive 
and name of legislative department from the controversy be- 
tween the Parliament of England and Charles the First. The 
parallel is sii Sa between the situation at that time and the sit- 
uation now. The executive then, as now, did not approve of the 
legislation which the Parliament desired toenact. He a theory 
of government of his own, just as Grover Cleveland has, and be- 
cause Parliament desired to annex conditions to their legislation 
of grants of money he sought to raise money by the executive 
power alone. So because the Congress of the United States has its 
own theories, has its own scheme of legislation, with which the 
Executive does not sympathize, he desires to raise money by his 
authority only. The effect of this power, thus exercised, of bor- 
rowing money in excess of the deficiency, and using the bonds for 


ordinary expenses, has been in the last two years to make the 
Executive independent of the legislative power of Congress, 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair), 
Does the Senator from Utah yield? 

Mr. BROWN. ra 

Mr. PALMER. I should like to express my satisfaction at the 
announcement that this Congress has some scheme for raising 
money to discharge public obligations. 

Mr. BROWN. I confess the sarcasm of the Senator. Iperha 
might have said, if I had gone a little further, that there mi Pt 
have been some scheme if it had not been for this terrible surplus 
on hand. We have got money enough. 2 5 07 I ought to have 
said, instead of this Congress demanding legislation, the people 
have demanded legislation, and legislation of a character which 
the Senator knows right well. 

The people were heard from in 1894 from one end of this coun- 
try to the other, when they told the Senator what kind of legisla- 
tion was dearest to their hearts. We can not it to-day, and 
why not? Because the Executive does not e pines hat is 
the legislation that is being prevented. If it were not for this 
surplus of $270,000,000 tied up in the Treasury, the unruly mem- 
bers would get together, and we could agree on some measure of 
revenue. e necessity would then be upon us, but we have no 
necessity now. We have got the money; we do not need any 
more money. We have too much money in the Treasury, some 
say. The ident himself says in effect—I do not quote his 
language, as I have it not before me—that there is no question 
about the revenue; there is revenue enough; yet all the money 
that he has piled up in the Treasury is that which he has pro- 
cured by a violation of the Constitution of the United States in 
selling bonds and preventing the legislation which would be 
necessary if he did not do that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me at this point? 

Mr. BROWN. Les. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wanted to call the Senator's attention to the 
fact that the $100,000,000 of gold reserve, as it is called, and which 
has been the source of all our evils so far as the issuance of bonds 
is concerned, was established by the honorable senior Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], then Secretary of the Treasury, and 
without a syllable of law authorizing its establishment; and there- 
fore the Republican party is purely responsible for the present 
condition of affairs, 

Mr. ALDRICH, The Senator is historically mistaken now, as 
he is at other times. 

Mr. ALLEN. I shall be glad to be corrected by the Senator 
from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The $100,000,000 reserve was first established 
by Mr. Manning, the first Secretary of the Treasury under Mr. 
Cleveland., 

Mr. ALLEN. Ifthe Senator will permit me, I still insist upon 
the fact that the gold reserve was established by the senior Sena- 
tor from Ohio, in or about 1878. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A gold reserve was established by the sale of 
$95,000,000 of bonds in accordance with law in 1878 and 1879, but 
the gold reserve of $100,000,000 was established in accordance with 
the provisions of the act of 1882. in the first instance by Daniel 
Manning, when Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. LEN. The honorable Senator from Ohio sold $90,000,- 
000 of bonds, 

Mr, ALDRICH. Ninety-five millions dollars. 

Mr. ALLEN. He sold $90,000,000 of bonds under the resump- 
tion act of 1875, and he converted $5,000,000 of the Geneva award 
into bonds, making $95,000,000, with which he purchased coin, and 
with which he established a reserve fund or a redemption fund 
when he was Secretary of the Treasury. There was not then, and 
there is not now, a statute upon our books authorizing the exist- 
ence of that reserve fund or redemption fund. According to the 
first section of the act of 1882, there is a proviso which has been 
construed since that time into authorizing the existence of this 
fund; but I wanted to call the attention of the Senator from Utah 
to the fact that the honorable Senator from Ohio is the author of 
all our evils and financial ills in that respect. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I never had heard before that 
the Senator from Ohio was the authorof Populism. Ihave heard 
almost everything else laid at his door, except that one thing of 
all our evils, which is surely one of the greatest. I do not under- 
stand that the Senator from Ohio ever advocated irredeemable 
paper, nor do I understand that he has ever been a very earnest 
advocate for paper at all. I think sometimes that he was a little 
inconsistent in the extent to which he did go in that regard, but 
I do not understand that he has gone to the extent of irredeemable 
paper, though perhaps I am mistaken. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. BROWN. Before the Senator from Nebraska interrupts 
me, I wish to make just one other remark. 

The Senator uses the Populistic logic herein his question to me, 
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and says the Republican party is responsible for the issue of these 
bonds, because they were issued by a President whom the Repub- 
lican red labored so hard at the polls to defeat. That is the 
usual logic of the Populistic party, because a Republican Presi- 
dent never issued one of these illegal bonds, no bonds whatever, 
since 1878, and the Democratic party did; therefore, the Repub- 
lican party are to blame for the Democratic party doing it. t 
is the condition we are in. 

When interrupted I was about to say, or, rather, I will interrupt 
myself in the line of argument I was pursuing to call attention 
to an ingenious ar; ent which was made here the other day by 
the distinguished Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS], who 
is a friend of mine. I am sorry he is not here to-day, because I 
want to reply to something he said. It was upon the subject of 
these bonds, and his remedy apparently is to change the Govern- 
ment. His remedy is if Congress and the le will not trust 
the Executive of this Government, then the Government will 
come to anend. That seems to be the argument of some other 
Senators, if I understand it. What government will come to an 
end? The government by Grover Cleveland; the government by 
the Executive? The Government by the Constitution, which has 
confided to the representatives of the 
borrow money and to raise money by bonds, will come into new 
life when we enforce these provisions and do not yield to Execu- 
tive usurpation. The Senator from West Virginia went on to say: 

No matter if we had a Populist as President to-morrow, and no matter if 
we had unlimited paper money, or silver money, or gold money, I would fa gor 
the proposition that the President should have power to sell bonds under 
proper restrictions. 

Thatis, he favors a different Constitution to that which we have. 
That, as I understand, is the argument of the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Ohio. It is not that the Secretary of the Treasury nowhas 
authority, but that he ought to have it. It is consistent with his 
theory of government, but not with the Constitution of the United 
States which our forefathers provided for us. The Senator from 
Ohio said: 

By the terms of that contract it was the agreement of Congress that the 
Secretary of the Treasury, an officer always at his post, an officer who is 
charged with these financial duties and not Congress, should pay the notes 
when presented, and in order to enable him to do so it authorized him to sell 
certain classes of bonds to them, and he was authorized to say which of 
those classes of bonds should sold in order to provide the money. 

The Secre of the Treasury is “always at his post,” said the 
Senator, as if that was a reason for the issuing of bonds, that a 
man is handy and can do it often; as if that was a thing we were 
looking for, somebody to keep up the machine and keep grinding 
outthe bonds; that we wantthem to-day; we wantthemallthetime; 
that they are something that we must have. Isay it is contrary 
to the spirit of free government 5 and contrary to that 
Constitution which we are sworn to defend. It was Congress that 
was to meet and see the occasion and not the Executive. It strikes 
me that the po taken by the distinguished Senator from Ohio 
on another bill was more consonant with his history of liberty- 
loving and with his life than the expression which I have just read, 
and I am proud to read and indorse the expression he made to the 
honorable Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] on the subject 
of issuing certificates of indebtedness. At that time the Senator 
from Ohio said: 

I would tear up every appropriation bill pending in this Senate and refuse 
to 8 e money rather than issue 8100, 000,000 of certificates of 
indebtedness in a single year. 

That was because he did not believe in running this country in 
debt. He would tear up every appropriation bill. That has the 
true ring of liberty and of sound finance—of appropriating nothing 
except what we are prepared to pay for. But let me say if we 
should not issue a single bond by act of Congress, which has the 
power, why should we issue bonds by the Executive, who has not 
the power? What 5 ere be in this position of the 
Senator from Ohio on that subject? 

The President has no need to suggest any measure of immediate 
relief from the present condition of affairs. He sends us no mes- 
sage suggesting how a revenue may be raised. He has plenty of 
revenue, and his friends and supporters which he has in this body 
and in this Congress are unwilling to support any measure of ob- 
taining revenue. The Executive is im 1; he is independent of 
the Congress because he has constantly before him this method 
of raising money whenever the gold in the Treasury becomes de- 
pleted or below the standard at which he thinks it ought to be 
maintained. At will he and the Secretary of the Treasury sell 
them, with or without notice, and thus obtain money without the 
need of any Congress whatever. The effect must be oct rs 3 
both upon the Executive and upon the people themselves. I thin 
a have seen its demoralizing effects here in this Congress and in 

is y- 

I have already mentioned wherein I think the Executive has 
failed to answer to the public in recommending revenue legisla- 
tion in consonance with that for which the people have expressed 
their wish, The efřect has been equally injurious to another 


poopie alone the power to 


question; and itis with regard to this other question that the 
members of this Senate haye been debating day after day this 
bond bill, because they know this question is affected by the 
power of issuing bonds. 

There is another question which has awakened interest in the 
popio mind all over the United States. The majority of this 

y, a large portion of the people—all the people, if we may be- 
lieve the expression of the platforms of the two great parties made 
in 1892—are in favor of such legislation as will keep silver on a 
parity with gold, so that 371} grains of fine silver shall be equal 
to one dollar in gold. To-day the President uses this authority 
to raise money so as to prevent any legislation on the part of Con- 
gress which will compel him to put these two metals upon a parity 
with each other, the parity as defined by him being simply the 

rivilege of using silver as a promise to pay gold. As such silver 

s no use whatsoever. It destroys its value as a money metal in 
every sense. 

It been said if it were not for this power exercised by the 
Executive of issuing bonds from time to time the Government 
would be without means of sustaining itself. That Congress 
would not agree upon orf measure—could not agree upon any 
measure—to supply the deficiency, and that the wheels of the Goy- 
ernment must stop for the lack of money and means with which 
to run it. This is an unnec and unjust aspersion upon any 
and every Congress. If itis true that the representatives of the 

ple can not be trusted to furnish the means with which to carry 
it on, then the defect is in the organization of the Government 
itself, its foundation, its Constitution. The same fear, the same 
sensitiveness, has always existed. Those who laid the foundation 
of our Government were not afraid to trust the representatives of 
the people. The Constitution is made upon the theory that the 
Representatives will be always ready and willing to vote the neces- 
sary revenue to supply the needs of the Government, and leave 
with Congress the responsibility, the duty. 

The Constitution is made upon the theory that the representa- 
tives will always be ready and willing to vote the necessary revenue 
to supply the needs of Government, and it leaves with the Con- 
gress the responsibility and duty. 11 Congress fails to furnish 
the revenue, invoke the proper means; then the Government fails 
by reason of Congress, and the blame must rest with the repre- 
sentatives of the people. Such criticism could always be brought 
against any and every free government, and yet a loan on the au- 
i of the people only to raise money is the most stable of all. 
The Executive has no right, no duty to say to the Congress: I 
know that you are incapable of running the Government in the 
constitutional manner, and therefore I will us it and run itin 
an unconstitutional manner.” He has no right to assume that 
Congress will not fully comply with its duty when the necessity 
is upon it. It is a usurpation of the power of government when 
he assumes to take from Con that which duty compels them 
to perform. The of this bill is not repudiation or infamy, 
but repudiation of the infamy of usurpation. But it is not true 
that there is any danger that Congress will not perform its duty. 

Another evil effect of this constant loaning of money in time of 

peace is that it furnishes a place for those who have money to in- 
vest, so that they will not invest it in legitimate enterprises. We 
have a right to assume in the ordinary current of business that 
the money of the country will be invested in legitimate specula- 
tion—in manufacture, in farming, in buying and selling lands, in 
buying and selling produce, in buying and selling manufactured 
articles. We have aright to have the money of the country in- 
vested in business, but here we first cut off the business by the 
single gold standard and deprive the propie of business; then we 
say, ‘‘ We will furnish a place for the rich men of this country to 
receive an income from the Government by loaning their mone 
to us, and taking it out of the channels of business, and we wi 
pay 4 per cent interest upon it.“ That is one of the evils which 
comes from this policy, which I think is reason enough why this 
proposed legislation should pass. 
I confess the fact of this constantly having an immense surplus 
in the Treasury is demoralizin, x the members of Congress; it 
has been demoralizing in this Congress and in this Senate. Two 
hundred and seventy millions of surplus piled up, mainly, almost 
exclusively, by the sale of bonds, by constantly running in debt, 
has produced its usual result. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], whom I saw in his 
seat only a few minutes ago, has clamored almost every day for 
spending that money. He says he is in favor of the largest appro- 
priations, whether they are needed or not needed, because he wants 
to disburse the $270,000,000 among the people. If this money must 
be raised from the people again by taxation he would not be so 
acre! Gy pass the a 5 

been ur; ere on the floor of this body that we have a 
surplus that we must distribute, that we must dispose of. It is 
true we have a surplus, but it is a disgraceful surplus, a sur- 
plus that we have gained by pledging the credit of our children 
and mortgaging the earnings of our grandchildren, or rather, 
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not by our mortgaging them, but by the Secretary of the Treas- 


mortgaging away the future of our children and grandchil- 
aren It is a surplus that we have no right to have. it were 
not for thatsurplus no appropriation bill could be here in 


this body or in the other without it being seen where the money 
was coming from with which to pay the appropriation. It is the 
theory of government that the appropriation of money and the 
raising of it go hand in hand. 

There woudl be no difficulty had it not been for this corruption 
fund that has been created by this surplus of $270,000,000. There 
would be no difficulty in harmonizing the different elements in 
this body and passing some kind of a revenue bill had not this 
two hu and seventy million been in the way. 

If, with every appropriation bill, weshould add a provision pro- 

ing by taxation to raise the revenue to meet it, which 

we should all have to agree to before the appropriations could 

„we should have then no river and harbor bill with $70,000,000 

In it to make deep-sea harbors for British ships; we should have no 

million and a half of French spoliation claims or a half million 

Bowman Act claims, Senators would pause before they voted to 
spend the money if they had to find some means of raising it. 

This vast accumulation has prevented any harmony or harmo- 
nious action. If it had been seen that the Government must stop 
except we should pass a revenue bill, it is not to be bic rar that 
the great party to which the Executive belongs would have per- 
sistently sat in this Senate and refused to consider a bill that came 
from the House for the purpose of raising revenue in any form 
whatever, and yet we are met with the astounding situation that 
the party of the Administration refuse to support the Administra- 
tion or try to pass any kind of a revenue measure, every member 
of it, if I mistake not, voting against taking up the substitute for 
the Dingley bill, as it is called—not voting against it, but voting 
not to consider it; not to take it up, and not to consider any meas- 
ure of revenue. 

I know it is fashionable to find fault with that particular meas- 
ure and make that an excuse why this has not consid- 
ered, discussed, and amended that bill, and why they refused to 
take it up for consideration atall. The particular defects that 
may be reasons for refusing to it never can be reasons for re- 
fusing to considera measure. To pass a measure is one thing and 
to take it up for consideration is another. The particular friends 
and supporters of the Adminis ration were in duty bound to take 
some measure to relieve the necessities of the public Treasury. 
The distinguished Senator from Maryland has said here that the 
country would hold the ublicans responsible for their failure 
to legislate on the subject of raising revenue; but the country will 
look and see what parte is in power; the country will look and 
see who has taken the reins of the executive government; the coun- 
try will say, ‘‘ Why did not the friends of ident Cleveland,” 
and among whom the Senator from Maryland will be reckoned as 
one; why did not you and the others vote for some measure?” It 
is not to he expected that the House of Representatives will pass 
a measure exactly suitable to the Senate. 

It is not to be expected that the House of Representatives will 
pass perfect measures; they are not required to do that, but they 
are to make a measure as perfect as y can, and they are per- 
mitted to apply their judgment to a revenue bill; but when it 
comes here, it is our duty, the duty of every Senator, and the duty 
of this whole body, to take up that measure, good or bad, wise or 
foolish, and consider it. That is what we are sworn to do, be- 
cause if the Dingley bill was not satisfactory to the Democratic 

it was still their business to take it up and then to amend 
it and revise it. But there was another peculiarity about it, and 
another peculiarity about the refusal to consider that measure. 
When it left the House of Representatives and came to us it was 
a measure for raising revenue purely and nothing else, a measure 
for raising revenue by a ial act of protection. When sent to 
our Committee on Finance it was changed, every word of it after 
the enacting clause being stricken out and a line drawn through 
it, and it came back here a bill for the free coinage of silver and 
nothing else but a bill for the free coi of silver. There was 
nothing else in it but word for word a bill which had been there- 
tofore approved by the Senate as a free-coinage bill. 

Such a bill as that presented to a i Senate by its own 
Committee on Finance ought surely to have considered in 
the body where the majority of its members believe and agreed 
to every term in it, and yet, when it is proposed to take up this 
substitute to the Dingley bill, not the Dingley bill itself at all, not 
one word of protection in it, not one word with — to ar 
thing but the free coinage of silver, we are met with the astonish- 
ing sight of every one of the Democratic party who have been 
talking free silver and free coinage of silver, even the eloquent 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], the patriotic Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], in deliberate and long argument re- 
3 vote even to consider it for a moment or to allow it to 
come before the Senate for consideration. : 

Even they join hands in voting against this substitute, a free- 


JUNE 1, 
coi bill upon its face. With what face and by what right 
can those Democratic Senators who believe in the free coin- 
age of silver go before the country and say that the Democratic 


is for the free coinage of silver? And yet the venerable 

r from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] and the venerable Senator 
from . COCERELL] have said that free coinage can 
only be by the aid of the Democratic party. Free coin- 
age from the Democratic party, when they vote down freecoinage 
at the first 8 that they haye! It but illustrated the bad 
faith with Which that party have dealt with every subject of 
finance and every subject of national importance. 

The Democratic platform of 1892 was construed to be a platform 
for the greater use of silver and the advancement of its value. It 
was construed to give such authority and permission as would, 
during four years, bring around equality with gold at the old 
ratio. But no sooner did the Democratic party get in power 
on the basis of this half-way promise to restore silver to its old 
position than we find the most vicious antisilver Administration 
that has ever taken possession of governmental affairs; all the 
silver legislation, all the props that have maintained the price of 


it, rapidly taken away; and so it is now we find the Democratic 
mem of the Congress of the United States standing here op- 
posing a bill for the free coi of silver. It can not be said that 


this bill was anything else when it came to this House. The 
motion of the chairman of the Committee on Finance to take it 
up did not change its nature from a free-coinage bill back to a 
revenue bill again. It was here the reported substitute was to 
be considered, and when the venerable chairman moved to take 
it up he moved to take up the silver bill, and nothing else. 

or can it be said that we have already passed one free-coinage 
bill and it was unnecessary et gener another. We had passed one of 
them, and at the time the vote was taken a motion was made 
for taking up the bill. Action had not been taken upon it in the 
House; but when the motion was made the second time, on the 
25th of February, action had been taken and it had been rejected, 
so that no free-coinage silver was before the people at that time, 
8 could seem to e 5 Bemocratie Senator, 
who is posing here claiming that represents res- 
coinage 5 to refuse to take u is free-coi bill. 
When they go before the people this fall shouting that they are 
for free coinage, we can point to them their action in this body when 
a free-coinage bill was before it. Every one of them, without ex- 
ception, voted against it, even voting against considering it when 
it was their duty under the Constitution to consider the bill which 
had come from the House as a revenue measure. 

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. Duso1s] intimated the other day 
in a few parrots e 3 ei in effect said that the free- 
coinage substitnte to Dingley bill was “a trap, transparent 
and unfair,” and therefore the free-coinage men were not to be, 
caught by sucha trap and voted against the i measure, 
I read at length: 

We represent constituencies which are in favor of the free coinage of silver, 
and yet in order to vote for the Dingley bill you would have compelled us 
first to vote down the substitute for it, which for the unlimited 
coinage of silver. It was a trap, transparent and unfair. 

Who set the trap? Who was it that made the substitute to the 
Dissiey bill a free-coinage measure? Did any one of the Senators 
on this side who voted to take up that measure vote in the Com- 
mittee on Finance to make the change? Who made this bait of 
the free-coinage bill? Was this minority responsible for it? Did 


they ask it? Did they urge it upon the floor of the Senate? Who 
set the trap? The free-coinage members of the Committee on 
Finance ə majority of that committee were in favor of free 


coinage. They set the trap. They made the change. Lo and 
behold, when they had made the change they did not vote for the 
free coinage that they themselves recommended to the Senate. If 
I remember aright (I have not the vote before me, but I think I 
can not be mistaken) every one of them in the Chamber voted 
against it. I would ask the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dunois], if 
he were here—I am sorry he is away—what members of the 
Finance Committee set the trap? What trap could it be? 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Utah allow me a moment? 

Mr, BROWN. inly. 

Mr. HILL. Itis not that it is my desire or intention to de- 
fend the action of the free-silver Democrats to whom the Senator 
has alluded, but 3 that the truth of history may be pe 
seryed. I understand the criticism of the Senator from Utah is 
that the free-silver Democrats ought to have voted to take up the 
Dingley bill with the substitute for free silver attached to it. Is 
that the point of the Senator’s criticism? 

Mr. BROWN. Yes, to take up the substitute. It was the sub- 
stitute only that was offered, as [ understand. 

Mr. HILL. I, of course, need not now discuss the question that 
a bill does not become a substitute until it has been acted upon by 
the Senate. It was the Dingley bill all the time. But I desire to 
inform the Senator that, 1 think, prior to his coming here, the 
Senate had taken up a bill which provided for the free coinage of 
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silver and had it, for which every free-silver Democrat 
voted, and it was sent to the House. It was known as the Jones 
bill. I therefore simply make the suggestion what was the ne- 
cessity for passing it over 70 I say this in justice to my asso- 
ciates upon this side of the ber who differ with me upon the 
financial question. 

Mr. BROWN. Iam glad that the free-silver Senators on the 
other side have so able a defender. I think they need it. 

Mr. HILL. I do not think they need any defense, and in that 
respect I do not make it; but I simply desire to state the truth, 
which is, as I think, that they have already voted at this very 
same session for a free-silver bill; and if their votes were cast for 
it and it was sent to the other House, there was, therefore, no 
necessity for passing it again. 

Mr. B OWN, The bill came from the House here, as I have 
already said, a tariff measure, a quasi tariff bill. 

Mr. HILL. That was the Dingley bill. 

Mr. BROWN. The Dingley bill. 

Mr. HILL. The other was the bond bill, a certificate bill, that 
I referred to, which was stricken out and made a free-coinage bill 
and sent back to the House. s 

Mr. BROWN. It was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
They struck that bill ont, as they had the power to do, and offered 
a substitute, as they had the power todo. That substitute was a 
free-coinage measure, pure and simple, Taking it up, which was 
on motion of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], did not 
make it the Dingley bill. It did not remove the substitute. That 
could only be done by the action of the Senate. To be sure, it did 
not passit. Taking it up for consideration of course does not 
pare it. But when it had been taken up, what had we before the 

nate but a simple free-coinage bill and nothing else? 

Mr. HILL. What was the point in passing another one? 

Mr. BROWN. That is another question. 

Mr. HILL. That is the question. If they are subject to any 
criticism about it the Senator might make the criticism plain. 
What was the tin ing another free-silver bill? 

Mr. BRO . The Senator asks me two questions, and when I 
get through answering one he repeats the second one over and 
over again. I will state the reason why it was necessary to pass 
it again. The first coinage bill, when we voted upon it the second 
time, had been rejected by the House. If we wanted it to be a law 
it had to be passed again. To be sure it was the Finance Commit- 
tee that insisted that we should have it again. They said, Well, 
we are not satisfied with it once, but we will put it to you again.” 
They were the persons. It was just as much our duty to take it 
up and dispose of it and discuss it and consider it whether it was 
brought to our attention by the Finance Committee or the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HILL. Then the Senator thinks they should pass another 
free-coin bill, and then possibly if the House did not agree to 
it pass a ird one, a fourth one, and afifth one. Is that his criti- 
cism? 

Mr. BROWN. That seemed to be the position of the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. HILL. Iam not speaking of the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. BROWN. Iam not responsible for their action. 

Mr. HILL. Iam speaking now of-the silver Democrats on this 
side of the Chamber whom you are criticising. 

Mr. BROWN. Certainly, if they want a free-coinage bill they 
should pass it, or if they want a revenue bill they should take it 
up for consideration, or vote it down if they do not want it. 

r. HILL. That is your criticism? They should have pena 
it the second time, then they should have passed it the third time, 
and the fourth time, every time it is put on a bill here. Is that 
the Senator's point? Let us understand what is the precise criti- 
cism you make of it. 

Mr. BROWN. The Finance Committee say that is what we 
must do. Again and again they present it whenever we have a 
revenue bill presented. They say this free-coinage bill must be 
brought up as often as the Finance Committee see fit to present 
it. It is their duty if ssf want to have the bill to pass it. 

When I was interrupted I was discussing what kind of a trap 
it was that the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusots] referred to. 
Suppose this rascally minority that were in favor of the tariff had 
actually voted for a free-coinage bill with the Senator. Would the 
cause of free coinage be forever ruined for that reason? Is the 
free-coinage cause one that is to be injured by the vote, or is it 
because the free- coin bill might carry that the Senator from 
Idaho is so worried? Suppor the trap had been successful and 
the free-coinage bill passed this body and had passed the 
lower House and had gone to the President for his ture. 
What injury could have happened to the free-coinage bill? It 
would seem from the Senator's fear about the free-coinage substi- 
tute that he regards it a necessary part of a free-coinage measure 
that it should not pass; that it should be in a minority, that there 
might be some occasion to complain of some other part of the 
country not doing justice to the inage measure, 
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But the Senator explains, You would have compelled us first 
to yote down the substitute for it, which provided for the unlim- 
ited coinage of silver.” Who would have compelled the Senator 
from Idaho? Is there any great danger of the antisilver minority 


in this body rising up and seizing hold of the majority? Was 
there any danger of the minority that voted in favor of taking u 
the measure, even if it had been taken up, ever obtaining contr 
of it? Could not the majority that voted it down still continue 
to control? They were in the majority and amended the bill. 
What compulsion was there? What reason or excuse can ever be 
given for not taking up this measure, which contained at once the 
opportunity for free coinage, an opportunity for reyenue, and an 
opportunity for protection? The Senator from Idaho is in favor 
of protection. is in favor of free coinage. Here was a bill in 
which both would be represented, in which both would have 
joined. Wehad the free-coinage bill. We were voting upon that. 
We could have voted to add the revenue measure to it. 

I hope that the next Republican Administration will set the tra 
again, and that it will besuccessful in catching the Senator and all 
other Senators, and that free coinage will 33 the law. I 
trust the Senator from Idaho will be caught in the trap and will 
be found once at least voting for free coinage of silver, and never 
again against it. 

The outcry against the Dingley bill and its free-coinage substi- 
tute by the ocratic party, and the demand by that party for 
a platform of a single standard, is but an attempt to divert the 
attention of the public and to prevent at the coming election the 
issue turning upon the great question on which the majority of 
the people have set their hearts, and upon which the Republican 
party are sure of victory. The issue of the tariff has been made 
during the years before. The Republican party upon that issue 
has been formed and are united. In 1892 the platform of that 

demanded a high protective tariff. The ocratic party 
won at the polls, but failed in the performance of their promise of 
free trade. The people demand now that we go back and pass 
such measure as was pledged to them in 1892. This is the issue 
of the Republican party, and it is pledged to free the people from 
the blighting effects of the Wilson-Gorman legislation. 

The attempt to talk about the financial question in New York 
is but an attempt of Democrats to lead away Republicans from 
this great question. The metropolitan press are teeming with dis- 
cussion in favor of the single standard, and demand that this 
conntry shall follow in the lead of Great Britain and make our 
finances conform to those of that le Fa They have a gold 
standard now; what more do they want? e Democratic party 
stood for free trade. Do they dare shrink from it now? Do they 
dare avoid the question? It is evident that the Democratic party 
do not dare to face the issue upon which they have fought for 
fifty years. If they believed in it they would again demand that 
that should be the foremost question, but this outcry that is 
going abroad is only to injure and break down the Republican 


party. 

Protection or free trade is a legitimate issue this year. The 
Republican party owes it to the country to restore the protective 
tariff which the Democracy has destroyed, and in oying it 
has destroyed the prosperity of the country. Let us not be di- 
verted into passing a platform to please the gold-standard Demo- 
crats. If they can divide us on that issue, it is possible there may 
be some little Democratichope. United on the great question, the 
Republican party is sure of victory. Victory not only for to-day, 
not only for this year, but for the years to come. Break up the 
Republican party once, as it is sought to be done by those who go 
through the country and seek in the name of the financial ques- 
tion to have us join other issues, and then the great mainstay of 
the country will be taken away. Destroy protection and you de- 
stroy the country itself. I ask the Republicans on this side, I ask 
those who believe in a single standard, if they are willing for that 
standard to give up their tariff convictions of a lifetime? Are 
they willing to see the issue of protecting the manufacturer and 
the farmer sacrificed at the hands of this gold craze that has sud- 
denly taken on of the country? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The Senator from Utah will suspend, that the Senate may receive 
a message from the House of Representatives, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAP: 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the bi 
ae) amending and extending the provisions of an act of 
Congress entitled An act approving with amendments the fund- 
ing act of Arizona,” approved June 25, 1890, and the act amenda- 
tory thereof and supplemental thereto, approved August 3, 1894. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
10 Win 8 ee on certain 5 of ae ee to the 

R. 7 making appropriations for sun civil expenses 

of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and 
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for other purposes; further insisted upon its disagreement to the 
5 of the Senate numbered 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 13, 15, 16, 17, 32, 
61, 96, 97, 109, 122, 123, 124, 140, 146, 147, and 161 to the bill; asked a 
further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CANNON, Mr. HAINER 
of Nebraska, and Mr. SAYERS managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 


VETO MESSAGE—HELEN M. JACOB. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid beforethe Senate the followin 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 

I herewith return without 9 Senate bill No. 149, entitled An act 
granting a pension to Helen M. Jacob.” 

The pu: of this bill is to grant a pension of $12 per month to Helen M. 
Jacob, of Rochester, Ind., widow of Benjamin Oden West. 

It appears from the records of the War Department that Benjamin O. 
West served in the Mexican war from January to November, in the year 
aed 8 beneficiary named in this bill was married to him 


The entire absence of any fixed or reasonable prince or rule regulating 
private pension legislation at this time suggests the danger of its near ap- 
proach in many cases to caprice and favoritism. 

Though I have in a number of instances deferred to the judgment of Con- 
gress, and refrained from inte g objecioni to bills of this character 
which seemed to me to be of doubtful merit, I am unwilling to follow such a 
wide de re from a palpably just pension theory, and assent to the estab- 
lishment of such an unfortunate precedent as this bill involves. 

There is no 8 Sed obligation due from the Government to a soldier's 
widow except it worked ont through the deceased soldier. She is pen- 
sioned only use he served his country and because through his death she 
as his wife has lost his support. In other words, she becomes a beneficiary 
ol the Government because she is a soldier's widow.. When she marries 
3 5 and thus displaces the memory of her soldier husband and surrenders 

that belongs to soldier widowhood she 8 ought not on the death of 


oar second husband to be allowed to claim that she is again the soldier's 
widow. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 1, 1896. 
Mr. TURPIE. I move that the message and . bill 
be referred to the Committee on Pensions and printe 
The motion was agreed to. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A bill (S. 948) to remove the charge of desertion against Jacob 


M. Hamburger; and 

A bill (S. 6417) to complete the military record of Caleb L. Jack- 
son. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 1646) for the relief of Dolly S. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 1874) to place the name of Robert Smalls on the 
pension rolls; 

A bill (H. R. 3880) granting an increase of pension to John R. 
Row, of Toronto, Kans.; 

A bill (H. R. (3398) for the relief of Augusta Tuller; 

A bill (H. R. 8990) granting a pension to Mrs. Eliza G. Pyne; 
BE As (H. R. 4267) granting an increase of pension to Gabriel 

idmer; i 

A bill (H. R. 4268) granting a pension to Mrs. Christina Gra- 


ham; 
A bill (H. R. 4281) granting a pension to George Johnson, of 
Lenox, Iowa; 
stus G. Cary; 


A bill (H. R. 4405) granting a pension to Au 
A bill (H. R. 4410) to increase the pension of Elise Blinker from 


A bill (H. R. 4490) to restore the name of Ethan A, Sellman to 
the pension roll; 
A bill (H. R. 4494) granting a pension to Barton S. Dawson; 
A bill (H. R. 4519) granting a pension to John Zellers; 
A (H. R. 4841) granting a pension to Mellisa Adams, widow 


dams; 
A bill (H. R. 1552) to increase the pension of Josiah P. Brad- 
e (H. R. 5880) granting an increase of pension to Greenville 
t . 


ill (H. R. 5938) for the relief of Priscilla R. Burns; 
bill (H. R. 6046) granting a pension to Sarah A. Stacey, de- 
ndent mother of Manley P. Stacey, late private Company B, 
ean hundred and eleventh Regiment New York Volunteers; 
A bill (H. R. 6247) to grant a pension to Miss Jennie E. Moore; 
A bill (H. R. 5 granting a pension to Olive M. Lewis; 
A bill (H. R. 6549) granting a pension to Gideon L. McGinnis; 
A bill (H. R. 6552) granting increase of pension to Alexander 
C. Morrison; 
A bill (H. R. 6590) granting a pension to William Greer; 
et (H. R. 7127) granting a pension to Samuel D. Gilman; 
an 
A bill (H. R. 9189) granting a pension to Margaret J. Young. 
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FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. PERKINS submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8109) making appropriations 
for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for 
the procurement of wavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other pur- 
poses, having met, after full and free conference have to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4, 9, and 10. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 3, 6, 18, 19, and 20, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its ment to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 1 and 2,and agree to the same with an amendment as fol- 
lows: In lieu of the amended paragraph insert the following: 

Gun and mortar batteries: For construction of fortifications, $2,500,000; of 
which sum not exceeding $100,000 may be expended for the construction of 
nece: buildings connected therewith: Provided, That contracts may be 
entered into, under the direction of the Secretary ot War, for materials and 
work for construction of fortifications, to be paid for as fy: she omens may 


from time to time be made by law, to an additional sum in aggregate not 
to exceed $2,500,000." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 


ate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert 51, 05, 08; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 7 and 8, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the amended h insert the following: 

In all, $3,770,076: Prov: 7 t the following sums, to meet payments 
as they become due for theafore-mentioned objects under armament of forti- 
fications, are hereby km porn namely.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 11, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert $650,000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 12, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum pro insert 000 ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagrement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 13, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$300,000”; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 14, and to the same with an amendment as foilows: 
In lieu of the sum propo insert $200,000"; and the Senate agree to the 


e. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 15, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum pro insert “ $2,075,000"; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert $650,000”; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 17, and agroo to the same with an amendment as follows: 
After the word “ guns,” elof said amendment, insert the following: of 
American manufacture”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from ment to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 21, and agree so the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 1 of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the word fortifl- 
cations,” insert the words in its discretion"; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 22, and eo to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inse: by said amendment insert the follo : „That 
in the act making appropriations for fortifications and other works of defe: 
for the armament thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for 
and service, and for other N pcr approved February 18, 1893, the paragraph 
beginning with the words ‘Of the $110,000° and providing for terms o: pay- 
ment for the 12-inch elevating gun carriage to be contracted for with A. 
Paay under the provisions of said act be, and is hereby, amended to read as 

‘ollows: 

Ot the $110,000 to be paid for the carriage and its foundations, 85 per cent 
shall be paid in bred pig wee as the work progresses, in accordance with 
the proposals submit pyre. H. Emery to the in his letter of January 
21, 1893, And no bond be required for the return of this money if the 
carriage is not accepted, nor shall the said * 25175 bo Fp bean to return the 
money paid, and the carriage shall belong to the United States when the tests 
are completed. The balance of the $110,000 shall be paid as soon as said car- 
singe shall have been completed in all Topon according to contract, and 
shall also have undergone and endured a test satisfactory to the Board of 
Ordnance and Fortification. Of the $20,000 to be paid for testing of the car- 
riage, three-eighths shall be paid the contractor when the preliminary tests 
rigs le shall be 
as the 


to go with and belong to the carriage 
thereof, and the shall be so constructed that a part of the work of 
recoil can be used for the horizontal traverse of the carriage and the work- 
ing of the loading apparatus, and oe payment for the work so furnished 
under this supplementary contract $10,000, which sum shall be due 
and payable when said loading apparatus is completed in all weepects accord- 
ing to contract, and shall also have undergone and endured said test herein- 
Sere eee to make which payment the sum of $10,000is hereby appro- 
priated. 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 23, and ee to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“To enable the Board of Ordnance and Fortification to procure and test 
one §-inch caliber high-power gun, cast in one piece, on the plan of R. J. Gat- 
ling; and the Secretary of War is hereby autho: and directed to contract 
with said Gatling for said gun, without advertisement, which gun shall be 
constructed according to the plansand fications prepared by said Gatling 
and under his supe on, and to be subjected to the same test now applied to 
mena tupi gun of the orgi rakga * the 7 — oe — W 8 
a or said gun, of w sum 85 per cent shall partial pay- 
ments — he work p. in accordance with the contract to be entered 
into between the Secre of War and the said Gatling, and the re: 
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upon the compensa and test of said : Provided, That before said con- 
tract is entered into the plans and specifications for said pon shall be deposited 
with the Secretary of War, which plans and specifications may be modified, 
in the discretion of said Gatling, from time to time as the work progresses: 
And provided further, That the said gun shall conform in general form and 

imensions to modern ordnance, and shall not, therefore, differ materially in 
form and dimensions from service pans. in order that it may admit of being 
mounted on a service carriage and ina service emplacement or fortification.” 


And the Senate agree to the same. 
GEORGE C. PERKINS, 
W. B. ALLISO 


A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


4 [AINER, 
WILLIAM W. GROUT, 
FRANKLIN BARTLETT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
SOUTHERN STATES EXPOSITION AT CHICAGO. 


Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Utah [Mr. Brown] per- 
mit me for a moment? 

Mr. BROWN. Certainly. 3 

Mr. BACON. Senate concurrent resolution No. 42, relating to 
the Southern States exposition at Chicago, was submitted by my- 
self and referred to the Select Committee on International Expo- 
sitions. I ask that the committee may be discharged from the 
further consideration of the resolution in order that I may ask the 
Senate to permit its withdrawal. I desire to state that I ask for 
the withdrawal of the resolution at the request of the parties at 
whose instance it was originally presented. Let the committee 
be discharged from its consideration and the resolution withdrawn 
without my calling the attention of the Senate further to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that order 
will be made. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. Task that the sundry civil bill may be laid 
before the Senate with the action of the House thereon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives agreeing to the report of the 
committee of conference of the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7664) 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other pur- 


He also laid before the Senate the action of the House of Repre- 
sentatives further insisting upon its disagreement to certain 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7664) making appro- 
Shas for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 

al year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, and re- 
questing a further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the report may be now considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7664) making appro- 
ing ones for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 

ng June 30, 1897, and for other pu: „ having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

121 17 1 9 Se recede from its amendments numbered 24, 25, 111, 112, 125, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 10, 28, 91,93, and 94, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its ment to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 23, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment insert macadamiz- 
ing”; and the 5 to tho same. 

t the House r e from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 92, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum pro insert “ $24,000"; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

of the Sonate numbered & 8, 4 6, 1,8, ti, 1, 16, 17, 8 
e Senate num 6, 7, 3 a 

140, 141, 146, 147, and 161. 


to recommen: 


on the amendments 
, 96, 97, 109, 122, 123, 124, 


W. B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 
A. P. GORMAN, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. G. CANNON, 
E. J. HAINER 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

0 pit PLATT. Iask the Senator from Iowa to state what is still 
eft open. 

Mr. ALLISON. Theimportant amendments left open are those 
relating to public buildings, which have not been agreed to by the 
House; amendment No. 97, which relates to arid lands; the amend- 
ment relating to the survey of public lands; also the amendment 
which was inserted by the Senate relative to the Brussels Expo- 
sition; also the items respecting the charities in the District of 
Columbia. There may be one or two other small items which I 
have not named. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator remember the numbers of the 
amendments relating to charities? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not. 

Mr. CULLOM. They are not agreed to, 


Mr. ALLISON. There is no agreement about them. The 
House, it will be remembered, placed them under contract, and 
the Senate amended the provision by inserting Providence and 


Garfield hospitals. Those are still open. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate further insist upon its 
remaining amendments and agree to the conference asked for by 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the further con- 
ference; and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and Mr. GORMAN were ap- 
pointed, 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask the indulgence of the Senator from Utah 
for a moment that I may present the report of the committee of 
conference on the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

A WN. Certainly. 
Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on thed: ing votes of the two Houseson 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6614) making appropriations 
for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year en: June 
80, 1897, having met after full and free conference haye to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses, as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 3. 

That the House recede from its 3 to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 5, 6,7,9, 10, 11,12, 13, and 14, and nares to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert 510,400,000; and the Senate agree to 


the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 4, and ee to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inse: by said amendment insert the following: 

For pay of letter carriers, $12,240,200; 

“For marine free-delivery service, $3,500; 

For horse-hire allowance, 000; 

“For car fare and bicycle allowance, $170,000; 

43 ios street letter boxes, posts, and pedestals, $15,400; 

“For 
in re- 
posts and estals, at 


inting, fre tr. time 
cards, maps, directories, furniture, etc., $24,000; eo e 
“In all, $13 


free-delivery service ma; a ble in geably for expenditure on 
the objects na but no one item of appropriation shall thereby be in- 
cre: more than 10 per cent: ovided further. That $10,000 of this amount 


riments.”’ 
nd the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert $28,000,000"; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 
On the amendment of the Senate numbered 1 the committee of conference 
have been unable to agree. 


W. B. ALLISON. 

R. F. PETTIGREW, 
CHARLES J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

E. F. LOUD, 
GEORGE W. SMITH, 


J. C. KYLE 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on concurring 
in the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not think that we ought to to these 
conference reports where we have had a serious diference with 
the other House without some explanation. I listened to the 
reading of the report as well as I could with the confusion in the 
Chamber, but I was utterly unable to learn what the conferees 
have done with reference to the action of the Senate for the con- 
tinuance of the experimental free-delivery system. I should like 
to have some explanation as to that item, to say the least. 

Mr. ALLISON. Amendment numbered 1, inserted by the Sen- 
ate, relates to the consolidation of post-offices. It consists of two 
parts, the first relating to county seats and the other confining 
consolidation to corporate limits. The conferees were unable to 
agree to that provision. As to item No. 2, the House appro riated 
for compensation to clerks in post-offices $10,350,000. e Benais, 
by an amendment, increased it to $10,500,000. The House con- 
ceded $50,000 in addition to the amount already appropriated, 
leaving the sum upon $10,400,000. 

The next amendment is No. 4, wherein the House specified in 
detail the uses to which the appropriation for the ede 
service should be applied, and giving the appropriations in detail. 
The Senate struck out that provision entirely and inserted what 
has hitherto been found in the Post-Office appropriation bill, a 
gross amount for the free-delivery service. e House insisted 
upon its detailed appropriations. The Senate conferees agreed to 
recommend to the te that the detailed appropriations should 
be made, with a provision that 10 per cent of each detailed amount 
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may be transferred from one item to another, thus leaving a flexi- 
ble sum in the discretion of the Postmaster-General. 
It was provided that $50,000 of the amount should be used to 


defray the mse of experiments in rural delivery, under the 
direction of Postmaster-General. The sum of §50,000 was 
Sy iat the Aa ↄ ß 
e amount heretofore appr ‘or an 

ill un ed is made erate inthe future. ENESE 

Mr. PLATT. I notice thata little more is done than to strike 
out $50,000 from the Senate amendment and insert $10,000. The 
Senate amendment read: 


en 

I see that the word may has been inserted. It is a small 
word, but I am very much afraid it may come to be a very impor- 
tant word. It now reads: 

Provided further, That $10,000 of this amount ma defra; 
expense of experiments Esr free delivery. He uoi Se * 

As we understand that the Postmaster-General is not favor- 
able to these experiments, the little word “may” may result in there 
being no ee free delivery after the Ist of July, 1896. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Connecticut will also ob- 
serve that the amount heretofore appropriated for this p 
and still unexpended is made available. The word may is not 
inserted there. I have nodoubt that the Postmaster-General will 
so use the money. 

Mr. PLATT. While Iam on my feet I wish to ask a question. 
Have the conferees any information upon the subject as to whether 
even in towns where the delivery has been paying its waru will 
be continued after the recommendation of the Postmaster- General, 
as I remember, that the whole matter should be discontinued? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand from the House conferees that 
that will be done. They had a consultation with the Postmaster- 
General. I have no doubt it will be done. I think in 3 
tions where the words may in his discretion” or in the discre- 
tion of the Postmaster-General” are not inserted it is generally 
* as equivalent to shall.“ 

5 LER. I do not wonder that the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] interrogates carefully the chairman of 
the committee of conference. In view of the precedent attempted 
to be established in the Senate it will be necessary to spend a great 
deal of time over these conference reports. I now take occasion 


Mr. C DLER. The amount that is asked in certain bills 
before the Senate for establishing a postal Se and 
taking charge and control of the pn ney ines is about 
$28,000,000. I notice an apie. riation of $28,000,000 here in the 
conference report. I sho like to ask the Senator from Iowa 
whether it is for taking the telegraph lines and establishing a 


tel h system? 
POT ALI ISON No. Iwill say to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire that that item was not in conference. It is one of the orig- 
inal appropriations made by the House of Representatives which 
was assented to by the Senate. It is for the purpose of conveying 
the mails from one place to another, known as transportation, 
and I think under no construction could it be used for purchas- 


ing or leasing telegraph lines. 
tr. CHANI DLER. Then it is not entirely a new item inserted 
in the conference 11 45 by the committee of conference? 

Mr N. is not 


. ALLISO 3 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose I may infer, then, that there is 
nothing in this report for steamship subsidies. I can cover the 
point I desire to assure myself about by asking the Senator whether 
there is anything in this report that was not the subject of differ- 
ence between the two ? 

Mr. N. There is nothing in this report that was not a 
1 ad of dispute between the two Houses. 
these questions to him, but evidently it will be necessary hereafter 
to cones are orgs vag of 5 of conference baba 
imaginable subject that by any possibility can connect itself wit! 
the subject-matter of an appropriation A if the precedent is to 
be approved by the Senate which has been set by the Senate on 
the Indian appropriation bill, which is now being defended by 


eee floor. 

Mr. N. There was a provision inserted by the Senate 
relating to the Australian Steamship Company, which has been 
assented to b 5 House conferees. 


steamship 
have added no other steamship line. 
ought to be, I will say, a renewal of 


LER. I beg pardon of the Senator for putting | Chelsea 


the Brazilian steamship subsidy,and I very much regret, if this 
system is to go on, that the conference committee, knowing that 
oo as well as I do, did not put the Brazilian subsidy upon 
the Australian subsidy. 

— ALLISON, That question was not considered by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator from New Hampshire has got 
through illustrating that story of Henry Ward Beecher about the 
dog Noble, I will venture to ask the Senator from Iowa how much 
is the amount reduced in Senate amendment numbered 2? It is 
now $10,400,000, the Senator stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is reduced from the amount named in the 
Senate amendment $100,000. 

Mr. PLATT. It makes an increase of $50,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. Fifty thousand dollars. 

Mr. PLATT. The $150,000 which the Senate put in there, so 
far as I remember, was to enable the Postmaster-General to clas- 
sify the post-office clerks; at least it was stated that if we would 

ut in $150,000 additional to the amount appropriated by the 
ee lage png rise te ea agrees 

cation clerks in country, for which t 
have been straggling, andin which they are fea — f 
a reduction, I suppose, will make it im ble for that to be 

one. 8 

Mr. ALLISON. It is probable that under the report as 
to there will be a deficiency next winter. Of course if the Post- 
master-General sees proper to do what the Senator thinks he ought 
to do, it can be done as well under this 9 as under a 
larger one, but the deficiency would be larger in that instance 
than it will be under the appropriation made. That is all. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator has not stated another matter of 


disagreement. 
Mr. ALLISON. Ihave stated that there is only one matter in 
i ent, and that is amendment num 1, an amend- 


ment originally placed u the bill upon the motion of the Sen- 


ator from Mary and added to on the motion of the Senator 
from Florida. 

Mr. LODGE. It was on that I desired to say a word. 

Mr. ALLISON, Iask the Senator to first allow this report to 
be agreed to. 


Mr. LODGE. AN right; but in regard to the item of disagree- 
ment to which the Senator has now referred I desire to be heard 
for a moment. 

Mr, ALLISON. That will be in order as soon as the report is 
concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring 
in the report of the conference committee. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I have the consent of the Sen- 
ator from Utah jon Browynj|—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
Ar LDG. s wipes 5 regard to tha 

A z 00 want to say in to t portion of 

item which was added on the motion of the Senator 
orida at the close of a long discussion in the Senate by a 
somewhat narrow majority, that I trust the Senate will recede 
from that portion of the amendment, As it now stands it is go- 
ing to inflict ve: t hardship on a very large population. I 
have not look e question up for all the cities, but I have 
looked it up with some care for the city of Boston. 

There are no less than 157,786 persons now servedfrom the Bos- 
ton city post-office who are not within the municipal limits, who 
under this amendment will be thrown out of that service and 
forced back on fourth-class ces and the service greatly 
deteriorated thereby. Ihave received petitions, which I have filed 
here, and I have received representations from different city gov- 
ernments, and the strongest protests against this plan of taking 
from them a tal service which they have had for years. 

The cities included in the Boston metropolitan circuit, but 
which are not within the municipal limits of Boston, are, with 
their populations, as follows: 


e . ES EAR woe 12, 103 
e v tonne ASA AAPA E a 70, 028 
E . 8 27,109 

SRB NOE ee ae ae r 5, 668 
ill reat pense a A E A e aS 2,726 
Somerville A SATSA T E E O E A ae O E 40,152 
1 ̃˙ ꝗÄBQ—A—A. E E E — 157, 786 


All these people are now served from the central metropolitan 
office. This amendment, which declares that no station or sub- 
station shall hereafter be established or maintained outside of the 
municipal limits of a city, will throw all those towns and cities 
outside. I trust that such a sweeping measure as that will not be 
inflicted upon these persons and communities; and I shall 
therefore re that the Senate recede from that portion of the 
amendmen’ 
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Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to con- 
sent that this matter be now allowed to go over until to-morrow 
morning, when we have a fuller Senate. Ishall then be glad to 
have the attention of the Senate to this amendment. 

Mr. LODGE... Very well. 

Mr. ALLISON. In view of the fact that so many matters are 
pressing upom us now, and that we have an order for to-morrow 
which includes an agreement to vote upon the bond bill, so called, 
before adjournment, I ask unanimous consent that when the Sen- 
ate adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow 
sic tine cove, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection tothe request 
of the Senator from Iowa, that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow morning? The Chair hears no 
objection, and it is so ordered. 

r. HARRIS. Is the conference report disposed of? : 

Mr. ALLISON. The conference rt has been concurred in 
but the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lope] 
goes over until to-morrow. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I desire oe some morning business. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to 
be agreeable to him to yield to a motion to proceed to the consid- 
a of executive business? It is now twenty minutes to 6 
o'clock. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I have already said to the Sena- 
tor from 88 Hawtey] that I would yield for avery 
important matter which he wishes to present. So I shall not 
go on further ate 

Mr. HARRIS. I had intended to move an executive session, but 
I do not like to come in conflict with my friend from Connecticut 
if there is any especial matter in which he is interested. 

Mr. I rose to a matter which would occupy two or 
three minutes, but it is important 

Mr. HARRIS. I yield to the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I had rather speak to a fuller Senate than is 
now present, and do not claim the floor. 


CATHERINE LEARY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 819) granting 
a pension to Catherine Leary, which was, in line 6, before the 
word “ dollars,” to strike out eight“ and insert twelve.“ 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment made by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE. SESSION. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate signer to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5.o’clock and 50 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
June 2, 1896, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 1, 1896. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

William B. Childers, of New Mexico, to be attorney of the 
United States for the Territory of New Mexico, vice John B. H. 
Hemingway, deceased. 

CHIEF EXAMINER, CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 

Abram R. Serven, of New York, to be chief examiner of the 

Civil Service Commission, vice William H. Webster, deceased. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 1, 1896. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Adjutani-General’s Department. 

Lieut, Col. Henry Clarke Corbin, assistant adjutant-general, to 
be assistant adjutant-general with the rank of colonel. 

Maj. Arthur McArthur, junior, assistant adjutant-general, to 
be assistant adjutant-general with the rank of lieutenant-colonel. 
Corps.of Engineers. 

First Lieut. Joseph Ernest Kuhn, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Jay Johnson Morrow, to be first lieutenant. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Henry C. Fink, of Montrose, Colo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Montrose, Colo. 
POSTMASTER. 


Clinton O. Talcott, to be postmaster at Glastonbury, in the 
county of Hartford and State of Connecticut, 


the Senator from Utah if it will- 


REJECTION, 
Executive nomination rejected by the Senate June 1, 1896. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


William H. Fowle, of Virginia, to be collector of internal reye- 
nue for the Sixth district of Virginia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, June 1, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupEn. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will cause the Journal of the pre- 
ceding session to be read. 

Mr. KEM. Imake the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER (after counting the House). A quorum a 
Rearing, the Clerk will proceed with the reading of the J ohne: 

e Chair hopes that members will be present promptly and save 
these annoyances. 

The Journal was read. 

Mr. GIBSON. On 5914 of the RECORD I am recorded as 
not voting, which is a But when my name was called I 
answered present,“ and I desire the RECORD to show that I so 
answered. 

The SPEAKER. There is no record made in the Journal of 
those present upon a roll call and not voting except on i 
occasions where members present and not voting are necessary to 
be counted in order to cane a quorum. The gentleman’s expla- 
nation will appear in the RECORD. 

ELECTION CONTEST—JOHNSTON VS. STOKES, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like the attention. of the 
House for a moment. The matter which now comes before the 
House in order is. the election case of Johnston against 
Stokes. As the House will recollect, the previous question was 
ordered upon the resolutions by Committee on Elec- 
tions and upon a substitute submitted on behalf of the minority 
of the committee. A vote was taken on the substitute, and it 
was disagreed to. The question recurring on the resolutions of 
the committee, a division of the question was asked for; the first 
resolution was voted upon and pted, A motion to reconsider 
was then made, and a motion to lay that motion on the table is 
now pending. 

As the Chair understands, some members of the House, perhaps 
all members, desire to vote not meget spom the two propositions— 
that Mr. Stokes was elected and . Johnston was not, or that 
Mr. Johnston was elected and Mr. Stokes was not. They desire 
to vote in addition upon the question whether either of these gen- 
tlemen was elected; and the present situation does not give an 
opportunity to do that. Hence the Speaker thinks it proper for 
him to say that if the House should reconsider the vote by which 
the first of the resolutions reported by the committee was adopted, 
it would then be open to the House to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment was negatived and also to reconsider the 
vote by which the previous question was ordered; and if that 
were done, a motion could be made (which would be in the nature 
of a substitute for the amendment) that the seat is vacant. The 

uestion now before the House is on the motion to lay on the table 
the motion to reconsider. 
ou fe ENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the motion to lay on 

e e. 

The SPEAKER. Then the question recurs on the motion to 
reconsider, è 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move to 
reconsider the yote whereby the House refused to substitute the 
resolutions of the 8 0 

Mr. HENDERSON. . Speaker, I desire to submit a parlia- 


mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. do not exactly understand the parlia- 
mentary status, and I would be glad, before the question is sub- 
mitted, to have it clearly understood by the House. 

The SPEAKER. A motion is now made by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to reconsider the vote by which the amendment of 
the minority of the committee was rejected. 

Mr. DERSON. But what is the amendment? That is the 
question I want the House clearly to understand. f 

The SPEAKER. It is the minority resolutions, namely, that 
Mr. Stokes was. not elected, and is not entitled to the seat; and 
that Mr. Johnston was elected, and is entitled to a seat. If the 
House shall agree to reconsider the vote by which the minority 
resolutions were rejected, then the matter will stand precisely as 
it did when the previous question was ord 

The motion to reconsider was a; to. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the previous question was ordered. 

The was agreed to, 
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The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the demand for 
ore uestion. 
7 


5 8. 
tion. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I now move as 
an amendment to the substitute resolutions proposed by the mi- 
nority of the committee the resolution which I send to tlie desk, 
and on that demand the previous question. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “ Resolved,” in the resolutions submitted by 
the minority, and insert: 

“That there was no valid election for Representative in the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the Fifty-fourth Congress from the Seventh Co: ional 
district of South Carolina on the 6th day of November, 1894, and that neither 
Thomas B. Johnston nor J. William Stokes is entitled to a seat therein.” 

The en question was ordered. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before the question is submitted on the reso- 
lution, Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a parliamentary inquiry. 
If this is voted down, then the proposition will be as to whether 
Mr. Johnston is elected or not? 

The SP. . Or Mr. Stokes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the proposition is voted down, it leaves the 
question in exactly the situation, as I understand it, that it was 
in when the previous question was demanded by the gentleman 
from Wisconsin on Friday last? 

The SPEAKER. Precisely. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. If the 
proposition is adopted by the House, is the sitting member de- 
prived of his seat and the seat declared vacant? 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe resolution is adopted, it vacates the seat. 

Mr. HEPBURN. May the resolution be 0 reported? 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be again read. 

The resolution was again reported. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. If I understand the situation correctly, 
in the event the resolution fails, then a vote may be had on the 

iginal substitute? 

Mn LACEY. Of "Speak gy beh 1 

2 > i er, there is one parliamentary inqui 
I would like to make involving a somewhat more difficult posi 
tion. Suppose the resolution is voted down and each of the other 
two resolutions submitted by the minority are defeated, what then 
will be the parliamentary situation? [Laughter.] 

A MEMBER. In other words, where are we at? 
3 SPEAKER. The Chair absolutely declines to say. [Laugh- 

T. 

The question being taken on the amendment proposed by Mr. 
McCaLL of Massachusetts, the House divided; and there were 
yeas 104, 5 103. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question being taken, there were—yeas 180, nays 125, not 
voting 100; as follows: 


I withdraw the demand for the previous ques- 


YEAS—130. 
Abbott, Dinsmore, Latimer, 8. th, 
Allen, Miss. Dockery, Layton, Shuford, 
Anderson, Downing. ter. Simpkins, 
Ba — a. Little, Skinner, 
Bailey, Elli S. C. rg 
Baker, Kans. Ellis, Loud, Southard, 
ag Erdman, 5 Spalding, 
Bartlett, Evans, . Sparkman, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Fowler. McCleary, Minn. perry, 
Bell, Colo. Gardner, McClellan, Stewart, Wis. 
Berry, Gibson, McCulloch, Stone, C. W. 
Bish: Gillett, Mass. McDearmon, t, 
Black, G: H McLaurin, . Strowd, N.C. 
Blue, Griswold, McMillin, Sulzer, 
Broderick, Grow, McRae, Swanson, 
Buck, Hadley, Money, Talbert, 
Catchings, Hainer, Nebr. Moody, te, 
Clardy, Hall, Noonan, Tayler, 
Clarke, Ala. Harrison, en, erry, 
Cobb, Hart, ey, Towne, 
krell, Hendrick, Otjen, Tucker, 
ding. Henry, Conn. Owens, Turner, Ga. 
Cook, Wis. Hepburn, Payne, Tyler, 
Cooper, Fla, owell, Pearson, Underwood, 
Cooper, Tex. e Pendleton, Walsh, 
Soo r, Wis. Johnson, N. Dak. Pitney, Lh mene 
rson, on ‘owers, 
Seen, ey, Wilson, S. C. 
NY. Kendall, Richardson, Woc | 
Kerr, Robertson, La. Wright, 
De Armond, Kleberg, Russell, Conn. . 
Denny, Knox, Sayers, 
Dingley, Kyle, Scranton, 
NAYS—125. 
Belknap, Da: 
Aldrich, Ala. Bennet Clark, lowa Be With, 
Aldrich, III Bingham, Clark, Mo. Doolittle, 
Allen, U Brewster, ffin, Dovener, 
Andrews, Bromwell, Colson, Eddy, 
‘Arnold, Pa. Brosius, Cooke, III. Fairchild, 
Avery, Brown, Crowther, Faris, 
Baker, N. H. Bull, Crump. Fenton, 
Barham, H, Curtis, Iowa T, 
Barney, Burton, Mo, Curtis, hia 
Barrett, Burton, Ohio Danford, Gillet, N. Y. 
0 Calderhead, wyn, 


JUNE 1, 
Graf, Huli Milnes, Taft, 
Grosvenor, Buo Minor, Wis. Th 
Grout, Hunter, Mozley, Tracewell, 

r. Hurley. Northway, Tracey, 
Halterman, Johnson, Cal. ell, Treloar, 
Hardy, Kiefer, Overstreet, 3 
Harmer, Kir Poole, Van Horn, 
Hartman, Lacey, ince, Van Voorhis, 
Hatch, Leighty, gh, alker, Va. 
Tete ole pene A Wanger, 

emenway, ey, eeves, ‘arner, 
Henderson, Linton, Sauerhering, ‘Wellington, 
Henry, Ind. Long, ttle, A White, 

e 8 Loudenslager, Shannon, Wilber, 
Hicks, W, Smith, II. ilson, 
~ Smith, Mich. Wood, 
Hooker, M , Tenn, Steele, Woodman. 
Hopkins, McLachlan, Strode, Nebr. 
Howe, Mercer, trong, 
Hubbard, Miller, W.Va. Sulloway, 
NOT VOTING—10. 
Acheson, Foss, McCreary, K Rusk, 
Aitken, Hanly, McEwan, * Russell, Ga. 
Apsley, Meiklejohn, Shaw, 
Arnold, R. L Heiner, Pa. Me th, Sherman, 
twood. ilborn, Meyer, Snover, 
Baker, Md. Hitt, iles, th 
Bartholdt, Howard, Miller, Kans. Spencer, 

II. Tex. Huff, S e, 
Black, N. Y. Hul, Miner, N. ig Stallings, +» 
Boutelle, Hutcheson, Mondell, Stephenson, 
Bowers, Hyde, orse, Stewart, N. J. 
FT 

ickering, ox. u à 4 
Connolly, Kulp, Neill, * Tawney, 
Corliss, Lawson, Newlands, Thorp, 

Co 5 Batters Wadewouth 
wen, isenring, TSON, ort 
Sox, 133 Perkins, ees Mata. 
ps, 
Crowley, Lorimer, Pickler, Watson, Ind. 
Dolliver, Maddox, ice, Watson, Ohio 
Draper, Mahany, y, Wilis, 
Fitzgerald, Mahon, Reyburn, N. 
Fletcher, McClure, Ro m, Pa. Wilson, Ohio 
Foote, McCormick, se, oomer. 


So the proposition of Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts to amend 
the substitute was agreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr, Manon with Mr. Crisp. 

. WOOMER with Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. 
. WILLIAM A. STONE with Mr. Rusk. 

. BOWERS with Mr. MINER of New York, 
. SNOVER with Mr. MADDOX. 

. CORLISS with Mr. Moses. 

. JOHNSON of Indiana with Mr. Cox. 

. PICKLER with Mr. MILES. 

. Cousins with Mr. MEYER. 

. KULP with Mr. MEREDITH. 

. HYDE with Mr. LAWSON. 

. Royse with Mr. TURNER of Virginia. 
On this vote: 

Mr. Joy with Mr. McCreary of Kentucky. 
On this question: 

Mr. DoLLIVER with Mr. HUTCHESON. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. SHAW. 

. BARTHOLDT with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. Morse with Mr. STALLINGS. 

LEWIS with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

Mr. LEFEVER with Mr. COWEN. 

. HULL with Mr. PATTERSON. 

. BAKER of land with Mr. FITZGERALD, 
Mr. LEISENRING with Mr. SPENCER. 

. STEPHENSON with Mr. NEILL. 

For this day: 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. CROWLEY. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, this is a very important vote. I 
think we had better have a recapitulation of it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so too, The Clerk will 
recapitulate. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment to the substitute is agreed 
to. The question is now upon the substitute as amended. 

The substitute as amended was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the resolu- 
tion; that is, the resolution presented by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. MCCALL]. 

The resolution was agreed to. $ 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is agreed to, and the seat is 
declared vacant. 

On motion of Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, . 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 


1896. 
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announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 8071) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the Monongahela River from the borough of Braddock to the 
township of Mifflin, Pa.; and 

A bill (S. 2653) for the relief of M. S. Hellman. 

The message announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 3282) to repeal section 61 of an act to reduce taxa- 
tion, to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur- 
poses, which became a law August 28, 1894; and 

A bill (S. 3245) granting a pension to Elvira Bachelder. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 804) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the conference committee on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 

H. R. 225) to provide for the transfer of the Fort Omaha Military 
rvation to the State of Nebraska. 

The momoga also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R.7578) granting the Flagstaff and Can- 

on Railroad Company right of way for railroad purposes through 

e Grand Canyon Forest Reserve in northern Arizona. 

The message also announced that the Vice-President had a; 
pointed Mr. FAULKNER one of the conferees on the bill (H. R. 6614) 
making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office De 
ment for the year ending June 30, 1897, in place of Mr. 
BLACKBURN, 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker as fol- 


lows: 

A bill (S. 2653) for the relief of M.S. Hellman—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3245) granting a pension to Elvira Bachelder—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. e to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the Monongahela River, from the borough of Braddock to the 
township of Mifflin, Pa. — to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 


CERTAIN BONDS OF NEW MEXICO TERRITORY. 


Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, I move to md the rules and 
pass the bill (H. R. 9275) which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SP The gentleman moves to suspend the rules 
and the bill which the Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill R. 9275) approving certain acts of the legislative assembl 
Territory of New Mexico, authorizing the issue of certain bon 
Territory, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the coupon bonds and indebtedness of the Territory 
of New Mexico, amounting to 000, authorized by section 7 of an act of the 
Thirty-first le; tive assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, entitled 
“An act authorizing the re ding of the Territorial capitol at Santa Fe, 


of the 
of said 


which was destroyed by fire May 12, 1892, and to provide the n means 
therefor and a board with authority to rebuild the same.“ sppe Febru- 
ary 5. 1895, and designated as capitol rebuilding bonds of the Territory of 


New Mexico; 

Also, the bonds and indebtedness, amounting to $15,000, authorized by sec- 
tion 1 of an act of the said 1 lative assembly of the Torto, of New Mex- 
ico, entitled “An act to provide for the maintenance of the tary institute 
at Roswell, N. Mex., approved February 13, 1895; 

Also, the bonds and indebtedness, amounting to the sum of $30,000, author- 
ized by section 1 of an act of the said legislative assembly of the Territory of 
New Mexico, entitled “An act to providean addition to the insane aay: um 
of New Mexico for the accommodation of all the insane persons of the Terri- 
8 for other purposes,” approved May 13, 1895; and 

Also, the bonds and indebtedness, amounting the sum of $35,000, author- 
ized by section 1 of an act of the said legislative 5 of the Territor 
of New Mexico, entitled An act to provide for the completion of the build- 
ings for the normal schools of New Mexico at Las Vegas and Silver City, and 
to provide for the necessary furnishings therefor; and for additions to the 
New Mexico Coego of Agriculture and Mechanic Arts, at ces,” <E 
proved February 27, 1895, be, and the same are hereby, approved, confirmed, 
and made valid; also, the certain bonds and indebtedness, $172,500 in amount, 
together with the interest coupons thereto attached, of the county of Santa 
Fe, Territory of New Mexico, dated March 1, 1892, issued under the provi- 
sions of an act of the Territorial general assembly known as the refundin 
act. Such bonds having been issued in refunding and in lieu of $150,000 
bonds, and the overdue interest thereon, of said county of Santa Fe, thereto- 
fore issued and outstanding, are hereby validated, approved, and confirmed. 

Also the certain bonds and indebtedness, together with interest coupons 
thereto attached, of the county of Santa Fe, Territory of New Mexico, dated 
September 29, 1891, issued under the provisions of an act of the Territorial 
general assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, entitled “An act for the 

ancial relief of counties and municipalities,” approved Fe 26, 1891. 

Such bonds ha’ been issued in refunding an 

overdue inte 


ness, 
ms thereto attached of the 
tc 1, 1883, being the unre- 
2 ds issued by said county of Grant under 
the provisions of an act of the Territorial general assembly, dated February 
1. are hereby validated, approved, and confirmed. Also the certain 


XXVII—373 


bonds and indebtedness, $50,000 in amount, together with the interest cou: 


thereto attached, of the city of Silver City, county of Grant, Territory of 
New Mexico, dated March 1 issued under the provisions of an act of the 
Territorial general assembly of the Territo ew Mexico entitled “An 


are hereby roved 5 

It is intended 3 o validate, approve, and confirm any and all laws, 
ordinances, and p: ings, and bonds relating to the matter necessary to the 
validation of the said Santa Fe County, Grant County, and town of Silver 


1 7 3 but no further and for no other orpo 
e said county of Santa Fe is hereby autho and empowered to again 
ness thereof by act valida 


refund all or any portion of the indeb 
within one year from the passage of this mii ce with the terms 
and provisions of an act of the | ture of the Territory of New Mexico, 
being chapter 79, entitled “An act for the financial relief of counties and mu- 
nicipalities (house bill No. 192), approved February 26, 1891, except that such 
refunded bonds shall bear interest at the rate of 4 per cent per annum, payable 
semiannually, and shall become due twenty-five years from the date of the 
issue of such refunded bonds, and shall be for the amount of unpaid 
rincipal of the bonds of said county by this act validated, with interest 
wit, September, 1891, and March, 1892, 
r annum until the date when the sum 


not be refunded by said coun 

upon the terms and conditions in this section set forth, then the bonds vali- 

dated by this act shall remain as the legal obligation of said Santa Fe 5 7 
If bonds shall be refunded as herein 5 1 of the 

ven by 


refunded bonds pona for in this section: Provided, Thatany of said bonds 
which shall not 


a rate of interest te 
Provided, That nothing 
ernment of the United States liable or ble for the perce of any of 
said bonds by this act approved, confirmed, and made valid. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I demand a second. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, can we have the report on this bill 


Mr. LACEY. Lask that a second be considered as ordered. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire and Mr. BARTLETT of Geor- 
gia objected. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. Owens and Mr. BAKER of New 
Hampshire as tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 90, noes 14, 

The SPEAKER. A second is ordered. The gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. dacs Bod entitled to twenty minutes 

Mr. BARTLETT of rgia. I make the point of no quorum. 

The PPESKER, It is very apparent that there is a quorum 
present. 

A 8 l Is the point of no quorum insisted on, Mr. 
peaker 

Mr. DOCKERY.,. It has been overruled by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Owxxs] 
is entitled to twenty minutes in the affirmative, and the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER] to twenty minutes in the 
negative. 

r. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, as most of the members of the 
House will recall, the bill now up for consideration is one passed 
some months ago by the House of Representatives to validate cer- 
tain municipal bonds issued by different towns in the Territory 
of New Mexico. That bill went to the Senate, and was there 
amended so as to validate certain other bonds issued by the county 
of Santa Fe, N. Mex., and also by the city of Santa Fe—bonds that 
had been issued some ten or fifteen y ngo Tor the purpose of 
aiding in the construction of a railroad within the Territory of 
New Mexico. When that came back to the House it was referred 
to the Committee on Territories; which committee added a still 
further provision or amendment validating certain bonds issued 
by the county of Grant and also by Silver City for a like purpose. 

A short history of the bonds issued, included in the Santa Fe 
and Grant County and Silver City bonds, will present the issue 
before the House. 

There is no controversy, I believe, but that these bonds all 
stand upon a like basis, and were issued in perfect good faith by 
the people of New Mexico. They desired the construction of a 
railroad, which was largely beneficial to the people of Santa Fe 
County and also of Grant County, as well as the adjacent coun- 
ties. After contracting with a company for the purpose of secur- 
ing the construction of these roads, they agreed, in consideration 
of their construction, to issue the bonds named in the bill just re- 
ported. Theconstructing companies, operating in like good faith, 
went ahead and constructed the road, in compliance with the con- 
tract made with the people. 

There is no contention ind in by anybody here or elsewhere 
but that the bonds issued to the construction company had been 
issued in perfect good faith, and that the bonds were used in the 
construction of this railroad, and that the company did construct 
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within the terms of the law. In other words, these bonds were 
issued under an act which authorized the Territories to issue 
bonds to aid in internal improvements, and these bonds having 
been issued in order to d a railroad, they did not fall within 
the term “internal improvements,” and therefore were invalid. 

Now, that is the sole objection to them, a technical one, which 
seems strained and farfetched. Many of the best lawyers of the 
country had not supposed up to that time that that objection could 
lie against these bonds. Prior to the time when this decision was 
rendered the people acquiesced in the ay Se the bonds and 
po the interest upon them. Their regularity been tested in 

Territorial courts of New Mexico, and that court had decided 
that the bonds were valid and regular. They were issued at a 
high rate of interest; and, desiring to fund them at a lower rate, 
they had the benefit of an enabling act, and put their bonds upon the 
market under that act, and with the moneys thus secured from that 
loan they had paid off the old bonds issued by the construction 
sg! yrs and issued new bonds to the 8 holders. Thus you 
see if there had been any trouble, if there had been any irregu- 
larity in the original issue of the bonds, that question ought not 
and can not be valid in this controversy. 

There is no question but those who hold the new bonds parted 
with their money in perfect good faith, parted with it on the faith 
of the decision of the Territorial courts of New Mexico, on the 
faith of the representations made by the attorney of the Territory 
of New Mexico and concurred in by the United States district 
attorney of the Territory. There was then, I say, no possible 
claim t these bonds were in any sense invalid or irregular. 
The men who own the bonds had taken the money ont of their 
pockets and placed it in the hands of the people in New Mexico 
solely for the el sig of taking up their bonds, for which they 
were paying a hig er rate of interest, and giving to them the ben- 
efit of a low rate; and it can scarcely be denied that these le 
have acted in good faith in furnishing the money to enable the 
Territory to take up the old bonds and furnish the money ata 
comparatively low rate. It can not be contended, I think, that 
they should escape the payment of these bonds, and this thought 
of irre; ity was not entertained by anybody until after the de- 
cision I have referred to. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. If the gentleman will allow me to ask 
him a question, was the money obtained from the sale of these 
bonds used in the construction of the railroad? 

Mr. OWENS. The money was used for the construction of the 
railroad, and it was paid to the construction 8 in consid- 
eration of their tg OR to build this railroad. e construc- 
tion company did build the road, and it is now being operated. 
In one of those counties that railroad has paid into the treasury 
in taxes $110,000, while the couno only paid $100,000 in bonds in 
aid of the construction of the r: 

Mr. TERRY. Is this the same bill that was opposed by the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. COOPER]? 

Mr. OWENS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TERRY. Is not he a member of the committee? 

Mr. OWENS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TERRY. Did not he contend on this floor that there had 
been really no consideration given for these bonds? 

Mr. O S. Not at sir. Nobody has ever contended 
that. Every member of the committee except the gentleman 
from Texas referred to was in favor of the of the bill with 
the amendments. Not even the representative from New Mexico 
protested against the passage of the bill, or even contended that 
no valid consideration was given by the construction company 
which had been given these bonds; but when the Federal courts 
had determined that they fell outside of the terms of the law the 
contention was, for that reason the counties ought not to be com- 
pelled to pay them. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Will the gentleman state whether the rep- 
_Tesentative of New Mexico favors the payment of these bonds? 

Mr. OWENS. The representative of New Mexico does, and I 
have here a letter from hi i Wio pense of this bill. In 
is bill comes here as the result of an agreement between 


based on the proposition that the bonds shall pay a still lower 
amendmen’ 


rate of interest than is provided in the Senate t, and 
the bonds to be issued are to be twenty-five-year bonds, at 4 
„ instead of 10 per cent, at Which were ciate. 
issued. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understood the gentleman to say that he 
had a letter from the representative of the Territory of New 
war ONENA Wen cist acting for the poet 

i es, sir; ing for eof this bill 
the Senate and House 5 2 
Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that that letter be read. 
Mr. OWENS. Iam going to have it read. 
The letter was read, as follows: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 

s, Washington, D. C., May 30, 1898. 
EAR SIR: Haying accepted an invitation to make an address befi th 
Alumni Association of the University of Missouri, which has been Axed for 
June 2, I am compelled to be absent during the coming week to fulfill that 


9 
It is very rtant that H. R. No. 4052, in regard to the validation of cer- 
ed u 1 Doloro thecloseof the 


tee when that bill was 3 and to which I refer. After the bill 
the House it was amended in the Senate so as to validate certain other bonds 
as refunded bonds by the county of Santa Fe. It was returned to the 
Honse, and on reference to the Coniralties on Te was there again 
amended by validating certain other refunded bondsof the county of Santa 
Fe and certain bonds of the county of Grant and city of Silver City. The 
bonds of Santa Fe County, when refunded, had the interest thereon decreased 
from 7 to 5 per cent. The amendment of the House committee now author- 
izes ee er refunding of said bonds and a reduction of the interest to 4 
per cen 
When this bill was called up by Representative Low, after the Territorial 
Committee had reported it with the —— 1 its at that 
time in order that 


information t be as to the 

yalidity of those bonds, bad og it been said, world be furnished from 

Santa Fe. Noinformation has tome, however. Ihave made 

inquiry in eet Se: yas and am 1 l 5 status 
own owledge. a matter of law, beli 

Santa Fe County bonds are invalid, and I know that no — wee pe sg 


trated when they were issued; that is, when the were 
was voted or author- 


which were afterwards refunded. The indebtedness 
ized rs of the county. It was 


in ce by a ority of the taxpaye 
believed by everyone at e such ponie would be valid, and that 
the county had authority to issue them on the consent of the taxpayers. 
The legal profession in the county all that such bonds would be *. — 
They were voted in aid of the construction of railroads into the county. The 
s were constructed as stipulated and are nowinoperation. I have made 
inquiry of many of ers of the county since these amendments 


taxpay 
came up for action and they say that they favor the of the bill wit 
p 1 25 y passage e with 


these mts, you with this two te from taxpayers 
and prominent citizens of Santa Fe County, which show you the kaing 
of the people of the county in regard to this bill. 
There has beena general demand on me hont the KEET since the 
of the bill was delayed at my request, order to get further infor- 
mation, to have the bill „as it will be for th interest of the 


NER at The institutions for which the bonds are intended to furnish aid 
already have contracts made for completion of the 
not realize on the 


be brought ap Goring ey absence you can use letter as expressing 
0 


legrams I have furnished you. I have man ther let 
telegrams from various parts of the Territo urging Be 
and Ido 


Hoping that you will give this matter attention and secure the passage of 
g am, 


the b 
‘ery respectfully, T. B. CATRON. 
z Delegate from New Mexico. 


Hon. WILLIAM C. OWEN: 
House of p nandy e PE Washington, D. C. 


Mr. OWENS. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. BAKER of New Ham; Mr. Speakon, I with dn the 
first instance, to call attention to the fact that this matter has 
already been before the House at this session. It was called up 
on the 6th day of April, and there was quite an extended discus- 
sion of it at that time, after which the House əd to vote, 
and the vote then taken on the very question which is before the 
House now was against the validation of these bonds—ayes 42, 
noes 73. It will be seen, therefore, that this is the second attempt 
which has been made at this session to poa this bill, which, I trust, 
I shall be able to show is in part, at least, without justification, 
If gentlemen will, at their leisure, turn to pages 3641 et seq. of 
the RECORD of this session they will see the reasons then assigned 
why these bonds should not be validated. 

is is not a new question, Mr. Speaker. In a form almost 
identical with that in which it is presented to this House the 
5 has been before the Supreme Court of the United States. 
refer to the caseof Lewis vs. Pima County (155 U. S., 54), on appeal 
from the . court of the Territory of Arizona, where bonds 
issued in like manner with these were before the court. I will 
not detain the House by reading the opinion of the court in full, 
but will read sentences from it here and there. The court says: 


Now, unless a debt thus incurred in aid of the construction of a railroad 
can be said to be an obligation necessary to the administration of the internal 


1896. 
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affairs of Pima County, it must necessarily follow, irrespective of every other 
consideration, that 125 legislature poor its powers in authorizing and 


requiring the county to issue these bonds in ex ngo for those of the rail- 
road company in question, and that the bonds are void. 

The question in that case was, as I have said, almost identical 
2 the one now before the House. Then, in closing, the court 


We are compelled to hold that the bonds in greon creato no obligation 
against the county which a court of law can enforce. 


I hold in my hand an issue of the Santa Fe Daily New Mexican 
of date Thursday, April 1. This is a paper printed in the very 


city where these bonds were issued, and, if legalized, will bea tax 
a people. It contains an article of which the headings are 
as follows: 


A BLACK SHOWING—FULL EXPOSURE OF SCHEME TO VALIDATE FRAUDU- 
LENT BRICE AND COLER BONDS—HOW BRICE AND COLER HAVE LOADED 
IT WITH AMENDMENTS AIMED TO ROB PEOPLE OF SANTA FÈ AND GRANT 
COUNTIES—RECORD OF PERFTDY AND FRAUD—SUBSTANTIAL REASONS WHY 
PEOPLE OF THIS COUNTY FERL THEY ARE NEITHER LEGALLY NOR MOR- 
ALLY BOUND TO PAY THESE BONDS—REASONS THAT OUGHT TO WEIGH 
WITH CONGRESS. 

This article says: 

In 1872 the legislature of New Mexico passed an act authorizing the counties 
to issue bonds in aid of railroad construction, but es gg provided that 
not more than 5 per cent of the assessed valuation of the property in an 
county should be issued to aid in the construction of any one railroad, an 
contained the following proviso, to wit: * Provided, That no bonds or other 
evidence of debt created in this act shall be sold for less than par value, nor 
such bonds or other evidence of debt shall be paid or delivered to any railroad 
rson or persons for the use of such company, nor shall they be permitted 
to leave the ds of such commissioners except on the certificate of the gov- 
ernor that the railroad to which said aid n con been com- 
pes in the county where such aid was voted." (See seetion 2712, Compiled 

ws of New Mexico.) The same law also provides that railroad stock shall 

be issued to the county in consideration of such bonds. K 
Afterwards, in 1878, for the purpose of limiting the power of the counties 

and municipal corporations in issuing bonds, Congress passed a law expressly 

providing that no county or municipal co ation shall issue bonds for 
any arpas “except where absolutely for the management of its internal 


Is there any member of this House who believes that the build- 
ing of a railroad is necessary to the management of the internal 
of a municipal corporation? If not, then these bonds, every 

one of them, are absolutely against not only the statutes of the 
Territory of New Mexico but also in violation of an act of Con- 


gress. 

This article goes on to say: 

In the face of this absolutely prohibitory provision of O the count 
of Santa Fe, in 1880, voted to issue at one election to the Ñ ew Mexico an 
Southern Pacific Railroad $75,000 in bonds for the construction of the Santa 
Fe-Lamy branch and $75,000 for the construction of the main line, the assessed 
valuation of the property of Santa Fe being $2,300,000. These bonds were 
voted to one company at one election, and were really intended to be used 
to build the branch, as the New Mexico and Southern Pacific built its entire 
line throughout the Territory without meen So from 3 except 
exemption from taxation and other exem ms provided y law; and no 
other county except Santa Fe voted any aid to the main line of railroad. 
These bonds were void for two reasons: F. they were absolutely pro- 
hibited by an act of Co: in 1878, and it was a fraudulent evasion of the 
Territorial — 5 pretending that they were issued for Meerut pete of aiding 
in the construction of two roads when they were intended to apply to the 
construction of only one road. 

The railroad received the bonds and held them until $42,350 of interest had 
accrued -the citizens from the very first refusing to pay them, and the law 
being so weak that the holders dare not undertake to force collection. 

At this time the railroad company sold the bonds to Messrs. Coler & Co., 
of New York, at a little less than 50 cents on the dollar, including the a: ed 
3 as will appear from the following telegram of the broker whd'sold 

em. 


Now, the very statute under which they were issued said they 
should not be sold for less than par. 

Mr. OWENS. What were they sold for? 
å a BAKER of New Hampshire. For less than 50 cents on the 

ollar. 

Mr. OWENS. Isit nota factthat when the original owners 
pr with them they parted with them at par under the con- 

act to give the construction company so many dollars in bonds 
at par for the construction of this railroad? 

. BAKER of New Hampshire. The gentleman can make 
any explanation of this dispatch that he desires to make in his 
own time. 

Mr. OWENS. By whom were they sold? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I am not worrying about 

Mr. OWENS. They were sold by the man who got possession 
of them under that contract, not by the county. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Here is the dispatch: 


BILVER CITY, N. MEX., March 23. 
W. T. THORNTON, National Hotel, Washington, D. C.: 
Fifty thousand dollars bonds and $42,350 past due coupons, Santa Fe County 


issue, sold at 64 flat. 
4 GEORGE H. UTTER, 

The article proceeds: 

It will thus be seen that the bonds were taken asa speculation, not a dol- 
lars worth of stock being issued by the New Mexico and Southern Pacific 

to Santa Fe County as a consideration, and the county therefore 

absolutely received no benefit, except the construction of the branch road, 
18 miles in length. 


The statute absolutely 


required that an equal amount of stock 
should be issued with the bonds, but not a dollar’s worth of stock 
has been issued and turned over to the county. 

Mr. OWENS. How do you know that? 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I know it by the statement 
of this paper, printed in Santa Fe, N. Mex., and I trust that if the 
gentleman wishes to assault the paper he will do it in his own 


time. 

Mr. OWENS. Ido not want to assault the paper, but I assault 
that dispatch. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I wish to state to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky that he has reserved the remainder of his 
time and can answer me in it. I can not give up mine, limited as 
it is, for his argument. The article proceeds to say: 

After Messrs. Coler & Co. had obtained these bonds they brought suit to 
recover the defaulting interest, and obtained judgment for seventy-odd 
thousand dollars, Messrs. Catron, Knaebel & Clancy appearing for the plain- 
tiffs. The decision of the supreme courtof the Territory affirming this judg- 
ment wlll be found in the 27 Pacific Reporter. 

An attempt was made spon the part of the citizens to appeal this case tothe 

ted States—the citizens offering to pay the entire 
pense of the appeal, A pr SE and all costs in connection there- 
with, which was 1 ê county commissioners, the commissi 
being entirely under the influence of the bondholders. 

That is the statement of the Santa Fe paper. If anyone has 
anything to controvert it Iam ectly willin ing that heshall pro- 
duce it in his own time; but I do not presume that a paper issued 
at the very capital of the Territory, where every citizen knows 
the facts, would make such statements if there was not at least 
a preponderance of proof in their favor. . 

The bondholders afterwards, through the influence of their attorney, Mr. 
J. H. Knaebel, secured the — 1 1 the Territorial legislature of a 
refunding act, and the $250,000 of Santa Fe County bonds included in the Coler 
amendment are the funded bonds issued under this actto take up the say ero 
$150,000 issued, with accrued interest. How completely the bondholders dom- 
inated this legislature will be proved by an examination of the law (chapter 
79, pane 2 ws of New Mexico of 1591) which provides not only for the 
refunding of the bonds but makes it a penitentiary offense to refuse to levy 
the tax or for the collector to refuse to collect the taxes to pay overdue in- 
terest on these bonds. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman state where those bonds 
are held now? ; 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I do not know, but I suppose 
they are held in New York City. Ido not know where they are 
held. I do not know a person who owns them. 

Mr. DOCKERY, It might be interesting toidentify their own- 
ership at this time. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But it does not matter what 
the ownership is if the bonds were fraudulent in their inception. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly not. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. These bonds were sold orig- 
inally at a small figure, leaving a margin large enough so that 
parties interested could come and bedeyil legislatures and Con- 
gresses in connection with them. 

Mr. LOW. Why does the 1 from New Hampshire 
su that those bonds are held in New York? 

r. BAKER of New Hampshire. Because in this country 
bonds of this kind are generally held in New York. That is the 
ey reason. 

Mr. LOW. In fact, they are scattered all over the country. 
ee BAKER of New Hampshire. I do not care where they are 

Mr. LOW. You simply suppose they are held in New York 
without 3 

Mr. B R of New Hampshire. I do suppose so without any 
personal knowledge, for reasons sufficient for myself. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. What is the amount of these bonds? 

Mr. TERRY rose. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I yield for a moment to the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY]. 

Mr. TERRY. The statement of a member of the committeeon 
that subject, made in the previous debate, is to this effect: 

In one instance, bonds that had been purchased by some tor broker 
o but in the refunding actyou find that after having bees tere tents 
Sount to $260,000. ia bin meee: 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That was my understand- 
ing, that they were originally $150,000, and that about $50,000 was 
accumulated in interest. ere the rest of the amount comes 
from I must confess myself ignorant, for I do not know. 

Then this railroad was sold. As appears by Record Book O, 

19, it was conveyed by George S. Preston and wife to CALVIN S. 
BRICE and wife, of New Yor. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask whether 
he has received any petition from citizens of Boston in connection 
with this bill? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I havea letter from a gen- 
tleman in Boston calling my attention to the ing action of 
this House; stating that he was familiar with the matter; that 
these bonds were fraudulent, and that he 1 I would do any- 
thing I could to prevent the passage of this 


oners 
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ture was in contravention of an existing statute of Congress—the 
act of 1878—no one denies. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
how the matter he mentions can cut any figure morally, so far 
as innocent holders of these bonds are concerned, ratified, as the 
bonds have been, by the action of the legislature? 

Mr. HEPBURN. How can there be innocent holders” in this 


case? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I do not suppose that there 
is any man who buys a bond in the United States of America any- 
where who buys it without knowing something of it; and if he 
knows pay of these bonds he is not an innocent holder. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. But is not the record of these bonds straight 
as far as the acts of the legislature are concerned? In other wor 
did not the legislature, in passing the acts ratifying the issue 
these bonds, settle that question? 

Mr. BAKER of New pshire. No; because the actof a Ter- 
ritorial legislature in contravention of an act of Congress is void, 
and because it was contrary to the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States. That ought to be enough to pat a banker 
on his guard in dealing with such securities as these bonds. 


The bonds issued to the New Mexico and Southern Pacific Railroad were 
speculative, received by the railroad as a bonus which they accepted with a 
view of realizing what they could out of them, and sold them for 59 cents on 
the dollar, when the law provided they should only be sold at a 

The county received no consideration. Nota dollar's worth of stock was 
issued, when the law required that it should be issued. Double the amount 
permisoa by the Territorial law was issued by the fraudulent pretense that 

hey were to be used in the construction of the two roads. 

The bonds issued to the Texas, Santa Fe and Northern road were issued to 
a corporation that was fraudulent from its very inception, being fraudu- 
lently orines; having instigated fraudulent assessments to evade the Con- 
gressional act prohibiting such action, and were issued in fraud in that the 
were issued to a company that did not own the road under construction, an- 
the stock which the county was to receive would have been in a corporation 
bankrupted, and therefore absolutely valueless. For these reasons the citi- 
zens contend that they are neither legally nor morally bound to pay this obli- 
gation; and there is certainly no precedent for going to and asking 

mgressional aid in validating bonds which have been issued in direct vio- 
lation of the acts ot 9 

It would certainly | to serious 8 for Congress by its actions 
in this instance to set a precedent wherein it would declare that municipal 
corporations in the Territories t create indebtedness in violation of an 
act of Congress, issue bonds therefor, sell them to speculators, who, failin, 
to collect in the courts, finally come and ask © essional aid, to e legal 
such illegal issues. There is no telling where this may end, 

Representatives of these bondholders pretend that they have found a prec- 
edent for this action in the Yankton County ( 7 Case, found in 101 
United States Reports, but, with all due itissu tted that they are 
in no way or respect similar. In that case, the governor of the Territory of 
Dakota had called the legislature together in an extra session, in the year 
1871, which was without authority of law. This legislature, among other 
things, passed an act authorizing the organization of a railroad company, 
and providing for the vote of bonds in aid thereof. Under this law Yankton 


Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman 5 7 for a question? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. „Sir. 

Mr. LACEY. Is it not true that this Boston man has some bonds 
Which he thinks will be strengthened if these bonds can be repu- 
diated? Is not that all there is in it? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I am reading from a paper 

blished in Santa Fe, N. Mex., showing that the people in Santa 

e are opposed to the validation of these bonds; and I do not sup- 
pose there is a person on this floor who is in favor of validating 
them that has not some friend who owns some of these bonds. 

Mr. OWENS. What was that statement? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I say that every person who 
is in favor of validating these bonds, if he has looked into the 
question, must have some friend who owns some of them. 

Mr. OWENS. Well, sir, I can say for myself I do not know 
an individual on earth that owns one of them. Iam in favor of 
validating these bonds, because I am against repudiation in every 
form and wherever it comes from. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I am in favor of repudiation 
of every bond which was absolutely void at the time of its issne. 

Mr. LOW. Is it not a fact in regard to these refunded bonds 
that when they were refunded an act was passed by the legisla- 
ture of New Mexico validating them? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. That is true; but the asser- 
tion is openly made in Santa Fe and elsewhere that the legislature 
which did it was corrupted; and the Supreme Court of the United 
States has held in a similar matter that bonds so validated are 
absolutely void. : 

Mr. LOW. One more question, and I will take myseat. Why 
is it, then, that to-day the largest taxpayers in New Mexico want 
these bonds validated? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I do not believe they do. 

Mr. LACEY. And why is it that Boston men are fighting these 
bonds? lain that, if you please. ‘ 

Mr. B of New Hampshire. The account from which I 
have been reading goes on to say: 

0 ta Fe, and was rated e 
Bante fe southern, etry . — 8555 when it went into. 8 
of a receiver and was sold. For the purpose of giving validity to its bonds 
the assessments of Santa Fe County were padded. Large quantities of pron: 
Lully exempt from taxation were placed upon the assessment rolls, as 1 


r the accompanying certifica repared from the records of 
Santa | E Coun: y by George N Kngebel, secretary of the Santa Fe Board of 


SANTA FE, N. MEX., March 20, 1896. 


DEARGOVERNOn: At the request of Judge Downs I assisted him in getting 
the data tee for in your telegram to him of the 19th instant, and such data 
are as follows: 


1884. County subscribed stock in a railroad and voted bonds in aid thereof. In 
Total assessed value of real estate —ꝛ 22 -e ee $1, 504, 139. 00 1872 Con Saro ah ental 1 8 
Total assessed value of personal property 1,720, 005.00 except the e — Si onde by Yankton Count 


that act it affirmed, adding certain visions for the protection of the 
county for the bonds issued, but these ds were not issued until after this 
oe act gent dan d the action of the Territorial legislature, and 
pla safeguards upon the county subscription, so that the bonds at the 
time of their delivery were delivered in pursuance of an existing law made 
by Congress. Here, the bonds in question were issued, delivered, and sold in 
direct violation of the law, and nearly sixteen years afterwards, and after 
the Supreme Court had held that the nee of such bonds was void, the 
owners come to Cor ss and ask for the passage of an act making valid void 
bonds issued in such direct violation of a law. There certainly can be no 

se for the issuance of the bonds of the Texas, Santa Fe and Northern Rail- 

in 1887, some months after the ny rates of the act of 88 on July 

pol 


tion not included in above: 
reh T $144, 
Of railroads assessed 8, 120, 


80, 1880, which expressly provided that no Territory, or any itical or 
municipal corporation, or subdivision thereof, shall in any manner loan its 
credit to, or 5 85 it to 5 8 1 ay company or tier eta or borrow 
. e NS 10 | any amount of money for the use of said company or association." 
Het amount subject to 5 rs No language cond be plainer than this, and yet, in violation of it, bonds 


wero issued to the Texas, Santa Fe and Northern Iroad Company nearl 
six months afterits adoption upon an election held only two days before saii 
action by Congress, 


Mr. HARRISON. Where does the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire get the information he is now giving the House? 

Mr. LOW. Will the gentleman please repeat his question so 
that the Honse can hear it? 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask where the gentleman gets the informa- 
tion he is giving the House? These facts were not in evidence 
before the committee. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I get the information from 
the document I hold in my hand. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Is that the only authority the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire has that these bonds were sold at 50 
cents on the dollar in place of at par? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. No, sir; it is not the onl 
authority. Ihave read the telegram to which I have refe: $ 
which states the fact. : 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Will the gentleman be kind enough to 
state the authority for the information he has given the House 
that they were sold at 50 cents on the dollar? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. If the gentleman had listened 
to what I said he would not have had occasion to ask the question. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I did not care about wasting my time. 

Mr, LACEY. You do not suppose a newspaper would lie, do 
you? [Laughter.] 


AA TTTTTTTTTTTCT0TſTTVTdTT—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—————— 2, 792, 105. 00 
New Gtexico and Southern Pacific Railroad Com- 


Taken al records of the Territorial auditor, 
ET S ata GEO. W. KNAEBEL, 
Secretary Santa Fe Board of Trade. 
Gov. W. T. THORNTON, 


National Hotel, Washington, D. O. 


When these bonds were issued there was a Congressional statute 
absolutely forbidding the issue of the bonds; the Supreme Court 
of the United Beata haa held identically similar bonds to be void 
ab initio; and it appears that there is grave suspicion in Togad to 
the enactment of the Territory of New Mexico which undertook 
to validate them; and that that action of the Territorial. legisla- 
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Mr. DOOL . Especially when it is an interested 5 
Mr. POWERS. t Was the original issue of the bonds and 
what is the amount sought to be validated? I understand the 
tleman to claim that the amount has been increased in some 

roper manner. 

Mr. AKER of New Hampshire. The original amount anthor- 
ized was $150,000, but through some kind of a hoeus-pocus pro- 
fg ing Bee have reached $250,000. 

Mr. OX. If the gentleman from New Hampshire will per- 
mit me, that was made up of the accrued interest and the costs of 
the suit brought for the purpose of collecting the coupons. It 
was made up on the judgment of the court, and increased the 
amount to this extent. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Theaccrued interest is only 
about $50,000. 

Mr. LACEY. There was a judgment in the first instance of 
$78,000 for accrued interest on $150,000, which amounted to 
$228,000, and the costs run it up to $250,000. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I hope I may be permitted 
to proceed without interruption; I should like to occupy the floor 
a little while. 

Neither the A pase ps from Iowa, the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, nor the gentleman from New York, nor anyone else has 
been able to show in any way how bonds which were void in the 
st mar can be found right subsequently. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYNE). The time of the 
gentleman has 1 

Mr. OWENS. I yield now five minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. a a 

Mr. LACEY. . Speaker, we have here presented the re- 
markable spectacle of the gentleman from New Hampshire | Mr. 
BAKER] making a determined fight in opposition to the validity 
of certain New Mexican bonds or obligations as inst the Dele- 
gate from New Mexico, who wants them validated. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman yield to 
me for a question? 

Mr. LACEY. I will yield to the gentleman for one question. 

Mr. BAKER of New r Are there not some people in 
your immediate neighborhood who are interested in this matter, 
who own some of these bonds, and who are represented by you? 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, these bonds are held part in Iowa, 

art in Chicago, part in New York, and elsewhere. They are 

eld by various people all over the country. They were issued 
for the purpose of refunding other bonds outstanding in that Ter- 
ritory. When they were originally issued under the law they 
were believed to be valid. The question of validity arose subse- 
quently; the interest on the bonds wasin default, and suit was 
brought upon them. That question went to the supreme court 
of the Territory of New Mexico, which court declared the bonds 
to be valid, and the legislature of that Territory passed a law au- 
thorizing the refunding of the bonds. And the gentlemen living 
around throughout the country, to whom my friend from New 
Hampshire refers as owning the bonds, furnished the money to 
pay Pe them; furnished and put good, honest money into these 

nds, 

The Delegate from New Mexico [Mr. Catron] asks that the 
bonds be validated and left unquestioned by an act of Congress. 
It is true that in the Lewis Case from Arizona a decision was 
rendered some years afterwards, which practically would affect 
the validity of these bonds. Whether it would do so as to bonds 
that had been once merged in judgment and that subsequently 
were reissued in the form of refunding bonds is a question that 
is not entirely clear; but the Territory of New Mexico prefers, 
through its Delegate in Congress—and he sends a written com- 
munication to that effect—that no question be raised against them, 
and that the fair faith of the Territory of New Mexico be upheld. 
Now, the newspaper that has been read, issued in Santa Fe last 
April, contains some very rash statements, and I am surprised to 
see my friend from New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER] relying so 
implicitly on what he finds in a newspaper. I am not inclined to 
accept a mere newspaper statement as against the solemn declara- 
tion of the gentleman who represents the Territory. If he is 
perpetrating a fraud upon his constituents in asking us to validate 
these bonds, his constituents will notify him of that fact next 
November. He takes his political life in his hand when he asks 
us to validate these bonds. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Suppose they do? How will that leave us? 

Mr. LACEY. How is it going to leave these men who have 
furnished this money if these bonds are not validated? I want to 
suggest that to my friend from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY], because 
it is not likely that the gentleman, who lives there upon the spot 
and knows the situation, would make any representation that was 
not correct when he advocates this measure here in his official 
capacity upon the floor of this House. The gentleman who in- 
spired this newspaper article was at one time governor of New 

exico, and he came here in an to fight these bonds. The 
Delegate said upon the floor of this House when the bill was before 


us some time ago that he thought some further time ought to be 


given, and asked that the House would not pass the at that 
time in order to enable him to communicate with his people. The 
House refused to pass the bill by a two-thirds vote at t time, 
but since then he has had ample time to communicate with his 
people, and he says in his letter that the people are satisfied. Let 
me call the attention of the House to the statement signed 
Governor Prince and others when these bonds were first iss 
The statement was in these words: . 

We, the undersigned, members of the Santa Fe Board of Trade and tax- 

yers of Santa Fe County, respectfully represent that the issue of $150,000 

n Sante Fe County bonds, issued in 1880 to aid in the construction of the 

Bania Fo N lew, Mexico and Southern Railroad, affords a safe and reliable in- 

That is signed by L. Bradford Prince, the very gentleman who 
een this article in the newspapers and who contests these 

nds. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. He was the governor of the Territory. 

Mr. KNOX. Allow me to suggest that these bonds were certi- 
585 to be good by the United States district attorney for the Ter- 
ritory. 

Mr. LACEY. They were certified by many of the leading citi- 
zens of the Territory, by the Board of Trade of Santa Fe, and 
others. They voted these bonds four times before they could get 
anybody to take them. 

Mr. OX. Five times. 

Mr. LACEY. Five times. And the fifth time the bonds were 
issued the money was furnished and the railroad was built. After 
the Territorial supreme court had declared the bonds valid, they 
issued new bonds to take up and pay off the old bonds. Now, my 
friend from New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER] wants the bonds repu- 
diated, in order that some gonone in the T of Boston, who 


have some bonds, may have the opportumiy to in on the ground 
floor with their own bonds, by haying the Territory repudiate its 
honest debts to somebody else. 
Here the hammer fell.] 
. OWENS. How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One minute. 

Mr. OWENS. I yield that time to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. WATSON 


Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I want to make just one 
statement in connection with this matter. The gentleman from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BAKER] a moment ago said he did not think 
that any genan upon the floor of this House would vote to 
validate these bonds unless he had some personal friend who 
owned some of them. That is a very serious reflection upon gen- 
tlemen who constitute this House. I never heard of this transac- 
tion in my life until the gentleman rose to make his speech. Ido 
not know anyone who has any money interest in these bonds, but 
I intend to vote to validate these obligations, because I believe 
them to be just. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
air sense the rules and pass the bill. 

e question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
aono that in his opinion two-thirds had voted in favor of the 
motion. 


es BAKER of New Hampshire and Mr. TERRY demanded a 
vision. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 65, noes 23. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire and Mr. TERRY made the 
point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore proceeded to count the House. 

Mr. HEPBURN (during thecount). Imake the point of order, 
on the counting of a quorum, that those members who enter the 
House after the announcement of the vote can not be counted. 


ae SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of 
order. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. On this question I demand 
the yeas an 


d nays. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore announced a sufficient number in 
support of the demand for the yeas and nays. 
r. LACEY demanded the other side. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 150, nays 48, 
not yoting 161; as follows: 


YEAS—150. 
Adams, Blue, Cobb, Fairchild, : 
Aldrich, Ala, Brewster, Codding, Faris, 
Aldrich, III. Broderick, Coffin, Fischer, 
Apsley, Bromwell, Cummin, Fle x 
Arnold, Pa. Brosius, Curtis, Iowa Fowler, 
Arnold, R. I. wn, Curtis, N. Gardner, 
Avery, Brumm, ‘ord, G m 
Babcock, Buck, Dayton, Gillet, N. Y. 
Barney, Bull, Dingley, Goodwyn, 
Beach, Burrell, Doolittle, Griffin, 
Belknap, Burton, Mo. Dovener, Griswold, 
Bennett, Cannon, Elett; Va. Grosvenor, 
Bingham, Chickering, Ellis. Grow, 
Bishop, Clardy. Erdman, Hadley, 
Black, Clark, lowa Evans, Hager, 


JUNE 1, 


Nebr. Har! Steele, 
—— Saen Stewart, Wis 
Johnson, Cal. Otjen, Stone, C. W. 

v. Johnson, N. Dak. Owens, og Nebr. 
Harrison, Lacey, Philips, yler, 
Hart, Latimer, Pitney, —.— 
paoms La Poole, Treloar, 

teh. z ty, Powers, Turner, Ga. 

——.— Lewis, ce, pa 

enderson, pone ‘adsworth, 
Hendrick, Loud, | Reyburn, ee Va. 
Henry, Conn. Loudenslager, alsh. 
Henry, Ind. Low, Russell, Conn, Wanger, 
Hicks, M 5 Watton 
Hi 732230 Willis’ 

CK, 

Hopkins, McLac 4 Wilson, Ohio 
sowe, Mercer, mthard, O. 
ore Miller, W. Va. apalding, 

u Miln park: 

ter, Minor, Wis. Sperry, 
NAYS—3. 
Abbo Curtis, Kans. McCall, Tenn. Sulloway, 
Baker, 1 ne De Armond, coat i 5 — 
Bank 23 Manley, Tate, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Hemenway, Otey. Terry, 
Bell, ‘epburn, e Tucker, 
Bell, Tex em, aney, Underwood, 
Burton, Ohio Kirkpatrick, Shuford, Williams, 
Cockrell, Linney, ings, ‘Woodard, 
Crow’ * 0 t. Yoakum. 
Strowd, N. C 
NOT VOTING—1i61. 

Acheson, Draper, Maddox, Russell, Ga. 
Ai Eddy, ý. Sayers, 
Allen, Elliott, S. C. DA Settle, 
Allen, Utah Fenton, Mahon, Shafroth, 
Androws, Foote, MeCrenry, Ky. Shaw. 
Atwood, Foss, McDearmon, Skinner, 
Bailey, Gamble McEwan, Smith, 
Baker, Ma. Gillett, Mass. McLaurin, Smith. Mich. 
Bar’ ' raff, © over, 
Barrett, Grout, Meilkiejotm, South 
Barthold x (5 eects 
Bartlett, bo Pa: M J 8 le, 

A ner, tephenson, 
Black N. Y. tt, Miller, Kans, 8 N. 2 
Boutelle, Hooker Milliken, Stone, W. A. 
Bowers. Howard Miner. N. Y. Strong, 

Hu Mondell, 8. 
Cate Huff, Money, Tawney, 
Clark, Mo. guins, Moody, Thomas, 
Clarke, Ala. mall, orse, Thorp, 

3 m — Towne, 
Cook, Wis. 4 | Ind. N — A Turner, Va. 
Cooke, III. Jones, Noonan, SI 
Cooper, Joy, Northway, an Horn. 
Cooper, K Van Voorhis, 
4 r, Wis. Kerr, Overstreet, Walker, Mass. 
Sooper: Kiefer, ees Warner, 
Serene Kulp, on, Watson, Ind. 
Cox, Kyle, = — — . 
Grovley ee Price, ilson, 
Sonne Leisenring, Quigg, Wilson. N. Y. 
Dalzeli, Leonard, a 
8 Lester, Woomer, 
De Witt, Linton, Robertson, La. Wright. 
a ore, Li 2 Pa. 

2 Lorimer, Rusk, 


The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Joy with Mr. McCreary of Kentucky, for this day. 

On this question: ; 

Mr. HUBBARD with Mr. SAYERS. 

Mr. Huu with Mr. PATTERSON. 

Mr. Lewis with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

Mr. Morse with Mr. STALLINGS. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. Baker of land with Mr. FITZGERALD, 

Mr. LEISENRING with Mr. SPENCER. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 150, the nays 43; 
two-thirds having voted in the affirmative, the rules are suspended, 
and the bill is passed. e Ae 

Mr.OWENS. Mr. Speaker, I want to see if the record is right. 
I understand the record is that the bill was , while it was 
really to concur in the Senate amendment, The bill passed the 
House some time ago. 

The SPEAKER. This is a House bill with a Senate amend- 
ment which the House has passed. Steer 

Mr. OWENS. It is just this way: It was a House bill with a 
Senate amendment, which the House committee passed with an- 
other amendment. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The bill that the gentleman sent 
up is a House bill with a Senate amendment, 

Mr. OWENS. The only —— was whether the record read 
right. I know that it was right bill, 


The SPEAKER. It seems that the House has 


passed the same 
bill which the Senate and the regular way in which to have 
passed it would have to concur in the Senate amendment, 

Mr. OWENS. With an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. With an amendment. And if there be no ob- 
jection that will be considered as the action of the House. 

Mr. KEM. Lobject. 

Mr. HENDERSON. It is a House bill that has passed with a 
Senate amendment. That seems to meet the case. 

The SPEAKER, The trouble is that the House has passed the 
bill with a Senate amendment and an amendment thereto. 

Mr. OWENS. I move that the record be made to conform to 
the action of the House. 

DERSON. The bill has passed with a Senate amend- 
ment and an amendment to that. 

The SPEAKER, Will the Reporters have the kindness to give 
the Chair the statement made by the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. LACEY. The motion was to concur in the Senate amend- 
ment with an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the bill will have to be 
regarded as a House bill with a Senate amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON. We have just passed the House bill with 
a Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. With the Senate amendment amended. 

Mr. OWENS. That is all I wanted. 

The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair that that was not the 
transaction of the House. 

855 ; 8 That is the transaction as the House under- 
8 it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, would it have been com 
under this order of business to have taken up this billand 
the amendment of the Senate without unanimous consent? 

Mr. OWENS. I moved to suspend the rules. 

Mr. HENDERSON. For the p of passing the bill, 

The SPEAKER. It would have competent to concur in 
ee ame amendment with an amendment under suspension of 

rales, 

Mr. LACEY. That is the effect. 

The SPEAKER. It would have been competent to do that, 

Mr. HENDERSON. It to the Senate as a House bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the action of the House 
ought to prevail, but of course can not control an individual mem- 
ber who may think otherwise. 

Mr. OWENS. Would a motion to correct the record to that 
effect be in order? 

The SPEAKER. The trouble is that the record has got to be 
corrected with reference to the facts. It can not be corrected to 
make the facts conform, but the gentleman can be recognized to 
make the motion. 

Mr. O S. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the House has peaa the bill. 

The SPEAKER. t can not be done; but the gentleman 
can now be recognized to make the proper motion. 

Mr. OWENS. Then I move to suspend the rules and concur 
in the Senate amendment with the amendment proposed by the 
House committee. 

The bill and amendments were read. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 


second. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a 
I object. 


second be considered as ordered. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. 

eaii I withdraw the motion to suspend the rules, Mr, 
Speaker. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. PRU- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the Presi- 
dent had 5 and signed bills and joint resolutions of the 
following titles: 

On May 28, 1896: 0 

An act (H. R. 9030) declaring a certain bri across the Talla- 
hatchie River, in Tallahatchie County, State of Mississippi, a law- 
ful structure, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 8590) granting to the Denver, Cripple Creek and 
Southwestern Railroad Company a right of way for a railroad 
through the South Platte and Plum Creek forest reserves in the 
State of Colorado; 

An act (H. R. 7324) to authorize and empower the State of 

y Reservation in 


tent 
opted 


South Dakota to select the Fort Sully Mili 
said State as a part of the lands granted to the State under the 
provisions of an act to provide for the admission of South Dakota 
into the Union, approved February 22, 1889, and for indemnity 
school lands, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 3013) to amend section 4131 of the Revised 


1896. 
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Statutes of the United States, to improve the merchant marine 
engineer service and thereby also to increase the efficiency of the 
1 gue and i 2 s; A 
oint resolution ( au Secretary o 
War to lend to the mayors oft e athorizing the ap Louis, III., 
and St. Louis, Mo., and vicinity, a number of tents; and 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 174) granting permission to the circuit 
and county courts in Rocking Ea ane Va., to occupy the 
Federal court room in EEEN 
On May 29, 1896: 
An act (H. R. 4452) to amend section 416 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States relating to the District of Columbia. 
An act (HR. 515) grantin to William G 
act ( 15) granting a pension rose; 
An act (H. R. 2326) granting a pension to Thomas Holaday; 
An act (H. R. 2844) granting a pension to Martha McNeil; 
An act (H. R. 4712) granting a pension to tA. Luthy; 
An act (H. R. 5814) granting a pension to A. Davis, 
err of James P. Davis and mother of Mary T. Davis, an invalid 
ughter; 
8 (H. R. 5854) ting a pension to John Caster; 
An act (H. R. ae or the relief of Maria E. Wilson; 
An act (H. R. 483) for the relief of Mary Jane Lynn, the daugh- 
ter of John R. Lynn, a Revolutionary soldier 
5 act (H. R. 5140) for the relief of Michael H. J. Crouch, late 


pany M, Sixth 2 Pennsylvania Cavalr 
airy act ct, H R. 3 a sacri to soe È. Sweeny, 
widow of weeny, deceased 


An act (H. 1.8.4189 Gen, Thomas increase of Pact to Georgianna 
C. Hall, dependent mother o Maj. John W. Williams, deceased, 
late surgeon United States Army; 

st ace (H. R. 5226) to give 8 pension to Gen. James C. 


Parr 
an a at (H. R. 485) for the relief of Kate Eberle, an Indian 
grees ‘act (H. R. 1601) to amend the military record of John S. 


Evan: 
An os (H. R. 7816) for the relief of John S. Burwell, adminis- 
trator of the estate of A. L. Burwell, deceased; 

An act eg R. 248) empowering and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to furnish four pieces of condemned cannon to the city 
of Hastings, Mich.; and 

An act (H. R. 6833), defining the standard shape and size for 
dry measures in use in the District of Columbia, | and for other 


z On June 1, 1896: 
An act (H. R. 4785) to incorporate the National University. 
WILLIAM H. MAHONEY. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a 

from the President of the United States, which the Clerk will aa, 
The message was read, as follows: 
To the House of Representatives: 

Iherewith return without a eof the cia ouse bill numbered — — “An 
act to provide for the payment of the claim of William H. Mahone: 

This bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 5 and ipay to W.H. 
Mahoney, without the indorsement of N. A. Rogers, a issued by 
the 8 hey tates in 1861 for the sum of $500, such . to be made Bs a 
y said Mahoney of a bond to hold harmless the United States 


against ot ent of said 
F ropayment of is one of a largo issue which was authorized under an 
act passed March 2, ,and known as Oregon war-debt bonds. They were 
made garens in 1881. 


In 1 TFTVFFCTCCCCCCC pdt AT at ps to issue 
or cause to be i E. F. and Samuel A. Ward duplicates of 19 of these 
bonds, particularly described by their numbers and otherwise. others 


are mentioned Nos. 1352 to 1359, inclusive.’ This of course includes the 
bond numbered 1358, which is directed to be paid in the bill under consider- 
ation. these d: can now be discovered to indi the n for the issu- 
ferred tha but from the fact that a bond of indemnity was 

th ied because of the loss or destruc- 


DY ilata of the bond in question, among others, was 
issued and made to 1 N of Thomas Pritchard, 8 Who 


was the payee in the vorlginal bo 
In 1881 this ee was paid b the Treasury Department and is now in 
ion of the Government. iy the T indorsement of the payee, “Thomas 
tcbard, attorney,” sores thereon, and all other proper indorsements 
to show title in the to whom man payment was made. 
The Government erefore once paid the amount of 8 bond to the 


mn abana entitled to it. If the benefici named in bill has a 
83 ‘ht to the money, the Government, not be: in Samar should bo 
yeo against double perment I suppose to sustain a upon the 
aranean ee given when the duplos e ee in “isst we should be 
to show that the second payment on thi bond was made 

Epon such a state of facts as compe ed or et least. it ified it. The 

of an act simpl 3 ch pa — would alone not be sufficient. The 

be given by this il! would afford the ent no pro- 


tection, since it only provides against repayment of the bond in the future, 
8 the 3 we should suffer from has already been made. 

Is t an act be direc: the Secretary of the Treasury to 
inves te the entire subject with = 4.1 of amarna to whom this 
money s. ae in a manner to bind, if possible, by the results of the 
money Shoul to whom 8 . re- 
fund it — — hasa 8 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 29, 1896. 


Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. e that is a bill that 


was introduced by my colleague, Mr. BARHAM. He is not present, 
but from conversation with him I know that he would wish to 
have it referred to the committee which considered the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the message and accom- 
panying bill will be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Kem]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I move that the message and bill 
be referred to the Committee on Claims. 
8 r motion was agreed to; and the reference was made accord- 
ingly. 

AMANDA WOODCOCK. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a message from the Presi- 
dent of the United States; which was read, as follows:“ 
To the House of Representatives: 

Ireturn without a: en bill No. 6087, entitled An act granting a 


pension to Mrs. Aman 
ion to the beneficiary therein 


—.— pa provides fa N of a 
bert Woodeock, d 5 


Ape ow of Ro 


The bill, if oe would te. inoperative, inasmuch as there was no such 


organization in t States 
alleged by the soldier having’ 


Volunteer Infantry), and the service 
the Fourth Kentucky Volunteer Infantry. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
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Mr. a Mr. Speaker, I move that the message and 
accompanying bill be referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
The motion was agreed to, and the reference was made. 


JONATHAN SCOTT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a m 
President of the United States; which was read, as f 


To the House of Representatives; 


Iherewith return without a 1 House bill No. 4526, entitled “An act 
granting * ponsi msion = e e 


hat the 1 “of the Interior place upon 
roll, at the rate of of $72 per month, oi hes the 8 and ee 
ot the pension la ws, the name of Jonathan te of Company M, Sixth 


ent Iowa Volunteer Cay: 
was d from the pension roll in October, 1895, after a 
the satisfaction 


from the 


7 . — h aminati for fraud, it ring to 
Ye niger on for frau R 
P — Bureau that the disability M : 


pension laws,“ and he would not be e: 8 
8 or newly dev 
Whatever may be the merits of hoo pot 6 the Pen- 
sion Bureau that the bill, ifi = became a law in its present form, would be in- 
operative, for the reason t the bene is bed 
been a member of the Sixth Regiment of Iowa 8 Ca „whereas 
1 in the Fifth Regiment of the Volunteer Ca 
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Mr. ANDREWS. I move the reference of this message, with 
the accompanying bill, to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
The motion was agreed to. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. CANNON. I rise to present a privileged 1 
of the committee of conference on the sundry ci appropriation 
bill. I ask that the statement of the House Se ggg may be 


aoe and that the reading of the conference report be dispensed 
wi 
TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the statement will be read 


without the reading of the report. 

Mr. KEM, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The accor from Nebraska [Mr. Kru] 
objecting, the conference report will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (HB 7664) appro- 
priations for sundry civil expenses of the n for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1307 and for other purposes, having met, 7 full and tree 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 


That the dments numbered 24, 25,101, 112, 
That the Bos ment to the amendments of the 


; recede from its 
Senate numbered 10,28,91, no pt 94; and agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 23: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 23, and to the sone with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the otter stricken out Ee aa id amend- 


ment insert ; and the Senate agree to 


Amendment numbered 92: That the House recede 2 its di disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate m 92, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sam ‘proposed naart o $84, $24,000" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 


as having 


on the amendments 
97, 109, 122, 123, 124, 140, 


J. G. CANNON, 
E. J. HAINER, 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
W. B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The following statement of the House conferees was read: 
rs on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree- 
the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the 
(H. R. 7664) ma 
ernment for the 


The committee of conference have been unable to 
of the Senate numbered 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 18, 15, 16, 17,32, 61, 
141, 146, 147, and 161, 


On No. 10 Aprevpriaces for bathroom and lavatory in the public 
building at Sioux Falls, S. Dak., as pro) by the Senate. 
On Nos. 23. 24, and riates $8,950, as proposes by the House, in- 
stead of $7,450, as p the Senate, for ce: improvements of the 
Oa Ne. 2 Apr priates $30,000, posed by the Senate, f light 
0. 28: Appro! as pro or range- 
stations in Sand Bay, Re 


$24,000, instead of $13,000,as proposed 
by the Senate, for lighting the Capitol 
, as proposed by the Senate, for extension of 
electric-light plants in the Capitol and to the ds about the Capitol. 

z x posed by the Senate, for ventilation 


riation of $5,000 the 

FF 
lights on the 
Judi- 


‘ks, at the prices per lamp as proposed by the House. 
conference ha — 70 d 


93: Appropriates 
1000 as pro 


amen: namely: 
On Nos. 2, 3. 4, 6, 7, 8, 13, 15, 16, and 17, relating to public buildings, as follows: 
Boise z 1 increasing limit of cost Kom $150,000 to $200,000, and appro- 
Camden, N. J: increasing limit and appropriating $25,000; 
000, e, Wyo., in limit from 000 to $250,000, and appropriat- 


‘ortress Monroe, Va., for post-office 8 $15,000; 
Helena, Mont., increasing t from $150,000 to $300,000, and appropriating 


oN. Mo., increasing limit from $1,200,000 to $1,316,000; 
meas Nebr., appropriating $100,000, instead of $70,000, as proposed by the 
ouse; 
St. Paul, a riating $125,000, instead of $60,000, as the House; 
Sava * limit $100,000, and appropria pat ani 
he Lake City, Utah, appropriating $75,000 for site and commencement of 


ilding. 
On — numbered 32, appropriating $15,000 for a light- house on Swan 
Island, in the Caribbean Sea. 

On amendment numbered 61, ray pa ede $250,000 for an additional fire- 

building for the use of the National Museum. 

On amendment numbered 96, increasing the appropriation for surveys and 
resurveys of public lands from $250,000 to $400,000. 

On amendment numbered 97, relating to the reclamation of arid lands. 

On amendment numbered 109, appro; naung $35,000 to enable the Govern- 
ment to take part in the International 5 on at Brussels, Belgium. 


On amendments numbered 122, 123, an rela’ to the price to be paid 
for gas lamps in the public grounds. ‘ou ph 


On amen nts num! 140 and 141, relating to the improvement of the 


Columbia River. 
On amendments numbered 146 and 147, rela to the supporh and medical 
rfield hospitals. 


treatment of destitute patients and to Providence and 
On amendment numbered 161, paag to the disbursement of appropria- 
tions for the National Home for Disa Volunteer Soldiers. 


The question being taken, the conference report was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. CANNON. I move that the House further insist on its dis- 
agreement to the Senate amendments still in controversy, and 
ask a further conference with the Senate. 

Mr, LOUDENSLAGER. Lask a separate vote onSenateamend- 
ment numbered 3, on which I desire to move concurrence. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be put on the motion of the 
gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Cannon], excepting amendment 
numbered 3. 

The motion was agreed to. 

13 SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read amendment num- 

red 3. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

mblic buil at Camden, N.J.: For construction of bi a 000; 
— limit of Sona said building is increased $125,000. mulling, $6, 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I move that the House recede from 
its disagreement and concur in the amendment. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being—ayes 33, noes 64. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CAN NON] that the House further insist on 
its disagreement to Senate amendment numbered 8, and ask a 
conference with the House thereon. 

The motion was to. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the House further insisted on its disagreement to Sen- 
ate amendments and asked a conference with the Senate thereon 
was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the former conferees. 
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LABOR COMMISSION, 


Mr. PHILLIPS. I move a suspension of the rules for the con- 
sideration and passage of House bill No. 9188. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill = R. 9188) 1 She tment of a 8 commission 
to co information and to co ler and recommend legislation to meet 
the problems presented by labor, agriculture, and capital. 


Whereas many of those engaged in the various fields of labor and al: 
of those engaged ized toy her with 


and, together wi 

1 in commerce, are Dresenting press to Con; and to 
the various State governments, seeking an emanding legislation in their 
behalf: Now, therefore, in order to give a hearing and to meet the require- 
ments of this number of citizens, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States is hereby au- 

rected to i 5 pea a commission, to be called the “industrial 

on,” composed as follows: Three men representative of labor, three 

men representative of agriculture, three men representative of manufac- 

turing, and three men representative of business. A majority of this com- 

mission shall not belong to any one of the political des which took part in 

the last Presidential election. The President shall have the power to remove 

any member of said commission for inefficiency, neglect of duty, or malfeas- 
ance, or for any other reason duly set forth. 

SEC. 2. That each division of three shall have the right to employ one legal 
adviser, whose compensation shall be the same as hereinafter provided for a 
member of the commission, and one secretary, at a salary of per month; 
the commission shall convene in the city of Washington, D. G., within sixty 
days after its 8 and shall moo ee by the selection of one of its 
members as president, who shall desi; from time to time one of the sec- 
. for in this section to act as secretary of the coi on. 
The president and officers shall be chosen by a ority vote of the commis- 
ston, and may be removed from office at any time 

e CO! 


co: 
tees and 
shall have power to make such 
out the purposes of this act. 
Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of this commission to in te questions 
rtaining to 2 labor, to agriculture, to manuf: g, and to 
— — and to recommend to Congress such legislation as it may deem best 
m these subiecte 
EC. 4. That it shall furnish such information ana soggosè 
may be made a basis for uniform legislation by the ous States of the 
Union, in order to harmonize confli interests and to be equitable to the 
laborer, the employer, hep producer, and the consumer. 
e com on 


if 

ecessary, and if necessary it ma; * a subcommission or com- 

missions of its members to make inecetien on in any part of the United 

States, and it shall be allowed actual necessary expenses for the same. It 
ma pares the namie Shes send for persons ane 9 

oaths or affirmations. necessary expenses, inclu rk, short- 

hand reporters, messengers, rent for place of m 5 tarnai and fix- 

tures, and —— and stationery shall be allowed; however, not to exceed 
$50,000 per annum for expenditures under this section. 

Sec. 6. That it 3 time to time tothe President of the United 
States, and shall at the conclusion of its labors submit a final rt. 

SEC. 7. That the term of the commission shall be two years. The salary of 
each member of coi on be $5,000 per annum and actual travy- 
eling expenses from the home of commissioner to Washington and re- 
turn once each year. 

Sec. S. That any vacancies occurring in the commission by reason of death, 
disability, or from any other cause, shall be filled by appointment of the 


President of the United States. 
out the provisions of thisactis hereby 


SEC. 9. That asum sufficient to 
appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury of the United States not 


erwise appropriated. 


The SPEAKER. Isasecond demanded on the motion to sus» 
pend the rules? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire that a second be 
considered as ordered? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, a second will be consid- 
ered as ordered, 

Mr. KEM. I object. ` 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the 8 from 
Nebraska [Mr. Kem]. The gentleman from New York, Mr. 
BARTLETT, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. PHILLIPS, 
will please take their places as tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 122, noes 1. 

So a second was ordered. i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PHILLIPS) is ized to control twenty minutes, and the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] the same amount of 
time. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I reserve my time for the present. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, my object in 
demanding asecond was to obtain the opportunity to criticise cer- 
tain provisions of this bill from the 2 of a lawyer and 
from a constitutional point of view. This bill being brought up 
to-day in this peculiar manner, under a motion to suspend the 
rules, every member, no matter how earnest and ardent he may 
be in the interest of labor, is denied opportunity to suggest any 
amendments. Asgentlemenare well aware, no amendment is now 
in order. So this bill, different in form from the original bill— 
different from the bill as amended a few days ago on the motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania—this bill revamped comes 
up for consideration without any member having had any oppor- 
tunity in advance to read it. Iam aware, Mr. Speaker, that the 


such laws as 


1896. 
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members of this House are afraid even to criticise a bill which 
comes to the House in the name of the labor interests of the coun- 
try. But I shall indicate, sir, two objections, of a constitutional 
nature, which I consider are serious, and so serious as to demand 
that this bill should not be passed. 4 4 

Bear in mind that when the labor organizations of this country 
recommended such a bill it was not the bill now before the House. 
It was a bill pro in the Fifty-third Congress, some time in 
the year 1894. e have had no opportunity to examine that bill 
to-day, and I call your attention to the fact that one of the labor 
organizations in recommending that bill conditioned its approval of 
it upon strict economy in expenditure. What is the casein regard 
to this bill? You give each of the 12 members of your composite 
committee $5,000 a year, and zou also provide that there shall be 
four legal ađvisers—an entirely unnece: expenditure. I cer- 
tainly, Mr. Speaker, should advocate at proper times the in- 
terests of the bar. But on this occasion I see no necessity what- 
ever for legal advisers; hence there is a clear waste of $20,000 per 
annum in this one item. You also provide a number of clerks, 
at the salary fixed in the bill, amounting in the aggregate to $9,600 
for the two years, and further $50,000 per annum in the way of 

meral expenditures, making the sum total for the two years 
$279,200 as carried by the bill. : : 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the first objection to the bill is thatit provides 
that the members of the commission shall be appointed by the 
President of the United States alone. If we takethe test of the de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, going back to the 
case of The United States vs. Hartwell, in 1867, reported in 6 Wal- 
lace, and continued in the Germaine case of eleyen years later, and 
in the latest case, The United States vs. Monat, decided in 1887, you 
will find certain rules are laid down as to what constitutes an 
office. It is laid down by the Supreme Court that the indicia are 
duration, tenure, emoluments, and duties, and you find in the 
ideas in this particular case under consideration appertaining to 
ie functions of these officials all the indicia of a United States 
officer. 

Now, if they are superior officers, they must be Sopon under 
our Constitution, by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate. If they are inferior officers, by the Presi- 
dent, or the head of a Department, or by the courts alone. But 
no one will contend, when it is remembered that even a second 
lieutenant or an officer of inferior rank in the Army or Navy is 
dependent for his appointment on the confirmation of the Senate— 
no one will maintain that one of these commissioners is not an 
officer of high rank in the constitutional sense, and hence that 
his appointment must not be confirmed by the Senate. Now, ap- 

int your men on that commission, but beware lest they never 

e paid their salaries, lest after serving two years and applyin 

for their salaries the Supreme Court of the United States shall 
decide that they were officers of the United States and had been 
appointed in violation of the Federal Constitution. 

ow, whatis the other objection? Itis that by the Constitution 
of 1787 all legislative powers are vested in the Congress of the 
United States. If this been an SOE pTO TIE for the appoint- 
ment of a commission to collate or e evidence as to strikes, 
lockouts, and so on, or the interests of capital as opposed to labor, 
I should say well and good. I should vig | i ta such a meas- 
ure. But here is a proposition to delegate the legislative powers 
of Congress—that is, to delegate the powers of suggestion, with a 
mandatory force almost equal to that of Con to a body of 
12 men who are to consider the whole subject-matter of legisla- 
tion upon the subjects involved. And I say that there, gentle- 
men, you violate one of the first principles of the Federal Consti- 
tution, the principle of the tripartite division of power into the 
executive, legislative, and judicial branches. And if you read 
the Constitution of the United States you will find that Article I, 
section 1, provides that— 

1 tive ers herein ted shall be vested in a Congress of th 

United Beate ve N x nee S 

And yet to-day you are about to advertise 3 to the people 
of this country, far and wide, as incapable of legislation. You 
have your great Committee on Ways and Means, your committees 
on Immigration, on Labor, on Banking and Currency, on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures, on every civil relation of the Gov- 
ernment, and yet you propose to say to the people of the United 
States that we, the members of the Fifty-fourth Congress, have not 
the brain power. we have not the knowledge, the experience, or the 
capacity to legislate for the people of the United States, and desire 
now, at the end of the nineteenth century, to abdicate our powers 
and to delegate them to a tribunal composed of twelve men. 

Why, I say, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, that this is a most un- 
constitutional attempt to exercise the powers of the Government. 
I say you have no right, taking in view the fact that the only ones 
to be considered are the people of this country—the electors of this 
country—on the one hand and we, their Representatives, on the 
other, to abdicate your powers. They give us certain powers by 
electing us and sending us to Congress, The Federal Constitution 


gave us other powers to which the people at large consented; but 
nobody has ever yet voted in favor of such a change of the Federal 
Constitution as that which you practically will inau te to-day. 
Legislative powers are vested in the Senate and the House of * 
resentatives. These powers from 1787 have been exercised by 
Congress of the United States. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will my friend permit me? I have been lis- 
tening to what he has said—that there is something in this bill 
which gives to this commission legislative powers. I have read 
the bill very carefully. Ihave seen nothing of that kind in it. 
This commission may inquire into and investigate certain prob- 
lems relating to labor, immigration, etc., and may recommend, 
may suggest to those who have the legislative power, any p 
sitions of legislation or otherwise, that may seem to them desirable 
for the promotion of these great interests. Where is there any- 
thing in that bill to vest in this commission legislative powers? 
This is a mere commission of parliament, which Great Britain 
has created over and over again, and which we have created. We 
have a Labor Commissioner, who suggests legislation. Ido not 
see on ne bill which goes beyond that, as I have read it. 

Mr. BAR TT of New York. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the 
distinguished gentleman from Maine, to whom I am always glad 
to listen, because his 3 are always full of point and in- 
terest, let me say that if we do not violate the letter of the Fed- 
eral Constitution we violate its spirit. Let me call the attention 
of the distinguished gentleman from Maine to the decisions of the 
courts in our various States, where the judges have said if the 
general legislative power can not be delegated with propriety to 
an individual it can not be delegated to communities or to the 
electors of the whole State. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is there any delegation of legislative power 
in this bill? I do not find mde of the sort. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I say that it violates the spirit 
of the Federal Constitution. It was intended by those t men 
who met at Philadelphia in 1787 that the only suggestions as to 
legislation should come from the people at large. Now, you give 
this special body of twelve men a standing between the people who 


have sent you here and yourselves, their representatives. If you 
do not give them the absolute power to le te, you give them 
power to investigate on all these questions. With what intent and 


pe That their suggestions shall have a certain degree of 
orce, be it more or less binding. I should agree with the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. DinaLey] if this bill were only to investi- 
gate questions of the relations o 2 and labor, that is, as con- 
cerned in lockouts and strikes. That might be a pertinent and 
proper subject of investigation, to hold hearings, and to report 
the evidence taken to this body, in order that we might be guided 
in the future; but it is wrong to write ourselves down as incom- 
petent, and to relegate to this commission questions pertaining to 
immigration, as to which we have just passed a bill, with 
enlightenment from the distinguished gentleman from Missouri, 
the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania, and the distin- 
guished gentleman from Massachusetts. You have passed your 
immigration bill. What more need of inquiry? Then as to labor, 
let that pass, if that were the only question. But you gofurther, 
and say all questions as to agriculture and all questions as to 
business. The last, Mr. Speaker, covers nearly every field of in- 
quiry as to which the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] is 
regarded by a large part of this country as the highest exponent 
and the most worthy legislator. 

Mr. Speaker, I k in the true interests of American labor. I 
am in favor of and I shall always advocate the true interests of 
the laboring man, of the mechanic, the artisan, and the agricul- 
turist. I do not, for one, understand the subdivision, which must 
be new and artificial, between labor and agriculture. Thatisa 
division which would hold that the man who follows the plow is 
not embraced in the ordinary ranks of labor, but that the railwa 
conductor is. Now, can it be said—and I ask the distinguish 
gentleman from Maine—that when you pass a bill authorizing the 
5 of a nonpartisan commission to collate information 
and to consider and recommend legislation, to meet the problems 

resented by labor, agriculture, and capital, that the recommen- 
tions of this commission, inchoate to-day but probably spring- 
ing full into being a week hence, shall have no force with this 
body? Can you say that they shall have no binding effect to any 
extent whatsoever? Doesthe gentleman maintain for one moment 
that if that commission recommends various schemes of legisla- 
tion we shall be as free as we are to-day? No, there will stand 
another body, another armed force, between us and our constitu- 
ents, a force which shall say, Vote in accordance with these 
measures which we recommend or be relegated forever to polit- 
ical obscurity.” 
Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. In a moment, before I have 
finished. Now, I maintain, gentlemen, that this bill is unconsti- 
tutional for the reasons which I have indicated. In the first 
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ts of the commissioners will be made 


Where a million dollars will be saved in a single hour, why talk 
of your $80,000? 

e gentleman from New York . BARTLETT] refers to the 
Spee of this commission. Whatis theexpense? This bill pro- 
vides 


the Federal convention in 1787, when you consider the Annapolis 
convention of 1786—if I mistake not, only four of the eight colonies 
called upon were represented—you will find it was to be the func- 
tion of that body before we had any real government, before we 
had any Federal Constitution, to suggest legislation. 

This object which you provide for in your bill to-day might be 
all very well if we had not been existing with a written Consti- 
tution for the last century and more; but I appeal to you, gentle- 
men, do not pass this bill which will say to the ple of the 
United States we are not competent to legislate for them at large. 
Do not such a bill because one or two gentlemen, representa- 
tives of labor organizations, said that they believed in a bill 
which was before us in 1894. This is a serious matter. The peo- 
ple of this country will not regard with favor any attempt on our 
part, their chosen representatives, to abdicate our functions. 

Mr. LOW. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 


tion? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Certainly. 

Sania dic IMa PAAA fos tes rie nite purpose 88 
appoin y the ent for c of o 
5 and that the members of that Commission were not 
appointed subject to the approval of the Senate? 

. BARTLETT of New York. In answer to the tleman 
from New York, I yal one 1 7505 I Eraiste Mrs the Saws 
Commission was appo or the purpose o uiring informa- 
tion; but that Commission was not 5 Speaker, for 


the of s 5 legislation or n egislation 
to sal Seong the United States. As to the ot point, I 
call the attention of the gentleman from New York to the indicia 
to office, as laid down by the Supreme Court of the United 
States—duties and emoluments, tenure and duration. That Com- 
mission is a temporary commission; but this commission, lasting 
as it will for a fixed and definite period of two years, carries with 
it, orce, the ideas of duration and tenure. 
e SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

poe PHILLIPS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 

Wa. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, this is what is known as the 
“labor bill,” reported from the Committee on Labor; and I rise to 
support it as a lawyer and as a laboring man. [Laughter and 
applause. 

iy friend from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] criticises the bill 
because of the way that it is brought in. It was introduced on 
the first day of this Congress, and was reported to the House on the 
15th day of February, so that the bill and the able report thereon 
have long been in our possession. On the 23d of this month this 
bill, with certain amendments, was introduced, which is the bill 
to be voted upon nowW— the only changes made cut down the num- 
ber of the officials—so that everyone is familiar with this bill, and 
the original bill has been discussed most ably by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PHILLIPs]. 

Now, it is simply this: It creates a commission, consisting of 
three representatives of labor, three representatives of agriculture, 
three representatives of manufactures, and three representatives 
of general business. hey teed each paid $5,000 a year, and each 
of these groups is to be ai by a legal adviser, who is to be paid 
the same amount. This makes the total annual salaries $80,000, 
the object being to bring into one council chamber the represent- 
atives of all the great interests of the country. That in itself is 
argument enough for me to support it. In reply to my friend 
from New York [Mr. Banter} I ~ that we abdicate nothing; 
we abdicate — pri of Congress. e have it in our power to 
pass a law, with the help of the Senate, which shall make the 
officers to be confirmed with the advice of the Senate or not as we 
choose. We are the lawmaking power. 

When it comes to getting information, notwithstanding the 
high attainments of the distinguished gentleman from New York, 
Ihave never been so much convinced as within the last twenty 
minutes of the necessity for more information for the benefit of 
lawmakers. [Laughter and applause. 

IT submit, Mr. Speaker, that we may be able lawyers—some may 
be able doctors, some may be able preachers—but if we can have 
Se nes aED REFA auld Lie gies AAE 

great i in an great man turing 
interests, and representing general business, we will all get infor- 
mation that be a surprise to most of us. I say to you, talk 


conditions of the country. It will prevent great loss and expense 
g the great interests of country into close and cor- 


That our relations are most intimately bound up with the wage earner is 
POREDE e maoy strikes and lockouts recent sents, which have entailed 
great and loss of property, aswell as the sacrifice of life. Upon 
this subject of strikes we desire to state that the Hon. Carroll D. Wrigh 
Commissioner of Labor, in his third annual report submitted the results 05 
an extensive investigation as to strikes and lockouts in the United States 
from 1880 to 1885. It will be seen by an examination of this that 
during the years named (1851 to 1880. both inclusive) there were 3,002 serikes 
in the United States. 

3 were 22,304 establishments and more than 1,823,203 employees in- 

It will be seen also by this report that— 

The loss to the strikers for the period of six years W as , 814, 723 
Loss to the employees by reason of Iockouts =e sf 115 it 
Loss to employers of labor — 84,163,814 
Amount of assistance to strikers by contribution .................. 


Total loss in the six years 98, 566, 850 


These figures resent actual | parties 
represent the 9 — tony — 1o03 to the, camo to — by 

Trae facie sand Beacon OF ia wk 
outs are not fully accessible. They are recent history and are sail inon ap- 

iaia Sain. there imata as e es ee 

What is the cost of this commission in the face of these figures? 

If we are going into this matter, let us doit right and make such 
provisions as will secure the services of the very best men. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission is pala $7,500 each an- 
nually. The Commissioners of the District of Columbia get $5,000 
each. The Dawes Indian Commission get $5,000 each, and the 
same rate was paid to the Utah Commission. In my opinion this 
is a more important commission than either of these. is com- 
mission should rank in point of ability with Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress, and should receive as much compensation. 
The abler the men the more valuable will be their recommenda- 
tions. Do not haggle over the expense in the face of the mighty 
interests involved. 

_ But the wisdom of creating such a commission is called in ques- 
tion. Mr. Speaker, “the world moves,” and the lawmaker that 
closes his eyes and heart to the growing needs of this world, and 
especially of this country, will soon be left at home, and ought to 
be. Labor and its associates, agriculture and manufacturing, are 
growing with modern civilization in ea grag and their rela- 
tions must be studied for their good and the good of the whole 
people. The spirit of the age is calling for statistics touching 

ese great interests. In proof of this I again quote from the re- 
port of the Committee on Labor of the House: 


Labor statistical bureaus are of recent origin, and were first established in 
the United States—the first one in Massachusetts in 1860. They have since 


„ 


1885. The er TO; 
dated 2 75 „1891. and is composed of 27 members. The and final re- 
rt of this commission was made to both houses of Parliament in June, 1894. 
e German commission of labor statistics was appointed in 1891, and it 
consists of 14 members, 168 civil servants, and 84 assistants. e higher 
council of labor was established in France in 1891. It consists of 50 mem- 


social 
of labor was appointed in 1892. It consists of 45 members, chosen in equal 
numbers from workingmen, employers, and specialists in economic science. 
Let the American Con; keep pace with the spirit of the age 
and seek for all possible light affecting these great and growing 
interests. 


in 
I say to this House that the labor interests and the 3 
interests of this country with united voice ask for the 288 
of this bill, and I am sorry that a lawyer from the great pire 
State should rise and antagonize it. t us with one voice vote 
for it. I hope my friend from New York will join us—I believe 
he will, because I see his face mellowing up with a kindly dis- 
position. [Laughter.] Let us obey the mandates, the prayers, 
of all these great interests, and dedicate this petty sum to try to 
bring together all the great interests of this country and give us 
all the light that is possible before we legislate. [Applause. 

Mr. P „ I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
New Jersey [Mr. GARDNER]. 
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tleman from New York 

ation, as he usually 
to criticise this bill from the 
the House to take that 


Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, the 
stated with great distinctness and 
standpoint of a ‘ 
the 8 fos 


be said. 

The gentleman seemed concerned because the Seriate of the 
United States is not to confirm the members of this commission. 
In the first place, Mr. ker, I take it that the Senate has the 
capacity to take care of itself and of the Constitution in that 
regard. Secondly, the view of the gentleman that that is neces- 
sary is buta of that error which makes him set down the 
creation of this commission as at least an attempt on the part of 
Congress to create these commissioners officers of the United 
States ing legislative power. I admit that the gentleman 
is 8 on the Constitution. I admit that he somewhere 
this side of where the lamented Webster left off, and that he is 
far ahead of the most advanced stage of that great lamented ex- 

under of the Constitution, when he discovers that there is great 

ger that the Congress of the United States is go Rie get in- 
formation from an unconstitutional source. ughter.] If 
there is a suggestion in the gentleman’s argument when analyzed, 
if there is anything left, it is that Congress is going to find an 
unconstitutional source from which to get information for legis- 


tion. 

Now, I do not wonder —I would not wonder, I prefer to say— 
if some gentleman should conceive the notion t it was en- 
tirely unconstitutional to proceed to investigate questions per- 
taining to statesmanship outside of the area of their own hori- 
zon, but as to the great majority of this body, I trust and believe 
that that is not true. Mr. 5 er, nobody denies or will deny 
that there are in our society great questions at issue; nobody 
denies or will deny that there are looming above the political 
horizon social and political problems of mighty moment. They 
are neither timid nor inconsiderate people who believe that it 
may be possible that if society does not proceed to solve those 
problems, they, bana , may p to solve society. If the 

mtleman from New York, or anybody else, would suggest a 
Better method of meeting these questions to appoint a com- 
oe aes represents as nearly, I take it, the main interesis 

volved 

Mr. LINNEY. Why should not this House, by a change of its 
rules, appoint a new committee and place the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Iowa, General HENDERSON, at the head of it, and 
thus get all the information by a committee of this House that 
arg ibly be obtained by the expensive process proposed in 


bill? 

Mr. GARDNER. Iam afraid, Mr, Speaker, that the great mass 
of the people who are interested in the solution of these problems, 
finding a commission so constituted, would believe that there was 
about as much politics involved in its make-up as there appears to 
be in the questions propounded and the suggestions made in 
opposition to this bill. : 

Mr. LINN EY. But would not acommittee be less to that 
objection than a commission to be Papert by the dent, 
who himself represents politics at white heat? : 

Mr. GARDNER Mr. Speaker, I do not care to consume time 
in a discussion as to whether the President of the United States, 
upon an occasion like this, may or may not rise above petty par- 
tisan considerations and 4 3 55 a commission such as the coun- 
try has a right to expect at the hands of the Chief Magistrate. I 
was about to say that this commission will represent the interests 
involved in most of the disputes that now arise in the business of 
the country. They will come together, and they must and will 
seek to reconcile their differences. They will be free from politi- 
cal bias and party bickering. They will have faith in the sin- 
cerity of each other, and the public in all of them. If they agree, 

exing problems will be solved. If they can not agree, they 

— the wale will understand why, and whether there is an irre- 

ible conflict.“ That there are problems none will deny; that 

ey will be solved without effort nobody believes. To pass and 

put into operation this bill is, in my opinion, an imperative duty 
of the hour, 3 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. oe five minutes to the gentleman from 


Mr. BELKNAP. Speaker, I willconsume but a few minutes 
of the time of the House in which to express my earnest advocacy 
of the passage of this measure. Some seem to think that strikes 
and disorders of like character are always occasioned by the im- 

tuosity or unwise acts of labor. I deny this to be the fact. All 

ir-minded citizens, upon reflection, must admit that often capital 
is oppressive and unjust, and therefore at fault; and remember, 
gentlemen, labor does not ask for charity; all it wants is justice. 

Under our form of government all men are equal before the 


tween the employer and the employee, or that there is uently 
on and injustice. ore, it is our highest duty as 
© immediate representatives of the people, honored as we are 
by their suffrages with seats in this branch of our chief legisla- 
tive body, to adopt such measures as will do away with this un- 
fortunate condition of affairs. This can not be done without a 
careful consideration of the interests of all. The facts must all 
be weighed in an unselfish, thoughtful manner, so that a fair and 
just conclusion may be reached. 

The W A of the „industrial commission,” as author- 
ized by this bill, I believe, will accomplish this most desirable end. 
Composed, as it will be, of competent representatives of labor, of 
agriculture, of manufacturing, and of business, all sides may have 
a full hearing and all interests carefully weighed, and as a result 
proper legislation for the remedying of existing evils may be rec- 
ommended. 

This measure has received the earnest attention of able men, 
fully competent to come to a wise and proper decision upon such 
matters, and it has their unanimous recommendation. 

By referring to the third annual report of the Hon. Carroll D. 
e Spe Commissioner of Labor, we find the results of an exten- 
sive investigation as to strikes und lockonts in the United States. 
Itshows that during the years named (1881 to 1886, both inclusive) 
8,902 strikes occurred in our free and grand Republic. Establish- 
ments to the number of 22,304 and more than 1,323,203 employees 
were involved. The report also shows that— 


Tho loss to the strikers for the period of six years was $51,814,723 
Loss to the employees by reason of lockouts 8, 157, 717 
Loss to employers of labor -- 34, 163, 514 
Amount of assistance to strikers by contribution 4, 400, 5 

Total loss in the six veart adoni 98, 566, 859 


These figures, which I take from the report of the House of Rep- 
resentatives Committee on Labor, in connection with the bill we 
are considering, show the losses in dollars and cents; but, gentle- 
men, I ask you to reflect upon the fact of how i ificant and 
inco uential are these losses in comparison with the heart- 
aches, the distress, and sorrow brought about by these unfortu- 
nate occurrences. Think of the sorrowing wife, the suffering 
children, the heartbroken father; hunger and want staring in the 
face him and his; and all this 8 brought about by the 
selfishness of some, or on account of unfortunate misunderstand- 
ings between man and man; all occurring right here in our own 
prolific land, filled with plenty, and where none who are worthy 
should eyer want. Answer by your votes if it is not high time 
that we, the le's servants, should act, and at once, and afford 
a proper me of relief. 

urther, Mr, Speaker, all will recall the fact that since 1886, 
the last year covered by the report of the Commissioner of Labor, 
heretofore referred to, strikes have occurred greater and more 
distressing than those mentioned in the period named. Aye, sir; 
something must be done without delay to right this hurtful and 
unhappy condition ofaffairs. 

The investigation of the questions involved must be made in a 
nonpartisan manner. This bill requires that a majority of the 
commission shall not belong to any one of the political parties. 
Therefore it meets that most n requirement. 

Mr. Speaker, as members of this body we have considered varied 
and important questions, but none of which concerns more closely 
the welfare of the Republic and the happiness of its people than 
the one now before us. This bill brings together the chosen rep- 
resentatives of capital and of labor, in the same room, around the 
same table, where the needs of all may be carefully considered; 
where the interests of all may be discussed. It harmonizes these 
conflicting elements, Instead of pulling against each other they 
will pull together. Instead of Forking as enemies they will act 
as friends, What better method could we adopt, Mr. Speaker? 
This bill has the hearty approval of every labor organization in 
the land. It is a fair and just measure, aud we owe it to the bone 
and sinew of our country that it should be passed. 

I ask you, gentlemen, to bear in mind the fact that the Union 
of the States was preserved by the men who guided the plow, who 
swung the hammer, who pulled the throttle, or followed some 
other worthy avocation in the ranks of labor. To the heroism 
and self-sacrifice of the laboring man capital owes the preserva- 
tion of the best form of government ever known to man. 

Some seem to think that patriotism is dying out, that love of 
country is diminishing; but, Mr. Speaker, this can not be. On 
the heathered hills of Scotland the sword of Wallace is yet a 
bright tradition. The genius of France, in its brilliant literature 
of the day, still paysits high tribute to the young Maid of Orleans. 
On the mountains and in the valleys of the picturesque Republic 
of Switzerland the story of William Tell is still rehearsed and his 
memory most highly honored. The sous of the Fatherland still 
love the country 1 which runs the lovely Rhine. And the 
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sons of the Emerald Isle still cherish the records of her heroes 
and are loyal to her cause. And here in our own fair land, if at 


any time our country should be in trouble; if at any time our free 
Republic should be attacked by some monarch from across the 
sea, the so-called laboring man would be the first to respond to a 
call; to see to it that the principles represented by the Stars and 
fase the dearest flag that waves, always triumph. 

T. Speaker, the signs of the times are auspicious; the return 
to power of the party of protection is assured. Then will the 
worthy unemployed be given the work of which they have been 
. by an unjust and uncalled-for free-trade policy. 

erefore, 8 pass this bill and give to all right and 
justice, and thus take a grand step forward toward that happy 

h s “peace on earth, good will toward men.“ [Loud ap- 
plause. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Howe]. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. Speaker, to my mind this bill is one of the 
most important that has come up for consideration before this 
House. It has for its object the bringing about of a better under- 
standing between 8 and labor, and therefore I am in favor 
of its . Any legislation that has for its object the bring- 
ing about of a better understanding between capital and labor 
should commend itself to our most earnest thought, for it concerns 
the enlargement of our internal commerce and the enrichment 
and happiness of 70,000,000 people. This bill has the support of 


labor or; tions throughout the country, and the fact that not 
a single rd of trade or commercial or manufacturing organiza- 
tion Liat spin nst its passage shows that it will be accept- 
able to classes of our citizens, and will go far toward solving 


the vexed questions that so often arise between capital and labor. 

It will be far-reaching in solving the problem as to the condi- 
tions that attain in all parts of this country, in Europe, and 
throughout the world, and, Mr. Speaker, not the least of its 
achievements will be to pu a quietus upon the traffic in human 
labor as now practiced through the importation of foreign pau- 
pers; men who are bartered and sold like cattle, men who are im- 
ported by unscrupulous demagogues to compete with and degrade 
American labor. These foreign paupers are not immigrants; they 
do not come here to stay; they do not intend to make this country 
their home; they are scavengers; they are antagonistic to Ameri- 
can institutions; they are as clay in the hands of the potter, and 
pale Sra by their demagogic slave owners and are only here to 
8 from the fruits of honest toil. 

The pomago of this bill will blot out this inhuman traffic in for- 
eign pauper labor. It will also be an eye opener to the next Con- 
gress in placing the bars of protection high enough in the interests 
of American labor so that it will not have to compete with un- 
favorable conditions in Italy, Japan, and India, for, Mr. Speaker, 
this commission will show that the conditions that attain in this 
country will not compare with those in lands that are but now 
emerging from the dark-lantern ages of the middle century. The 
characteristics, results, and fruits of civilization can not be brought 
to the low level of ignorance and poverty without suffering loss. 
It will show that values here are established on quite a different 
basis, and that they can not be brought to the low level and con- 
ditions that exist in countries that are only now, in the beginning 
of the twentieth century, emerging from barbarism without 
bringing depreciation, stagnation, and general demoralization 
upon the business and labor interests of our country, for, Mr. 
Speaker, in proportion as we still the hammer and the chisel by 
foreign pauper labor, in proportion as we silence the wheels of 
industry, so in proportion do we breed discontent and unrest 
among the masses of our countrymen. 

In conclusion, allow me to say that in my humble opinion the 
enactment of this bill will go far toward bringing all lines of busi- 
ness and labor to an intelligent understanding with each other, 
so that all will share in the general prosperity of the country. 
8 

r. PHILLIPS. Mr. Speaker, I now call for a vote. 

The question was taken on the motion to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill; and two-thirds voting in fayor thereof, it was 
agreed to. ` 

JUDICIAL ADMINISTRATION IN THE TERRITORIES, 


Mr. CULBERSON. I move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R.4154) to amend section 9 of an act entitled An act to provide for 
the appointment of additional judges of the United States court in the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes.” 


Be it enacted, ete. That section 9 of an act entitled “An act to provide for 
the appointment of additional judges of the United States court in the Indian 
15 cory, apa for other purposes,” approved March 1, 1895, be amended soas 

read as follows: 

“Seo. 9. That the United States court in the Indian Territory shall have 
ao of all offenses committed in said Territory of which the United 

tates court in the Indian Territory now has jurisdiction, and shall have 


such original jurisdiction of civil cases as is now vested in the United 
States court in the Indian Territory, and appellate jurisdiction of all cases 
tried before said co; loners acthig as justices of the where the 
amount of the judgment exceeds $20: Provided, That the United States courts 
in Arkansas. nsas, and Texas, outside of the limits of the Indian 


„Ka 
Territory, shall have, retain, and 1 present jurisdiction as to 
W. 


offenses in said [Indian Territory, as defined and that all laws hereto- 
98 — 3 urisdiction upon said United States courts held in 
an 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second, but 
I am willing to consider a second as ordered if there be no objec- 


tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks that a sec- 
ond be considered as ordered. 

Mr. KEM. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Kem]. e gentleman from [Mr. Curtis] 
and the gentleman from Texas - CULBERSON] will actas tellers, 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 108, noes 2. 

So a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] 
is Hg zad 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. LITTLE]. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, Doubtless the House is aware that 
for more than twenty years the Federal court at Fort Smith, Ark., 
has exercised jurisdiction in the Indian country. Later that juris- 
diction was divided between that court and the court at Paris, 
Tex. In 1889 there was a court established, an inferior court, in 
the Indian country. Later on, during the last session of Con- 
gress, that court was increased to three passes: and it was pro- 
vided in the bill that the jurisdiction at Fort Smith, Ark., and at 
Paris, Tex., should cease from the 1st of September, 1896. Asa 
member of Con at that time I voted for that bill, hoping that 
it might be sufficient to accommodate the business of that coun- 
try and protect the lives of the ple. But the record of the 
courts in that country show that they are wholly unable to trans- 
act the business. The fact is, as gentlemen here have doubtless 
learned, that in the Indian Territory crime has increased very 
materially in the last year, and the relations between the whites 
and the Indians in many part of the country are becoming daily 
more strained. This bill simply seeks to continue the outside 
jurisdiction until the conditions are better arranged. 

I have before me a statement which 1 have prepared from the 
report of the Attorney-General giving an idea of the business of 
those courts. In three districts in the Indian Territory there were 
instituted in the year ended July 1, 1895, 1,740 criminal cases, 
while there remained undisposed of on the docket July 1, 1895, 
693 criminal cases. In the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Iowa dur- 
ing the same length of time there were instituted 1,690 cases, 1,120 
of which remain undisposed of. As to the civil business in that 
country, there were instituted during the year 1,521 cases. In the 
three States named there were instituted 1,344 cases, being 177 
cases more in the Territorial courts thanin the three States of 
Ohio, Indiana, and Iowa. 

I cite this, Mr. Speaker, to show the House how utterly impos- 
sible it is for the courts there to transact the business for that 
Territory and to punish crime so prevalent there. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LITTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If that statement be correct, and I have no 
disposition to dispute it, why did not the Judiciary Committee 
bringin a bill to increase the judicial forcein the Territory instead 
of giving some foreign State jurisdiction of these cases? 

Mr. LITTLE. I can not speak for the committee on that point, 
but I can say to my distinguished friend that so far as I was able 
to ascertain, from information outside of the committee, there was 
a general disposition against increasing the appointees at this par- 
ticular time. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does not the gentleman from Arkansas think 
that it is rather a doubtful policy to allow the courts of a foreign 
State to take jurisdiction of matters arising in the Indian Terri- 
* when there are regularly constituted courts there? 

. LITT Iam very glad the gentleman asked that ques- 
tion. I will answer it with pleasure. Do not forget this: That 
there are no local governments there—— 

Mr. HOPKINS (interrupting). Well, they have a court, as the 
gentleman has stated. 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS, And with full jurisdiction in civil and crimi- 
nal matters. 

Mr. LITTLE. Oh, no; not full jurisdiction, and never had, 
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Mr. HOPKINS. Well, they have full jurisdiction in all mat- 
ters arising in the Indian Territory, have they not? 


Mr. LITTLE. They have jurisdiction of all matters where the 
urisdiction is not now vested in the courts at Paris and Fort 


Mr. HOPKINS. Are there any cases where the courts of the 
Territory do not have jurisdiction? 

Mr. LITTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What class of cases? 

Mr. LITTLE. The higher felony cases, principally. Cases 
against the laws of the United States are within the jurisdiction of 
the Fort Smith court on the line on the east, and at the Paris 
(Tex.) court on the south. 5 

Mr. HOPKINS. As a matter of fact, under sides, lam, hl 
September 1 next, would not the courts of the Territory have f 
jurisdiction? 

Mr. LITTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then this bill will take from the courts of 
the Territory a certain jurisdiction in some classes of cases at least 
and transfer them to Paris, Tex., and Fort Smith, Ark,? $ 

Mr. LITTLE. This continues the jurisdiction exactly as it 
now stands. ee ie 

Mr. HOPKINS. By the legislation of Congress certain juris- 
diction has been taken from the courts—from these foreign courts 
in the States—and is given to the courts of the Territory. 

Mr, LITTLE. That is true; but it does not take effect until 
September. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And this bill takes from the courts of the Ter- 
3 the jurisdiction they will exercise in September under the 

W. 


Mr. LITTLE. That is it. It repeals the limitation. 

Now, in the entire Indian country they have nota well-established 
pL There is scarcely a court-house in the Territory. There is 

the jail in the city of Fort Smith an average of about 250 lawless 
men. But there are not sufficient facilities for the courts to exe- 
cute the law, in spite of the vigilance of the officers, no matter 
how honest they may be, or how efficient, for they have not the 
means at their command to protect the country from the lawless 
characters there and who come into that country. And there is 
but little objection to this measure from the Indians from any 
quarter. Ihave talked to many of them, and have letters from 
others, and they all agree that the great protection of the Indians 
against the ions of lawless people invading the Territory 
has been in a large measure due to the court at Fort Smith. It is 
nota foreign court. The only difference is that Fort Smith being 
on the border, the jurors are taken from a State where they can act 
firmly and impartially without being influenced by the desper- 
adoes. One is on one side of the line and the other is on the other 
side. The Indians have been going there for twenty years, and 
any man familiar with the conditions existing there will see that 
the court presided over by Judge Parker, by his vigorous and de- 
termined enforcement of the law, has done much to punish and 
deter the red-handed murderers who infest that land. 

I hoped when Con passed the present law taking away this 
jurisdiction, September 6, that sufficient provision would be made 
to enable them to enforce the law, but it not been done. But 
when I saw the rapid increase in crime; when I saw the absolute 
impossibility of controlling lawlessness there and the inadequacy 
of the jails, I believed it would be better that the jurisdiction 
should be continued in these extraterritorial courts, and that it 
could be done without Going ars peg to the people of that country. 
More than that, I believe that when this jurisdiction ceases there 
will be an increase of crime. I believe, sir, that the lives and 
homes of the people inhabiting that country demand a continuance 
of its exercise, and I am not willing to meet these perils without an 
earnest effort on my part to stay the rising flood of crime in that 
ee en the protection of all the courts as they now exist. 

Mr. HO . Does the gentleman from Arkansas state to 
the members of this House that the residents of the Indian Terri- 
tory will not enforce the laws of the Territory against crime, and 
that it is necessary to go to a foreign State to have jurors selected, 
and to a foreign State to administer the laws of the Territory? Is 
that the gentleman’s contention? 

Mr. LITTLE. No, sir; that is not my contention. That is not 
the position I occupy. The position I occupy is, first, that the 
courts as organized there can not enforce the laws with vigor, 
for they have not the means. You can not confine the desperate 
outlaws there without the best facilities. There are no well-built 
jails. There is in my city one of the very best jails in the country, 
t y they can hardly restrain the outlaws who are crowded 

it. 


I do not question that there are many good people in the Indian 
country, but I believe that there are many of the worst outlaws 
there who have ever disgraced the country; and when the people 
go to tne jury box, they go there under restraint and fear of these 

esperadoes and outlaws. I do not care how good they are or may 
4 Teee influences will have much to do with the enforcement of 
e laws. 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired, 

Mr. Curtis of Kansas and Mr, ERSON rose. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I would just as soon take my time now. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope this bill will be defeated. On the ist day of 
March, 1895, the Fifty-third Congress passed a bill creating 13 courts 
in the Indian Territory, giving them jurisdiction totry the crimi- 
nal cases which are now being tried at Fort Smith, Ark., and Paris, 
Tex.; and now these gentlemen, before these courts have had an 
Cr Csi to try a criminal case, ask that we nullify that act. 
The only reason kiven for the continuation of the courts at Fort 
Smith, Ark. and Paris, Tex., is that they can not obtain a fair jury 
in the Indian Territory to try criminal cases. Iwant to call atten- 
tion to the fact that there arein the Indian Territory to-đay 300,000 

ple, 250,000 of whom are white men and white women. Atleast 

5,000 of these citizens are eligible to jury service, the most of whom 

are honest and law-abiding, and they should have the right to try 
the crimes that are committed there. 

Now, we have established these courts for that purpose. That 
isnot all. The reason these gentlemen desire to have these two 
courts continued is epic apparent. It is because of the great 
amount of money that has been paid out in these two cities, and 
will be as long as they retain jurisdiction over crimes committed 
in the Indian Territory. It has virtually kept these two cities for 
twenty years. I have a report here given out by Judge Kilgore, 
in which he informs us that it costs $10 to prosecute a case in his 
court while it costs $350 to try a similar case in the United States 
court at Paris, Tex., or Fort Smith, Ark. Why? Because men 
charged with crime are arrested in the Indian Territory and are 
taken to Fort Smith or Paris, having to travel hundreds of miles; 
the dockets are crowded, the cases arecontinued, the witnesses re- 
turn home, and then they are forced back again and again. There 
is absolutely no excuse for the continuance of these courts; and let 
me call attention of the House to the fact that the law enacted 
March 1, 1895, was based on a report of the Attorney-General for 
the year 1893. He says: 


In 1889 Co: established courts for the Indian C being the 
r juris- 


outside of the Territory—one at Fort Smith, Ark., and the other at Paris, 


Tex. 

Since that time additional courts have been provided for, and 
there are now 13 places where court is held in that Territory. 

Your attention is also called to the following statement, con- 
tained in the same report: 

In almost all cases situated very remote from the localities of the offenses. 
Hence defendants and witnesses are compelled to travel hundreds of miles 
from their homes to the pom of trial, while the two courts upon which all 
the business is accumu. are so crowded with work that defendants 
and witnesses are frequently obliged to remain in waiting for weeks before 
their cases are calléd, and sometimes to return at subsequent terms because 
their cases are not reached at all, but continued. The necessary results are 
that lawlessness and crime are greatly encouraged and that their investi- 
gation and ishment are attended with t uncertainty and pee 
with pront rdship both upon the acc and upon witnesses, and wii 
most inordinate expense to the Government. 


Mr. HOPKINS. What report is that? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. This is the report of the Attorney- 
General for the year 1893. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before you get through, I want to ask you if, 
in pursuance of the report made by the Attorney-General, legis- 
lation was had such as Saggara by which the Territory is given 
thirteen additional courts 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Thatisright. That bill was passed 
by the Fifty-third Congress on the Ist day of March, 1895. The 
very gentlemen who are now asking that the jurisdiction of these 
two courts be continued were here in support of that measure, 
and now they are asking that the law be repealed, and they have 
not given a chance to have a single criminal case tried in the new 
courts. That is not all. The Attorney-General says further 

Mr. LITTLE. If the gentleman will allow me. We are not 
here insisting on destroying the courts out there. Does not he 
know that the courts at Ardmore, South McAlester, Vinita, and 
Muscogee, four of the principal places where the courts are held 
that the business of those courts is more than two years behind? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I do not know that to be the case. 

Mr. LITTLE. I have a letter stating that fact. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. The judges of these courts can try the 
cases just as well as they can in Texas or Arkansas. Another 
thing; it is well known that the criminal cases are always tried 
first. and no matter how far behind the docket may be, the crim- 
iret docket is called first and the cases upon it are the first to be 


Mr. LITTLE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him another 
Ye Are the people there entitled to have their civil causes 


tried? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. They can have them tried. If they 
need more courts, instead of piling up the expense of continuing 
these courts, that cost us over $600,000 a year, give them more 
courts in the Territory. What is the use of spending $310 in the 
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trial of a criminal case when it can be tried for $10, and tried just 
as well in the new courts as the old? 5 

Mr. LITTLE. Did not my friend introduce a bill to that effect 
as to these other courts? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, I did not. ; 

Mr. LITTLE. I have seen the letter of Judge Kilgore, who 
seems to be advocating an increase of his own powers instead of 
attending to his judicial business. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, I decline to yield for a speech. 

Now, the Attorney-General continues: 


These are the courts they want you to continue, that cost us 
$625,000 that year. Now, why do they want them continued? 
Here is a letter published in one of the leading papers of the Ter- 
ritory and signed by Mr. Powe, in which he says: 

Why is it that men are daily arrested in various parts of the Territory and 
taken scores and even hundreds of miles to the Fort Smith court for tine 
whisky to Indians, and are heavily fined and often sent to the pen, while righ 
in Fort Smith, under the shadow of the court, a score of saloons have for 
twenty years sold w to In y without molestation, and not 
only but the s office is © a collection ag ee for the saloon- 

? The saloon men have runners who keep up with the court witnesses. 

e latter, Indians, whites, or blacks, are given credit for whisky, and in re- 
turn give an order on the marshal for a certain amount of their witness feos. 
This order is filed in the marshal's office, and when the witness is paid the 
amount is withheld by the clerk and by him turned over to the saloonist or 
hisagent. This seems incredible, but isa notorions fact which the writer 
has witnessed time and again and will not be denied. 


The following is his opinion as to the benefits these two courts 
have been to the country: 


of the most notorious outlaws this country has ever known, among 
m the Daltons and Starrs, have graduated out of the marshal’s office an 
out of the Fort Smith jail, where they were incarcerated unjustly upon triy- 


ial charges and returned to their homes smarting for revenge. 
Tventare the assertion that this court has manufactured two criminals 
where it has punished one. 


Why, it is a well-known fact that one of the Dalton boys was a 
deputy United States marshal, and yet he was the leader of one 
of the gangs they complain of. What do the papers down there 
say about the matter? I read from one of the Indian Territory 
papers, the Muscogee Phoenix. It says: 


It could hardly be expected that the towns of Fort Smith and Paris, which 
for years have fattened at our expense, would be willing = ere up the 


“snap” without a dying struggle of some kind. Thats! material- 
ized both from Arkansas and Texas quarters in the sha: introduced 
into Con; by Con: n Lrrrngof Arkansas and BAILEY 


gressmal ngressman 
of Texas LITTLE wants the Fort Smith court to retain jurisdiction over 
this country and have that jurisdiction extended. BAILEY wants a court 
established at Gainesville, Tex., with jurisdiction over the Indian country. 
In other words, they both seek to levy tribute upon the Indian Territory 
eee up the decaying grandeur and crumbling greatness of their home 
wns, 


The House should stand by the existing law, at least until after it 
has been determined whether or not these courts can try the cases. 
I submit further thatit is an insult to the 300,000 people of the 
Indian Territory, a large majority of whom are honest and law 
abiding, to say that it is impossible to get a jury from among 
them, when those men have gone there from every State in the 
Union. They talk about ga being organized and going out to 
commit crimes. If they do, then they are answerable to the laws 
of the States where the crimes are committed and can be prose- 
cuted there. That is not all. We have an extradition law under 
which if aman commits a crime in one State, in Kansas or Ar- 
kansas, and flees to the Indian Territory, he may be apprehended 
upon an order of a United States court. We have United States 
commissioners in every of that Territory. We have given 
them thirteen courts, and it will not cost us one-thirtieth as much 
to prosecute the criminals in the Indian Territory as it costs to 

te them in Texas or in Arkansas. I therefore hope that 
ihe House will đefeat this bill. [Applause.] 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas has 
seven minutes 1 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Kentuc Lewis]. ; 

Mr. LE . Mr. Speaker, this bill was before the Judiciary 
Committee and was very carefully considered. It has been favor- 
ably reported tothe House. The act conferring jurisdiction upon 
the courts of the Indian Territory to try persons accused of crimes 
committed in that Territory does not take effect until the ist day 
of September next. It has never taken effect as yet. And the 
simple question here is whether the time has arrived when it is 
wise and in the 8 of 9 and — the oti of the ewe 
tection of lives and property o involv: change the 
jurisdiction over these matters that has heretofore existed for 
years in the Federal court at Fort Smith, Ark., at Paris, Tex., 
and somewhere in southwestern Kansas, 


Upon the facts as presented to the committee, which seem to 
be overwhelming in their purport and perfectly clear and satis- 
factory, the committee determined that that time had notarrived. 
It is notorious to the country and the world that some of the most 
terrible, outrageous, and ruinous crimes of every description have 
been committed in that country. It is also well known that the 
courts in Arkansas, Texas, and. haye efficiently dealt with 
the criminals. The p of a court is to uphold the law and 
to administer justice. hether it is expensive or not, the conrt 
is utterly useless unless that result can be obtained. I presume 
that if the jurisdiction were placed in the local courts it would be 
attended with costs, and as they have no jails in which to confine 
these criminals and hold them until justice can be enforced upon 
them, the probability is that instead of diminishing expenses and 
conta there would a considerable increase over the present 
system. 

Mr, CURTIS of Kansas. What is there to prevent the sending 
of criminals for safe-keeping to other jails, as they do in other 
States, in case the local jails are not sufficient? 

Mr. LEWIS. Would not that be attended with expense? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. The expense would not be nearly as 
great as the traveling expenses of all the witnesses in each case. 

Mr. LEWIS. I think the jail ought to be within the jurisdic- 
tion of the court whose duty it is to administer justice upon an 
offense. That is my idea of that. I want to say further that itis 
well known to the country that justice has been effectively admin- 
istered in those courts which have heretofore held this jurisdic- 
tion, and that they haye . to life and property. 
Great transcontinental lines of railway traverse this Territory. It 
has been made a harbor and a resort of criminals and refugees 
from justice from all over the country, and it seems that these 
crimes are committed by these c more than by the residents 
of the Territory. They have to be tried by jury, and the juries 
trying them in the Indian Territory would be under terrorism of 
the confederates of those criminals. The days of martyrdom have 
passed, and it is no reflection upon the integrity of any man who 
sits as a juror to say that he would be unwilling to return a ver- 
dict of guilty when he knew that assassination or destruction of 
his property was impending over him, It would be too much to 
ask of . The distinguished judge of the western district of 
Arkansas, in a letter which was 
following language: 

As yon know, the Government has at Fort Smith a very fine court-house, 
and perhaps the best jail in the United States, built at greatexpense. There 
is attached to the jail a Government hospital in which are waren for, trea’ 
and nursed the persons who are brought here charged with crimes. None 
these t exist in the Indian country. In fact, there is not a jail there 
to-day, nor is there likely to be soon, that would hold the lawless and desper- 
ate men who are now confined in the jail at Fort Smith. If there ever wasa 
time when the protecting power of these courts should be exercised to secure 
the peace and pao puo which should be afforded to the honest and upright 


citizens in the because tha 
tive condition. H 


ore the committee, uses the 


em, 
a power that is so free and sour son goa that it can exercise the full measure 
intended by the law to be exerc! to secure the rights of the people. 

As you know, there can not be obtained better jurymen anywhere than 
make up the panels in the Federal court at Fort Smith. They are men of in- 
te oo, men of integrity, men who, as a rule, dispose of cases without 
bias, or without pe udice, and then they are so situated that they can act 


le it matters not how good be in the Indian 


e 
the banditti that at times have infested that conntry, though by the yi; ce 
and activity_of the courts at Fort Smith and Paris they are now 1 

broken up. It is not likely that men can afford, if „to find dÈ i di of 
guilty, say for murder, members of lawless bands when the confed- 
erates of the man conyicted would shoot them down or destroy their prop- 


erty. 
en can not afford to uphold the law of the United States, great as the 
duty may be, under such circumstances. And it is my judgment, after 
twenty y ence with these conditions which exist, that the strong 
ndicial arm of Government, as it has been wielded by what are some- 
es called these outside courts, should remain extended over the Indian 
country, and that the higher crimes affecting life and property should be 
brought before these outside courts, and that their jurisdiction to try such 
crimes should remain until that country is able to conc its star on our flag— 
until its autonomy is changed from what it is now to statehood. 


3 I. C. PARKER. 


„ pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. LEWIS. I wish to have printed as a part of a remarks 
a portion of a letter received from a Qintingninhed gentleman—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That can be done only by unan- 
imous consent. Is there objection? 

Mr. KEM. Lobject. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made by the gentle- 
man from Nebraska. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
seit whether he desires to use the remainder of his time 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I reserve my time. 

Mr, CULBERSON. Ihave the conclusion. 

The SPEAKER tempore. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
CULBERSON] has five minutes and the gentleman from Kansas 
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CurRtTIs] has seven minutes. Does the gentleman from Kan- 
Sas desire to use his time? 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. No, I do not, 
Mr. CULBERSON. Very well, then. I yield to my colleague 
[Mr. BAILEY] to make a statement. 
Mr. B. Mr. . I simply desire to say that the 


[Mr. 


newspaper article which has been read by the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. Curtis], so far as it relates to ae is an unmitigated 
lie. I have not introduced the bill that I am accused of intro- 
3 nor his such a bill been introduced by anyone. 
ULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, since act of 1895 was 
a ser many lawyers have migrated to the Indian Terri- 
and have flooded that country and filled the pockets of the 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. Curtis] with stale statements about 
8 at Paris and at Fort Smith—such statements as are 
read here, one of which has just been denounced as an unmiti- 
ted lie. I have on my desk a report made by the gentleman 
from Ilinois [Mr. CONNOLLY], which is pon = e ablest reports 
I have ever read upon a subject like this, and if members want to 
understand the real reasons why this bill seeks to repeal the act 
of 1895 I ask them to listen to this report. The papers referred 
to are all on file. They are in the room of the Committee on the 
oie They come from reputable business men, not from 
litical awyers a hotelkeepers who have gone into that coun- 
try to geet upon the substance of the people when the provision 
A this court goes into effect. I ask to have the portions of the 
report of Judge ConnoLuy that I have marked read in my time. 
o Clerk read portions of the report until the time of Mr. Cur- 
BERSON had expired. By unanimous consent, leave was given to 
print the whole report in the RECORD. It is as follows: 
The Committee on the Judi to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4154) 
to amend section 9 of an act entitled “An act to provide for the a mtment 
82 additional judges of the United States court in the Indian Territory, and 


for other purposes,” submit the following re: ; 
5 acts of Congress jurisdiction over offenses 


for the w 
district oh eres 


he easte Ê and the 
rig arte act passed March 1, 1895, porion tee has been made 
883 or of this jurisdiction September 1, 1806, to the new courts organ- 


Te well known that the district courts in Arkansas, ‘kansas, Texas, and Kansas 
Save — been a terror to the criminal classes in the Indian Territory, and 
the Federal laws in the Territory 


their arrest am 

The great 5 of these courts in enforcing the criminal laws and con- 
1 has arisen from the fact that the juries in those courts have 
been absolutely free of n or terrorism that the indicted crimi- 
nals or their friends could exercise over them. 

While there is no doubt that conditions of life and society are changing in 
the Indian Territory, yet the change has not yet reached that ae ay ere it 
would be safe to intrust the enforcement of Federal ana to the average 
juries that would necessarily be found in the Territory, subjected as they 

would be to the terrorism and other gry of criminals 5 their friends, 
knowing, as the ilty against any criminal who 
had friends wo" 2 of 88 against the 


The tember 1, 1896, to 
the care of the . — orietan o the verdicts of 
2 in that Territory the 8 and property of the of the Indian 

tory. And the property, —— and Sand employees lives of the various 
railroad and spres compa 8 that Territory. 
as woll as of the tra Terri . on 
of the Territory for Sosea forit. Pog well known that no mat- 

how stringent ws may beor how and incorruptible 

C t setae 

lence depends u e COU! ini 

Already the change meester is Mes TGs he act of 1891 
has aroused ents as well as the ons 


busi- 
throngh 


ness interests in the Terri 8 companies doing business 

7 carrying business from the Ter- 

5 or: — 8 — before 5 of one of the dated 

january the general su en one ex- 
Til has been pre 8 we 


a of sof ju over crime T 
United States 5 at Fort Smith. Ark. Faris. Tex., and for the southern 
division of Kansas. ress companies which do bu ess in the 
ritory are very much interested ha 1 A Miele 
over a y the express com found itso hazardous to handle money 
within the Indian Territory that they were com to w from 
that Territory that of thi 

“The was overrun with who not onl ees 


are oe very expense in e peel to protect the bers, there and 
agents and in re 3 

About that time the 3 goad marshals of the courts I have 
referred to instituted a vigorous crusade . resulted 


à terred 
The new courts which tabas upt been facet in the Indian Territory have 
been, as I 8 it. giron jurisdiction over ar ences crimes, seas: I wish to 


Bay that such courts can not, in 
my opinion, be made effective for the prevention of crime. 

Juries TOF Such courts haying sail courage and patriotism to enforce 
the law could not be obtained. 


TTT er . 
and an; w. would one of these desperadoes 
9 75 ary — 


his This assertion is 
7525 We Da a Da meee 


“ Recently we have received information that bands of robbers are now 

Liege aot it is their avowed intention to begin 0 against 
road and express companies and others in or as soon as the law 

WWW 8 


ps 
agen a DaS al TORRI OA AANA ETDS 8 
fifty of the officials and tribe of Indians, 


“ We are heartily and 77... aot tamale Sn the 
try which can alone come 3 tho laws of the 
United States Ihanet, and-it thia continnes 10 be done, as it has 


licable there! 
been done by the United States courts at Fort Smith, Ark., and Paris, T. 
we feel that we can take care of our own criminal classes. 

Bee Sheets eat EIEE ASNS the Government 


of the United 5 8 d in d to take all 
e an u necessary steps 
to effectually. 8 5 N N Territory. 


“No more effective means can 85 80 taken, looking the effective a enforce- 
ment of the law, than to continue aud aair gd . eee over the 
Indian country of the United States 9 at TAT er and Fort Smith, 
Ark., over the and graver classes of criminal 
“These Fedi courts, having Sesame tees TARAR] 6 
therefore act without fear or favor, have most effective in the trial and 
conviction of the worst criminals who ever infested our country. Besides, 
they have ever shown n the Indian; that they 
know his rights and have tain the: 


commi 
country as paran AAT RAs ciass from the States, and the crimes nob 

8 by them are very largely committed * their instigation 
exam: 


ao . EEO AAE classes of people now occupying 
Indian country. the members of the tribes or citizens of the 
— “the other class is the white man who has this 


country. 
crimes are commi 
125 should be settled by a fair an: 


person charged with tit such offense is to be tried ta the Indian Terri 


The jurors belong to one or other of o classes, 
o and will be 6 
e r. 


“The jurors of the United States 5 at Fort Smith, Ark., and a Fae, 
ese influences. tirely unbiased and 


prejndi 
ted by that they have been the effective barriers 
such cont 
The abandonment ol eae such . Au aren, we — increase 
eich oe class of crimes, yee — would have no fear 


Pittsburg and Cult: Railroad Company—which company, does a large 

ness in through the Indian Territory ia which y urge the 7 
retention of jurisdiction over graver crimes aft the Indien” Territory 
in the United States 3 at Fort Smith, Paris, aud in Kansas. 


dier ape 8 e alor India try have had; 
= 0 m coun! ve 
along the pathway of civiliza- 
hts; they have stood by the 
e cri invader of their 
people of the Indian Territory to 


rely upon that V 
an harmony law—as upheld by brave, fearless, just, and impartial 

s We fear the gravest ences to express and railroad companies in 
that country its t condition, the jurisdiction of these courts is 
taken away. y an 


they only, in 95 — judgment, can co with the law- 

ess who have 55 country.” = 
<< oo tha amas aloo Reon eee lly vigorous terms, is a memorial your com- 
ed from the Welle saree. Express pany, 


which „ Terri y say: 

“The environment of the whole class in the Indian country is 
such that they can not act with that spirit of freedom and ind: nec- 
essary 


strong judi ernment shoi remain extende 

the Indian country until that country is able to place its star on our flag— 
5 changed from what it is now to Statehood.” 

The United States district judge at Fort ge Arka Ark., who has had over 

in the criminal classes of 


twenty years’ experience in — 
1 — Territory. s judgment is therefore of N18 value on this 


and whose 
question, writes to committee, under date of January 21, 1896, as follows: 
“DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, EIGHTH CIRCUIT, 
ith, January 21, 1896. 


“Fort 

“In reply to your letter of the 17th instant, asking me to give m 
. tion as to whether the urisdiction now in the Uni Gene 
courts at Fort a ae and Paris, over the Indian mld 
remain until there is a change in the condi ‘condition of that. country: As you are 
well aware,as far as lam 8 ä to take away this 
tion would remove a oth i ae n from my oulders, beca: 
years I have had to wieta with cals of 


relieve me of th 
3 


law-abiding pe 2 i 
fnoreass crime 

“As you are aware, the Federal court for the western district of Arkansas 
has boon held at T 1871. After the State was divided 
into two districts the court for the 3 district of the ee tre up to 1871, 
was at Van Buren. The United States courts for the State of Arkansas, 
and then 7 — 5 western distri had 


of April, ead. For over half a cen 
in the Federal 
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the laws of 
The fact that the criminal laws of the United States have been extended 


courts 


ting the 


rations of the Government, such 1 offenses 
under the 


of the Gov- 
g r, ete. 
in the State 


ad 

for the laws of the United States as people to be found in any section of the 
country. The whole country can with slight effort understand that these great 
5 which 8 5 tried — eas Sain tang Fone courts —.— 
are not erimes commi e e of Arkansas, but they are very large! 
crimes committed in the Indian hoii by the refugee criminals from orery 
State in the Union. Everyone should know that the Federal courts do not 
have jurisdiction over cases of murder committed in the State or over other 

offenses affecting individual rights, such as the rights to persons or 


pr Fe can 8 be — 5 ies F court here, with its juries, has had cast 
upon e great responsi of trying escaped crim: 

in the Union. This is true also of the 3 at i 
Federal court show that the great p: 


United States, many of whom have refugeed into the . As 
20 test agencies of civilization to be found 
overcome 
tion—the 

tality. 
urts, represents a state o 


in that country; the necessity for having the 5 of selecting jurors 
who can from their surroundings act without fear, favor, or affection. It 
may be said without contradiction that the laws of the United States have 


been more often vindicated in the Federal courts at Fort Smith than in any 


other. 

“The worst bands of d oes, murderers, and outlaws to be found in 
any civilized land have ested the Indian country, having run from the 
laws of the States. A greater cent of them have been captured and 
brought to merited punishment by the United States courts here and at 
Paris, Tex., in any other cow It is a maxim that certainty of arrest 
and reasonable 5 conviction follows the commission of crime in 
the Indian country. e members of banditti after banditti have been 
captured, sent to prison, convicted of murder or other high crimes. The 
terror of certain punishment has been held before the criminal minded. Be- 
cause of this certainty of punishment in the United States courts here and 
at Paris, Tex.. and the confidence the law-abi people have in their in- 
tegrity, ability, and desire to protect ged Nene people of the Indian country, 
mobs rarely exist in that peoi The enforcement of the laws of the United 
States in these courts has rightfully, properly, and justly been vigorous, 
impartial, just, and most efficient. ese courts have done more than courts 
anywhere to uphold the laws of the land, to protect the innocent by the pun- 
ishment of the guilty. They do more than all agencies besides to make civ- 


ilization a reality in the In 3 
“As you are aware, the Indian co have no jurisdiction over offenses 
co! tted by citizens ofthe United States, and ey had, surrounded as 
they now are, they are hardly strong enough, notwit ding their willing- 
ness to uphold the law, to contend with and punish this vast horde of refu- 
crim: who have in violation of law sought a places in the 
States courts at Paris and Fort Smith are 
of punishment exists. The 
or now have is these Federal 


w-abidin: 
th the criminal invader o! 


Now, in the condition of that coun there isa 8 necessity for the 
strong arm of the Government as wie ded in the Federal courts at Fort 
Smith and at Paris, Tex., to be stretched out over it now than ever before, 
and in regard to the change of jurisdiction in its present condition, tomy 
mind it would be almost fatal to the safety of the good citizens of that coun- 
try. There are many bey people there among the Indians as well as among 
the whites who are in that country, but their environment is such that in my 
judgment it would be ve difficult to put them ina tion where the 
could fearlessly perform their duty as È pement Tho juries in the Fede: 
courts both at Paris and at Fort Smith are entirel; thout any feeling of 
race prejudice, and they decide the cases before them irrespective of any 
feeling paea may be entertained for or against the one or those who 
accuse 

“As T know, there are many lawless and desperate men who haye in- 
fested that country, and cog justly fear these courts of the United States 
which have been en; in g, 


gin them to justice. For twenty 8 
my own personal observation, the Federal court at Fort Smith has been 
laced in direct contact with this element, and 


p it has taught the criminal 
element an object lesson which has inured to the 


benefit of the Indian 
country. bas not only taught the Five Civilized ibes that they can 


rly en- 


safely rely apon the laws of the United States when they are p: 
has taught the whole country a lesson of the greatest benefit 


forced, but i 
toit. 


built at t 
ed to the jail a Government hospital in which are cared for, 


with by a power that is so free and independent that it can exercise the full 
meamre intended by the law to be exercised to secure the rights of the 
e. 

“As you know, there can not be obtained better ju en anywhere than 
Smith. They. are men of 

of cases without 


of the banditti t at times have infested that country, though by the 
ilance and activity of the courts at Fort Smith and ey are now largely 
broken up. Itis not likely that men can afford, if „to find verdicts 


duty may be, under such ci. tan And it is my judgment, after 
twenty years’ experience with these conditions which et- 
3 arm of the Government, as it has been wielded Py what are some- 

es called these outside cou should remain extended over the Indian 
country, and that the her es affecting life and pro 
brought before these outside courts, and that their uristichon 
crimes should remain until that country is able to pi 
until its autonomy is changed from what it is now 

5 Respectfully, ete., 


The Indian Terri is no longer a closed country. 
oe passagewa) — 
tates are ann compelled to travel from west and from north to 
south in pursuit of business or pleasure, and over which millions of dollars’ 
worth of property and treasure belonging to citizens of the different States 
are n y carried in the ord course of commerce between the 
States, and no chances should be taken t would imperil the safety of these 
travelers or thiscommerce between the States; and your . regard- 
it asa dangerous experiment to remit the protection of these travelers 
and this commerce to the ccurts and juries of the Indian Territory, believe 
that the jurisdiction heretofore and now exercised over crimes committed 
in the Indian Territory in violation of the Federal laws should be continued 
as provided by this bill, instead of being turned over to the Indian Territory 
courts, as will be the case on September 1, 1896, unless this bill becomes a 
law. Your committee therefore report this bill back with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 


The question being taken on suspending the rules and passing 


the bill, there were—ayes 63, noes 66. 
So the motion was rejected. 


ARIZONA FUNDING ACT, 


Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend 
the rules and pass the Senate bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of the acts of Co: approved J: 
25, 1890, and August 3, 1894, iaae the funding of ce: indebtedness 
. 
ize 


“L O. PARKER.” 


and the counties, m es, and school distri ereof, heretofore au- 
. — i ive enactments of said Territory bearing a higher rate of 
interes 


ts, ess 
have been sold 3 in good faith in compliance with fog Jeroni of the 


bonds as paasa by this act. . 


bearing 

Sec. 2. That all bonds and o 
funded by the loan commission of Arizona under the provisions of the act of 
Congress approved June 25, 1890, and the act amendatory thereof and csap 
plemental thereto approved August 3, 1894, are hereby declared to be d 
and legal for the 5 for Which they were issued and funded; and all 
bonds and other evidences of indebtedness heretofore issued under the 
authority of the legislature of said Territory, as hereinbefore authorized to 
be funded, are hereby confirmed. approved, and validated, and may be 
funded as in this act provided until January 1, 1897: Provided, That not 
in this act shall be so construed as to make the Government of the Uni 
States liable or responsible for the 7 of any of said bonds, warrants, 
or other evidences of indebtedness by this act approved, confirmed, and made 
valid, and authorized to be funded. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I demand a second. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. I ask unanimous consent that a 
second be considered as ordered. 

Mr. KEM. I object. ; 

Tellers being ordered upon the question of ordering a second, 
the House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 80, noes 1. 

So a second was ordered. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the 
report upon this bill be read. Itis a unanimous report and ex- 
plains the object of the bill clearly. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5969 


The report (by Mr. Harris) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on the Territories, to whom was referred House bill 8885, 
leave to submit the following report: 

e act of e re entitled An act approving, with amendments, the 
2 of became a law J ane E; 1890, and authorized the - 
ing of all Territorial, county, municipal, and school district indebtedness of 
Arizona which had accrued and would accrue, with the interest thereon, 
until and including December 31, 1 into 5 per cent bonds, and under the 

nsisting of the 9 


in interest and place 
ess of the Territo: 
warrants bore pa gad cent inte: 
of 6 per cent. 


voluntarily surrendered by the holders thereof. 


A supplemental act of Congress was and a ed A 3. 1894, 
exten: n fe time for funding outstan warrantsfor Territ expenses 
only until December 31, 18%. The object of the pronis billis to further 
extend the provisions of the fun act n ed June 25, 1890, until Janu- 

1, 1897, so as to permit and authorize the of such outstanding 
indebtedness as might have been funded under the act had the same 
been surrendered before the act had la 

to fund any which could not have been 
presented in time. 


to 
scribed by the fundi 
the act also validifies the indebtedness 
funded, so as to prevent the possibility of repudiation of bona obliga- 


tions. 
Theeighteenth legislature of Arizona unanimously memorialized Congress 
to ate securities about which doubt existed. 

Upon investigation the committee believe the legislation beneficial and 
wise and in the interest of good government, and therefore recommend the 
passage of the bill. 


Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. I reserve the balance of my time, 


unless some gentleman desires to ask questions. 
Mr. HOP S. Mr.S er, I think it is quite im that 
the gentleman should e: in the provisions of this bill somewhat. 


. MURPHY of Arizona. Isupposed that the report a 
it sufficiently, but if the gentleman thinks it does not I will gladly 
supplement it with a brief explanation. Under the working of 
the act of Congress approved June 25, 1890, the Territory of Ari- 
zona was authorized to fund all its indebtedness of whatever na- 
ture into 5 per cent bonds, thereby effecting an average saving of 
8 per cent upon its indebtedness. That law applied to all kinds 
of inde district, Territorial, county, and munic- 
y connie was organized under the act, consisting of the 
governor, the secretary, and the Territorial auditor, for the pur- 
pose of executing the law, but of course the outstanding indebted- 
ness bearing a higher rate of interest could not be compelled to be 
surren or funded unless it had matured, and therefore there 
still remained a considerable portion which could not be funded. 
Many obligations were about to mature, and they were funded. A 
portion of the 8 per cent indebtedness was funded, but some of 
the higher interest-bearing bonds of counties and municipalities 
were refused to besurrendered for funding. The expectation was 
to put the Territory upon a cash basis, but that expectation was 
disappointed, and the members of the Territorial government came 
here and asked the last Congress to extend the funding act for a 
year longer, covering the floating indebtedness and the Territorial 

ses only, but not including the outstanding indebtedness of 
municipalities bearing a higher rate of interest. That act was 
passed August 3, 1894. 

A question was raised here this morning about a cloud being 
on Territorial bonds, and a bill was passed validating certain 
bonds of New Mexico. A large amount of the bonds of Arizona 
might possibly give rise to the same questions if our people de- 
C 

eir , and the Territori i P, izing r 
to the it of the Territory if anyone al eae e to iti. 
gate these securities, have unanimously memorialized Congress 
to this act to validate both the bonds which have been funded 
and others outstanding, bearing a higher rate of interest, upon 
their voluntary surrender by their holders. There is about $200,- 
000 involved altogether. I will ask the Clerk to read the memo- 
rial of the legislature, if the gentleman desires. 

Mr. HOPKINS, That is not necessary. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. I wish to ask the gentleman 
whether there is anything in the act of 1890 safı ing these 
bonds against being sold for less than par? 

Mr. HY of Arizona. Yes, sir; they can not be so sold. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. I do not see any provision of 
that kind in the bill. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Well, this bill refers to the provi- 
sions of the other act, which prohibits the selling of the bonds for 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. What arrangement is there 
for sae a premium on the bonds, provided the market should 
warrant i 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. The Territorial officers constitut- 
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ing the loan commission are required, under the provisions of the 
act, to advertise for bids. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. What experience have you 
had on that ge DEE the act of 1890? 

Mr. MURP of Arizona. Bonds to the amount of $500,000 
were sold ata ium, bringing 102. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. The bonds, as I understand, 
which were sold under the act of 1894 were gold bonds; that is, 
the interest was payable in gold. 

8 MURP. of Arizona. Yes, sir; and the principal in law- 
money. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. And the same requirement 
applies with re to these bonds? 

r. MUR of Arizona. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCCORMICK. Will this issue of bonds cover the entire 
indebtedness of the Territory? 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Les, sir; the entire indebtedness of 
the 3 a be funded under this act. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Will this bill, if it becomes 
a law, have the effect of validating any bonds which are now 
questionable? 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Yes, sir; to a certain degree. 
None of the bonds have been repudiated by the Territory, but 
there is a cloud to a certain extent resting upon some of them. 

Mr. HEPBURN. This indebtedness, or the largar part of it, was 
incurred, I believe, while a statute of the United States forbidding 
the Territory from issuing bonds was in force? 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona, Oh, no; only a very small portion 
of it—about $200,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What is the total amount that has been 
funded or may be funded under this act—the total amount of the 
indebtedness of the Territory? 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. Probably less than $2,000,000. I 
funded $1,600,000 while I was governor. The aggregate I have 
named covers not simply debts of the Territory proper, but in- 
debtedness of cities, counties, townships, and school districts. No 
one would call the debt of New York City the debt of New York. 
The amount of indebtedness I have named includes every kind of 
obligation of the Territory proper and the indebtedness of munici- 
palities, school districts, etc.; and the funding of this debt will 
save us on the average 3 per cent interest. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What portion of the $2,000,000 of indebted- 
ness has been or will be incurred in the refunding of bonds of the 
prohibited class of which we have been speaking? 

Mr. HILBORN, The Pima claims? ` 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. None of the Pima claims; but of 
obligations similar to those, about $200,000. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iam willing to yield the floor to any gentle- 
voter" wants to speak on this subject. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” 
éé 0 ! 

The question was taken; and the motion to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 


GOVERNMENT OF INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7907) for the protection of the le of the Indian Territory, 
the jurisdiction of the United States courts, for the 


of the person or persons violating or 
e laws of the Uni States, or the laws of 


Terri: 
include all officers of 
dians : ided, That t 


civil suits be i 

of the United States and members of any of said five tribes of Indians, or be- 
tween Indians of the several five different tribes, and said courts shall 
have jurisdiction over all appeals from any judgment or determination of 
any Indian court in said Territory, and the said United States court may, in 
the event of a reversal of any such — or determination of an Indian 
roceed i 


cases those who may unlawfully and forcibly enter 
into lands tenements and detain same, an those who havi 
ori, made a lawful and bis entry into lands and tenemente ant 


un y and by force hol ond the legal period, and also 
those who claim to hold as members of © tribe and whose sume bership te de- 
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nied by the tribe but continue to hold said lands and tenements notwithstand- 
3 be open of the tribe; and if it be found u trial that an unlawful 
and forcible entry has been mad said lands and tenements are 
1 sect Ee Lite oe aa 
y those 
membership and right is disallowed 
charged with unlawfully 
holding sai ons to be removed from the same and cause the lands 
to be restored to 8 or persons or nation or tribe of 

Indians entitled to the on of the same. 
Sec. 4. That before any action by any tribe or — shall be commenced 
under section 3 of this act it shall be the duty of the party bringing the same 
to notify the adverse pany to leave the premises for the possession of which 
the action is about to be brought. which notice shall be served at least thirty 
days before commencing the action by leaving a written copy with the de- 
fendant, or if he can not be found, by leaving the same at last known 
ace of residence or business with any person occupying the premises over 
if his residence or business address can not be ascer- 


governor of the tribe or person or 


Yy, or 
2 suit or the tribe 


8 of the defendant or defendants subject to execution, and also 


hereby confirme: 
to said rolls as a citizen of either of said tribes and whose right thereto has 
either been denied or not acted upon, or any citizen who may within six 
months from and after the passage o this act desire such eitize ip, may ap- 
ly to the legally constituted court or committee designated b 
citizenship. and such court or came shall de 


the several 
rmine such 


9. That th 
approved March 3, 1893, and March 2, 
with the Five Civilized Tri 


p: rsons who 

ly to them for citizenship in any of said nations, after such 

e the etermine the Pi ght of such applicant to be so admitted 
and enrolled: however, That such application shall be made to such 


commissioners within six months after the passage of this act. The said 
mmi hall decide all such applications within ninety days after the 
Dns aft e made, ‘That in detersining all such AD 8 


mission shall all laws of the several nations or tribes not inconsistent 
with the laws of the United States, and all treaties with either of said nations 
shall give due force and effect to the rolls, usages, and customs 


„ 10. That the said commission, after the expiration of nine months, 

shall cause 3 . of each of said nations to be made 
fro e: 

— be conferred under sections § and 9 of this act, and said rolls shall be, 


herein. 
In the performance of such dutiessaid commission, and each of them, shall 
have power and authority to administer oaths, to issue process for and com- 
1 the attendance of witnesses, and to send for persons and papers, and all 
de tions and affidavits and other evidence in any form whatsoever here- 
‘ore taken where the witnesses giving said tes my are dead or now 
residing beyond the limits of said Territory, and to use every fair and rea- 
sonable means within their reach for the p of determining the rights 
of persons claiming such citizenship, or to protect an of said nations from 
fraud and wrong, and the rolls so pre by them be hereafter held 
ee dere ign ati astera erties. Proudeds Raat itt tribe. or any 
hts of citize: sever : Provided, or any 
rig Sved with the decision of the tribal authorities or the com- 


person, be b ; 
missi vided for in this it or he may appeal from such decision to 
the United States district 3 however, That the a; shall be 


thin sixty days, and the judgment of the court shall final, and 
e ball not Petco or delay the allotment of lands as provided for 
in thi 


this act. 
en the roll of citizenship of any one of said nations or tribes is fully 
hersey as hereinbefore 8 „and the survey of the lands of said 
nation or tribe is completed, the said commission shall proceed to allot 
the exclusive use and occupancy of all the landsof said nation 5 of 
allotment among the citizens ‘thereof, to them and their heirs, as shown b 
each so far as re thereof, 


ble of division, and 

the Secretary shall 

e disposition of the use of such undivided propert =! 
2 


by SS: rther, That whenever it appear that any 
member of a tribe is in on of lands toan amount in excess of the nym- 
ber of acres to which he shall be entitled by reason of the allotment here- 
inbefore provided for, his allotment shall made lands 


cpa ge pa the holder so desires as the said 


shall be declared, upon a 

the United States in or * 
accorded rights of citizenshi 
be not enti 


this act to be entitled to 8 shall, within thirty days th 
fund the amount so paid them, wi per cent neces te 
thereto; and upon their failure so to do said amount become a lien upon 
all improvements owned by such person in such Territory, and may be en- 
Forced by such trib; and unless such person makes such restitution no allot- 
ments shall be made to him. 

Seo. II. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to provide rules and regulations in regard to the 1 of coal, min- 
eral, and timber lands, and whenever either of the tribes hereafter 
make a lease of coal, eral, or timber d the same shall be done in com- 
pliance with the directions of the Secretary of the Interior; and any lease for 
any such land hereafter made shall be absolutely void untila 2 by him: 
Provided, That nothing herein contained shall im the hi of any holder 
or owner of a leasehold interest in any coal rights, eral or 
timber 5 which have been acquired with the consent or authority of 
Congress, but all such interests shall continue unim: hereby: And 
vided further, That 5 the customs and laws heretofore existin 
and prevailing in the Ind Territory, leases have been mad 
groups or parcels of coal deposits and on has been 
and improvements made for the development of such coal de 
or their assigns, which have resulted in the production of 

uantities by such lessees or their assigns, then such parties in possession 

be given preference in the . of new leases, in conformity with the 
laws of the tribe, and in compliance the directions of the Secretary of 
the Interior; and in making new leases due consideration shall be made for 
the improvements of such — in all cases the leasing or renewal of 
leases of coal deposits preference be given to parties in possession who 
have made improvements. 

Sec. 12. That when the allotment of lands of any member of a tribe is made, 
a record of the same be made and kept by the officers of the tribe, and a 
full report thereof made to the Secretary of the Interior, and after the said 
Secretary of the Interior shall confirm the same, the persons making such 
selections shall re: in peaceable and undisturbed possession thereof, 
subject to the provisions contained in section 2 hereof. 

SEC, 13. That if the person to whom an allotment is made shall die, leaving 
no widow or descendants surviving him, then such land shall revert to the 
tribe and may be allotted by the 3 of the Interior to any citizen of 
said tribe who shall be without allotted land. But in the event of the death 
of any person to whom an allotment is made, who shall leave a widow or 
children surviving him, then said lands shall go to the use and occupancy of 
said widow during her lifetime, and his children during their minority, and 


its by lessees 
in commercial 


apor her death the same 8 to the use and occupancy of the children of 
the o; allottee, share and share alike, with the same rights, however, 
as said lands were ori held by the ori allottee. 


Seo. 14. That all actions for restitution, ejectment, and on of real 
property under this act must be commenced by the ce of a summons 
within two years after the passage of this act where the wrongful entry, de- 
tention, and posession be; prior to the date of its „and all actions 
which shall be commen hereafter based upon wron ful entry, detention, 
and yoon committed since the passage of this must be commen 
within two years after the cause of action accrued. And nothing in this act 
shall 2 away — ht 5 an action for ey Sa 34 arene 
entry and detainer, given e ac Congress passed 26th 
United States Statutes, Bs). 7 

Sec. 15. That said commission is further authorized and directed to cause 
to be pale ng and laid out town sites at such places as they may deem ex- 
pedient and necessary for the needs of the people and the prosperous growth 
of the country, at the present sites of towns and at such other places as ma 


seem n opening or laying off such streets, alleys, and other groun 

as they may deem sufficient, Af giving to such 9 such extent of 
territory as may appear n or the future growth thereof, and making 
correct and a red plats of town, and fi said plats in the clerk's 
office of the United States court in the district in which said towns are 
located, to be there recorded: Provided, That nothing herein shall be con- 


strued to vest any right or title in anyone ooompying any of said lots or lands 
so laid off into town sites: Provided further, at the said commission pro- 
vided for in this act may exempt from ground rental a sufficient amount of 
land near such town for cemetery pu and such lots inside of such 
towns upon which to erect churches, . 8 buildings for 
the purpose of education or charity, and pubio parks an shall exempt 
from ground rental all property used or occupied under former acts of Con- 


Sec. 16. That upon the approval the Secretary of the Interior of the 
plats the said commission is autho: tolet and lease any and all of the lots 
in such town at not less than the annual ground rental fixed by them and 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior, and for terms of one year, and 
renewals shall be for the same period as the original letting. The ground 
rental herein provided for s! be paid oF, the lessee into the Treas of 
the United States for the benefit of the tribe or nation in whose terri 
such town is located, under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of 
the Interior wee. ibe. 

In making such leases, and the renewal of leases, preference shall be given 
to the owner of the improvements upon such ee or to the person in the 

on of the same, as the case may be. Should the owner of any such 
improvement neglect or refuse to lease the said lot or lots, then said com- 
mission shall lease to any other person or persons on the terms provided in 
this act. The rightful owners of improvements or the possessors of 
shall have preference to lease as herein provided. 

Sec. 17. t should any lessee of l such towns as are provided in this 
act, in possession of any lot or lots, neglect or refuse to pay the ground rental 
within thirty days after the same be due and demanded by the proper officer, 
such overdue ground rental shall a lien upon the improvements 
situated thereon. 

Sec. 18. That the inhabitants of any town in said Territory ha 
hundred or more residents therein ma: hear, by petition to the 
men court in the district in which su: 

CO! 
of Ar 


shall possess all the po 
exercise all the Me ered of similar town governments in said State of Arkan- 
All male bitants of such towns over the = eg 21 years, who are 
tribes, who have resided 
therein more than six months next before any election held under this act 
shall be qualified voters at such election. 

All elections shall be conducted under the provisions of chapter 56 of paid 

digest, entitled Elections,“ so far as the same may be applicable; and 


two 
nited 


1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


5971 


Gare ordinances of agon town 8 and shall have a tights, pear 
g tection therein. Su wh governmen case 
e 8 any lands in said towns; 


any authority to impose upon or levy any tax 
but all other 8 
s 


6276, inclusive, of said digest; 
ial school districts in 


same, and to punish any violation thereof: Provided, That owners and hold- 
ers of leases shall be privileged to transfer the same. 

Sec. 19. That it s. be unlawful for any person, after the passage of this 
act, to claim, demand, or receive for his own use or for the use of anyone 
else any royalty on stone, coal, or other mineral, or on any timber or lumber, 
or any other kind of property whatsoever, or any rents on any lands or prop- 
erty belonging to any one of said tribes or nations in said Territory, or for 
anyone to pay to any individual any such royalty or rents or any considera- 
tion therefor whatsoever; and all royalties and rents hereafter payable to 
the tribe shall be paid, under such rules and regulations as may be prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Interior, intothe Treasury of the Uni States to 
the credit of the tribe to which they belong: Provided, That where any citi- 
zen 8 be in on of only such amount of agricultural or grazing 
lands as would be his just and reasonable share of the lands of his nation or 
tribe and that to which his wife and minor children are entitled, he may con- 
tinue to use or receive the rents thereon until allotment has been made to 
him: Provided further, That nothing herein contained shall impair the rights 
of any member of a tribe whose allotment of lands may hereafter disclose 
coal or other minerals from roca Su same for his or her own use and benefit. 

Sec. 20. That it shall be unlawful for any citizen of any one of said tribes 
to inclose, or in any manner, by himself or through another, directly or in- 
directly, to hold possession of any greater amount of lands or other peoparty 
belonging to any such nation or tribe than that which would be 1 - 
mate share of the lands belonging to such nation or tribe, and that of his 
wife and his minor children as per allotment herein provided; and any per- 
son found in such possession of lands or other prope: in excess of his share 
and that of his family, as aforesaid, or ea ne same in any manner in- 
closed, at the expiration of nine months after the passage of this act, shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor. 

Sud. 21. That any person convicted of violating any of the provisions of sec- 
tions 19 and 20 of this act shall be deemed ty of a misdemeanor and pun- 
ished by a fine of not less than $100, and stand committed until such fine 
and costs are paid (such commitment not to exceed one day for every 2 of 
said fine and costs), and shall forfeit possession of any property in question, 
and each day on which such offense is committed or continues to exist shall 
be deemed a separate offense. And the United States district attorney in 
said Territory is required to see that the provisions of said sectionsare strictly 
enforced, and he shall at once pr to dispossess persons of such ex- 
cessive holding of lands and to prosecute them for so unlawfully holding the 
same. 

Sec. 22. That all per capita 8 hereafter made to the citizens of ay 
of said nations 8 be paid directly to each individual citizen by a bond: 
officer of the United States, under the direction of the Secretary of the Inte- 
30 who shall be required to render strict account for such disbursements 
to Congress. 

SEC. 255 That said commission shall have power to employ such assistants 
as may be found necessary in the performance of its duties, such employment 
to be dest approved by the Secretary of the Interior, who may fix their com- 

msation. 

PEO: 24. That all rights of way ted to railroad corporations whose lines 
have heretofore been constructed, and at the time of the passage of this act 
are being operated, and those granted bef act of Congress which are now in 
the course of construction, or are hereafter constructed as provided in the 
act or acts of Congress granting the right, together with such lands as they 
were or are authorized to take or acquire for 4 or rights of way, sidings, 
and freight or storage purposes, are ereny confirmed. 

SEC. 25. That whenever the executive of any State or Territory shall de- 
mand of the United States judge of any of the districts in the Indian Terri- 
tory any person as a fugitive from j ce, and shall have complied with the 

uirements of the act of Con; in regard to misitions on 1 
of States in similar cases, it shall be the duty of the Judge of the rict to 
issue a warrant, under the seal of the court, directed to the United States 
marshal, for the apprehension of such person. 

SEC. 26. t every warrant so issued may be served in any part of the 
Territory, and when the person named in the warrant is arrested, he shall 
be taken before the judge: and if, upon beating, the judge is satisfied that 
the person arrested isa fugitive from justice, he l order that the pris- 
oner be delivered to the agent or officer of the State demanding him. 

Sec. 27. That no act, resolution, ordinance, or decree of the councils of 
either of said tribes in any manner affecting the public domain, moneys, or 
other property of the tribe, the right of any poren to anor any dof 
labor, the rights of persons who have taken the oath of allegiance to the 
United States Government, or its authorities, shall be of any validity after 
the passage of this act, until approved by the President of the United States; 
and all such acts, resolutions, ordinances, and decrees 5 shall be 

ublished in at least two noweperers having a bona fide circulation in the 
ath ats BoA the tribe affected thereby, with such approval, before the same 

valid. 

Sxc.28. That the said commission is hereby authorized and directed to make 
a full and complete roll of all those persons residing in the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw Nations, and designated in article 3 of the treaties of said nations 
of April 28, 1886, as “persons of African descent residing in said nation at the 
date of the-treaty of Fort Smith, and their descendants, heretofore held in 
narar am said Indians,” who shall not be found by said co ion to 
be entitled to be enrolled as citizens of said nation; and the said Secretary of 
the Interior shall make his report thereon. showing whether the stipulations 
described in said treaty of April 28, 1866, for the benefit of said persons, have 
been fulfilled, with his recommendation for such action by as in 
his judgment is required. 


Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I demand a second on the motion to 
suspend the rules. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, a second will be consid- 
ered as ordered. 

Mr. TATE. I object. 

Mr. TATE and Mr. SHERMAN were appointed tellers. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 77, noes 14. 

Mr. TATE. No quorum. 

The S er proceeded to count the House. 

Mr. TRACEY (before the count was concluded). 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and eighty members are p 
ent—a quomm, The motion to suspend the rules is seconded. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I shall occupy but a moment 
in speaking on this bill; and then I shall yield to the gentlemen 
composing the subcommittee that did most of the work in fram- 
ing the measure. There were introduced some three or four bills 
on the general subject of ameliorating the condition of affairs in 
the Indian Territory. Those bills were considered by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs for many weeks. The members of the 
Dawes Commission were before the committee time and time 
again, discussing fully the condition of affairs in the Indian Ter- 
ritory. hearings were given to the representatives of ever: 
tribe of Indians in the Territory. The Committee on Indian A. 
fairs sat daily between three and four weeks until every interest 
desiring to be heard upon the propositions covered by the various 
bills had had the fullest possible hearing. And then that sub- 
committee took up the subject and framed the bill which is ngw 
Sea as a substitute for the various propositions which were 

fore the committee for its consideration. 

It has the approval, Mr. S er, of these gentlemen; it has the 
unanimous approval of the full committee; it has the approval of 
the Indian Bureau, the Secretary, and of the Dawes Commission; 
and I believe it has the approval of every person who has an 
understanding of the condition of affairs in that Territory an 
who desires to see a step taken in the line of better government 
and progress among the people there. The bill as presented gives 
proper consideration to every interest involved, and is the first 
important step to civilize the uncivilized and advance the condi- 
tion of over one-quarter of a million of people, now residing within 
the limits of the Indian Territory. i believe it ought to pass; yes, 
without opposition. 

I now yield to my colleague on the committee, Mr. LITTLE of 
Ar for ten minutes. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, the recent history of this country 
furnishes no more striking examples or illustrations of a lawless 
condition of affairs which has worked to unsettle all progress and 
destroy all material interests than are to be found in the Indian 
Territory. The growing shame of that country is, first, the non- 
enforcement of law in the Indian courts; second, a monopoly in 
landholding, and thirdly, the unfortunate condition of the many 
towns inhabited by good citizens situated in all parts of it. 

The bill that the Committee on Indian Affairs has now pre- 
sented for the consideration of the House has been the result of 
many months of labor on the part of that committee. Objections 
have been met and remedied, until the bill now presented is the 
unanimous voice of that committee as to what they believe ought 
to be done; not what many of us believe should have been done, 
but that this, at least, should be done under present circumstances 
as an urgent necessity. 

In the first place it has become a notorious fact that the Indian 
courts in that Territory are incapable of enforcing their laws and 
unable to protect the lives and the property of their own people. 
This is a well-recognized fact by all persons who are at all familiar 
with the condition of affairs existing in that Territory. 

This bill provides that all criminal jurisdiction shall be vested 
in the Federal courts in the Territory. It gives the right of ap- 

al from the Indian courts in civil cases to the Federal courts. 

o that extent it affects the jurisdiction of the courts there. It 
provides next for completing and finishing the rolls of citizens of 
that country for a just, equitable, and legal distribution of the 
common property. These rolls are essential and necessary before 
a step can be taken looking to a just division of this property. 

It is a crying shame, as I said at the beginning of my remarks 
to-day, that a few people, some of them members of the Indian 
tribes, and many of them in whose veins not a drop of Indian blood 
flows, should absorb the public domain of the Territory, as they 
are absorbing its wealth steadily, in violation of the treaty rights 
of the Indian people. 

This bill seeks to remedy what all recognize as an evil in that 
respect, and that is that the lands, as soon as they are surveyed 
(not the title, for the title is maintained intact to the tribes under 
the treaties)—but it is made the duty of the commission, after the 
pe of the land is made, to set apart the nent of occupancy 

ually to every member of every tribe in the Territory. 

t seems to me that any man who loves justice to the Indians 
must see the wisdom and the necessity of such an enactment, and 


I move that 
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that there can be no possible objection to this provision. It is in 
po beyond controversy that in one tribe 61 people occupy no 
ess than 1,250,000 acres of this land. In another tribe 21 people 
occupy 164,000 acres of the public domain, And yet hundreds 
and thousands of their citizens are without homes and land. 
This bill does not affect the title, but decrees that the occu- 
pancy of the land shall be set apart to these people. In the towns, 
many of them with three, four, five, or six thousand inhabitants 


they stand in that country absolutely without any corporate or 
municipal law governing them. They have no means of enforc- 
ing th tions or sanitary rules, no means of protection 


7 pi fire or otherwise. They are absolutely helpless to-day. 
— e bill provides for the incorporation and organization of the 


wns. 
More than that, Mr. Speaker, there are some hundred and fifty 
thousand white children in that country without schools, growing 
up in utter ignorance to become part of the bone and blood of 
oad ery nation. This bill provides that they shall have the 
t of a common-school education; that school shall be estab- 
lished and maintained by taxes levied on the property of non- 
citizens, and I believe a provision of that character looking tothe 
education of these children will meet the approval of this House 
without any dissent. As to the leases in that country, this bill 
maintains those that are legal. The others are disregarded, and 
the land is directed to be set a as I have said. 

As to the abolition of the criminal jurisdiction of these courts, 
I have in mind an instance where only a few weeks ago the sheriff 
of one of the counties was murdered in open daylight, and the 
next day the murderer announced himself as a candidate for suc- 
cessor to the position of the man he had murdered. 

In the courts of the Choctaw Nation 14 criminals charged with 
murder forfeited their bonds and went into an organization and 
defied the courts of the Territory. This bill, in order to create 
uniformity in the administration of the law, invests the criminal 
jurisdiction over all the people, without regard to race, in the Fed- 
eral courts of that country. More than that, the bill provides for 
an investigation of the condition and status of the colored popula- 
tion of the Choctaw Nation who claim the rights of citizenshi 

I wish I had time to consider this bill section by section and ex- 
plain it to this House, because I feel sure that it would commend 
itself to every man who wants to see the right done and the 
treaties carried out with these people. 

This bill does not violate a treaty with the Indians. In every 
treaty between the United States and any tribe it is provided that 
Tapan popes ts tn Turticey, Tink wight galad to te 

ife and property in the Territory. right is the 
Government, and order can not be 8 until the conditions 
in that country are broken up. 

Why, sir, if you will travel over that country—the richest in 
almost all the land, you will see men occupying hundreds and 
thousands of acres to which they have no right. On the other 
hand, you will see the young Indian who has called to his heart 
the young, loving squaw who is to preside over his home in future 
hunting for land on which to erect an honest little cabin home in 
which to live. He finds the land teed to him by the treaties, 

nteed to him by this Government, Phd he can not obtain it. 

t is in the possession of another. And di inted and broken- 
hearted they enter the battles of life, while others feast upon their 
inheritance. These things have commended themselves to the 
committee. The committee have acted with great earnestness, 
and have endeavored to protect every interest in that country. 
We urge this Con to raise its in defense of these defense- 
less people, the Indians themselves. The lobbyists who hang 
around this Capitol pay their expenses out of money which they 
have extorted from their own 8 and are not representative 
in their character. The fruits of their own criminality is used 
to further their extortions and a 


I beg this Congress, in the name of the rights of the le in 
the Indian Territory, to give to them, under the law, the rights 
which the treaties guarantee to them. Do not let the tribes 


handle these rolls as a political football. Let the authorities of 
the Government make an authorized roll and then set apart the 
lands for these Indians. Why, sir, it is not infrequent im that 
country when a man is arrested, with crime, for him to 
stand in with the Indian authorities and have his name placed 
on the roll as an Indian. That defeats the jurisdiction of the 
Federal courts. Then, if the Indian courts seek to pursue him, 
— 5 strike him off the roll and the Indian courts have no juris- 
iction. 

A number of cases of that sort have happened, resulting in a 
mere trifling with the sacred rights of the le and resulted in 
the exoneration of the worst criminals. urge upon Suara 
the necessity of prompt action. We have waited and waited for 


these Indian governments to do something to relieve their people, 
but they are dumb to the of justice. Commission r 
commission and committee committee have gone into that 


country and investigated the condition of these tribes, and th 
with one voice of the ees whieh 
regar ou 
seek to make that country a country of law, of order, and of 
equal rights of the people to whom it belongs, it is the duty of 
Con; s either to pass this measure or some other measure of 
si import, giving to the Indian his rights and to the good, 
honest American citizens of that coun rotection to their 
lives and families and education for their children. [Applause.] 

How much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has one minute remaining. 
1 LITTLE. I yield that back to the gentleman in charge of 

e time. 

Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Ishould like to ask the gentleman 
is this bill approved by the Dawes Commission? 

Mr. LITTLE. It is 5 on the same line as their bill. 
It is not so radical as the one which they recommend. 

z Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I yield ten minutes to my colleague, Mr, 

RACEY. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, in my opinion this bill isentirely 
too important to be under a suspension of the rules, with- 
out opportunity for amendment. There are some good features 
in the bill, which, in my opinion, ought to become law, but it 
ought to be amended in some respects; and without an opportu- 
nity to amend it it ought not to be taken up and passed. There 
are several particulars in Which amendments are necessary in 
er to rve existing rights. Those rights ought not to be dis- 

because they are the rights of men who have invested 

i £ money in the development of y in the 

Territory. Those rights ought not to be trampled upon. They 

ought not to be disregarded, and unless the is amended in 
some culars they will be disre 

Now, I hold this to be an absolutely just position. In the years 
gone by men have been invited to go into the Indian Territory 
and other portions of that country down there and develop the 
coal and mineral lands. St Brey im accepted that invitation and 

e there. Some of them, about whom I know personally, have 
invested a good many thousands of dollars in the development of 
Mtr. LITTLE, Wil the permi 

gentleman. it me? 

Mr. TRACEY. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. LITTLE. The bill protects their rights. 

Mr. TRACEY. In my opinion it does not. 

Mr. LITTLE. It inly does. 

Mr. TRACEY. I understand it is the belief of the committee 
that in section 11 they have protected all these rights, but I do 
not think the section is sufficiently explicit to protect the rights 
to which I refer. 

With reference to what constitutes the matter in issue in the 
case of the renewal of a lease, the language is not sufficiently 

licit,in my rep I should like to make it more licit, 
and that is one of the reasons why I am opposed to the considera- 
tion of so important a bill as this m this way. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the gentleman kindly read section 11, 
which covers that point? 

Mr. TRACEY. Ihave read section 11 three or four times, or 
half a dozen times. The provision to which the gentleman refers 
reads as follows: 

That when, under the customs and laws and prevailing in the In- 

Territory, leases have been made of different groups or parcels of coal 
deposits and possession has been taken thereunder and improvements made 
for the development of such coal deposits by lessees or their assignees—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Read the provision that begins on line 8. 

Mr. TRACEY (reading): 

PE anh K oe Poe . . 2 gn pong thin 
ber a ao which have been soe with the consent or authority of Con- 
gress, but all such interests continue unimpaired hereby. 

That is all very true. But when you come to the succeeding 
provision, talking about the renewal of leases, you do not con- 
tinue the language used in that provision; and hence in the fol- 
lowing provision, if it is necessary to put it in at all, the same 
explicit la ought to ern and control the leases; that is 
to say, ing the right that any holder or owner of the lease- 
hold has under the provision referred to: 

And provided further, That when under the customs and laws heretofore 
existing, etc. 

Now, under that provision, instead of using the language of the 
provision just read, you have: 

In making new leases due consideration shall be made for the improve- 
ments of such lessees, and in all cases the leasing or renewal of leases of coal 
deposits preference shall be given to parties in possession who have made im- 
provements. 

Now, if the language of the provision covering the first proyi- 
sion had been continued, so that the subject of the leases or the 
renewal of leases of coal deposits was included as specifically 


ord 
regar 
considerable sums of 
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as in the first provision for coal claims and mineral or timber 
claims, then I think it would not still be perfect as to the rights 
of the parties about which I am talking, but they would be cer- 

inly much better protected than they are in the bill as it is. 
In other words, it is not sufficiently explicit in the latter part. 
“And in all cases of the leasing or renewal of leases” it should 
be, and the specification should be made as in the first provision, 
where the words coal and coal deposits” are used in the latter 
part of the section. It ought to be construed, and the lawought to 
so state, as to coal rights, coal claims, mineral or timber rights.” 
That ought to be provided for in the last as well as in the first 
provision. 

Evidently it was the intention of the framersof the bill to guard 
and protect the interests of these men who have invested their 
money for the purpose of developing the coal mining in that coun- 
try. It is evident that they intended to doit, but I do not think 
they have done it. There is at least a question of doubt as to 
whether they have done it; and when it comes to the renewal of 
leases down there, there ought to be a provision more explicit than 
there is here, which gives a preference to those men who have 
invested their money. That is attempted to be guarded here in 
the bill, but I do not think the Ian e is as explicit upon that 
point as it ought to be in order to and protect the rights of 
the people who have invested their money down in the Territory. 

Now, for these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I am op to the pas- 
sage of this bill in this , and for an additi and larger rea- 
son than that—that no bi 5 is involved in this bill, 
no bill having the importance that this bill has, ought to be taken 
up and l passed under a suspension of the rules, 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. . Speaker, I have been endeavoring 
to consider this bill in a few moments, Of course I was not aware 
that it would be taken up at this time. Ihave examined it to 
some extent heretofore, and I am inclined to believe that the bill 
in pe e is a very excellent one. There is one objec- 
tion I to the bill, but since making that objection I have been 
informed by a member of the committee that the committee con- 
cede the correctness of my opposition and that an effort will be 
made in the Senate to have an amendment inserted. 

Now, from our part of the country quite a number of people 
have gone down into the Indian Territory, have been invited down 
there, for the purpose of improving the farms, and they made 
leases that have been heretofore recognized as valid. These par- 
ties have acted upon these leases and have ed large amounts 
of money in the improvement of farms with the privilege of 
ing them from five to seven and eight years to pay them for mak- 
ing improvements. Now, it seems to me that this bill does 
not protect the rights of these persons; but the committee sug- 
gests that an effort or application will be made in the Senate to 
amend this bill so as to protect the rights of these ple. You 
can readily see that if this bill should go through in its present 
condition, if the construction is to be placed on it that it annuls 
and vacates all these leases, it would be a manifest injustice to a 
large number of ms. For that reason I have op the pas- 

of this bill. It seems to me it is an unsafe thi 8 
bill and then submit it to the other body, the Senate, and take 
our chances to secure an amendment which is conceded should 
be made in this House. 

It would have been far better for those who have been interested 
in this bill that it should wait until it could be considered in a 
proper way, andall suitable amendments neler e, This 
is a bill dealing with very important questions. t we need 
legislation along the line proposed in this bill there is no question; 
but we should proceed in a careful way about this matter, so as 
not to do an injustice to a great number of citizens who have hon- 
estly gone down there to develop that country and have expended 
their time and their money. y should not have their rights, 
I say, trampled under foot, in order that we may protect th 
Tights of some one else. For that reason I can not vote for this 
ee in its present condition. I reserve the remainder of my 

e. 
. — SHERMAN. I wish the gentleman would occupy all his 
now. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Unless some other gentleman desires to 
be heard, I have no further remarks to make. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then let us take the vote. 


The question being taken on the motion to suspend the rules 


i — pass the bill, the Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to 
ve it. 

Mr. TATE. I ask for a division. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, it is evident that there is no quorum, 
and I make that point. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 85, noes none. 

Mr. TATE. No quorum, Mr. ä 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 


House accordingly (at 5 
o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5287) for the relief of 
widows who were wives of soldiers and sailors while in the service 
of the United States, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 2125); which said bill and report were 
5 to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

mon. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE and Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on 


rt (No. 2126); which said bill and report were 
1170 ittee of the Whole House on the state of the 
nion. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill . 3926) to correct the war record of David Sample. 
(Report No. 2106.) 

By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims: 
mie for the relief of the city of Racine. (Report 

o. 2107. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 2336) to grant a pension to Theresa Bonnaveau. 
(Report No. 2108.) 

By Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
me EF 1 5 5128) to increase the pension of Jere Smith. (Re- 
port No. 3 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R.3858) granting a pension to Charles L. Stephens, 
(Report No. 2110.) s 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

e bill (H. R. 8461) granting a pension to Theodore Jones, late 
lak agers em of volunteers. (Report No. 2111.) 
2112) bill (H. R. 2060) to pension Oscar Dunham. (Report No. 


The bill (H. R. 3245 i ion to Alfred Vansickles. 
( e No 214 ) granting a pension ansickles. 
: (Report No. 


he bill (H. R. 7563) to pension Sarah A. Halter. 

an bill (H. R. 5041) to pension Ella F. Sydnor. (Report No. 
5. 

3 (H. R. 6092) granting a pension to Delia Fry. (Report 

0. . 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 5263) granting a pension to Henry Willis. (Re- 
port No, 2117.) 

a Base WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

Re 


bill (H. R. 5457) to increase the pension of John Lahne. 
No. 2118.) 


Flint. 1 No. 2121.) z 
R. 7440) to increase the pension of Albert G. Dow. 


By Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
— 2871 3 Sipe 3 5 to any an act for the correction of 
military record ilhelm Spiegelburg,” roved July 21 
1892. (Report No. 2124.) E sir 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
rsd e following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

‘ollows: 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 9274) to amend an 
act making app: iations for sun civil expenses of the Goy- 
ernment for the year ending June 30, 1880, and for other 
purposes, and to a certain provision therein—to the Com- 
mittee on A oct ae 

By Mr. S OWAY: A bill (H. R. 9276) to increase the - 
sions of widows when they become 65 years of age—to the 8 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. HOPKINS: A concurrent resolution (House Con. Res, 


No. 53) relative to the prin of 10,000 copies each of the ma- 
jority and minority reports of the Committee on Ways and Means 
concerning reciprocity and commercial treaties, and also 10,000 
copies of the hearings before the subcommittee of Ways and Means 
on the same subject—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A concurrent resolution 
(House Con. Res. No. 54) authorizing the local United States en- 

ineers in the State of California to examine and survey Mormon 

nnel and Calaveras River, etc., in California, and to report 
the results to the Chief of Engineers of the United States—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A resolution (House Res. 
No. 894) giving to each messenger of the House post-office an 
extra month’s salary—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: A resolution (House Res. No. 395) to 
authorize the Clerk of the House toem 5 messengers during 
the remainder of the first session of the Fifty-fourth Congress 
to the Committee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were ogee and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BUCK: A bill (H. R. 9277) to remove the charge of 
desertion from John L. Arms—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 
By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 9278) granting a ion 
Crosby, of Barnard, Kans., late first heutenant of Com- 
y A, Thirty-eighth, and Company F, Thirty-fourth Regiments 
on Volunteer try—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 9279) for the relief of Wesley 
Porter—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 9280) ting a pension to John 
er—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. PEARSON: A bill (H. R. 9281) to complete the mili- 
cart record of John Jenkins—to the Committee on Military Af- 


airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9282) to complete the military record of 
William Johnson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bili (H. R.9283) to increase the pension 
of tea Nettie B. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 9284) to increase the pension 
of Edward Blanchard, Company L, Second Michigan Cavalry—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 9285) granting a pension 
to ears H. Tucker, of ee Kans., late a se t of 
Company E, Thirty-first Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and a first 
lieutenant of Company B, One hundred and forty-third Illinois 
Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 9286) granting a pension to 
Frank W. Gold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Papers to accompany House bill to 
= Henry H. Tucker—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. COFFIN: Petitions of citizens of Annapolis and Prince 
e e Md., asking favorable action on House bill No. 838, to 
reduce letter postage, and House bill No. 4506, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class matter to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: Petition of citizens of Ogdens- 
burg, N. Y., asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 
and 4566, amending the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GROUT: Testimony in the matter of nting a pen- 
sion to Frank W. Gold, late an employee of the Guartertaaster's 
Department, Army of the Potomac—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, testimony in the matter of granting a pension to Mary B. 
Chamberlin, mother of Charles L. mberlin, late of Company 
D, Ninth Vermont Volunteers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the General Conference of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church, held at Cleveland, Ohio, in relation 
to the Armenian atrocities—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HARMER: Paper to accompany House bill for the re- 
lief of John Amrein—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMEN WAY: Petition of citizensof Evansville, Ind., 
asking favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend 
the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. KERR: Petition of Albert F. Remy and others, asking 
favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, amending the 


postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, petition of J. R. McKnight and 32 others, of Huron County, 
Ohio, on behalf of House bill No. 6851, to aid Wilberforce Univer- 
sity—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr, KNOX: Petition of the Old Sonth Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Reading, Mass., favoring the enactment of a Sunday- 
rest law for the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LINTON: Statement to ssi ep House bill No. 8304, 
for the relief of David J. Newman—to the 5 on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, statement to accompany House bill for the relief of Charles 
Coles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Los Angeles, Cal., in favor of the transmississippi exposition 
at Omaha, Nebr.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition and papers from 
citizens of Connecticut, in favor of free alcohol for use in manu- 
factures and arts—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SAUERHERING: Petition of 88 citizens of Hustis- 
ford, Wis., favoring the passage of House bill No. 8315, for the 
manufacture of pure beer—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Penn Yan, 
N. Y., asking favorable action on House bills Nos. 838 and 4566, 
to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: Petition of citizens of Albany and 
Troy, N. Y., remonstrating against the acceptance of the Mar- 
quette statue—to the Committee on the Library. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, June 2, 1896. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a.m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. HaLe,and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


COST OF PRODUCTION OF GOLD AND SILVER BULLION, 


Mr. PEFFER. Ihave had frequent requests recently for Sen- 
ate Report No. 1310, second session Fifty-second Congress. Upon 
inquiry I find that the edition has been exhausted. I ask that it 
may be reprinted. It is a report of the Committee on Mines and 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8293) “making appro- 
priations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1 and for prior years, and for other eed poe yk having me 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommen 
to their respective Houses as follows: 


17. 18, 19, 21, 22, 23, 26, 28, 29, 82, 33, 
5 +52, 53, 54, 55,58, 57, 60, 63,64. 65, 68, 
67, 68, 69, 70,7 1 09. 
110, 111, 112; 
133, 134, 135, 138, 138, 149, 150, 15 
159, 160, 161, 162, 163, 164 ” 168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 173, 
181, 182, 183, 184. 185, 187, 188, 189, 101, 183, 194, 195, 196, 197, 198, 201, 5 
s 225, 220, 227, 228, 229, 230, 231, 


209, 210, 211, 212, 213, 216,217, 218, 219, 220, 221, 222, 223, 224, 
and 22. and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 61, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
3 the sum named in said amendment insert “$804”; and the Senate agree 

e same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 91, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In- 
were said amendment after line 10 on page 37 of the bill; and the Senate agree 

e same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 92, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert "$64,951.08"; and the Senate 


to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 93, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proj insert $207,631.62"; and the Senate agrees tothe 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 143, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert ** $134.85"; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

That the Honse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 199, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“To pay Mrs. Hattie Newsom, widow of James A. Newsom, who died while 
a member of the Capitol police, $450, being one-half of a year's salary," 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 214 and 215, and agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendments insert after the 
matter inserted by amendment numbered 179 the following: 

“To pay Henry A. Du Pont, in full compensation for all his time and ex- 
penses, including printing counsel fees, in prosecuting his claim toa 
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in the Senate of the United States as a Senator from the State of Delaware, 


500. 

ST James L. Wolcott, for himself and associates, counsel in opponi: 
tion ta tho claim of Heury A. Du Pont, the same to embrace all their dis- 
bursements and expenses of the prosecution of their case in such opposition, 


‘And the Senate to the same. 
The committee of conference have been unable to ee on the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 14, 24, 25, 27,30, 31,37, 74, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 103, 104, 


105, 106, 122, 137, 147, 148, 190, 192, 200, 207, and 208. 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. G. CANNON. 
S. A. NORTHWAY. 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. HALE. I move that theSenate further insist on its amend- 
ments still in disagreement between the two Houses, and request 
a further conference thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 2 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the further con- 
ference; and Mr. HALE, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. COCKRELL were 
appointed, 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of the Downing 
and Lawrence Dry Dock Company, of Brooklyn, N. Y., remon- 
strating against the adoption of amendment numbered 45 to the 
river and harbor appropriation bill, giving to the estate of the 
late J. P. Robinson land in Gowanus Bay Channel, at the foot of 
Court street; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented a petition of Biltmore Branch, 
Journeymen Stone Cutters’ Association of North America, of Ashe- 
ville, N. C., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the use of stone cut by convict labor in penitentiaries in the con- 
struction of public buildings by the Government; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BURROWS (for Mr. MCMILLAN) presented petitions of the 
Methodist 1 cae Se Church, the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, and the Woman’s Foreign Missionary Society, of Somer- 
set Center, Mich., praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest 
law for the District of Columbia; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. MOMILLAN), from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, submitted a report to accompany the 
bill (H. R. 8469) to authorize the Baltimore and Washington Tran: 
sit Company of Maryland to enter the District of Columbia, here- 
tofore reported from that committee. 

He also (for Mr. . the same committee, sub- 
mitted a report to 5 e bill (S. 2840) to incorporate the 
East 7 he Heights Traction Railway Company of the 
District of Columbia, heretofore reported from that committee. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3218 nting an increase of pension to Charles 
D. Hanscom, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1551) granting a pension to Mrs. Selena McKay, of Suwanee 
County, Fla., reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

. SHOUP, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3243) regulating the salaries of 
pAn, bookbinders, and other skilled workmen employed in the 

vernment Printing Office, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also (for Mr. HANSBROUGH), from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1820) granting a pension 
to Neil McNeil, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

r. BERRY. Iam directed by the Committee on Patents, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1453) for the relief of Daniel Draw- 
3 to report it with an amendment, and submit a report 

ercon. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to state that this is not a unanimous re- 
port: that I disagree to it, with other members of the committee. 

ask for a little time in which to prepare the views of the minor- 
ity, which may be printed with the zepak 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Leave will be granted, in the absence 
of objection. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8787) for the relief of H. C. Herndon, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2009) to simplify the system of 
making sales in the Subsistence artment to officers and en- 
listed men of the Army, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 


Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4721) 3 an increase of pension to Orleina J. 
Clark, of Louisville, Ky.; i ‘ 

A bill (H. R. 4720) granting an increase of pension to Isaac H. 


Whetsel, of Louisville, Ky.; 

A bill (H. R. 950) granting increase of pension to John Coombs; 

A bill (H. R. 2359) granting a pension to Katherine Zeigenheim, 
of Louisville, Ky.; and 

A bill (H. R. 4604) nting a pension to Jane Fisher. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2916) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary Sprague, repo: it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PAL from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1022) to increase the pension of Byron Cotton; and 

A bill (H. R. 6466) to increase the pension of George V. Barnard, 

Mr. BRICE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4888) for the relief of George Hager, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3224) to amend an act pe ible August 19, 
1890, entitled “An act to adopt regulations for preventing col- 
lisions at sea,” reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 


MARY E. CHAMBERLIN. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6221) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary E. Chamberlin, to report it without 
amendment. 1 will state that the Senate p a bill for this 
claimant increasing the pension to $40 per month. The House, 
instead of acting on the Senate bill, passed a House bill at $30 a 
month. The Senate committee has concluded to report the House 
bill back without amendment, and I ask forits immediate consid- 
eration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of Mary E. Chamberlin, widow of Lowell 
A. Chamberlin, late a captain in the First United States Artillery, 
and pay her a pension of $30 a month, in lien of the pension she is 
now receiving or of that to which she is entitled. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


W. H. MICHAEL. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate to report back 
favorably the resolution referred to that committee osondan and 
on behalf of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] I ask that it be 
considered at the present time. ; 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. HALE was read, con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay from the contingent fund of the Senate to W. H. Michael 
the sum of $1,600 for compiling and indexing all the acts im duties on 
imports heretofore passed by Congress, the said compilation having been 
made and bis ani under the authority of the Joint Committee on ting, 
as authorized by concurrent resolution of January 16, 


HENRY H. BAILEY. 


Mr. LODGE. Iaskunanimous consent to call up the bill (H. R. 
3582) to remove the charge of desertion now standing against 
Henry H. Bailey. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to remove the 
charge of desertion now standing against Henry H. Bailey, pri- 
vate of Company H, First Massachusetts Heavy Artillery, and 
record the fact that this soldier died on or about December 21, 
a While in the service of the United States and in the line of 

uty. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MILITIA ORGANIZATION, 


Mr. HAWLEY. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2849) to promote the 
efficiency of the militia, to report it with amendments. 

I beg leave to say a very few words. The report is not yet 
ready to be submitted. This bill may be called the essence of the 
acts that have been attempted in Congress from time to time for 
a hundred years. 

The original militia act of 1795 had hardly passed before George 
Washington begged that somebody would take up the subject 
and reorganize the militia properly. Every President from that 
time down to- I think the last formal recommendation was in 
1843—repeatedly called attention to the inefficiency and utter use- 
lessness of the act, which required the enrollment of every single 
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man between the ages of 18 and 45 and required that he should be 


trained every year, etc. 

The act di Gradually there has grown up by natural selec- 
tion a system of national guards throughout the States, which is 
practically an organized militia. Other citizens are practically a 
P bill proceeds that theory, and here skapi 

e p upon tha , and we have simply recog- 
nized what is in fact 2 existence and put it in form, T repealed 
the rubbish of the old law. 

There are some delicate questions in regard to the use of the 
Army, as at elections, for example, and in certain circumstances 
to enforce the statutes and protect public property, that are pro- 
vided for in other statutes. Those questions have nothing to do 
with this bill and we have nothing to do with them. Our bill is 
simply the business of revision, Og ora an old and obsolete act 
and covering with statute law the National Guard system, which 
has so happily grown up under the independent legislation and 

ditures of the individual States. 

e bill will not be called up until the next session, and I make 
these remarks only that I may forefend misapprehension and 
speak for its kindly consideration. 

The VICE-P. IDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whem were referred the 3 bills, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bills were postponed indefinitely: : 

A bill (S. 1285) to promote the efficiency of the militia; and 

A bill (S. 833) to promote the efficiency of the militia. 

ABRAHAM H. PARKER. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R.5946) granting an increase 
of pension to Abraham H. Parker, to report it back favorably 
without amendment, and I ask unanimous consent for its present 
consideration. f 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to the 
name of Abraham H. Parker, late private of Company , Forty- 
fifth Regiment Kentucky Mounted Infantry, on the pension roll 
of the United States at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the 
pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES H. KILE, 


Mr. PRITCHARD. Iam directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3184) granting an increase 
oftpension to James H. Kile, to report it with an amendment. I 
ask unanimous consent for its t consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, in line 6, 
before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out ‘‘thirty-six” and insert 

. “twenty-four”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre! of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay James H. Kile, late first lieutenant, Bati ` 
First Tennessee Light ‘Artillery Volunteers, $24 per month, in lieu of $17 heis 
now receiving. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CELESTE A. BOUGHTON. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1291) ting an 
increase of pension to Celeste A. Boughton, widow of Bvt. Brig. 
Gen. Horace Boughton. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 8, 
before the word dollars,“ to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five” and insert 
me 1 A 

Mr. GALLINGER. Inasmuch as the amendment to the bill 
made by the House of Representatives grants the beneficiary pre- 
cisely the amount of pension that she is now drawing under the 
general law, I am constrained to move that the Senate disagree to 
the amendment and ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. GALLIN- 
GER, Mr. PALMER, and Mr. 3 were appointed. 

LENA D. SMITH. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of je arg to the bill (S.1342) granting a 
pension to Lena D. Smith. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 
7 before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “fifty” and insert 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment made by the House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 
NANCY G. ALLABACH—VETO MESSAGE. 


Mr. PALMER. I desire to give notice that to-morrow morning, 
after the regular morning business is disposed of, I shall ask the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to call up and consider the bill 
(S. 894) ting a pension to Nancy G. Allabach, which has been 
returned to the ate with the disapproval of the President. 

FRANCIS E. HOOVER—VETO MESSAGE. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I give notice in the same connection that 
if the Senate will be kind enough to permit me, I shall at the same 
time ask for the consideration of the pension veto on the bill (H. R. 
1094) granting a pension to Francis E. Hoover, a case that I am 
very sure will not consume much time when all the facts are 
known to the Senate. 

BILLS INTRODUCED., 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3251) to procure a site and 
erect a peace monument at Appomattox, Va.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. CANNON introduced a bill (S. 8252) to increase the pension 
of Esther Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 3253) granting an increase 
of poston to Mark Hathaway; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 3254) to increase the pension 
of Mrs. Helen A. De Russy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VILAS introduced a bill (S. 3255) granting a pension to 
Anna B. Gillett; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 155) to au- 
thorize a scientific investigation of the fur-seal fisheries; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

PRICES OF ARMOR FOR NAVAL VESSELS, 


Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 1,000 copies of the 
testimony — wie before the Naval Committee entitled Prices of Armor for 


Naval Vesse 
AFFAIRS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Isubmit a resolution which I ask to have 


The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the J cred Committee be directed to inquire, respecting 
the southern judicial district for the Indian Territory, into the manner in 
which contracts haye been made for court-houses, jails, and other public 
buildings, and whether the rentals paid for the same are reasonable, and into 
the cause for any excessive rentals: into the fees and compensation received 
by the clerk, and other officers before as well as since the 
creation of said district, and whether any such fees or compensation have 
been paid by such officers directly or in ly to any persons not legall 
entitled to the same, and if so, the cause or consideration for such pa 4 
and whether such fees and com tion have been fair and reasonable; into 
the appointment of jailers, janitors, criers, deputy clerks, and deputy mar- 
shals; whether any appointments have been made in direct or indirect viola- 
tion of section 7 of the judiciary act N August 13, 1888, and whether 

holding these pos! Racin ve been permitted to receive and 

re the full 3 allowed by the Government, or have been re- 
e same with any other pereon; and whether the same 

one office; into the appoint. 


cates; and referees 
in chan and the of cases and questions submitted to them, the 
compensation allowed and how collected, and whether any abuses have 


in the employment of masters or referees; and wh 3 
or other contested questions of law which it was the duty of the judge to hear 
wus dearna east herring and whether any Srila stot bats 
e e 05 me 5 ha 
fern employed to compel the 7 — — to pay for servings which it was the 
duty of the judge to render; and generally into the administration of justice 
in said district, to determine whether ties and abuses have ex 5 
and if so, whether any legislation is necessary to apply remedies therefor. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I shall not ask for the adoption of the res- 
olution, but its reference to the Judiciary Committee. I wish, 
however, to call the especial attention of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee—and I should like the attention of the junior Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Berry], if he will listen to me—to the singular 
fact about which inquiry is made in the resolution, as to whether 
in the Indian Territory a railroad is being constructed wholly 
upon receivers’ certificates. I had heard of this in one or two 
ways, and I now have a letter inclosing to me a slip from a news- 
paper, not stating from what newspaper it came, as follows: 


and di 

construction and equipment of the Denison and Northern 
ly to a point Goalgata te aid aS Bicep AT Penn- 

er! a near 8 a near 

— i said Territory, on the line of the Denison and Northern, south te 
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the Red River, near the of Denison, Tex., the lines so to be 
being about 104 miles. tg Aaien i his 
wered to issue receiver's ce 


ificates to be issued “at the par value thereof,” to 
1, 1897, to be secured by 


the receiver is em 
per mile, said ce: 
per cent interest per year and to be payable Jan 


a lien upon all the ri 5 uipment, and appurtenances of every 
trea with right of priority over aoe claims — those of complain - 
an this cause.“ 


Iam informed that this company has no assets whatever; that 
substantially no money whatever has been paid into the treasury 
of the company, but that the court has appointed Moran Scott a 
receiver, and that all the means for building this railroad of 104 
miles are the receiver's certificates. If this be true, it is a gross 
perversion of justice, and it ought to be promptly checked by the 
action of Congress. I call it to the attention of the Senator from 
Arkansas. He may know something about it. 

Mr. BERRY. A Senator told me that the Senator from New 
Hampshire made some reference tome. What was the reference? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Theinquiry was whether the Senator knew 
anything about the construction of the Denison and Northern 
Railroad in the Indian Territory on receiver's certificates. 

Mr. BERRY. I had never heard of the Denison and Northern 
Railroad, or receiver's certificates, or anything in reference to it in 
any way whatever until the Senator made his statement. I know 
nothing about it at all. I never heard any intimation in regard 
to it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If any judge of a United States court in the 
Indian Territory or in any other Territory is building a railroad 
wholly on receiver’s certificates the proceeding ought to be 
checked. I have reason to believe that is being done, and my be- 
lief is that the certificates never will be worth the paper they are 
written on. 

Mr. HILL. I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire that 
this is a practical illustration of the Government running a rail- 
road, and is in accordance with the doctrine advocated by certain 


le. 
ant CHANDLER. The broad and statesmanlike view taken on 
this subject and the lesson which the Senator from New York pro- 
poses to draw from it I do not care to discuss now. I am ona 
narrower line of debate, and thatis the proposition that this thing 
should be arrested by the aid of the Judiciary Committee of the 
Senate, if it can possibly be done. 

Mr. BERRY. I would suggest that it is another illustration of 
the necessity of agreeing to the conference report made by the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], and that legisla- 
tion should be had with reference to the Indian Territory. The 
condition of affairs there should be changed at the earliest prac- 


ticable moment. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Iam happy to perceive that all is fish that 
word. Allusion has 


comes to the net of the Senator from Ar 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, just a 
been made by the Senator from New Hampshire to the action of 
Judge Kilgore, of the United States district court for the Indian 
Territory. Ihave no familiarity with the particular transaction 
about which the Senator reads—the newspaper clipping—but I 
remember at an early day in the present session to have hada 
conversation with a gentleman connected with the Denison and 
Northern Railway, and my recollection of the state of the matter 
is that after a great deal of money had been spent upon the grad- 
ing of that railroad the company failed and the road was put into 
the hands of a receiver. Its promoters came to Congress and 
asked for an extension of time for the construction of their road. 
Some citizens of Texas were interested in it, and I enlisted myself 
in 5 necessary extension. . 

While I know nothing about the particular order of Judge Kil- 

re to which the Senator from New Hampshire alludes, my in- 

ormation in a general way has been that finding, after the grad- 
ing of the road was largely completed, that they no money to 
continue its construction, in order to prevent the whole project 
from failing they secured an order from the court to buy the iron 
s0 as to e the railroad a serviceable enterprise. 

The Senator from New Hampshire criticises that sort of judi- 
cial order, and I think myself t such a method of administer- 
ing receiverships merits disfavor; but it certainly is no novelty. 
Federal courts have frequently ordered the issuance of receiver's 
certificates to complete the construction of unfinished lines. The 
practice has sometimes been a matter of judicial censure. I re- 
member that the late Judge Miller, of the yaad Court of the 
United States, on one occasion enlarged a good deal upon this topic, 
referring sharply to the difficulties in building railroads and pro- 

ing receiverships in the Federal courts. 

But in this case,as I have said, according to my information, 
these certificates were authorized as a matter of necessity, and by 
general consent, to make the railroad an active concern. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House agreed to the 


report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 


“| 6994) relating to the sale of gas in the District of Columbia. 


The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
ears Pere in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 9188) authorizing the appointment of a nonpartisan 
commission to collate information and to consider and recom- 
mend legislation to meet the problems presented by labor, agri- 
culture, and capital; and 

A bill (H. R. 9275) approving certain acts of the legislative as- 
sembly of the Territory of New Mexico, authorizing the issue of 
certain bonds of said Territory, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House. had passed a 
concurrent resolution requesting the President to return to the 
House the bill (H. R. 3279) to authorize the reassessment of water- 
main taxes, and for other purposes; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The manatee also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 148) granting a pension to Catharine Dillon; 
(S. 804) granting a pension to Mrs. Eleanor Carroll Poe; 
ill (S. 807) granting a pension to Charles Williamson; 
(S. 819) granting a pension to Catharine Leary; 
ill (S. 997) granting 5 to Ella D. Cross; 
ill (S. 1247) to establish and provide for the maintenance of 
ee public library and reading room in the District of Colum- 
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granting a pension to Lue R. Brown; 
A bill (8.3161) amending and extending the provisions of an 
act of Congress entitled An act approving with amendments the 
funding act of Arizona,” approved June 25, 1890, and the act 
833 thereof and supplemental thereto approved August 3, 
1894; 

A bill (H. R. 3578) granting a pension to Elmira E. Dustin; 


an 
A bill (H. R. 7578) granting the Flagstaff and Canyon Railroad 
8 right of way for railroad purposes through the Grand 
Canyon Forest Reserve in northern Arizona. 
PROPOSED FINANCIAL LEGISLATION. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask the Secretary to read the title of the 
House tariff bill. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 2749) to 555 
rovente to meet the expenses of Government and provide against 
a deficiency. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, the discussion of the tariff, free 
coinage, and collateral matter by the Senate having been conducted 
very largely by one side only, I hope it will not be intrusive for me 
to ask to be TEN, heard on the other side, though I could wish it 
were represented by more ability. 

When Con met here in December last,all Republicans 
were supposed to 1 be agreed, in view of the failure of the Wilson 
tariff bill in supplying sufficient revenue, to add to the receipts 
of the Treasury thirty or oe million dollars by amending the 
existing Democratic tariff. ey knew that it could not be done 
by a plenary and thoroughbred Republican tariff bill so long as 
the executive department was under Democratic control, nor so 
long as the leadership of the Senate Populists wabbled between 
the learned and iridescent farmer of Nebraska and the veiled 
prophet of Kansas. All knew, however, that any tariff additions 
would afford some incidental protection. The tariff bill of the 
House of Representatives at the present session proposed this, and 
very little more. The business of agriculture, manufacture, mer- 
cantile trade, and transportation might all be classified, if not 
wholly in the group of nondividend-paying enterprises, certain! 
as enterprises so very seriously depressed that even a little inci- 
dental protection would have been refreshing to all the group, 
while the direct aid of more revenue to the Treasury would have 
been highly appreciated even by Democrats, if conferred, and no 
questions asked. 

The Democratic party might well blush for having proposed in 
time of peace a clumsily made income tax, but after its defects had 
been exposed, and the law ignominiously thrown overboard by the 
Supreme Court, the party might well have admitted without a 
blush that there would be a shortage of thirty to forty million 
dollars of revenue. Otherwise the party must concede that it had 
maladroitly . to obtain thirty or forty millions of unnec- 
essary revenue. The expenditures of the Government, compared 
with its receipts, every month still show a deficit. 

The Democrats haye broken away from the leadership of their 
President, and, while agin, to the drum and fife of a North 
Carolina Populist, are in such dread lest the Populists should get 
control of their party that they seem to be in a hurry to become 
Populists themselves. 

he executive department would seem to be bound by law to 
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maintain the parity of gold and silver money, but with no other 
means within its reach for the purpose than an issue of bonds for 
whatever amount might be Pemeran. The Republicans were 
not only willing to provide bonds, as more quickly available in 
the emergency, but were willing also to provide a more ample 
revenue to prevent an endless recurrence of such emergencies. 

To the bond bill of the House of Representatives the Demo- 
crats and Populists of the Senate, in sheer mockery, at once 
proposed a free-coinage substitute. The stiff refusal of the go-it- 
alone free-coinage Senators to favor any measure by which gold 
can be cheaply obtained to maintain the parity of all our money 
now in circulation undeniably uncovers a pu „whether 
acknowledged or not, to stampede the country, if they get the 
power, to silver monometallism. 

The recent obstructive tactics brought forth in the Senate to 
defeat the coin redemption fund” bill, as well as also to defeat 
the emergency tariff bill of the House of Representatives, with a 
silver coinage substitute, wholly irrelevant, and having no possi- 
bility of becoming a law, but contemptuously obtruded solely to 
defeat the measures of the House, can hardly be regarded as 
standard Senatorial statesmanship, nor as legitimate i, arse 
by regular party opponents, still less when promoted by those 
who claim to be friends, and the excuses of such participants, if 
not merely accusatory of somebody else, must always have a fair 
hearing, even if pee stort & 

The Democratic vote for the substitute is poorly justified by 
the fact that the party deny any present deficiency of revenue and 
repudiate all tariff protection, but the hot and cold prevailing 
reasons for the adverse votes of their auxiliaries was conspicu- 
ous, some claiming to hold to the doctrine of protection, yet, 
like Ensign Stebbin. on prohibition, were against its enforcement, 
and asserting that the present Democratic tariff was protective or 
high poong on everything except wool, and that all further 
revenues should be collected by internal-revenue taxes, that the 
bill should have been made nonpartisan, and, finally, that the 
bill was not of a Republican protective tariff character and did 
not change ad valorem duties to ‘ifics, well knowing that such 
a tariff bill would not receive an Executive approval. 

The incongruous free-coi silver substitute for the House 
tariff bill was a repetition of the Senate substitute for the House 
bond bill—a legislative twin, of which the Committee on Finance 
only may now be supposed to be especially proud—and illustrates 
the old apothegm that Men are but children of a larger growth,” 
as they appear to have as much pleasure in playing with cheap to 
silver substitutes to House bills as juveniles ever enjoyed wi 
the repeated and stunning toy show of a Jumping ack on Se bos: 

The tariff bill of the Republican House of Representatives, sub- 
jected to remarkable assaults by Republicans, and made with 
much ability, but with some con ents, perhaps, most agreeable 
to the taste of our Democratic opponents, was merely an emer- 

mcy bill to last only until 1898, when it is believed the Executive 
1 will have a Republican occupant and that a less number 
of free traders in the Senate will disport themselves with revenue 
bills. Some obloquy seems to have borrowed to be thrown 
upon the tariff b suggesting that while little or nothing was 
proposed for wool, the New se ees woolen mills were very well 
taken care of.” A more careful reading of the House bill might 
have made it unnecessary to call upon either Ahithophel or Abishai 
for its true interpretation, as that would have shown the bill to 
have squarely proposed on first and second class wool, now free, 
60 per cent of the duties imposed by the McKinley Act of 1890, 
and only an equal compensatory duty on woolens, but that the 
woolen Schedule K was wholly excluded from the additional 15 

r cent ad valorem duty proposed upon all other schedules. 

as this not right? And does it not choke the life out of any 
borrowed charge of neglect on wool, or of sectionalism? 

When, even in friendly hands, the promotion of sheep husbandry 
has long been a difficult problem where land is dear and where 
winter feeding ismostexpensive. The woolsof Australia, Africa, 
and South America are produced at a cost so small comparatively 
with all other countries that the duty on wool imported into the 
United States has to be placed at a rate almost as high as would 
be e ient if it were a luxury, or it would yield little revenue, 
and the protection would be wholly inadequate. 

The wide difference in the market price of wool before protec- 
tive duties were repealed and after will show the benefit derived 
by the woolgrower. The market price of Ohio XX wool in July, 
1892, was 28 to 29 cents per pound; in December, 1894, atfer wool 
was maia free, it was 18 to 18} cents per pound, and to-day (1896) 
it is less. 

The Democratic tariff has made sheep husbandry no longer suc- 
cessful in any American State, and this most attractive national 
industry, if free-trade . hold the ROWE, is to be wholly 
and forever abandoned and extinguished. ow, while the woolen 
mills of Great Britain are busy and have nothing to complain of, 
here in the United States it is different, where it is reported that 
only 64 per cent of the hands in the woolen manufacture are now 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


JUNE 2, 


ennoyed, and those at a reduction of wages. The sales of wool 
daily reporna are the smallest eyer known, and, among the non- 
dividend class of mills, the woolen mills are more largely repre- 
sented than any other. 

The bill was sent to the Senate by a Republican majority of the 
House of Representatives. the largest we have had in many years. 
A Republican caucus of the members of the Senate had instructed 
the Republican members of the Committee on Finance to support 
the bill without any amendment. As chairman of a committee, 
though it was erroneously supposed to have had a majority of its 
members who were, at least, in favor of incidental protection, I 
did not think it an ‘‘ unseemly” discharge of my duties to move 
the consideration of the tariff bill in the Senate, February 13, 
and repeated the motion February 25. Both of these motions 
were defeated, showing conclusively that the tariff bill was not to 
have any chance, even of amendment, but that the plot of the 
majority to obtain, through the threatened policy of coercion, the 
free coinage of silver, was to be inaugurated at once, if possible, 
by stopping all further tariff supplies. 

Whenever the Republican party shall be so unfortunate as to 
have presented for its adoption any measure not practically for 
the general welfare, or not worthy of national favor, the part 
will not mourn to see it slide into oblivion, but the party will 
spurn the success of even a cardinal measure if it is to degrade 
its members by being obtained 1 for an equal support 
of any other measure, or bad. No man of . no 
freeman goes even to his dinner on compulsion, and no political 
party will be prone to suicide when it is nearing the goal which 
promises the mastery with its highest honors. 

The National Republican platform of 1892 in relation to silver, 
though constructed, as recently disclosed, by the distinguished 
Senators from Colorado and Nevada [Messrs. TELLER and JONES 
with the exception only of the best and most important part whic 
provided for the preservation of the money parity of silver with 
gold, did not secure, as it will be remembered, either the vote of 
Colorado or Nevada for the Republican ticket. But, if the same 
distinguished platform builders should this year be intrusted with 
full authority to give form and substance to the financial part of 
the Republican platform, there would be as little doubt of their 
learning and ability tosoframe and dovetail it that a victory would 
be as plump and sure in Colorado and Nevada as would be a 


Waterloo defeat in other equally important States. 

As there have been already elected to the St. Louis convention 
between seven and eight hundred sound-money delegates, and 
less than one hundred who favor the free coinage of silver with- 


out the cooperation of any other Government, or who want the 
pockets of the American people to jingle with silver money only, 
it is very certain that the platform of the Republican party in 
1896 will place every dollar of our money in circulation on a parity 
with the best dollar of the world. 

It seldom happens that any member of a political party is read 
out of the party to which he may have attached himself. Such 
parties are apt to be tolerant, even of the vagaries of their friends, 
and do not rashly pursue technical heresies. Occasionally some 
members will put themselves outside of the party breastworks, 
especially if pondering a divorce from their party, and then they 
feel bound to put forth some plausible pretext by finding fault 
with pending measures. The retention of constantly growling 
members of a party, like the retention of loose teeth, is rarely pos- 
sible and never very serviceable. 

The 8 ground under the Democratic party appears dan- 
gerously volcanic. In South Carolina a portentous revolt is threat- 
ened unless the convention at Chicago favors the free coinage of 
the 16 to 1 fifty-cent dollar. In Missouri, no longer conservative, 
an irruption hardly less sublime is indicated by the meteoric de- 
nunciations poured out upon sonnd-money Democrats who ma 
dare to go to their Chicago convention. Even a Democratic Presi- 
dent can not adhere to the sound-money doctrine of Jackson and 
Jefferson without being “‘ barked at by Tray, Blanche, and Sweet- 
heart” of his own party. 

Some Republicans of Colorado, also afflicted with the same epi- 
demic, have announced with telling emphasis that if the Repub- 
lican convention at St. Louis should not sufficiently recognize the 
claims of silver Colorado would bolt as heretofore, and Mr. Bel- 
ford claims the State should secede. Idaho, too, is training a bolt, 
which the trainers do not expect will be as 


Harmless as summer lightning. 


It does not yet appear, however, whether these bolters will all 
cuddle together in one thunderclap, or each one have a separate 
and independent bolt. They are all of age, and have the right in 
a Presidential race to go, bolt, or burst as they please. k 

No doubt had our country been shielded by a sound protective 
tariff, during the hopeless years of the present Democratic Admin- 
istration, much of the business distress and woe of unemployed 
labor might have been averted; but another adverse and sore be- 
witchery of all business affairs in the United States, hardly less 


1896. 
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potent than a free-trade tariff, has been the unceasing agitation of 


the free coinage of silver, and on aratio that would not fail tore- 
duce the standard value of our money, as well as the whole fabric 
of public and private credit, to one-half of its present value. 
Parties most respectable in numbers and ability, as well as par- 
ties with that reputation all yet to win, have together made what 
they call demonetized silver their snarling and woeful jeremiad, 
and to them might justly be imputed the fatherhood of much of 
the unrest and distrust in many industries which now becloud 
even republican institutions. They have disclosed the fact 
that the people of several States are not unwilling to pay debts in 
cheaper money than what they borrowed, nor to obtain wealth by 
compelling the Government to take their silver bullion at twice 
its value. The extreme positions thus proclaimed have jostled 
and prodded all American securities abroad, insomuch that their 
easily frightened holders have been sending them home on a canter. 

There is a lofty imperial assumption among its 16-to-1-standard 
advocates that silver has a miraculous dignity of character as 
one of the elect money metals, and that it must not be wickedly 
degraded by haying its value subjected to criticism or to the vul- 
gar test of acommercial market. Therefore any inquiry into the 
present standing and character of the white metal, even if not as 
white as it should be, is to be regarded as worthy only of wicked 
Pharisees and uncircumcised gold bugs. 

The droll and weak-backed contention appears to be, if the 
United States should alone open its mints to the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver, that it would at once be hoisted to its ancient 
full-coinage value, and would not only increase the value of the 
silver actually coined in the United States, but would hypnotize 
and increase the value of silver in all the markets of the world. 
The insurmountable impediment to this high-stepping theory is 
that it is proposed to have the American people assume all of the 
risk, loss, and shame of a gigantic boomerang in the perilous at- 
tempt to boom silver. 

It is preposterously claimed by leading supporters of the silver 
16-to-1 standard that its consumption in the arts as merchandise, 
or in whatever manner, however large, except that of free coin- 
age as standard money, will debase and notincrease its value, and 
that even the purchase and coinage of silver is not an equivalent 
of bimetallism. Nothing less than the perpetual free coinage of 
silver until the crack of doom, and giving to the owners all the 
difference between its nominal and its real value, with no charge 
of seigniorage, it is seriously urged, will prove a wholesome tonic 
and restore silver to its former prekes and standard value. 

According to this hysterical theory the United States may thus 
indefinitely inflate our currency with silver dollars, but, should 
their coinage at our mints ever cease or be suspended, the Treasury 
and our people would find these dollars had suddenly tumbled 
from their fiat value to that of the paralytic class of 50-cent dollars. 

The increase of the annual silver product of the world since 
1873 has been very great, that of the United States alone being, in 
1894, in coinage value, $77,575,757, or almost as much as the 8817 
800,000 of the whole world in 1873. Our present stock of silver, 
now mainly in the Treasury, and a drug wherever pushed as circu- 
lation, $624,000,000, is excessive and far beyond any legitimate 
demand. No one hoards or covets for himself a stock of dear- 
bought silver any more than he would nurse or covet carbuncles, 
but all prefer some other fellow,” especially bond-holding gold 
bugs, should exclusively enjoy the blessing. 

If the President now finds it a task of some difficulty to sustain 
our silver and silver certificates on a parity with gold, obviously 
an imited increase of such currency would be perilous. 

If the Government has been sadly overreached financially by 
taking at a cost much too dear from the mine owners several hun- 
dred millions of silver, for which its obligations were exchanged, 
to circulate as money, it appears to have only prompted the mine 
owners, after silver has had a further and profounder slump, to 
shove a bigger job upon the Government and people, and the de- 
mand now made is for the free and unlimited coinage of all the 
silver bullion, domestic or foreign, which may be brought to our 
mints. For all this our paper obligations, in the shape of silver 
certificates, are to be exchanged, to circulate as the chief part of 
our paper money, and be receivable for customs, taxes, and all 
5 dues at the rate of $1 for 371 grains of silver, or at nearly 

wice the present value. 

The Government can never recoup its loss of over $150,000,000 
on its recently acquired stock of silver, as that loss, like the de- 
preciated silver itself, came to stay, but the loss may be indefi- 
nitely expanded if the silver autocrats now succeed in their 
world-wide 16 to 1 free coinage plot. In spite of all past experi- 
ence, we are asked to stubbornly embark alone in the knight 
errantry of a world-bounded coinage of silver dollars, having the 
very significant legend of “Trust in God” prayerfully stamped 
on their face, but dollars only in circumference and number of 
pennyweights, not in real value, and with the honorable pledge 
of the United States to preserve their parity with gold carefully, 
silently, and wholly omitted. 


If it was a great crime in the sixth, fourteenth, and sixteenth 
centuries for the rulers of nations to grossly debase their silver 
coins for their own profit and to defraud their subjects by shov- 
ing such coins into circulation as standard money, a similar act 
to-day of defrauding the people can not be sweetened by the denial 
of any depreciation of the metal or made innocuous by providing 
that the profit of coining depreciated silver shall accrue to and be 
pocketed wholly by the owners of silver mines. It would be even 
more reprehensible for our Government to incite the greed and 
cupidity not only of our own * but to spread out an invita- 
tion over the whole world to all holders of silver bullion to bring 
it to our market to be coined as dollars, wrongly stamped as dol- 
lars, and paid for and held by our people as dollars, although 
known to be much less in real value. 

Hamilton and Jefferson are entitled to the credit of establishing 
the ratio of our gold and silver coins, and their labor then was 
what it would be were they here to-day—to fix the ratio precisel 
in proportion to the intrinsic value of gold and silver. In 1805, 
under the Administration of President Jefferson, the coinage of 
silver dollars was uian suspended and not resumed for over 
thirty years. Jefferson then furnished the precedent for what is 
now denounced as the ‘‘demonetization of silver and the great 
crime of 1878,” and yet the learned and alert Senator from Nevada 
has neither denounced the thirty years of silver demonetization 
nor the great crime of Tom Jefferson in 1805. 

Even at the present reduced value of silver bullion, its pursuit 
is indispntably more remunerative than that of agriculture or 
manufactures, and this fact appears to be confirmed by a distin- 
guished Senator from one of the silver fertilized States, who with 
porconanie exultation has told us that the wealth per capita of 

is people is two dollars to one compared with that of the more 
populous Eastern States of Massachusetts and Pennsylvania, and 
yet all the Senators from the States now enriched or pregnant 
with silver, rigorously demand about 100 per cent additional 
profit on their silver bullion through its coinage by the Govern- 
ment, although that profit must come out of the more limited earn- 
ings of those whose wealth per capita, after two hundred years of 
hard labor, by themselves or their ancestors, is ony one dollar to 
two, compared with that in some of these young and more wealthy 
silver States. 

We are often sympathetically informed by silver-tongued 
orators that Ja manufactures numerous articles—bicycles 
especially—far cheaper than they can be made in the United 
States, and that it is the silver currency of the oriental people 
which confers npon them this mastery by the cheaper payment 
of their wage earners, who are now receiving less than one-third 
of what is paid in the United States, and are paid in silver, as they 
were before its t superabundance had so largely depreciated 
its value throughout the world. : 

The patent and only remedy of the United States, as we are 

itifully told, is to Fore this all-conquering Japanese competition 

y equalizing our exchanges; that is to say, by pushing our silver 
coinage to the front, leaving gold behind as a commodity to be 
bought and sold at a premium, and thus to obtain the supremacy 
of cheap silver with which to pay all American wage earners, 
To thus equalize exchanges would not relieve us of the competi- 
tion unless it brought down American wages, as would be the 
manifest tendency, to the level of wages in Japan, or brought up 
Japanese wages to the level of wages in America. 

yond all controversy, wherever the silver standard of money 

alone Sama cased prevails, the lowest and poorest standard of wages 
prevails. The w: of the progressive Japanese, however, withi 
the last ten years have been much increased, and their workmen 
are likely to demand American wages long before Americans will 
stoop to accepting wages now current in Japan. 

The ludicrous misinformation which supports the broad asser- 
tion that countries where the silyer-money standard prevails have 
a hundred per cent premium in their favor of exchange is as much 
a travesty on the facts as on common sense. The country which 
uses a depreciated currency falls under many disadvantages and 
as certainly and swiftly as the man of business whose credit is de- 
preciated. What we buy of silver-standard countries can be paid 
for in depreciated silver. What they buy of us must be paid for 
in the best of sound money and nowhere subject to any discount. 
Free coinage of silver as a remedy against Japanese or any cheap 
foreign labor would prove very much like taking refuge in a pest- 
house to avoid the plague. 

Bimetallism is nothing more than two-metallism, though some- 
times industriously and artfully used to mean the unlimited free 
coinage of gold and silver, and was first used by Cernuschi, a dis- 
tinguished Frenchman, soon after Germany and the Latin nations 
had lost confidence in the stability of silyer money, who then be- 
gan the agitation of a larger use of silver among nations. When 
this prominent leader of bimetallism visited this country some 
years later, he was invited by me as the honored guest to a dinner 
party, and his advice then was against the free coinage of silver 
without the cooperation of other leading nations, as no nation was 
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competent alone to handle so large a question. M.Cernuschi has 
reiterated this opinion several times since. If the United States 
start in this desperate silver risk alone, of course we shall be de- 
feated, and silver will be further humbled and take a lower posi- 
tion in the estimation of all commercial nations. 

inly an invitation from commercial nations to join in a 
cooperative agreement for a larger money use of silver would 
here be accepted by a Republican Administration, and it would 
be more desirable that the United States should receive rather 
than offer the invitation, as the American production of silver is 
comparatively so large that any initiatory step on our sag might 
subject us to the charge of being inspired by the thrifty purpose 
of securing a better market for our annual domestic product. 

Were it as certain, as some extreme silver advocates represent, 
that no cooperative agreement among leading nations for a larger 
use of silver can be obtained, that fact alone would be a cogent 
and sufficient reason why the United States should decline to 
stultify itself 3 single-handed in an experiment so 
reckless and so distrusted as to be shunned and coldly rejected by 
the statesmen of every enlightened nation. 

But this hopeless representation of the silver question in Europe 
is untrue, The trend of public opinion in Germany and in Great 
Britain favors tolerance of the question. Very recently Mr. Bal- 
four, the first lord of the treasury, in response to an inquiry 
whether the Government had refused to cooperate with Germany 
in furthering an international monetary agreement by reopening 
the Indian mints, replied that there was no truth in the rumor, 
and added that we should willingly consider, in conjunction 
with the Indian government, the reopening of the Indian mints, 
if the measure comprised a satisfactory scheme of currency.” 

As recently as April 20, 1896, there was an international bime- 
tallic conference held at Brussels, with the view of paving the 
way to international negotiations on the subject, to which dele- 
gates were present from Germany, the United States, Great Brit- 
ain, France, Austria, Russia, Belgium, Denmark, Holland, and 
Roumania, 

It would almost look as though—if the vociferous cry hereabout 
opening our mints alone to the free coinage of silver were only to 
cease—the United States might be invited to a conference where 
silver would have some practical favor besides wind. : 

Our Southern States are for the most part far less densely popu- 
lated than their sister States of equal age, and the acreage of their 
uncultivated land is enormously greater. The unused water 
power of their numerous rivers, and their inexhaustible iron ores 
and coal fields would seem to invite an unlimited expansion of 
diversified industries as well as a large increase of Topan. 
Their material prosperity and advance in the value of their estates 
in land must be, for generations to come, wholly based upon in- 
spiring confidence in the owners of capital and in many people to 
move there with the view of finding a safe and conservative home 
for both labor and property. Instead of this the silver heresy, 
threatening the stability of all values, rages like an epidemic, and 
is rampant in the South, where it may be supposed that some 
advantage will be derived by cheap money in payment of cheap 
labor, and where, I fear, they are about to show their willingness 
to bid adieu to sar large additional Anglo-Saxon growth. 

The highest ambition of all the enterprising people of our new 
States must be to attract large accessions of an industrious and 
intelligent class of citizens to their respective States. Will this 
be accomplished where one industry alone is made dominant, and 
where all other occupations, if not deemed intrusive, are held as 
subordinate, or where there is the same dictator in politics as in 
business? They also want to attract capital to e great and 

ent investments within their magnificent boundaries, but, 
as an attractive sign to tempt either domestic or foreign capital 
and labor to go west of the Mississippi to build up safe and happy 
homes, will it be wise to advertise and tolerate no other financial 
but the silver standard at 16 to 1? 
the silver States want tariff on silver as a raw material in 
which they are largely interested, they may feel sure that Repub- 
licans will make no opposition to the imposition of such a tariff; 
but, if it is only an attempt to unload the depreciated white metal 
upon the people of the United States by demanding its unlimited 
coinage as the standard money of final redemption, then it must 
be discussed upon its present intrinsic or commercial merits, and 
the ratio of 16 to 1 of gold must now be dismissed as a stupen- 
dous fraud upon the pockets of the people, as well as an imputa- 
tion upon their business capacity. 

The free coinage of silver is treated by most of its advocates, 
not as a great national question touching many large commercial 
nations, and challenging all of their financial resources, but 
merely as a local affair to be exclusively handled here by bluffing 
the whee world with a standing offer by statute law to receive 
at our mints and coin the present surplus and all the world’s 
product of silver which may beannually presented. For all this, 
with no charge of seigniorage, the United States is to exchange 
silver certificates, to go into circulation as money at double the 
value of the silver received, and then it is claimed, with smooth- 


faced solemnity, that silver will at once spontaneously flop up- 
ward to the same value where it stood years ago, when the an- 
nual product was comparatively small and when its coinage had 
not ceased, as it has now ceased altogether among the largest com- 
mercial nations. 

There are some persons who accept with reluctance the mira- 
cles of the Bible who eagerly accept in advance the miracle thus 
pees by stump orators concerning the resurrection of silver 

y the magic wand of the United States. 

My interest in the silver question is no other than that of every 
American citizen who woul 3 the interest and happiness 
of the greatest number, and the public credit of our Republican 
Government, I believe the pr rity of the South is absolutely 
essential to that of the North, and that the prosperity of the West, 
where the East finds kith and kin in every school district and 
every church, is the e geal of the same family. The growth 
of every State is a subject of national pride. I am glad not tobe- 
long to a party which flourishes most in times of adversity, and 
whose prospects brighten when calamities threaten. I believe the 

arty soon expected to control national affairs will best flourish in 
ys of prosperity, and whose . will brighten when our 
people find full employment and full wages, and are paid in money 
that will suffer no degradation in contact or exchange with the 
sonog money of the most enlightened and leading nations of the 
world. 
THE NICARAGUA CANAL, 


Mr. MORGAN, I am instructed by the Select Committee on 
the Construction of the Nicaragua Canal to report back the bill 
(S. 3247) to amend an act entitled “An act to incorporate the 
Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,” approved 8 28, 
1881, and submit a report thereon. Iask that the report may be 
printed, and that the bill may be put upon the 5 

I am also instructed by the committee to ask the Senate to fix 
Monday, the 14th day of December next, as the day on which the 
bill may be taken up for consideration. I now ask unanimous 
consent to that effect. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. What is the request? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair), 
The Senator from Alabama asks the unanimous consent of the 
Senate that the 14th day of December next shall be fixed for the 
„ of the bill which he has reported. Is there objec- 

on? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I object. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection has been made by the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

JUDGMENTS IN INDIAN DEPREDATION CASES. 


Mr. MILLS, Lask unanimous consent for the adoption of the 
resolution which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to transmit forthwith 
to the Senate a list of all final judgments rendered in Indian depredation 
claims since the 2ist day of May, being the date of the last report to 
Congress. 

Mr. HILL. What is the point of the resolution? 

Mr. MILLS. The resolution merely calls on the Attorney-Gen- 
eral for a report of judgments in Indian depredation cases. 

Mr. HILL. Have not all the appropriation bills been passed? 
No Sgt to legislate in conference committees any more, 

Mr. S. It merely asks for a report for the benefit of the 
Senate. I ask for the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask to have the conference report on 
the Indian appropriation bill laid before the Senate. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the conference report 
on the bill (H. R. 6249) making appropriations for current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department and fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1897, and for other haere 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GEoRGE] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi, before he begins, the privilege of adding a word or two of 
information in respect to one branch of the amendment which I 
did not have yesterday. It will take but a moment. It hasrefer- 
ence to the Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians of South Dakota. 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. VILAS. The treaty was made with these Indians on the 
12th day of December, 1889, and was ratified on the 3d day of 
March, 1891. It contained this provision in reference to the lands 
which were sold by those Indians to the United States: 

That the sum so to be paid— 

That is, in consideration of the land— 


shall be held in the Treasury of the United States for the sole use and benefit 
of the said bands of Indians; and the same, with interest thereon at 3 per 
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for the education and civilisation of the said banda of Indians or members 


Under that act it has been the custom of the Government to 
make appropriation from the annual interest in such manner as 


shall best employ it for the education of the Indians and their 
ivilizati 


on. 
In reference to that also the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
has sent to me a copy of a letter which he addressed to the honor- 
able Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW} on the 26th 
day of May last, which I 1 probably the may have 
received before yesterday's discussion. 6 
amendment which for the first time 1 was informed yesterday by 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ee the Senate had adopted on 
the general deficiency bill. His letter related, therefore, to the 
posed amendment tothe general ey bill, but of course it 
fae precisely the same effect as applied to the amendment when 
now proposed through the conference committee as an attachment 
to the Dawes Commission appropriation. I will read it: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE or [INDIAN n. 
Washington May 26, 1896. 
rn: I notice on page 5664 of the RECORD: of cg hart 
ge ener care to the general deficiency bill, . 
is directed to "to the Sisseton and 


the Secretary of the 
N ages Indians of South Dakota all interest ——— 2 . ty bq to ay 
1, and that thereafter all interest money as it shall accrue 

on the Ist day of November annuall 


If this amendment should ret law it will have the effect of sopping 
all « educational work the Sisseton Reservation and leave 


Very respectfully, D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 
Hon. R. F. PETTIGREW, 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill simply say, in view of what the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin has stated, that this amendment is still in 
disagreement on the deficiency bill. We have in the Committee 
on Appropriations a similar letter to that just read by the Sena- 
tor, and of course modifications will be made in the amendment 
so as to comply with what seems to be necessary under the agree- 


ment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to state, in reply to the Senator 
from Wisconsin, that I received the letter which he has read be- 
fore the amendment was agreed to in conference. The amend- 
ment agreed to in conference protects the schools upon the reser- 
vation, while the amendment placed upon the deficiency bill does 
not protect them. 

e act of Congress or the agreement with those Indians reads 


as follows: 
In consideration for the lands ceded, sold, and 
aforesaid the ne United States Sates mnit te d aroos to pay t 5 


to bands of Indians by Con; 
dians or mem seek Un ccoviaed tx action 5 of an act it 
Congress approved February 8, 1887. 


The act ratifying this agreement varied its terms and ided 
that the money micht be paid out upon the order of the ident 
or by 8 cot the part of Congress. The Indians insist 
upon a compliance with their t and their treaty. =e 
money has always been paid to the Indians in cash per per capitis, 
or. that w was eee gS for agency employees 


. — full a of managing their own affairs. The agent 


agency employees. Those people know better than a arbor else 
paid out 


One Ang 18 certain, and that is that very few, if any, of those 


poopie get any benefit from the agency employees. It is doubtful | 


if an agent is needed, but even if an agent is needed it is not re- 
quired that in addition to that $4,000 of their money shall be paid 
perhaps to men as a reward for political service. For that reason 
it was left out of the amendment, and properly so, in my opinion, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi 
[ Mr. “See yore is entitled to the floor. 

LER. WilltheSenatorfrom Mississippi allow me? 

Me. GEORGE. I yield tothe Senator from New pshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iwas puzzled yesterday by the remark made 
by the Senator from Iowa . ALLISON] to the effect that there 
was a clause already upon the ‘deficiency bill in conneetion with 
the Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians. I couldnot understand wh 
this clause should be in these two places. If it is on the 
deficiency bill, why is it on this bill? Why is it in two places? 
Why, if the clause is upon the deficiency bill, is it necessary to 
write it into the conference report on this bill? That is what I 
ean not understand. 

The remark of the Senator from Iowa was mysterious to me. I 

thought it was bad enough to have the clause on the conference 
report, but to learn that if was also in the deficiency bill was a 
great puzzle. I thought perhaps I was getting dizzy in the mat- 
ter of legislation and unable to comprehend the modern methods 
of the Senate. 
Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from New Hampshire is laboring 
under a rehension. The amendment was not put on the 
deficiency bi ge conferees. It was put on in the Senate be- 
fore we had any knowledge of the conference now in charge of the 
Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Why, if it is on the deficiency bill, is it put 
in the Indian appropriation bill? 

Mr. ALLISO hat I do not know. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, at the close of my remarks yes- 
terday I stated that this amendment of the bill, as 5 
by the committee of conference, was inartificially drawn, ambigu- 
ous, and seemed to be impossible of eee I desire to call 
the attention of the Senate, and especially I desire to call the at- 
tention of the members of the conference comunittee, if there be 
any of them t and take an interest in this matter, to what 
Iam now about to state as to the effect of the amendment. It is 
provided— 

That said commission is further authorized. and directed to proceed at once 
to hear and determine the application of all persons who may apply to them 
for citizenship in —— of suid nati nations, and after such hearing they shall deter- 
mine the right of such applicant to be soadmitted and enrolled. 

That is one distiner provi provision for the purpose of amending the 
rolls of the citizenship of the various tribes. There is another 
provision on the same subject to which I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], if he will give 

me his attention, so that he may explain it: 

Provided, however, 
sioners within three months after the s 
. decide all such a within a days after the same shall 


* 

And provided Artie: That the rolls. of citizenship of tho several * — as 
now existing are hereby confirmed. 

This is the point to which I desire especially to call the atten- 
tion of the conferees: 

ee of elhar of said tribes and whose right thereto has either been denicd 

therof said tribes and whose right thereto has either been denied 
or 2 nmo or any citizen who may within three months from and 
after the passage of this act desire such citizenship, may aj aeetas gn 
— — oats or committee E committee shal — several tribes for cit- 
determine 


within thirty days days from the date 
pethane eais are goth > distinct provisions for the 
adding to the rolls of the tribes. One is that the addition shall 
the Dawes Commission. The second is that an addi- 
1 may be made by any one of the authorized committees or 
tribunals of the several tribes. So it a that there are two 
boards, two tribunals, haying equal Pan St Sh havi 
jurisdiction, who at the same time are to hear the applications of 
these es. What I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Colorado to is, if a man should apply to one of these tribu- 
nals and at the same time should apply to the other, because he 
has a right to apply to both, and one should decide one way and 
the other the other, what would be the situation of the applicant? 
Would he be a member of the tribe or would he be excluded? I 
think that ought to be answered. I hear no answer. 
The amendment proposes these two distinct and 
and inconsistent tri to decide the same thing. Eicher may 
act or both may act, and if one acts one way and the other the 
other there is no provision here as to which shall prevail. 
I call the attention of the Senate, too, as it is very pertinent, to 
the 3 Veiner we ought on a mere conference report to 
upon these important matters. They are 
always Ee takes el are always acted upon without 
amendment in is body. 56 that incongruities and inconsistencies 
occur, as they do here. 
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There is another provision to which I call attention. The Dawes 


Commission is uired to decide an application within ninety 
days after the application ismade. When the application is made 
to the Indian commissions, to the Indian committees, to the In- 
dian tribunals, they must make the decision within thirty days. I 
should like to know what motive or reason influenced the com- 
mittee in giving the Dawes Commission ninety days in which to 
make the decision and confining the tribunals of ‘the tribes to 
thirty days? s 

Then I should like to know, and it is a very pertinent inquiry, 
if a man shall apply to the Indian committee and it should be de- 
cided against his right within thirty days, there would be sixty 
days, then, in which he could apply to the other commission; and 
is it the meaning of the amendment that an applicant shall experi- 
ment in this way with both tribunals, that he shall apply to the 

dian commission or to the Indian tribunals that are to decide 
within thirty days, and then after the thirty days he is allowedsixty 
days more in which to apply to the Dawes Commission? How is 
that? Why was that done? Will the Senator from Colorado or 
any other member of the committee explain it to the Senate? 

en, there is another ambiguous provision in the amendment, 

and one on a very important point: 

That in determining all such applications said commission shall respect all 
laws of the several nations or — teg not inconsistent with the laws of the 


United States, and all treaties with either of said nations or tribes, and shall 
ve due force and effect to the rolls, usages, and customs of each of said na- 


ons or tribes, 
What is due force? Is it just such force as the commission 
shall see proper to give them? If so, there is no use for the in- 


troduction of this provision at all. What is due force? I should 
like to have that explained. I will read further to show what a 
very remarkable provision this committee of conference have given 
to the Senate for its ratification: 

In the performance of such duties said commission shall have power and 
authority to administer oaths, to issue process for and compel the attendance 
of witnesses, and to send for persons and papers, and all depositions and affi- 


davits and other evidence in any form whatsoever heretofore taken where 
the witnesses giving said testimony are dead or now residing beyond the 


limits of said Territory. 

What affidavits? Taken before whom? Taken in what kind of 
proceeding? Taken merely ex parte, without any judicial pro- 
ceeding pending in which affidavits can be used? If that be the 
meaning of it—and I think it is—then every affidavit, every depo- 
sition, not taken under judicial proceedings and with the view of 
being used in judicial trial and pertinent to the issue in that trial 
will be utterly worthless, because if the party swore falsely in a 
case of that sort he could not be indicted or punished for perjury. 
Do the committee of conference mean to say that mere ex parte 
statements, made by anybody at any time, may be used for the 
purpose of determining the very great question whether a man is 
a citizen of one of these tribes or not? 

Then here is another very important provision, such as I under- 
take to say was never found in any statute which attempted to 
regulate proceedings for the determination of rights of person or 
property. They are not only to take these ex parte affidavits, 
taken at any time and anywhere and for any purpose, but they 
are also— 

To use every fair and reasonable means within their reach. 


What are “fair and reasonable means”? Simply the discretion 
of the Commission. Whatever the Commission may determine to 
be fair, whatever they may determine to be reasonable, for the 

se of ‘ascertaining the truth in this case, whether they be 
fe al or not, they are authorized to use; and that, too, in a case 
which I have just said is one of the most important that could be 
submitted to any tribunal in the world—the right of citizenship. 

Then we come to another very extraordinary provision, one 
which the committee of conference must have sup to be 
effectual for the purpose of securing right and justice to these 
tribes. It is the proviso— 

That if the tribe or any 3 be eved with the decision of the tribal 
authorities or the commission provided for in this act, it or he may appeal 
from such decision to the United States district court. 

There is no provision as to how the appeal shall be granted. 
There is no provision as to any bond or want of bond for costs 
that may be given. There is no provision as to whether an ap- 

hall operate as a suspension of the decision of the commis- 
sion, and, what is more important, there is no means provided 
whereby the nation shall know the date of the decision of the 
commission, so that it may take the appeal within the time spec- 
ified. There is no provision for any notice to be given to the na- 
tion or any one of its authorities when an appeal is taken. There 
is no provision as to what record shall be sent by this commission 
on an appeal. There is no provision whether the trial in the dis- 
trict court shall be upon a record or whether it shall be de novo. 
No man can tell. 

I should like to hear some member of the conference committee 
explain these things. How is the appeal to be taken? What no- 
tice is to be given to the other side? Then what record is to be 


made and sent up? Then how the district court shall proceed- 
whether upon testimony introduced originally in that court or 
whether upon the testimony certified? It must do one or the 
other. Now, see. If they are to try it upon the record made in 
the court below, then there is no provision for any record at all 
to be made in the court below. There is no clerk. There is no 
duty imposed upon the commission but to make one record, and 
that record is to be made at any time after six months, after the 

rformance of all the duties im d upon the commission, 

ext, sir, I was going to remark, there is no provision made for 
the purpose of putting in the record any evidence that might be 
introduced before this commission. How is the court to decide 
it? There is but the one record required to be made, and I will 
read to the Senate what that record is: 

The commission is hereby uired to file the lists of members as they 
finally approve them with he: omarteatonier of Indian Affairs, to remain 
there for use as the final judgment of the duly constituted authorities. 

After everything has been done, after six months have expired, 
then the first record that this Commission is authorized to make 
is to be made, and what is it? Is there any evidence to be re- 

orted? No; nothing but the simple names of the parties who 

ve been admitted to the roll. 

I should like for some member of the conference committee or 
for some member of the Senate who favors this report to explain 
to the Senate how that appeal is to be taken, how it is to be tried. 

Then here is another remarkable thing. While the two boards, 
while the Commission and any tribunal in the Territory are lim- 
ited as to the time in which they shall make their decision, there 
is no limit as to the time in which the court shall make its deci- 
sion. So it may be years after the final adjournment of all the 
proceedings under the Commission before the decision of the dis- 
trict court. 

Mr. President, it may be said or it may be thought (I do not 
think any lawyer will say it in the Senate openly) that all these 
omissions to which I have called the attention of the Senate may 
be supplied by the action of the Commission. In answer to that 
I have but to cite to the Senate a very simple rule of law, which 
every lawyer recognizes at once as soon as it is stated. Wherea 
tribunal of any kind, having judicial powers, has a limited juris- 
diction, it has no power to go beyond the letter of the law which 
created it. The reason is very simple. Here isa board, not a 
court, an executive board, with no common-law powers, who are 
endowed with certain powers by act of Congress. What are the 
powers? They are simply the powers specified in this amend- 
ment, and where there is no specification of a right or of a duty 
by a well recognized principle of law, not disputed by anybody, 
there is no power on the part of the board. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis- 
1 yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

r. GEORGE. Does the Senator desire to interrupt me? 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Mississippi will pardon me, 
I call attention of the Chair to the fact that the morning hour has 
expired. The Senate having met at 11 o’clock, the morning hour 
ends at 1. I ask that the bond bill be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina raising the question of consideration of the unfinished busi- 
ness, if there is no objection, the unfinished business will be laid 
before the Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does not that come up at 2 o’clock? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning hour comprises 
two hours. When the Senate meets at 11 o’clock, of course 1 
o'clock is the end of the morning hour. The question of the con- 
sideration of the unfinished business being made, the Chair will 
lay, if there is no objection, the unfinished business before the 

nate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not object, but I do contend that a 
conference report has priority over the unfinished business. It 
is a subject that may be discussed hereafter. If the unfinished 
business was pending a conference report could be presented, and 
being presented it must stay before the Senate until it is disposed 
of in some way by a vote of the Senate. It seems to be a unani- 
mous-consent agreement that the bond bill shall go on, but I do 
not acquiesce in any such decision of parliamentary law as will 
give the unfinished business preference over a conference report. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have no objection to the conference report 
going over. I do not claim any rights in the matter. I am will- 
ing to abide by the rules of the Senate. If by the rules of the 
Senate the unfinished business does not come up until 2 o’clock, 
I will go on; if it is the rule of the Senate to lay the matter before 
the Senate at 1 o’clock, I will yield very soar kn 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business, as a 
general rule, will come up at 1 o’clock when the Senate meets at 11. 

Mr. VILAS. If the unfinished business has rightful precedence 
over this business, I am willing to yield toit. If it has not, I in- 
sist upon the conference report being proceeded with. I desire to 
observe the rule if there is one. 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I suggest to the Senator from Wis- 
consin that there was an agreement a day or two ago that there 


should be a vote on the unfinished business to-day. If there are 
Senators who desire to speak it seems to me to be very unfair, 
without regard to the question whether itis absolutely right, that 
the unfinished business shall give way to the conference report. 
The unfinished business ought at least to have the right, in view 
of the fact that there has n a unanimous-consent agreement 
that there should be a vote to-day on the unfinished business. 

Mr. VILAS. I understand that the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment did not limit the hour. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No, sir, it did not; but Senators pre- 
fer not to stay all night in session. 

Mr. GEORGE. I think that the suggestion of the Senator from 
ae has great force, and ought to weigh and prevail with the 

mate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In view of the point suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas, that it has been agreed to finish the bond bill 
to-day, I make no objection to going on with the unfinished busi- 
ness, if the Senator from Mississippi does not care to go on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, if there be no objection. 


REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issuance of 
interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah [Mr. 
Brown] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DRICH. Will the Senator from Utah allow me to offer 
an amendment? 

Mr. BROWN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to add at the end of the bill: 

Unless in case of an emergency it is necessary,in the opinion of the Presi- 
dent of the United States and the Secretary of the Treasury, to issue such 
bonds in accordance with the provisions of existing law, to preserve the public 
credit or to meet obligations of the United States created by such . 
law which can not otherwise be met, and all such bonds when so issued 
first be offered at public sale. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Utah give way a moment 
for me to make a 1 aati The Senator yesterday introduced 
a resolution in regard to thissame bond question. He was discuss- 
ing it yesterday, and I presume he may continue that discussion 
to-day. ` In order that the whole bond question may be disposed of 
at once, as the Senate will probably be as prepared to understand 
the question now as ever and not have it come up hereafter, I sug- 
gest to the Senator whether it would not be wise to ask unani- 
mous consent to take up that resolution and vote upon it without 
further debate immediately after the bond bill is acted upon. 

Mr. BROWN. I had intended to ask it at that time. 

Mr. HILL. There ought to be an understanding now, if at all. 

Mr. BROWN. If it is more fitting to ask it now, I will do so. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the resolution of the Senator from Utah 
is worthy of very serious discussion and very close examination 
by the Senate. Iam in favor of the resolution; I have been in 
favor of it for a great number of years; but I feel as though the 
remarks of the Senator from Utah ought not to pass without a 
reply of some kind from the Populist representation in this Cham- 
ber. Therefore I shall object to its—— 

Mr. HILL. Object to the consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. ALLEN. No; I shall not object to its consideration, but I 
shall ie a to voting on it immediately after the vote is taken on 
the pen ing measure, 

. BUTLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
Nebraska and the Senator from Utah that we get unanimous 
consent, if that is the pleasure of the Senate, to vote on the reso- 
lution to-morrow evening at 6 o'clock. I should like to be heard 
ten minutes on it. 

Mr. HILL. No; let us dispose of this whole bond business to- 
day, or not at all. We do not want this thing hanging along to 
interfere with other business. Let us clear the floor of the whole 
thing or else not at all. Iam sorry that there is a disposition to 
filibuster against action on the resolution. 

The P IDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah asks 
that after the vote on the bill which is now the unfinished busi- 
ness the resolution that he introduced relating to the same sub- 
ject be voted upon without further debate. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLEN. There is objection upon the ground alone that I 
desire to debate the resolution before it is finally disposed of, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. BROWN. With regard to that matter, I believe that it is 
our duty to take action, and I shall call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to it immediately after the vote has been taken upon the meas- 
ure now pending before the Senate. > 

Mr. C DLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Ne- 
braska if he has any objection to voting upon it and answering 
the Senator from Utah after it has been voted on. 

Mr. ALLEN. Probably not. 


Mr. CHANDLER. That is the customary method in the Sen- 
ate these days. If the Senator would do that it would be a great 
convenience to other Senators. 

y LEN. Iam decidedly in favor of the resolution of the 
Senator from Utah, and the only serious objection I would have 
to letting it be voted on and then debating it afterwards would be 
the absence, I am afraid, of my distinguished friend from New 
Hampshire. I should like to have him here until the question is 
disposed of. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I assure the Senator I will be here when 
the vote is taken, and if I absent myself when he speaks it will be 
from no disrespect whatever to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire be pres- 
ent when I speak? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will give consent to the arrangement, I 
will agree to stay even if no other Senator does. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I will consent, too. 

os BROWN. Then it is the unanimous agreement, I under- 
stand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah asks 
unanimous consent that after the vote is taken on the unfinished 
business the resolution that he introduced touching the bond 
question shall also be voted upon immediately after the other votes 
without debate. 

Mr. TURPIE. I object. 

i E PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana ob- 
jects. : 

Mr. BROWN. I will say, so that there may be a fair test of 
the question, that immediately after the vote has been taken on 
the pending bill, if it is in order, and I understand it will be, I 
skall move to take the resolution from the table and pass it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Utah that he 
has aremedy in his own hands, He can move it as an amendment 
to the pending bill. 

Mr. BROWN. I can move it independently. 

Mr. ALDRICH. You can move it as an additional section to 
the pending bill. Ipresume that the friends of one measure are 
also the friends of the other. 

Mr. ALLEN. Weare losing all the remarks of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, which are no doubt very entertaining, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggested to the Senator from Utah that he 
move his resolution as an amendment to the pending bill, either 
in the form of an amendment to the first section or as an addi- 
tional section; and then he will be sure to get a vote on it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Utah will not be per- 
suaded to walk into that trap. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 presume Senators who are in favor of one 
measure are also in favor of the other. 

Mr. BROWN. Undoubtedly I should have been misled by it 
had I not had the light of my friend from Nebraska to warn me. 
Otherwise I should have allowed this purely Senatorial resolution, 
to be passed by the Senate as the expression of their judicial opin- 
ion, to have been attached to the bill. But in view of the fact 
that the Senator from Nebraska has put me upon my guard I 
think I shall not add the Senatorial resolution to an act of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I shall always feel as though I 
have accomplished something. 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman is satisfied with very little, though. 
(Laughter. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah has the 
floor and will proceed. z 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, recurring to the subject which 
I was discussing when we adjourned last night, I wish to say that 
protection in the sense in which itis used—protection of our Ameri- 
can industries—and the free coinage of silver go together. They 
are kindred. They are measures of the same class. Both are for 
the protection of the same persons, Both are for the protection 
of the American farmer, the American laborer, American enter- 
prise, and American institutions as against the foreigner. 

The merits of each have been tried and each has been found an 
efficacious remedy for hard times. The period when we have been 
deprived of both—the last three years—is the period of the greatest 
depression in all classes of industry and allenterprises. Since the 
beginning of the war we have had protection in greater or less 
measure. It has brought us prosperity notwithstanding our ca- 
lamities. The Senator from New Hampshire has most ably pre- 
sented in detail the benefits derived from a purely protective-tariff 
law. Iagree with all his conclusions. I presume he is correct in 
his figures; I know he is correct in his argument, and yet I apply 
the word protection in a little broader sense. Protection is not 
only a tariff on imports, but is such legislative assistance to each 
kind and class of industry, labor, production, or manufacture as 
that particular form of enterprise may, under all the circumstances, 
need to place it on an equal footing with oy other and to enable 
such industry to successfully compete with foreign rivals. The 
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nature of the protection must depend upon the nature of the busi- 
ness. It may mean a tariff for one cle, a bounty for another, 
a subsidy for a third, and discrimination in duties for a fourth. 

We applied the doctrine of Republican protection when we 
voted a subsidy to the oceanic per pec for carrying the United 
States mail. It was in the line of upbuilding that industry. The 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. vs} has introdu 
beneficial protection and Republican measure in . 
discriminate in duties in favor of American ships. e ship- 
building and shipowning can not be built up merely by tariff 

otection; but it may be built up by proper discrimination in 

uties and, if necessary, by subsidy. So with silver. Silver is a 
production of American soil. The miner and manufacturer of 
silver and the laborer who digs it out are equally entitled to the 
protection of the United States; not merely as an article of com- 
merce, not merely for the benefit of the laborer and the silyer- 
mine owner. That is but a trivial benefit subsidiary to the great, 
vast good that is to come to the whole community by the free 
coi of silver. It is a money, and coinage is the true protec- 
tion, not only for the silver miner, but for the whole nation. 

We meet with two classes of opponents to the free coinage of 
silver; one class who believe theoretically in a single standard, who 
wish all nations and our nation to come to the one gold standard 
all over the world, and thus accomplish two objects—one to have, 
it is believed, but one measure of value, a single uniform measure 
of all values, and have also, as necessary to it, the concomitant and 
constantly appreciating value of money; the other class is in favor 
of the free coinage of silver at a uniform ratio to be agreed upon 
by us with all therestof the world. They desire, or say they desire, 
or believe that they desire, to enhance the value of silver so that 
it shall remain constantly on a par with gold at the ratio that may 
be thus to. They believe in a double standard, an appre- 
ciating value of production or a depreciating value of money, but 
think that the United States is not strong enough or large enough 
to bring about a double standard ulone, and that the free coinage 
of silver in this country would force us to a single standard of 
silver. The fact remains, however, recognized by each of these 
classes and by the advocates of free coinage by the United States 
only, that a single standard constantly does increase the value of 
money and decreases the value of products. The believer in the 
theoretic gold standard regards this as the goal to be reached, 
the constantly increasing power of money, constantly enhancing 
the value of it and the depreciation of all other interests, all other 
property. The true way, however, as we believe who are not only 
silver 8 but also that branch of the advocates of the pres- 
ent status of affairs who say that they desire to return to a silver 
basis if they can do so safely, and I am sure the only way to pros- 
perity is that, as the population of the nations is increasing, as the 
needs of money are constantly greater, as civilization spreads over 
the face of the earth, the value of the dollar should be all the time 
slightly, very, very slightly, depreciated; that is, that the value 
of human labor, of human enterprise, of human production the 
world over should be constantly, slightly, very slightly, increas- 
ing, so that enterprise and commerce, agriculture and manufac- 
turing may always be having the advantage of advancing prices, 
subject to the competition which improved methods will always 

uce. 

The natural competition which comes from inventive genius 
and enterprise, so far as that depresses prices, is proper, that is 
a proper depression; but the price of products should never be de- 

ressed in any other manner; it should not be depressed by law or 
by a constantly growing measure of value. The world is not at 
a standstill; the world is advancing. It demands more and more 
money. It can only do its increasing business upon a double 
standard. It demands money more and more because it is doing 
more and more business everywhere over the face of the earth. 
We need more and more railroads, more and more manufactures, 
more and more enterprises; and labor, in a broader and wider sense 
of the definition of that term, is called for from one end of the 
earth to the other. The single standard is but an experiment. It 
never has been putin practice for a sufficient length of time to 
know whether it is a success or not. No country or nation or 
series of nations, not even Great Britain, has ever, until the last 
twenty years, tried the experiment of a single standard of gold, 
and never yet has the single standard of gold been successful to 
the single nation or to the world at large. I might say, perhaps, 
that with the apparent exception of certain classes of Great Britain, 
but not to Great Britain, has the single gold standard been entirely 
asuccess. To her agricultural classes, to the great mass who have 
created Great Britain freeand independent and glorious, the single 
standard has been a curse. If we may believe the public press 
and the discussions in the newspapers, the agricultural classes 
have suffered immensely by the single gold standard of Great 
Britain. It must be remembered that at some ratio silver and 
gold have always been measures and standards of value in all 
countries until 1873. I do not forget that Great Britain nomi- 
nally, by law, abolished the silver standard as early as 1816. But 


alone, the act of Great Britain’s legislation had no effect whatever. 

Silver circulated as money side by side with gold in Great Brit- 
ain freely and constantly at par on the usual ratio from 1816 to 
1873, and in all therest of the nations of the world. AN the other 
nations together were enabled to hold up the other standard so it 
was fully equal and sometimes more valuable than the gold stand- 
ard. At no time was there any serious departure from the value 
of these two standards. Whenever the one became more valu- 
able, the cheaper was used until that in turn equaled the value of 
the other, and thus we have had the true measure of values by 
adjusting one standard by the other. The double standard pre- 
vents the single standard from enpreciabing constantly in pi ee 
It prevents any fictitious value of the single standard, which may 
for a time exist and thus destroy the proper relation of commerce, 
product, and money. By the double standard the cheaper metal 
will always be , and thus, making an increased demand, will 
enhance its value until it passes the limit of the dearer. It was 
only after the leading representative nations and the United States 
legislated against silver that its price began seriously to decline as 
compared with the gold 3 and the price of gold to advance in 
proportion. The result been from that time to this a con- 
3 falling price. I care not to go into particular details of 
the tables, Which have been so often repeated and spread before 
the Senate, in different ar ents which have been made upon 
that subject, though the tables will show that there has been con- 
stantly falling values in everything that can be produced. 

Differences exist as to the extent of those values. There have 
been slight variations. It has been shown that the values have 
not fallen exactly in proponon to the fall of silver, but as a 
whole, looking through the twenty years past, silver has substan- 
tially been the measure of the value of land and of land products. 
It has been substantially the measure of the value of the manufac- 
tured products. It has been the measure of everything excepting 
indebtedness. Isay that we need not go to statistics to prove this, 
because every ar; ent that has been addressed inst the free 
coinage of silver ins by that statement and ends in it. It has 
been said here on this floor that the effect of free coinage of sil- 
ver would be to permit the debtors to pay their debts in 50-cent 
dollars. In that sentence is the concession of all that can be 
claimed for the falling pren How can the debtors get possession 
of these 50-cent silver dollars with which to pay their debts, ex- 
cept it be that their prices for that which they have to sell will 
advance from 50 cents to 100 cents in nominal valuation? The 
get 50-cent dollars and are able to pay their debts in 50-cent dol- 
lars, because they get twice as much for whatever they have to 
sell. Theland advance; the land production will advance; the 
manufactured products will advance exactly in the proportion of 
50 cents to 100 cents. It does mean that the indebtedness of this 
nation and the private debt shall be paid in just one-half the prod- 
uct that it is uired to pay it in, or just such a proportion as 
silver bears to gold. And this statement of 50-cent dollars not 
only shows that this is to be the result, but it shows that this is 
the right result, because if it is true that restoring silver to its 
place equal to gold, at the ratio of 16 to1, will double the price of 
products and of manufactures, if it will advance everything in 
that proportion, then it must follow that had silver never been 
dethroned from its position as a money metal, had it remained on 
a parity with gold at the ratio of 16 to 1, these prices never would 
have fallen to where they are, but they would have kept at the 
prices to which we would restore them. 

“ Fifty-cent dollar“ means that, with a double standard, dollars 
will buy only half as much as now—that is, the farmer, manufac- 
turer, and producer of all kinds get double the price. Fifty- 
cent dollar” means that if the double standard had been main- 
tained as it was before 1873, produce would now be worth just 
twice what it is and dollars worth just half as much. 

The use of the phrase ‘‘50-cent dollars” concedes all that silver 
men have ever claimed to have been the effect of demonetization 
of silver, viz, that the relative value of production and money 
has chan so that production is worth only one-half and money 
has doubled. It means that the indebtedness payable in money 
(coin) has been doubled by the single standard. It means that 
we must pay our English creditor twice as much as we did under 
the double standard, twice as much as we will if we return to a 
double standard. It means that we are willing to aid in the rob- 
bery by the English creditor taking 200 cents on the dollar for 100 
cents Sanaa from the American farmer. 

The single standard means bankruptcy, It is dishonest to 
change the contract and double the obligation, just as dishonest 
as to forge a note doubling the promise. 

Fifty-cent dollar” is a phrase intended to imply turpitude in 
those that advocate double standard. When examined the phrase 
is used to cover a steal. It is twice as dishonest to demand 200 
cents for a dollar as it is to pay 50 cents. 

All this vast indebtedness of the United States and all the in- 
debtedness of the world was in F under the old 
system- under the system which kept gold and silver at a 
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parity at that ratio, and under promises which have been made 


eyer since by every platform and by the nation in its law to keep 
the 8 5 of gold and silver at that ratio. It has been said here 
on this floor that the old contracts have been changed, have taken 
new forms, have been created within a few years, and that the 
present indebtedness is a new contract. That is but paltering 
with the letter. The debt that the United States owes isa sacred 
one, because it was contracted in behalf of the Union and for the 
preservation of the nation. 

It was contracted from 1861 to 1865. Itis that which makes it 
sacred; when it dates back to that, when values were formed upon 
the basis of a double standard, there can be nothing but injustice 
and wrong in attempting to pay an indebtedness thus created 
in a single standard. It is the payment and has been the pay- 
ment of an indebtedness contracted on 100-cent dollars and not 
200-cent dollars, It is not a 50-cent dollar that we now ask to be 
restored, but we do ask to abolish the 200-cent dollar. When men 
speak as if it were dishonest to pay in 50-cent dollars, they must 
remember that the indebtedness has been advanced to 200 cent 
of its original amount. It is the doubling of the dollar which we 
now demand shall be reduced to its old figure. 

The cry of 50-cent dollars will be equal 7 true, even more true, 
of bimetallism p by international agreement. Then all 
nations will have agreed that the relative value of production 
and money shall change, that money shall be ređuced to one-half 
what it now commands under the single standard, or that pro- 
duction shall be doubled. Itis but the other form of stating the 
same proposition. We in this country accomplish the same re- 
sult, however, alone and by ourselves, if we are able, by pang 
a free-coinage measure to raise the standard of silver the worl 
over, so that it shall be worth, not only in our own country but 
in the markets of other countries, as much as gold, dollar for 
dollar, at the ratio of 16 to 1. We shall have doubled the value 
of production the world over if we are able to accomplish that, of 
which it seems as if there could be no possible doubt. But at all 
events the effect will be the same whether we do it by inter- 
national agreement or whether we do it alone. As soon as the 
price of silver goes up relatively to gold, so that they stand equal 
at the old ratio, the value of production will at once be doubled 
and the value of the dollar will be cut in two. It is just as true 
whether we do it alone or whether we do it by the aid of all the 
nations. 

The effect of the single standard has been to drive out of busi- 
ness all kinds of effort to manufacture or to produce or to specu- 
late. How can any poran safely buy with a view of profit any 
product of the hand, of the soil, or the soil itself upon a con- 
stantly falling market? Every man that ever dealt in any prop- 
erty whatever knows that it is never safe to buy upon a falling 
market. It is only when the market begins to rise, when there is 
hope for the future, that anybody will invest. The single stand- 
ard has produced a constantly falling market from the moment 
that we have embarked upon it, from 1879 to 1896. The market 
of everything has been down, down, down. The Senator from 
Kentucky shows the relative price of wheat to be to-day one-half 
what it was when the single standard was adopted. The fall in 
the other 23 items he had in his list was equally as great in pro- 
portion. 

Perhaps a test better than any test of marketable articles may 
be found by every Senator by applying it to farming lands in his 
own vicinity. Go outside of a 5 into any farming 
community from New York to California, go through the large 
States, go to Ohio or Michigan, and as soon as you get into the 
country where farming lands are, you will find that they are worth 
a little less to-day than they were last year. That they are worth 
only half the price that they were in 1873. That land has kept 
pe with silver. That it is down, down, down, and going lower. 

ow can any man be expected to invest in lands, or in farming, 
or in producing anything when it is certain that his priceis going 
down and getting to be less each year? The Senators who have 
argued in favor of the single standard have not held out any other 
hope. They do not pretend to any other expectation. They sim- 
ply say that this is all owing to some other cause, and that it is 
right that it should fall; but it is not land only, it is manufac- 
tured articles as well. How can a man engagein manufacturing 
when the manufactured article will every year sell for less and less 
and less, and stack his warehonse with something that will produce 
him less than cost—something that if he does not happen to sell it 
-immediately in the market, the next year he knows somebody else 
can make it cheaper. The only 8 business to do under 
the single standard, and apparently the only business intended to 
be profitable by the single standard, is the lending of money. 
Somebody has to be a borrower and somebody a creditor. That 
business alone is successful. 

The result of a single standard means slavery to Great Britain, 
and nothing else. estillowe her. We have this enormous debt 
to pay. The decline is not going to stop here on 50-cent dollars 
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and 50-cent prices and 50-cent wheat and 50-cent land, but it is 
going lower so long as the single standard is maintained, because 
with but one metal to supply the needs of the whole world, by 
which to measure all the values of all the world, that metal, ac- 
cording to the law of supply and demand, the supply being not 
equal to the demand, must appreciate in value. The desire for 
that gold dollar is greater, and greater, and greater, and the sup- 
ply is less, and less, and less, or at least not in proportion to this 
enhanced demand. That is the trouble with this redemption fund, 
or the lack of it. There is but little gold in the world. All the na- 
tions are striving for it. If we are to redeem constantly and every 
year the five hundred millions of greenbacks in gold it will soon be 
an impossibility with all the mortgages that we may place upon 
our pro A ortgage it as you will, it will only be a few years. 
until the debt will get so high that we can not raise money by 
8 or bonds, which is the same thing. Our property is 
already bonded or mortgaged almost to the extent of its value. 

The time is nearly at hand when instead of our bonds going at 
a premium of 113 or 16 per cent they will go below par. The in- 
evitable result of a single standard has been outlined in the expres- 
sion of the Senator from Connecticut. The single standard means 
“repudiation, bankruptcy, anarchy, infamy,” It means bank- 
ruptcy because, like the affluent spendthrift,” to use the res- 
sion of the Senator from Ohio, running in debt and giving a bond 
upon what we haveleads to the inevitable result of expensive habits 
and expenditures that we would not otherwise indulge in. It leads 
to seventy-million-dollar harbor bills. It leads to every other con- 
ceivable improper bill that can possibly be passed, and then when 
the debt is due we have no means from the revenue to pay it with, 
and we have no revenue with which to raise means. The people 
are getting poorer and poorer, and nothing is left but constantly 
mortgaging over and over again. Where is it to end, and where 
can it end? The President shown by his message that the 
constant 1 of the legal tenders for gold producen the 
endless chain by which the Treasury is being ye eted and by 
which it will be infinitely and forever depleted. ere is no wa 
to stop it until the wealth of this country is wholly absorbed an 
wrapped up in this loan or this series of loans. Must this 
of drawing the gold out of the Treasury and replacing it with 
bonds be continued? That is bankruptcy, to mortgage in time of 
peace our property and our wealth. To mortgage to pay the 
common ordinary expenses of the Government, the ordinary ex- 
penses of existence, is bankruptcy in either a government or an 
individual. 

It is worse than bankruptcy; it is repudiation. The Senators 
have already heard the growl of repudiation on the floor of the 
Senate at this session. I do not believe in repudiation. I believe 
that every cent should be paid, but there comes a time when the 
constantly enhancing debt and the enhancing value of a dollar 
will render the nation wild and crazy. Usurpation leads to an- 
archy, and anarchy isrepudiation. Theholder of the indebtedness 
of the United States should be willing, must be willing, to accept 
its payment in the same coin in which the debt was contracted. 
He will either be pas in silver, as his debt was contracted in 
silver, or he must content to take the result which his own 
avarice is bringing upon this country—bankruptcy, repudiation, 
anarchy, infamy. 

The “affluent spendthrift” designation of the United States by 
the Senator from Ohio, in seeking the single standard, borrowing 
money from year to year to live upon, has the same result as to 
a ee individual. Wnarwoni we think of a man who Pei tac 
mortgage year after year own earnings, morigage in- 
heritance, and when the interest came due, instead of earning it 
and paying it, would run in debt and issue bond after bond? 
A single standard and issuing bonds will indeed take the last 
shirt from the penie, as the Senator said he is anxious to do, to 

rotect the public credit by gold monometallism. And yet the 
8 from Ohio is among those who vote for aiding i spending 
the means of the affluent spendthrift; to vote the river and harbor 
bill of seventy millions when we have not a cent with which to 
meet it; to runin debt to build deep-sea harbors for British ships, 
even though it takes the last shirt from the people to pay for it. 

If this nation is really to govern itself as an individual should 
be governed, the Se ions must always be within and less 
than the system of revenue provides; and, first, we must agree 
upon the system of revenue before we can take anything to appro- 
priate. If a farmer of Ohio had raised both corn and wheat to sell, 
and he should insist on burning up and destroying his corn, lock- 
ing it up so it could not be 5 and only utilized his wheat crop, 
and should then go and borrow money to make good the deticien 
for what he might have received for his corn crop, we all 8 
agree that he was not only a spendthrift, ‘‘ affluent or otherwise,” 
but that he was insane. And yet that is just exactly what is being 
asked of us here. We are asked to destroy our silver crop. 
United States is the greatest producer of ive in the world. The 
others that produce are , 80 small that their product amounts 
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to little or nothing compared to that of the United States. The 
wealth that would flow to us, a debtor nation and a nation pro- 
ducing silver, from making this one article commercial the world 
over at a dollar for 371} grains would be immense, and the Sena- 
tor from Virginia has estimated it as equivalent to over a billion 
per annum, Perhaps the estimate may be a little indefinite; but 
certain it is that in a short time it would wipe out the indebted- 
ness. The effect of the legislation against silver has been to 
deprive the United States of this great source of revenue. I 
know it is said that if we adopt the system to-day by law—the 
free coinage of silver alone and unaided—that gold will disappear, 
go to a premium, and therefore we shall lose one of the elements 
of the circulating medium. But why should it disappear? It can 
not unless it goes to a premium. It can not go toa premium 
unless there is plenty of silver money to supply its place. The 
question is, is there silver to be aed to this country to supply 
its place? It is said by those who believe in the gold standard 
that there is danger that silver will be brought in here and coined, 
so that this conntry will have to pay $1.29 per ounce for foreign 
silver. Where is it to come from? What silver is there in exist- 
ence outside of that produced by the United States? European 
silver is coined. It is in use. We ship from here to Europe, and 
from Europe to Asia. It is the United States that supplies the 
silver, and not Europe that supplies it to us. It is not shipped 
from Asia here. 

The single standard has never yet been fully tried in any of the 
countries, and it has been successful in none, unless it is in Great 
Britain, the great creditor country, and unsuccessful there so far 
as the agricultural classes go. Ever since the single standard 
was adopted by law prices have been falling in thiscountry. We 
have been able to check in a measure the force of the wrong and 
evil by that other kindred necessity, a protective tariff, and from 
the date of our resumption in 1879 to the date when the Repub- 
lican party went out of power in the fall of 1892, the protective 
tariff and Bland-Allison Act had broken the force of the blow 
which had been made to our industries by the single-standard law. 

It should not be forgotten that we did not entirely go upon the 
single-standard basis during those years. We broke the force of 
the injury that came to us by another measure, and that was the 
Bland-Allison silver law. e had the free coinage of $2,000,000 
per month, the amount provided by that law, and it produced 
great benefit up to the time of its repeal. It aided in keeping up 
prices. Yet notwithstanding a protective tariff, notwithstanding 
the Bland-Allison law, notwithstanding the Sherman Act of 1890, 
notwithstanding the different efforts which have been made to 
keep prices up, they have gone down in consequence of the single 
standard. True, notwithstanding the tariff, there had been a defi- 
ciency. The tariff was essential to our welfare, and it enabled us 
to tide over, but prices fell constantly even under the beneficent 
effects of that. e only received the full benefit of the single 
standard and free trade when in 1892 it was believed that the 
Democratic party was about to come in power and enforce their 
free-trade doctrine. Then it was, believing that the Democratic 
party would keep their platform, that every manufacturer ceased 
to buy and every consumer at once ceased to buy. Then it was 
that trade was brought to the condition in which it must always 
be with the single standard and free trade. The effect of it from 
the fall of 1892 to the fall of 1893 I need not recall. The memory 
of it will always be with the American people—the gradual con- 
stant injury, the loss and financial crash, ruining and blighting 
wherever these two doctrines were brought together. Itdestroyed 
the banks which created the panic, and it destroyed the manu- 
facturers, ruining debtor and creditor alike and impoverishing 
the farmer. It was only when the Wilson bill was found not to 
be a free-trade measure that in part the country slowly rose from 
the staggering blows which had been giventoit. Now, there is 
but one method by which we can return to prosperity; that is to 
return to the finances of our forefathers; return to the double 
standard. Coin silver freely, so that the debtor may pay his 
creditor and not be bankrupted. 

It has been said here that the employee, the workman, the wage 
earner will be thus aed gar to receive less. It may be true that 
his dollar will be worth less, but, on the other hand, he will be 
enabled to obtainit. Asit is now, under the conditions of a single 
standard, the employers of the wage earners—those who take 
the risk of business enterprise—are growing fewer and fewer. 
There are 15,000,000 employees and wage earners in the United 
States, it is estimated, and when we subtract from the 70,000,000 
the women and children who are neither wage earners nor em- 
ployees, and then deduct the million or more of those who have 
accumulated wealth and live only by loaning money, it must be 
apparent that the number of employers—those who are enabled to 
pay wage earners—must be very few, probably not more than a 
million as against the 15,000,000 wage earners. Who can become 
an employer with the certainty staring him in the face that the 
article he produces by hired labor is constantly diminishing in 
value? From the farmer to the manufacturer the lesson is the 
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same. The farmer may possibly till his soil for himself with his 
own hands—be laborer and owner at once, for his own subsist- 
ence—but he can not afford to hire help to enable him to run his 
farm when the products of his farm will not pay for that hired 
help. The manufacturer who must depend entirely upon hired 
baci hae can not afford to manufacture goods when the articles, 
after they are produced, will not pay the price of his employees; 
and yet that is the condition of affairs we have to-day, and the 
result is that just as rapidly as the men who are employers can 
get out of the business of employing help they cease. 

The single standard and free trade make war upon every man 
who is engaged in promoting industry, every rustler, every person 
who hires, and thus prevents the employees from having an oppor- 
tunity. A wage earner can do better to be paid $1 a day for six 
days than to be paid $2? a day for three, and yet that would be the 
effect of free coinage of silver. His dollar may not be worth so 
much, but his opportunity is vastly greater; his chance of employ- 
ment is five times greater. The whole amount of money that 
will be paid out to all the wage earners of the United States under 
free silver coinage will be double that paid now to the laborers of 
the United States. Thesingle salaried officer might complain that 
his dollar will not buy so much, but the great mass of wage 
earners are the very ones that will be benefited by it. Among 
those who are equally benefited is the creditor. The free coinage 
of silver is for the benefit of the debtor and creditor alike. In the 
first place, there are few, if any, creditors in these United States, 
It is almost impossible to say when a man is a creditor. The same 
man is debtor and the same man is creditor in so many compli- 
cated transactions of this world that it is impossible giant for 
the man himself to say whether he is a debtor or creditor on the 
whole balance. We are all in debt. We all owe our share and 
portion of the national indebtedness. However wealthy the capi- 
talists imagine themselves, they owe a part of the national debt. 
We all owe a part of the municipal debt. We all owe a part of 
the railroad debt. Whether we like it or dislike it, whether we 
live near or far from the railroad, the railroad indebtedness of 
this nation to foreign nations, to Great Britain, must be paid by 
ali of us. By means of their rates they reach down to the pocket 
of every man, woman, and child in this country. They reach all 
property as if with taxing power. 

o man can use the railroad to ride himself or to transport what 
he produces or to purchase what he consumes without paying in 
some measure some part of the railroad indebtedness. e can 
consume nothing unless it has been brought to him by the rail- 
roads, roads of which he knows nothing, whose names perhaps 
he may never have heard. But he is paying in every consump- 
tion he makes a portion of the indebtedness of railroa It must 
come from us all, and we are all debtors to the extent of our pro- 
des of it. But so with all the rest of the debt of the nation. 

hen this shall have been adjusted, when this shall have been 
paid, it is impossible to say whether an individual is a debtor or 
creator, The benefit, however, of the free coinage of silver is to 

alike. 

It is not right for this Congress to adjourn without making 
some effort to pass some measure to raise revenue for the benefit 
of the Government. We do not do our duty until we do. It is our 
duty now to return to constitutional methods, our duty to see to it, 
first, that the Executive is stripped of that evil power which he is 
now exerting, contrary to the Constitution and contrary toitslaw, 
of himself determining when, where, and how much money shall 
be borrowed. It is our duty to deprive him of that first, and then 
proceed to pass some measure, upon which we must agree, to fur- 
nish revenue by means of a proper and suitable bill. The occasion 
is here. The bill is still before us asitcamefrom the House. Itis 
our duty to-day to take that bill up, to consider it, to amend it, 
and provide reyenue and to thus prevent the need of the Execu- 
tive usurpation. 

This country can well afford at once to undertake the free coin- 
age of silver. The coinage itself is necessarily slow, and no great 
amount of foreign silver could be received or coined at our mints. 
Joined with protection, which the nation is demanding, free coin- 
age would stop the constant fall of prices of everything. We 
would begin upon an era of industry, prosperity, higher prices, 
and success in all parts of the country. th parties were in 1892 
committed to a double standard. True, there were certain quali- 
fications detracting from the force of the plain statements that 
they were in favor of the double standard, but the declarations 
still stand, and all the United States is pledged to this double 
standard. The Republican party is pled ged to carry out measures 
to bring this country toa double standard. That promise remains 
unredeemed. It is the duty of the party to that promise. 
Strike from the platform the qualifications, leaving the simple 
declaration in favor of the use of both gold and silver at the old 
ratio and the free coinage of both, added to the protective policy, 
which is the index of American patriotism, and then the Ee. 
and prosperity will join hands and thank with acclaim the 
ment of these promises, 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I 750 0 the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire suggests the absence of aquorum. The Secretary will c 
the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Daniel, ; Pugh, 
Allen, Davis, Jones, Ark. ny, 
Allison, Dubois, indsay, he 
Bate, Elki McBride, Smith, 
Berry, Faulkner, Mitchell, Oreg. Stewart, 
Brice, Gallinger, Morgan, Teller, 
Brown, Gear, Morrill, 
Butler, George, Nelson, Vest, 
Cannon, Gibson, Peffer, Walthall, 
Carter, Gorman, erki Warren, 
Chandler, Hale, Pettigrew, White, 
Chilton, Harris, Platt, Wilson, 
om, Hawley, Prite Wolcott. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-two Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr, President, it is probable that 90 per cent 
of the American people believe that the power to issue bonds 
should be withdrawn from the Administration, if it ever existed 
there constitutionally and legally, and that it should be reposed 
again in the hands of the representatives of the pionie: The 
granting of such authority was a threat of aneor ts appalling 
misuse by the present Administration is an ieved disaster. 
believe in the bill now pending and shall therefore vote for it, as 
also for the resolution which been proposed to serve notice 
that all bonds hereafter issued without consent of Congress shall 
be considered void. ; 3 

Having said so much, Mr. President, which is all that is neces- 
sary on this question, I might conclude, but for the necessity of 
referring to strictures which have been passed upon those Repub- 
licans who chose on the 25th day of February of the present year 
to vote according to conscience and the will of their constituents 
and against consideration of the so-called Dingley bill. 

It has become the fashion of late on the part of those Senators 
who do not believe in the free coinage of silver to hold up to pop- 
ular disapproval and to invoke the detestation of the people upon 
the Senators of Republican faith who joined with the Democracy 
and the Populists in favor of silver as against a partial and inde- 
fensible tariff. It is quite noticeable that such remarks usually 
come from Senators who have political fences to repair at home, 
and who, feeling the need of an argument to reenforce a position 
already declared by their people to be untenable, sesk to transfer 
disapproval from themselyes either to their colleagues or to other 
Senators belonging to their own party. I have the utmost sym- 
pathy with such gentlemen, and I do not desire to resent with 
any unkindness the attacks which they may choose to make. If 
any man can find comfort in this way, if he can win back the 
lost love of his people, if he can again acquire their confidence 
by such methods, no matter who may be the object of attack, I 
simply pity him, as I always pity weakness. But, Mr. President, 
it is not within the province of any man on this floor to cast 

rsion upon any one of the five Senators of Republican faith 
who on the 25th of February voted against the consideration of 
an iniquity, a monstrosity in legislation; nor is it just to allow 
such aspersion to be attempted without comment. The Dingley 
bill would have taken from those who had not to give to those 
who already had too much. It was a narrow, a sectional, an 
unjust measure. This is not to question the conscientious vote, 
or speech, or conduct of any man upon this floor. I believe that 
those who themselves are honest in their motives and in their deeds 
are ready to concede that others are also honest. The imputation 
of insincerity attempted to be cast upon us reflects directly back 
upon the men who utter it. A hypocrite fancies all others are 
guilty of hypocrisy, no matter how straightforward their course, 

I know of only two influences which should guide a man in this 
Chamber or in any position of public trust, The highest and the 
first—that which should always control—is conscience. A man 
should first satisfy his own idea of right. Next to that he should 
gratify the wishes of the le who sent him here. I do not care 
to fall into the custom, which is more honored in the breach than 
in the observance, of making aspeech tomy constituents from this 
Chamber, by which to repair some break in the lines of selfish or 
political interests at home. But I dowish to say that there is not 
one of the five Senators upon the Republican side who voted 
against the consideration of the Dingley bill who has not hada 
vindication which any man, no matter how high his station, might 
well take with pride unto himself. 

Tuomas H. CARTER and LEE MANTLE, Senators of the United 
States from the State of Montana, voted against consideration of 
that bill. At the ensuing State Republican convention they were 
unanimously returned to the national convention of the Repub- 
lican party. FRED T. DUBOIS, a Senator from the State of Idaho, 
voted against consideration of the Dingley bill. At the ensuin 
State Republican convention in Idaho he was retarned to hea 
his delegation to St. Louis with only 5 dissenting votes; and by 


the way, Mr. President, he was the only Senator from the State of 
Idaho who. was thus honored by his people, as he was the only 
Senator from the State of Idaho who chose to vote against con- 
sideration of the Dingley bill. HENRY M. TELLER, a Senator from 
the State of Colorado, voted against consideration of the Dingley 
pill, and he was unanimonsly sent to St. Louis at the head of the 
delegation from that State, and the other delegates were instructed 
to follow his leadership. One Senator from the State of Utah 
yoted against the consideration of the Dingley bill, and at the 
ensuing State convention he received 501 votes out of a total of 
522, and his nearest competitor received more than 200 votes less 
than that number. 

Mr. President, the five Senators from the silver States who de- 
clared that a protective tariff, sectional and unjust, should not 
become a part of the revenue system of the United States by their 
votes, and who declared in public announcement that no protec- 
tive tariff disassociated from bimetallism would be sufficient to 
relieve the distresses of the people of the United States, have all the 
consolation which they need. Doubtless each one of them feels 
the approval of his conscience, and each one of them has positively 
received the indorsement of his people at home. 

I have no desire to reflect upon any gentlemen on this floor or 
elsewhere, but I do know that the great beating heart of the in- 
termountain States is for free and unlimited coinage of silver, and 
that the people there take for their leader on this question HENRY 
M. TELLER, rather than the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN]. Any gentleman who seeks to pacify his people at 
home by saying that he voted for the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver, or for the consideration of a measure looking in that 
direction, by following the leadership of the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL] and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] rather than 
the leadership of the senior Senator from Colorado . TELLER 
will find that his people reject magnificent technicality an 
splendid hairsplitting and plant themselves on the plain common 
sense of the proposition. 

Mr. ALL obtained the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Iowa yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Utah [Mr. Brown], who 
has addressed the Senate at considerable length on this subj 
entered into an elaborate ent to show that the power 
by the act of Jan 14, 1875, had been exhausted, and that as! 
further issue of bonds under its provisions is illegal and void. 
should like to ask that Senator, who is a distinguished lawyer, 
what disposition he would make of section 3700 of the Revised 
Statutes, under which all the bonds which have been issued re- 
cently have been issued. 

Mr. BROWN. Idonot understand that they wereissued under 
that section, and I ask the Senator whether he claims that they 
were issued under it or the act of 1875? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Secretary of the Treasury and the Presi- 
dent say so in a published communication, both to Congress and 


the 8 gh 

Mr. BROWN. In the published statements, as I understand 
and as I have read, they say that they are issued under the law of 
1875. If I am not very much mistaken, the bonds themselves state 
that they are issued under the law of 1875. The discussionin their 
favor has been upon the law of 1875, the discussion against them 
has been upon the law of 1875, although of course that would not 


weigh. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The President in his annual message stated 
that the bonds were issued under section 8700 of the Revised Stat- 
utes. 

Mr. BROWN. The last one? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, the last one. 

Mr. HARRIS. If Senators would address the Chair and not 
each other perhaps the rest of us could hear what is going on. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And the Secretary of the Treasury makes the 
same statement. If there is not sufficient power under the act of 
1875, there is certainly under the provisions of section 3700 of the 
Revised Statutes. This is surely too serious a question to be dis- 
posed of without full consideration. If the Senator from Utah 
expects to get the action of the Senate upon this proposition it 
seems to me that he and the gentlemen who think with him should 
state what view they take of section 3700. If the bonds which 
have been issued recently have not been legally issued, if they 
are not valid, if they are void in the opinion of Senators, it is time 
8 815 holders of those bonds and the country should under- 
stand it. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. ALLISON, _I will yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. BROWN. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island whether he claims that these bonds were not issued and 
not authorized by the law of 1875 or whether they were wholly 
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issued by the law of 1862 and section 3700 of the Revised Statutes? 
Because it must be true that they were issued under one or the 
other. There must be some explicit law to authorize it. They 
must be authorized by one or the other, and we must plant our 
right to issue them upon that particular law. I had sup 
from the argument of the venerable Senator from Ohio—I had 
supposed from the statement made by the President that it was 
assumed that the law of 1875 was the only power for their issue. 
I can state, if necessary, why I think that section 3700 does not 
give authority. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Utah has asked me a ques- 
tion as tomy opinion. I have not the slightest doubt myself 
that both the act of 1875 and section 3700 of the Revised Statutes 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury tosell bonds of the United 
States to any extent he pleases whenever it is necessary to main- 
tain the pablic credit, for the redemption of United States notes, 
or for the payment in whole or in part of the public debt of the 
United States. 

Mr. STEWART. May I be allowed to say a word? 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to say just one word. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield with great pleasure to my friend 
from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. Ihave taken this matter into consideration 
before. Section 3700 of the Revised Statutes reads as follows: 

The Secretary of the Treasury may purchase coin— 

Not gold coin— 
with any of the bonds or notes of the United States authorized by law, at 
such rates and upon such terms as he may deem most advantageous to the 
public interest. 

It does not authorize the Secretary to purchase coin with any 
other bonds than those authorized by law. He can not sell bonds 
to buy coin unless he is so authorized by law. 

This was passed in 1862, when from time to time laws were 
being passed to buy coin to pay interest on the paa debt which 
was payable in coin. But the funding act of July 14, 1870, pro- 
vided what kind of bonds should be issued, and all the bonds now 
issued were issued underthatlaw. There ismoother law in exist- 
ence on the statute books describing a bond that may be issued. 
The bonds issued under that law were confined, in the first place, 
to the refunding of the national debt, with a provision that the 
national debt should not be increased in amount. When the na- 
tional debt had been funded and the full amount issued there was 
no further power to issue under that act. 

The only other act that authorized the issue of bonds was the 
provision in the act of 1875 authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury tosell bonds to the extent necessary and to buy coin to redeem 
the greenbacks which would be outstanding on the Ist day of 
January, 1879. So the law is absolutely inoperative unless you 
can point to a provision that authorizes the issuance of the bonds. 
If there is any law authorizing the issuance of the bonds the Secre- 
tary can sell them for coin whenever the law authorizes it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The act of 1870 does it in express terms. 

— STEWART. The act of 1870 authorizes the issuance of 
bonds? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Les, sir; of various denominations. 

Mr. STEWART. I beg pardon; it authorizes the issuance of 
bonds enough to fund the public debt, and it declares that there 
shall be no more issued than an amount sufficient to fund the 

ublie debt, and that the public debt shall not beincreased thereby. 
en the public debt was funded all the bonds authorized by the 
act of 1870 were issued and no more could be issued. The only 
authority for ae must be found in the act of 1875. 
That is a limited authority and does not apply to the issuance of 
bonds now. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator from Rhode Island put a question 
to me which I in part answered, but not fully. I desire to answer 
why section 3700 did not, in my judgment, authorize the issue of 
bonds. My answer is that that statute permits the sale of bonds 
for coin, but in itself does not authorize the borrowing of money 
or the issuing of bonds. It presupposes that bonds have been au- 
thorized by some other statute. Of itself it would not be opera- 
tive. But if bonds were authorized by another statute, and there 
were other statutes then in force stating the amount to which the 
Executive might borrow, the Secretary could issue the bonds 
which he was allowed then to issue; he could exchange them for 
coin. That was the sole purpose of that statute as it has just been 
read here and as it appears in and of itself. It is not sufficient to 
warrant the Secretary of the Treasury to borrow money. Butif 
he were authorized by some other statute he might exchange bonds 
for coin. That is my answer, and I think it is conclusive. 

Mr, ALDRICH. is no authority of law for the Secretary 


of the Treasury to issue bonds to borrow money to pay current 
expenses. There is no contention of that kind here or anywhere 
else, so far as I know. He is authorized to issue bonds for two 
purposes. One is to provide for the redemption of United States 
notes; the other is to obtain coin to pay the public debt, the whole 
or any part, either the principal or interest; and no Secretary of 
the Treasury has any authority of law to issue bonds for any other 
purpose. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, having yielded to Senators about me, I 
hope, as I intend only to speak briefly, that I may proceed with- 
out interruption and say what I desire to say on the pending bill. 
I regret that we have occupied several days of the closing hours 
or days of the session in the discussion of a proposition which it 
is well known can not at the present session, and therefore 
will have no other effect than to enable those who desire so to do 
to express their opinion upon the subject. 

There is, I think, no doubt of the fact that every Senator on this 
floor agrees that the power to borrow money is not an executive 
power. It does not rest in the President or in the Secretary. It 
is a power conferred 7 5 Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa will sus- 
pend POR the Senate receives a message from the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the President of the 
United States having returned to the House of Representatives, in 
which it originated, the bill (H. R. 7977) making appropriations for 
the construction, preservation, and repair of certain public works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, with his objections 
thereto, the House proceeded in pursuance of the Constitution to 
consider the same; and 

Resolved, That the said bill pass, two-thirds of the House of Representatives 
agreeing to the same. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr, ALLISON. I will yield. 

Mr. VEST. I ask unanimous consent that the river and harbor 
bill and the message of the President thereon be taken up for con- 
3 immediately after action upon what is known as the 

im . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the bill known as the river and harbor 
bill, with the message of the President of the United States, be 
taken st ests consideration immediately after final action upon 
the pending unfinished business. Is there objection? 

Mr. SHERMAN I must object unless some arrangement is 
made in regard to the bill which has been before the Senate two 
or three times, and which ought to have been disposed of several 
days since. I shall object to “y order being made until we have 
pease agree ment in regard to the measure known as the filled- 
cheese bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio objects. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator wants to take that responsibility he 
can do so. He will get no ent about the filled-cheese bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio objects. 

Mr. VEST. I give notice that I shall move to take up the river 
ane harbor bill to-morrow morning immediately after the routine 

usiness. 


SALE OF GAS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the g votes of the two Houseson 
the amendments of the Senate to the (H. R. 6994) relating to the sale of 
gs in District of Columbia, having met, after full and conference 
5 ee agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

‘ollows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the first and second amend- 
ments of the Senate, and agree to the same amended so that the first section 
of the bill, down to the pro shall read as follows: 

“That the Washington Gas Light niei of the District of Columbia is 
authorized to charge and collect, after the day of July, 1896, for illuminat- 
Fin aoe furnished to and en for by private consumers in the District of 
Co! bia, at the rate of not exceeding PLIO r thousand cubic feet until the 
Ist day of July, 1901, after which last-named date the rate shall not exceed 
per thousand eubic feet; and that after the Ist day of July, 1896, the Wash- 
ington Gas Light Cooney of the District of Columbia shall furnish to the 
United States Government and the District of Columbia gas at the rate af 81 
per thousand cubic feet.” 

And that the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 3 and 4, and agree to the same amended so that the second 
section of the bill, down to the proviso, shall read as follows: 

“Seo, 2. That the Spek hats Gas Light Company, doing business in that 
pn of the District of Columbia formerly known as Georgetown, is author- 

zed to charge and collect after the Ist day of July, 1896, for illuminating gas 
furnished to and paid for by private consumers in that part of the District of 
Columbia, at the rate of not exceeding $1.35 per thousand cubic feet. until the 
Ist day of July, 1901, after which last-named date the rate shall not exceed 
25 per t cubic feet; and that after the Ist day of July, 1896, the said 
rgetown Gas 5 5 5 Company shall furnish to the United States Govern- 
ment and the Dist of Columbia gas at the rate of $1.25 per thousand cuhia 


ee! 
And that the Senate agree to the same. 


1896. 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the fifth, seventh, and 
hth amendments of the Senate, and agree to the same. 

t the House recede from its t to the sixth amendment of 
the Senate and agree to the same amended as follows: In lieu of the words 
hile hap sean ” insert the words “twenty-five”; and that the Senate agree 

e same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the ninth amendment of 
the Senate and agree to the same amended so that section 5 shall read as fol- 


lows: 
“Sec.5. That neither the Washington Gas Light Company nor the George- 
town Gas a a Seger = hereafter issue any ter number of shares 


of 

stock than s e cash value of said plantsand e 
cost of the construction of future extensions or . of plant, 
which cash value and cost of extensions first be ned and author- 
ized upon petition therefor to the supreme court of the District of Columbia, 
under such re; tions‘as the chief justice and the oo thereof shall pre- 
op 9 the said corporations shall — hereafter 8 
bonds upon their pro secured by mo: or otherwise, upon petition 
therefor to said 5 forth the eben h thereof and the amount of 
stock issued and outstanding, it may and shall be lawful for said court, or the 
chief justice and justices thereof, as the case may be, or one of them, upon 
public notice, to be prescribed by the rules of said court, to permit the issu- 
ance of such ds and mo as desired: Provided, That the amount of 
the actual cash value of said plants 
ided further, 
to issue such 


CH 
J. H. GALLIN 8 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The report was concurred in. 
REASSESSMENT OF WATER-MAIN TAXES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate AN 


dent be requested to return to the House the bill 
ize the reassessment of water-main taxes, and for other purposes. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 9188) authorizing the appointment of a non- 
partisan commission to collate information and to consider and 
recommend legislation to meet the problems presented by labor, 
agriculture, and capital was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

REGULATION OF BOND ISSUES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1341) to prohibit the further issuance of 
interest-bearing bonds without the consent of Congress. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like at this time to get unanimous 
consent in reference to a vote. The Senator from Iowa knows 
about how along he will speak. About how much time will the 
Senator from Iowa occupy? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is impossible, I will say in answer to the 
Senator, for me to know precisely how much time T shall occupy. 
I will be as brief as possible. I think there will be no trouble in 
reaching a vote. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator himself has no objection I would 

that we have a unanimous agreement to stop general dis- 
cussion at 4 o’clock, and then continue under the five-minute rule 
until 5 o’clock, if the Senate so desires, but to take a vote as soon 
after 4 o’clock as there is no desire to continue discussion under 
the five-minute rule, and to take the final vote on the bill and all 
amendments thereto not later than 5 o’clock. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the Senator from North Carolina had 
better let the order stand, which is that we shall come to a vote 
some time to-day, 

Mr. BUTLER. I suggest to the Senator from Colorado, if he 
will don me, that, as all are aware, a great many Senators 
would like to attend to some social duties this evening, and it will 
be very hard to hold a quorum here. 

Mr. TELLER. Weare very likely to get through with the bill 
early. I shall object to fixing a time. 

e PRESIDING OFFIC The Senator from Colorado ob- 
jects. The Senator from lowa will proceed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I will repeat that the power to 
borrow money rests in Congress under the Constitution, and 
therefore the bill is simply a declaration on its face, which has 
the intent and purpose only of repealing the existing power in our 
statutes to borrow money. Therefore it ap to be necessary 
for the Senator from Utah [Mr. Brown] to hold in his observa- 
tions and 7 that there is powe under existing laws to bor- 
row money for any purpose. en on yesterday | interrupted 
him with a view to express an opinion as respects the powers con- 
tained in the law of 1875, he responded to me very properly that 
statutes could not be construed by the mazy and misty memories 


„That the 
to author- 


of those who participated in their enactment, but that we must 
take the laws as they are found upon the statute books and inter- 
pret them in their letter and spirit. 


I believe and have believed since the statute of 1875 was put 

upon our statute books that it carried with it, by its own force 
and vigor, the power to borrow money to execute its purposes. 
The Senator from Utah [Mr. Brown] yesterday yo, — at some 
length that the plain import of that statute is that when a United 
States note under it was redeemed in the Treasury it was then to 
be destroyed and canceled, and that there was under it no power 
to borrow to reissue, and that therefore this power to borrow 
money exhausted itself for that and other reasons on the ist of 
January, 1879. 
When we look at the contemporary circumstances that surround 
the of that law we can readily see and know that the 
plain import of the lan of the statute taken as a whole was 
meant and intended to provide that only those greenback notes 
over and above $300,000,000 should be canceled and retired, and that 
$300,000,000 and no more should be allowed to continue in circu- 
lation as bank notes were continued in circulation, redeemed, and 
reissued by the Government of the United States. 

It will be remembered that we had a contest, long and serious, 
respecting these notes before the resumption act of 1875. In April, 
1866, we passed a law through the two Houses that the Secretary 
of the Treasury could withdraw and retire and cancel $10,000,000 
of these notes within six months, and that he should thereafter 
retire and cancel $4,000,000 per month of the notes until they were 
all canceled and destroyed. That law was on our statute book 
for two years, and under it there were canceled $44,000,000 of 
greenbacks, the total issue authorized by law during all the period 
of the war being $400,000,000, with an emergency act authorizing 
the issue of $50,000,000 more. During all that period the green- 
back circulation of the war was limited to $400,000,000. De- 
cember, 1865, after the war closed, in the House of Representa- 
tives, Democrats and Republicans alike, with but 5 dissenting 
votes, declared it to be wise public policy to retire all those green- 
backs, but as time went on the opinions of men changed, and when 
1866 came that same Con limited the retiring of greenback 
notes to $4,000,000 a month after six months. 

In 1868, when there were $356,000,000 of these notes in circula- 
tion, Congress passed a joint resolution, as I remember, prohibit- 
ing the further retiring of a single dollar of the greenbacks then 
in circulation, and, therefore, from 1868 to 1875, with an exception 
to which I shall allude, the destruction or retirement of green- 
back circulation was inhibited by the joint resolution of 1868. 

In 1873, during the panic which occurred in that year, the then 
Secretary of the Treasury construed the law which authorized 
the issue of $400,000,000 to permit and enable him to reissue up to 
the amount of 8400, 000,000; and the Secretary of the Treasury, 
under the stress of that ic, issued greenbacks to the extent of 
$27,000,000. So when the statute of 1875 came into play the limit 
of the greenback notes was $383,000,000 in round numbers. It is 
not important to my purpose, but I am reminded that both 
Houses of Congress afterwards passed provisions looking to the 
justification of that issue by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

There is another bit of history that should be remembered in 
ECC 

„the of the Uni suspen payments, 
and from 1861 to 1879, a period of eighteen years, there was a sus- 
pension of specie 8 in the United States. I merely allude 
to this, for itis useless for us to stand here and talk about the 
double standard, the gold standard, or the silver standard between 
those years. There was no standard in the United States, ex 
for a brief period, between 1861 and 1879 but a paper stan A 
fluctuating day by day and hour by hour as measured in gold, 
and gold was sold upon the marts of our great cities at a premium 
during all that period; the premium at first being small, I agree, 
at least being small as we approached the year 1879. It is well 
known to those who are familiar with that period, and to most of 
us here, that during all that time, especially after the close of the 
war, 1 5 — Was = es ad unrest as —— 8 at 
times by panic, by people not knowing how ansact business, 
for they could not tell, owing to the rise of gold or its fall, whether 
they would make profits or losses. Therefore the great business 
interests of this country had knocked at the doors of Congress over 
and over again and asked that Congress should in some way pro- 
vide for the convertibility of the irredeemable paper of the United 
Statesintocoin. We the greenback agitationrunning through 
four or five years, some insisting upon an indefinite issue, and 
others insisting that the greenbacks which were already author- 
ized and had been issued should continue in circulation. 

Mr. President, if you will look at the fluctuations of this money 
during all these years you will see that in 1862 it fluctuated from 
1014 to 134, in 1863 from 122 to 172, in 1864 from 151 to 285, in 
1865 from 128 to 234, and so on until in ine ong after the close 
of the war, the fluctuations were from 119} to 1624 in a single 


year, a fluctuation of over 40 per cent in a single year in the cur- 
rency of our country, which measured all all 


ues, 


5990 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 2, 


mrchases and all sales of 


perty, and measured the wages of 

abor. Soit isnot singular that during these years, continuing up 
to 1875, the fluctuations ranged from what I have stated to 9, 10, 
15, and 20 per cent. 

When we convened in 1874, after the elections of that year, 
when the Democratic party for the first time since 1861 had se- 
cured a majority of the House of Representatives, there was a 
pressure of public opinion upon the Congress of the United States 
to deal with this question in some form. There were then, as 
there are now, men in both political parties who believed that the 

mbacks should be obliterated from our circulation; that the 
nited States itself should be free from any responsibility re- 
specting the circulating money of the country. These divers 
opinions found their way into a caucus of the Republican party 
in 1874, in December, and that caucus, consisting of eleven Sena- 
tors, prepared a bill which became a law on the 14th day of Jan- 
nary, 1875. I wish to take note of the provisions of that law for 
amoment. The first section of it directed the Secretary of the 
Treasury to proceed immediately to the coinage of fractional sil- 
ver—for what purpose? For the purpose of placing in circulation 
fractional silver coins in lieu of the fractional paper money which 
was then in circulation,and no other. Not only the silver dollars 
of the United States had found their pathway out of thiscountry, 
but the 10-cent pieces, the 25-cent pieces, and the half dollars had 
taken wing and flown to more remote places where they could find 
circulation. So when this law was passed the first section was 
designed to deal with the minor paper money which was then in 
circulation, and we provided for a substitution of fractional sil- 
ver for the paper money then in circulation, there being no frac- 
tional silver in circulation when this law was passed. 

The second section related to the charge for coinage. Section 
8 provided— 

That section 5177 of the Revised Statutes, limiting the aggregate amount 
of circulating notes of national banking associations, be, and is hereby, re- 


What was that for? There had been by prior statute a limita- 
tion of $354,000,000 upon the aggregate circulation of national 
banks. That was repealed in order that there might be an addi- 
tion to the paper circulation; and for what purpose? It is shown 
further on in the act, where it is provided that— 

Whenever, and so often, as circulating notes shall be issued to any such 
banking association, so „ tia 0 or circulating notes, or so newly 

anized as aforesaid, it shall the duty of Secretary of the Treasury to 

eem the 1 -tender United States notes in excess only of $300,000,000, to 
the amount of 80 per cent of the sum of national-bank notes so issued to any 
such banking association. 

That is to say, as fast as $100 in national-bank notes were issued 
$80 of greenbacks might be retired, until the sum of $300,000,000 
was reached. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the date of that act? 

Mr. ALLISON. The act of January 14, 1875, which is called 
the resumption act. Then comes the remaining provision: 

And on and after the lst day of January, A. D. 1879, the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall redeem, in coin, the United States legal-tender notes then 
outstanding, on their presentation for redemption at the office of the assist- 
3 of the United States in the city of New York, in sums of not 


In the face of the surrounding circumstances at that time, is it 
to be supposed for a moment that this law was intended by those 
who made it to be construed into a provision whereby the entire 
greenback circulation should be destroyed and canceled and re- 
tired? When, however, this law appeared upon the statute books, 
and when this process authorized by the act itself was going on, 
it became a moot question, I agree—and I am not surprised that 
the Senator from Utah has been misled by it—among the people 
who wished to destroy the greenback currency whether, as ap- 

lied to the Government, the word ‘‘ redeem,” in the latter part of 
is statute, did not mean to pay off, and require the Government 
to borrow money in order to redeem and pay off every dollar of 
the greenback currency. In order that there might be no ques- 
tion about the construction of that law, later, in 1878, there was 
a statute passed, which was alluded to by the Senator from Utah 
yesterday. The only purpose and intent and effect of that stat- 
ute was to limit the retirement of greenback notes to $346,000,000, 
and to require specifically that they should be again paid out. 

Mr. President, when you take the whole of this statute you will 
see that its pu was to require the Secretary of the Treasury 
to provide for the redemption of these notes, first using the sur- 

lus revenue, and then selling as many bonds as he chose to sell 
or that pur , of course in the expectation that no unnecessary 
debt would 53 for the redemption of these notes. 

The then Secretary of the Treasury, the honorable Senator from 
Ohio, whose duty it was to execute this law, so managed that 
great office during that period as that the redemption of these 
notes on the Ist day of January, 1879, became a pleasing pastime, 
and the business men and the industrial people of this country, 
its wage earners and producers, knew nothing of the change. 
The Secretary of the Treasury borrowed $95,500,000 as a pre- 
liminary step to the execution of the law, and a surplus revenue 
was also provided. Did the Secretary of the Treasury or any of 


his successors ever for a moment dream that when these n- 
backs were paid into the Treasury they must be retired and can- 
celed, eyen though money had to be borrowed for that purpose? 
That law was uniformly construed as I construe it, as meani 
that down to $300,000,000, and afterwards $348,000,000, these 
greenback notes were to continue a circulating money as bank 
notes are circulating money, to bo redeemed and reissued in tho 
ordinary course of business. 

Mr. STEWART. 7 I interrupt the Senator? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. ALLISON. I can not refuse the Senator. 

Mr. STEWART, Was it ever contemplated at the time spoken 
of by the Senator from Iowa that those notes should be redeemed 
only in gold? . 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will haye patience I will deal 
2 0 that question frankly; but Iam dealing with another ques- 

on now. 

Since 1879 what I have stated has been the course of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. During that time—I do not remember just 
when—those who believe as the Senator believes brought a suit in 
one of the courts of New England to test this law and the amend- 
ment to it, claiming that when greenbacks were redeemed they 
could not be paid out again by the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
if he did so pay them out it was a new issue of greenbacks, which 
was unauthorized by law and wasin violation of the Constitution 
of the United States. That case went up to the Supreme Court. 
The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] will remember the details 
of it. I believe it was upon that case that every member of the 
Supreme Court of the United States united in the opinion that it 
was a question for Congress to decide as to the emergency and the 
time of dealing with the notes of the United States. 

Mr. BROWN. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. BROWN. That decision was limited solely to the legal 
tenders. No word is to be found in the decision as to the legality 
of the bonds. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly; I understand that. 

Mr. BROWN. It is reported in 110 United States Reports. 

Mr. ALLISON. Idid not quote it for that purpose. I only 
mentioned it for the purpose of showing that it was never the 
intent of this original statute, or of any subsequent statute, or of 
anybody in the United States, to dispute the intent and purpose 
and manifest meaning of this law, which was, first, that the 
greenbacks should be reissued; and, secondly, that they should be 
redeemed in coin. Look at the language: 

The Secretary of the Treasury shall redeem in coin. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish the Senator would be kind enough to 
read that clause of the section in answer to the claim made yes- 
terday that after one redemption there can be no other redemp- 
tion. The language is: 

And on and after— 

That word ‘‘after” was thoroughly construed, and thoroughly 
debated, and held to extend to all time. 

And on and after the Ist day of January, A. D, 1879, the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall redeem in coin the United States legal-tender notes then out- 
standing on their presentation for redemption at the office of the assistant 
a of the United States in the city of New York, in sums of not less 

That was construed at the time by all the best lawyers in the 
Senate and by the court as well as a continuous provision— 
“after - not until doomsday; not for five years, not for ten years, 
not for any oe but for all time. 

Mr. ALLISON. On and after that time, 

Mr. SHERMAN, Yes. 

4 Mr. ALLISON. And the Secretary of the Treasury shall re- 
eem.” 

What did Congress do to enable the Secretary of the Treasury 
toexecute that imperative duty imposed upon him? They said to 
him first that he could use the revenues, and next that he could 
use the credit of the Government. Whatisthat? Itis to borrow 
money; and the experience of the last eighteen years prior to that 
time had taught the American people that the credit of the Gov- 
ernment was a precious boon to them, and that it ought not to be 
lightly interfered with or lightly trampled under foot. 

What was that credit? It was that the laborer who toiled in 
his shop on one day should not be uired on the next day to 
take a less sum in purchasing power for his day’s wages than he 
had agreed to take the day before; it was to create a stable meas- 
ureof value as to all property, all credit, all debt, and all measure 
of the wages of labor. yon see when you come to analyze the 
act of 1875 it is one of the marking points in the period of the 
progress of our country. It was put into play years after its date. 
This was to give ample preparation not only to the Treasury but 
to the people of the United States to ually reach the point of 
convertibility which was anticipated by that action. 

Mr. President, I have characterized this as a great boon. Was 
it or was it not? Are these great interests which I have described 
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such as that we can deal with them here as we deal with the balls 
upon a billiard table? That law took effect upon the ist of Jan- 
uary, 1879, and, without fear of successful contradiction in this 
place or any place, I can maintain, but need only state, that from 
that time forward until 1892 we had a period of unprecedented 
prosperity in the United States, whether that prosperity is meas- 
ured in the accumulation of wealth, whether it is measured in the 
wages of labor, whether it is measured in the value of property, 
or whether it is measured in the surplus profits of earnings which 
came to all those who toiled. 

I listened the other day to the of the junior Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay],in which he portrayed the growth and 
development of our country from 1880 to 1890, Ihave had occa- 
sion more than once to make that investigation, and it applies to 
the great Northwest region in which I dwell. It is shown by the 
census of 1890 that the five States carved out of the Northwest 
Territory and the seven States which were created from the 
Louisiana purchase west of the Mississippi River, being twelve 
States in all, in 1890 had two-fifths of the population of the United 
States and more than two-fifths of the sixty-four thousand million 
dollars of wealth in the United States. Twenty-five thousand 
millions of it were a ted in the twelve States I have named, 
against eleven States upon the Atlantic Seaboard, including the 
great States of Pennsylvania, Maryland, New York, and the whole 
of New England. 

So whatever may have been the mutations and changes as to 
the effect of this great act of 1875, it must be admitted that at 
least for the period I have described it did not in any way deter 
or impair the power of the citizens of the United States to largely 
increase their wealth. : 

Without going into a discussion of the question, I think it must 
be agreed that in order to have prosperity in our country what- 
ever measures our values or measures our property or measures 
the wages of labor must have a reasonable stability. It is not 
possible, I agree, to have an exact measure, but it must have that 
reasonable stability whereby during short periods one class of 
men shall not be robbed for the benefit of another. 

Therefore, from what I have already said, it must be apparent, 
it seems to me, to every Senator that it would be a most unwise 
and unjust thing to all the 3 of the United States for us to 
run the slightest risk of a relapse into the condition under which 
we labored between 1861 and 1879. In other words, no part of the 
people of the United States, it seems to me, can be benefited by 
relapsing into an unstable and fluctuating, and it may be a depre- 
ciating currency, nonmetallic, and that we should take no risk 
Whatever in that direction. 

Mr. President, it must be remembered that we are taking this 
question as it exists in 1896. We are not dealing, as we all think 
we ought to, with this financial question by andlarge. There is 
no proposition here for free coinage of silver; there is no proposi- 
tion here for the enlargement of our currency and giving it flexi- 
bility; there is no proposition here dealing with this general sub- 
ject. Is it wise for us in the closing hours of the session, even by 
our yotes, to say that we are willing to deal with this question in 
a spasmodic or in a partial manner? 

Ihave heard it said that this taking away of the authority which 
is given by law to the Secretary of the Treasury is a mere baga- 
telle. What is it? We have now in circulation as many green- 
backs, less the loss in shrinkage, as we had in 1879 on the Ist of 
January. We have, in addition to that, in round numbers, $130,- 
000,000 of Treasury notes. I do not claim that they come within 
the purview of the law of 1875. Therefore I need not be interro- 

ted upon that point. We have the same number of greenbacks; 

ut we have weighting down those greenbacks—although the act 
of 1875 does not apply to them—$130,000,000 of Treasury notes, 
which are a full legal tender. We have in addition to that three 
hundred and sixty-odd millions, I believe—I have not the tables 
before me—of silver certificates, each of which has behind it, I 
agree, a silver dollar, but which constitute a redemption fund, 
each dollar for itself. What have we—and I address that to the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] and to those who pro- 
pose to vote with him—what have we to maintain the redemption 
of the 83 46,000,000 of greenbacks? 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator yield to me for an answer? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not asking for an answer now. 

Mr. BUTLER, Iam anxious to answer the Senator's question. 

Mr. ALLISON. I intend to answer it myself. 

Mr. BUTLER. I may not want to rely on the Senator’s answer. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall be glad to hear the Senator after I have 
done. I do not want to occupy much time, and shall be glad to 
yield to him when I finish my statement. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope the Senator will make a good answer. 

Mr. ALLISON. I may not make a good answer, but I will make 
the best I can. 

I have here a statement issued by the Treasury Department on 
June 1, which shows the situation of the Treasury. This state- 
ment shows that there is in the Treasury $108,345,233.91 in gold 


coin, $100,000,000 of which, the Secretary says, is devoted and 
arpi erga to redemption purposes. 

hat else have we? I am now speaking on the assumption that 
silver should be paid out. We have now in the Treasury $18,864,- 
000 of free silver, that is, silver ees ees to the Treasury. That 


constitutes our redemption fund, and nothing less and nothing 
more. I heard it said by some one here the other day that we 
have seigniorage on silver to the extent of $55,000,000, which 
might be coined and thus used. If it could be coined and thus 
used, it would bea bagatelle. But how can it be coined and used? 
Not by this law. It can not be thus coined and used until Con- 
gress, by an affirmative statute, authorizes such coinage and use, 

Mr. TELLER. We have done that. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have? 

Mr. TELLER. We passed an act of that kind which the Ex- 
ecutive vetoed, 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh! 
poe 3 I think the Senator from Iowa voted to sustain 

e veto, 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course the Senator from Colorado wishes 
to be perfectly fair. I voted against the proposed law because it 
authorized, among other things, as I plaint y showed in this Cham- 
ber, not only an equivalent amount in certificates or notes, but it 
authorized on its face twice the amount, and I was not willing to 
give $55,000,000 in addition of fiat money for the sake of having 
$178,000,000 of other money coined. 

Mr. TELLER. I think the Executive, who hunted for some 
excuses, did not make that one of them. 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps he did not. It only shows how the 
Executive fails to see a good point now and then. We may have 
passed such a bill, but as the Senator from Colorado says, it was 
verad, and it did not pass over the veto. Therefore it is nota 

aw now. 

How is the silver to be coined? It is to be coined in the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Secretary of the 
Treasury has no seigniorage until it is coined. What is seignior- 
age? Itis the thing that arises out of coinage. It can not exist 
until the dollars are coined under existing law. I know we could 
provide a law whereby we could rescue, as it were, or rejuvenate 

robably $50,000,000, but not $55,000,000, because a portion of it 
been coined since that time. 

Mr. STEWART. Let me ask the Senator from Iowa a question. 
Does the Senator contend that there is no power in the Secretary 
of the Treasury to coin the silver in the Treasury? 

Mr. ALLISON. Per contra, I have just stated that he can coin 
every ounce of silver in the Treasury, and as he coins it the seign- 
iorage arises. 

Now, how would he coin it? We have, with the existing mints, 
as has been shown here over and over again, the ability to coin 
between forty and fifty million dollars of silver per annum, which 
is the ultimate coinin oy sagan of the mints,and if we are to 
build new mints it will take at least a year to do it. Allowing 
that $50,000,000 of silver can be coined, there would bea residuum 
fund of probably twelve to fifteen million dollars arising out of 
it,and nothing more. So here we are playing with the great 
question of the convertibility of all our paper money upon the 
idea that if we choose we shall find, without this power,a suffi- 
cient amount of money to redeem the greenbacks, which by law 
and by solemn obligation, as sacred as any obligation we have, 
we are bound to redeem, when the holder of one of the green- 
backs presents it. 

We might take some hazard as respects this matter if there 
were a great overpowering emergency; we might take some hazard 
if we had a full Treasury, as we did have for many long years 
after this law came into play; but here we are with a deficit for 
the current year amounting, inround numbers, probably to thirty- 
three or thirty-four million dollars, swelling each month, because, 
as I sawin a newspaper this morning, supposed to be reliable, the 
receipts during the month of May just passed were less than the 
receipts in any May for five years. Yet I heard another Senator 
say the other day that there isa large amount of money in the 
Treasury. So there is; but does it redeem greenbacks? Can you 
redeem greenbacks with a greenback? The money in the Treas- 
ury, over and above the reserve of $100,000,000, is the same kind 
of money, practically, that is to be redeemed. 

So we are here now running the hazard not of the silver stand- 
ard of money, but of going back within thirty days, if it were 
possible to enact this bill into law, to an inconyertible paper-money 
standard, irredeemable, with nothing behind it except the credit 
of the Government, because if you take away the prop that sus- 
tains the honse you destroy the house itself. Are we ready for 
that? The prop which sustains the greenback currency is the 
credit of the nation and the reserve, and the power to create it, 
which we gave in 1875. It is proposed now to take away the only 


prop that is left after the reserve of $100,000,000 is gone, because 
confessedly—and it is made the subject of criticism on both sides 
of this Chamber—those who have voted appropriations this year 
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have voted a considerable sum beyond the current receipts of the 
Treasury. If we pass this bill we shall have put gyves upon our 
wrists and shall have tied ourselves in such way that we will be 
likely within a short space of time to go to inconvertible paper 
money. 

I have talked longer than I intended upon the subject, but I wish 
to say a few words more in relation to the matter. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator pardon me? He has finished 
the answer to his own question? 

Mr. ALLISON, Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. Therefore, if he will pardon me, before he pro- 
ceeds I should like to correct his answer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield for a few moments. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think I can answer ina few moments. It 
would be very easy to reply to the Senator’s statement in detail, 
but the bill was drawn especially in order to prevent the neces- 
sity of doing that. Has the Senator from Iowa read the bill? It 
was drawn to prevent wasting time over splitting hairs, over de- 
tail and catch phrases and various sophistries which the men who 
support the gold standard use on all occasions. We can notargue 
with these gold advocates, because they dodge facts and argu- 
ments and at once jump back to their pet phrases. What is the 
language of the bill? 

The issuance of interest-bearing bonds of the United States for any pur- 
pose whatever, without further authority of Congress, is hereby p ited. 

The Senator’s argument all falls flat when he simply looks at 
the bill. It is true we have no free-coinage measure on the stat- 
ute books, which I regret more than does the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is true we have not such a bill now pending 
with a possibility of passage, which I regret more than does the 
Senator from Iowa. It is true we need some method to increase 
the currency, which we have not, which Ir t more than does 
the Senator from Iowa. But the pending bill was drawn to pre- 
vent those Senators who uphold the gold standard from dodging 
the real issue and basic question that lies at the bottom of the 
whole financial troubles of the country and the hard times that 


oppress—— 
Ar. ALLISON. I do not yield to the Senator from North 


Carolina for any observation of that character. Let us under- 
stand that in the inning. 

Mr. BUTLER. Unless the Senator considers that the patriot- 
ism, the desire to uphold the credit and power of this Govern- 


ment, rests with the ident of the United States, and unless he 
has more confidence in the President than he has in himself and 
others on this floor, he can not oppose the bill. There is not a 
country in Europe that claims any credit for solvency or respect- 
ability where it would be necessary to pass such a bill as this, 
because no such monstrous power has ever been given even their 
kings to borrow money and pile up debt without limit. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— . 

Mr. BUTLER. There can not be raised a single dollar by the 
Crown of Spain without the authority of the legislative power. 
The Crown of Great Britain lost his head for attempting to usurp 


$ . Mr. President, I decline to yield further. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Iowa declines 
to yield further. f 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from North Carolina talks in a 


circle. 

Mr. BUTLER. Not at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. I said in the very beginning of the discussion 
that there is no power anywhere except in 8 to authorize 
the issuance of bonds. I have argued in vain if I have not shown 
that the point here is the convertibility of the greenback notes 
into coin and not into other fiat money; I have stated that all the 
money can be made applicable to the redemption and reissue of 
those notes, and therefore the answer of the tor from North 
Carolina is no answer. ‘ 

Of course we all agree that you can not authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to borrow money in any other way than by law. 
There is such a law now. The Senator’s proposition is to take 
that power from the Secretary. Why? Because he thinks that 
by that indirection he will force this country not to the silver 
standard, but to an irredeemable paper-money standard, having 
neither silver nor gold behind it. He supposes still further that 
he will force the people of the United States who disagree with 
him, by indirect methods and not by bold movements, to carry 
out what he believes ought to be carried through the two Houses 
and approved by the Executive—a law authorizing the free coin- 
age of silver at 16 to 1 by the United States alone. 

Mr. BUTLER. The ator from Iowa can not wish to do me 
injustice. He puts words into my mouth without any authority. 

. ALLISO I will only ask the Senator from North Caro- 
lina to tell me whether he does not favor the free coinage of silver 
at 16 to 1, and whether he does not believe that what he proposes 


here will be a in that direction? If he does not believe it he 
is playing with idle balls. 
ie I believe that if the pending bill is be- 


fore any more gold is borrowed to support the gold standard, the 
President will call Congress together and Con; s will decide 
the question which the Senator is now trying to dodge. Congress 
will decide whether or not we shall borrow gold; whether or not 
we shall have free coinage; whether or not we shall haye an in- 
crease of the standard money of the coun by some other 
method, and this body is the one to decide it. at is bold; that 
is honest; and that is the honest way in which [want todo it. The 
Senator’s method, I must say, in justice to truth, is indirection, 
because he wishes to dodge the question and leave the power in 
the Executive. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have endeavored to show, first, that the 
power to borrow money under the law of 1875 is an essential 
power. Ihaye undertaken to show, and I think I have shown, 
that if it is taken away we shall alert again to inconvertible 
paper money. Now Iam told indirectly that because I have so 
stated I am dodging the real question at issue here. 

_I do not expect to weary the Senate by arguing the silver ques- 
tion, nor do I expect to deal with the historical part of it. Imerely 
wish to say that when the law was passed we had neither silver nor 
gold. We had a gold standard, itis true, created by the act of 1873, 
but that act was as inoperative then as a statute that could not be 
made operative before 1879. When the statute of 1873 was 
we were upon an inconvertible paper system, with neither gold 
nor silver in our country, except a small amount to pay duties on 
imports and interest upon the public debt. On the Pacific Coast 
the gold standard prevailed, and there greenbacks were at a dis- 
count, instead of gold being ata premium. There all contracts 
were made in gold coin alone. Provisions for such contracts in 
the laws and statutes of some of those States have not been re- 
pealed to this day, I believe. But with the exception of the Pacific 
Coast we had at that time no metallic standard of money. We 
had a fluctuating and, it is true,an appreciating paper standard, 
but we had neither silver nor gold. : 

I wish to say, with respect to the question which we have in 
hand, that it will be decided, I have no doubt, in a greater or 
less degree in the future, but it will never be decided until it is 
decid ight. Ihave always believed, and I believe now, that 
the Uni States can not by itself open its mints to the free 
coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 without becoming a mono- 
metallic silver nation. I believe that it should be done by means 
of international ments with other commercial nations. So 
believing, I have vo always, and so long as I thus believe, and 
until some Senator can convince me that I am wrong, I shall con- 
tinue to vote inst the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 
to 1 by the United States alone. When the law of 1875 was 
passed, I repeat, we had the gold standard, but we had neither 
silver nor gold. So long as the coins are ata parity with each 
other, as they are now, the greenback notes are eemable in 
either, and they are so held, I believe. 

Without arguing the belief I entertain upon this subject, and 
without, in any sense, intending to unite or in any way to join 
the 5 I believe that it is the height of unwisdom for 
us to deal partially with this question. When the question as to 
the free coinage of silver by the United States alone and the open- 
ing of our mints to its free coinage at a ratio of 16 to 1 is before 
the Senate, I expect, I will say in answer to my friend, to vote as 
I have hitherto voted. 

Mr. STEW ART obtained the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. Before the Senator from Iowa sits down I 
should like to ask him a question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator yield to the 
Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to ask a question. : 

Mr. ALLISON. I have agreed to yield to the Senator from 
North Carolina, who seems to have a speech of mine in his hand, 
5 Mr. BUTLER. Inasmuch as the distinguished Senator from 

owa— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Who has the floor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood that the 
Senator from Iowa had closed his remarks, and recognized the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was about closing my remarks when the 
Senator from North Carolina asked me to yield for a question 
before sitting down, and I will be glad to do that, although I do 
not crave the opportunity. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is very evident. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the Sena- 
tor from Nevada as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. I vield to the Senator from North Carolina 
to ask a question. 

Mr. BUTLER. As the Senator from Nevada yields a moment, 
I wish to enter my protest against the statement made by the 
Senator from Iowa Mr. ALLISON] that all of the purpose and 


Eis eee ats eer a ee ene ke ea 


scheme on the part of Populists and others to whom he refers in 
this connection is to run this Government to irredeemable fiat 
money, whatever he means by that—something horrible, he 
says. ‘ 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not say that was the purpose. I said 
that was the effect. y 

Mr. BUTLER. Iso understood the Senator. He says it is the 
effect. Does not the Senator himself fear that it means free coin- 
age, for does not the Senator know that during the coming sum- 
mer, as soon as Congress adjourns, the gold reserve jumping down 
every morning, being only $108,000,000 this mo , more bonds 
will be issued to sustain the s which he is advocating and 
Ne He knows it, and he is willing to see it done. r 

ow, he knows this in connection with it, that if the bill which 
I have offered becomes a law, instead of the President iss 
bonds, he will call Congress together if the emergency arises an 
Congress, this body, will sit in judgment and decide whether or 
not those bonds shall be issued or whether the free coinage of sil- 
ver shall increase the circulating medium or some other method. 

Does the Senator object to the legislative branch of the Gov- 
ernment decidi 7 3 ane = 3 fears. It 5 

money. He fears judgment of the American people in 
Congr assembled. He thinks that the gold ring have a cinch 
on the President of the United States and he wants to see that 
they keep it. He wants to see that the next President keeps it. 
He wants to see that the man whom the Republican put 
up, if heshould be elected, will keep it, and they now pretend to be 
trying to make Eastern men of your candidate [turning to 
Senator SHERMAN] from Ohio, to fool the Senator from Colorado, 
and to fool pee e in the South and West. They know that 
McKinley belongs to the gold ring as much as Cleveland does, but 
they are trying to fool the free-silver men in the Republican 
party—trying to make them believe that McKinley is for silver, 
trying to pr Fe them believe that the gold ring is not satisfied 
with him. That game worked afew years ago, but it will not 
work now. The Eastern goldbugs are pretending to be afraid of 
McKinley's gold . They say they will bolt if McKinley 
does not satisfy them on this point. They have known for years 
where McKinley stood. He is the ial candidate pi out 
by the gold ring. My dear friend, that game was smart a few 
years ago, but the American people have waked up. It will not 
work. What the Senator from Iowa and those who stand with 
him fear is that this dangerous and terrible bond-issuing power 
will be vested in the people and their representatives to de 
what shall be done, and t is all that he fears, and I challenge 
him to stand up and say before his God and his conscience that 
he fears anything else. 

Mr. CHANDLER and Mr. Stewart addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from New “rte 5 

Mr. STEWART. I have not given up the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the Sen- 
ator from Nevada to yield the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. I did not yield the floor at all. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Nevada held the floor. 

Mr.STEWART. I yielded for a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood that the 
Senator from Nevada yielded the floor. There can be no farming 
out of the floor of the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iyield to the Senator from Nevada. There 
is time enough. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yields to the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, we have made some progress 
to-day. The Senator from lowa [Mr. ALLISON] has relieved us 
from all the laboring part of our argument. He has conceded 
and stated that the greenbacks and Treasury notes are redeemable 
in silver coin as well as gold. 

Mr. ALLISON. As long as silver is kept at a parity with gold. 

Mr. STEWART. So long as they are at a parity? Can the 
Senator find the word “ piy in the language of the law? What 
does he mean by that? e statute says ‘‘coin of standard valne” 
and nothing else. So long as they are at parity.” What does 
the statute of 1875 say about parity? It says that the 
may purchase coin to redeem the pti i outstanding on the 
ist day of January, 1879—then outstanding. It doesnot say silver 
coin or gold coin, but coin, and the question as to what was meant 
by coin“ has been very well settled by about a three-fourths 
vote in the two Houses of Congress in the passage of the Matthews 
resolution in 1878. 

I think my friend the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] voted 
for that resolution. He voted for it. The present Secretary of 
the Treas voted for it, and there can be no question about the 
eee being taken for granted; that being the law, and 
nobody can question it, it solves the whole practical difficulty, 
because if the Secretary of the Treasury will exercise the option 
to pay in silyer no gold gambler will come to the silver. 
Every one of our silver certificates stays out. ey do duty as 
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money. Nobody takes them to the Treasury to silver. They 
are the best money we have. You go into any , and three- 
fourths of the money you get is in the shape of silver certificates. 
The greenbacks and ury notes are in the same 
way, and they would be just as good money and just as safe if 
the Secretary would exercise his option to pay in silver as well as 
gold. That is the only trouble. 

Now, there is of silver coin in the Treasury $18,000,000, and of 
silver certificates 810,000,000, making $28,000,000, in round num- 
bers, of silver coin in the , because these silver certificates 
can be exchanged at the option of the holder for coin. If the Gov- 
ernment owns them it can go tothe other counter and obtain coin 
for them. We have $28,000,000 of coin. That is silver. Tnen it 
is made the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to coin the sil- 
ver for the purpose of redeeming the Treasury notes issued under 
the act of 1890. He has not done that. He has used a 
amount of gold, I do not remember the amount, bought with t 
to redeem the Treasury notes issued under the act of 1890, when 
the law saysin so many words that he shall provide for the re- 
demption of those notes by coining the silver purchased under the 
3 of the act of 1890. So if he proceeds to coin the silver 

would have an ample amount. He ought to have done it long 
ago. He could have it all coined now if he had done his duty, 
because the whole of it should be coined, 

The Senator from Iowa says only $40,000,000 of silver can be 
coined ina year. I e to say that an expenditure of ten 
or fifteen thousand dollars will double the capacity, and so far as 
coining is concerned, as I said the . pay to 
any private party the charge that is paid to the Government by 
the owners of bullion to have it coined, whatis deducted from their 
bullion for preparing it for coinage, you will have 8500, 000, 000 a 
year coined. 

A public institution, self-sustaining, would enable private par- 
ties to make at least 50 per cent profit, if not 75 per cent, because 
there is a great deal of machinery about the mint. So there is no 
difficulty about the coinage if there was any disposition to coin it. 
We have, then, $108,000,000 of gold, $30,000,000 of silver, $50,000,000 
of seigniorage, $130,000,000 of coin besides bullion that should be 
coined—ample provision, more than would be called for. 

Let the Secretary of the Treasury say that the Treasury notes 
and mbacks would hereafter be redeemed in silver. 
would go into circulation immediately. Those notes would be as 
good money as the silver certificate which circulates. They do 
not now circulate; they are either tied up in the Treasury or are 
in the banks to be prepared for a raid at any time. Over $100,- 
000,000 of these legal tenders are tied up in the Treasury. 

There are $270,000,000, in round numbers, of money in the Treas- 
ury, with $55,000,000 more of silver bullion, which it is the duty 
of the Secre to coin, making, in round numbers, $325,000,000 
the portion of which ought to be in circulation. It is tied 
up, and we are threatened with another bond issue. We are 
threatened by the Administration, or rather Wall street says we 
are going to have more bonds. And for what ? To buy 
up more currency and impound in the Treasury this unhealthy 
surplus, a larger surplus than when parties were running upon 
the question and the issue was to relieve the Treasury of the sur- 
pa which was collected in taxes. Now we have a surplus col- 
ected by bond dealing, a surplus taken out of the ronas 
medium, and a further threat to take out more; and it is clai 
that Congress can not pass this law resuming its function to reg- 
ulate the 5 money without bankrupting the Treasury. 
Is it possible that the gold and silver will be drawn ont before 
Congress can meet? e know very well that 828, 000, 000 of silver 


is a sufficient bar to eprore the Treasury. 
Germany, with only $150,000,000 of silver in the Empire, is able 
to protect all her gold by her ice of paying silver when gold 


practi 

is asked for export. France protects her gold from export by the 
exercise of her option to pay in silver. If the United States would 
exercise her option as other nations do her credit would be as 
good as theirs. It is because the United States undertakes to do 
an ee because the United States opens her Treasury to 
speculators, because the Administration combines with stock job- 
bers to drain the „to wreck the credit of the Govern- 
ment, that our credit is impaired. 

There is enough silver in the Tr now to maintain the 
credit of the Government through all time. They will not take 
the $28,000,000, and besides silver is coming daily into the Treas- 
nry. One-half of the revenue, I am informed, is paid in silver cer- 
tificates, which means silver coin, and there is no limit to the 
amount of silver that will come in during the year, and it can be 
used for redemption purposes. There will be an ample redemp- 
tion fund in silver coin pouring into the Treasury daily, coming 
in the yay of revenue, and that is the kind of redemption first 
mentioned, 

The statute of 1875 says that the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
use the revenue that comesin to redeem these greenbacks. When 
that is insufficient he may sell bonds. Everybody knows the rev- 
enue now is ample. There is a great surplus, and he can use all 
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the revenue that comes in from taxes for the purpose of re- 
deeming the Treasury notes. There are more silver certificates 
constantly coming into the Treasury in payment of taxes than 
there are greenbacks presented for redemption in gold. The 
outstanding Treasury notes would be as good money and as free 
from uses for fraudulent . as the silver certificates if the 
Secretary would do his duty. In the face of what the Secre- 
tary-has done, in the face of the bond deal of February, 1895, in 
the face of the charges made in the public press, in the face of the 
conviction on the part of the people that something is wrong, in 
the face of this manipulation of the Treasury Department, in the 
face of the fact that the Senate has passed a resolution to investi- 
ate those transactions, shall we leave the Administration in power 
70 continue the speculation upon the nation’s credit to con- 
tinue, in other words, to wreck the nation’s credit and impair 
the moral standing of the Administration? Everybody knows it 
has been badlyimpaired. Everybody knows what wenow demand 
is that in the absence of Congress there shall be no more scandals. 
It is said by the Senator from Ohio that this bill will not become 

a law, and that if it passed the other House it would not be ap- 
roved by the President. Let the other House take its responsi- 
Pitty if the other House wants to assumeit. If the other House 
is desirous of sanctioning this stock jobbing, if it is anxious to 
sanction the bond deal of 1895 and the bond deal of this year, 
if it is anxious to sanction the disregard of the law, if itis anx- 
ious to sanction the robbery of the Treasury to pay gold when 
the Government owes no gold—if the other House is anxious 
to do that, send it this bill and let it take the responsibility. If 
the Republican party indorses the Cleveland Administration, if the 
Republican party indorses these bond deals, let it be done by their 
votes. Let the ple of the United States know whois responsible, 
who are engaged in this practice of wrecking the public credit, who 
are in it, who support it, who are backing it. these bond deals, 
I say, have the backing of the Republican party, let the votes tell; 
and if the Republican party in the other House want to back 
Cleveland and Carlisle and Pierpont Morgan and encourage them 
to make further deals, let them refuse to pass this bill when it 
reaches them. But let the Senate act, a majority of which is op- 
posed to these deals, a majority of which is opposed to wrecking 
the public Treasury, opposed to stock jobbers and gold gamblers 
raiding the Treasury and bringing disgrace upon the country, 
opposed to buying up currency and impounding it in the Treas- 
ury. That has been shown by several votes. Let it be shown by 
the votes moe and let those who are in favor of it take the 

msibility. 

T.C DLER. Mr. Presiđent, it was not worth while for 
me to make so much effort to get the floor to make the few brief 
remarks that I desire tosubmit. I rose to deprecate the 5 5 and 
the manner of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] 
which he has brought into this debate. The remarks which he 
made the other day I do not find reported in the RECORD. I sup- 
pose they are kept for revision. But if they are printed as they 
were uttered they will contain what I conceive to be undignified 
and unbecoming threats against those who differ from him in 
opinion. If Iam not mistaken, the Senator talked about revolu- 
tion and bloodshed. He was willing that the views which he en- 
tertains upon public questions should prevail without revolution 
and without bloodshed if they could thus prevail, but, if necessary, 
the Senator very clearly intimated the disposition of himself and 
of those with whom he is associated in the party known as the 
Populist party to resort to any means to accomplish the purposes 
which they have in view. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now, Mr. President, I should like—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. C DLER. 1 would rather the Senator would reply 
after I finish. 


Mr. BUTLER. But I would rather, if the Senator will be just, 
that he would not misrepresent me further, because I am sure he 
does not intend to do it purposely. The Senator says there was a 
clear inference from my remarks that if the People’s Party could 
not have its way, the purpose of the People’s Party was to re- 
sort to bloodshed. He states what I think he can not find another 
Senator on the floor to sustain him im saying, for no others will 
say, I think, that they drew such conclusions from my remarks, 
or that any such inferences could fairly or justly be drawn from 
th 


em. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I allow the Senator from 
North Carolina to make the disclaimer before I go on, and I pro- 
ceed to say that I think those words will be found in his remarks. 
I think the Senator said that he was willing, that he oper per 
haps that is the way he put it—that these evils with which 
humanity and society are afflicted might be removed without 
revolution and without bloodshed. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is about the language I used. I used the 
word hope.“ 

Mr. CHANDLER. I chose to assume, for the p of these 
remarks, that there was an implied threat in that kind of language. 
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Mr. BUTLER. Then the Senator is the only one who can—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire 5 525 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not yield any more. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire declines to yield. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is a question which I leave to the 
Senate. I undertake to say that the language of the Senator then, 
the language of other Senators on some occasions, and thelan e 
of other members of the Populist party, are calculated not for the 
calm discussion of public questions, but are calculated to produce 
the revolution and the bloodshed which they say they hope to 
avoid and which they say they hope will not be found necessary, 
in order that the objects which the People’s Party desire to secure 
may be accomplished. 

r. President, the spirit and the language of the Senator found 
gaa response in the Southern country. Ihave the Philadelphia 
quirer of Monday morning, June 1, in my hand, and it contains 
the following telegram: 
TALLAHASSEE, FLA., May 81. 

At a Po; 

Henry 8 eee eee eee 3 anten carts hel 
his arm nearly severed with an ax in the hands of his assailant. 

The wives of the two men are sisters. The women became engaged in a 
535 8 

Powers infuriated Dangley, who rushed stim withaknife. Powers seized 
an ax and sunk the blade so deep into Dangley's arm at the shoulder that the 
member hung only by shreds. Dangley retreated to his wagon, where his 
wife seized a Winchester and hurri handed it to her husband, 

He took the weapon in one arm and resting the barrel over the wheel of 
the cart fired several shots at Powers. Finally one bullet struck Powers in 
the stomach and he fell to the ground. It is phones he can not recover. 

enn geal was placed in the cart and driven Lairds Mill, where his 
wound was dressed. On the way he lost so much blood that life is also 
despaired of. 

That, Mr. President, comes from only one Southern Populist 
picnic since the Senator from North Carolina expressed the hope 
that all the great benefits to society which he — 75 party desired 
migas be accomplished without revolution and without bloodshed, 

hold in my hand a copy of a newspaper published at Raleigh, 
N. C., the issue of May 28, 1896, the Caucasian, published every 
Thursday by the Caucasian Publishing Company, Marion Butler, 
president.” I find on the third page of this sheet a very full Ac- 
count of the National Congress”; Some record of what the peo- 
ple’s representatives are trying to do in the Senate.” 

In the Senate Senator Butler's bill to prevent the further issue of bonds 
without the consent of Congress was the main feature of interest. 

Mr. President, what follows is so bad, is so violent and so 
abusive and so unjust to the Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] 
and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], that I do not dare to 
take the responsibility of putting it in the RECORD. I hand it to 
the Senator, so that he can see what kind of language his news- 
paner is engaged in printing in connection with Senators upon this 

oor with whom he is in the habit of meeting in friendly inter- 
course and in constant daily debate. 

I rose only to puega to the Senator from North Carolina that 
if he expects to make proselytes for the views which he entertains 
it will be necessary to approach the subject in a different spirit 
and with different utterances from those which he puts forth on 
this floor and publishes in his Caucasian newspaper in the State 
of North Carolina. 

Mr. President, this is about all I had to say, except to express 
the hope that this bill may not pass. I am afraid t there is a 
small majority in its favor, but I hope that the sober sense of the 
Senate will assert itself, and that we will not upon the eve of final 
adjournment repeal the only law upon the statute book which en- 
ables the President and the Secretary of the Treasury to protect 
the national credit and the public honor during the six months 
which will intervene before Congress again meets. 

Mr. President, everyone knows that gress has been unable 
to pass any bill for the relief of the public Treasury, or to avert 
the public calamity which may result from a depleted Treasury. 
The House of Representatives has passed a bill, but nothing has 
been done with it in the Senate. Our Populist friends, whostand 
between the two parties here, and, I regret to say, a few vainglo- 
rious ae sopra Senators, have interposed to prevent any legis- 
lation which would relieve the public Treasury at this crisis in 
our affairs. Now, as we can not pass any affirmative legislation, 
why not for heaven's sake leave upon the statute book the little 
remnant of authority there is in the President and Secretary of 
the Treasury to take care of the national credit and the national 
honor during the coming half year? 

Mr. President, it is only a question of interest on bonds. Not 
even my violent friend from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] nor 
my stalwart friend from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] contends that 
the President or the Secretary of the Treasury has laid dishonest 
hands upon one dollar of money that has been borrowed. They 
do not steal it. It goes into the ies There is not one dol- 
lar embezzled; it is a mere question, as I said, how much interest 
we shall pay upon the bonds which are issued. However much 
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we may differ from our President and our Secretary of the 
Treasury, as we do on many questions, as Republicans on this side 
of the Chamber differ fundamentally upon many questions, yet 
we give to them the credit of possessing absolute personal integ- 
rity. No one has ever ventured to say that the Secretary of the 
Treasury ever had a dishonest dollar in his life; and certainly no 
one will undertake to make any impeachment of the personal in- 
5 5 of the present President of the United States. 

r. President, they are not the President and the Secretary of 
the Treasury of my choice, but while we are to be absent at our 
homes, there they will stand representing the power as well as 
the credit and the honor of the United States. In my judgment 
they are to be trusted with that power; and we ought to leave with 
them every particle of power which the statutes of this country 
to-day give them to enable them to see to it that the national 
credit and the national honor receive no detriment during the 
recess of Congress. 

I am happy to say that two-thirds or three-quarters of the 
Republicans upon this side of the Chamber propose to vote that 
to this extent, of leaving the laws as they now are, they have confi- 
dence in the Democratic President of the United States; and I 
ask Senators upon the other side of the Chamber who participated 
in the election of President Cleveland, every one of them, who is 
of the same politics as that of John G. Carlisle, to sink all ani- 
mosity against the President of their choice and the Secretary of 
the Treasury of their choice and to join with us at least in one 

atriotic vote, where all Senators shall rise above party and say 
2 the people of this country and to the people of the whole world 
that at least the law as it now stands upon the statute book, and 
which enables these executive officers to protect the honor and the 
credit of the United States, shall not be stricken down by our 
votes. 

Mr. President, it is of no use to say that this bill will not pass 
the House of Representatives, and therefore we might as well pass 
it as not. There are Senators here to-day, I regret to say, who 
will vote for this bill and send it to the House of Representatives 
who would not take the responsibility of voting for it if they be- 
lieved it would become a law, and Ido no more than justice to 
my friend from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] now sitting before me 
when I say that if he had the nsibility of taking away abso- 
lutely from the Secretary of the ury all the power to borrow 
money he would not do it merely to make a platform for the Peo- 
ple’s Party, but would himself refrain from voting to put this law 
upon the statute book, which strikes down all power upon the 

art of the Secretary of the Treasury to borrow money to protect 
the credit of the United States. 

Mr. President, realize how we should feel if we were in Europe 
to-day. There is not a Senator here, whatever he may say in pri- 
vate conversation or whatever he may beled to say upon the floor 
of this Senate occasionally in debate against the President of the 
United States, who, if he were abroad and were to hear his Amer- 
ican President maligned, would not risein his defense and denounce 
with fiery indignation any criticism which might be made upon 
his nation’s President. k 

Mr. President, it is a strange thing for me to be defending your 
President [Mr. FAULKNER in the chair] when two-thirds of his 
own party on this floor are afraid to trust him with the existing 
power upon the statute books of the United States to borrow 
money—not one cent of which either he or his Secretary of the 
Treasury will ever be charged with misappropriating—to borrow 
money to protect the honor of the United States during the period 
when the custody of that honor passes out of our hands because 
we go to our homes for six months. 

r. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I rise at this time not for 
the purpose of discussing this question, but to make a statement 
personal in its nature. 

Mr. BUTLER. Willthe Senator from South Dakota yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iyield tothe Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I want to say first that the action 
of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] in taking 
anirresponsible . eee uib about some local and unfortunate 
if not exaggerated affair in Florida and bringing it into this discus- 
sion asa d ified argument or as worthy of consideration is re- 
sorting to a kind of unsenatorial method that puts him on a plane 
where he can not with good grace criticise the methods of any 
other Senator which may not meet his fastidious taste. Sup: 

I should rise here every morning after there had been a fight 
in a Republican town, or in any kind of Republican caucus, meet- 
ing, or gathering, where the distribution of Republican patronage 
and spoils or campaign funds was the trouble, and should call 
attention to it as a forcible argument on the floor of the Senate 
against that party, I should not think that I was doing myself or 
my cause any credit. I should think thatit was not dignified. I 
should think it was unbecoming. 

Mr. President, aside from that, I wish now to say a word with 
reference to the paragraph in my own newspaper; the Caucasian, 
to which the Senator from New Hampshire referred. 


Mr. President, I do not go behind the backs of Senators here to 
express myself. Isay what I think, and in as mild and courteous 
language as I think the occasion demands or justifies or will per- 
mit, and say it on the floor of the Senate. I do it boldly; I do it 


candidly; I doit as aright and as a duty. I do not think I have 
ever taken occasion to attack any man in my paper with language 
which I would not use on the floor of the Senate. The Senator 
did not mean to intimate that, I hope, by his reference to my paper, 
but what he did say by implication makes it necessary for me to 
make this statement, since he left that impresssion upon the minds 


of Paar let cert 

Mr. C NDLER. May Task the Senator if he is willing to 
read upon the floor of the Senate the language that was used in 
the Senator’s paper about Senator HILL and Senator SHERMAN and 
put it in the RECORD? 

Mr. BUTLER. Iwill say—and that is what I rose to say—that 
the i joa used, of which the Senator complains, is lan 
which I would not myself have used on the floor of the Senate or 
in the newspaper, and I r t, I say frankly, that it was used. 
But it is not in an editorial; it is not in the Washington com- 
munications; it is in what is called in this paper, and known 
among its readers, as an abstract of Congressional 8 
which is made sometimes by one man on the paper and sometimes 
by another, and the man who does it has often taken occasion to 
make comments. He quotes from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
each week and takes what he considers to be the salient points, 
and he has often commented opon the parts heclips. I, of course, 
never read these extracts of Congressional proceedings, nor has 
my attention ever been called before to any comments 3 
these clippings from the RECORD of which I or anyone else coul 
complain. erefore I have never given any attention to this 
department of the paper, and have had no occasion to give any 
instructions with reference to it. I have just now read the para- 
graph referred to for the first time, and wish to say here and now 
that I do not approve of the language used with reference to the 
Senator from Ohio and the Senator from New York, however 
much I orion their policies and methods, and shall take occasion 
to say so by next mail to the resident manager of the paper. 

One word further, Mr. President. Ido not think the Senator 
from New Hampshire was fair in taking an isolated statement, 
made in my speech a few days ago, without the connection, an 
attempting to misrepresent it—I will not say attempting, but 
that was the result—by connecting it with that newspaper clip- 
ping. The Senator well knows, and every Senator here knows 
that the connection in which I used that statement was this: 1 
called attention to the record on the pages of history, to the em- 
pires which have fallen and to what caused them to fall; the dan- 
gers to the body ee are now threatened, and history shows 
what the result has been when certain conditions existed and 
proceeded unchecked to their logical and direful conclusion, 
Then I called attention to the fact that those evils existed here, 
and that if they are not checked by legislative means or at the 
ballot box—that if we can learn anything from history, if we can 
learn anything from experience, the same thing will happen here 
that has happened there, and it was then that I said that I ho 
and prayed that such a result would never come here, but t 
these evils would be remedied by peaceful and legal means. 

I submit that that was a patriotic utterance, and it is one that 
I am not ashamed of; it is one that I am proud of, and from the 
bottom of my soul am sorry for the man who can not and does 
not entertain the same sentiments. 

Charles I lost his head, and the cause, as well as the result, is a 
historical fact that is not wholly inappropriate to consider at this 
time; but if he could have issued bonds ad libitum without the 
authority or protest of the English Parliament and the English 
people, he would not have been disturbed about ship money and 
might have saved his head at the expense of English liberty. 
England has already passed the danger point that we stand on 
now. Nocrowned head of England can borrow money without 
limit. It must be done with the permission of the legislative 
branch of the Government and for a specific purpose. This is no 
threat; but it is the cold facts of history and a solemn warning for 
us at this time. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, last week one of the news- 
papers in this city in publishing the platforms of the various State 
conventions published the following with regard to the convention 
in South Dakota: 

Previous tochoosing delegates a resolution was adopted requiring all nomi- 


nees to goupon the floor and declare for McKinley and sound money, and not 
only to vote, but to work to accomplish this end. 


As I am one of the delegates to the St. Louis convention from 
my State, I concluded to challenge this statement, not because it 
appeared in the newspaper press, for it has gone the rounds of the 
newspapers for the past month, but because there was placed in 
the RECORD on the 6th of last month an editorial from a South 
Dakota newspaper reiterating this statement with many adjec- 
tives. I therefore have decided to state the facts to the Senate 
with regard to the matter. 
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The assertion is that having for years on all occasions, 
as a member of this body, voted for the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, for the purpose of ing a seat 
in the St. Louis convention I abandoned my position upon that 
subject and was e e that I was ready to go to St. 
Louis and work for McKinley and sound money. I do not care to 
go into a definition of ‘‘sound money,” but I simply wish to say 
to my fellow-Senators here that the statement that any delegate 
was required in the South Dakota convention to ete his sup- 
rt to the gold standard or to any sort of financial plank or plat- 
orm whatever is absolutely and unqualifiedly false and without 
any possible foundation for it whatever and made by designing 
persons for a purpose. 

The convention in South Dakota on the 25th of March was a 
Republican convention. The chairmen, both temporary and per- 
manent, were elected by acclamation; the platform was adopted 
by acclamation, and the chairman of the committee on resolutions 
was an ardent advocate of the free coi of silver. The plat- 
form simply said that inasmuch as the Republicens of South 
Dakota were divided upon the financial question we would refer 
that subject to the St. Louis convention. There was no test of 
strength—no division—on the subject whatever. I was elected a 
delegate by acclamation, and so were the other delegates elected 
by acclamation; and there was no controversy, no issue, and no 
test vote whatever taken upon this or any other question. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that it is no more than fair and 
just to myself that I should have read at the Secretary’s desk a 

tter which I wrote and which was published in February, 1894. 
I at that time was a candidate for reelection to the Senate of the 
United States. The people of my State had never taken a test 
vote on the question of the free coinage of silver, but it was well 
known that I had always voted and acted with those who advo- 
cated the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1. 
Some of the newspapers which advocated the gold standard in my 
State attacked me, and I wrote the editor of one of these papers 
the letter which I will ask the Secretary to read, as it gives briefly, 
in a measure, my views at that time and ever since and my views 
at the present time upon the subject of silver. 

I want to say further, Mr. President, that there is no position, 
much less the position of delegate to the St. Louis convention, 
however high and honorable the 2 of delegate may be, in 
the gift of the people of South Dakota or anyone else, that would 
lead me to sacrifice my convictions upon this subject. This letter 
will disclose that I took that position in the face of a campaign 
for reelection to this body. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the Sec- 
retary will read as requested. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

FROM SENATOR PETTIGREW. 

Senator PETTIGREW thinks the attitude of the Blade is entirely wrong on 
the silver question and has favored us with a letter under date of January 25 
in which he sets forth his views and the arguments on which they are based. 
As this is rst gran question in which all our readers are interested, some on 
one side some on the other, and as his words will be read just now with 
8 interest, we herewith publish all of the letter which treats of that 
su ies deeming it a service blic. It 


reads as follows: 
object to 1 that 


“ 


f: 
for the interests of the people I represent, and to not: 
be right on this question than test and 
most important question of the age, a question of civilization. I have given 
this question care and th: t, and while I am in favor of an honest dollar. 
I consider the EE PS ld stan the most dishonest dollar ever conceived 
by man. It is a dollar which grows in value all the time. The unearned 
increment which comes with everytredit, resulting from the appreciation 
of the gold in which it is to be paid, is rob TT 
2 ＋ the present panic. An honest do is one that honestly at all 
is an honest measure of debts. This must be a dollar which will not 
depreciate or appreciate. In order that this result may be accomplished the 
number of dollars must increase with the increase of tion, It makes 


the fact that the ganu is not sufficient 


to buy w 
tea, it took $1.06 to hee what can be purchased for 71 cents now; 
roducts, it took 3 5 to buy what can be r 
ie it took $1.08 to buy what can be Sout for 59 cents now, and this 
from year to year from that 
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think, than that of very man 
to the appreciation of gol 
erchant by the 


a bushel of wheat in 
the situation to-day. 


hange my positi the sil ti mit P Ens it 
on on ver question w it would 
result in my defeat. I have refrained from making a speech upon this sub- 
beca: blican party of the State of South I Dakota are 
Ido not care to make it atest of Republicanism 
or injure Republican success, but if attacked I shall try to meet this issue 
—— che people. Iam ready to defend my position anywhere and every- 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I think in justice to myself it should be 
known how this report came to be put into circulation and how 
the editorial came to be written which was placed in the RECORD. 
The editorial which was placed in the RECORD on the 6th of last 
mouth is from a Democratic newspaper, published in the town 
where I reside, and the editorial was written by J. Tomlinson, jr. 
Tomlinson has devoted a great deal of his time to me during the 
last three or four years, and has published a great many editorials 
ofa personal and abusive nature, It was well known that his preju- 
dice against and his personal dislike of myself is very bitter, and 
it seems to deprive of the ability or capacity, if he ever 
possesses i telling the truth. He edits a Democratic newspa- 
per, and is known to be a Republican, and therefore he is a Demo- 
crat only for revenue. Under his ement and as editor of 
the leading Democratic newspaper of the State the Democratic 
party has nearly disappeared, not having elected a single Demo- 
cratic member of the legislature and having but 8,000 votes 
out of 80,000. 

_ I do not care to say anything further with regard to Mr. Tom- 
linson, but I propose to put in the Recorp that which others have 
said with 5 to this editorial. 

I will say further that the Sioux Falls Press, the leading Re- 
publican 3 in the State, offered $10 apiece for every cred- 
ible person who would corroborate the statement of the Argus- 
Leader, or the editorial which has been placed in the RECORD. 
No witness has ever been produced, and the reward has never 
been claimed, and no person, with or without character, has been 
found to sustain the fables, fictions, and falsehoods of this pre- 
tended Democratic editor. 

The Sioux Falls Press, after the editorial appeared which has 
been put into the RECORD, interviewed several prominent people 
in regard to the truth or falsity of the facts therein stated, among 
them Judge C. S. Palmer, who was for years a circuit judge in 
South Dakota, and who is one of the prominent lawyers of the 
city. Isend the interview of Judge Palmer to the desk and ask 
the Secretary to read it, and also a statement by Mr. Ravndahl, 
the editor of the leading Scandinavian newspaper of my State on 
the same subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Secretary will read as indi a 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The Press prints the 1 in addition to those of yesterday, 


ing the estimate en from this city who were in attendance 
at Huron, concerning the and nonsensical reports sent out by Tomlin- 
57 of the ti 

udge er: Tes; vo d convention yes- 
terday and their published tel of ve nd Mock at the Argus Leader's 
attitude the 8 now as ‘ore the convention. Two distinct purposes 
seem apparent: 

“First. Revenge upon Senator PETTIGREW growing out of the Postmaster 
Tinsley a intment. 

“Second. To sow seeds of discord and, if possible, disrupt the Republican 
party in the State. 

“ Not one nor both of these purposes, I think, warrants the strange conclu- 
sions published in the Argus-Leader of yesterday. To say ‘that Senator PET- 
TIGREW was compelled to get upon the floor and pledge himself to not only 
vote but work for the adoption of a sound money (or gold) at St. Louis’ 
is so glaring! unfair as to be absolutely untrue and sufficient to cast a great 
cloud of 3 over the whole report. It is a matter of little importance 
to me whether Dem calls the result at Huron a PETTIGREW or anti-Pet- 


TIGREW victory. To meit wasa ublican victory. That Senator PETTI- 
GREW had bitter political enemiesat Huron amon: a blicans, Democrats, 
and railroad on there was never a mo- 


lobbyists is very true; but in my o 
mentin that convention when all of these forces combined could have defeated 
the Senator as a delegate to St. Lonis. That the old railroad lobby, which 
was there in force, repeatedly tried to form combinations to do so is well 
known. The conservative leaders upon both sides were in the saddle at 
Huron. Concessions were made upon both sides with a view to Republican 
success, and no concessions were exacted or made upon either side which 
were not readily assented to for reasons stated. The committee on resolu- 
tions came near at one time to reporting a financial plank similar to this one, 
which declared for the use of both metals as well as the paper dollar; but 
believing that even this might provoke useless discussion prematurely they 
— 7 to relegate the whole question to the St. Louis convention, 
where ongs. 

G. Bie Ravndahl: “The effrontery.of that Argus-Leader account of the 
Huron convention isamazing. I would not have believed it possible that such 
a thing would be done. The deliberations of the convention „ 
and proper, both in spiritand form. Afew sible oa 
showed taste, but the meong to Republicansin their party 
success caused the almost action of the convention upon nearly 


1896. 
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very matter of importance before it. Noonewashumbled. Senator PETTI- 
cue? made a strong, manly statement of his position and received the nomi- 


by their own people athome. It was a PETTIGREW victory and so conceded 
by all buta few o 

several times to hold the people who had fought him and whostruggled to get 
on. That report was gross.“ 

Mr. PETTIGREW. [also desire to have the Secretary read an 
interview with C. A. Jewett, who is the largest wholesale mer- 
chant in my State, doing a business of $2,000,000 a year, and an 
interview with C. P. Bates, who is the city attorney of the city 
in which I reside, upon the same subject. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


O. A. Jewett: I told Mr. Tomlinson last night that I never saw such an 
exhibition of nerve and co as the speech of Senator PETTIGREW when 
talking to the convention just before his election. So far as I could discover, 
and my thought wae the convention was a perfect success for Senator PET- 
TIGREW. I talked with a great many on that subject, both to delegates and 
those who were not delegates, and [ y sa t I failed to in a sin- 
gle instance any other view taken of the matter. I think the enemy was 
routed upon every issue and at every turn. In my judgment, Senator PET- 
TIGREW came away from that convention with more true friends than he ever 
9 before in the State.” 

P. Bates: The s-Leader statement is entirely misleading and full 
of false assumptions and misrepresentations. So far as I know, the result of 
the convention is exactly what the Minnehaha delegates worked for from the 
time they left Sioux s. There was nota man in the Minnehaha delega- 
tion who worked st instructions ag to the candidate from the time 
left this city. Du the campaign in Minnehaha County the railroad lobby 
worked against Senator PETTIGREW. At Huron the same lobby fought the 
SSH Meer of his going to the St. Louis convention, and the result in both 
les was the same. hah 


tion regardin 
vote, left it to the jud; 
position tak 


Mr. PETTIGREW. L also desire to have the Secretary read an 
interview with H. H. Keith on the same matter. He is a prom- 
inent lawyer in the city where I reside. rahe 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. The Chair hears none. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

H. H. Keith: “I have read the Argus-Leader's report of the convention 
and also its labored attempt in last night's issue to prove the correctness o 
its ore If the Argus-Leader was conscious of having made a correct and 
truthful report, it ought not to have been necessary for it to take so much 
trouble to proveits assertions true. The purported telegrams from the dele- 

tes elected come very far short of sustaining the allegations of the Argus- 
Tender: Tomy mind t. tion of its version of the con- 
vention. Senator PETTIGREW and 


of the 
r PETTIGREW’S friends i 


ressed 

tion, and the resolution adopted by the committee was entirely satisfac- 
Grr to the Senator and his friends, and they so expressed themselves to the 
committee before 1t decided to adopt them. The resolutions k for them- 
selves, but there is not a word of instructions in them in reference to the 
financial question. 8 to the national convention, with the ex- 
ception of one or two, work in perfect Barony with Senator PETTI- 
GREW at the national convention, and I speak ad y on this question. It 
seems hardly necessary to refute a Democratic version of a Republican con- 
vention, or even reports sent to Republican ne pers 3 by a Dem- 
ocrat. All I care to say further is, we got e ing we asked for, and the 
convention adjourned with the best of feeling on the part of the delegates.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There area great many other interviews 
in the same line, and it is unnecessary to place them in the RECORD. 
The editorial to which these interviews refer was written, as I 
said before, by J. Tomlinson, jr., editor of the Sioux Falls Argus. 
He secured an appointment as a representative of the press asso- 
ciations, and attended the convention in my State, apparently for 
8 of sending out these false reports, and he is the author 
of all the telegrams which were published by the Associated Press. 
He is the writer and instigator of the entire story, untrue in every 
particular from the beginning. 

Ido not care to say anything about Mr. Tomlinson except that 
his reputation for truth and veracity in the community where he 
resides is bad, and I do not believe he could sustain it in a court 
of law. He is unworthy of the notice I haye given him, unworthy 
of my anger or contempt, and I feel that I owe my fellow-Sena- 
tors an apology for haying directed your attention to him even for 
one brief moment. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, at this hour I do not intend to 
enter into a general discussion of the silver question. The bill be- 
fore the Senate is not connected with that question at all, or at 
least not necessarily. The question before the Senate is whether 


the American Congress will abdicate its 
how, and under what conditions the 
money. 


wer to determine when, 
vernment shall borrow 


The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] has as- 
sumed that the Republicans of this body are in favor of puttin: 
that power in the hands of the Executive and leaving it there. 
deny the right of the Senator from New Hampshire to speak for 
the Republicans of this country. It will be enough for him to 
speak for the 1 of New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHAND . May I ask whether the Senator from Colo- 
rado undertakes to speak for the Republicans of the country? 

Mr. TELLER. Iam going to speak for myself. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will accept the rebuke of the Senator and 
shall not undertake to speak except for the Republicans of New 
Hampshire, and I ho e Senator from Colorado will not under- 
take to speak except for the Republicans of Colorado, and then we 
are even. 

Mr. TELLER. The Republicans of the country at the last elec- 
tion e themselves on the question of the increase of the 

ublic debt in time of peace. In one State 5 in the other 

ouse 19 conventions that nominated members declared against 
the issue of bonds. I believe there were 19 members from that 
State who voted in favor of a bond issue. In my ju ent the 
American people are not in favor of increasing the public debt in 
time of peace, and in my opinion the poopie who dissent from 
propositions to issue bonds are quite as honest and quite as tena- 
cious of the pats credit and the public honor as any gentleman 
anywhere who cries out for the lodgment of the most important 
function of government in the hands of the Executive, unre- 
strained and unhindered, 

During the whole debate that has taken pee in this Chamber 
over the pending bill the opponents of the bill have taken the posi- 
tion simply, and will admit no alternative, that the representa- 
tives of the States and the representatives of the people are not 
to be trusted to maintain the credit of the American Government. 
I dissent from that view. My education has been of a different 
character. I believe that the American people can be trusted at 
all times to maintain the honor and the integrity and the credit of 
the nation, and when the representatives of the States in thisCham- 
ber and the br abet eae of the poopie in the other can not be 
trusted to do that there might as well be an abandonment of this 
Government of ours and the pretense thatit rests upon the consent 
of the governed. 

It is to me a most astonishing spectacle that the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who has spent almost a lifetime in the public 
service, and who has been honorably mentioned in connection with 
great offices in addition to those which he has held, should in sub- 
stance ađdress the Senate and appeal to the Senate not to pass the 
bill, because if we do Congress, when called upon in an emergency, 
will not respond in a way to maintain the public credit. Then 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] follows in the 
same strain and congratulates himself and the country that at 
least three-fourths of the representatives in this body of the party 
to which he belongs insist that the legislative department is in- 
competent and untrustworthy to deal with this subject. 

It is not at all a question of free geen „nor is it a question 
whether the public will recognize as valid and legal the bonds 
which have been issued within the last two years. Ido not myself 
intend to enter into any discussion as to the validity of the bond 
issues. It may be a controverted question. There is one thing I 
know, and that is that the American le intend, without re- 
spect to their belief upon the question of silver or gold, that eve 
bond which shall be issued by the Government of the Uni 
States under the current pretense of law shall be paid according 
to the letter and the spirit of the bond. It is because there is a 
claim—and a claim, too, that may be made, I think, with great 
force—that the bonds when issued are obligations upon us which 
we are bound to pay that we desire to put upon the statute book 
a law which will determine when and how and where and under 
what conditions the Government of the United States shall incur 
indebtedness and increase its debt in time of peace. 

I am willing myself to trust the American people. I have never 
seen an hour since I have been in this body when there has not 
been a majority of it ready and willing to incur any and all in- 
debtedness that was 5 requisite to the maintenance 
of the public credit, and the discharge properly of the public obli- 
gations. It is a part of the stock in trade of the people who are 
arrogating to themselves now, first, superior financial knowledge, 
and then superior financial integrity, to charge that everybody 
who does not agree with them is dishonest. We have heard it in 
this Chamber, we have heard it in the other, and we have heard it 
through the press; and yet those of us who here contend for what 
we claim is a decent system of finance have upon all occasions 
been found as active, as earnest, and as intelligent in maintaining 
the public credit and the public honor as these self-satisfied Phari- 
sees who claim that they alone possess the honesty and the ability 
to deal with this question. 


5998 


The question is not one that requires a great deal of examina- 
tion or discussion, and at this hour I do not intend to go into any 
neral argument in relation to it. The authority for the issue of 
mds, if found at all, must be found under the act of 1875, in my 
judgment. If this act does convey to the President of the United 
tatesthe full authority which it is asserted it does, and which I 
am not now denying—if it was intended to lodge that power with 
the Executive, it was under circumstances absolutely dissimilar 
to those now presented to us that the power was lod, with the 
President. e Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] himself, who 
has spoken of his connection with the act of 1875, could not have 
contemplated at any time that such a condition of affairs would 
exist as prevails now. When it was determined by the American 
people through their representatives that the Government would 
redeem the greenbacks in coin, it was not anticipated that the 
greenback would be used as an agency for the accumulation of 
money for export, whether it might be gold or silver. It was sup- 
that in the course of business affairs occasionally a man 
olding a greenback or a paper note would want gold or silver, 
the money of the world, and the Government undertook, as every 
just government should, to provide for a proper exchange for the 
per money of the money recognized as the world’s money, which 
5 was gold and silver, and in that day a decided preference 
for silver over gold existed. 

The act took effect four years after its passage. I was not con- 
nected with this body when the act was passed. I was a member 
when it went into operation, as I had been for some time previ- 
ous. We had provided in that act for what we thought would 
be the ordinary demands of business and trade. We had left it 
with the executive department to determine how much should 
be accumulated. There had been nothing said about the amount, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury fixed the sum in the neigh- 
borhood of $100,000,000. I will say that there was a good deal 
of controversy in the public press and some in this Chamber and 
some in the other y as to whether $90,000,000 or thereabouts 
was enough. It was asserted by some that the people would 
make a rush for the gold and that it would be all at once taken 
out. In the first year there was $11,000,000 of greenbacks pre- 
sented to the Treasury for redemption or exchange. and in the 
succeeding eleven years and six months there was $28,000,000 in 
round numbers and a few odd hundred thousand dollars ex- 
changed. It is apparent from this fact that this exchange of green- 
backs for gold was a legitimate transaction, not for export but for 
use. Occasionally a man might have desired gold to lay away; 
occasionally he might have obligations that required him to pro- 
duce gold to pay his debts; and in the eleven years and six months 
$28,000,000 alone was exchanged. That brings us up to 1890, 
and in the succeeding two years there was $15,000,000 more. 
There was in thirteen years and six months $43,000,000 of green- 
backs exchanged for gold. Wehad maintained up to that time 
from $100,000,000 to $150.000,000 of gold in the Treasury to make 
sure that the men who wanted the gold could get it. 

Since 1892, when the $43,000,000 had been exchanged, how much 

ld has been exchanged from the Treasury for greenbacks? 
From July 1, 1892, to December, 1895—and I have not followed it 
beyond that, because I have taken the Secretary’s report for it— 
we had exchanged $360,266,000 in gold for either mbacks or 
Treasury notes. During that time we had expo $305,000,000, 
leaving about $55,000,000 that was withdrawn from the Treasury 
that did not go abroad. What became of that I do not know. I 

resume some of it has been lodged in safe deposits, some of it 
as been made probably a special ps in banks, largely grow- 
ing out of the fact that the Treasury Department and the Govern- 
ment itself as an entity has been engaged during the last three 
years in declaring to the public that there were grave doubts 
whether the Government had either the honesty or the ability to 
continue this system. 

It would be interesting to go into the reason why $305,000,000 
have been withdrawn from the Treasury and exported. There is 
no time to-night. The gold people will tell us and do tell us that 
it has arisen Pom the fact that the silver question was especially 
alive and especially being discussed. In 1876 the silver question 
was here. 1876 I first came into this Chamber, and amongst 
the first things that I heard discussed during the following winter 
was the silver question. In 1877 and 1878 it was as live a question 
as it has ever been in this body and in the other, and the public 
were discussing it everywhere. It has been a live question ever 


since. 

In 1893 we changed Administrations. For myself I did not be- 
lieve then, and I am free to say now, that I doubt whether it was 
wise that we made the change. It is asserted by those who rep- 
resent the views that I do, in part at least, that the whole disar- 
rangement of our finances and the withdrawal of gold from the 

ury, running from comparatively nothing to the rate of $100,- 
000,000 a year, has grown entirely out of the discredit thrown 
upon the Government by a change of Administration. Mr. Presi- 
dent, there never was a greater mistake than those make who be- 
lieve that to be the case. The same condition, in my judgment, 
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would exist to-day 1f Mr. Harrison had been reelected. I will add 
that a change of Administration must, in some degree, disturb 
and disorder business; and if Mr. McKinley, with all the promises 
that he and his friends are making, shall be inaugurated on March 
4, 1897, there will be some disturbance then growing out of a 
change of Administration. 

The other day, in looking over the financial reports of the city 
of New York issued by the great financial papers, I found that 
there had been a disturbance in the money market, and then I 
found the statement made by leading financiers that that had 
been largely the result of the almost certainty that McKinley 
was going to be nominated as the next candidate of the Repub- 
lican party. It is easy enough to get up a fright and to disturb 
business. But the three hundred and odd million dollars that 
have gone out of this country, to which I have called attention, 
have not gone out of the country because of any fright; it was 
not because they were afraid of the party that is in power, nor 
is it because they are afraid of the party that is coming into 
power. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorado a 
question. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator says that the financial journals spoke 
of some fright existing in consequence of the prospect of Mr. Me- 
Kinley becoming President. Does the Senator mean to be under- 
stood that the bondholders are becoming frightened because Mr. 
McKinley, if President, would favor bime , the restoration 
of silver, or anything of that kind? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not think there is anything in the state- 
ment that the public were frightened because of Mr. McKinley’s 
candidacy. It was only a statement that the financial papers 
made to excuse the disordered condition of the finances of the 
country. It would be very interesting if I could bring here and 
read to the Senate—I follow them with some closeness myself— 
the monthly and daily circulars that are issued. To-day one 
cause is given as the reason why p rity has not come. Some- 
times it is astorm in the West; sometimes it is a speech that some 
one has made on the silver question; and sometimes it is some- 
thing else. Childish and foolish and weak are the excuses which 
have been made for two years now by those who promised the 
country prosperity, and I mean to say that the statement in re- 
gard to Mr. McKinley was but an excuse. 

Mr. President, I do not think that the gold people need to have 
any fears of Mr. McKinley. I do not think that they have any 
fears of him, either. When you see the declaration that is made 
by his friends and when ron study his record I do not think there 
need be any distrust on their part as to his attitude on the money 
question. 

I did not mean that as an indication that it was a truthful state- 
ment, but simply to show that all the difficulties which exist must 
be attributed to something. Probably no one had made a silver 
speech within a few days, and they could not attribute it to that, 
and so they said: Well, it is the looming up of the McKinley 
candidacy which has now disturbed the finances of the country.” 

Mr. President, if our finances are in such a deplorable condition 
as to show that there is something wrong about the system, that 
is not the cause. Weare a debtor nation. We have by our sys- 
tem of finance destroyed the price of our products out of which 
we are compelled to pay our debts abroad. Their value is one- 
half what it was a few years ago. Seventy-five per cent of all our 
exports are the products of farms and fields. e double them in 
quantity, and when we have doubled them in quantity we find we 
have halved them in value. 

If since 1873 the products that we have sent to Europe had 
brought the gold prices of 1873 the American people would not 
owe a dollar to Europe. That statement was made in one of the 
financial papers of London last summer, and it is undoubtedly 
true. The exports of gold are legitimate and proper, because we 
are in debt and because we have not products enough that we 
can send abroad to meet the demands that aremadeuponus. The 
conditions haye changed since 1875. If we thought then that we 
could afford to sell bonds and keep on hand gold to exchange for 

nbacks whenever any citizen desired such exchange, we must 
see that to-day the conditions are so different that it is not justi- 
fiable that we should continue the same system. We must either 
now adopt some other system or we must undoubtedly continue 
to sell bonds. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. Or go into bankruptcy. 

Mr. TELLER. Or go into bankruptcy, as suggested. Mr. Pres- 
ident, I do not know but that we shall go into bankruptcy. Cer- 
tainly there will be no prosperity brought to this country by the 
sale of bonds. It is true we may borrow some money abroad. 
We borrowed some with the first issue of bonds and we borrowed 
some on the second, and I am told by those who ought to know 
that in ninety days all the bonds that we sold on the second issue 
were in New York. Whenever the price rises a little above what 
was paid for them here they come to this country, and that proc- 
ess will be continued to the end of time. 
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Mr. President, we shall have to adopt some other system. The 
President of the United States has a system. He says that to retire 
the greenbacks and relieve the Treasury will do it; that if we re- 
tire the greenbacks and the Treasury notes the Treas will no 
longer have raids made on it by the exporters of gold. e great 
American sentiment is against that policy. That is a contraction 
of currency of more than one-third of all we have in circulation. 
That is impossible, Mr. President. It is im ible unless we de- 
vise some method of putting in its place other money. I do not 
know how we can do it except by bringing into use the gold and 
silver that we have in such abundance. s 

Mr. President, we are producing to-day, I think I may say with- 
out question, as much gold as any other nation in the world, and 
more silver. We could, by a wise system of legislation, make 
every ounce of gold that comes out of our mines, and every ounce 
of silver, equal in purchasing power at a ratio we may establish. 
The Senator from Iowain front of me [Mr. ALLISON] says he does 
not think we can. He does not think that we can open our mints 
now. The Senator from Iowa did not think in 1878, when the 
House sent us a free-coin bill, that we could open our mints, 
when silver was only 7 or 8 per cent below par, when the diver- 
gence between the bullion in the silver dollar and the bullion in 
the gold dollar was less, as I recollect,than 8 per cent. The Sena- 
tor said then, You can not do it,” and the erican Senate fol- 
lowed his lead, and there never has been a legislative act, in my 
judgment, by any nation on the face of the earth that has been 
fraught with more evil as that act. Had we accepted the bill as 
it came to us from the House we would have stopped the fall of 
silver, and silver would have retained its place as the money metal 
of commerce, as the favorite money metal of the world. 

The Senator, as much as I cherish and respect him, can not ask 
me, in view of what I regard as one of the greatest legislative 
blunders of the present or any other, to follow him upon his 
mere suggestion that in judgment it can not be done. The 
history of the world is against him. The logic of the position is 
against him. The philosophy is against him. We can go to free 
coinage and maintain the parity of the two metals, as Mr. Gibbs 
said, when asked by the English commission. It was said, Can 
Great Britain handle this question alone and maintain the parity 
of the two metals?” He replied, “ Any great nation can do it.” 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] ony gave us his 
opinion. I respect the Senator from Illinois for things he has 
studied and knows. He said: “I do not believe you can maintain 
the parity. I do not believe the divergence between silver and 
gold is the result of legislation, but, on the contrary, it is over- 

roduction.” The English commission, composed of 12 men, and 
it will not be invidious if I say that every one of them was the 
peer of any man here on this subject, declared with a universal 
voice that the depreciation of silver was not overproduction, but 
it was the disuse of it by legislative enactment, and that alone. 

The $200,000,000 that is now put out upon the world, according 
to the statement of the Senator from Hlinois, is less in proportion 
to the demands of commerce and trade that the world is now de- 
manding than the gold that was put out by California, Australia, 
and the Ural mines. It is one of the laws of commerce and trade 
that with the output of more gold and more silver there is a 

eater demand for it, and there has never been an hour in the 

istory of the world when the silver and gold reached up to the 
demands of commerce and trade. It has not done so yet. It will 
not doit. If it doubles in amount use will be found for it in the 
stimulated activities. Ah, Mr. President, had we not better try 
it? Can we not try it? Is the condition of the people of this 
country so good, is it so desirable and so satisfactory that we can 
not afford to take any chances or try any experiments? 

Mr. PALMER. May I ask the Senator from Colorado a single 
question? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. Does the Senator regard it as an experiment? 

Mr. PALMER ny ate pol trying th iment 

8 5 e Senator eo g the riment, 

Mr. TELLER. But Isay if itis an experiment sen bad better 
1 it. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] this morning, 
whom I do not see now in his seat, repeated the objections to free 
coinage which he has urged here for the last twenty years in my 
hearing. He told us of the great French economist, Mr. Cernuchi, 
whom he had the honor of inviting to his table—and it was an 
honor, for he was a great thinker and a great political economist— 
that he had declared when here that we could not afford, as a na- 
It is true, Mr. President, that he did so 


here and uses that argument insults the intelligence of the Sen- 
and he insults the intelligence of the American people. There 


is not a 50-cent dollar anywhere on the face of God’s earth to-day. 


There is no depreciation in a silver dollar anywhere compared 
with commodities. Take Mexico. Take the Mexican silver dol- 
lar that exchanges here at the rate of 54 cents for your gold. Isit 
a 50-cent dollar in Mexico? Take the Japanese yen. Isita50-cent 
yeninJapan? Notatall. Everybody knows better. The Mexi- 
can dollar in every market where it is treated as money, and that 
is on more than one-half of the face of the earth, and that, too, 
in the hands of three-fourths of the people of the globe 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin? 

Mr. TELLER. Not now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado de- 
clines to yield. 

Mr. TELLER. Three-fourths of the people of the globe are 
using it, and not as a 50-cent dollar, but asa 100-cent dollar. It 
will buy in Japan, it will buy in China, it will buy in India, it 
will buy in the Straits Settlements, it will buy in Mexico, and it 
will buy here as much of human products as it would ever buy. 
Yet the Senator from Illinois spent the most of his time in talkin, 
aioe the dishonesty of the 50-cent dollar. He never saw a50-cen 

ollar. 

Mr. President, if you will go to Mexico to-day you will find the 
Mexican dollar will purchase as much property there as it would 
thirty years ago; if you go to Japan you will find that the Ja 
anese yen, equivalent to the Mexican dollar in the amount of ah. 
ver it contains, will purchase as many commodities as it would 
ever purchase. It is in this country when measured with gold, 
and gold alone, that you can say that the depreciation exists. 
You have a 200-cent dollar. That is what is the difficulty here. 
You have a dollar when measured by commodities which meas- 
ures more than twice what it measured when I came into this 
body, more than twice what it measured when we passed the 
Bland-Allison Act. Itmeasures 21 per cent more of farm products 
than it did when you repealed the Sherman law. That is the 
trouble with this country, and thatis the trouble with your dollar, 

I do not intend to detain the Senate at this time with a discus- 
sion of this question. I am moved to say these things because I 
regard the statements which have been made on this floor by those 
who are contending that we are too weak to have a financial sys- 
tem of our own as lacking in patriotism and, I will say, not mean- 
ing to be offensive, as an insult to my intelligence, asit is to that of 
every other thoughtful man. Weare big enough and rich enough 
and strong enough to have a financial system of our own; and I 
myself do not believe there would be any experiment or any loss. 
But if there were, what becomes of the patriotism of the country, 
and what becomes of your confidence in the people, who are sup- 
posed to be the fountain of all power and authority, if you dare not 
trust them, if you dare not let the American people have their 
say upon this question—not only upon the question whether the 
bonds shall he sold, but also upon the question whether we shall 
make use of silver as our fathers made use of it, and as it is being 
made use of in a great portion of the earth; in fact, the greater 
portion of it to-day as primary money? 

Mr. CULLOM, Would it interrupt the Senator if I should read 
a pa aph from a newspaper and ask a question for information 
from the Senator from Colorado? Because I think he can explain 
it, and I am sure I cannot. What I wish to read is in reference 
to the Mexican dollar, of which the Senator has just spoken. The 
quotation is as follows: . 

To the Editor: 

I saw in the Record recently a letter from W. W. containing some finan- 
cial queries, the first being in regard to what part of Mexico one can get two 
Mexican dollars for one American dollar. In any large city near the Mexican 
border or in Mexico money can be changed, but not quite two dollars for one. 
If both coins contained an equalamount of silver the ratio would be 2 to 1, but 
the Mexican dollar contains the most silver; one United States dollar being 
worth $1.88 in Mexican money. 

At Monterey, Nuevo Leon, Mexico, I cashed a $50 Chicago draft, receiving 
$94 Mexican en S at Durango, Mexico, I was paid at the Wells-Fargo Ex- 

ress office, for $100 wired from Chicago, 188 Mexican silver dollars (no light 

oad in that warm climate). 

What I desire to inquire, in perfect good faith, is (because I do 
not understand the reason for it), if the Mexican dollar has as 
much silver in it as the American dollar, or more, how it happens 
715 we can get almost two Mexican dollars for one American 

ollar? 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator ought not to have any great diffi- 
culty in that. t 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to have it explained. 

Mr. TELLER. One can go to Japan and do the same thing 
with the Japanese yen. The reason simply is that we are on the 
gold basis, and everything in the world which is measured with 
gold is worth practically but half what it was a few years ago. 
in other words, where the gold standard prevails there has been 
a shrinking and shriveling of values. You can go to Great Brit- 
ain to-day, which is on the gold standard, and you can buy land 
in that country for one-fifth of what you would have had to pay 
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for it thirty years ago. Yonu can go to the rich State of Tinois, 
which the Senator represents, and within 125 miles of the city of 
Chicago you can buy the best land that the sun ever shone upon 
for 40 cent less than it conld have been bought for twenty years 
ago. You may goto the State of Ohio, in the neighborhood of the 
great city of Cincinnati—I am not ing now at random—and 
you will find that you can buy land there now for half what you 
could have bonght it for less than twenty years ago. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. In one moment I will yield to the Senator. 

Take Illinois. The city of Chicago has trebled her popusio 
since the tiñe that I have been familiar with the Rock River Val- 
ley, and yet land in the Rock River Valley, or 125 miles from it, 
will not bring as much now as it would have brought eighteen or 
twenty years ago. Why should that be? Illinois a good gov- 
ernment; IIlinois has a good climate; Illinois has had prosperity, 
and has filled up her Great city with thousands and thousands of 
men who are demandi g the products of farmers; and yet the 
products of farmers are lower now than they were twenty years 
ago, and the farms themselves in ay portion of that great State 
will bring but little more than of what they would have 
brought then. 

Mr.CULLOM. Ionly wanted to say that, while I am not famil- 
iar with the prices of land in all parts of the State, I think in the 
central portion the land is substantially holding its own, and has 
been during recent years. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘Substantially holding its own,” when you 
have qarapa your population. The price of land ought to 
have doubled. 

Mr. CULLOM. That may be so, but the Senator knows very 
well there are other reasons besides the question whether or not 
we are on a gold basis which have materially affected the prices 
of all things in this country, land included. 

Mr. TELLER. I deny that there is any particularly powerful 
agency which has depreciated land in this country in the sections 
of which I am speaking. Iwill admit that the railroads which 
reach Chicago and the t prairies did depreciate somewhat the 
value of land in New York; will admit that the competition has 
put down the prices of farm products in New York; but that is 
not true of the great prairie West. In that section they have noth- 
ing beyond them in the way of competition. What I said of Ili- 
nois is true of Kansas; it is true of Nebraska; it is true of Minne- 
sota. The only places where the value of land has appreciated are 
in the vicinity of cities and towns where it has s prosprotive value 
with reference to either being cut up into farms or that it 
shall be occupied as town lots. . 

Mr. President, the Senator wants to know why you can get 82 
down in Mexico for one American dollar. It is because you can 
bring back that American dollar and you can purchase twice as 
much with it now as you could purchase twenty years ago. The 
only exception there is to the ability to purchase twice as much 
is labor. There is an exception there. I will admit that you can 
not purchase twice as much labor. The labor organizations have 
held up the price of labor; but does not everybody know that that 
can not be continued; that ultimately the price of labor must 
drop with that of the products of labor? 

In every gold country without exception the condition prevails 
which prevails here; that is to say, we are worse off to-day than 
we were formerly. We have grown poorer. I suppose there 
never was an hour in the history of this country when there was 
so much discontent; when there was so much complaint; I may 
say, when there was so much distress. 

he other day I received a letter from one of the great, rich 
States of the West, asking me, as a member of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, to do something with the bankruptcy bill; and the writer, 
whom I do not know, but from the character of his letter I have 
no doubt he is a truthful man, said: 


We need a 88 law; our homes are being taken from us under 
mortgage claims; and when they have taken our all, they leave us in debt. 


That was from a State for which nature has done as much as for 
any State in the Umon, both as to climate and as to soil. 

A few days since an intelligent medical man from the State of 
Nebraska said to me: 

In the neighborhood in which I am practicing my profession there is not, to 
my knowledge, 5 per cent of the whole farming community that are not in 
absolute distress; not entirely, I will admit, owing to the financial question, 
but largely owing to that. 

Mr. President, there is nobody here, save the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Lixpsay], who will rise and assert that the present 
financial condition of the United States is a satisfactory one. 
“Oh, we have held our own,” the Senator from Illinois says; but 
we ought to have done more. They have done more than that in 
Mexico; they have done more than that in Japan; they have done 
more than that in China. Progress is the rule in China; progress 
is the rule in Japan; progress is the rule in Mexico and Central 
America, and retrogression, depreciation, and fall in values is the 
rule in this country and in every other gold-standard land. 

I only wish to say a word or two more, and that in reply toa 
suggestion made by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Brown}. The 


Senator from Utah, in a very ingenious, but not ingenuous, speech, 
undertook to make it appear that I, with others, had been found 
voting against a silver proposition in this Chamber. He, repre- 
senting a community interested in silver, found himself training 
under the leadership of the distinguished Senator from Vermont 
Mr. MORRILL) and the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
HERMAN]. e was following them in their mad zeal to accom- 
plish something for silver. The pole of Utah are a people of 
intelligence, and that kind of talk will fool nobody in Utah; it 
certainly will fool nobody in Colorado. If the Senator is proud of 
his silver leaders and wants to train with the senior Senator from 
Ohio and the senior Senator from Vermont, he will hardly estab- 
lish a character in the great Northwest of being zealous for silver. 
So far as I am concerned, I believe the silver question to be the 
amount question before the American people. I believe, as I 
lieve that I am alive, that itis the duty of every man here and 
everywhere else to settle this question, and to settle it so that there 
shall be a return to the use of both metals on an equality to be 
established bylaw. Ido not believe that you will ever have pros- 
perity until that is done. I do not believe the unfortunate condi- 
tion now existing will be reversed and set aside until you make 
that the paramount question of all questions in legislative life and 
in legislative fields. : 

I know that the Senator from Connecticut not long since told 
us here that, as to those of us who had said we put the financial 
question in front of the protective system, the le of our States 
would not sustain us in that view. Mr. reddent the people of 
four of the States whose representatives took action here have been 
heard from. There has been no condemnatory voice from those 
States. The people of the great Northwest understand that this 
is the great question that is being presented for their considera- 
tion. want to say to the Senator from Connecticut that the 
people of my State have been attached to the protective system as 
the people of his State have not been. We have given ub- 
lican victories and Republican officials when his State, the center 
of manufacturing as it is, has given other votes; and yet we know 
that the protective system as applied to our section of the country 
has not m of local benefit. We, however, have been protec- 
tionists, as I have said before in this Chamber, because we be- 
lieved that the greatest -good to the greatest number should be the 
rule, because we believed that if we brought prosperity into Con- 
necticut we should bring prosperity into Texas and Colorado. I 
so believe now; but we must have a system of finance not local, 
not applying to one section, but applying to all. 

I am not advocating the use of silver as money because it is 
created or dug ont of the earth in my State, but because, in my 
judgment, the use of silver will promote the interests of those 
people who are now crying out against it, and who are telling us, 
as they were a few days since, that the silver question had been 
relegated to the rear, and that nothing more would be heard of it. 

_ Mr. President, I said here two months ago that the silver ques- 
tion was a lively corpse. It is more than lively. Two or three 
months ago great effort was made to control the great political 

arties and to put them in harmony on the money question. The 
Pakaa and the bankers’ conventions told the people, You must 
see to it that both political organizations, Democrats and Repub- 
licans, declare for the gold standard.” We were told that a large 
sum of money had been raised to accomplish that desirable end. 
There was no secret about it. It was proclaimed from the house 
tops that that was to be done and that it was being done, and we 
have had the prot in various sections of the country that it was 
being done. et, notwithstanding that, Republican States, States 
in the Union, States of equal intelligence with any other, have 
been declaring for free silver, and the great Democratic party is 
now, I believe, practically ready to inscribe on its banner free 
coinage. 

The people of the United States have learned that the question 
of free coinage is one that comes home to them. They know that 
the money question is one which touches every man’s interest. 
They know that there is no legislation which can be enacted, that 
there is no legislation which ever has been enacted. that comes so 
close home, to the men on the farm and in the shop and in the mill 
and in the mine, as the financial question, and they know that a 
mistake upon that question is a mistake which goes deeper and 
outrages them more than any other mistake that can be made in 
legislation; and they are taking hold of it. 

We had an election in Oregon yesterday. The Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] has been an intelligent and pronounced 
advocate of free coinage for many years by my side. He is acan- 
didate for reelection. All the powers of the gold field and the 
gold standard have been arrayed against him. The great press 
of his State has been bought up. And yet, if we are not misin- 
formed 5 has made a triumphant success in his candi- 
dacy, and he been indorsed by the people as he never was ir, 
dorsed before. The Representative who ran as a silver man 
elected. The Representative who defeated a silver man in tl 
House for the nomination and who ran as a gold man or a strat’ 
dler, if not an avowed gold man, is reported to be defeated. 


